
“If a worker receives a wage 
suffi ciently large to enable him 
to provide comfortably for him-
self, his wife and his children, 
he will, if prudent, gladly strive 
to practice thrift; and the result 
will be, as nature itself seems 
to counsel, that after expendi-
tures are deducted there will re-
main something over and above 
through which he can come 
into the possession of a little 
wealth.”

- Rerum Novarum, Pope 
Leo XIII, 1891

The above quote is an 
excerpt from an encyc-

lical written by Pope Leo XIII 
as an open letter to all Catholic 
bishops on the subject of the 
condition of the working class. 
This letter is central to the mod-
ern notion of a “living wage,” 
which fundamentally is the idea 
that the minimum hourly wage a 
worker should be paid must re-
fl ect a certain standard of living 
in the area in which they work. 
Now, that certain standard for 
living is defi ned as many dif-
ferent things by many different 
people, but a few things are eas-
ily identifi able and objectively 
measurable: the average cost 
of housing, the average cost of 
food, and the average cost of 
transportation. For the Bronx 
area, the Penn State University 
Living Wage Calculator esti-
mates that for one adult living 
alone, a minimum of $24,662 
annually (or $11.89 per hour on 
a full time basis) is necessary to 
cover such expenses.

This is certainly good news 
to the security guards on cam-
pus, as the arduous nine-month 
long negotiations between the 
Fordham administration, Sum-
mit Security Services, their old 

union Allied International, and 
their new union, SEIU 32BJ, 
have fi nally culminated in the 
offi cial enacting of a new con-
tract. The contract sees the 
minimum wage for the Security 
Guards raised from $11.30 per 
hour to $13 an hour with imme-
diate effect and rising to $14 per 
hour on New Year’s Day 2011. 
In addi-
tion, medi-
cal benefi ts 
will be im-
proved and 
expanded 
to cover all 
members of 
the guards’ 
families, 
and free 
legal coun-
cil, free 
training, 
improved 
vacation 
benefi ts, 
and em-
ployer con-
tribution 
to 401(k) 
investment 
opportuni-
ties will 
also be provided. In the SEIU 
32BJ press release, Fordham 
security guard Raffi ck Mo-
hammed said, “Our new union 
contract is a true victory. Every-
thing nowadays is so expensive 
that it’s like crawling out of 
a hole on weekly basis, so the 
wage increases will really help 
me with bills. Receiving health 
coverage for my family is one 
less thing to worry about.” 

Father McShane, Head 
of Security John Carroll, the 
Workers Rights Board, Sum-
mit Security Services, SEIU 
32BJ, Progressive Students 
for Justice, the security guards 
themselves, and all other parties 
involved deserve a very sincere 

congratulations, as it must have 
been incredibly diffi cult and 
often frustrating to try to get 
everybody on the same wave-
length. Let us be frank here: 
any action which results in im-
proved pay and benefi ts for the 
employees here on campus that 
does not cause a loss of jobs is 
a step forward and a commend-

able pursuit. “It is a win-win be-
cause nobody lost their job and 
the guards get wage increases 
and improved benefi ts,” said 
the prior mentioned Head of 
Security John Carroll. He did, 
however, admit to the diffi culty 
of the undertaking.  “Unfor-
tunately, this was a very slow 
process,” he said, “but it had 
to methodically done. We were 
adamant about living wages & 
benefi ts.” He also stressed the 
diffi cultly in changing unions 
and how that particular subplot 
was a primary contributor to the 
length of the process. “It was 
a very diffi cult road to travel. 
These guards were represented 
by another union who they felt 

weren’t fi ghting for them. To 
switch unions is a very, very 
hard thing.” 

While this is certainly a day 
for celebrating, the feeling that 
reverberates around the student 
parties involved is that this may 
very well be a victory, but what 
really matters is what the Ford-
ham administration does with 

this victory. 
Because, up 
until February 
1st (when the 
pay increase 
went into ef-
fect), many 
members of 
the Fordham 
security staff 
were more 
than $1200 
annually un-
der the living 
wage, accord-
ing the PSU 
calculator. 
How were 
they allowed 
to be below 
the living 
wage in the 
fi rst place? 

Rose Hill 
sophomore and Progressive Stu-
dents for Justice member Anne 
Kolar inquires, “If this is some-
thing that was recognized, why 
did it take a student campaign 
to bring attention to it and why 
is it not campus-wide? There 
are still plenty of workers in 
maintenance, janitorial servic-
es, and Sodexho not affected.” 
She went on to say, “It’s a good 
start, but I feel this has to be just 
the beginning of Fordham start-
ing to recognize the value of its 
employees.” Reiterating this 
point, recently graduated Rose 
Hill alumnus and former PSJ 
member Matt Feiss, who was 
integral to the student protests 
revolving around the delays in 

contract negotiations, says, “I 
think that gains are an improve-
ment from where the security 
offi cers were just a few months 
ago, and I hope that they’re able 
to build on them in future nego-
tiations.” 

Keywords: future nego-
tiations. Given the current eco-
nomic climate, it must be noted 
that Fordham is ultimately re-
sponsible for the entirety of 
the increased fi nancial burden 
of these contracts. With the re-
cent news of our shrinking en-
dowment, the administration 
is surely to be commended for 
recognizing this particular prob-
lem and resolving it. However, 
there still are hundreds upon 
hundreds of people who clean 
our tables, cook our food, and 
ensure our school runs as well 
as it does who have yet to even 
have a voice in the matter. Why 
is it that Fordham is so commit-
ted to providing living wages to 
some of its full time employees, 
but not all? 

So, Fordham, kudos. You 
have done a fantastic thing. the 
paper feels that today is a very 
proud day to be a Fordham stu-
dent. But where do we go from 
here? With news just last week 
surfacing that infl ation jumped 
the highest amount in six 
months, how long will it be be-
fore $14 an hour is below living 
wage? What will happen then? 
Is the administration going to 
wash its hands of this whole fair 
wage malarkey and pull a Bush-
esque “Mission Accomplished” 
stunt, or are we going to actual-
ly do service to the wise words 
of Pope Leo XIII and continual-
ly and perpetually work towards 
adequate living wages for all 
Fordham employees? Only time 
will tell, but I can assert to you 
this much: the latter is certainly 
the Catholic, and Jesuit, thing to 
do.

by Lenny Raney
STAFF WHITE KNIGHT

Safety & Security Wage Increase Poses 
Ethical Questions As To Employer Responsibility

Fordham and the Living Wage
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From 10 p.m. on Wednes-
day, February 18 through 2 p.m. 
on Friday, February 20, dozens 
of NYU students occupied the 
Kimmel Center for University 
Life, and hundreds came out to 
support them as they demanded 
economic transparency and sup-
port for the University of Gaza, 
among other things. The group 
leading the occupation, Take 
Back NYU!, has been around 
for two years now, born out 
of the student group Students 
Creating Radical Change. The 
group, a coalition that is sup-
ported by nearly two-dozen 
other organizations at NYU, 
was founded upon three main 
demands: budget disclosure, en-
dowment disclosure, and plac-
ing a student on NYU’s board 
of trustees—all things, for the 
record, that Fordham also lacks.

