
Juarez is a small Mexi-
can border town that used to 
host American tourists seek-
ing weekend relaxation.  Now, 
and for the past several years, 
Juarez has been a seething pot 
of violence and depravity, the 
result of drug cartels fi ghting 
a ruthless war with each other 
and law enforcement offi cials.  
Last year the violence left 2000 
dead, and already the death toll 
for 2009 is past 200.  What used 
to be a quiet haven south of the 
border is now a lawless city run 
by drug lords, one that reeks of 
bad news: police slayings and 
skirmishes between gangs are 
a regular occurrence.  Just last 
week alone 20 prisoners in a 
Juarez jail were left dead after a 
guard reportedly opened a cell, 
releasing gang members into 
a room where other prisoners 
were bidding their visitors fare-
well.  Now the Mexican govern-
ment is trying desperately to re-
gain control of what has become 
the most dangerous city in the 
country, sending 7000 soldiers 
into the border city in an attempt 
to put down drug violence.  But 
the actions of cartels and run-
ners in Juarez are ruthless at 
best, and in comparison to the 
hellish violence that regularly 
erupts from Juarez, the infl ux 
of Mexican military seems like 
dangerous escalation.  

What has only been getting 
worse in Juarez is similar to the 
woes of Nuevo Laredo, a similar 
border town with all too similar 
drug problems.  Nuevo Laredo 
remains a ghost town, many of 
its citizens driven from the city 
limits due to discrepancies  with 
dealers over real estate.  Stories 
from Nuevo Laredo are bizarre 
and grotesque, and seem more 
appropriate between the cov-
ers of a pulp novel.  Just last 
week, a young Nuevo Laredo 

man was given a life sentence 
for the slaying of two American 
teens.  Gabriel Cardona, now 
22, apparently slashed the two 
teenagers after he kidnapped 
them in 2006, gathered their 
blood in a cup, and paid tribute 
to Santisima Muerte, the angel 
of death.  These are not allega-
tions brought up by a prosecut-
ing party, but the man’s own 
claims.  The strange ordeal of 
Cardona can only begin to hint 
at the sort of liberties taken by 
those within 
the “game,” 
so to speak.  

But 
while jus-
tice at least 
seems to 
be dealt in 
Nuevo Lar-
edo, the en-
tire system 
has been 
brought 
to a halt 
in Juarez, 
where just 
last month 
the police chief of the city re-
signed after receiving multiple 
death threats.  The move was 
not one of cowardice, as a po-
lice offi cer in Juarez with a 
price on his head is practically 
dead already.  Police offi cers in 
Juarez work with few resources: 
few cars, little or no body armor, 
and weapons that can barely 
match the modifi ed atrocities of 
cartels, forcing many to turn to-
ward their own pockets to better 
arm themselves.  With the deni-
zens of Juarez crippled by fear, 
and the cartels doing all in their 
power to make the city resemble 
Hell, the life of a Juarez police 
offi cers is a bleak one indeed.  

The sadistic boldness of 
the cartels has had effects on 
our side of the border as well.  
Many of those offi cials wound-
ed in Juarez skirmishes or am-
bushes are brought to hospitals 

in El Paso, Texas.  Thomason 
Hospital is very often on high 
alert, preparing for the possi-
bilities of assassins raiding the 
hospital to fi nish any job left 
undone.  El Paso itself is one of 
the many American cities on the 
border that serves as a traffi ck-
ing point for drugs from Juarez 
and other border towns.  In El 
Paso, the threat the cartels pose 
to Americans has grown consid-
erably over the years, to a point 
where American citizens have 

been kidnapped and murdered 
by the cartels.  Whether it be a 
lack of integrity or a severe case 
of journalistic ineptitude, the 
American press has made little 
fuss over these happenings, 
though they remain severe.  It is 
reported that of 30 border kid-
nappings the FBI acknowledg-
es, nine were released, two were 
killed and later found dead, and 
thirteen are still missing.  A 
Nancy Grace investigation is 
pending.  

The cartels may have fi nal-
ly ruffl ed some feathers on the 
American side, however.  Mexi-
can President Felipe Calderon 
put joint responsibility on the 
United States, whom he called 
“the world’s biggest consumer.”  
And Calderon is correct, though 
his extremely weak government 
plays a huge part in the violence 
and mayhem, the product which 

causes such violence and may-
hem is sold, wholesale, in the 
United States for distribution.  
President Obama seems to have 
some interest in quelling the 
violence in Juarez, and perhaps 
as a result, minimizing some 
of the drug trade in the United 
States.  Last week the President 
met with Chairman of the Joint 
Chiefs Mike Mullen to discuss 
sending American aide to Mex-
ico in the form of intelligence 
and military personnel.  The 

fl ex may also 
have an effect 
on illegal immi-
gration.  With 
Mexico hungry 
for American 
presence be-
low the border, 
it’s not hard to 
imagine liber-
ties taken to 
enforce a stron-
ger border secu-
rity system on 
both Mexican 
and American 
sides.  Cartels 

have been fi nding new ways of 
getting across the border; how-
ever, most recently ultralight 
airplanes have become popular 
methods of smuggling over the 
border and under the radar.  

What does this mean for 
those of us living far, far away 
from the border?  Unless any 
cartels are looking to capitalize 
off of the scalps of New York-
ers, we probably wont suffer 
any severe consequences, and 
it’s likely that most of the il-
legal drugs in New York are 
homegrown or the product of 
a good old Canadian market.  
But with a bordering country 
practically held hostage by the 
whims of drug cartels, their cit-
ies slowly transforming from 
thriving border towns to wasted 
shells where police and crimi-
nals alike live by the gun, and 
American intervention pending, 

it is likely that these border wars 
will become a major problem 
for America in the future, espe-
cially in the struggle to secure 
the Rio Grande.  

