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As The Media Focuses on the V.P Candidate’s Looks,
Shouldn’t We Be Focusing on...the Issues?

tion of what “VPILF” stands for.  There’s a clue in the
heading: thumbnail images of the past forty-six vice
presidents juxtaposed with a larger photo of pageant-era
Sarah Palin.  However, if your innocent grandmother
wanted to figure out the meaning of the titular acronym
she’d have to peruse— what else?— the comments sec-
tion.  

Says username: “Palinperv” on an article from the
Seattle Post-Intelligencer, “Politics, smolitics... I just
want to fuck her...” You’re not alone, my frontal-lobe-
lacking friend!  There’s a whole line of sexy Sarah Palin
schwag for just such a demographic.  Consider the not-
at-all dehumanizing “McCain/VPILF 08” shirts, which
can always be worn to grandma’s if the HR
department is up on the lingo.  For those who
aren’t concerned with subtlety, there are
designs like the following:

Some people, though, might be uncomfort-
able with Palin as a PILF; too much progress,
too fast.  Thus, I recommend the following
graphic (left), which supports the idea of a
man on top. Boy, even in that submissive
vice-presidential position, Sarah Palin seems
to have too much authority.  Here’s an item
(top right) that removes the unattractive threat
power from her image: an (in)action figure!
Ms. Palin is so much hotter as a little girl than
as the most powerful woman in the free
world. 

It really isn’t any surprise, though, that the
internet should harbor such treasures.  We can
easily dismiss the relatively small number of offensive
websites and pieces of merchandise; they’re just a
glimpse at a tiny cross-section of the world’s immense
digitized id.  Our streamlined media are different: they
espouse a comfortably sexless political sexism.  They
ask us those crucial questions, such as, “Can a woman
really take care of a disabled baby, an illegitimate
grandchild, and four other dependent humans while
helping to run the country?”   We
expect these kinds of remarks— this
is appropriate sexism.  It’s not like
we’re going to hear Donny Deutch
on CNN saying something like:

I want to equate Palin to a prod-
uct.  If you were gonna sell a new
concept, a woman in power, to the
American people [...] what ingredi-
ents would you put in?  Hilary
Clinton never figured it out. [Palin]
figured it out [...] Men want a sexy
woman.  Woman want to idealize
about a sexy woman. [...] Before you
can sell the candidate, whether it’s a
man or a woman, you gotta first sell her as a woman!
This is the new feminist ideal [...] women want to be her,
men want to mate with her, it’s as simple as that.

But oh, he did say that.  But, hey, there’s always
going to be one guy who pulls a Don Imus and puts his
foot in his mouth.  Maybe if they did a skit on Conan
about ‘boning Sarah Palin,’ or if online newsmagazine

Salon published a Palin-themed article with a photo-
shopped dominatrix graphic, or if the New York Times
referred to a Clinton-Palin “catfight,” or if the
Washington Post stooped to featuring an article about
Palin-look-alike strippers, then we would have some-
time to gripe about.  Wait...these things have happened,
too. 

At this point in the article I might employ a favorite
feminist tactic, the “if she were a man...” hypothetical.
For example, I might say, “If Sarah Palin were a man,
the media would never sexualize her to this extent.”
While such hypotheticals are based on legitimate social
observations... they’re still hypotheticals. Using would-

be examples is a bad way to try to win
an argument, but, luckily, I don’t have
to resort to that.  Because I have
Senator John Edwards.

So very rarely is there an instance
of sexism in which one can say, “the
man who was in the very same posi-
tion as this woman was treated differ-
ently!”   Therefore, let’s take a
moment to fully explore and luxuriate
in this example.  John Edwards, like
Sarah Palin, is a very recent vice-pres-
idential candidate.  Like Palin,
Edwards has young children.  His
level of experience was low, just like
Sarah Palin’s, when he was chosen to
be possible-second-in-command.
And, like Palin, he was generally

agreed to be a very attractive politician; ‘hot,’ if you
will. 

The media’s comments on his looks, however, were
quite different.  There were the occasional “I’d do him”
remarks, but mostly John Edwards was portrayed as a
pretty boy, the implication being that a good-looking,
well-coifed man, was, like, totally gay.  Sexist?
Absolutely.  Heterosexist? Most definitely.  John

Edwards, however, was never
sexualized to the extent that
Sarah Palin has.  Comparing the
two cases, we can see the differ-
ence between occasionally exer-
cising the first amendment right
(in order to comment on a politi-
cian’s rare ability to be both sexy
and a politician) and repeatedly
reducing a smart, successful
human being to his or her looks.
The latter did happen to John
Edwards a couple of times, but I
guarantee that no matter how far
into the vast archives of the inter-

net you dig, you will not find a CNN transcript describ-
ing the new sexy male politician brand.  

Moral of the story: keep banging your heads against
that glass ceiling, ladies!  Eighteen million more cracks
and they might stop commenting on your sexy skirt
suits at the foreign policy meeting.

A sentence with the phrases “women’s progress” and
“Sarah Palin” could go in one of about thirty-seven
directions.  It could go nowhere, like the previous sen-
tence, or it could turn into a list of the questions
Governor Palin’s candidacy raises: is she a supporter of
women’s progress?; what does her ascendancy mean
for women’s progress?; what do our reactions to her
candidacy say about women’s progress?  Palin, you see,
prompts discussion, and that’s one of the main reasons
she was chosen to run. Her addition to the Republican
ticket has more than made up for the lack of McCain
coverage earlier in the campaign season. And, like a
sinister perpetual motion machine, the coverage of
Palin begets coverage about the coverage.  The media
constantly wonders if the media is being sexist, draw-
ing attention to the McCain campaign and provoking
Republicans to cries of patronizing outrage: “How dare
you treat our woman this way!”