The group explained, “After 
a two-year campaign of letter-
writing, tabling, fl yering, edu-
cational events, and even elect-
ing a member onto the Student 
Senate, TBNYU! decided to 
occupy the 3rd fl oor dining hall 
in Kimmel.” And so they did. 
At 10 p.m., a large group of stu-
dents took over the cafeteria in 
the student center, prepared to 
stay there until their demands 
were met.

Their list was lengthy and 
varied. They called for every-
thing from disclosure of NYU’s 
operating budget and endow-
ment to fair labor contracts for 
all NYU employees, from call-
ing on the university to donate 
all excess supplies to the Uni-
versity of Gaza to scholarships 
for 13 Palestinian students. 

In the early hours 
of the occupation the 
students regularly 
updated the public 
about what was go-
ing on from the in-
side of the occupa-
tion on their web site 
(takebacknyu.com). 
They even had a live 
web cast of the go-
ings on. As dozens 
more students broke 
through barricades 
and joined the occupation in the 
student center, TBNYU! called 
on supporters to join in on a 
rally at midnight on Thursday, 
February 20. The university had 
ordered the students to leave by 
1 a.m. or else they would offi -
cially be considered as trespass-
ers. Approximately 500 people 
showed up to express their sup-
port for the students.

By Friday morning, wireless 
Internet and electricity had been 
cut off. Under the threat of strict 
disciplinary measures, many of 

the students involved in the oc-
cupation left the building, while 
still about twenty students re-
mained inside the cafeteria. As 
reported in The New York Times, 
fi ve students involved in the oc-
cupation accepted an invitation 
from school offi cials to nego-
tiate in a different part of the 
building. Soon after, one of the 

students involved in the occu-
pation received a text message 
from one of the fi ve students 
saying, “they are suspending us 
and not allowing us to return to 
you guys.” Soon after, security 
guards and administration broke 
through the makeshift barricade 
the students had built from din-
ing room tables and chairs.

All participants were photo-
graphed and asked to show their 
student identifi cation. Most 
were, obviously, NYU students 
and were promptly handed let-

ters reading, “You are sus-
pended from, and classifi ed 
as a persona non grata at New 
York University.” A spokes-
man for NYU, John Beckman, 
explained that, “Any non-NYU 
students will be turned over to 
the police for arrest as trespass-
ers; we will notify their schools 
of the participation in improper 

activity.” In the end, 
eighteen students re-
ceived suspensions 
pending disciplinary 
review.

The students have 
received an enormous 
amount of press, much 
of it in solidarity with 
TBNYU!, but a signif-
icant amount of press 
was critical of the oc-
cupation. Many called 
the list of demands un-

focused and unrealistic, while 
still others discounted their 
protest by generalizing all NYU 
students as spoiled rich kids. 
While their effort was com-
mendable, a more concise list 
of demands focusing only on 
economic transparency and la-
bor contracts would have prob-
ably gained more widespread 
support and would have made 
negotiations more likely. The 
other major point of criticism 
holds much less merit. To make 
a sweeping generalization about 

such a large group of people, 
namely that the students of a 
diverse school with over 20,000 
undergrads are somehow all 
trust fund kids is not only fool-
ish, but also offensive. One’s 
economic position does not de-
termine one’s eligibility to en-
gage in campaigning for social 
justice.

The students involved have 
been clear that the end of their 
occupation does not mean the 
end of their campaign. Student 
Drew Phillips told The New 
York Times, “What we need 
right now is support from ev-
erybody.” As students at a uni-
versity that is lacking the same 
things these students do, we 
have a unique perspective. We 
know what it’s like to live on 
a campus in which not all em-
ployees enjoy a fair labor con-
tract. We know what it’s like to 
be in the dark as to what exactly 
our tuition money and endow-
ment are spent on. We know 
what it’s like to have a Board of 
Trustees with no student repre-
sentative. While it is a personal 
decision whether one supports 
these students’ actions, as stu-
dents in a city in which neigh-
boring schools, like NYU and 
The New School, are “taking 
over” their schools, we at least 
owe it to ourselves to start ask-
ing questions.

by Kate Murphy
EDITOR-IN-CHIEF 
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The Fairness Doctrine was a 
policy introduced by Congress 
in 1949 and incorporated into 
the Federal Communications 
Committee (FCC) regulations 
in 1967. The doctrine required 
holders of broadcast licenses—
any TV and radio stations—to 
present controversial issues of 
public importance in a manner 
that was “honest, equitable and 
balanced”—essentially an at-
tempt to negate bias in the me-
dia. Not specifi ed in the doctrine 
were what specifi cally consti-
tutes “matters of public interest” 
or how much of a program needs 
to be dedicated to offering con-
trasting views, just that they be 
presented. On several occasions 
the Supreme Court upheld that 
the Fairness Doctrine was not 
in violation of the First Amend-
ment, but the doctrine could not 
survive the Reagan administra-
tion, when then-FCC Chairman 
Mark Fowler began to repeal 
parts of it until it was abolished 
in August 1987. This decision 
came two months after Demo-
crats in Congress attempted to 
pass the Fairness Doctrine into 
law, a movement that was ve-
toed by Reagan and effectively 
put to rest. 

Since 2007, however, high-

ranking Democrats have shown 
interest in reviving the Fair-
ness Doctrine. Nancy Pelosi, 
John Kerry, and Bill Clinton are 
all in favor of bringing it back 
and possibly even extending 
it to the Internet. On February 
4, 2009 Senator Debbie Stabe-
now, Democrat of Michigan, 
responded to a question about 
the possibility of pursuing Fair-
ness Doctrine-like legislation in 
2009, saying, “I have already 
had some discussions with col-
leagues and, you know, 
I feel like that’s going to 
happen.” Proponents of 
fairness legislation cite the 
dominance of Conservative 
talk shows on the airwaves 
all over the country as a 
driving force behind trying 
to pass new legislation, as-
serting that the Right-wing 
dominance of radio does 
not refl ect the political af-
fi liations of America as a 
whole and that such talk 
show hosts present extremely 
skewed takes on important is-
sues. Imposing new standards 
on network television and radio, 
supporters claim, would work as 
a catalyst for expanding speech 
and debate where partisan rants 
currently dominate. 