Politically, this is certainly 
going to become a talking point.  
Surprisingly enough, the drug 
wars were of little importance 
during 2008’s presidential elec-
tion.  But the recent concern 
shown suggests that their im-
portance will be more evident 
in coming political races.  Re-
publicans will likely use the 
border wars to advocate a more 
strenuous immigration policy, 
as kidnappings and bold cartel 
activity on our side of the Rio 
Grande calls for a more secure 
border.  With President Obama 
considering U.S intervention, it 
is not unlikely that he will also 
look towards a safer border as 
well, perhaps a security system 
controlled by heavily armed law 
enforcement or military person-
nel.    

Whether or not more intense 
security will actually decrease 
problems is unsure.  After post 
9/11 border security made it 
harder for cartels to transport 
drugs to the states, many king-
pins turned to ransoms for in-
come.  One result of a stronger 
U.S presence in Mexico could 
be a stronger cartel presence in 
America, and speculators have 
already noted an increase in 
drug kidnappings in non-border 
cities such as Las Vegas and At-
lanta.  Progress so far in 2009 
shows one major raid made by 
Mexican soldiers that produced 
two tons of marijuana packaged 
to be shipped over the border.  
With such a large amount of 
product, one can only imagine 
the large steps cartels will take 
to ensure their safety, and in 
the hellish border town that is 
Juarez, whether or not the in-
troduction of 7000 soldiers will 
have positive effects has yet to 
be seen.  

by Alex Gibbons
FEATURES EDITOR

When Mexican Drug Cartels Endanger American Lives, 
Will the U.S. Government Intervene?

Escalating Violence on the Border
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This year the U.S. Senate 
will revisit ratifi cation of the 
Convention of Elimination of 
All Forms of Discrimination 
Against Women (CEDAW). In 
1979, the Convention capped 
off the work of the U.N. Com-
mission on the Status of Women 
which was created in 1946. The 
U.N. immediately ratifi ed the 
treaty but eight of its members 
have yet to follow suit: Iran, 
Somalia, Sudan, Qatar, Nauru, 
Palau, Tonga, and the United 
States. 

The fi rst of the text’s thirty 
articles offers a defi nition of 
discrimination against women, 
“any distinction, exclusion or 
restriction made on the basis of 
sex which has the effect or pur-
pose of impairing or nullifying 
the recognition, enjoyment or 
exercise by women, irrespective 
of their marital status, on a basis 
of equality of men and women, 
of human rights and fundamen-
tal freedoms in the political, 
economic, social, cultural, civil 
or any other fi eld.” In addition 
to inequality in women’s civil 
and legal rights, the Convention 
addresses reproductive rights 
and the cultural impact on gen-
der relations. 

Part I recommends imple-

mentation of policies to encour-
age equal rights and freedoms 
for all people and, notably, (in 
Article 5,) measures to encour-
age mutual responsibility in 
child-rearing and to “modify 
the social and cultural patterns 
of conduct of men and women, 
with a view to achieving the 
elimination of prejudices and 
customary and 
all other practices 
which are based 
on the idea of the 
inferiority or the 
superiority of ei-
ther of the sexes 
or on stereotyped 
roles for men and 
women.” Part II 
asserts equality in 
public and politi-
cal life, particu-
larly in women’s 
representation 
and participation 
in government. Part III address-
es the circumstances of rural 
women and advises equality for 
all women in health care, eco-
nomic systems, education, and 
employment, including mea-
sures to protect women workers 
during maternity. Part IV seeks 
full equality and autonomy for 
women in legal systems, mar-
riage, and family life. 

CEDAW has faced strong 

opposition from the right, which 
primarily fears that the treaty 
threatens U.S. autonomy, en-
abling the U.N. to implement 
mandates unwelcome to some 
Americans, such as the aboli-
tion of single-sex education 
and any measures which may 
undermine traditional gender 
roles. However, CEDAW’s 

provisions are only recommen-
dations, and ratifi cation does 
not require enforcement, only 
review from a U.N. commit-
tee. Furthermore, other issues 
raised by critics are not even 
mentioned in the treaty, such as 
legalized prostitution, the im-
plementation of same-sex mar-
riage, the abolition of Mother’s 
Day, and reduced restrictions 
on abortion. CEDAW has en-

couraged decriminalization of 
prostitution in some countries, 
but in the context of empower-
ing victims of sex-traffi cking to 
seek help.

Furthermore, the treaty al-
lows for “RUDs”, country-
specifi c “reservations, under-
standings, and declarations.” 
Here is where supporters of the 

treaty split. The 
Senate has so far 
recommended 11 
RUDs, but many 
of the more dedi-
cated support-
ers of CEDAW 
worry that the 
RUDs will send a 
negative message 
abroad about the 
U.S. and our po-
sition in the treat-
ment of women 
worldwide and 
either render the 

treaty ineffective or effectively 
cause more harm than good. 
Among the reservations, the 
Senate rejects the comparable 
worth doctrine (a pay system 
which addresses the pay gap 
between traditionally male and 
traditionally female occupa-
tions by readjusting wages for 
jobs based on their worth in 
terms of preparation, skill, and 
responsibility required, rather 

than on their merely traditional 
pay), appointment of women to 
military positions (especially 
those which “may require direct 
combat”), and the requirement 
of paid maternity leave in the 
workforce. Among the under-
standings, the Senate denies 
the mandate of free maternity 
health services and states that 
“nothing in this Convention 
shall be construed to refl ect or 
create any right to abortion and 
in no case should abortion be 
promoted as a method of fam-
ily planning.” Most controversy 
has occurred regarding the lat-
ter understanding, which, op-
ponents of the RUDs fear, could 
be used against abortion rights 
in the U.S. Some opponents of 
the RUDs believe that the U.S. 
should remain isolated from the 
treaty rather than ratifying it 
with such modifi cations. 