As the author of this article, I obviously support the
discussion of things Palin.  To ignore the issues her can-
didacy raises because of some misguided support of
liberal politics would be impossible for someone of my
liberal politics.  The McCain camp knows this and
delights in the paradox.  It was all part of their brilliant
plan!  I think, though, that the Palin coverage has got-
ten out of their hands— or ahead of their plans— in a
way not even the evil genius of Karl Rove could have
prevented.  I’m referring to a particular strain of sexist
media attention that the campaign can’t really address
and probably doesn’t want to: the sexualization of
Sarah Palin. 

Within hours of Senator McCain’s big veep
announcement, the domain name vpilf.com was regis-
tered.  The site, a pro-Palin newsfeed, makes no men-
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Are We Dead Yet? No, But We Will Be Soon!

Alright, you know the drill. Grab your duct tape.
Grab your flashlight. Grab your Aquafina, your
Saltines, and the first season of The Office. Now head
into the basement, cuz you’re probably gonna die. Not
from Anthrax, SARS, or herpes, but something much,
much more sinister: its called the Large Hadron
Collider, and it’s gonna fucking kill us all.

You’ve probably heard of the Large Hadron Collider,
or “God Machine”, or “Atom Smasher”, or whatever
ominous name you want to give it. You’ve also proba-
bly heard that it’s going to create a black hole that’s
going to swallow the Earth. However, you probably
aren’t sure what its all really about. Well, before you
send that “Goodbye, I Love You” text to your mom and
go out to smoke crystal meth just once before the world
ends, pay attention. I’m going to make this whole thing
as easy as first year quantum physics. 

A particle accelerator is basically a big tube that
shoots out tiny particles of matter. For example, your
old Cathode Ray television set was a particle accelera-
tor. When these accelerators get bigger and more pow-
erful, they can shoot particles at unimaginable speeds.
Scientists can then observe what happens to these par-
ticles, and how they interact with their environment.
The whole idea is to learn more about the forms of mat-
ter that provide the framework for our existence so that
we can unlock the secrets of the universe. Or some bull-
shit like that.

The Large Hadron Collider, or LHC, is seventeen
miles in circumference, making it the largest machine
ever built. It lies 300 feet underground near the Swiss-
French border in Geneva, Switzerland. Costing eight
billion dollars, it is also the most expensive science
experiment in history. The Hadron Collider, however, is
different from some other particle accelerators in that it
actually shoots two particles at each other, causing them

to smash together with an enormous amount of energy.
With so much power behind them, the particles go real-
ly, really, REALLY fast…about 99.9% the speed of
light. Scientists predicted that, with the amount of ener-
gy the LHC would use to smash the particles, they could
learn what the universe was like milliseconds after the
Big Bang, the time when planets, stars and cosmic dust
were forming for the first time. They also hoped to be
able to learn about dark matter and other particles that
exist only in theory. The big pimp of all these particles
is the Higgs boson, or “God Particle”. The Higgs boson
is an as-of-yet undiscovered particle that, if found to
actually exist, could explain how specific particles con-
tain mass and why photons have certain unique proper-
ties, among other things. It could probably brew a
decent cup of coffee, too. 

Building the Large Hadron Collider was no simple
task. The LHC was built by CERN, the European
Organization for Nuclear Research (and not, apparently,
acronyms.) A team of thousands of scientists from all
over the world spent years conducting research, donat-
ing money, and not getting laid in order to make the
LHC a possibility. And, after fourteen years, CERN
announced that it was ready to turn the bastard on. Oh
goodie.

Though many scientists had trouble keeping their
pants on over this whole deal, others weren’t quite
ready to fuck with the fabric of the universe. The proj-
ect received some opposition, mainly from two sources:
a select group of scientists who feared such a powerful
machine and some noisy online amateurs who probably
still don’t know the difference between Quark-gluon
plasma and a horse’s nutsack. The thing that most peo-
ple feared was the possibility that the Hadron Collider
could actually create tiny black holes that, though small,
could destroy our planet. Some went so far as to take
CERN to court, stating that the LHC would violate “the
right to life.” To top it all off, there are even Facebook
groups demanding the halt of the project. Do these peo-

ple know no end? 
Naturally, these fears spread like Chlamydia, both on

the Internet and by word of mouth. People began hear-
ing about this huge machine that was going to kill us all
when it was turned on, and a fair amount of shit was
flipped.  In India, a 16-year-old girl was so distraught
after watching apocalyptic predictions on the news that
she took her own life (but if the world was going to end
anyway, couldn’t she have just, you know, waited?).
Most people who got caught up in the hype didn’t real-
ly understand what they were talking about, but when
was the last time that’s kept an angry crowd from freak-
ing out?

Of course, these concerns didn’t go unanswered.
Multiple independent studies and countless calculations
went into proving that the Collider was in fact safe.
Even Steven Hawking “spoke” out against claims of the
impending Armageddon. Still, despite the best efforts of
scholars and professionals the world over, people were
still afraid of the LHC. So, when CERN announced
they were finally ready to fire her up, doomsday predic-
tors set their sights on a new date: Wednesday
September 10th, 2008.