Conservatives have met 
these sentiments with every-

thing from healthy disagreement 
to outright rage, seeing the push 
for a new Fairness Doctrine as 
just one more item on the liberal 
agenda to censor and suppress 
the conservative minority. Rush 
Limbaugh, in an open letter to 
President Obama posted on The 
Wall Street Journal website, cit-
ing the First Amendment, notes 
“The government is explicitly 
prohibited from playing a role 
in refereeing among those who 
speak or seek to speak. We are, 

after all, dealing with political 
speech—which, as the Framers 
understood, cannot be left to the 
government to police.” In Con-
gress, Republicans have been 
spewing high-minded rhetoric 
against the doctrine. Rep. Mike 
Pence of Rhode Island said in 
a statement in January, “Our 
government must not be afraid 

to entrust the American people 
with all the facts and opinions 
necessary to make choices as an 
informed electorate.” 

When asked about the is-
sue both on the campaign trail 
and in offi ce, President Obama 
has repeatedly said he is against 
the Fairness Doctrine, support-
ing instead “increasing minority 
ownership of broadcasting and 
print outlets” to diversify the 
public discourse. Conservatives 
have responded positively to 

Obama’s views, but they 
still perceive a slowly in-
creasing amount of Demo-
cratic support in Congress.

 The issue of 
imposing fairness in the 
media is truly a ridiculous 
one, especially since the 
Fairness Doctrine, when 
it was enforced, only ap-
plied to the three major 
networks and radio, and 
then only when complaints 
were registered about bias 

in a particular story. And as 
much as I hate to agree with 
Rush Limbaugh on anything, I 
have to admit that he is right to 
say that this sort of restraint is 
unconstitutional. But what real-
ly matters is that, in today’s me-
dia, it won’t make a difference. 
Ratings for network news are 
steadily declining; Americans 

now get their news from cable 
or the Internet. As for conser-
vative talk radio, who is going 
to listen to Rush Limbaugh and 
fi le a complaint? The fact is that 
such programs are not popular 
because they are informative; 
they are popular because the 
pompous blowhards they de-
liver to the public confi rm the 
opinions and, more importantly, 
fears of their listeners. They 
may be hateful and narrow-
minded, but only because they 
know who their audience is, and 
it doesn’t take a law degree to 
fi gure that out.

 All in all, the Fairness 
Doctrine amounts to the govern-
ment version of TV censorship 
campaigns: when a politician 
says that the American public 
will benefi t from getting multi-
ple perspectives, what he really 
means is that we are not capable 
of doing that on our own. Those 
who want to stay informed will 
do so by digesting multiple 
news sources; take away some 
self-righteous xenophobe’s 
right to rant about building a 
wall on the Mexican borders on 
air, and his fan base will retreat 
to the blogosphere to get their 
beliefs confi rmed like they’re 
gospel. I, for one, think it’s time 
the government trust us to make 
our own decisions.

by Alex Orf
NEWS CO-EDITOR

Just Out of Date or Completely Irrelevant? 
Reconsidering the Fairness Doctrine

The revolution will be live-blogged.

Breaking Down the Take Back NYU! Student Takeover 

Rolling over 
in his grave. 
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When I look at pictures 
of Alfi e Patten, I’m sort of re-
minded of Rory, my annoying 
eight year old cousin.  Short, 
baby-faced, and looking most-
ly harmless, he’s the kind of 
little jerk who can get away 
with most things because he’s 
so damn small and cute.  But 
Patten’s innocent appearance 
belies his adult behavior to an 
extent far more severe than any-
thing my punk ass cousin could 
ever dream up.  Patten has made 
headlines in tabloids and legiti-
mate news sources alike for fa-
thering a child at the robust and 
mature age of 13.  He impreg-
nated his 15 year old girlfriend 
Chantelle Steadman when he 
was 12 after a single night of 
unprotected sex.  Still, every 
time I see a picture of Patten I 
keep going back to Rory.  It’s 
partially the resemblance be-
tween the two, but I suppose it’s 
also the fact that Rory, like Pat-
ten, are both growing up poor 
and British.

Despite the very British ten-
dency to understate problems or 
pretend they don’t exist, study 
after study has shown that Brit-
ish children are among the most 

neglected and disenfranchised 
in the developed world.  Brit-
ain is the fi fth richest country 
in the world, yet, British chil-
dren can expect more poverty, 
alcoholism, drug abuse, failure 
in school, social ostracization, 
and teen pregnancies than pret-
ty much any other industrial-
ized nation.  Britain has one of 
the highest divorce rates in the 
world, leaving more children 
to languish between single par-
ent homes.  Children in Britain 
are also more likely to be both 
physically and mentally ill and 
feel emotionally distant from 
the family and peers.  Child-
hood in Britain has become a 
trash compactor of all things 
shitty, and it’s becoming harder 
for the British to revert to their 
old habit of ignoring their very 
real and obvious problems.

Patten’s unfortunate situ-
ation is a microcosm of most 
of these problems.  His father, 
Dennis Patten, has fathered 
seven kids with three different 
women, has three other step 
kids, and is currently living 
with his new love who is 24 
years younger than him.  The 
older Patten left Alfi e’s mother 
for one of his stepdaughter’s 
friends, who was 19 at the time.  

One of Alfi e’s half-sisters, Ni-
cole Patten, put blame on Den-
nis for Alfi e’s situation, describ-
ing the divorce between Alfi e’s 
parents as what ruined the fam-
ily (because when it comes 
to leaving the woman who’s 
had your children, third time’s 
the charm).  Alfi e’s daughter, 
named Maisie, fairs slightly 
better on her mother’s side of 
the family.  Steadman’s father 
is unemployed, and she lives in 
a rented house on welfare with 
her parents and fi ve brothers.  
Alfi e spends most of his time at 
the Steadman home and keeps 
a school uniform there so that 
he can stay there overnight and 
go straight to his classes in the 
morning.  Nonetheless, Patten is 
confi dent that he and Steadman 
are prepared for what’s next; “I 
didn’t know what it would be 
like to be a dad. I will be good, 
though, and care for it.”  But 
when asked about the fi nancial 
considerations, you’re once 
again reminded that, yeah, he’s 
13: “I didn’t think about how 
we would afford it. I don’t re-
ally get pocket money. My dad 
sometimes gives me £10.”

