
By now most Rose Hill stu-
dents have noticed some recent 
budget cuts around campus. Ev-
ery department on campus has 
suffered from these budget cuts, 
the result of an unhealthy econ-
omy, but a huge amount of at-
tention has been paid to the cuts 
made by the Offi ce of Academic 
Affairs, headed by Dr. Stephen 
Freedman. Most notably, the 
24-hour library zone has disap-
peared as a result of these cuts, 
leaving students without study 
space on campus past midnight. 

A resounding sense of dis-
appointment has spread across 
Rose Hill; 
students and 
faculty alike 
are aghast 
that a pres-
tigious aca-
demic insti-
tution would 
make their 
library less 
accessible. 
Amidst bud-
getary chaos, 
while stu-
dents jump 
at the occa-
sion to point fi ngers at a face-
less administration, a close ob-
servation reveals the business 
surrounding these budget cuts 
is very complicated. The ad-
ministrative body at Fordham 
is a messy bureaucracy, and the 
specifi c branches responsible 
for the budget cuts are going to 
need to be addressed for any ac-
tion to take place. 

Nobody doubts the existence 
of Fordham’s budgetary woes. 
Though the University’s main 
website claims Fordham raised 
a record $71.9 million in the 
last year, the bulk of that money 
was in gifts and pledges, money 
that Fordham has yet to see. It 
that sense, the bulk of Ford-
ham’s wealth remains largely 
hypothetical. Some students 
complain that, while resources 
are cut, money continues to be 
spent on superfi cial frivolities. 
Fr. Joseph McShane’s need 
to present a visage of techno-

logical excellence explains 
the presence of several dozen 
new plasma screen televisions 
across campus, but not McGin-
ley’s garish silver paint-job that 
would repel even David Bowie. 
For that, students can blame 
an out of touch alumni popula-
tion, who requested that their 
donations fund specifi c reno-
vations on campus. However, 
attention is being called to the 
way in which the budget cuts 
were approached, and whether 
they could have been handled 
in a more responsible way that 
would be have been less harm-
ful to the student body.

The projected amount of 
money ex-
pected to 
be saved by 
closing down 
the overnight 
area in Walsh 
Library is 
$100,000 a 
year, money 
that would be 
saved by not 
paying a se-
curity guard 
to work over-
night. This of 
course is a ri-

diculously small amount of cash 
for a University that charges al-
most $50,000 a year in tuition. 
The tuition of two students 
alone could keep the 24-hour 
zone open. At the very least, it 
wouldn’t be hard for Fordham’s 
undergrad population to raise 
$100k.

Dr. Nicola Pitchford, As-
sociate Vice President for Aca-
demic Affairs (and Associate 
Chief Academic Offi cer), and 
Ellen Fahey-Smith, Assistant 
Vice President for Academic 
Affairs, spoke regretfully about 
the recent cuts, stating that ulti-
mately the decision came down 
to what could and couldn’t be re-
stored easily in the future. “The 
24-hour zone would be one of 
the areas that would be easier 
to reinstate,” says Fahey-Smith, 
“if we took other cuts within the 
library, they may have been a 
little more diffi cult to replace.” 
Ms. Fahey-Smith is referring 

to items that are time sensitive, 
like subscriptions to journals 
and serials that would ultimate-
ly be missed if cut. “There was 
no painless area to cut within 
the library or anywhere within 
the academic affairs budget,” 
said Dr. Pitchford, “we tried to 
look at areas that could be tem-
porarily cut without causing 
long term setbacks.”

But this explanation isn’t 
enough for students, many of 
whom are confused over the fact 
that no offi cial announcement 
was made to the student body, 
save for a small white piece of 
paper placed on the security 
desk at the Walsh library that 
announced the closing of the 
study zone (though 10+ emails 
were generated over the sum-
mer to inform students of power 
outages on campus, while the 
majority of those students were 
far, far away and couldn’t care 
less). Many students at Rose 
Hill feel that the issue was de-
liberately discussed behind 
closed doors, over the summer, 
to avoid student resistance. “I 
am a student leader and I am 
supposed to be apart of the com-
munity, and I feel when it comes 
to issues of money, I get pushed 
out, and I feel that other mem-
bers of the community feel the 
same way,” says Maria Fitzsim-
mons, a senior at Rose Hill. 
“People should make conscious 
efforts to make those decisions 
during the academic years when 
students can be a part of them.”

For commuters and ath-
letes, students whose schedules 
sometimes make it necessary 
for work to be done before or 
after hours, the closing of the 
24-hour library is a huge blow. 
Many of these students relied 
on the study zone to get the 
bulk of their work done, and 
some are now left with no reli-
able station to print out papers 
or access a computer. “When 
you start traveling and you get 
back on Sunday night and you 
need to go study and get stuff 
printed, if you don’t have the 
facilities available it becomes a 
real issue,” said John Korevec, a 
senior at Rose Hill who is both 

a director in USG and a mem-
ber of Fordham’s cross country 
team. “To be able to get to an 
8:30 class and print something 
when you don’t have a facility 
to print, I think is not just a con-
cern for athletes but for general 
students as well.”

At last Thursday’s USG 
meeting, board members dis-
cussed how the overnight study 
zone could be reopened as 
quickly as possible. One sug-
gestion, made by USG Presi-
dent John Tully Gordon, was to 
have students take the place of 
security guards during the day 
so that a security guard could 
work throughout the night, al-
lowing for 
the usage of 
the overnight 
study area. 
This specifi c 
suggestion, 
Gordon says, 
would al-
low for full 
utilization of 
the federal 
government’s 
allotted stu-
dent work 
study funds 
for Fordham 
University. A security guard 
would be working the overnight 
shift, and students would again 
have access to their 24-hour 
study zone.

However, this particular 
suggestion stills denies security 
workers the hours they previ-
ously held. Last year, a security 
guard was present at the library 
24 hours a day during the week. 
Gordon’s proposal, however 
benefi cial it may be to the stu-
dent body, would only have a 
security guard present for about 
half the day. “I don’t think we 
should let the worker issue fall 
by the wayside,” says junior 
Dan LoPreto. “Many [security] 
workers on campus are blue 
collar, middle-class employees, 
and they shouldn’t be the ones 
having to bear the brunt of these 
budget cuts.” LoPreto raises a 
valid point: how is it that a Jesu-
it University allows its blue-col-
lar workers to suffer signifi cant 

setbacks in the midst of an eco-
nomic recession, especially in 
light of last year’s hard fought 
battle to increase security work-
ers’ wages and benefi ts? The 
Ram reported last week that the 
Department of Safety and Secu-
rity decided to close the Walsh 
gate for twelve hours a day, us-
ing the money saved to replace 
a 17-year old radio system with 
a new, digital one. Perhaps this 
is a fi scally sound decision, but 
in the opinion of this writer, it is 
certainly not indicative of Jesuit 
ideals promoting social justice 
and solidarity. 