Well friends, that day came and went, and we’re still
here. The Large Hadron Collider has been humming
away happily, and physics nerds everywhere have been
able to take a break from World of Warcraft to focus on
the awesome beauty of a big ass metal circle in
Switzerland. To be fair, I should note that the Hadron
Collider won’t actually start smashing particles for
another month or so, so maybe we’re not out of the
woods just yet. Regardless, I think the LHC will be next
on the list of “Things We Thought Were Going To Kill
Us But Then We Learned Better”, right after killer bees,
Y2K, and Iraq. But if the skies start raining fire, the
Hudson runs red with blood, and Reverend McShane
suddenly vanishes, leaving behind only a pile of
clothes, then I guess I was wrong. Oh  well…anyone for
some crystal meth?

BBeellggiiaann  BBooyy  NNoott  WWoorrtthh  442255  mmiilllliioonn::

by Sean Bandfield
STAFF ‘STACHE

Former fat guy Peter Jackson and Shia LaBoef
enthusiast Steven Spielberg were told “no” for the first
time since their junior proms after their pitch to adapt
the bland, offensively irrelevant Belgian comic of yes-
teryear, “TinTin,” was denied by Universal Studios.

The studios refusal to fund the inarguably ill advised
project is indicative of the change that Hollywood is
undergoing in today’s unsure eco-
nomic climate.  Traditionally, Studios
would jump at the opportunity to
work with directors of such stature as
Jackson and Spielberg, but when they
proposed a final budget of $130 mil-
lion to make a 3-D movie franchise
based on the obscure, penis-headed
Belgian journalist and his stupid dog,
bottom line financial concerns
trumped any loyalties forged through
Hollywood politics which were tradi-
tionally the life-blood of the major
studio system.

For years, the studios have entered
into financial partnerships with big
name directors and stars for reasons other than pure
economic gain. Don’t get me wrong, at the end of the
day, making money is the primary objective, but often
times, studios will support more risky endeavors with
big names in order to gleam off some of the prestige
that comes with such big name associations. Major stu-
dios have long practiced forging relationships with high
profile directors because they feel that a potential par-
tial loss over a box office dud with a proven hitmaker
is less risky than a total loss at the hands of a newbie
director who can’t draw boxoffice dollars off name
recognition alone the way a Spielberg or a Jackson
could.

The TinTin project was proposed as a three picture
deal, with Spielberg slated to direct the first install-

ment, Jackson to helm the second, and an undetermined
third director to complete the trilogy (fingers crossed
for Ben Affleck). The movies would be done entiely in
3-D using the proprietary motion capture technology
developed by Jackson’s own studio, WETA, based out
of New Zealand. This new wave of filmmaking seeks to
annihilate the human element from film, opting to
replace people with photorealistic avatars. While this
may free studios from the burdens that come with

celebrity egos and emo-
tional instability, it may
also threaten the future of
mankind, when in the
year 1997, the
pseudopeople created by
WETA will become self
aware and launch an all
out attack on reality.

Aside from the fact
that “Tin Tin” was defi-
nitely going to suck,
Universal was all but
forced to abandon the
idea when they realized
that even if, by some

strange act of God, TinTin actually turned out to be a
good movie, it would need to gross over $425 million
before the studio would see one penny of profit. The
main reason being that Spielberg and Jackson’s involve-
ment would require not only a hefty sum up front, but
also a significant portion of the movies total backend
revenue. Jackson and Spielberg would each net close to
100 million each before the movie made any money for
the studio and that, my friends, is bad for business.
When you factor in the fact that similar 3-D movies
such as monster house and Beowulf have fallen signifi-
cantly short of the $425 million benchmark that TinTin
would have to meet, the risk hardly seems worth the
reward from a financial standpoint. 
With those kind of figures working against you, even a
proven movie license would be far from a sure thing,

and lest we forget, we’re talking about TinTin here, an
IP so far removed from the target audience that it makes
Get Smart look like Hannah Montanna. Based off the
1929-1976 book series by Georges Remi, writing under
the pseudonym “Herge,” TinTin follows the global
exploits of the titular young reporter and his idiot dog,
Snowy. I don’t know about you but I’m glad I put on my
“I don’t give a fuck” face, since it’s hardly ever felt
more appropriate. Honest to god, If you can find one
child in the 8-15 age bracket who knows what TinTin is,
let alone likes the motherfucker, I will buy you and said
child an ice cream treat as well as opening day tickets
(supposing the film ever gets made).

Paramount has irresponsibly sunk $30 million into
the project already, in order to fund scripts, character
designs and initial animation tests. They were counting
on Universal to pick up the slack and help them shoul-
der the financial burden, but after Universal balked,
Paramount was left without a leg to stand on. They now
have to make the walk of shame from studio to studio to
try to convince someone to go in with them on the cin-
ematic equivalent of a sports bar in Calcutta (It’s a sure
thing, dude, I swear!). And let’s not forget that holly-
wood is still trying to get the awful taste out of it’s
mouth that was left by last years Wachowski shit storm,
SpeedRacer, which, if nothing else, taught us that even
in the hands of proven moneymakers, adaptations of
unfunny comics from other countries are always,
always a poor choice.

