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By Nathan Gelb Dyler

It started last May.  Two members 
of the Army Reserve sued the De-

partment of Defense for maintaining 
“invidious discriminatory treatment in 
a work environment that institution-
alizes unequal treatment…notwith-
standing their individual abilities.”  
These soldiers included a sergeant ma-
jor who had served in the military for 
twenty years and a colonel who had 
served in the military for twenty-eight 
years. These soldiers were barred from 
more prestigious and higher paying 
combat positions in the military, sim-
ply because they were women.
      In November of 2012, pressure on 
the Defense Department increased as 
four more women sued. These wom-
en, two of whom had earned purple 
hearts, knew the terror and danger of 
combat firsthand, just like men.  But 
unlike men, these women were not 
recognized for their service, neither 
in leadership opportunities nor in pay 
equity.
       Finally, on January 23rd, Defense 
Secretary Leon Panetta announced 
that the military would no longer 
bar women from combat positions, 

instantaneously giving women access 
to 238,000 jobs, and ending what was 
possibly the last bastion of legally in-
stitutionalized gender discrimination 
in America.  
      The change is not so much of an 
upheaval as it is an acknowledgment 
of the role that women already ful-
fill—for instance, Illinois Congress-
woman Tammy Duckworth, who lost 
her legs while serving in Iraq.  As 
Senator John McCain said, “The fact 
is that American women are already 
serving in harm’s way today all over 
the world and in every branch of our 
armed forces. Many have made the 
ultimate sacrifice, and our nation owes 
them a deep debt of gratitude.”
      The decision to lift the ban occurred 
after the recommendation from a letter 
to Defense Secretary Leon Panetta 
from chairman of the Joint Chiefs 
of Staff, General Martin Dempsey.  
However, as when the military ended 
discrimination of LGBT soldiers, 
some military and government offi-
cials objected. Staff Sergeant Alex 
Reyes told the New York Times that 
“Some women may be able to do it 
but the majority of women cannot 
carry 125 pounds of gear for five to 

ten kilometers and then aid a wounded 
Marine while under fire.”  But women 
who wish to be eligible for combat po-
sitions will have to undergo the same 
testing as their male counterparts.  The 
women who cannot pass these tests 
will not join combat positions.  Indeed, 
that women are statistically physically 
weaker than males is no reason for 
discrimination.
     Others say that integrating women 
will damage unit cohesion—that men 
will treat women differently than the 
way they treat men—and that women 
are somehow less mentally fit than 
men.  Sergeant Reyes commented 
that “I’ve never seen a woman get 
killed or wounded…It’s one thing 
to see a man injured or killed but a 
woman, now that’s a different story.”  
More bluntly, Marine Lance Cpl. John 
Chun said “I…feel like they won’t be 
able to handle the infantry mentally.”  
This category of objection, that men 
and women cannot treat each other as 
equals, is fundamentally sexist. While 
it is certainly possible that Sergeant 
Reyes, and possibly other soldiers, 
may be disposed to think of women as 
damsels in distress in need of eternal 
masculine protection, the military’s 

mission is not to conform to people’s 
biases. Indeed, the military’s mission 
often involves quite the opposite: 
training people to think in a different 
way than they’re accustomed to, as 
in 1948, when African Americans 
were integrated into the military by 
executive order by President Truman.  
Thinking of their colleagues as equals, 
irrespective of gender, can only help 
soldiers and the military.
     Yet another objection comes from 
those who say that having women in 
combat is undesirable for sexual rea-
sons.  Retired general Jerry Boykin, 
through a blog on CNN, wrote that 
the existence of women in combat 
“combines life-threatening danger 
with underlying sexual tensions.”  
This line of argument is frightening 
because it ignores a problem in our 
military which is very real-sexual 
assault and rape. 
     According to Time Magazine, close 
to a third of women in the military 
have experienced sexual assault.  

Continued on Page 4
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EDITORIAL
OBAMA - PART II

 GUNS, GAYS, & GREEN CARDS

Republicans could not have been 
pleased.  President Obama’s 

second inaugural address this past 
January was something of a direct 
ode to liberalism as well as to the 
grandeur and power of the Amer-
ican government.  To liberals and 
Democrats who believed President 
Obama did not push hard enough 
for a progressive agenda during his 
first time, this inaugural address 
proved that his second term might be 
filled with excitement and hope.  To 
conservatives and Republicans, this 
speech served as an indicative alarm 
of possible changes to come in the 
social and political direction of the 
country.  
       Conservative pundits, like Karl 
Rove, were quick to attack President 
Obama’s second inaugural speech: “I 
was surprised by the priorities.  The 
President said, for example, at the 
close, the priorities of our generation 
are…equal pay, gay marriage, voting 
protections, immigration reform, 
gun control.  You know, I’m not sure 
those are the highest priorities facing 
America today.  I was also surprised 
by what he said was not going to 
be a priority…no mention at all of 
deficits and spending.”  
       Although Rove is correct in 
mentioning the President’s lack of 
“deficits and spending” talk within 
his speech, it must be recognized 
that an inaugural speech’s purpose 
is not to lay out his specific policies 
or spending plans – those plans are 
reserved for his State of the Union 
and later budget proposals.  Rather, 
an inaugural speech is meant to lay 
out a vision for his upcoming term in 
office, and President Obama’s vision 
is clearly one in which progressive 
themes and a powerful government 
rule.  
       In that case, Karl Rove, along 
with many other conservatives, is 
wrong in envisioning a future in 
which topics like “equal pay, gay 
marriage, voting protections, immi-
gration reform, and gun control” do 
not exist at the forefront of poli-
cy debates.  These issues remain 