Sen. Barbara Boxer (D-CA) 
announced on February 5th that 
she will chair a new Senate For-
eign Relations Subcommittee 
on International Organizations 
and Operations, Human Rights, 
Democracy, and Global Wom-
en’s Issues. The subcommit-
tee will address CEDAW. Sen. 
Boxer hopes to approach the 
treaty anew but doubts it will 
emerge unencumbered. 

by Rosalind Foltz
CHIEF COPY EDITOR

Senate Subcommittee to Revisit 1979 UN Treaty on Women
American Policy on Women’s Rights Enters 20th Century
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No matter what misinformed 
opinion about political bias in 
media you prescribe to, there is 
no arguing that the conservative 
end of the spectrum holds the 
star power: Bill O’Reilly, Sean 
Hannity, Anne Coulter, and the 
staff of FOX NEWS. Yet there 
exists one fi gure that makes all 
of these people look like fl am-
ing homosexuals looking for 
government handouts to social-
ize their medical bills after they 
were injured when their mari-
juana-advocate unmarried life 
partner crashed their Subarus 
into a Vermont tree on his way 
to get a latte because Melissa 
Etheridge was playing too loud-
ly on their iPods. There is a man 
who makes these people look 
like concerned, well-informed, 
even keeled responsible jour-
nalists. They say he’s taller than 
a mountain, and that he once 
Greek-wrestled the Sasquatch 
to a draw. They call him Rush.

Rush Limbaugh was born 
to a patrician family in the Mis-
sissippi gulf town of Cape Gi-
rardeau in 1951. He grew up the 
son of a well-respected lawyer 
and nephew of a prominent 
judge. He eventually attended 
the prestigious Southeast Mis-
souri State University (alma 
mater of Cedric the Entertain-
er), before dropping out after 

his freshman year. Apparently 
he failed all of his classes, in-
cluding one on ballroom danc-
ing. He narrowly avoided being 
drafted into Vietnam due to a 
hairy cyst on his anus (serious-
ly, Wikipedia it), and soon grew 
to be a hairy cyst on the anus of 
America.

Rush now spends 
his time on the radio, 
protecting America 
from the hands of in-
tellectuals, pragmatics 
and learn-ed types. He 
has a three-hour a day, 
fi ve day a week radio 
show, from which he 
bequeaths his wisdom 
onto the ears of Amer-
ica. Wisdom like 
claiming Michael J. 
Fox is faking his Par-
kinson’s, that Barack 
Obama is a “magic 
negro,” or that feminism exists 
“to allow unattractive women 
easier access to the mainstream 
of society.” Those are only the 
quotes that there are recordings 
of him saying. I will not print 
the ones attributed to him, but 
they’re worth looking up.

But Rush has moved on 
to fry bigger fi sh, and has re-
cently decided thay only his 
titanic, pill-popping, thrice 
divorced, jowly mass could 
stand up to the liberals, terror-
ists and America-haters in the 

White House. Four days before 
Obama was inaugurated, he ex-
pressed a desire to see the presi-
dent “fail.” The left, correctly 
realizing that a failing President 
means a failing nation, seized 
on this and began to attack Lim-
baugh for his comments. In an 
e-mail to Politico, Rush wrote, 

“the administration is enabling 
me. They are expanding my 
profi le, expanding my audi-
ence, and expanding my infl u-
ence. An ever-larger number of 
people are now being exposed 
to the antidote for Obamaism: 
conservatism, as articulated by 
me. An ever larger number of 
people are now exposed to sub-
stantive warnings, analysis and 
criticism of Obama’s policies 
and intentions, a ‘story’ I own 
because the [mainstream me-
dia] is largely the Obama Press 

Offi ce.”  James Carville, a for-
mer Clinton strategist and CNN 
pundit said of the increased at-
tention, “It’s great for us, great 
for him, great for the press. The 
only people he’s not good for 
are the actual Republicans in 
Congress.”

Rush’s unique brand of pun-
ditry was on full display last 
week at the Conservative 
Political Action Conference 
(CPAC). He extolled Amer-
ica, then claimed Obama 
“want[s] to destroy it.”  He 
railed against the “cocktail 
party/Beltway/New York 
City/inside-the-Beltway me-
dia” types. He chortled that 
he had fooled his listeners 
into believing that he was 
“invited to the Obama [press] 
dinner. So those people that 
were invited to it got less cov-
erage than I did and I didn’t 

even know about it. It was fun.”  
Limbaugh generally mocked 
the President and inspired a 
horrible fear of anything he 
touched, while simultaneously 
admonishing the President for 
saying there were dark times to 
come. Limbaugh railed against 
authoritarianism, and champi-
oned individual rights, but made 
sure to include the caveat that 
if someone wants something 
you think is bad for them, they 
can’t have it. Limbaugh cham-
pioned education, humility and 

hard work, because he attended 
barely a year of college, is ter-
rifi cally pompous and works 
a 15-hour week. Limbaugh 
mocked the idea of bipartisan-
ship, of dissenting voices within 
his party, and accused members 
of the Republican party seeking 
to update the party platform to 
fi t the changing times as being 
secret liberals.

As much as Rush tries to 
defend and extol his traditional 
brand of conservativism, which 
he does reasonably well, he 
also completely embodies ev-
erything negative that has been 
associated with it. The man is 
a racist, sexist, bloated, upper 
class white guy who preaches 
the rule of law but lives above 
it. The fact that he has found 
himself at the helm of the right-
wing of American politics, is, 
as Carville put it, good for ev-
eryone but the Republicans. By 
putting such a divisive, hard 
line guy with more skeletons 
in his closet than John Wayne 
Gacy as the fi gurehead of their 
ideals, Republicans may fi nd 
themselves forfeiting the mid-
dle ground by invigorating their 
more extreme constituency. 
Well, you get what you pay for, 
and if you pay for a ranting, big-
oted hack, you’re not going to 
gain much ground in America, 
no matter how much fl ag-wav-
ing you do.

by Sam Wadhams
ART CO-EDITOR 

Conservative Talk Show Host Spews Hatred at CPAC

Sometimes a cigar just 
makes you an asshole.