Jackson, who chooses to disguise his slabs of loose
skin with vertically striped, or mute, solid colored but-
ton down shirts, and Spielberg sat down with ten of the
top executives at Paramount earlier, to show them a
sample of what they could expect from the final product
in an attempt to sway the studio to fund the project in its
entirety. The studio is currently examining the license
from a creative and financial standpoint, and should
have a decision shortly. If they greenlight the project, a
stupid thing to do no doubt, Spielberg hopes to begin
filming next month, at which point I still will not care.

by Timmy Reis
STAFF CAPTAIN HADDOCK
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Tintin:
Tripping Balls
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Now that the primaries are over and the candidates
and their running mates have finalized, you may be
wondering how the fuck this happened.  If you’re like
me, you’re probably amazed at how in a country as big
as ours with a plethora of supposedly qualified people,
we always wind up choosing who we do as our presi-
dential candidates.  This election fields two
of the more bizarre pairings in recent
memory.  On one side we have a man who
is so in love with himself that he’s man-
aged to write two memoirs, and is younger
than most of our parents.  For his partner
he chose a man who once described the
former as “the first mainstream African-
American who is articulate and bright and
clean and nice-looking guy” and recycles
speeches from politicians in other coun-
tries, including parts of their biographies.
The other side is led by a man who is clear-
ly senile and implies that having the shit
beaten out of you by Vietnamese people
will teach you a lot about foreign policy.
His partner is a woman who has so little to
talk about that she spent part of her con-
vention speech bragging about her hus-
band competitively drives a snowmobile.

Now I’m not saying that the third party candidates
are a horribly impressive bunch either, but democracy
is about picking your poison, and way too many people
think that there are only two poisons to pick from.  But
the voting ballot is full of poisons to choose from and
you owe it to yourselves to learn about what the other
options are.  You deserve to have an opinion and vote
in what you truly believe, even if that person has no
chance of winning.  So without further ado, here are the
major minor candidates in this election.

Ralph Nader:  The first Arab-American candidate,
and man routinely blamed for fucking things up for Al
Gore in 2000, has decided to give this thing another go.

He’s been cast off by the Green Party and is now cam-
paigning as a true independent, which fits in well with
his doctrine about the power of individuals and the evil
corporate juggernaut, which he would have you believe
is the cause of every problem on Earth.  Some of
Nader’s other policies include repealing the Labor-
Management Relations Act (which greatly weakens the
power of labor unions), a withdrawal of troops from
Iraq, and the ever-popular implementing of universal

healthcare.  He hasn’t
made many waves in
this election cycle
(although he very elo-
quently accused Obama
of “talking white” on
economic issues), and
now appears to be the
political equivalent of
the bum on the street
who incoherently
screams at passing peo-
ple and threatens to
defecate on them if
they don’t listen.  

Bob Barr: The
Libertarian candidate,
who’s most distinguish-
ing characteristics are a

passing resemblance to Jeremiah Wright and having a
name that sounds like that French elephant from chil-
dren’s books.  He’s a former hard-line Republican who
infamously played a large role in the Clinton
Impeachment but has since left the Gang of Privileged
to do really awesome things like lobby for marijuana
legalization.  Barr keeps in line with the typical
Libertarian formula which was worked so well in the
past in getting their candidates elected and getting the
respect of the mainstream; reduced spending, individual
liberties, and a non-interventionist foreign policy.  Since
he declared his candidacy it came to light that in 1994
he was photographed licking whipped cream off the

chest of a particularly well-endowed woman.  When
asked about the incident, Barr gave the very logical
response that it was done in the name of leukemia
research, which makes you wonder why this more pow-
erful method isn’t used more often instead of those pic-
tures of little kids that they always try to guilt trip you
with.

Cynthia McKinney: The Green Party candidate,
and former Democratic Representative (who, like Barr,
represented Georgia).  Like former Green candidate
Nader, she has made somewhat of a name for herself by
being extremely polarizing and trying to get as much
attention as possible.  The most famous example of the
latter occurred in 2006 when she hit a Capitol Hill
Police Officer and then accused him of being a racist
for not recognizing her.  Shortly afterwards she left the
Democratic Party, where she probably never belonged
anyway due to her progressive views, which included
believing that President Bush knew about the 9/11
attacks in advance.  These days she appears to have
found where she always belonged, championing the
Green Party ideals of community activism and beating
people over the head with diversity.

Gene Amondson: The Prohibition Party candidate.
So there are just four of the many options you have
beyond the candidates chosen by the national main-
stream news.  Like I said before, they may not be the
most appealing group of people, but a democracy
should give people as many choices as possible when it
comes to the ballot.  People always complain about the
polarizing of the parties and how neither side is saying
anything anymore, and elections are the best time to
show that dissatisfaction.  So even if the four options I
discussed didn’t thrill you either, look up some of the
independent candidates yourself, there’s something for
everybody.  Maybe you’ll be excited by the Socialist
Party, the Objectivist Party, the Peace and Freedom
Party, or the Boston Tea Party (these are all names of
actual parties with presidential candidates).  Looking
will take more effort, but you and your country deserve
it.

By Liberty Valance
STAFF BRO

Since Republican Presidential candidate John
McCain sucker-punched the free world by picking
Alaskan unknown Sarah Palin as his vice-presidential
candidate, the American public has watched Obama’s
celebrity appeal dwindle to the
level of the everyday politician.
As Palin hogs the media spot-
light, the Democratic ticket waits
for the Palin bubble to inevitably
pop, hoping the burst coincides
with the first debate, which would
put Obama back onto prime-time
TV again. 