lightning rods of controversy, and 
are increasingly becoming winning 
points of debate for Democrats. 
      Every single one of these topics 
encompass a different constituency 
that helped President Obama win 
a second term in 2012 and as the 
Economist states in its February 1st 
issue, “Mr. Obama used the inau-
guration to thank and reassure the 
loose coalition that returned him to 
power in November…those women 
seeking equal pay, the gays seeking 
equal rights, the minorities angry 
about legal hurdles that seemingly 
exclude them from voting, and the 
immigrants wanting new lives in 
America.”
      Essentially, President Obama’s 
progressive vision of the future is 
one that resonates well with the ma-
jority of Americans.  As the Econo-
mist goes on to states, “In part, Mr. 
Obama was warning Republicans 
that he will use public opinion 
against them.”  Public opinion in 
regards to marriage equality, voting 
protections, immigration reform and 
gun control all point to success for 
Democrats, and President Obama is 
not afraid to flaunt this strength to 
his Republican adversaries.
       In regards to marriage equality, 
a recent December 2012 Gallup poll 
revealed that 53% of Americans fa-
vored legalizing same-sex marriage.  
The shift in attitudes toward same-
sex marriage is most stark when 
looking at specific age segments 
– nearly 70% of those between the 
ages of 18 and 34-support same-sex 
marriage, as opposed to only 39% of 
those over the age of 55.  
     When Gallup asked about immi-
gration in 2012, 66% of Americans 
believed that “immigration is a good 
thing for this country today,” the 
highest since 2006.  Furthermore, 
when asked what the main focus of 
the U.S. government in dealing with 
illegal immigration should be, 55% 
of respondents wanted Washington 
to develop a plan to deal with immi-
grants who are currently in the U.S. 
illegally, rather than halting the flow 

of illegal immigrants altogether.  In 
essence, the American people would 
like to see a U.S. government that 
proposes rational, pragmatic solu-
tions to immigration rather than the 
extremist “find and deport” views 
carried by many Republicans. 
      Even on the issue of guns, wide-
ly regarded as a Republican-winning 
issue, Republicans are losing trac-
tion.  Following the Newtown trag-
edies this past December, the NRA’s 
subsequent media blitz proved to 
do more harm than good to their 
brand on a national scale, revealing 
themselves as delusional and largely 
out-of-sync with public opinion.  A 
2012 Gallup Poll indicated that 58% 
of Americans feel “the laws cover-
ing the sale of firearms should be 
made more strict,” up from around 
44% just one year before in 2011.  
Interestingly, even a majority of 
NRA members support sensible gen 
legislation, such as heightened back-
ground checks before gun purchases.  
      Karl Rove, along with other 
conservatives, is wrong in believing 
that issues like same-sex marriage 
and immigration reforms should take 
a backseat to the economy; instead, 
they should be deemed as equals 
on the policy front alongside gov-
ernment spending and the national 
deficit.  Furthermore, conservative 
stances on these social issues are 
becoming aligning less with popular 
opinion.  
      Therefore, as unsatisfying as 
President Obama’s second inaugural 
speech might have been to Repub-
licans and conservatives, it could 
serve as a wake-up call to the rapidly 
factionalizing party that public opin-
ion on these issues is against them.  
If necessary, President Obama will 
use this public opinion against them 
– and it’s possible that he will do it 
without the attempts at bipartisan-
ship evident in his first term.  