Senator Boxer cares about eradicating 
discrimination against women. Do you?
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If you’re like me, over the 
past six months you’ve been 
listening blithely to the re-
ports about subprime mort-
gages, market insolubility, and 
a thousand other twenty-fi ve 
cent words about the faltering 
economy. And, if you’re like 
me, you haven’t understood a 
fucking thing. Sure, I get that 
banks need to loan money and 
they can’t and anyone can un-
derstand that the stock mar-
ket being down means people 
aren’t investing, but the rest 
has effectively been in another 
language. As editor of this sec-
tion, I’ve written entire articles 
about economic developments 
that included terms and con-
cepts that took literally hours 
to research and understand and 
if I’ve served my purpose well, 
I’ve done something to help 
you understand just what’s been 
going on. However, I’ve had 
enough of snowballing devel-
opments, new governmental 
strategies, and jargon piling on 
top of lingo on top of slang on 
top of insider speak. Here, with 
the help of NPR, The Econo-
mist, CNN, Wikipedia, a box 
of Oreos, The Wall Street Jour-
nal, and as much patience as I 
can muster, is my most concise 
and concerted effort to explain 
the economic situation that is 
gripping the world and what our 
country is doing to fi ght it. God 
bless you for coming with me 
this far; I hope I won’t disap-
point you. 

The problem can be sim-
plifi ed down to a bank balance 
sheet. There are two sides to a 
balance sheet and both sides, 
if everything is working cor-
rectly, should be (deep breath) 
balanced. On one side, there is 
the money that people (“credi-
tors,” “depositors,” “inves-
tors,” what have you) put into 
the bank (called the bank’s “li-
abilities”) and the bank’s own 
money (called the bank’s “capi-
tal”) that the institution has put 
up in order to act as a buffer. 
Why? Because on the other side 
of the chart there are the mon-
ies that the bank has lent out 
(called the bank’s “assets”). Es-
sentially, banks operate by stor-
ing people’s money and paying 
them a small amount of interest, 
hence the term “liability,” as the 
bank eventually will owe a cer-
tain amount of interest to you, 
the person with the savings ac-
count. At the same time, banks 
lend out money to individuals 
who need loans, collecting in-

terest as the banks are paid back. 
The general scheme is that mon-
ey lent out is lent with a higher 
interest rate than the rate paid to 
individuals who have accounts 
at the bank. The difference col-
lected by the bank is how they 
make their money. Again, when 
all things are working properly, 
capital + liabilities = assets. 

Here’s where all of the prob-
lems start. Many of the assets 
that American banks had over 
the last year or so were the in-
famous “subprime mortgag-
es,” which misleadingly means 
a mortgage that is given to an 
individual at rates that are ac-
tually higher than standard (or 
“prime”) interest rates as a re-
sult of that person’s low credit 
score (read: poor economic his-
tory, therefore less likely to ac-
tually pay back the money that 
they owe).  When a lendee can-
not pay back the mortgage that 
they received from the bank (a 
“default” on their mortgage), 
the bank then owns his or her 
house and the lendee is kicked 
out. This, in a normal economic 
climate, is not a big problem, 
as banks can usually then turn 
around and sell the home, essen-
tially collecting the total amount 
that their asset would equal and 
everything would still balance. 
However, sometimes banks lose 
a percentage in a situation like 
this. In this situation, some of a 
bank’s capital would make up 
the difference to keep the bal-
ance sheet even. This potential 
loss is the risk that a bank takes 
when giving out loans. 

During the subprime mort-
gage crisis, thousands and thou-
sands of loans given out by 
American banks kept failing to 
return, as a good number of the 
individuals who took out these 
loans either lied about how 
much money they made or the 
banks overlooked the fact that 
certain people could never re-
ally pay them back. When so 
many assets turned sour at the 
same time, the banks could not 
just seize all of these homes, 
sell them, and make up the dif-
ference. Because of the mag-
nitude of the situation, the real 
estate market took a nose dive, 
which only decreased the value 
of homes now owned by banks 
due to failed mortgages. This is 
what created the original prob-
lem, the tanking of the market 
that caused homes to become 
what is referred to as “toxic as-
sets,” assets that have a greatly 
depreciated market value. If a 
bank’s assets, in the case of the 
subprime mortgage crisis, lose 

thirty or forty percent of their 
value, the bank will almost cer-
tainly not have enough capital 
to cover the losses were it to sell 
the asset at market price (given 
that banks cannot use your mon-
ey, their liabilities, to pay for 
their own failed investments.) 
When this occurs, a bank is re-
ferred to as “insolvent,” mean-
ing that it owes more money 
than it has. At the moment, 
there is the fear that many of the 
twenty largest banks in Ameri-
ca, which combined hold about 
ninety percent of our money in 
savings, are, in fact, insolvent, 
but have refused to face this 
reality by holding on to such 
toxic assets in the hope that the 
market will swing around and 
everything will magically re-
boot. However, with the DOW 
around 6,500 points as this goes 
to print, there is no positive in-
dicator that things are really go-
ing to get better any time soon. 

Now, on to what we can ac-
tually do about this whole mess. 
The subprime crisis is what 
prompted the original “bailout” 
package, TARP (the “troubled 
assets relief program”). The 
goal was to give banks money in 
order to cover a certain amount 
of the losses sustained by sell-
ing failing mort-
gages, and the hope 
was that the banks 
would actually sell 
their assets, take the 
hit, and then restart 
the whole bank-
ing process. Many 
banks have sup-
ported this move, 
given that though 
they will still have 
losses, their insti-
tutions will sur-
vive and people 
will keep their jobs 
(though in our cur-
rent economic climate that is a 
relative statement.) The issue 
with this is that taxpayers have 
essentially been footing the bill 
in order to fl oat the banking in-
dustry money that was, in some 
people’s view, irresponsibly 
handled on a massive scale. The 
argument has been put forth that 
we shouldn’t bail out the banks 
and instead let them fail in the 
cases where their own invest-
ments and risks failed, and then 
start again. However, this is an 
impossibility. Ben Bernanke, 
chairman of the Federal Re-
serve (read: the American gov-
ernment’s bank), was quoted in 
an address to Congress as say-
ing something to the effect of if 
we let the banks fail, no one will 

talk about the Great Depression 
anymore because whatever hap-
pens will be much worse. 