I don’t want to say that the 
young Patten family is totally 
hopeless or that given both the 
Patten and Steadman situations 
that this was bound to happen.  
My father came from a family 
that was considered the arche-
type Protestant Belfast family 
in the 60’s and 70’s: bigoted, 

uneducated, dirt-fucking poor, 
and with a thorough history 
of alcoholism and drug abuse.  
Despite this my father earned 
an MBA (the fi rst person in his 
family to earn any kind of col-
lege degree) and at the time of 
his death was an EVP of one of 
the most successful commodity 
investment fi rms in the world.  
As you may have deduced, this 
also means that I am the product 
of a single-parent household, 
another statistic people love to 
throw out as an indicator of teen 
pregnancies, drug abuse, blah, 
blah, blah.  Although I smoked, 
drank, and fucked as much as 
anyone else in high school, I 
have never been in rehab and 
to my knowledge do not have 
any children.  And depending 
on what you believe, I was aca-
demically gifted enough to get 
into what is considered a pretty 
good college.  Conversely, many 
of my friends from high school 
came from stable homes with 
extended families far more sup-
portive than 
my drunken 
barbarian 
grandpar-
ents.  Some 
of these 
people, as 
every study 
will tell you, 
should have 
done better 
than me or 

my father.  The point in saying 
all of that is that a person’s life 
isn’t necessarily doomed be-
cause of horseshit beginnings, 
but the Pattens and Steadmans 
are part of a growing problem 
that in the next few years will 
really be coming home to roost.  
Maybe I care more than most 
because I am a fi rst generation 
American who is by blood more 
British than anything else.  Or 
maybe it’s because I’ve seen the 
ugliness of modern day Britain 
in my extended family, and it 
takes a thirteen year old becom-
ing a father for people to really 
sit up and notice.  But I guess 
the main reason is because I 
worry about what will happen 
to Rory.  Whatever the actual 
reason I will be interested in 
how people on this side of the 
Atlantic, with our illogical and 
often fanatic Anglophilia, will 
respond to seeing the country so 
many of us admire turn into the 
garbage can for all things taste-
less.

by Eamon Stewart 
STAFF BRITON

At fi rst it just seemed like 
an opportunity for another TLC 
show: Octuplets Born in Cali-
fornia Doing ‘Very Well’, reads 
the Associated Press headline 
from January 27th; ‘Jon & Kate 
Plus 8 To Be Replaced by 8 
Cute Babies All the Same Age— 
So There’ was sure to follow.  
Except not.  What began as 
the life-affi rming story of eight 
high-risk infants beating the 
odds quickly degenerated.  Just 
two days after the miracle birth, 
‘an acquaintance’ fed the media 
this tasty tidbit of information: 
the mother who gave birth to 
octuplets has six other children.  
By the following day, the me-
dia had scrounged up a buffet’s 
worth of dirty table scraps.  A 
January 30th story from NBC 
disclosed that the mother is 33 
and lives with her parents, the 
Suleman family, in Whittier, 
California.  NBC also identifi ed 
the mom as possibly being “a 
student working toward a mas-
ter’s degree in psychology” and/
or “an employee of a fertility 
clinic.” But the most delicious 
morsel of speculation?  It’s not 
known if she has a husband or 
boyfriend.

“She” was revealed the fol-
lowing day to be Nadya Sule-
man, and she is, in fact, single.  
Her mother Angela disclosed 
this and much more in an in-

terview reported by the AP on 
January 31st.  Vomiting into the 
AP’s hungry gullet, the elder 
Ms. Suleman said,  “[Nadya’s] 
got six children and no husband 
[…] she didn’t want to get mar-
ried.” She added, “Instead of 
becoming a kindergarten teach-
er or something [Nadya is certi-
fi ed in child and adolescent de-
velopment], she started having 
[kids], but not the normal way.” 
Chewing on the remains of her 

daughter’s trust, she also re-
marked, “I’m going to be gone 
when Nadya gets home from the 
hospital.”

Nadya Suleman was thus 
transformed into ‘Octo-mom,’ a 
crazy eight-babied monster that 

can provide sustenance for the 
media for several months.  Her 
story is the kind of feast the press 
prays for: a heart-warming-but-
likely-to-be-short-lived human 
interest tale that suddenly starts 
to (d)evolve in fi ts and starts, 
mutating over several weeks 
and spawning a freakish villain.  
The story of Octo-mom has cer-
tainly fulfi lled its promise; after 
Angela Suleman’s interview, 
the headlines kept coming. The 
fi rst mention of Octo-mom be-
ing unemployed came from Fox 
News on February 2nd, and by 
the following week it was well-

known that the 
family was receiv-
ing welfare, de-
spite Octo-mom’s 
protestations to 
the contrary in a 
February 5th in-
terview with Ann 
Curry.  

Curry took 
the opportunity 
to somberly lec-
ture the mother: 
“People feel, you 
know, this woman 
is being complete-
ly irresponsible… 
and selfi sh,” but 
Octo-mom de-
fended herself. “I 
know I’ll be able 

to afford them when I’m done 
with my [master’s degree in 
counseling…]. I’ll stop my life 
for my kids […] and how  
many parents do that? […] 
Many don’t, and that’s unfortu-
nate, and that is selfi sh.”  

Octo-mom also explained 
that she was hoping for just one 
more child from the six embry-
os that were implanted; she did 
not expect them to divide and 
grow into eight babies.  But the 
words coming out of her mouth 
were less interesting to most 
people than her actual mouth.  
It looked… familiar… As Time 
columnist Nancy Gibbs pointed 
out February 9th, “[Suleman] 
bears an ironic passing resem-
blance to celebrity multimom 
Angelina Jolie.”  The public 
soon learned that this was prob-
ably not ironic; irony would re-
quire the similarity between Jo-
lie and the surgically-enhanced 
Octo-mom to have been a co-
incidence.  However, a Febru-
ary 12th article in the Chicago 
Sun-Times indicated otherwise.  
“A source close to Jolie [...
says] over the past year or so, 
[Octo-mom] has made attempts 
to reach the actress— sending 
her admiring letters […]”  Octo-
mom’s denial of purposefully 
altering herself to look like Jo-
lie was refuted by “neighbors, 
friends and family members of 
the unemployed single mom,” 
the Sun-Times reported.

 The media could not 
have hoped for a better twist; 
introducing an A-list celebrity 
into an already popular story? 
Talk about a feast!  Pundits and 
columnists are still feeding on 
the ‘Octo-mom’ saga, nibbling 
on the shreds of Octo-mom’s 
dignity while they explore ques-
tions of medical ethics, repro-
ductive freedom, and personal 
responsibility.  The shining 
example of this productive, in-

telligent dialogue was provided 
by Ann Coulter on the February 
16th episode of The O’Reilly 
Factor:

“Well, it’s interesting that 
everyone, even liberals who 
would defend a welfare mother 
who had 14 children by 14 dif-
ferent men, or maybe if the oc-
to-mom had selectively aborted 
fi ve of these children, I don’t 
think you’d get the anger from 
the left. But I mean, it’s the 
same thing whether she’s hav-
ing IVF for 14 children, or you 
have 14 women having IVF for 
one child. A little bit worse hav-
ing her have all these children. 
But you know, what allows 
anyone to do it. You have a lot 
more of the welfare moms. It’s 
because the government pays — 
is paying for everything for the 
octo-mom.”

