
On September 28, 2009 
Towson University’s student-
run newspaper, The Towerlight, 
published an article titled, “How 
to Make the Feeling Mutual.” 
After that, all hell broke loose.

The article was published as 
an installment of 
a weekly column 
called “The Bed 
Post,” which gave 
straightforward 
sexual advice from 
a pseudonymous 
writer who went by 
“Lux.” While nei-
ther of Fordham’s 
newspapers publishes a regular 
sex column, expert Dan Reim-
hold estimated in the Nation 
last month that every semester, 
“more than 200 sex and dating 
columns are being published 
in U.S. student newspapers, 
magazines, and online outlets.” 
Just as there are sex columns 
in newspapers throughout the 
country, there are administra-
tors, teachers, and legislators 
across the country who have 
tried, many times successfully, 
to suppress freedom of the press 
on college campuses in efforts 
to “clean up” college newspa-
pers. This seems to be exactly 
what happened at Towson Uni-
versity, a public university, ear-
lier this month.

The particular installment 
of “The Bed Post” that caused 
Towson University adminis-
tration to limit freedom of the 
press on campus dealt with mu-
tual masturbation. The article 
explained what it was and how 
it’s done in detail, all in just 
over 500 words. Apparently 500 
words is all it takes for a Uni-
versity president to bully one 
of his students and compromise 
the freedom of speech of the en-
tire university.

After the publication of the 
article, Towson University Pres-
ident Robert Caret emailed Ed-

itor-in-Chief of The Towerlight, 
junior Carrie Wood, with the 
University’s chief of staff and 
lawyer copied, to express his 
disgust with the article in what 
Wood called “an intimidating, 
patronizing and bullying tone.”  
In a letter to the editor published 
in The Towerlight Caret stated, 

“This is not about fi rst amend-
ment rights or freedom of the 
press.  It’s about misjudgment 
of the range and disposition of 
your audience and its expecta-
tions about what they will fi nd 
in The Towerlight and what 
they might be appalled at see-
ing there.” I spoke with Carrie 
Wood, and she disagreed: “The 
way things were phrased and 
presented to me it was kind of… 
economic censorship.”

Someone always pays for 
the free newspa-
per you pick up on 
college campuses. 
Fordham funds 
the paper (notice, 
we don’t have ad-
vertisements); The 
Ram relies both 
on funding from 
Fordham and from 
advertisers. The 
Towerlight is inde-
pendent from Tow-
son University in 
that it is paid for in 
advertising dollars; 
however, the paper’s primary 
advertiser is Towson University.

While The Towerlight is 
technically independent from 
Towson University, as it does 
not receive funding from the 
University the way the paper 
and The Ram do, the fact that 

Towson remains the primary 
advertiser means that the Uni-
versity still holds economic 
clout over the publication. 
While Towson cannot order the 
publication to stop running the 
article, it can hint at or threaten 
to cease advertising with the 
publication just as any other 

advertiser can. “They never ex-
plicitly threatened us, but they 
hinted at it,” Wood explained. 
Because Towson provides over 
40 percent of their advertising 
revenue, this would be a crip-
pling and potentially fatal loss 
for the paper.

Wood expanded on this 
point, stating, “The University 
does provide 40 percent, rough-
ly, of our ad revenue, which is 
how our newspaper makes mon-
ey.” Beyond acting as their pri-

mary advertiser, Towson rented 
out on-campus offi ce space 
to the newspaper and allowed 
the staff to distribute the pub-
lication on campus, privileges 
Wood felt were threatened in 
the emails she exchanged with 
Caret. “The way things were 

going, it felt as if the University 
was about to yank all that from 
under us,” Wood remembered. 
“I think they realized that the 
paper would not be able to sur-
vive without them.”

This is where accusations of 
economic censorship have come 
in, because the hint of pulling 

the school’s advertisements 
threatened the livelihood of the 
newspaper. Wood explained, 
“The University administration 
will say they weren’t trying to 
censor us, they weren’t trying 
to infringe on our First Amend-
ment rights, but from my per-
spective it really does seem like 
they were trying to do that.” 
The Baltimore Sun reports that 
Towson President Robert Caret 
stated on the threat of pulling 
advertising funds: “I wouldn’t 

do that to retaliate. I 
would do it because 
it’s a good business 
decision.”

In response to 
the controversy, 
“The Bed Post” 
has been removed 
as a column in The 
Towerlight, and on 
October 2nd Car-
rie Wood resigned 
from her position 
as Editor-in-Chief. 
I asked Wood if she 
had felt she had no 

choice but to resign. She la-
mented, “I didn’t really feel like 
there was much of a way out of 
that situation besides stepping 
back.”

The implications of these 
events are obvious. If a universi-
ty’s administration is willing to 

abuse their position of power to 
control content, then a campus 
publication is in no position to 
keep tabs on administrative ac-
tions, which is traditionally one 
of its duties. As Wesley Case of 
Baltimore’s free daily paper b 
points out, “Although The Tow-
erlight can claim independence, 

Caret’s power 
move (or threat 
of) must threaten 
the purity of that 
distinction.” 

A story like 
this hits home for 
any student jour-
nalist, includ-
ing myself. All 

of us at the paper take pride in 
the fact that we are censorship-
free. We are very thankful that 
our relationship with Fordham 
is such that the administration 
doesn’t see any of our content 
until it is out there for the entire 
Fordham community to see. We 
feel that we respect this freedom 
by taking any and all on-campus 
reporting very seriously. But 
we can’t help but wonder what 
the reaction would have been 
if such an article we printed in, 
say, The Ram. The Towerlight’s 
statement on the matter pointed 
out, “We believe it was not out 
of context on a campus where 
the administration delivers free 
cable pornography to some of its 
residence halls, celebrates ‘con-
dom tasting’ and ‘I <3 female 
orgasm’ at public events, and 
profi ts from the sale of sexual-
ly-oriented magazines and post-
ers at the University Union.” If 
such blatant censorship can hap-
pen at a University with seem-
ingly progressive sexual atti-
tudes, what does that mean for 
us as a student newspaper at a 
school that won’t even give out 
condoms at the student health 
center? the paper tries to fi gure 
that out, on page 9. 

by Kate Murphy
EDITOR-IN-CHIEF

 Towson Editor-in-Chief Resigns After Controversial Sex Column;
the paper Interviews Former EIC Carrie Wood
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fuckers.

Yep, that’s pretty much 
what the Towson 
administration did.



“Oh hell yeah. That just 
happened” is the phrase I 
imagine Nobel Prize Commit-
tee Chairman Thorbjorn Jagland 
excitedly shouted to the press 
when he announced the award-
ing of this year’s Nobel Peace 
Prize to America’s own Presi-
dent Barack Obama, waving his 
arms in some sort of “boo-yah” 
gesture.