The power for reform lies 
ultimately in the hands of the 

students. 
The admin-
istration may 
have tempo-
rary barred 
the use of 
the 24-hour 
study zone, 
but it is stu-
dent apathy 
that will en-
sure that the 
zone stays 
closed indefi -
nitely. Last 
Thursday’s 

USG meeting showed some 
concerned students voicing 
their opinions, but a huge part 
of the student body has ulti-
mately remained inactive. A 
Facebook group named “Re-
opening the Overnight Section 
of Walsh Library!” has over 
980 members. But it is going 
to take much more than a social 
networking group to convey the 
importance of this issue. Some 
students, when let down by the 
administration, seem to adapt 
an overwhelmingly lethargic 
attitude. Maybe it is a feeling 
of helplessness, derived from 
a seemingly constant wave of 
disappointment generated by 
the Fordham Administration, 
but it is important for students 
to remain proactive. If there are 
any means by which the meager 
fund of $100,000 is going to be 
scared up, student organization 
and demonstration are surely 
going to be the most effective.

by Alex Gibbons
FEATURES EDITOR

When the Administration Makes Sacrifices, Who Gets Hurt?
Budget Cuts Close Overnight Study Zone
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“I think an overwhelming por-
tion of the intensely demonstrat-
ed animosity toward President 
Barack Obama is based on the 
fact that he is a black man, that 
he’s African American. I live 
in the South, and I’ve seen the 
South come a long way, and 
I’ve seen the rest of the coun-
try that shared the South’s atti-
tude towards minority groups at 
that time, particularly African 
Americans. That racist inclina-
tion still exists, and I think that 
it has bubbled up to the surface 
because of a belief among many 
white people, not just in the 
South but all around the coun-
try, that African Americans are 
not qualifi ed to lead this great 
country. It’s an abominable cir-
cumstance and grieves me and 
concerns me very deeply.” 

This is the infamous quote by 
former president Jimmy Carter 
during his recent interview with 
Brian Williams that has caused 
both network news and the 
blogosphere alike to catch on 
fi re. The blaze has manifested 
itself mostly on the charge that 
the left has purposefully blurred 
the line between racism and val-

id criticisms of the president in 
order to defuse and illegitimize 
growing resentment towards his 
administration. That said, I offer 
the following:

•  Nearly a year ago, the 
statement “NIGGER PRESI-
DENT BULLSHIT” was found 
spray painted on the side of a 
building in Harris County, Tex-
as. 

• During the 9/12 demon-
strations in Washington, D.C., 
the makeup of which South 
Carolina Senator Jim DeMint 
said was “a cross section of the 
population,” there were protest-
ers with Confederate fl ags. 

• Members of the Tea Party 
protests in April featured a sign 
that read “Obama, what you 
talkin’ bout Willis? Spend my 
money?” and another saying 
“Obama’s Plan: White Slavery.”

It is abundantly clear that 
there is at least some truth to 
President Carter’s statements; 
to pretend otherwise is wholly 
naïve. There has been an un-
precedented level of animosity 
towards the president in recent 
months. While the Joe Wilson 
debacle seems to have become 
the focal point of contention, 
this is much bigger than him or 

his accusations. When President 
Obama was fi rst elected, there 
was talk of America having be-
come a “post-racial” society, 
using the logic whereby if a 
country could support the ascen-
dancy of a minority candidate 
into offi ce, surely that country 
would have embraced the plu-
ralistic nature of its population. 
What has happened instead is 
something entirely different: 
the country has been forced to 
confront its latent issues with 
racism and identity within the 
context of American culture. 

Confronting social is-
sues head on has never been 
America’s preferred method of 
progress. Historically we have 
always made concerted efforts 
to sweep things under the table 
until doing so is no longer an 
option—much like the current 
president is seemingly doing 
with gay rights, particularly re-
garding marriage and the mili-
tary. We as a culture depend on 
the perceived notion of squeaky 
cleanness to ensure undisrupted 
productivity. Our leaders have 
fi gured out that the populace 
needs only the mere option to 
view the current state of af-
fairs as savory and untainted to 
function properly. What Barack 
Obama’s election has done is 

swept the rug of propriety out 
from under the feet of this na-
tion’s foundation and proven 
how adverse we are to having 
these contentious dialogues and 
resolving the issues associated 
on a national 
level.

Our coun-
try has always 
championed 
the idea of “us 
vs. them.” We 
have always 
needed both 
a well defi ned 
identity and 
somebody to 
oppose, and 
often, ex-
clude. This 
has served us well in some situ-
ations. The swiftness and effi -
ciency with which we were gal-
vanized as a nation during the 
Second World War certainly is 
an example. On the other side, 
why is it again that we hate the 
French? Or what about the fact 
that in 2009, a full two decades 
after the felling of the Berlin 
Wall, McCarthyism still has a 
comfortable home in American 
political discourse?

What has happened since 
Barack Obama’s ascendancy 
is visible proof that the “us vs. 

them” philosophy has driven 
itself so deep within the col-
lective conscious that it is no 
longer enough to simply be an 
American citizen to be con-
sidered American, you have to 

think like, act like, 
and yes, look like 
an “American” as 
well. The gravest 
indictment of a 
politician in 2009 
is not that they 
are unintelligent, 
corrupt, immoral, 
or ineffective, but 
rather that they 
are un-American. 
The dangers in 
this kind of think-
ing lie in that we 

are not exactly sure who de-
fi nes what is actually designated 
“American” or “un-American.” 
Is it the ruling or opposition 
party? Is it the men, women, 
and children who populate this 
beautiful country? Is it the me-
dia? Who knows? The only 
thing I do know, in fact, is that 
these trying times are a criti-
cal period in our country’s his-
tory that will surely affect our 
political and social identity for 
the foreseeable future; Jimmy 
Carter would likely agree.

by Lenny Raney
EARWAX EDITOR

Addressing Racism and Denial in America
The Politics of Ignorance
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There’s an ominous cloud 
on the horizon, threatening each 
and every one of Fordham’s 
lushes, drunks, party people 
and “I was just experimenting, 
Mom,” freshmen. It’s no se-
cret that Fordham students are 
known, occasionally, to par-
take in a glass of fi ne wine, nip 
of aged scotch or thirty rack of 
Natty via funnel, but new com-
munity pressure may fi nally be 
chipping away at the edge of 
our neighborhood’s beloved 
Mad Max liquor laws. Growing 
pressure from the administra-
tion, police, and local commu-
nity board (Fightin’ Board Six!) 
has caused a nearly unprec-
edented crackdown on the bars, 
off-campus parties and cheap 
bodegas that had hitherto de-
fi ned many a Fordham student’s 
Friday and Saturday nights. 

“But scribe!” you may be 
saying, “from whence comes 
this demonry? What churlish 
gentleman endeavors to pre-
vent me from imbibing spirits at 
the local public house?”  Well, 
Olde Timey Student, that’s a 
complicated answer. I had the 
good fortune of speaking with 
occasional party-pooper and 
Dean of Students Christopher 
Rodgers, who claimed that the 
administration’s crackdown on 

parties, from last year’s Spring 
Weekend to last week’s post-
Girl Talk party, were business 
as usual. “A serious and ever-
present concern is underage 
and excessive drinking in the 
neighborhood, and we are tak-
ing the same 
measures 
we always 
take to try 
and make 
sure stu-
dents are not 
harmed by 
the drinking 
that many 
colleges and 
universities 
struggle with just outside their 
gates,” says Rodgers. Part of the 
concern is that already at least 
20 students have been hospital-
ized due to an over-zealous con-
sumption of drink. Depending 
on when you count the school 
start date and this weekend’s 
numbers, that’s an average of 
between 1.5 and 2 students per 
day. Hospitalized for being too 
drunk. Classy.