Surely, liberals are busy 
pondering this paradoxical con-
servative argument, wondering 
how a society could cut wel-
fare and reduce abortions at the 
same time. Conservatives, too, 
must be preoccupied; they have 
the monumental task of form-
ing logical arguments to jus-
tify their classist beliefs about 
reproduction.  And while the 
nation is busy arguing over the 
many ideological issues raised 
by the Octo-mom story, the ac-
tual Octo-mom, who is actually 
called Nadya Suleman, is rais-
ing 14 human beings on a fi xed 
government income. But that’s 
not really the news.  It’s her cra-
zy octo-antics that are headline-
worthy, so call the AP when you 
have another delicious detail.  
We’ll have a dinner party!

by Emily Genetta 
STAFF NO MORE BABIES

the paper’s  Special  February Weird-Ass Pregnancies Section 

Babies making 
babies? The 
College Repubs 
warned us about 
this!

Artist’s rendition 
of Suleman after 
giving birth
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only partly true.
What actually happens is 

a careful and well-thought out 
series of decisions and consid-
erations made, again, mostly 
by Fordham students. CAB 
has to take into thought the re-
sults of the voting, the amount 
in their budget, the schedules 
and availability of potential art-
ists, the demands and needs of 
said artists in relation to what 
Fordham can and is willing to 
provide, and the overreaching 
arms of Fordham brass. In the 

best-case scenario, all of these 
factors will not complicate one 
another. This, I imagine, has 
never really happened. This 
year, in fact, the last of those 
factors played a larger role than 
usual, as Fordham Administra-
tion were somewhat nervous 
about booking an act that might 
prove to be perceived as even 
slightly objectionable. This, of 
course, because we college stu-
dents are wholesome, grass-fed 
Prairieland virgins and would 
never want to let any rock-and-
roll or hip-hip music to distract 
us from our churning butter.  

Though it might suck to say 
it, the actual preferences of the 
students sometimes really have 
no bearing on the decision of 
who comes to Fordham to per-
form. Every year, I’m sure, there 
is some new half-baked move-
ment to get some ridiculous act 
to come here, as various Face-
book groups will certainly attest 
to. Though the previous Enrique 
Iglesias push might have been 
quasi-facetious, a few of the 
members of the Concert Com-
mittee are actually gunning for 
Lady Gaga (search Facebook 
if you don’t know what I’m on 
about, but, chances are, you do). 
So cross your fi ngers, but don’t 

necessarily get your hopes up. 
From a logistical standpoint, 

Fordham administration must 
absolutely dread Spring Week-
end. They have most of the ma-
jor issues of an outdoor concert 
venue compounded by the fact 
that there are a number of other 
events happening all weekend 
long, all of which is occurring 
in an enclosed space of mostly 
privileged and entitled 18-22 
year-olds who all start boozing 
at 11 am. Across campus, events 
need to be organized, set up, 

staffed, maintained, 
policed, cleaned, 
and broken down, 
all under the watch-
ful eye of Daddy 
Mac and his Jesuit-
jumpsuit compatri-
ots. And, of course, 
in the end, there’s 
always going to be 
a considerable per-
centage of people 
who will do noth-
ing except complain 
about it, even if 
they were standing 
in line waiting to 
get their caricatures 
done or throwing 
up Wu-Tang gang 
signs. I sometimes 
wonder why they go 
through the trouble 
at all and, if I should 
be completely hon-
est, I would not be 
entirely surprised if 
the administration 
eventually found a 
reason to not have 

something as troublesome as a 
concert. 

And again, if it’s worth 
saying twice, it’s worth repeat-
ing once more: students should 
stop approaching the concert as 
something that they deserve and 
realize that it is a privilege that 
they are lucky to receive. You 
might not be happy with the act 
that’s performing, but so what? 
You don’t have to love, like, or 
even agree with any event or or-
ganization on campus, but you 
do a great disservice to someone 
when you cannot at least appre-
ciate the effort that they put into 
something. That applies for the 
Concert Committee, us here at 
the paper, The Ram, or any oth-
er student group. Plus, it doesn’t 
really matter, because we’re all 
going to be shit-faced drunk 
anyway. And if you really want 
to bitch and moan about how 
horrible Spring Weekend is go-
ing to be, CAB is still accepting 
applications to Concert Com-
mittee chair people. The best 
advice, says my friend Nick, is 
to realize that life may be full of 
disappointments, but if you’re 
lucky, the event will still be on 
the lawn and not in the gym. So 
hope for good weather. 

by Max Siegal 
NEWS CO-EDITOR

Guster Nailed Down 
for Spring Weekend 

Here’s Why You Should Give a Crap 

FAKER 
THAN 
TRUTH 

by Bill Donahue and Sam Wadhams (ft. Joe McCarthy)
STAFF LIARS 

BRONX, NY ~ In keeping with recent attempts to improve its 
“green” image, a Fordham University spokesperson announced 
this week that the school would be launching an environmental 
program aimed at encouraging its off-campus students to recycle 
their used cocaine baggies. 

“It is time we address one of the toughest and most troublesome 
issues facing our campus today,” Dean of Students Christopher 
Rogers told reporters at a press conference on Tuesday. “We abso-
lutely must fi gure out, without delay, how to deal with the prob-
lem of empty cocaine baggies that continue to litter our neighbor-
hood at this very moment.”

Tuesday’s announcement marks the second time in just the past 
two years that the 168-year-old Jesuit institution has made a 
sharp policy reversal on the issue of recycling. In 2007, campus 
offi cials rolled out a comprehensive recycling program for cans 
and bottles, described by an outside analyst as “much like those 
seen in the rest of the country in the early 1990s.” The lush Bronx 
campus reportedly had few to no recycling bins prior and would 
throw recyclables sorted by on-campus students in with all the 
other garbage. 

The acknowledgement on the part of Rogers and other school 
administrators of widespread cocaine use amongst its students is 
also marked departure, according to an anonymous source, this 
time from their previously-held offi cial position of “covering our 
ears and screaming.” 

As laid out in a printed statement by noted American theologian 
and Fordham University President Joseph McShane, S.J., the 
fi rst phase of the so-called “ReBlow Initiative” will see special 
receptacles placed in “shady upstairs bedrooms, the bathrooms at 
Howl at the Moon Bar and Grill, and next to strippers’ butt cheeks 
– anywhere we think we can prevent the needless abuse of our 
environment.”