But in all seriousness, the 
Friday morning decision made 
by the prize committee has 
sparked essentially every sur-
prised/outraged/confused re-
sponse possible, most of the 
underwritten by the question 
posed in the Drudge Report’s 
unabashed headline on the news 
item: “For What?” The answer 
to this question has been ap-
proached from numerous an-
gles. There is the committee’s 
offi cial statement: “for his ex-
traordinary efforts to strengthen 
international diplomacy and 
cooperation between peoples.” 
Others suggest that the award 
was given to Obama insofar as 
he was a representative of the 
American People at large, a 
“congratulations: you elected 
someone that wasn’t George W. 
Bush.” Still others assert that it 
was awarded based on his po-
tential, his idealism, his status 

as a unifying fi gure.
One thing is clear: the award 

was not given to Obama based 
on any citable accomplishments, 
and in many ways the commit-
tee’s decision refl ects an inter-
pretation of the award’s mean-
ing and purpose. Given that the 
nomination deadline was Febru-
ary 1st, a dozen days after his in-
auguration, his very nomination 
was a matter of conjecture about 
what he might do. The commit-
tee that put him on the short 
list of nominees (205 names, 
which will not be released for 
another fi fty years) has had the 
past eight months to assess his 
performance as a proponent of 
peace and as a leader able to ef-
fectively bring about peace and 
diplomacy. To date, this poten-
tial has expressed itself primar-
ily through “effort[s]” alone. In-
deed, the same day he accepted 
the award, he had to engage in 
further talks about whether or 
not to escalate America’s pres-
ence in Afghanistan.

To be fair, Obama himself 
is acutely aware that this award 
was not given to him by virtue 
of accomplishments. His speech 
Friday morning could not have 
been any more somber, any less 

enthused. In his brief speech, he 
quickly made things explicit: 
“To be honest, I do not feel that 
I deserve to be in the company 
of so many of the transforma-
tive fi gures who’ve been hon-
ored by this prize.” He accepted 
the award as a “call to action,” 
stating that the prize has served 
such momentum-driv-
ing purposes.

If this last point 
is true, the question 
then is to what extent 
the Nobel Peace Prize 
will assist or hinder 
Obama in achiev-
ing his (to be sure) 
noble goals. Having 
been given essen-
tially a massive loan 
of political capital 
to make good on, 
the pressure to make 
good on it seems im-
mense. When some 
of Obama’s goals, 
such as the elimina-
tion of nuclear weap-
ons, are, as he himself stated, 
unlikely-to-impossible to ac-
complish within his own life-
time, on what and how do/will 
we gauge his actions? Though 
the committee denied that this 

award was given based on 
Obama’s “actual efforts toward 
nuclear disarmament as well as 
American engagement with the 
world relying more on diplo-
macy and dialogue,” it is clear 
that the world at large is going 
to judge all of his future actions 
in light of his early receiving of 
the award—exactly why Obama 
took the tone he did in accepting 
the award.

It may not have as much of 

an impact as the award’s stature 
would imply. Liz Halloran’s re-
cent article on npr.org about the 
award quotes GOP strategist 
Carl Forti as stating that “the 
[political] lines are too well es-
tablished here for this to make 

much of a difference.” Globally, 
especially regarding Afghani-
stan—one of those wars that 
America started—the impact 
will again be minimal, given 
that the Obama Administra-
tion’s policies and actions in the 
region are continually based on 
the reality of the situation and 
not the president’s ideals or the 
world’s ideals.

It is important to point out 
that Obama did not ask to be giv-

en the Nobel Peace Prize. 
In all likelihood, Obama 
said something to the effect 
of, “What the fuck are you 
talking about?” along with 
the rest of the world upon 
hearing the news. Nonethe-
less, it is a burden of sorts 
he must carry, at least for 
the time being, reluctantly 
acknowledging that it now 
underwrites everything he 
does in the global sphere. 
However, given the tone 
he took, it is clear that he is 
aware of this. Likewise, he 
is aware of the greater sig-
nifi cance of the award be-
ing given to an American, 
the President of the United 

States of America: a welcoming 
back of our country to the con-
versation of world affairs, rela-
tions based on diplomacy with 
open ears and fuzzy, lofty, noble 
and prized (pun intended) ideals 
of peace.

by Bobby Cardos
EXECUTIVE EDITOR
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Let’s talk about sex. Mainly 
because, as liberated free Amer-
ican citizens, well -- we can. In 
other parts of the world, espe-
cially the Middle East and South 
Asia, strict sex laws not only 
prohibit sexual actions them-
selves, but even talking, read-
ing, and writing about them.

Just last month in Saudi 
Arabia, Mazen Abdul-Jawad, 
32, was found guilty by a Saudi 
court of publicizing vice. He 
appeared on a controversial 
Lebanese talk show, “brag-
ging” about sex, and now he is 
sentenced to fi ve years in prison 
and 1,000 lashes. Saudi Arabia 
prohibits dating, premarital sex, 
and men and women are strictly 
separated from each other in al-
most any daily activity. 

When the young airplane 
pilot appeared on the Bold Red 
Line, and sat in his bedroom 
detailing his rendezvous pick-
ing up women, the sex toys he’s 
used (they were blurred out on 
the television screen, of course) 
and exhibitioning drops of a 
“magic juice,” he uses to make 
women more aroused, he did 
not know that, months later, 
his son would be crying at his 
side holding a local paper with 
his picture on the front, fearing 
that his father would be going to 

prison. Thankfully, he avoided 
harsher sentences, as almost 
200 offended Saudis fi led com-
plaints against him: some sug-
gested execution, while others 
compared his actions with trea-
son. 

The Lebanese Broadcast-
ing Company was shut down 

by the Interior Ministry for a 
week after the broadcast, and 
the entire scandal caused a huge 
public uproar. I wonder what 
the population in Saudi Arabia 
would think of Real World. The 
show was produced to encour-
age sex as a more accepted and 
heard public topic, and the two 
other men who appeared with 
Abdu-Jawad have now been si-
lenced, for two years in prison. 
The Muslim-based sex laws in 

the Middle East win the award 
for being the strictest, if we’re 
comparing international sex 
laws, which we can.

Similar to the trial of Abdul-
Jawad, a cricket coach in India 
is currently facing harsh public 
criticism and the possibility of 
losing his position because of his 

insistency on the importance 
of sex or masturbation before 
matches, which is “detailed” 
in his training manual. Gary 
Kirsten, the coach of India’s 
national team, explains tes-
tosterone levels, aggressive-
ness, and the like as reasons 
for his statements. No one re-
ally cares about his reasons, 
though; the main problem 
is his overtly “graphic” pre-
scription for masturbation: “If 
you want sex but do not have 
someone to share it with,” the 
manual advises, “one option 
is to go solo whilst imagining 
you have a partner, or a few 

partners, who are as beautiful as 
you wish to imagine. No pillow 
talk and no hugging required ... 
just roll over and go to sleep.”As 
sexual discipline (“Brahmacha-
rya”) is one of the foundations 
of Hinduism, conservative Hin-
du-based Indian society views 
masturbation as an impure dis-
traction. The team members are 
a little embarrassed about the 
whole mess and are not publi-
cally commenting on the recent 

attention drawn to their training 
manual, but the public is inter-
ested – it’s a step toward a more 
sexually-open society.