On the other hand, there is 
discussion of the government 
giving much more money to 
banks in trouble, essentially 
evening out their balance sheets. 
This, however, would result in 
the effective nationalization of 
the American banking system, 
as the massive chunk of change 
given to the banks would give 
the government majority stakes 
in the companies. Just to clarify, 
the nationalization of banking 
systems is by no means a crazy 
thing, as it is a temporary solu-
tion; the traditional way that 
governments fi x a broken bank-
ing system; and has happened 
all over the world, including in 
large industrialized nations like 
Korea, Argentina, and Russia. 
However, when this happens, 
many people in powerful posi-
tions lose their jobs, infl uence, 
and money, and that is not a big 
Red risk that the US is willing to 
take yet. Moreover, when banks 
are nationalized, they are priva-
tized as quickly as possible; that 
is, they are sold to private in-
vestors who take over the bank. 
This isn’t diffi cult if you have 
one bank, but when it’s The 

Bank (the entire banking sys-
tem), there just aren’t enough 
Saudi oil barons and landowner 
trust fund babies in the world to 
sell the banks to. 

For the moment, then, the 
government is siding with the 
banks who claim that their toxic 
assets are not as bad as every-
one makes them out to be and 
will therefore hold on to them 
until the market comes around. 
But that then makes people 
wonder why there are legisla-
tors condemning the banks for 
holding on to the money given 
to them by economic relief 
plans. Such Congressmen and 
women say that banks should be 
loaning out these new monies 
and restarting the movement of 

the economy. However, if bad 
loans are what got us here in 
the fi rst place, then why would 
banks continue to loan out more 
and more?  By holding on to 
the government money, banks 
are doing two things: 1) they 
are effectively doing their best 
to maintain a decent amount of 
capital that might help to cover 
their losses if they decided to 
sell some toxic assets and 2) 
keeping enough money in their 
systems to cover their liabilities, 
that is, the $126.63 left in your 
savings account that you keep 
swearing to yourself is going to 
be enough to fi nd an apartment 
once you graduate. With the 
banks continuing to hold on to 
toxic assets and the government 
unwilling to take any drastic ac-
tion, we have no real solution to 
the problem. Either we continue 
down Poor Street to the Poor 
House like we have been, watch 
the stock market fall and unem-
ployment rise until the govern-
ment is forced to do something 
drastic, or we take that direct 
action now and face the conse-
quences of our mistakes, mostly 
by paying higher taxes later. Ei-
ther way, unfortunately, we’re 
going to burn. 

And you know what? Many 
Americans say that just isn’t 
fair. However, there is one little 
point that lies just beneath the 
surface of this entire economic 
catastrophe. There should be a 
voice in the back of everyone’s 
mind shouting the question, 
“How did this all start?” The 
subprime crisis was the tipping 
point for the current recession, 
but such failings do not happen 
overnight. If one was to look 
at a graph of what is referred 
to as “household debt,” that is, 
the amount Americans owe, in 
comparison to the Gross Do-
mestic Product, that is, the com-
bined value of all goods and ser-

vices produced in 
America, that is, 
the ECONOMY, 
one would fi nd a 
startling fact: Since 
the year 2000, the 
household debt to 
GDP ratio has been 
increasing in an as-
tounding fashion 
-- for the year 2007, 
the ratio was 1:1. 
That is, 100%. That 
is, Americans are in 
debt for the same 
amount of the total 

combined value of our econo-
my. That ratio has kept around 
thirty to forty percent, spiking 
in the 1980s just above fi fty per-
cent, but plateauing for a while. 
The fact that Americans are so 
in debt shows that the current 
economic crisis is not really the 
fault of the banks, although they 
did underwrite really terrible 
loans that they could not have 
foreseen full returns on. But, 
we all still kept asking for the 
money. There is an imperative 
need for Americans to reassess 
the way we live their lives, the 
way they spend out money, be-
cause the last few decades have 
essentially put us all so far in the 
fucking red that we’ve run out 
of good ideas to fi x the problem. 

by Max Siegal
NEWS CO-EDITOR

Mess with a bull, get a crippling economic 
recession.
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During the past few years, 
Congress and the FCC planned 
to eliminate all analog TV sig-
nals and replace them with new 
digital signals with suppos-
edly improved picture, sound, 
and programming quality. The 
government and TV industry 
offi cials claimed that digital 
TV signals would also improve 
public safety by helping 
emergency communica-
tion.

The switch was 
supposed to take place 
during mid-February 
2009, however, when 
the deadline was just 
around the corner, Con-
gress panicked and 
quickly passed a bill to 
push the switch date to 
June 12, 2009. Congress 
was concerned that TV 
viewers would not be 
prepared for the switch partially 
because of the lacking funds for 
“converter box” coupons. 

The box, worth about $50 at 
any retail store, attaches to an 
analog TV set (one that hasn’t 
been produced in the past de-
cade)  in order to make the new-
ly digitized signal watchable on 
your old TV. The FCC claimed 
the converter box would permit 
“better picture and more chan-
nels” and that “the antenna you 
have should work with the box.” 
The government planned to dis-
tribute converter box discount 
coupons, but the effort was, not 
surprisingly, underfunded and 
in turn contributed to the dead-
line delay. 

February was a disorganized 
partial shutdown. Although the 
new switch date isn’t for anoth-
er few months, the FCC allowed 
local broadcasters to choose 
when they wanted to make the 
transition. Stations could save 
money by switching early be-
cause they would not need to si-
multaneously fund their analog 
and digital broadcasts. About 
36% of local television stations 
made the switch on the origi-
nally intended date, February 
16, 2009, and it turned out to be 
a big headache. The FCC heard 
70,000 complaints within just 

two days of the switch. Imag-
ine what that complaint tally 
would be if the transition had 
also included big networks and 
the remaining 64% of the local 
stations. A 70-year-old Mis-
souri man shot his television set 
when he incorrectly installed his 
converter box, which then failed 
to provide him with his coveted 
regular television shows. Hope-
fully, more patience will be ex-

ercised by not only viewers but 
also the federal government and 
the FCC when we make the full 
switch this summer. 