The game-plan for Obama
has been a simple one, one that
has seen him shedding his quasi-
messianic “rock star” persona and
putting on the suit of a solid and
seasoned politician. Very quietly,
Obama has gone from an agent of
change to a hard nosed, so-called
“Chicago-style” politician,
hounding McCain on a litany of
domestic and personality related
issues, accusing him of running a
dishonorable campaign, being
technologically illiterate, and
being out of touch with domestic
issues facing Americans. His running-mate, Joe Biden,
operating under the media’s radar, has been plowing
through the highly contested Rust Belt states delivering
fiery stump speeches in an impassioned “gaffe”-prone
manner that has delighted the blue collar voters without
attracting much media scrutiny. Now it looks like
instead of bursting the Palin bubble is slowly deflating,
and the poll numbers have shown Obama slowly gain-
ing momentum in the nation race after being temporar-
ily overcome by McCain.

During the month of September, Democrats began to
fret that Obama was losing his edge as Palin swept a
nation of simpletons off their feet with a catchphrase
about as cheap and as obvious as her nomination. But
now, if the current trends are any indication as to how
this scrum will turn out, the Palin bump could be the
best thing that’s ever happened to the Obama campaign.

McCain finally got the media attention that he’d been
clamoring for before the Republican National
Convention managed to revitalize the floundering tick-
et, but that attention has since proven to be something
of a mixed blessing. Coinciding with the tail end of the
post-RNC bump was the economic turmoil, which left
McCain in the spotlight bumbling and sounding indeci-
sive. Suddenly, the re-born, hard nosed Obama was
spouting tough talk and spewing sound-bites like a sea-
soned pro. When Obama pushed his right finger down

on his podium and shouted “A blank check is not a solu-
tion!” in front of a friendly audience, he sounded more
like the McCain we saw before the Palin boost. As soon
as the Republicans attempted to co-opt the “Change”
mantle from Obama at the RNC, the Democrats went to
work to flip the roles of the election, taking hard line
stances on McCain, attacking him at every turn while

letting him fumble through a financial crisis that
doesn’t flatter McCain’s resume. 

The smartest reaction by the Obama camp since
the RNC has been ignoring the Governor Palin
issue instead of trying to capitalize on the tremen-
dous risk taken in her selection. While the media
naturally tore the story to pieces out of a mixture of
curiosity and barely contained offense taken by the
seeming frivolity of the pick, the Obama camp
made it a point to keep their mouths shut and let the
story ride out. They were very public about leaving
Palin’s family out of the election’s discourse,
instead choosing to stay focused on hammering
away at McCain’s lack of charisma, eating away at
his perceived leadership abilities by watching his
personality get totally overshadowed by the down-
home appeal of his new-found running-mate. 

While the questions over Obama’s ability to lead
have all but evaporated in the wake of the Wall
Street shake-up, new questions, coming largely
from his core, remain. Is Barack Obama still the
candidate of substance in this election, or have the
disputes turned him into just another politician? At
recent stump speeches, Obama has refused to take

hard stance on the issues, choosing instead to slam his
opponent rather than give substantive answers on
important issues. His recent tactics have reeked of the
kind of sour grapes politics that he had initially seemed
to transcend. That being said, political insiders in the
DNC have been urging Obama to get tough and not
repeat the kind of pussyfooting that allowed the GOP to
paint Kerry and Gore as soft skinned elitists. This posi-
tioning has certainly put Obama where he wants to be
as the election draws nearer..

I’ll Tell You Who Won’t Be The Next President...

Obama Ready to Pounce, Chi-town Style

By Eamon Stewart
STAFF I DON’T WANT YOU BACK

Hard-ass
Barack is
ready to talk
tough

Don’t you
dare Ralph, 
don’t you
dare
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by Bill Donahue and Charles Hailer
STAFF LIARS

FORDHAM UNIVERSITY - Following the
Federal Reserve’s announcement last week of a pro-
posed $700 billion bailout for the floundering
American financial system, noted American theolo-
gian1 Joseph McShane has made an unprecedented
demand that the government bail out the endowment
of Fordham University. Fordham, the Jesuit
University of New York, has been mired in its own
financial crisis as economic analysts are now pre-
dicting the institution to fall well short of quarterly
estimates for endowment increase. When asked if he
thought the use of government money to increase the
endowment of a private, Catholic university was a
flagrant misallocation of taxpayer dollars, McShane
responded “No, I wouldn’t say so. I mean, alumni
confidence was way down, and if this place folds,
where do you go? Georgetown? Fuck that.” -B.D.

WASILLA, AK - Republican Vice Presidential
hopeful Sarah Palin garnered further praise this
week from pro-life groups across the nation when
she announced that her son Track would be keeping
the two week old fetus he is carrying. This comes
two weeks after the son of the Alaska governor was
abducted by aliens, anally probed (sodomized)
repeatedly and impregnated with a “buttbaby” from
outer space. Track, a member of the United States
Army, repeatedly requested to have the fetus termi-
nated because he wished to return to active duty and
“they like totally raped my ass.” But Palin, a staunch
opponent of abortion even in the case of rape,
begged him to rethink. After a day of snow mobiling
which he termed “deeply introspective”, the young
Palin agreed. AP Health reports that the newest
member of the Palin clan will burst from Track’s
abdomen in 6 months or so. - B.D.