Besides, it’s hard enough 
for the common Indian to fi nd 
porn anyway. India’s “fi rst 
porn-star,” was created in May 
of 2009. Her name is Savi-
ta Bhabi – a voluptuous and 
sexually-frustrated housewife 
whose adventures with door-to-
door salesmen, old high school 
friends and even depictions of 
Bollywood stars appear on her 
website…in the form of a comic 
strip. She’s a cartoon. (See im-
age to the left -Ed.) The site was 
created anonymously, and fans 
were able to post suggestions 
and help create “hot Bhabi’s” 
next episode. Note the use of 
the past tense. In July of 2009, 
the Indian Government banned 
the site despite the hundreds of 
thousands of online-mourners 
who twittered about it in sexu-
ally-frustrated angst for weeks.

My fi rsthand experience 
with culturally-induced sexual 
repression: swimming with the 
family of Nepalis I met this 
summer. Bishnu, the eldest 
daughter, looked horrifi ed at the 
most modest one-piece I offered 
her to borrow, and made me 
promise, if she was to wear it 
(with shorts) that she could not 
be near her brother and cousin, 
Rabin and Ramesh. She had 

good reason to strongly pro-
mote our seperation from them. 
On that day, Rabin took about 
an hour to get ready. “Will there 
girls be there? And will they 
be wearing not many clothes?” 
he asks beforehand. Yes Rabin, 
welcome to America. He was 
embarrassed to look at any 
woman who even had her arms 
exposed, and so taking him 
swimming was like unleashing 
a ravenous beast inside him (al-
most literally). Baffl ed that we 
were allowed to be in the same 
space as the bikini-clad women, 
Rabin tried to play it cool – he 
put in extra hair gel that day.

The shock of the Adhikari 
family seems uncanny – but 
coming from Nepal, where even 
talking about sex is basically 
forbidden, America must be a 
playground for the eyes. Here, 
our strictest laws (save the nec-
essary punishment for sex with 
minors and rape) are prohibiting 
the sales of condoms in Mary-
land vending machines, public 
indecency, and not being able to 
buy porn if you’re under 18. But 
we have an uncensored internet 
and we can walk around with 
our legs showing. David Letter-
man can make jokes about hav-
ing sex with his co-workers, and 
Janet Jackson is still alive, even 
through we all saw her boob. 
And I won’t be sent to prison 
for this article. 

by Kaitlin Campbell
STAFF PORN ADVOCATE

Confl uence of Sexually-Repressed Nations A “Total Mindfuck”
A Breakdown of Sexual Attitudes Abroad

“Something 
else? Yup, 
just throw it 
on top.”

Yeah, we 
did some 
airbrushing.
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Last Wednesday, Secre-
tary of Education Arne Duncan 
stepped off a plane and back 
onto the soil of his Sweet Home 
Chicago. Joined by Attorney 
General Eric Holder, Duncan 
hopped into a bulletproof lim-
ousine and cruised to the Four 
Seasons hotel on Chicago’s 
Magnifi cent Mile. The pair 
shook hands with Mayor Daley 
behind the hotel’s gold-plated 
doors before trekking a few 
blocks south to the marble walls 
of City Hall.

The duo failed, however, to 
cross the threshold of Chicago’s 
South Side. They did not ap-
proach Fenger Academy High 
School, nor the home of Derrion 
Albert, the Fenger student who 
was viscously slain on Septem-
ber 24. Beneath broad daylight 
and the beams of cell phone 
cameras, Albert was caught 
between rivaling gangs as they 
began ripping into each other 
with long wooden slabs, bro-
ken pieces of railroad ties. The 
wooden shards tore into Albert 
even after he was struck in the 
head and down to the concrete, 
even after he begged the other 
teens to let him go, even after 
he chose to be a clean-cut honor 
roll student with dreams of col-
lege and a career and breaking 
out of the South Side. 

It was Albert’s murder that 

stirred Duncan and Holder’s 
Windy City trip last week. The 
goal was meeting with city offi -
cials to discuss the state of Chi-
cago youth violence. To those 
fi rst hearing of Albert’s murder, 
the situation may seem appall-
ing. Unfortunately, to Chicago 
residents, the brutality feels like 
nothing new. 

Since the be-
ginning of the 
2007-08 school 
year, 67 Chicago 
public high school 
students have been 
murdered, more 
often than not at 
the hands of other teens. Each 
death is paired with a headline 
suffi ciently shocking but never 
too morbid, because we (of 
course) have to sell newspa-
pers after all, and people don’t 
want to read another story about 
some kid from a neighborhood 
that will only lead them to lock 
their car doors and drive quickly 
through stop signs. 

In this way, the national out-
cry regarding Albert’s murder 
is atypical. The longevity of 
the story has well outlasted the 
typical two-day expiration date; 
from New York Times headlines 
to the aforementioned visit from 
White House Cabinet members, 
the civil war on the South Side 
fi nally feels like “a big deal.”

Shamefully, it seems as 
though we have failed to capi-

talize on the infamy and produce 
results. Wednesday’s meeting 
invited Duncan, Holder, Daley, 
South Side priest Father Mi-
chael Pfl eger, Police Superin-
tendent Jody Weis, and Chicago 
Public Schools CEO Ron Hu-
berman to sit down and strat-
egize to prevent youth violence. 

The team decided that a federal 
grant of $500,000 to Fenger and 
a $25 million stipend for na-
tional community-based crime 
prevention programs were suf-
fi cient means of stopping the 
madness from the South Side to 
the Southwest to South Bronx. 

The group failed to defi ne 
specifi c ways for the money to 
be spent. Perhaps this was be-
cause they weren’t quite sure 
how. Besides Father Pfl eger—a 
white man—the group did not 
include any community leaders 
or organizers, a strange decision 
when constructing, as Daley de-
scribed it, “a community-based 
plan of action.”

Another problem with the 
meeting’s setup was found in 
Duncan. In his seven-year ten-
ure as Chicago Public Schools 

CEO, Duncan was very vocal 
in his sympathy for murdered 
teens. Still, his programs ac-
complished little to curb the 
violence. This criticism may be 
stamped even more forcefully 
upon Daley, whose attention 
was most recently focused not 
on students but instead on a $30 

million failed campaign 
at garnering the 2016 
Olympics—yes, an 
amount $5 million more 
than what was deemed 
necessary to nationally 
fi ght teen brutality. 

Most offensively, 
Daley declared the con-

ference a way to “tell the gang 
bangers and dope dealers that 
we will not tolerate their violent 
way of life.” However, can’t 
it be said that the root of this 
“violent way of life” is a racist 
institution entrenched by a cen-
tury of discriminatory city poli-
cies? Were the “gang bangers” 
who murdered Derrion Albert 
anything more than children 
deserving of punishment but 
worthy of pity? Those students 
were recent victims of Chica-
go’s Renaissance 2010 plan, in 
which the city saved funds by 
cutting not just school programs 
but many schools themselves in 
the city’s primarily poor, pri-
marily black neighborhoods. 
This resulted in violent atmo-
spheres at schools like Fenger 
where rival gang members were 

thrust together in cramped hall-
ways and crowded classrooms. 
When considering Renaissance 
2010’s complete lack of plan-
ning to cope with possible gang 
rivalries, the tragedy of Derrion 
Albert seems sickeningly ines-
capable. 