February’s partial transition 
was anything but smooth. Re-
gardless, newspapers and other 
news sources reported that the 
switch went according to plan. 
They didn’t mention that angry 
Missouri guy or the thousands 
of angry phone calls to the 
FCC. It appears that the media 
monopoly has fucked us again. 
Many of our nation’s top trade 
and consumer publications are 
owned by companies which 
have invested interests in local 
TV stations and therefore, this 
digital conversion. That is to 
say, it’s possible that the same 
company that told us the switch 
went well (when it clearly 
didn’t) did so because they also 
own the local TV station that 
switched. For example, the LA 
Times is owned by The Tribune 
Company who also owns about 
20 local TV channels. It’s no 
surprise then that they published 
a headline in late February that 
claimed, “Digital TV Switch 
Goes Smoothly in San Diego,” 
despite many irritated and TV-
deprived San Diegans. These 
types of media monopolies 

perpetuate newsroom decisions 
that don’t have anything to do 
with journalistic info-sharing. 
The news is designed to provide 
immediate corporate success 
instead of the truth. With that 
said, be wary of the updates you 
hear about the switch in the up-
coming months and follow-up 
stories after June 12th.

The changeover is going 
to leave tens of thousands of 

Americans without any 
TV signals and even 
more with poorer re-
ception. Besides that 
though, some skeptics 
have predicted that as 
broadcasters go digital, 
they will be allowed 
to even further remove 
themselves from their 
local communities. 
Broadcasters are pre-
dicted to nationalize 
their programming as 
a quick and cheap so-
lution to the transition 

confusion. Nationalization of 
TV would mean heavily for-
mulated content and schedul-
ing. All 50 states will begin to 
see the same programs and hear 
the same news. TV may devi-
ate from local interests in the 
direction of re-runs and widely 
censored and skewed news 
broadcasts. As it stands now, 
the FCC has content regulations 
and requirements that were de-
veloped for analog TV to ensure 
educational and community-
responsive programming. How-
ever, now that each broadcaster 
can send more than one signal 
over a single digital channel, 
that mandatory programming 
can go unwatched. The FCC has 
yet to formulate new laws that 
concern digital broadcasts. Will 
digitizing of TV mean losing 
some important values concern-
ing localism, education, democ-
racy, and diversity? 

All that nationalization wor-
ry is for naught if you don’t get 
a TV signal at all, and you might 
not. Ask your cable provider 
about what the switch means for 
you and if your set-up will need 
to be changed in order for you to 
keep wasting your time in front 
of your television.

by Aaron Charles Peer
EARWAX EDITOR

A Look at the Analog-to-Digital Switchover

FAKER 
THAN 
TRUTH 

STAFF LIARS

ZURICH, SWITZERLAND ~ According to preliminary esti-
mates by the Switzerland-based BCWAA (Bono Charitable Works
Analysis Association), nearly fi ve thousand are dead in third-world
nations across the globe as a result of Bono’s recent trip to Fordham
University for an appearance on “Good Morning America”.  Bo-
no’s absence in countries such as Chad, Ethiopia, Sudan and South
Africa prompted riots, chaos and hysteria as residents struggled to
comprehend why Bono had left.  It is estimated that nearly 400
wells dried up, 1000 acres of forest were burned and 14 (catorce!)
orphanages were demolished in Bono’s absence.  When reached

f for comment, the singer and philanthropist donned a second pair of
sunglasses as a disguise and walked briskly in the opposite direc-
tion.
     -SK

BRONX, NY ~ Top concert venue and part-time academic institu-
tion Fordham University has undergone some major changes re-
cently. After the performance by rock-zilla U2, President of the
University Father McShane addressed the crowd of students gath-
ered on Edwards Parade, “Today is a momentous day for Fordham
University. Today we have raised our national profi le, we have
shown ourselves to be a top institution, and we predict a dramatic
increase in the number and quality of attending students this fall.
However, as with all transitions, changes need to be made. Ford-

r ham will no longer be a safety school for rich tri-staters. Today our 
current students have shown me that they will stay out all night on
drinking binges during an exam week. Moment ago I was accosted
by some rosy-cheeked lout demanding press credentials, and nearly
had to mase him. Because of this, to make room for our better,
brighter future, all current students are expelled. You have until
Wednesday to vacate the campus. Go with God.”
     -SW

BRONX, NY ~ In a move that shocked the Fordham community,
t noted theologian* Father Joseph McShane sold Keating Hall last

Friday. Reports incdicate that the iconic building, once the physical
and metaphorical heart of Fordham’s Rose Hill campus, has been
sold for an undisclosed price to Bono of world-famous rock group
U2. After completing a performance on Good Morning America on
Keating’s steps, the legendary rocker took a liking to the building
and decided it would fi t in wonderfully on his vast estate in south-
ern Ireland. Plans are already underway to begin dismantling Keat-
ing Hall to be shipped brick by brick to Ireland. When asked why he

k made the deal, Fr. McShane pointed to a manilla folder on his desk
labeled “Fordham 2016: Phase 3,” screamed, “YREEAAHHH!! 
Midtown is ours!!” and pumped his fi st in the air.

-AO

BRONX, NY ~ After rumors that popular dance-pop act Lady 
GaGa could not play Spring Weekend due to a scheduling con-
fl ict, CAB members have announced that a loaf of dry white bread
will be opening for headline act, Guster. Assistant Dean of Stu-
dent Leadership and Community Development (or, ADSL & CD),
Jennifer Mussi told paper reporters Thursday that the administra-
tion and CAB believe that a dry loaf of white bread would be the
perfect match to Guster’s easygoing brand of white boy rock-pop
The move has drawn criticism from some members of USG and

r the Respect for Life Club who say that bread exists as a vessel for 
spicy cold cuts and lecherous sauces that appeal to the base desires
of the wretched body. However most of the Young Republicans

t and Fordham’s Respect for Life clubs came out in strong support
of the newly named act, saying that a dry loaf of white bread aligns
perfectly with Fordham’s rich, wheat-based, Jesuit values.

 -CH

Sasha and Malia Watch!