But Dean Rodgers isn’t the 
(only) churl you’re looking for. 
The NYPD is cracking down as 
well, a marked departure from 
their usual stance of ignoring 
all students not bleeding heav-
ily or covered in fl ames. Police 
“raids” on Fordham bars are 
also increasingly dramatically, 

with three of the four notable 
bars having already been hit this 
year. The NYPD has also been 
cracking down on house parties, 
and while numbers are unavail-
able, I personally witnessed the 
NYPD visit a house that con-

tained no more 
than twenty 
people. 

Much of 
the crackdown, 
however, is 
because of the 
students them-
selves. The 
NYPD and 
Deans have 
been cracking 

down really only on the more 
visible parties; in one case be-
cause someone had printed out 
the Facebook event page and 
spread them around campus, 
including at the security offi ce. 
However, parties are common-
ly busted due to long lines of 
freshmen and people sitting on 
stoops with stacks of red cups 
and large rolls of money. Fur-
thermore, the pressure from the 
community board stems from 
area residents complaining of 
students misbehaving, like puk-
ing and peeing on lawns and 
busting in car windows with 
pool cues. Classy. Similarly, 
greater administrative involve-
ment is a result of student mis-
behavior on campus. When the 

Deans have to sort through a 
phone book sized stack of the 
weekend’s write-ups, the behav-
ior and self-control of drinking 
students moves to the forefront 
of their radar. 

Collegiate underage drink-
ing is nothing new, nor is it par-
ticularly endemic to Fordham. 
The drinking crackdown and 
raids, however, certainly are. 
Over the past two years police 
raids on bars or Deans visit-
ing parties were looked upon 
as akin to meteor strikes or 
cats and dogs living together in 
harmony. This year, however, 
parties are being busted up at 
a breakneck pace and cops are 
visiting neighborhood bars on 
consecutive evenings. The staff 
of these bars, obviously anony-
mous, seem to think that pres-
sure is coming from both sides. 
One bouncer told me that the 
pressure is coming down heav-
ily from both the administra-
tion and the community board/
police, but another bar manager 
had one word for me: “Rodg-
ers.” Regardless of the Univer-
sity’s role, this wave of temper-
ance is in full swing, and will 
either break and roll back or 
drown us all in a wholesome 
culture of whole grain breakfast 
cereals and community service.

“But what am I to do, sir?” 
I’ve likely lead you to ask. “As 
a responsible University fellow 

how can I enjoy a few drams or 
draughts in the company of my 
chummy chaps and damsels?” 
Well, Olde Timey Student, there 
you are shit out of luck. Though 
we are a bunch of rebellious 
whippersnappers, the paper still 
receives university funding, and 
as such could never advocate 
underage drinking in any way. 
But I can discourage idiocy. Idi-
ocy tends to start at the bottom, 
with the freshmen. If you insist 
on violating important capital-
ized things like the Law and 
Offi cial University Policy, don’t 
be an ass about it. I understand 
the television that raised you 
led you to believe that the mea-
sure of a person is the amount 
of alcohol he can put into his or 
her body, but once again the TV 
lied. The reason you can drink 
enough 151 or 99 Bananas 
or whatever is that your body 
hasn’t gotten around to telling 
you that it’s poison. You can 
slug that stuff down your throat 
like it’s water, but the fi rst time 
you wake up covered in crusty, 
schnappzy throw-up, I dare you 
to even smell what you were 
drinking the night before. But 
every time you go out and end 
up in the hospital or get a ticket 
for peeing in public or puk-
ing all over the security desk 
in your dorm, you’re not only 
hurting yourself, you’re hurting 
everybody. Class it up.

by Sam Wadhams
ARTS CO-EDITOR

Fordham Administration Cracks Down on Off-Campus Drinking
CRIME AND FUNISHMENT

Calls it like he sees it.

Overkill.
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With the Great Unwashed 
gnashing their teeth and with 
the Radical Right screaming 
doom-laden obscenities at any-
one who dares not to listen to 
their lunatic conspiracy theo-
ries, today’s most heated health 
care debate shows no signs of 
cooling down. The commo-
tion over the seemingly hum-
drum issue of fi xing the inter-
national embarrassment that is 
America’s health care system 
has seen dour predictions of an 
early end to the “Obama-era.” 
And, perhaps more importantly, 
this may have opened up a near 
endless cyclone of hatred and 
fear that is threatening to blow 
the roof off the United States, 
exposing our nation’s dark-
est, most atavistic nature. The 
high water mark thus far has 
been the infamous instance of 
a backwoods nobody of a con-
gressman thankfully omitting 
“boy” from the end of a bizarre 
outburst at Obama’s joint ses-
sion address. The event has now 
inspired Maureen Dowd, Jimmy 
Carter and a slew of other lib-
eral, progressive minded com-
mentators to open the fl oodgates 
of racial tension in an already 
tense debate, with the Right’s 
Matt Drudge, Limbaugh, Beck 
and the usual stooges bizarrely 
crying “the White Man is the 
victim!” in the wake. And while 

it’s impossible to ignore the ra-
cial overtones of the debate, The 
New York Times’ token conser-
vative, David Brooks, offered 
up a somewhat worthy rebuttal, 
bringing up the archaic histori-
cal roots to today’s Right Wing 
lunacy just in time for the Times’ 
Constitution Day issue. On that 
same day, September 17th, 
Fordham held a symposium on 
today’s most pressing and con-
troversial issues, giving them a 
clear headed constitutional and 
historical perspective.

The panel, made up of Saul 
Cornell and Elaine Crane of the 
History department and Nicho-
las Johnson representing Ford-
ham Law offered up a warm, 
clear headed and academic 
counterpoint to the much pub-
licized hurly burly of the sum-
mer’s Town Hall meetings. Giv-
en the fact that reasonable folks 
all across the nation have been 
laying the claim that “health-
care is a right,” or at least that 
it should be in a wealthy, indus-
trialized nation, the panel gave 
a fascinating look into what 
the perspective of the Framers 
might have been on the issue. 
The panel pointed out how ob-
vious that all of the rights actu-
ally guaranteed in the Bill of 
Rights are not positive rights, 
but negative rights. Obligatory 
health care would obviously 
be a positive right, given that 
it would mandate action on be-

half of the government and the 
people of America to make sure 
everyone has access to health 
care. Whereas something like 
the Second Amendment’s du-
bious right to gun ownership 
guarantees that the government 
and the private sector cannot 
take action that would restrict 
that right, therefore making it a 
negative 
right. As 
the pan-
el ex-
plained, 
the his-
torical 
deri-
vation 
of this 
empha-
sis on 
keeping 
powers in check comes from 
a Whig-era fear of centralized 
or consolidated power; which 
would at least partially help to 
explain Podunk America’s ac-
ceptance of Glenn Beck’s psy-
chotic conspiracy theory raves 
and the waves of Tenther and 
Birther paranoia that ceases to 
go away.  