Instead of a sustainable so-
lution, Obama’s representatives 
tossed a $25 million Band Aid 
into a pile of used wrappers. 
The group failed to address the 
underlying socio-economic is-
sues that promote violence and 
instead focused on blaming 
members of a community not 
even represented at the bargain-
ing table. Duncan and Holder 
hopped on their plane back to 
Washington no closer to a hope-
ful future than there was the day 
of Derrion Albert’s death. As 
the weeks progress, New York 
Times headlines will continue 
to dry up and the national con-
sciousness will forget the tale 
of the honors student and his 66 
comrades no longer growing up 
on Chicago’s South Side.

The image of Albert be-
ing beaten with railroad ties is 
crushing, but it is merely porno-
graphic if it inspires no one to 
attack the actual issues at hand. 
The youth of Chicago and the 
youth of America need change. 
Still, if they weren’t going to 
consider causality, Duncan and 
Holder should have just stayed 
in Washington.

by Marisa Carroll
STAFF SOUTH SIDE

No Real Resolution for Ongoing Chicago School Violence

Looking to lay the smack 
down on Democratic Congress-
man Chris Dodd, Linda Mc-
Mahon, spouse of Vince and 
(now former) CEO of World 
Wrestling Entertainment an-
nounced last month her can-
didacy for the seat of Senator 
in my dear home state of Con-
necticut. I think I was literally 
drooling at the chance to write 
an article the fi rst time I heard 
about this, but it has not been 
until recently that McMahon’s 
campaign has gone into full 
swing. Get ready for an ob-
noxious amount wrestling 
puns. 

But fi rst, a bit of history. 
It’s the quintessential story of 
the American Dream, really. 
A husband and wife, both fi ne 
Southern Christians, meet at 
church and start a business to-
gether. 25 years later, after “hard 
work” and “perseverance,” they 
are the heads of a multimillion-
dollar publicly traded company. 
Their children work in the fam-
ily business and they’ve really 
been able to give back to the 
community. And now, with all 
those millions, Linda McMahon 
is running for elected offi ce. 

On the issues, McMahon’s 
stance is stone-cold economic 
conservatism. Her website is 

checkered with phrases like 
“fi scal responsibility” and 
“spending restraint,” critical of 
policies like Obama’s stimulus 
package. She’s got a record of 
“putting people[s’ elbow] fi rst” 
with positions working for the 

American Library Association, 
the Make-A-Wish Foundation, 
and a recent appointment by 
Governor Jodi Rell to the Con-
necticut Board of Education, all 
while chairing the single-most 
oily, muscle-bound, homoerot-
ic, low-brow boobfest organiza-
tion around. It makes one won-
der if her daughter Stephanie’s 
2001 breast implants were a 
Wish granted by one of McMa-
hon’s charities. 

Despite her fi scally conser-
vative stances, the Republican 
Party is slow to rally around Mc-
Mahon. On October 4, the New 

York Times noted that “some 
Republicans are squirming over 
the emergence of a political 
novice from a world known for 
down-market programming fea-
turing leotards and outrageous 
stunts,” known previously as  

“Kegger Thursdays” in Bush’s 
White House. 

However, the Party’s gripes 
might run a bit deeper than that. 
According to the Center for Re-
sponsive Politics, McMahon 
and her husband have donated 
close to $90,000 to federal can-
didates and committees since 
1989 with about 54% going to 
Republicans and about 44% 
going to Democrats. The plot 
thickens, because McMahon 
gave money to failed Democrat 
candidate and now-Independent 
Joe Liberman in 2006 and, 
weirdly, to Rahm Emanuel on 

multiple occasions.  
The fact is, McMahon is set-

ting a really diffi cult task atop 
her turquoise shoulder pads. 
Putting aside the fact that she’s 
going up against Chris Dodd, an 
entrenched fi gure in the Senate, 

she has to fi rst win the nomi-
nation, and her competition is 
stiff. The preeminent candi-
date of sorts is Rob Simmons, 
elected to the House of Repre-
sentatives from 2001 through 
2007 and the remaining po-
tentials all have glittering po-
litical bona fi des. However, 
McMahon does have money. 
It’s going to take tens of mil-
lions of dollars to campaign 
for the seat and, in a smart 
move, McMahon has limited 
potential contributions to only 
$100 per person, which re-

ally amounts to just a showing 
of support rather than any buy-
ing of favor. Her website also 
repeats several times that she 
will not accept Political Action 
Committee (“PAC”) money or 
special interest investment, ex-
plaining that McMahon instead 
“plans to use her own resources 
to help fi nance the race.”

It all seems to boil down, 
then, to the question of whether 
or not McMahon has a shot at 
the title. Dodd, after almost 30 
years in Congress as a promi-
nent Democrat, has started to 
lose favor among segments 

of the public. The main issue 
centers on (not surprisingly) 
the Stimulus, as Dodd was es-
sentially wound up in a con-
troversy relating to legislative 
clauses that allowed the AIG 
bonuses / unrestricted execu-
tive pay nonsense to transpire. 
McMahon is really cutting into 
Dodd on this front, and to be 
honest, I think she’s got a smart 
plan. When it comes to conser-
vative philosophy, I’m usually 
none too favorable. However, 
McMahon seems to be quite 
moderate, a novel phenomenon 
in today’s America polarized on 
everything from tax policy to 
Gaga vs. Britney upskirt pho-
tos on TMZ. And her stances 
are primarily fi scally conserva-
tive, which is the only form of 
Republican ideology that you 
could ever have a chance of 
convincing me and my ilk of 
making sense. She actually re-
minds me of a pre-Presidential 
John McCain, a centrist legisla-
tor who used to think about the 
issues before speechwriters and 
campaign managers made the 
decisions for him. Do I think 
that McMahon has what it takes 
to be the people’s champ? Prob-
ably not this time around. How-
ever, I think that her example, 
minus the shilling spandex and 
redneck soap opera, could prove 
to be a tempering consideration 
in American politics.

by Max Siegal
NEWS CO-EDITOR

Wife of Vince McMahon and WWE CEO
Running for Senator in Connecticut

Linda McMahon, 
seen here after a 
match as her alter ego 
“The Shoulderpad”

Colder than Rio. 
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Maybe my vague headline 
confused you as to the thesis of 
my article, but my point is very 
clear: Roman Polanski raped a 
child.

Let’s start off with a defi ni-
tion: “rape culture” describes 
a culture in which “rape and 
other sexual violence (usually 
against women) are common 
and in which preva-
lent attitudes, norms, 
practices, and media 
condone, normalize, 
excuse, or encourage 
sexualized violence” 
(thanks, Wikipedia). 
If there was any 
question of whether 
we live in a rape 
culture (and there 
wasn’t), the reaction 
to Roman Polanski’s 
recent arrest stands 
as an unfortunate 
textbook example.