Reactions around the Belmont neighborhood have been over-
whelmingly positive. “I love the idea. I fucking love it so much, 
man,” said Steve Flannery, CBA ‘09, while entering an upstairs 
bedroom during a party on Belmont Ave to “chill out” with friend 
Mike D’Florienzo, FCRH ’10.  “Its fucking awesome. I fucking 
love the idea, dude. It’s a fucking amazing idea, man. Seriously 
though bro, it’s sweet. Seriously. Fuck.”
                                                                             -BD

WASHINGTON, D.C. ~ Last weekend, President Barack 
Obama, looking for a new White House Cabinet, was seen walk-
ing through the College Park, Maryland IKEA store.  It has been 
a long tradition for incoming Presidents to assemble their own 
cabinets, yet due to Chinese assembly instructions, the require-
ment of a tool called a “Reaming Drill Saw” and a failure of 
government offi cials to pay taxes, Obama’s cabinet search has 
been particularly diffi cult.  Asked why he was shopping at IKEA 
for his cabinet, Obama said the troubled economy made a Swed-
ish particle-board cabinet his best option.  Asked how he planned 
to run the nation with pieces of fl ake plywood held together with 
cardboard and glue, Obama said through “the audacity of hope.” 
The president made one more stop on the way back to 1600 Penn-
sylvania, slipping into The Container Store to select a suitable 
Stimulus Package.
              -SW

It is doubtless a stretch to 
say that for many Fordham 
students, the Spring Weekend 
concert is one of the highlights 
of their academic year. Indeed, 
the concert itself, one of many 
events over the course of three 
days, is referred to synony-
mously with the entire week-
end, i.e.: “Do you know who’s 
playing at Spring Weekend?” 
However, because of its role 
as a highlighted 
and much antici-
pated event, the 
Spring Weekend 
concert undoubt-
edly becomes the 
subject of much 
grumbling and 
whining, as given 
the diverse musi-
cal tastes of our 
study body, no one 
or two acts could 
ever make every-
one happy. 

Therein lies the 
problem. Because 
of the tradition of 
a Spring Week-
end act or, perhaps 
more likely due 
to the ridiculous 
sense of entitle-
ment that most of 
us have, Fordham 
students think of 
the concert and the 
whole of Spring 
Weekend as some-
thing that is owed 
to them, as if go-
ing to class for a total of fi f-
teen hours a week and reading 
some books is so fucking hard. 
Spring Weekend, and specifi -
cally the concert, is a privilege, 
and a rather large one at that 
when you consider everything 
that has to go into making it all 
happen, and it is one that is, for 
the most part, achieved through 
the hard work of your fellow 
classmates. To that end, I talked 
to Nick Passantino, one of my 
good friends and member of 
the Campus Activities Board’s 
Concert Committee about the 
whole process to enlighten the 
Fordham community. 

Most students’ basic under-
standing about the concert pro-
cess is only that which they are 
exposed to; during the fall se-
mester, there is a big fat voting 
period where everyone is able to 
cast their ballots for an act from 
a usually respectable list of art-
ists. After that, it’s just a wait-
ing game until the name of the 
performer is released. I would 
have to guess that most students 
assume that Dean Rodgers and 
Jen Mussi just sit in their offi ces 
farting on the voting results for 
a few months before picking 
some other act they couldn’t 
give a fuck about, but that is 

Fordham security personnel 
inspect a student’s back-
pack for contraband.
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Few things grip the public 
imagination more than animal 
attacks.  We as humans lull our-
selves into the belief that we’ve 
escaped the natural pecking or-
der until some crazed beast re-
minds us of our rightful place.  
Usually it’s something sensible.  
National headlines aren’t made 
by bear attacks in Alaska, croco-
diles in the Nile, lions in Africa.  
But a two-hundred pound for-
mer celebrity chimpanzee that 
freaks out and bites off a wom-
an’s face and hands?  That’s a 
headline that writes itself.  

The tragedy in question is 
the case of a little town called 
Stamford, Connecticut; a chim-
panzee named Travis; and two 
women, Sandra Herold, 70, and 
Charla Nash, 55.  Herold and 
her late husband adopted Tra-
vis, then only three weeks old, 
in 1995.  Travis became some-
thing of a celebrity, appearing 
in commercials for Coca-Cola 
and Old Navy and making his 
way across the talk-show cir-
cuit.  When Herold’s husband 
passed (due to non-monkey re-
lated circumstances), she raised 
little Travis as though he were 
a child, teaching him to play 
soccer, drink wine from a cup, 
use a computer, and dress him-
self.  There are even reports his 
owners taught him how to drive.  
They were so close, apparently, 
that they bathed together and 
shared a bed every night.  The 
weird, spooky implications of a 
woman who lives alone but for 
a chimp with a person’s name 
don’t need to be delved into 
here, but we can assume she’s 

a few Slyders® short of a Crave 
Case™.  

The attack itself took place 
last Monday, February 16.  Tra-
vis, who had apparently been 
pissy all day, grabbed a set of 
keys and let himself into the gar-
den.  Herold, unable to get him 
back inside on 
her own, called 
her friend Nash 
to help.  Nash 
arrived in a car 
unfamiliar to 
Travis, wearing 
her hair differ-
ently than Tra-
vis expected 
her to, and held 
up a stuffed an-
imal in front of 
her face when 
she approached 
him.  Bad 
move, lady.

Chimps are 
fi ercely territo-
rial, protective 
and usually 4-7 
times stronger 
than the av-
erage human 
(or 1.5 times 
stronger than 
Editor-in-Chief 
Kate Murphy).  
This means a 
55-year-old woman was be-
ing assaulted by a 200-pound 
fi fteen-year old chimpanzee, 
fi ghting what he believed to be a 
defensive battle.  Somehow, the 
knowledge that the 70-year-old 
Herold was her backup may not 
have given Nash much hope.  
Herold called 911 and then be-
gan to stab Travis with a kitchen 
knife and hit him with a shovel 
to get him off Nash.  The 911 

tapes, which are particularly 
unpleasant to listen to, include 
Herold screaming that Travis is 
“ripping her apart” and that the 
ape “killed my friend.”

Police arrived on the scene 
in time to help the grievously 
injured Nash, but for some rea-

son paramedics refused to give 
Nash any aid due to the pres-
ence of the killer ape.  Travis re-
turned to continue his rampage, 
scaring the bejesus out of the 
Stamford police, more accus-
tomed to teenage speeders and 
high-school dopers.  The brave 
offi cers retreated into their po-
lice cruisers, severely underes-
timating their opponent.  Tra-
vis began wailing on their cars, 

knocking off mirrors, before 
opening the door to a cruiser, 
where he was shot by the offi cer 
hiding, er, waiting inside. 

“Take your stinking paws 
off me, you damn dirty ape!” 
screamed the unnamed offi -
cer before discharging his ser-

vice weapon.  
As Travis 
fl ed, mortally 
wounded into 
the house, the 
offi cer was 
also reported as 
yelling, “Who’s 
using tools 
now, bitch?”