PHOENIX, AZ - According to newly discovered
Turkish manuscripts, it appears that noted sack of
leather and GOP Presidential hopeful John McCain
beat Death in a game of chess while returning from
the fourth crusade in 1204 CE. Experts now believe
that the Crusades- and Vietnam- veteran is over 800
years of age, but has been unable to die since he
checkmated the Grim Reaper on a beach in Southern
Turkey. A source close to the Arizona Senator has
linked his immortality to his stand on health insur-
ance, saying only, “Why else would he take the
stance he takes? He doesn’t need it.” - B.D.

YAZOO DELTA, MS - Former Ku Klux Klan
Grand Wizard and former U.S. Senator David Duke
has prematurely announced his intentions to once
again run for the office of the President in 2012. The
move would be Duke's return to politics after nearly
a decade of political silence. With the shocking
announcement came an equally odd early declara-
tion of a running mate: the blind, Black, white
supremacist Clayton Bigsby. Bigsby, a little known
writer from rural Mississippi is the author of several
white supremacist books, despite the fact that he,
himself is African American. When asked by
reporters as to why a Black man would agree to run
as VP to a known KKK leader, Clayton Bigsby had
this to say: "That Barack fella, he broke a buncha
cracks in that there glass ceiling. But me and Dave,
we ain't stoppin' there, we ain't stopping until we
fixed ever' one o' them cracks so ain't no body break-
ing through nothing.'" - C.H.

1 http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Joseph_M._McShane

“It’s the economy, stupid,” stated the sign dan-
gling in Bill Clinton’s Little Rock campaign head-
quarters during the 1992 election, and the focus on
the stability of the American economy in the midst
of a recession won Clinton the presidency that year.
In a very literal sense, when it comes to the econo-
my most people are stupid. It is an expansive yet
nuanced topic that flies over the head of the average
American, yet after a tumultuous week that saw a
near cataclysmic system collapse, people know one
thing; the purse-strings are tightening, gas is still
expensive, and a disaster was avoided with hours to
spare.

However, remnants of the disaster remain, show-
casing the fragility of a rapidly changing global
economic system and just how low confidence
dipped beginning with the housing market collapse
and culminating in last week’s madness. The
biggest victims retain iconic status globally;
Lehman Brothers simply went under after takeover
discussions hit a dead end, AIG were bailed out by
an $ 85 million deal, and Merrill Lynch were taken
over by Bank of America. While the company
names and exorbitant dollar figures are eye-catch-
ing, the effect on American individuals and busi-
nesses are less extreme but still important. Loans
are tough to get
because banks are
unwilling to deal
with the now tangi-
ble risks, while
one’s cash holdings,
insurance policies,
and mortgages are
all now tinged with
the same nervous-
ness that caused the
monumental col-
lapse. The underval-
uation of the risk
involved in sub-
prime mortgage
loans is at the core
of the crisis, and as
regular Americans
found it impossible
to keep up with pay-
ments, but the banks, at least as of Friday, seem to
be on the up. 

With an unprecedented multi-level bailout pro-
gram announced late Thursday afternoon, the Dow
Jones rebounded massively before the weekend,
and some experts have suggested that it would have
been even higher had investors been more confident
in the government’s proposed plan. While details
were limited after the story leaked on Thursday,
rumors swirled that the government was about to
bail out everyone, to the chagrin of many.
According to spokespersons from the Federal
Reserve, Congress and President Bush, it was a nec-
essary step that reeled the country’s financial situa-
tion in from the brink. As this article was going to
print, rampant discussions between Bush and major
players in the industry were ongoing as to both the
nature of the bailout itself, and the regulations that
would be placed on financial institutions and their
executives. 

A more grandiose sign of the sweeping changes
over taking the financial system occurred late
Sunday night with little fanfare. The two major
remaining investment firms in the US, Morgan
Stanley and Goldman Sachs, both had their applica-

tions requesting to be commercial banks approved by the
Federal Reserve. The dwindling success of investment
banks on a national scale caused panic among the two inde-
pendent firms, and the move will provide far greater short
and long term security for both as they can begin to rely on
deposited money as opposed to the guessing game that
defines investing. For both, it represents a venture into unfa-
miliar territory; it remains to be seen how it will outwardly
affect each bank. From within the company’s perspective,
they must be elated; the structure of investment banking
simply became too risky to justify a dependence on specu-
lation during such harsh economic times, and allows them
to consolidate loans from the Federal Reserve and purchase
smaller banks. 

On the other hand, they will now be subject to far more
stringent governmental regulations as opposed to just the
Securities and Exchange Commission, but if the transition
is to be made in full faith, it is a small price to pay for the
luxury of deep capital reserves. 

With this sweeping change brought on by a year’s worth
of confidence-sapping credit issues, Treasury Secretary
Henry Paulson proposed a $700 billion bailout offer to
President Bush, which in turn will be presented to Congress
who are expected to pass it quickly. Labeling it as a “hum-
bling, humbling” time for America, Paulson urged rapid
action on the parts of the executive and legislative branch-
es, but the plan has been lambasted by both Presidential
candidates and many regular Americans who see it as a cop-
out ill-fitted for Wall Street’s fat cats. While there is more

then a shred of truth in this
belief, without governmen-
tal intervention and the
shoring up of Goldman and
Morgan, no one will know
for certain what the ramifi-
cations may have been.