First, let’s go 
over some facts that 
do matter and are 
relevant to this case. 
Thirty-two years ago, 
Roman Polanski fed 
a 13 year-old cham-
pagne and Quaaludes 
and anally raped her. 
Beyond being well 
below the legal age 
of consent in Califor-
nia—it was 16 then 
and is 18 now—the 
victim also said “no” 
repeatedly. So she was below the 
legal age of consent and asked 
him to stop. Got that? Ok. The 
victim, at great social cost to 
her, came forward and the case 
went to trial. Polanski cut a plea 
bargain and pled guilty to “un-
lawful sexual intercourse with a 
minor.” Fearing punishment for 
his crime (damn you, legal sys-
tem!), he fl ed the United States 
and has not returned since. The 
warrant for his arrest stood for 
thirty-two years and, fi nally, he 
was arrested at the Zurich Air-
port a little over a week ago.

So that’s the story. Sounds 
like rape to me! It probably 
sounds that way because it was. 
But for some reason that is real-
ly beyond me people are having 
a hard time getting a handle on 
this. But his parents were killed 
in the Holocaust and the Man-
sons murdered his wife! Well, 
yes. Those things did happen to 
him, and that is horrible. But… 
he’s still a child rapist. But his 
movies are so good! He even 
won an Oscar! You’re right. 
Some of his movies are really 
good. And yes, he did win an 
Oscar (although so did Juno, so 
what value does an Oscar really 
hold anymore?), but you know 

what? That just makes him an 
Oscar-winning rapist.

And then came the train full 
of famous people ready to back 
up Polanski. Everyone from 
Martin Scorsese to David Lynch 
and Wes Anderson are demand-
ing Polanski be released. Any 
clout these rape apologists held 
was thwarted when Woody Al-
len also signed the petition; 
there’s an easy joke here, too 

easy even for me. Sigh.
It’s not just faceless blog-

gers and everyday idiots who 
are rape apologists; paid “jour-
nalists” are getting in the act as 
well. Take, for example, Ann 
Applebaum’s pathetic excuse 
for analysis in the Washing-
ton Post (9/27/09). Applebaum 
writes, “He did commit a crime, 
but he has paid for the crime in 
many, many ways: In notoriety, 
in lawyers’ fees, in professional 
stigma. He could not return to 
Los Angeles to receive his re-
cent Oscar. He cannot visit Hol-
lywood to direct or cast a fi lm.” 
Excuse me, what? Poor guy, he 
couldn’t accept his Oscar (take 
that professional stigma) in 
person! Thank you Washington 
Post for your contribution to 
rape culture. Apparently if you 
are rich and famous the punish-
ment for rape is professional in-
convenience.

Another fi ne example of 
a journalistic contribution 
to rape culture comes from 
the San Francisco Chronicle 
(10/10/09). In a response to an-
gry letters of complaint to his 
original terrible article on the 
situation, Peter Cowie writes, 
“Polanski was clearly a ‘dolt’ to 

get into the situation he did, as 
was the mother of that 13-year-
old girl for having let her sleep 
with men before meeting Polan-
ski and for being familiar with 
drugs at such a tender age.” No 
sir, Polanski was clearly a rap-
ist to get into the situation he 
did, the situation being drug-
ging and raping a sixth grader. 
And as long as we’re going 
to soften what Polanski actu-

ally did, let’s add in some 
victim blaming for good 
measure! Because having 
consensual sex and us-
ing drugs at a young age 
means you’re totally ask-
ing to get raped. It’s kind 
of like when women wear 
short skirts…we’re just 
asking for it! Oh, and her 
mother is more to blame 
than, you know, the dude 
who actually drugged and 
raped her.

All of this, my friends, 
makes up rape culture. 
When we focus on the 
rapist’s tough past rather 
than his actions that are in 
question, when we let fa-
mous people off the hook 
because we like their cre-
ative output, when we 
confuse real justice with 
professional stigma, when 
we blame the victim and 
victimize the criminal, 
when we put the respon-
sibility of preventing 
rape on the victim (and 
her mother, in this case), 
when we shroud the true 

nature of the crime in murky 
language (sorry Whoopi, there’s 
no such thing as “rape-rape”) 
that is rape culture. It goes be-
yond being infuriating and dis-
appointing, it makes it more 
diffi cult for victims to come for-
ward and it reinforces the notion 
that rape is an unavoidable fact 
of life for some people, because 
it doesn’t have to be. 

Amanda Marcotte of Pan-
dagon (9/27/09) made a very 
convincing argument of why 
Polanski should be brought to 
justice. She writes, “Polanski 
committed his crime before rape 
and the sexual abuse of children 
were really considered serious 
crimes.  Punishing him can help 
as a collective retribution of our 
society’s former values, and a 
way to assert new ones.” Bring-
ing Polanski to justice is bigger 
than simply righting a wrong or 
ensuring one man is punished 
for the crime he committed; it 
sends the message that our col-
lective consciousness is not one 
completely submerged in rape 
culture but one that takes rape 
and accusations of rape seri-
ously—even if we liked Rose-
mary’s Baby.

by Kate Murphy
EDITOR-IN-CHIEF 

Rosemary’s Baby 
is great, 

but Roman Polanski
is still a child rapist.

FAKER 
THAN

TRUTH 
by Max Siegal, Sean Kelly, Sam Wadhams, and Alex Orf
STAFF LIARS

BRONX, NY ~ During the long Columbus Day weekend, when 
the only students left on campus were athletes, orphans, losers, 
and the sorry schmucks at the paper, Fordham University was 
graced by another Michael Douglas production, Wall Street II: 
Mo’ Money, Mo’ Problems. After a short twenty-seven minutes 
of actual work, the entire paper staff took to the campus to ogle 
and potentially seduce Shia “The Beef” LeBeouf. Though con-
tinued wolf-whistling and promised mutual masturbation proved 
to not to tempt The Beef, Editor-In-Chief / Hipster Kate Murphy 
used her non-chauvinist charm and deep-cut V neck tee shirt to 
persuade him to take a photograph next to the bronze Ram statue 
on campus. Though rumors abound as to the actual sequence of 
events, The Beef and co-star / producer / Zeta-Jones banger Mi-
chael Douglas allegedly took part in the act known colloquially 
as “Riding the Ram.” However, due to their proximity to Hughes 
Hall, both stars were then reportedly taken to the Health Center 
and told to “call their parents and go home immediately” out of 
fear of spreading Swine Flu. 
      -M.S.

WASHINGTON, D.C. ~ In a press conference on Wednesday, 
October 7th, President Barack Obama announced, amidst grow-
ing fears of Swine Flu transmission and vaccine shortages, that 
the Center for Desease Control, in conjunction with the Depart-
ment of the Interior, orchestrated the recent outbreak of H1N1 
Infl uenza as a means of eliminating the millions of Americans 
who live without healthcare coverage.  “Though this may seem 
cruel and inhumane, those of us who are properly insured will be 
assured a marked improvement in quality of life and fi nancial se-
curity once this has all passed” President Obama said to shocked 
reporters while clutching a copy of Darwin’s The Origin of Spe-
cies.  The President then reportedly continued “Hey, can’t blame 
us for trying to save a buck here and there, can you now?”
      -S.P.K

NEW YORK, NY ~ American institution and fi nal bastion 
against impending liberal savagery FOX NEWS changed it’s 
motto today, going from the hotly contested “Fair and Balanced” 
to the more appropriate, “Still Fucking That Chicken.” FOX 
NEWS personality Bill O’Reilly was apparently a driving force 
behind the move. “We knew ‘Fair and Balanced’ was a stretch, 
but we wanted our viewers to know we weren’t going to stop 
slandering the Left with half0truths and whipping the Right into 
a foam mouthed frenzy,” says O’Reilly.  “We wanted to let our 
viewership know we weren’t going to stop ‘Fucking That Chick-
en.’ We may even skullfuck that goddamn chicken.” The origin of 
the quote was New York news anchor Ernie Anastos, who meant 
to say “plucking,” in reference to a strenuous and repetitive activ-
ity, but O’Reilly liked the new motto better. “We’re defi nitely go-
ing with fucking,” said the self-proclaimed defender of American 
morality. “America’s just one big chicken, and we’re not going 
to stop fucking it.”
      - S.W. 