However, the problem with 
reasonably respectable conser-
vative commentators like David 
Brooks and even Newt Gin-
grich is that when they bring up 
similar historical perspectives 
on health care, gay marriage 
(which, admittedly, Brooks sup-

ports) and gun control, they tend 
to blindly lionize the Founding 
Fathers and neglect to point out 
how damned old the Constitu-
tion is, something this sympo-
sium didn’t hesitate to point out. 
“Would you be comfortable go-
ing to an 18th Century dentist? 
Then why would you want your 
government dictated by an 18th 

Century docu-
ment?” Saul 
Cornell aptly 
pointed out to 
a smattering of 
giggles from 
the audience. 
With that help-
ful parallel, Mr. 
Cornell brought 
up quite a point, 
while the Con-
stitution is a re-

markable document for its time, 
why is it rarely brought up that 
it’s one of the oldest living Con-
stitutions in the world, one that 
was created without any mod-
ernist philosophical perspec-
tive? The panel was quick to 
bring up (though loath to fully 
endorse) some radical leftist 
writers who advocate for a “do 
over” on the document, starting 
from scratch with a post-En-
lightenment perspective. 

Given the clear headed, and 
often common sense approach 
to examining the very sour mar-
row of the clash over heath care, 
I couldn’t help but think about 

the actual fl esh and blood of the 
debate (where the racism, ha-
tred, and cold war paranoia can 
be found): the Obama as witch 
doctor signs, the exploitation of 
9/11 sentiment, the geriatric bar-
barism of the summer’s Town 
Halls and the endless blunting 
of rhetoric on the Left to try 
to fi t their piecemeal, band-aid 
fi x-all to the problem into such 
an outmoded and outdated set 
of core ideals that have been 
hijacked by the wacky Right. 
The panel offered up a potent 
reminder that all might not be 
well with the world’s “greatest 
living document,” that when 
the rustic ideals of the self-de-
termined American is applied to 
today’s corporatized, maximum 
exploitation global village, that 
noble philosophy leads to more 
guns, more corruption and more 
profi teering at the expense of 
everyday American benefi t at 
home and abroad. Given that 
America’s all powerful Right 
do get off on the misguided no-
tion that America was founded 
by infallible demigods blessed 
with supernatural powers of 
prognostication, it should come 
as no surprise that the “every 
man for himself” mentality of 
America’s nascent years has 
translated to things like our na-
tion’s broken health care sys-
tem, and now must answer for 
the self-centered savagery seen 
in the debate to fi x it.

by Charles Hailer
STAFF DEADITOR

A Constitution Day Symposium

     While most of the world’s 
knowledge and concern over 
piracy was concentrated on 
the East Coast of Africa, 
specifi cally the unstable region 
around Somalia, a quiet but 
dramatic event was taking place 
in the seas of Northern Europe 
that had effects across the 
globe. When it was over, eight 
Estonian men lay hooded, in 
chains, facedown on a Russian 
military plane, facing harsh 
piracy sentences, with Russian 
media fi lming the apparent 
victory in bringing these thugs 
to justice. It has become clear 
that these men were pawns in a 
vast game of espionage, cover-
ups, and military secrets. 
     It began in Jakostab, 
Finland, where the 4,000-ton 
Maltese ship Arctic Sea was 
purportedly loaded with $1.8 
million worth of timber to be 
taken to Algeria. Two days 
later, on July 24, a small dinghy 
holding the hijackers off the 
coast of Sweden approached the 
ship and boarded it by saying 
they were anti-drug police. The 
waters are vigorously patrolled 
by the navies of England, 
Russia, and mainland Northern 
European nations, making 
crime there extremely diffi cult 
and piracy virtually unheard of. 

It is unclear how the word fi rst 
got out, but it seems that within 
12 hours, having stolen a few 
items, the pirates left on their 
same infl atable boat and the 
Arctic Sea continued on its way. 
     The crew, however, made no 
additional report of the crime 
and actually made no contact 
except to give its position to the 
Dover Coastguard in the English 
Channel on the 29th. This led 
some to believe that remaining 
hijackers were still on board and 
piloting the ship. After being 
seen off the coast of France, 

the Arctic Sea dropped off radar 
and was lost for nearly three 
weeks, a period during which 
the entire Russian Navy was 
searching for it. This led some 
to believe that the ship was far 
more than it appeared. One of 
these speculators was Mikhail 
Voitenko, one of Russia’s 
premier maritime experts, who 
has since fl ed to Thailand, 
claiming threats on his life if 
he spoke more on his theories. 
During this time, rampant 

speculation surrounded the 
ship, including rumors of mafi a 
involvement or a commercial 
dispute. Reports came that the 
ship was attacked a second time 
near Portugal and that a ransom 
was sent to the Finnish police 
for the crew’s lives. These 
were never confi rmed, but on 
August 17, a Russian anti-
submarine ship found the Arctic 
Sea at last, 300 miles off the 
Cape Verde islands, over 1,500 
miles off-course. The crew was 
secured and the pirates, still on 
board, were taken into custody 

and fl own to Moscow. The 
controversy, though, had just 
begun.
   Sources within both the 
Russian and Israeli military 
have spoken anonymously about 
the truth behind the story. They 
claim that Russian ex-military 
offi cers sold several S-300 type 
anti-aircraft missiles to Iran, 
which was loaded aboard while 
the Arctic Sea stopped over in 
Russia. Mossad got wind of the 
illegal deal and was determined 

to stop it. 
     So, the Israelis set up a gang 
of Eastern European hijackers 
to pirate a ship for ransom 
and told Russia to “rescue” it. 
Now, many within the Russian 
military who are close to the 
investigation say this was a 
perfect way for Russia, with 
its history of poorly-managed 
weapon stockpiles, to stop the 
embarrassing arms deal and 
play hero against piracy. In the 
meantime, Israel successfully 
averted a potentially deadly 
shipment from reaching Iran, 

its worst 
r e g i o n a l 
e n e m y . 
A r o u n d 
this time, 
Israeli Prime 
M i n i s t e r 
B e n j a m i n 
Netanyahu 
disappeared 

for a half day, claiming he was 
visiting hidden bases within 
Israel. A new agency there 
reported that he had fl own 
secretly to Russia to talk with 
President Medvedev, possibly 
about the Arctic Sea. Said a 
Russian military source, “Once 
the news of the hijack broke, 
the game was up for the arms 
dealers. The Russians had to 
act. That’s why I don’t rule 
out Mossad being behind 
the hijacking. It stopped the 

shipment and gave the Kremlin a 
way out so that it can now claim 
it mounted a brilliant rescue 
mission.” It does not seem 
fantastical that Israel, which 
carried out extra-jurisdictional 
maneuvers to catch ex-Nazis 
in South America and kill the 
terrorists responsible for the 
Munich Olympics killings, 
would stage a heist to protect 
its people. And these theorists 
are not alone; Maj. Gen. Tom 
Wilkinson of the US Naval 
Institute said, “Just because 
the ship doesn’t appear to have 
anything valuable doesn’t mean 
someone can’t place something 
on it that could be very valuable 
and very dangerous.” 
   On August 1, the UK 
newspaper The Guardian 
offi cially ran with the story. 
As this theory becomes more 
and more plausible, and while 
Moscow continues to deny it, 
it is interesting to note how 
those involved are affected 
now. Russia imposed a media 
blackout on the crew for a week. 
Mikhail Voitenko is still in exile 
and may have been fi red for his 
views. The hijackers are facing 
steep charges, and it seems they 
may be sacrifi ced for the sake 
of Israel’s protection. Perhaps 
it will soon be seen if this 
mysterious crime had the effects 
it intended in preventing arming 
Iran against a relentless Israel.

by Will Yates
STAFF SIR F. DRAKE

Intrigue in the Baltic

Not the same thing.