However, while the gov-
ernment bailout has gar-
nered all the headlines over
the last few days, the
actions taken by Goldman
and Morgan are stunning
considering their history
both politically and finan-
cially. Investment banks by
their nature detested the
strict restrictions placed on
them by the government,
while utilizing Washington
lobbyists as a means to

keep the powers that be off their back. The fact that they are
championing their transition as a success, in a year when
both banks’ share values were crippled, illustrates the
extremeness of the situation. Like technological companies
during the dotcom bubble burst, investment banks simply
over played their hand, and are now paying the price for it. 

From an employee perspective, the days of Wall Street
high-rolling may now be over; the switch will see a regres-
sion back to pre-Depression days where any banks could
take deposits, which would likely considerably lower the
salaries of employees who became wealthy speculating the
ups and downs of the stock market. While this seems to
allude to a downtrodden workforce fearful for their finan-
cial security, they will at least return to jobs (most of them)
that were anything but secure simply days ago. For the
American public, the shift will presumably be seen in the
sprouting of Goldman’s and Morgan’s across the country,
with ATM’s, tellers, and bemused customers. More impor-
tantly however, the stock market should surge in the wake
of far more secure financial institutions, with some sense of
normalcy returning.  However, if the $700 billion promised
by the government isn’t delivered lucidly and correctly to
the companies that need it most, worse times could be ahead
for the public, the current President, and the future
President, whoever it may be. 

By Ben McLaughlin
NEWS EDITOR

Capitalism, Huh
When the guiding hand of the free
market fails, ask for a government

bailout. Everybody’s doing it.

700 Billion
HIGH FIVE

Faker
Than
Truth
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CChhiinnaa’’ss  PPaassssiioonn  ffoorr  IInnttoolleerraannccee  FFuurrtthheerr
EExxtteennddeedd  ttoo  IInncclluuddee  LLaaccttoossee

Following in the long tradition of tainted Chinese
exports, contaminated milk products have been causing
health problems across the People’s Republic, claiming
the lives of at least four infants and sickening almost
thirteen thousand others. In terms of population, the
equivalent of a toddler in Chicago coming down with
chicken pox or three cocker spaniels infected with ken-
nel cough, proportionally speaking. Most infants have
been diagnosed with kidney complications, ranging
from mild discomfort to kidney stones to, in the
extreme, kidney failure and death. 

Originally thought to be limited only to powdered
baby formula due to the problems with the infant popu-
lation, Beijing has broadened its investigation and is
testing liquid milk, products made from fresh liquid
milk, and other powdered milk supplements. The cul-
prit has been determined to be melamine, a nitrogen-
rich compound that can be added to dairy products in
order to make them test falsely for high protein levels.
The additive is a positive for the manufactures of pow-
dered health and nutrition supplements wanting to
claim certain nutrition quotients without including real
supplements. Melamine, when processed with
formaldehyde, is also used in the manufacture of a
durable thermoplastic resin and fertilizers. Worth
repeating: it makes countertops and dry erase boards
and some cheap motherfuckers have been putting it in
cow juice. There was a similar incident last year which
resulted in a large recall of pet food which tested posi-
tive for melamine, causing sickness and deaths of lov-
ing American fuzzballs. 

After government investigations, the manufacturer
Sanlu Group, a large producer of powered baby formu-
la, has recalled over eight thousand tons of formula and
sealed off twenty-one hundred more so that these do not
go to market. As of Monday, Sanlu still has at least
seven hundred tons more on the market that should be
recalled in order to avoid more risks, according to the
Xinhua News Agency.  In addition, almost ten percent
of the liquid milk from China’s two leading brands have
tested positive for traces of melamine. Most grocers do
not have any local milk in
stock due to recalls, leaving
citizens to purchase imported
boxed milk. Li Changjiang,
head of the State
Administration of Quality
Supervision, Inspection, and
Quarantine has been quoted as
saying that the current crisis
“only brings to the forefront
the issue of China’s depend-
ence on foreign milk.”  He
then fell to the floor and
passed out due to pain caused
from passing a grapefruit-
sized kidney stone. 

As mentioned before, the current milk scare is just
the newest in a long line of shitty Chinese manufactur-
ing. Whether it’s poisoned toothpaste, lead in children’s
jewelry and toys, or General Tso’s Chicken going
straight to my waistline, the PRC can’t seem to catch a
break. Last year, among promises of revamping a large-
ly corrupt drug and food regulatory system, he former
head of China’s State Food and Drug Administration

Zheng Xiaoyu was executed for accepting over
$800,000 USD-equivalent in bribes and passing unsafe
products which lead to deaths of Chinese citizens.
Again, worth repeating: The Chinese government killed
the motherfucker. The method of execution was not
released, but I do hope it was public running-over-with-
tank. 

The larger problem of multiple health scares, regard-
less of what industry they come from, comes back to
the nature of economic growth. The Chinese have a

mostly capitalist set of
policies with regards to
production, but they lack
the regulations and over-
sight that is necessary in
an environment where
more product equals
more profit. By continu-
ing to generate and
export goods at the mas-
sive rate that has come to
be expected, China con-
tinues to fill the demand
of the international com-
munity, including, more
significantly, the United

States. China provides almost fifteen percent of the
world’s produce and about half of the farm-raised fish
consumed internationally, not to mention sixty percent
of all world-ending pandemic illness and ninety-two
percent of America’s my-mommy-and-daddy-are-white
existential crises. It’s time they perhaps absconded the
throne and let in our salmonella tomatoes and Taco Bell
green onions.