BRONX, NY  ~ Early reports confi rm that next year, Shia 
LaBeouf will be returning to campus with Michael Bay to begin 
fi lming scenes for Transformers 3: Trannies in Disguy. A source 
who has read the new script claimed scenes fi lmed at Rose Hill 
will include a Boeing 747 fl ying through campus and devouring 
Keating Hall. Michael Douglas is rumored to make a cameo in 
the sequel “just for the fuck of it,” attempting to set the record 
for the most fi lmed man on Fordham’s campus. Horny college 
men all around the Belmont area will be disappointed to learn, 
however, that Megan Fox will not be allowed on campus, as the 
Catholic church has branded her a “harlot” and banned her from 
every Church-owned property in the world.
                   -S.W. & A.O.

Polanski c. 1984.
Not only can 
he read, but he 
seems to fl aunt 
an arrogant 
sense of irony.
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“Fordham Army ROTC of-
fers a variety of courses, which 
build your foundations in man-
agement, military history, and 
leadership in order to prepare 
you for commissioning as a 
second lieutenant. Although be-
coming a second lieutenant is 
the ultimate goal of Fordham 
Army ROTC, cadets will simul-
taneously take courses in order 
to attain a bachelors, or other 
advanced degree.”

This is a quote copied di-
rectly from the Fordham Re-
serve Offi cers’ Training Corps 
(“ROTC”) webpage.  How-
ever, it seems that Fordham is 
consciously disregarding the 
fact that its ROTC cadets are 
also students at Fordham Uni-
versity.  Despite the fact that 
many of Fordham’s peer and 
aspirant schools offer cred-
its to ROTC cadets enrolled 
in military science classes, a 
course required by all mem-
bers of ROTC, Fordham does 
not.  This year, the Fordham 
chapter of the AUSA, the As-
sociation of the United States 
Army, has taken up the cause 
of getting our cadets the cred-
its they deserve. 

One day a week, ROTC 
cadets of all undergraduate 
classes meet for a two-hour 
Military Science class, followed 
by a one-to-two hour lab peri-
od.  These classes includes lec-
tures, regular homework assign-
ments, quizzes, and tests, just 
like any other academic course 
offered at this university.  How-
ever, unlike any other course 
at this university, only sopho-
mores and fi rst semester juniors 
are eligible to receive credits for 
this course.  The AUSA, in con-
junction with Fordham ROTC 
cadets, is looking to change this 
practice.

The standing policies re-
garding this issue vary by 
school, however, the nationwide 
majority of host schools for 
ROTC grant, at the very least, 
partial credit for this course.  
Oregon State and Liberty Uni-
versity are among the ranks of 
our peer schools that offer full 
credit for this course, while the 
University of Kansas and UNC 
Chapel Hill award partial credit 
to their ROTC cadets enrolled 
in Military Science courses.  
While it is completely up to 
the ROTC branch’s host school 
to determine credits for the 
course, it seems that Fordham 
is failing to follow in the foot-
steps of many schools in rec-
ognizing this Military Science 
course as one worthy of credit.  
Princeton University’s ROTC 
unit was in a similar battle with 
their administration this past 
year. Princeton administration 
claimed that the course did not 
meet the same standard of other 

courses offered by their univer-
sity.  This is believed to be the 
same reasoning behind Ford-
ham’s own resistance to award-
ing credit.  However, this class 
requires 3 to 4 hours of personal 
time per week for in-class study, 
not to mention the additional 
time required by cadets to com-
plete homework assignments 
and study for quizzes and tests.  
Aside from the considerations 
of time and effort, this course 
is also included on their tran-
scripts, affecting their GPA 
for 0 credits, or perhaps better 
said, not affecting their GPA at 
all.  The administration defends 

their position by saying that 
they cannot allow more than 
the limit of credits per semester 
per student without charging the 
student for the extra credits.

Christopher Gannon, USG 
Vice President of Fordham Col-
lege 2011 and an ROTC cadet 
at Fordham, recently drafted a 
letter in support of change of 
the current Fordham policy. 
In the letter, Gannon noted the 
following: “Currently at Ford-
ham, we receive no credits for 
all of freshman year and partial 
credits (one class out of two per 
year, on average) from there on 
out. It’s a policy that hurts fresh-
man cadets the most.”  Fordham 
ROTC, the Fordham chapter 
of the AUSA, and Fordham’s 
United Student Government, 
are allying in hopes of chang-
ing the administrators’ minds.  
Any class that requires equal or 
greater amount of effort than the 
average course offered to Ford-
ham students should be appro-
priately awarded with credits, 
especially one that is educating 
the future offi cers of our na-
tion’s Army. 

According to the Fordham 
University website, “The de-
partment of military science is 
an academic department within 
the College of Business Admin-
istration.”  If the department of 
military science is considered 
a legitimate academic depart-
ment, then why do only a small 
fraction of the offered courses 
required by ROTC cadets re-
ceive credits?  While the mili-
tary science courses are open 

to non-cadet students, only the 
ROTC program requires their 
completion.  Therefore, it seems 
logical that ROTC students who 
are required to attend and fulfi ll 
these courses should receive, at 
the very least, elective credits, 
either full or partial. Award-
ing elective credits seems to 
make the most logical sense, 
nd would be a compromise that 
both sides could agree upon, as 
talks between both sides of this 
issue seem to be in the univer-
sity’s near future. According to 
Emily Wong, USG Executive 
Vice President of Communica-
tions and Press Secretary to the 

CBA Dean’s Council, “the 
CBA Dean’s Council is 
more than willing to col-
laborate with the AUSA 
in their efforts to convince 
the CBA administration 
of the legitimacy of the 
military science courses as 
academic courses of this 
University deserving of 
academic credit.”

According to the con-
stantly repeated and often 
referenced Jesuit mantra, 
Cura Personalis, we, as 
students of a Jesuit Institu-
tion, are all obligated and 
encouraged to work not 
only towards our specifi c 

majors, but also to devote equal 
effort and attention towards 
other courses of study, and as a 
result of this effort, emerge as 
well-rounded graduates.  How-
ever, as the policy currently 
stands, it seems Fordham is de-
nying, or at least contradicting, 
this Jesuit ideology. 