Maybe it’s time?

Pirates, Smugglers...Israelis? and a Whole Bunch of Confusion
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In your Fordham inbox on 
Thursday, September 17, you 
received an email from Fordham 
Safety and Security about an 
off-campus incident, Alert #15-
009. It read that on Wednesday, 
September 16, at approximately 
9:55 p.m., a Fordham student 
was assaulted on Lorillard Av-
enue by four individuals who at-
tempted to steal his possessions. 
The student was able to escape 
with his possessions and with-
out being harmed. 

With no disrespect intended 
to the student accosted, this 
security report was a standard 
alert, meant to inform Fordham 
students and staff about poten-
tial threats and incidents that 
happen off of campus. However, 
the description of the four perps 
reads as follows: “The student 
described his assailants as four 
males about 18 years of 
age with one of the four 
specifi cally described 
as being a male black, 
5’8” in height, wearing 
a white tee shirt, blue 
jeans, and having a very 
athletic build.” Another 
email followed the next 
day, an incident at the 
same 2505 Lorillard Av-
enue, seemingly identi-
cal, with the descrip-
tion of the assailants 
reading as: “Four males 
with one specifi cally 
as male, black, 17-18 
years, 5’8” with stocky 
muscular build.”

Before making up 
my mind on the reason-
ing behind the absence 
of racial description of 
most security reports, I decided 
to sit down with John Carroll, 
Director of Fordham Security, 
to get an offi cial explanation. 
He noted that Fordham Security 
will include race in the descrip-
tion of suspects only when a vic-
tim can properly identify their 
assailant and is strong in their 
conviction to be able to do so. 
Carroll noted the environmental 
diffi culties of trying to identify 
a person outside of campus at 
night, such as dim street light-
ing, and the psychological con-
siderations that a person under-
goes when put into a situation 
of duress (in other words, the 
false testament of “eyewitness,” 
a prevalent phenomenon). 

 Carroll continued to explain 
that he and Fordham Security 
do not want to play into racial 
stereotypes, a complaint that 
he asserted was something that 
Fordham students put forth in 
regards to racial descriptions 
that went out previously on se-
curity reports. He fi nished by 
noting there was “nothing to be 
gained” from including what he 
saw as imprecise and potentially 
offensive racial descriptions in 

all security alerts unless a vic-
tim felt absolutely sure that he 
or she could identify their as-
sailant.  

This issue is fi rst one that 
brings to the forefront a racial 
discourse, which is often diffi -
cult and problematic, but which 
I also think is really important. 
We tend to brush off the con-
sideration of race in our politi-
cally correct, safe-for-television 
America, when race is one of, 
if not the most important iden-
tifying and organizing factors 
in our society. It should always 
be discussed, revised, fussed 
with, and explained, so that we 
might, as different individuals, 
better understand not just one 
another, but ourselves as well. 
To that end, on principle alone, 
I disagree with Mr. Carroll’s as-
sertion that there is “nothing to 
be gained.” Though he might 
be correct in ecumenical terms, 

there is instead much to be lost 
by ignoring race. 

This brings me on to the 
considerations dealing with 
Fordham students. Firstly, the 
issue of some members of the 
Fordham community feeling 
“stereotyped.” Though Carroll 
earnestly asserted that Security 
acted in response to complaints 
from students, I am not sure I 
am entirely convinced, given 
that I am not privy to Carroll’s 
or any other administrator’s in-
teractions with other students. If 
there was indeed some student 
complaints, Fordham Security 
was then avoiding any further 
confl ict that might arise. A pre-
ventative action such as this 
one really leaves the impres-
sion of ass-covering and face-
saving. Fordham Administra-
tion “doesn’t want to upset any 
individuals or groups of the stu-
dent body” when they really are 
trying to keep the backlash at a 
minimum and not cause a scene. 

In addition to this, I take is-
sue with students if they do feel 
if they are being stereotyped 
through the medium of the se-
curity reports. As a minority on 

this campus (I’m Jewish), I can 
certainly sympathize and have 
sympathized in the past with 
other students in the past when 
the actions or words of others 
put someone down. However, 
this is not one of those cases, 
as I see it dealing with larger 
elements of racial structure at 
work. Whether we like it or not, 
as members of Fordham Univer-
sity, we are part of a monolith 
that imposes on this region of 
the Bronx, and by association, 
and even though we bring posi-
tive things to the neighborhood, 
we also impose on the residents 
that surround us. This plays in 
to strong emotions about things 
like race, class, and privilege. 
Students of color here at Ford-
ham are not stereotyped by 
the actions of individuals who 
live outside these gates specifi -
cally because of that literal and 
fi gurative divide. This applies 

to commuting students, 
who very well may live 
in the surrounding area, 
because we are not just 
in Fordham, attend-
ing Fordham, we are of 
Fordham, a part of the 
collective. 

I also take issue with 
the supposed inability 
of Fordham students to 
correctly identify others 
when out in the Bronx. 
This too plays into the 
larger racial issues men-
tioned before. To be real, 
any person stumbling 
home from the bars alone 
at 3:30 a.m. under the in-
fl uence of alcohol and/
or other drugs is not in 
the best state to clearly 
identify his or her as-

sailant, but it does bring about 
racial tensions. A young white 
college student, say from an 
upper-middle class Connecticut 
family, would surely not want 
to accuse a black or Hispanic 
local individual of a criminal 
transgression within the shadow 
of a prominent private univer-
sity because that would be a 
diffi cult thing to have to deal 
with. By ignoring the consid-
eration of race here, it sets us 
down the slippery “colorblind” 
slope, during which we eventu-
ally stop acknowledging race 
altogether, ignoring, as I said 
before, one of, if not the most 
important identifying consider-
ations in modern society. While 
I did agree with Carroll when 
he noted that there have been 
several mistaken descriptions 
given to Fordham Security and 
the NYPD after incidents, it is 
a disservice to think that we can 
simply overlook the consider-
ation altogether when it seems 
politically smart to do so.

by Max Siegal
NEWS CO-EDITOR 

Analysis on the Signifi cance of Racial Awareness

Fordham Security Plays 
It Safe With Alerts

The spoon 
is silver. 
It’s, like, a 
metaphor.