Once Travis 
had retreated 
into the house 
to die, para-
medics began 
to treat Nash’s 
wounds.  The 
victim of the 
gruesome at-
tack received 
what the mayor 
of Stamford 
called “life-
changing, if not 
life-threaten-
ing,” injuries.  
According to 
reports she lost 
her eyes, nose, 

lower jaw and several fi ngers 
in the assault and was in criti-
cal condition when admitted to 
the hospital.  She was recently 
transferred to the Cleveland 
Clinic, one of the most respect-
ed facial surgery hospitals in the 
world, and the site last year of 
the fi rst full-face transplant in 
history.  

Two days after the attack, 

the New York Post generated 
controversy with a tasteless 
cartoon referencing the in-
cident.  The cartoon, shown 
with changed dialogue on page 
2, shows two police offi cers 
standing over the bullet-riddled 
corpse of a chimp.  One of the 
offi cers remarks, “They’ll have 
to fi nd someone else to write 
the next stimulus bill.”  Many 
saw this as the New York Post, 
known for its sensitivity and 
high journalistic standards, call-
ing President Barack Obama 
a monkey.  Many saw this as 
another instance of racist com-
parisons between Blacks and 
monkeys, and Rev. Al Sharpton 
was among those who criticized 
the Post for running the car-
toon.  Post Editor-in-Douche 
Col Allan retorted by saying 
that through his comments, “Al 
Sharpton reveals himself as 
nothing more than a publicity 
opportunist.”  The cartoon was 
at worst a racist reference to the 
president being a monkey and 
being shot and at best massively 
insensitive, and the Post should 
be ashamed.

There may or may not really 
be a moral to this story.  Obvi-
ously lonely older women are 
better off turning into crazy cat 
ladies than bathing with a chimp.  
Maybe waving a stuffed animal 
in front of your face while try-
ing to capture an agitated ape is 
a bad idea.  Regardless, treating 
non-domesticated animals like 
they are people should be dis-
couraged.  the New York Post
is racist and full of douchebags. 
But the closest thing to a moral 
to come out of all of this:  These 
are straaaaange days.

by Sam Wadhams
ARTS CO-EDITOR

George Gets Curious for Human Flesh and Trips Totally Ape Shit 

Connecticut Chimp Goes Bananas

The face of EVIL. 

    
    Those TY Company dolls with 
our girls’ names have been discontinued 
after Mom politely threw a fi t. Now renamed 
“Marvelous Mariah” and “Sweet Sydney,” origi-
nals have sold for over $3,000 on eBay. Daddy’s 
Stimulus Package might have been passed, but 
nothing is going to keep the price of Beanie Ba-
bies down!  

    According to the New York Times, the girls 
have pretty normal rules around the new House. 
Mom and Dad, in order to instill values and 
good habits, keep a strict 8 p.m. bedtime and 
the maid service doesn’t clean their rooms, but 
the girls do still recieve a $1 a week allowance. 
Damn that American Dream keeping our girls 
from living like the princesses they are! 

Sasha and Malia Watch 

the paper’s latest 
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Citizens of earth, we realize 
it can be very distracting to get 
caught up in our lives afoot the 
planet, but if we take a moment 
to broaden the worldview out-
side our worldview, petty earth-
ly distractions will seem (liter-
ally) miniscule compared to the 
crazy shit that is going on in 
space. On Thursday, delegates 
from NASA and the United Na-
tions Committee on the Peace-
ful Uses of Outer Space met in 
Austria to discuss the dangerous 
state of the generating space 
junk that is currently orbiting 
the earth. 

Along with 900 defunct sat-
ellites circling the globe, there 
are about 19,000 “objects” pres-
ently in the low and high or-
bit around Earth, according to 
Nicholas L. Johnson, NASA’s 
chief scientist for orbital debris. 
The discussions were sparked 
due to the recent on-going in-
vestigation of the collision be-
tween a neglected Russian sat-
ellite with a functioning U.S. 
“Iridium” satellite used for 
Motorola satellite cell phones. 
If the debris caused by this mix-
up, and the existing space trash, 
isn’t scooped up, the junk is 
predicted to orbit the earth for 
another 10,000 years, possibly 
endangering many satellites and 

spacecraft to come. 
Addressing the problem of 

how to clean it up, some have 
suggested to attach balloons to 
pieces of debris, which would 
increase the atmospheric drag, 
essentially slowing down their 
orbit, and then guide them back 
to earth with remote-control-
style technology 
(kind of like Tetris); 
or somehow push the 
trash further out into 
space and let other 
galaxies deal with 
it. Because many 
scientists are skepti-
cal about cleaning 
up the space junk, 
some think it better 
to spend more money 
on spreading aware-
ness among interna-
tional space organi-
zations in order to 
prevent further colli-
sions. It may then be 
possible in the next 
10,000 years to go to 
space camp and become a satel-
lite traffi c director with whistle, 
white gloves, and stop sign in-
cluded in the package.

In order to stop collisions 
from happening there will need 
to be formal international or-
ganizations responsible for 
monitoring space debris. The 
European Space Agency started 

the Space Situational Aware-
ness Act in January, aimed at 
increasing information about 
the almost 13,000 “man-made 
bodies” orbiting the planet. The 
U.S. (and France) has yet to ex-
press “formal interest,” though 
it was the U.S. satellite respon-
sible for raking up all of this 

cosmic muck in the fi rst place.
Americans didn’t seem too 

worried about the space debris 
until a report was released that 
the recent debris from the crash 
is dangerously close to hit-
ting and destroying the Hubble 
Space telescope. Though space 
walks are planned to repair the 
already-existing problems on 

the telescope, astronauts are not 
able to safely navigate through 
the growing cloud of debris.

Even if the Hubble fails 
though, we still have the Geo-
Eye-1, the satellite responsible 
for supplying Google it’s im-
ages of (Google) earth and al-
lowing Barack Obama to be not 

only the fi rst Black 
President, but the 
fi rst President to have 
his inauguration sat-
ellite-photographed. 
The space junk could 
not cloud the clear 
view of hope beam-
ing from Washington 
on that day.

NASA also just 
announced that, in 
spite of all of this 
mess, they are soon 
launching the Or-
biting Carbon Ob-
servatory—a probe 
designed to monitor 
regions of carbon di-
oxide across the earth 

by satellite. Whether or not the 
debris will affect the path of this 
highly specialized and newly 
developed space toy is un-
known, but if such is the case, it 
would mean that pollution wins. 

NASA is also sending two 
missions to Jupiter and Saturn 
to investigate “ice-spewing 
geysers,” on each of the plan-

et’s moons. And also to plant 
American fl ags next to them. 
These American fl ags can be 
easily viewed with the “Galileo-
scope,” a new telescope being 
commercially marketed by the 
American Astronomical Soci-
ety as part of the upcoming In-
ternational Year of Astronomy. 
These telescopes are priced 
cheaply with the goal in mind 
that everyone on earth should 
be allowed to look beyond the 
atmosphere. At $15 each, or 
$12.50 bulk rate, and unlike the 
satellite vomit in outer space, 
they are endorsed by the U.N.