One cadet, sophomore Co-
rey Fotre, says, “What people 
don’t understand is that we 
are students fi rst; we dedicate 
as much effort towards aca-
demics as we do towards be-
coming good leaders and fu-
ture offi cers.”  This important 
dedication towards academics 
should not be shunned by Ford-
ham administration.  These ca-
dets put forth as much effort as 
any other student towards any 
other course and deserve to be 
recognized and rewarded for 
their hard work.  The AUSA 
and Fordham ROTC would like 
the administration to grant ei-
ther full or partial credit for all 
military science classes, (retro-
actively if possible), and their 
position is fully outlined in the 
letter of support passed by Ford-
ham USG.  Chris Gannon ’11 
again comments: “Basically, we 
just want to be treated like most 
cadets in the country are treated 
by their host schools. ROTC re-
quires a massive commitment 
of time and effort, and Fordham 
should at least be granting credit 
for the academic part of training 
that we do in its classrooms.”

Support our troops.  Sup-
port our school’s ROTC cadets.  
Support this motion.

by JT Sweeney
STAFF YELLOW RIBBON

Fordham ROTC Lobbying 
Administration to Extend 

Credit to All Military Science Classes
REALER

THAN
FACT

by Max Siegal and Alex Orf 
STAFF TRUTHERS*

LEVI JOHNSTON, BRISTOL PALIN’S BABY DADDY, TO 
POSE FOR PLAYGIRL MAGAZINE

WASILLA, AK ~ Confi rmed on October 8, Alaskan hottie and 
teen pregnancy posterboy Levi Johnston is going to have his own 
feature in acclaimed sausagey smut spread Playgirl. His shoot is 
scheduled for the fi rst weekend in November, with pictures on the 
Playgirl website to be posted soon after (the hard copy won’t be 
around until probably December.) As of print, the circumstances 
of Johnston’s agreement do not include any nudity whatsoever, 
but the publisher (and caribou everywhere) are hopeful to at least 
get some fanny shots during the photo shoot.        
      - M.S. 

MARGE SIMPSON, CARTOON CHARACTER, AND 
TARA REID, WHORE, TO BE FEATURED IN PLAYBOY 
MAGAZINE

SPRINGFIELD, USA ~ In what would seem as a very desper-
ate attempt at publicity, this November’s Playboy magazine will 
have a spread and cover with longtime cartoon star and blue hair 
enthusiast Marge Simpson. Lois Griffi n could not be reached for 
comment. In related news, known party girl and tabloid has-been 
Tara Reid  will be featured as a Playboy cover girl either this 
December or early next year. Really, Hugh, did you somehow 
run out of attractive women to pose naked in front of a camera? 

      - M.S. 

RUSH LIMBAUGH, BLOATED RACIST, TO JUDGE 
NEXT YEAR’S MISS AMERICA PAGEANT 

LAS VEGAS, NV ~ Hoping to avoid the kind of controversy 
stirred up by Perez Hilton during this year’s Miss USA Pageant, 
the Miss America organization announced Friday, October 9 that 
talk radio host / demagogue / Tatooine crime lord Rush Lim-
baugh has been named a judge for the 2010 Miss America Pag-
eant, to take place on January 30 at the Planet Hollywood Resort 
& Casino in Las Vegas. Concerning the selection, the President 
of the Miss America Foundation said, “We know that the 2010 
Miss America Pageant will be fi lled with new twists and exciting 
opportunities with [Limbaugh] as one of our national judges.” 
Such “new twists” are expected to include berating of black con-
testants, snorting Oxycontin off the judges’ table, and making the 
runner-up cry by mocking her pseudo-liberal “political” standing 
and calling her ugly while shoving a Luther burger (look it up) 
down his throat.
      - A. O.  
    
MILEY CYRUS, JAILBAIT AND CARMEN ELECTRA 
PROTÉGÉ, POSTS RAP VIDEO EXPLAINING HER DE-
PARTURE FROM TWITTER 

THE INTERNET ~ Posted on October 10 and communicated 
across the internets faster than a stank fart in MugZ’s, hypersexu-
alized virgin Miley Cyrus, accompanied by four of her hyper-
sexualized virgin friends in broken-off ballcaps, decided it would 
be “super topical” to fi lm a video airing her grievances about her 
Twitter account. Rapping atop a beatbeat from the Casio key-
board she reportedly used to record her hit song “The Climb,” 
Cyrus cites Dane Cook, Katy Perry, and Britney Spears and 
rhymes “Twitter” with “million.” To really understand the tran-
scendent and non-offensive beauty of her message, you just have 
to watch it yourself.
      - M.S. 
* Not that kind of Truther, Loose Change.

(it’s so real, we can’t 
make this shit up)
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From June 1st-5th this past 
summer, the UN Human Rights 
Council approved an indepen-
dent fact-fi nding mission inves-
tigating allegations of human 
rights violations in the fi ghting 
in Gaza this past December. On 
September 30th, Israeli Prime 
Minister Benjamin Netanyahu 
rejected the released report, say-
ing that anyone who supports it 
“opposes peace” because it ap-
parently denies Israel’s “right of 
self-defense.” The report, which 
came out in early September, 
scrutinized both Israel and Pal-
estinian militant groups for pro-
jected war crimes, although Is-
rael maintains they were simply 
reacting to provocations from 
Gaza. 

The Palestinian delegation 
to the UN Council ceased for-
warding these accusations two 
days after Netanyahu’s hissy fi t, 
inspiring Hamas leader Mah-
moud al-Zahar to charge Pal-
estinian Authority President 
Mahmoud Abbas with “a very 
big crime against the Palestin-
ian people.” As a result, the up-
coming Fatah-Hamas talks in 
Egypt may be jeopardized, and 
Syria abruptly put off Abbas’s 
planned visit to Damascus. Ab-
bas made this career-devastat-
ing move largely thanks to the 
Obama administration’s belief 
that continued fi nger-pointing 
would only derail the peace 
talks Obama hoped to kick-start 
after meeting with Netanyahu 
and Abbas on September 22nd. 

During this particular dialogue, 
Obama set aside the settlement 
freeze he’s been demanding for 
the past fi ve months in order to 
begin Middle East peace talks 
that show “effective” results, 
a feat he somehow thinks 
he can accomplish despite 
dropping its core issues and 
the fact that it has plagued 
American foreign policy 
for decades. He urged that 
permanent, fi nal status is-
sues must begin “soon,” 
and the two leaders must 
blaze a trail “forward,” 
which conveniently leaves 
no indication of what “for-
ward” really means. 

To quote Rob Gordon 
in High Fidelity, “Some-
times I got so bored of try-
ing to touch her breast that 
I would try to touch her be-
tween her legs. It was like 
trying to borrow a dollar, 
getting turned down, and 
asking for 50 grand in-
stead.” I guess Obama got 
bored of trying to touch Ne-
tanyahu’s breasts. On the 
other hand, Saeb Erekat, the 
chief Palestinian negotiator, 
seemed pleased, citing that 
when U.S. Senators failed 
at securing Israeli compli-
ance, Obama stepped in 
personally, refl ecting a gen-
uine commitment to “git-
r-done.” However, Hamas’s 
spokesperson, Sami Abu Zuhri, 
said Obama has only proven the 
“bias for Israel and a mistaken 
Arab bet on America’s position 
vis-à-vis the Arab-Israeli con-
fl ict.” While clearly partisan, 
this may be closer to the truth 

when we look at this adminis-
tration’s recent record. 