FAKER 
THAN

TRUTH 
by Sam Wadhams, Sean Kelly, and Bobby Cardos
STAFF LIARS

BRONX, NY ~ Reports have come in to the security offi ce of 
a mysterious cloaked fi gure patrolling the streets of the Bronx 
attempting to prevent crimes and protect students on late night 
White Castle and blunt runs.  The fi gure, known for wearing a 
bright cape and afro clown wig adorned with a fl ashing neon 
cross, has sometimes been referred to as “Daddy Mac”.  Reports 
have been coming in steadily since mid-August, but by reliable 
accounts he has prevented at least four muggings, one assault 
and rescued a kitten, Pebbles, from a tree on 188th street and 
Arthur Aveenue. Fordham Security, the NYPD and the Guardian 
Angels all denied responsibility for the prevented crimes, though 
one Fordham security offi cial, speaking off the record, did in-
timate that the enigmatic “Daddy Mac” and noted theologian* 
and University President Joe McShane, S.J. had never been seen 
together.  As of press time, “Daddy Mac” was seen silhouetted 
against the moon at the top of the Keating Tower, cross aglow, 
waiting for the cry for help he’ll have no choice but to answer.
      
      -S.W.

BRONX, NY ~ Due to budget cuts and other pecuniary wor-
ries, Fordham University has announced that all residence halls 
on the Rose Hill campus will no longer be in service 24 hours 
a day.  “We at Fordham must bear the burden of these diffi cult 
economic times together, as a community” said Father Joseph 
McShane, S.J. in a press release dated Monday, September 15th.  
“We encourage all students to complete their daily duties such as 
sleeping, schoolwork, and personal hygiene early in the day so as 
to facilitate this transition”.  Sources at the University say that the 
newly renovated McGinley student center, full of state-of-the-art 
amenities such as silver lettering and plasma-screen TV’s, will
remain open for students during the early morning hours once the 
winter months arrive.
      -S.K.

BRONX, NY ~ This past Friday, it came to the attention of con-
struction workers at work on the new dormitory, Campbell Hall, 
that the facility was being constructed on a sinkhole. The discov-
ery caused construction to halt and meetings ensued early this 
week between construction manager Ivan Ilidedovich and Ford-
ham administrators, including noted theologian Fr. Joseph Mc-
Shane, S.J. himself. The conclusion was that construction would 
have to be halted and the building torn down, to prevent possible 
damage in the event of, as put by Ivan, “You know, a building 
sinking into the ground.”
The problem with this is twofold: 1) The University loses stu-
dent housing it had counted on for the 2010-2011 academic year, 
a huge issue with Fordham’s ever rising student population. 2) 
The view of Webster Avenue, described by administration offi -
cials who prefer to remain anonymous as “way depressing” and 
a “deal breaker for prospective students,” will remain present to 
the west side of campus.
The second issue, however, has been solved. “What we are going 
to do,” says Fr. McShane, “is we are going erect a giant billboard 
just past the sinkhole, and commission a muralist to paint a fac-
simile of the northern view of the Botanical Gardens. It will be a 
visual reminder to our students and faculty—and of course, those 
who have yet to become part of our Fordham Family—of what 
is beautiful about Fordham, of what makes us Fordham, what 
makes us New York.” The mural will be constructed as the dorm 
is deconstructed, to ensure that Webster Avenue will never again 
plague the beauty of Fordham’s campus.
      -B.C.

 * http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Joseph_McShane
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     “I want to keep my health 
care.”  This statement made by 
a professor of mine segued the 
class into a heated debate on 
a topic that has been beaten to 
death in the media as of late.  
My professor, a Republican 
who fl aunts his bias in class, 
engaged us in an argument 
during which several students 
supported their opposing 
statements with statistics and 
facts.  One student raised his 
hand and said, “50 million 
people in the United States do 
not have health insurance,” to 
which my all-knowing professor 
replied, “You’re wrong.”  This 
response is an example of the 
ignorance and stubbornness that 
pervades the health care debate.  
Note that my professor did not 
offer any supporting evidence 
in opposition to my peer’s 
statement.  Essentially he meant, 
“No, you’re wrong because you 
disagree with me.” Just for the 
record, the National Coalition 
on Health Care reports that 
as of 2007, nearly 46 million 
people under the age of 65 were 
uninsured, so my classmate 
wasn’t very far off.  Later on 
in the class, my professor again 
told a student she was wrong 
when she said that his statement 
was purely speculation and that 

President Obama has not given 
the American public reason 
to doubt his reliability. As I 
sat listening to my professor 
forcibly silence my classmates, I 
was struck by how a formidable 
presence and a loud opinion was 
able to silence even the most 
outspoken student.  Students in 
the classroom who knew 
little of the health care 
debate began to make 
arguments alongside the 
professor.  The classroom 
debate teetered like a 
see-saw on the lines 
of fact and fi ction, 
misinformation and 
reality. Ironically, this 
classroom scene bears 
a strong resemblance to 
the public arena.  When 
uninformed people are 
presented with exaggerated 
or incorrect information, it 
propagates the fear and hysteria 
currently surrounding the health 
care debate.
  Death panels, communism, 
and racism:  just three of the 
fear-inspiring words permeating 
the health care dispute.  It’s 
fascinating how a topic as 
seemingly dry as health care 
can be morphed into something 
apocalyptic by the politicians 
and the media.  Not to say it’s 
not important; if anything, 
health care is by far the most 
relevant matter currently 

being discussed and analyzed.  
However, the fear-inducing 
tactics employed by critics of 
the health care reform bill have 
turned what should be a serious 
conversation about reform 
into a frenzied mess of deceit 
and misrepresentation. Party 
lines have been drawn, cleanly 

dividing America on an issue 
that requires national solidarity 
for success.  The most prominent 
voices are the most opinionated.  
Thousands of blogs are igniting 
fear and rage by posting 
information about health care 
that is untrue.  Does the health 
care bill encourage euthanasia?  
No, but if you Google search 
that question, you can fi nd 
four blogs just on the fi rst page 
of search results that tell you 
otherwise. For Vice President 
nominee, Sarah Palin is quoted 
as saying, “The America I know 
and love is not one in which my 

parents or my baby with Down 
Syndrome will have to stand in 
front of Obama’s ‘death panel’ 
so his bureaucrats can decide, 
based on a subjective judgment 
of their ‘level of productivity 
in society,’ whether they are 
worthy of health care.”  And 
Palin has supporters that believe 

her every word.  As a 
trusted public offi cial, Palin 
should only be issuing 
statements rooted in truth.  
Unfortunately, “trusted 
public offi cial” often 
translates as “conniving, 
greedy individual with 
the power to sway public 
opinion as he or she sees 
fi t.”  Just last week, South 
Carolina representative Joe 
Wilson caused an uproar 
when he shouted, “You lie!” 

during Obama’s speech when the 
President denied that the health 
care bill will allow for coverage 
for illegal immigrants.  Wilson’s 
interruption of Obama’s 
speech, which made the point 
that Americans can “disagree 
without being disagreeable,” 
is another example of a public 
fi gure abusing his positions 
to spread smear and hinder 
legitimate conversation.  
     Every day we’re bombarded 
with the most radical, loudest 
voices from both sides of the 
debate, yet we never hear 
from the millions of people 

struggling because of a health 
care system that more often 
benefi ts private health insurance 
companies than them.  If we 
can just look past the bullshit 
and focus primarily on the 
debilitating health care system, 
it is evident that it is in need of 
reform.  Without reform, private 
health insurance companies will 
continue to discriminate against 
and take advantage of people 
when they are sick and at their 
most vulnerable.  Those who 
claim to be unconcerned with 
these consequences should at 
least be troubled by the prospect 
of a growing national defi cit 
as their tax dollars continue 
to be used to cover the health 
expenses of the uninsured.  In 
his speech last week, Obama 
said, “Our health care problem 
is our defi cit problem,” and 
this statement is true because 
skyrocketing medical care costs 
are placing an “unsustainable 
burden” on Medicaid and 
Medicare resulting in a need 
for more government spending. 
Are there risks associated with 
it?  Could a massive growth 
in the public sector lead to 
an unsustainable defi cit?  
Absolutely.  Does that mean 
we shouldn’t try? Our President 
has a plan, so let’s remove the 
speculation and fear tactics and 
allow the conversation to begin 
anew from there.