However, what we must re-
member is that whether or not 
we are motivated by national-
ism, astrological curiosity, or 
nothing at all, the main problem 
still remains: the earth is full of 
trash and now outer space is full 
of worse trash. You’re probably 
thinking to yourself, “Who re-
ally cares?” I admit I sometimes 
wonder that myself, but in the 
light of this even more incon-
venient truth and because of 
our inconvenient bonds to each 
other as members of the same 
planet, we should seek solidar-
ity above all of the distractions 
on earth – like war, gossip, dis-
ease, terror, etc. – and keep in 
mind that we’re all part of this 
big blue ball fl oating in a sea of 
cosmic trash.

by Kaitlin Campbell 
STAFF COSMONAUT 

Al Gore Takes Credit, Warns About Manbearpig
NASA Marks Space Trash as Growing Problem 

Our cosmic 
future.

A Drudge Report Report 
by Charles Hailer
STAFF RUSH LIMBAUGH

Matt Drudge is a paranoid, 
ultra-conservative, non-writer 
with no real education or cre-
dentials to lend him any sort of 
journalistic credibility, and yet 
his website, labeled The Drudge 
Report, has a daily readership 
three times the size of the New 
York Times and has become 
a prime mover in developing 
the agenda of America’s news 
discourse. Drudge, who barely 
graduated high school, has al-
ways been up front about his po-
litical biases. Though he claims 
no affi liation with any party, 
and prides himself on being free 
from the infl uence of any corpo-
rations, he is a dyed-in-the-wool 
traditional American conserva-
tive. It was Matt Drudge who 
broke the Monika Lewinski 
scandal and pushed Swift Boat 
Veterans for Truth up from the 
evil dregs of Roveian political 
skullduggery to the forefront of 
the national conscious. He op-
erates with no journalistic val-
ues to speak of, publishing lies 
and rumors without fearing any 
consequence, and his breath-
less style often creates media 
mountains out of the molehills 
of political reality. The care-
lessness and the heavy-handed 
manipulation he uses to address 
many political stories have been 
steadily escalating since the 
Presidential campaign began in 

earnest in 2007. While his site is 
always a source of controversy, 
and his political and personal 
antics have been subject to 
much heated debate, there abso-
lutely is no questioning that his 
website has gone off the charts 
with partisan bullshit since the 
election of Barack Obama. 

Mr. Drudge has two fears in 
this world: Google and Social-
ism (both of which he believes 
to be clear and present danger to 
our American way of life). And, 
like many conservatives, Mr. 
Drudge has confused much of 
Barack Obama’s massive stim-
ulus package with bright red 
socialism, and this clearly has 
the man shaken up. With all the 
craft and nuance of a hotheaded 
right wing radio nut, Drudge 
has, for the past month, loudly 
bemoaned the impending death 
of the free market at the hands 
of the new re-distributor-in-
chief. 

Recently, in the wake of 
the stimulus package’s sign-
ing, Drudge made a story out of 
CNBC reporter Rick Santelli’s 
villainous tirade on the fl oor of 
the Chicago stock exchange. 
In the rant, Santelli, the Eco-
nomic Super-Genius, lambasted 
Obama’s intentions of buying 
back mortgages that are in dan-
ger of foreclosure; in the speech 
he called the millions who 
would otherwise soon be home-
less “losers,” rousing the crowd 

of vile greedheads on the stock 
exchange fl oor. Drudge blared 
a lionizing headline, giving 
the impression that a capitalist 
revolution was underway with 
a brave CNBC reporter bearing 
the fl ag of corporate discontent. 
While the two-minute clip faded 
into the obscurity of the 24-hour 
television news cycle, Drudge’s 
crafty heralding went so far as 
to prompt a New York Times 

Op-Ed piece on the rant.
Even more egregiously, 

Drudge recently revealed 
Obama’s evil plans of adopting 
a “Swedish model” in his bank 
bailout plan. With the bright 
blue and yellow fl ag of social-
ist Sweden at the top of his site, 
Drudge gave the impression of 
absolute certainty that the Unit-

ed States was descending into 
the European “folly” of nation-
alization and that super-liberal 
Euro-snob Barack Obama was 
leading the charge. The story 
that it linked to was a seventy six 
word blurb that didn’t mention 
Barack Obama’s name a single 
time and was, in reality, about 
the anomaly of having Republi-
cans like John McCain advocat-
ing for nationalizing America’s 
banks. The title of the article on 
the Financial Times site was 
“Bank Nationalization Gains 
Ground With Republicans,” 
showing that not only had Matt 
Drudge not read the article he 
made his top story, but that he 
didn’t even read the title. Lib-
eral loudmouth Keith Olberman 
once called Drudge, “an idiot 
with a modem;” this instance 
would certainly point to that la-
bel having some truth to it.

   Less egregious, and yet 
just as irresponsible would be 
Drudge’s ignoring important 
news events. While Mr. Drudge 
certainly loves controversy, he 
decidedly ignored the most re-
cent controversy surrounding 
that abhorrent New York Post 
cartoon that tied a dead monkey 
to Barack Obama in the middle 
of Black History Month. The 
cartoon was published on the 
18th and had set the blog world 
afi re with outrage and indigna-
tion alike, but Drudge didn’t 
link to a single story on the sub-

ject. Instead he defi antly linked 
to a Breitbart story on the 20th, 
lamenting the tough time car-
toonists were having depicting a 
Black President without offend-
ing people’s racial sensitivities. 
The article was only tangential-
ly related to the original mess, 
and Drudge’s plea of total igno-
rance to an important cultural 
controversy has been totally 
inexcusable but defi nitely in-
dicative of Drudge’s post-Bush 
political priorities.

Perhaps what is most indica-
tive of The Drudge Report’s de-
scent from tabloid-esque irrev-
erence to heavy-handed partisan 
hackery would be his numbers. 
Since the beginnings of the 
presidential campaign in 2003, 
Drudge’s site has been reporting 
a steady decline in readership; 
his audience is becoming in-
creasingly male and increasing-
ly Republican. Since September 
of 2008 The Drudge Report has 
been overtaken by Politico and 
the Huffi ngton Post in terms of 
unique visitors and now ranks 
as the third most popular po-
litical oriented website on the 
Internet. While he still wields 
a tremendous amount of media 
power, it appears that his soph-
omoric style and base impulses 
have driven viewers to other, 
more reputable and responsible 
news websites, like the paper’s 
The Internet.

Conservative 
ideals, douche-
bag hat.
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