March’s First    Last Wednesday, the girls 
came home to fi nd BRAND NEW
SWING SET on the South Lawn!!! For the same
$3,500 that Mom and Dad paid, they could have bought a 
majority stake in CitiGroup given the failing economy! 

   Recent press reports have confi rmed that the First Mom is 
planning to (OMGZZ fi nally!) bring home a dog for the girls. After 
months of delays, she says that after the spring vacation, a 
Portuguese Water dog  will be joining them in the White House. 
The girls haven’t decided on a name yet -- may we suggest “Hope?”

If your television looks like this, 
chances are you think that it’s 
talking directly to you.



The parties suing them include 
(but aren’t limited to) Sony, 
Warner Bros., MGM, Columbia 
Pictures, 20th Century Fox, and 
Blizzard.

So as you can see, the fi ght 
against fi le sharing has come a 
long way from the days of Nap-
ster vs. Metallica (“St. Anger” 
is the one thing I wouldn’t take 

for free).  It’s not just musicians 
and record companies who are 
upset anymore.  Now the rest 
of the corporate entertainment 
world has entered the ring.

I understand the complaints 
of artists who don’t want to see 
their work being thrown around 
for free on the internet.  But 
sorry, I just can’t sympathize 
too much with a record execu-
tive in an expensive Armani 
suit with cash bulging out of 
the pockets saying, “Art is the 
freedom of expression.  We 
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Ok, so maybe you won’t 
actually die, but you may get 
sued.  At least that’s the case 
for the owners of the mega-
popular “The Pirate Bay” web-
site.  This past month, what has 
been called “the internet trial of 
the decade” has kicked off, in 
which the three owners of the 
site have been taken to court by 
more or less the entire corporate 
entertainment world.  Fun!

For those of you who don’t 
know, “The Pirate Bay” is a tor-
rent tracker.  Torrents are the 
new form of fi le sharing (think 
Napster for you readers who 
still haven’t caught on to this 
“internet” fad).  In a nutshell, 
someone can upload anything 
(and I mean anything: music, 
movies, books, magazines, 
computer applications, you 
name it) onto a torrent tracker, 
and then anyone else with ac-
cess to the tracker can download 
it from them.  Since its launch in 
2003, “The Pirate Bay” has be-
come the largest tracker in the 
world, responsible for over 50% 
of all torrent traffi c.

So if “The Pirate Bay” has 
been around for so long, why 
have the powers that be waited 
until now to try and shut them 
down?  Well, it’s not as simple 
as that, unfortunately.  “The Pi-
rate Bay” servers are actually 

located in Sweden, where the 
copyright laws are much less 
stringent, and what they are do-
ing is more or less legal (piss-
ing off corporate fat cats every-
where).  

That doesn’t mean the enter-
tainment corporations haven’t 
tried to stop these guys before.  
“The Pirate Bay” administra-
tors have gotten hundreds of 
threatening letters over the 
years from everyone from 
Microsoft to SEGA.  They 
post the letters under the 
“legal threats” section of 
their website and then send 
replies (which they also post 
online), in which they refuse 
to comply with any demands 
to take down the site or the 
torrents.  The replies usu-
ally end with a polite and 
subtle “go fuck yourself”.  If 
they’re feeling particularly 
cheery they’ll sign off with 
a healthy “go sodomize yourself 
with a retractable baton” (I’m 
not making this up).

More recently the situa-
tion has really escalated, and 
on February 16th, “The Pirate 
Bay” boys hit the courts against 
their corporate enemies.  They 
are being sued for “promoting 
other people’s infringement of 
copyright laws” and face fi nes 
up to $188,000 and two years 
in jail.  And there are also the 
claims for damages which sum 
up to a tidy $13 million (yikes).  

get it.  But if you listen to the 
new Fallout Boy album without 
paying us $17.99 then we’re 
gonna FUCKIN’ KILL YOU!”   
Somehow I’m not too moved 
by their pleas for people to pay 
them more money when the en-
tertainment business is one of 
the healthiest in America.  They 
shouldn’t be surprised that peo-

ple are getting sick of 
paying top dollar to see 
a movie or buy a CD, 
especially in today’s 
economy.

At the end of the 
day, this case all boils 
down to one indisput-
able fact about human 
beings: we love free 
stuff.  We can’t deny it.  
If someone is handing 
out free CDs of amateur 
rap, fuck it, I’ll take one.  
Free shirt 3 sizes too big 
for me?  Right here.  

Free copy of “White Chicks” 
on DVD?  Fork it over.  Hell, if 
caf food was free I’d probably 
eat it (and then shit violently for 
the next 3 hours).  So as long as 
someone, somewhere is offer-
ing ways to get movies or music 
for free (and trust me, there will 
always be ways), people are 
going to do it.  The MPAA or 
Warner Brothers or Tom Cruise 
can sue as many people as they 
want, and they can shut down 
site after site after site, but there 
will always be another new 

one emerging that picks up the 
slack.

Does that make it right?  Hell 
no.  Do the suits have a point?  
Absolutely, and they should 
fi ght for it.  But people need to 
realize that this feud is going to 
go on forever, or at least until 
someone (i.e. me) takes over the 
world and bans art.

So rather than suing every-
one and everything, the enter-
tainment world needs to stop 
trying to kill the internet and 
learn to embrace it as another 
medium of distribution.  The 
music industry has already 
made a lot of headway in that 
respect, with the likes of iTunes 
and Amazon offering music 
downloads for a small charge.  
It’s time for other areas of en-
tertainment to follow suit.  

Is it going to stop everyone 
from pirating media?  No.  But 
it’s better than chasing ghosts 
(which is more or less what anti-
piracy organizations have been 
doing for the past 10 years).  
This issue is not going to go 
away, not matter what happens 
in this case, and the way we de-
cide to handle it will affect any-
one who likes music or movies, 
whether or not they download 
them from “The Pirate Bay”.