by Grace Loughney
STAFF GINGER 

Healthcare Reform Attitude Readjustment

     It never really occurred to 
me until I read it in The New 
York Times: you really can get 
just about anything on Amazon.
com. This immediately strikes 
me as bizarre, even though, 
after further thought, the 
juxtaposition of jewelry and 
power tools and beds at, say, 
Sears, or Wal-Mart, or K-Mart, 
or Target is really no less 
discomforting to the pseudo-
socially conscious observer. But, 
as the Times article reports, not 
only are all (and more) of these 
things available through the web 
retailer, they are selling, and 
well. Already Amazon’s sales 
of media products (Books, CDs, 
DVDs—the sorts of things most 
people tend to think of when 
Amazon.com is mentioned) 
have been surpassed by the 
sales of non-media products 
(pretty much everything under 
the sun, as a cursory glance 
at the website will show) in 
North America. According to 
the current trajectory, this will 
become true worldwide by 
the end of the year, effectively 
making Amazon the general 
store of the web. 
     The founders of the website 
have had this in mind since its 
inception in 1995: striving to 
offer “the biggest selection of 

goods on earth.” Their efforts 
have been largely successful, 
such that they added specifi c 
website space for outdoor 
sporting goods and wireless 
plans, as well as bought out 
online shoe retailer Zappos. 
They also added business 
by allowing outside sellers 
to use their site space to sell 
independently (such as used 
media), from which they draw a 
cut from the seller’s profi ts. This 
is something that real world 
retailers like Sears and Wal-
Mart have started to adopt for 
their own websites.  Conversely, 
Amazon has adopted practices 
like selling their own “store 
brand” products, including 
blank media (CD-rs and DVD-
rs), patio furniture, and power 
tools. 
     Though the world’s largest 
online retailer, Amazon 
currently has surprisingly 
slim profi t margins, grossing 
$645 million in 2008 (Wal-
Mart grossed $13.4 billion). 
However, this is a 36 percent 
increase from 2007, and market 
analysts are optimistic about the 
retailer because of its resilience 
during the .com burst and its 
effi cient business model. Since 
Amazon is entirely online, it 
is able to analyze its consumer 
base as one large group, and 
thus effectively predict the sales 
trends of products. This means 

that the products they order are 
often off the (warehouse) shelf 
within a couple of months, 
before they have to pay the 
companies for the products. 
This eliminates debt, and over 
the course of the past nine years 
Amazon has reduced its debt 
from $2 billion to $109 million. 
Since other major retailers have 
to stock individual stores, it is 
not as easy to gauge what will 

sell and therefore run more risk 
of overstocking products.
     There are, of course, faults 
to the Amazon model. One 
must wait for the product to 
ship; you can’t see the product 
physically until it arrives; and 
return procedures are longer 
and more of a hassle. And 
Amazon, like physical retail 
stores, will not be able fully to 
substitute for specialty stores. 

This is a concession that vice 
president Jeff Wilke himself 
makes. But Amazon can still 
take–and has taken—business 
and profi ts away from smaller 
specialty stores and independent 
businesses. 
     What is perhaps more insidious 
(if you can call a business 
insidious for doing what it is 
designed to do) about Amazon 
versus other evil corporate 

giants like Wal-Mart is that 
they are omnipresent. Wal-Mart 
comes in, takes jobs, replaces 
them with sub-poverty level 
jobs, harms the environment, 
etc.—but they have to con 
people in to it fi rst. Towns 
actually “fi ght” Wal-Mart to 
prevent them from opening up 
in the area. Few succeed, true, 
but the thing about Amazon 
is that it is just a website. It’s 

there, and “there” in this case 
is pretty much everywhere. 
Amazon can’t be fought 
(excepting maybe some huge 
breach of net neutrality), only 
boycotted. And so its effects 
can be felt but not necessarily 
pinpointed. This is not to say 
that Amazon supplants jobs and 
businesses in the same way that 
Wal-Mart does. It doesn’t. They 
can’t replace things like grocers 
or auto repair shops (both things 
Wal-Mart and Sears have done), 
and when you need a wrench 
or nails to repair something, it 
is unlikely that you’re going 
to wait 3-5 business days to 
get the supplies you need. 
But in a world of commerce 
increasingly participated in 
via the internet, and through 
free shipping offers Amazon is 
able to provide, it is becoming 
much easier, cheaper—and ergo 
more likely—that people not in 
an immediate rush to have the 
products they need to ship them 
online from places like Amazon. 
This is conjecture, perhaps, and 
maybe Amazon won’t replace 
your neighborhood bike shop 
or hardware store, but it will, 
more likely than not, cut into 
its profi t margins. From there, 
implications and consequences 
only get more ambiguous, but 
these market predictions for 
Amazon imply that there will be 
both.

by Bobby Cardos
EXECUTIVE EDITOR

Amazon.com: Destroying the World 
Less Than Wal-Mart

There is no escape.

The Dr. 
would be 
happy to 
prescribe 
you some 
Chronic.
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President Obama stirred up 
a whole mess of international 
controversy last Thursday, Sep-
tember 17 when he announced 
that he will scrap plans to install 
an antiballistic missile defense 
system in Eastern Europe in fa-
vor of several mobile systems 
that will provide “a stronger, 
smarter and swifter defense” 
for the US and its European al-
lies. The original plan to place 
10 large interceptor missiles in 
Poland and build a radar station 
in the Czech Republic was pro-
posed by the Bush administra-
tion in 2006, and the agreement 
to proceed was signed in 2008. 
At the time, former President 
Bush claimed the system served 
to defend the US and its allies 
from a potential Iranian ballistic 
strike. However, as the Obama 
administration reviewed intelli-
gence concerning Iran’s missile 
programs, they concluded that 
their current technology posed a 
threat only to the area immedi-
ately surrounding Iran—south-
eastern Europe, Turkey, and Is-
rael, all of whom would not fall 
under the protection of the Bush 
plan. 

President Obama has 

stressed that his decision is a 
purely tactical one, made with 
the country’s best interests in 
mind, but conservative critics 
see the move as compromising 
national security. House Repub-
lican leader Rep. John Boehner 
said of 
the de-
cision, 
“Scrap-
ping 
the US 
missile 
defense 
sys-
tem…
does lit-
tle more 
than em-
power 
Russia 
and Iran 
at the expense of our allies in 
Europe.” Russia and its gov-
ernment’s misgivings about the 
original Bush plan lie at the cen-
ter of the controversy. This is 
understandable, as from a Rus-
sian point of view the United 
States was setting up a powerful 
missile defense system uncom-
fortably close to Russian bor-
ders. 