At the beginning of his term, 
Obama called on Abbas and 
called for a settlement freeze, 
including “natural growth” set-

tlements and even East Jerusa-
lem, a move no U.S. president 
had demanded before. Now he 
merely wants to resume talks, 
to begin by the end of the year, 
without any preconditions such 
as this complete freeze (his 
ever-precise rhetoric now uses 

the word “restraint”). Similarly, 
he is going to stop admonishing 
Arab governments for their lack 
of diplomatic gestures towards 
Israel, but “just for now.” This 
marks another notch in the tally 

of ineffectual speeches de-
livered by both Obama and 
Netanyahu since this sum-
mer’s outset. Obama’s fi rst 
came in May with his sup-
posed “full freeze,” and his 
rainbows-and sunshine-por-
trait provided by his Cairo 
address. Netanyahu rebutted 
a month later with a speech 
that prompted Erekat to 
threaten annulling the 2002 
peace initiative, the Saudi-
sponsored peace plan that 
called for the normalization 
of Israel-Arab relations in 
return for Israeli withdrawal 
from occupied Arab land 
and return to its internation-
ally recognized borders. 
Why? Well, he declared 
Jerusalem the “undivided” 
capital of Israel “forever” 
(undermining international 
law, which states that East 
Jerusalem is occupied), de-
nied refugees a return to Is-
rael proper, boasted that set-
tlements would remain, and 
demanded that Palestinians 
recognize Israel as a Jewish 
state, which Arab League 
leaders say would impede 

the rights of the non-Jewish mi-
norities there. 

While he did reference the 
existence of a Palestinian state 
for the fi rst time since taking of-
fi ce, Netanyahu’s concession to 
a two-state solution is rhetorical 
lip service: Palestinian resourc-

es continue to be expropriated 
for the 50,000 Israeli settlers 
who live there and in East Je-
rusalem against international 
law’s sanctions. It’s not surpris-
ing, then, that Erekat claimed 
that this speech “closed the 
door to permanent status nego-
tiations,” the very negotiations 
Obama suggested this Septem-
ber that he could bring about, by 
dropping one of the most divi-
sive issues altogether? I guess 
that makes sense. Let’s not talk 
about the mire that is Gaza, let’s 
not talk about the encroaching 
settlements, let’s not talk about 
the general lack of diplomacy…
and what do we have left to 
talk about? Peace, I guess. As 
for Netanyahu and Abbas, it is 
clear that though they met face-
to-face, they don’t meet eye-
to-eye. The Israelis blame the 
Palestinians for delaying prog-
ress by refusing peace talks, 
but Israel’s settlement expan-
sion is the main roadblock. If 
American support were condi-
tional on a complete settlement 
freeze, maybe that would help. 
If American support were actu-
ally support, and not Obama’s 
surrender, maybe that would 
help too. The Palestinians have 
bent low enough to Israel’s will, 
conceding to relinquish 78% of 
mandatory Palestine to Israel 
through the 1993 Oslo Accords 
and getting that last 22%, the 
godforsaken Gaza and West 
Bank. Meanwhile, America 
gives Israel $3 billion a year in 
economic and military aid like 
imploring bribe money (“Please 
listen to our advice!”) So far, it 
seems Israel hasn’t.  

by Sarah Madges
STAFF NICK HORNBY 
ENTHUSIAST

Israelis and Palestinians Still Can’t Seem to Just Get Along, Obama Not Helping
MEANINGLESS PEACE TALKS DO NOTHING

On Tuesday, October 6th, 
former Rwandan Armed Forc-
es (RAF) captain Idelphonse 
Nizeyimana was arrested in 
Kampala, Uganda, allegedly at-
tempting to travel to Kenya with 
false documents.  Nizeyimana, 
dubbed “the butcher of Butare” 
for his atrocities perpetrated 
in the city of the same name, 
served as a captain in the noto-
rious French-trained, Hutu-led 
Rwandan Armed forces until 
1994, and continued to be active 
in the Congo-based Democratic 
Forces for the Liberation of 
Rwanda (FDLR) until his recent 
capture.

Hailing from Rwanda’s 
Gisenyi prefecture, Nizey-
imana, an ethnic Hutu, began 
his military career in the mid-
1980’s.  During his stint as cap-
tain in the RAF, Nizeyimana is 

alleged to have been respon-
sible for the ordering and car-
rying out of the kidnapping and 
execution of Rosalie Gicanda 
in April of 1994.  Gicanda, 
an ethnic Tutsi, served as 
queen of Rwanda until the 
death of her husband King 
Mutara III in 1959.  Though 
the death of her husband 
saw her stripped of her po-
litical power, she nonethe-
less remained as a symbolic 
and revered fi gure among 
Rwanda’s Tutsi popula-
tion.  On April 20th, 1994, 
Gicanda, along with several 
others, was taken from her 
home by a small detach-
ment of RAF Hutu soldiers 
acting under the orders of 
Nizeyimana.  They were 
taken behind the Rwandan 
national museum in Butare 
and executed, with a young 
girl being spared to relay the 

events to the local population.
Immediately after Rwanda’s 

political turmoil settled slightly, 
Nizeyimana fl ed to the eastern 
portion of the Democratic Re-

public of the Congo.  There, he 
became active in the FDLR, and 
allegedly took part in numerous 
acts of terror and brutality in 
the region, including a series of 

attacks in 2004 that forces 
nearly 25,000 Congolese 
from their homes.  

In November of 2000, 
six years after his fl ight 
from Rwanda, the Inter-
national Criminal Tribune 
for Rwanda, an interna-
tional court established by 
the UN Security Council 
in 1994, formally indicted 
Nizeyimana on charges of 
acts of genocide and crimes 
against humanity, and until 
relatively recently the Unit-
ed States offered a US$5 
million reward for his ar-
rest.  After the arrest, the 
Rwandan police agency re-
sponsible for Nizeyimana’s 
capture has reportedly in-

quired as to whether or not this 
offer still stands, and has polite-
ly requested the US to consider 
presenting the agency with the 
reward.

Nizeyimana’s arrest is being 
hailed by many Rwandans as an 
important step towards justice in 
the horrifi c saga of the Rwandan 
genocide, and is being called a 
step towards closure for many 
others.  Though he revealed 
little in the way of details of the 
arrest, Rwandan police spokes-
man Eric Kayiranga affi rmed 
that Nizeyimana was still active 
in military pursuits and posed a 
major threat to regional peace.  
His apprehension is expected 
to deliver a devastating blow to 
renegade military groups (the 
FDLR in particular) operat-
ing in and around the Eastern 
Congo area, and to yield infor-
mation that may lead to future 
captures.

by Sean Kelly 
STAFF JUSTICE  

Former Rwandan War Criminal Captured After Several Years Spent As A Fugitive

“Butcher of Butare” Apprehended 
In Ugandan Capital

Just don’t 
go here. 
Really, we 
promise.

File photo of 
Nizeyimana. 
No, he didn’t 
go to your high 
school.