Oh and by the way, if you 
copy or distribute this article 
without my expressed written 
consent I’ll sue your balls off.

by Seena Vali
STAFF CYBER CORSAIR

Considerations to Sue Website “Pirate Bay” Surface Again 

In light of the recent desper-
ate state of our nation, and the 
combined messages of struggle 
(and of course “hope”) from our 
president, it seems that Ameri-
cans are fi nally living out the 
defi nition of “citizen,” and par-
ticipating in all this...democ-
racy. The most recent, loudest 
example of this is the commu-
nity organization ACORN (the 
Association of Community Or-
ganizations for Reform Now) 
which has been archetyped as 
a 60’s New Left-sequel radical 
groups for their tactics, policies 
and bordering-on-socialist be-
liefs.

ACORN aims to support 
families that refuse orders to 
vacate their homes. ACORN 
communicates with its volun-
teers through text, phone trees, 
and web pages to meet at the 
site of an eviction and protest, 
sometimes physically, until the 
federal government agrees to do 
something about the fi nancial 
companies at fault for evicting 
middle-class communities be-
cause of questionable loans.

ACORN works with 22 oth-
er cities across the country and 
recently held a rally in Brook-
lyn gathering about 150 people 

to rally together and fi ght with 
their neighbors facing foreclo-
sure.

Protesters are employing 
a plethora of methods to make 
their frustrated point clear that 
the government cannot shift the 
blame from their faulty fi nancial 
institutions to their families any 
longer. They are facing arrest, 
chaining themselves to front 
porches, and painting messages 
on rooftops.  

ACORN’S “Foreclosure 
Fighters” are emerging with 
full force with their new “Home 
Savers” campaign at the same 
time that President Obama re-
leased his huge mortgage rein-
statement program which forces 
leaders of fi nancial institutions 
to refi nance a cost of $50 billion 
to $100 billion, in addition to 
the bipartisan-supported “stim-
ulus” bill designed to bailout 
homeowners who cannot pay 
their mortgages, and the $2 bil-
lion in “neighborhood stabiliza-
tion” funds to alleviate the fore-
closure crisis. 

Obama has a history with 
ACORN dating back to the early 
90’s when he and a team of Chi-
cago attorney’s won a lawsuit, 
on behalf of ACORN, imple-
menting the “motor-voter” bill, 
which allowed people to regis-

ter for a license and register to 
vote at the same time. Strange-
ly, there have been few stories 
detailing Obama’s days as a 
“leadership trainer” at ACORN 
in Chicago. Right wing critics 
claim this was to “cover up” his 
radical involvement so that he 
can appeal to a wider, moderate 
audience in his campaign. 

Before Obama, though, in 

the initial stages of the fore-
closure crisis, the problem that 
thousands of middle class fami-
lies were not able to afford their 
housing was regarded by some 
as a situation that the homeown-

er could have avoided, and the 
result of irresponsible decisions 
of over-spending families.  But 
as the number of foreclosures 
increase across the country in 
solid middle-class communities, 
the fi nger is now being pointed 
at the fi nancial companies who 
have made “questionable” loans 
and still received billions of 
dollars in federal aid to fi ght off 
their collapses.

Because ACORN receives 
40 percent of its revenues from 
the federal government, right-
wing critics disown their ex-
treme tactics for getting their 
message across (like storming 
city council meetings, lock-
ing arms around a block full of 
foreclosed buildings, sitting in 
on foreclosed homes, and even 
moving back into them).  Ironi-
cally, the most extreme cases of 
ACORN protests have ended in 
arrests, even though Obama, the 
man with the Constitution on 
his lap, used to be buddy-buddy 
with ACORN. 

Bertha Lewis justifi es 
ACORN’s extreme ways by 
rhetorically questioning, “You 
want to haul us out to jail? Fine. 
Let the world see how govern-
ment has been ineffective. Poli-
ticians have helped banks, but 
they haven’t helped families in 

the way that it’s needed, and 
these families are now saying, 
enough is enough.”

Stanley Kurtz, that con-
servative critic who unearthed 
Obama’s relationship with 
Jeremiah Wright, wrote in an 
editorial unearthing Obama’s 
“most radical connection yet,” 
ACORN, calling the organiza-
tion “Radicalism unashamed,” 
seemingly only because of the 
organizations past ties with the 
President, and his irritation that 
they are federally funded to 
pound on doors. What’s great 
about this criticism is that short-
ly after Kurtz wrote this edito-
rial, McCain directed praise 
toward the organization, telling 
them that “they are what makes 
America special.”

Though ACORN has also 
been called (really in caps) 
“THE POISONOUS SOCIAL-
IST NUT THAT THREATENS 
DEMOCRACY,” the Oxford 
English Dictionary has deemed 
the etymology of the word 
“acorn” as having been “much 
perverted by popular etymol-
ogy.” Acorn really comes from 
the Norwegian word “akarn,” 
which roughly translates into 
“fruit of the unenclosed land,” 
and not a poisonous socialist 
nut.

by Kaitlin Campbell
STAFF SQUIRREL

Government-Funded ACORN’s Extreme Tactics Draw Conservative Ire
Giving “Reposessed Home” a Whole New Meaning

If You Download Movies Online You Will DIE!

Not the 
same thing.

Not the same thing.
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Above: Legendary 
guitarist the Edge fools 
everyone into thinking 
he has hair.

Left: Nothing says 
“cool guy” like wearing 
sunglasses on a cloudy 
day.

Even God got a little star-struck. This snapshot was stolen off of Daddy Mac’s 
Blackberry straight from the Most High’s blessed iPhone.

“Did U2 come to Columbia? Did they come Georgetown? Did they come to Notre 
Dame? No! They came to Fordham!” Daddy Mac demonstrates his grasp of geography 
and the basic laws of space and time.

Right: Adam Clayton 
comtemplates his 
nonexistent role in 
the band before going 
for a cigarette during 
“Breathe.” It was the 
smart decision.

Below: Larry Mullen, Jr. 
tries to count the ladies 
in the audience staring at 
his exposed chest, but to 
no avail.

Below: Warm-up 
comedian says 
something vaguely 
racist or misogynistic. 
Douche.

Good Morning America hosts an interview with Bono as his bandmates
 imagine what way they would most like to kill him.
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