Reaction to the announce-
ment from Russian offi cials 

has spawned more criticism 
and claims of ineffective ne-
gotiation from Republicans. 
Statements like the one made by 
Russian President Dmitry Med-
vedev, who said, “We appreci-
ate the responsible approach of 

the US president toward imple-
menting our agreements,” have 
given the impression to some 
that Obama’s decision was “a 
concession to the Russians with 
absolutely nothing in return,” 
in the words of former Under-
secretary of State John Bolton. 
Obama continues to deny any 
such motives, stating Sunday on 
CBS’s “Face the Nation,” “The 
Russians don’t make determi-
nations about what our defense 

posture is. If the by-product of 
it is that the Russians feel a little 
less paranoid…then that’s a bo-
nus.”

Though Republicans criti-
cal of the decision will continue 
to claim that Obama’s decision 

makes America 
look weak and 
willing to fold 
under pressure, 
in reality the 
choice to scrap 
the Bush-era 
plan shows the 
president mak-
ing a sound 
strategic deci-
sion concerning 
our country’s 
defense that 
happens to have 
diplomatic ben-

efi ts. The new plan will deploy 
existing SM-3 interceptor mis-
siles using the sea-based Aegis 
system in 2011, with advanced 
versions of the defense system 
to come in 2018 and 2020. By 
contrast, the Bush adminis-
tration wanted to use missile 
technology that would not have 
been ready for deployment until 
2018, which, as anyone inclined 
to use Bush-era scare tactics 
would jump to point out, would 

leave the United States and its 
allies defenseless from ballistic 
attacks for another nine years.

As for diplomatic benefi ts, 
the announcement has already 
begun to improve U.S.-Russian 
relations, making headway on 
Obama’s foreign policy goal to 
“reset” the United States’ rela-
tionship with Russia. This per-
ceived act of good faith may go 
a long way to win Russian sup-
port of stricter U.N. sanctions 
against Iran, a goal the U.S. has 
been pushing for but that has re-
ceived opposition from Russia 
and China. From a long-term 
perspective, Obama’s reversal 
of this Bush strategy cancelled 
what amounted to an open act of 
hostility against Russia that ex-
tended an invitation to perpetu-
ate arms stockpiling and restart 
the Cold War.

Coming off of eight years 
of a cavalier, consequences-be-
damned approach to American 
foreign policy, a well-reasoned, 
rational, and diplomatic deci-
sion like the one made by Presi-
dent Obama gives cause for 
tentative hope that the U.S. can 
improve its reputation around 
the world. Maybe now we will 
see some of the change we were 
promised.
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Reversal of  a Bush-Era Defense Strategy Causes Controversy

Foreign Policy Change We Can Believe In

On September 24-25 the 
leaders of the world’s top 20 
economies will be meeting in 
a quiet river hamlet in south-
western Pennsylvania. The in-
ternational body known as the 
Group of 20 Finance Ministers 
and Central Bank Governors 
was founded in 1999 in an ef-
fort “to bring together major 
industrialized and developing 
economies to discuss key issues 
in the global economy,” accord-
ing to their website. The Group 
of 20 accounts for 80% of world 
trade as well as two thirds of the 
world’s population. There are 
six points that will be the focus 
of the Pittsburgh summit with 
regard to the economic shit-
storm of the past year: rebuild-
ing jobs and growth, restoring 
previous levels of lending, re-
building trust among fi nancial 
institutions, reform of interna-
tional fi nancial institutions, and 
rejection of protectionism, all 
while striving to achieve an “in-
clusive, green, and sustainable 
recovery.”   

The Group of 20 is an un-
democratic institution. Neither 
does it have a charter to guide it 
nor are the meetings open to the 

public. It is like the popular ta-
ble at high school. The Group of 
20 is focused on protecting their 
investments and institutions.  
They do not care about advanc-
ing or protecting the poorest 
one third of the world. If they 
did, they would use the inter-
national chan-
nels already 
established to 
enact change. 
If they are the 
leaders of the 
leaders of the 
world, then 
it is their re-
sponsibility to 
lead the whole 
world, not two 
thirds of it.  
The Pittsburgh 
Summit is an 
excuse for Obama et al. to hob-
nob and mingle. The abstruse 
economic and banking reforms 
are meant to make the rich rich-
er and keep the rest of the world 
under control.  

When there are 20 different 
nations with 20 different agen-
das, the Group is pulled in too 
many directions to make any 
sense. All the while, the UN’s 
most popular will be mugging 
for photos and issuing the gov-

ernmental doublespeak that we 
citizens have become so used to.

There are expected to be 
signifi cant protests during the 
week leading up to the sum-
mit. Keeping in mind that the 
Group of 20 has no charter and 
its meetings are not public, op-

position from those who hold 
democracy dear should not be 
unexpected. Opposition groups 
, however, are maligned in the 
media because of the actions 
of certain organizations on the 
fringe.  Such groups should be 
expected when a forum of this 
magnitude meets in a free coun-
try. 

The most well organized 
protest group to have emerged is 
called the Pittsburgh G-20 Re-

sistance Project. They are plan-
ning a mass march on Septem-
ber 24 in an attempt to disrupt 
the proceedings. This march is 
an “unpermitted” event, mean-
ing that the Pittsburgh City 
Council, which has been drag-
ging its feet all month in regard 

to issuing 
permits, has 
not given 
offi cial ap-
proval of the 
event.

Not all 
demonstra-
tions are 
being spon-
sored by 
misaligned 
malcontents 
however. 
Activist 

group Bread for the World is 
planning a procession on Sep-
tember 23 of around 30 national 
religious leaders through Pitts-
burgh, urging Group of 20 del-
egates to reduce world hunger.  
The Pittsburgh Darfur Emer-
gency Coalition will be erect-
ing over 600 signs containing 
the names of towns destroyed in 
Sudan since 2004.  

Two groups earned a vic-
tory in a federal court case 

decided September 17. U.S. 
District Judge Gary Lancaster 
ruled that two groups, Code-
Pink Women for Peace and the 
Three Rivers Climate Conver-
gence, will be allowed to gather 
at Point State Park, the focal 
point of the city, where the Al-
legheny and Monongahela riv-
ers converge to form the Ohio 
River. There were concerns that 
groups associated with certain 
state politicians were receiving 
preferential treatment in terms 
of permit approval. In the same 
case, however, the Thomas 
Merton Center, which was plan-
ning a rally on the Andy Warhol 
Bridge, was denied permission 
due to safety concerns. Over-
all, the preparations by the city 
have not been overwhelmingly 
draconian, yet all sides are pre-
paring with apprehension.

Even if the delegates of the 
Group of 20 fail to make any 
recognizable progress, such a 
big event is useful in that it will 
help bring attention to issues 
that concern the welfare of our 
fellow human beings. Progress 
does not require the leaders of 
the world. Progress requires ac-
tion by the people. 

by Doug Sorek
STAFF MALCONTENT

Group of 20 Meets in Pittsburgh to Schmooze, Talk Economy

Saving the Industrialized World...Sort of

Douchebags.

Getting buddy-buddy.