As I’m writing this article, it’s been thirty-eight days
since Republican Presidential candidate John McCain
has held a press conference, and it’s been twenty days
since McCain campaign adviser Tucker Bounds’ visage
was turned ghostly white when he was confronted by
the onslaught of questions regarding the resume of the
Republican Maverick’s eleventh hour sucker-punch VP
pick, Sarah Palin. The Democrats have been shouting
angrily for access to McCain, who has stuck to rallies
and stump speeches across the country in place of tele-
vised press conferences. Bloggers as diverse as Gawker
and Politico have lamented what many have unofficial-
ly labeled as John McCain’s “War on the
Media.”

The McCain camp has responded to the
red-faced demands of angry liberals and
newsmen with a cool “we’ll talk… when
you listen.” They essentially claim that the
contender from Arizona has nothing to say
to the media because the media are a bunch
of liberal Obama-maniacs and he’d rather
speak directly to the people as his Straight
Talk Express rolls through the heartland
than have the media savage his words in
unflattering sound-bites. For a charisma-
starved candidate trying to keep his Party’s conserva-
tive base energized in spite of the lackluster current
presidency, John McCain’s “War on the Media” is a
shrewd one; when the message isn’t going to get you in
the White House, make the problem epistemological
and hope that nobody notices.

The claim that the media cannot be trusted because
it is run by elitist, bi-coastal liberals hell bent on a con-
forming of the masses is certainly not novel in the dis-
course on media in America. Senator McCain’s lack of
a relationship with the media, however, is unparalleled;
his reclusiveness has made the media as much of an
issue as traditional topics like abortion, war and taxes.
By playing what can now be labeled as “the conserva-
tive card,” McCain has made an issue out of where
Americans get their knowledge of events from because

he argues that his is being ignored, under-represented,
or twisted in the lens of the mass media. This notion
that wealthy white men were actually claiming to be
suppressed on a national level initially angered the
media; now, the media often treat McCain softly, and
his controversial running mate pick Sarah Palin even
more so.

While the move appears to have worked, effectively
limiting the media from offering damaging inquiries
about the Senator, the question remains; is there actual-
ly a “liberal media bias” that John McCain and other
Republicans have been working against? And if so, how
would a liberal media affect the positions of
Americans? In an era that has three big 24-hour cable
news networks, and since media aggregators like the

popular Drudge Report have
entered the larger public’s media
diet, the press holds an immer-
sive and important role in help-
ing American’s determine their
political viewpoints. How, then,
do conservatives account for the
massive success that they’ve
seen on a political and cultural
basis in the past half century?
When put up to greater scrutiny,
the myth of media bias becomes

transparent, a logical fallacy used by politicians to force
the media to take soft stances on tough issues and a lie
exacerbated by cable and radio conglomerates to turn
massive profits.

The argument that the American mass media has
been over-run by left wing zealots can be traced back to
the 1980 book The Media Elite, which suggested, in the
form of an academic study, that 54% of journalists were
left leaning. Despite taking notoriously soft stances on
the first Iraq war, where the media acted as critical as a
cheerleading squad, and succumbing to the petty
tabloid sensationalism in the Monica Lewinski
impeachment bonanza, the claim has done nothing but
grow in political and economic potential, effectively
going from academic incite to massive pop-culture phe-
nomenon. In October of 1996, Rupert Murdoch’s News
Corporation founded FOX News, under the promise to

finally give the American people “Fair and Balanced”
news coverage with a conservative flavor. Since 1996,
FOX News has become the most watched cable news
channel in America.

The fact of the matter is that partisan politics sells
in a big way; more than traditional reporting and jour-
nalistic ethics ever has – because controversy draws rat-
ings. Since the 1980s introduced both cable and the
consolidation of mass media into an oligopoly, playing
the partisan politics game was seen as an easy way to
boost ratings and make money. Furthermore, by
employing outspoken left and right leaning personali-
ties, the media’s focus has been drawn away from actu-
al newsworthy items in favor of ‘punditry.’

The structure of news media is built specifically to
support the interests of the companies that own big
media, with the reporters (54% of which have claimed
to be “left of center”) on the bottom of the totem pole,
having to answer to editors who, in turn, must answer
to boards of directors which are comprised of represen-
tatives of big companies. This structure explains why
we often hear about the influence of lobbyists in
Washington, but rarely are given in depth insight as to
the nature and roots of these lobbyists’ influence. The
power of the reporter and pundit are given an impres-
sive façade by cable news networks wishing to develop
figurehead talk show hosts, which makes the claim of
media bias an easy one to level on reporters. But if
pressed to point out a distorted story broken by liberal
reporters, most would understandably be short on
examples.

The purpose of McCain’s distortion of the media bias
is to paint himself, the multi-millionaire, white, male,
career politician and member of the most dominant
Party in our nation’s history, as an under-dog against
the first African-American presidential candidate in
electoral history. So far, it’s been enormously success-
ful, and has had a huge part in keeping the Straight Talk
Express afloat. Given the flimsy nature of McCain’s
argument that he’s oppressed by the media, it’ll be
interesting to see how his latest “War” plays out in the
upcoming weeks, especially in the debates, where
McCain has to face music and dance for the first time
in over a month.

Diabetes is the least of
our problems. 

Get Some
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