CP

Hydraulic Fracturing: Underneath the Surface
ON ENERGY James Miner

For generations, the breathtaking 
natural beauty surrounding our 

ivy-covered institution has continued 
to astonish and amaze new Cornel-
lians. Words scribbled on a wall of a 
rundown building off of NYS Route 
13, however, may shed light on a sour 
plant growing in this Eden:  “That 
hydrofrack,” it says “won’t taste so 
good in your beer, milk, and soup.”  
This crucially important issue causes 
division throughout Ithaca. 
      Hydraulic fracturing, better known 
as fracking, is a technique employed to 
extract crude oil or natural gas from a 
reservoir beneath shale. The Bureau of 
Land Management (BLM) describes 
the process as extraction firms blast-
ing a blend of water, chemicals, and 
other material “into a formation with 
sufficient pressure to cause the forma-
tion to crack, allowing the resource to 
flow to the wellbore.”  This blend both 
serves to lubricate the fractures and 
open avenues for the pursued resource 
to enter the firm’s well.
     Many support hydrofracking be-
cause they believe it will improve the 
economy by increasing domestic pro-
duction of oil and natural gas. In fact, 
the International Energy Agency’s 
2012 World Energy Outlook hopes the 
United States “becomes a net exporter 
of natural gas by 2020 and is almost 
self-sufficient in energy, in net terms, 
by 2035.” The last time US energy 
independence was seriously suggest-
ed was Richard Nixon’s reaction to 
OPEC’s oil embargo of 1973. In addi-
tion to energy self-sufficiency, propo-
nents cite job creation and economic 
activity as reasons to jump aboard the 

fracking wagon.  Many now herald the 
Fracking Boom.
       Despite the potential econom-
ic benefits, hydrofracking has not 
achieved unanimous support. Protests 
concerning environmental and health 
costs associated with fracking have 
impeded its success. A 2012 report 
by the BLM outlines many concerns 
regarding hydrofracking and indicates 
that on Federal and Indian Lands 
“current regulations do not require 
the disclosure of the chemicals used in 
fracturing fluids.” The nondisclosure 
of chemicals has become a focal point 
of the current debate over regulations.
President Obama’s administration 
originally proposed protocols requir-
ing chemical ingredient disclosure 
thirty days prior to drilling. In re-
sponse to energy industry lobbying 
and disgruntled state officials, revi-
sions made this past May resulted in 
disclosure becoming requisite only af-
ter completion of drilling. In January, 
further opposition caused the Interior 
Department to announce the immi-
nent cancelation of new amendments 
regarding regulations of hydraulic 
fracturing practices on public lands. 
While no details were disclosed, the 
New York Times reported that an 
“Interior Department official said it 
would require disclosure of chemicals 
used in the process, control of methane 
emissions, and careful management of 
drilling water.”
        Addressing methane emissions 
and the management of drilling water 
could prove essential in this debate. 
The graffiti prominently displayed 
along NYS 13 speaks directly to the 

concerns over the management of 
drilling water. In an interview with 
the Progressive, Cornell alum Brian 
Carroll ’12 shares his opinion of 
hydraulic fracturing and the manage-
ment of drilling water. Currently a 
process control engineer for a major 
American petrochemical company, 
Carroll praised the ability of fracking 
to provide access to large amounts of 
valuable resources but conceded the 
necessity for regulations and meth-
ods that mitigate the environmental 
impact. Carroll explains “when you 
drill, your goal with the cement job 
is zonal isolation. You want to access 
molecules in the shale layer without 
contaminating the layers above it, 
especially the water table. If you go 
too fast, an improper cement job will 
result with gas in the water. Unfortu-
nately, not every company will do it 
the responsible way sans regulation.” 
Carroll confirms his support for hy-
drofracking in the presence of proper 
regulations. Many remain skeptical, 
nonetheless, of efforts to protect water 
sources by highlighting large por-
tions of non-recoverable water from 
fracking and instances of inadequate 
isolation of the water table.
       Methane gas—a greenhouse gas 
which can be released into the atmo-
sphere as a byproduct of the hydraulic 
fracturing process—is another major 
concern of lawmakers and environ-
mentalists alike. Cornell’s very own 
Professor Robert Howarth argues 
that “when methane emissions are 
included, the greenhouse gas footprint 
of natural gas is larger than that of 
other fossil fuels, particularly when 
methane and carbon dioxide are com-
pared over the decadal time scale.” 

In essence, although many argue that 
industrial processes powered by natu-
ral gas are cleaner than those powered 
by fossil fuels, the cost that methane 
emissions incur outweighs the bene-
fits of using natural gases harvested 
from shale. Howarth’s findings refute 
claims by some, such as President 
Clinton’s former chief of staff John 
Podesta, that natural gas should serve 
as a “bridge fuel” until efficient, re-
newable, and low-carbon energies can 
be better developed. From these find-
ings, Howarth extrapolates that shale 
gas will “aggravate global warming 
over [the] next many decades” as a 
perceived cleaner alternative.
        A less common, yet still docu-
mented, side effect of hydraulic frac-
turing can occur when this process 
triggers seismic activity. On April 
1, 2011, Cuadrilla Resources Ltd. 
of Great Britain reported an initial 
instance of an earthquake resulting 
from hydrofracking. This tremor 
measured 2.3 on the Richter Scale. 
Partnering with Keele University 
and the British Geological Survey, 
they monitored seismic activity sur-
rounding their future endeavors. The 
study resulted in another tremor, this 
time measuring 1.5 on the Richter 
Scale. While their study did link the 
seismic activity with Cuadrilla’s en-
terprises, it is generally agreed that 
such insignificant earthquakes are 
hardly noticeable, let alone damaging. 
A Richter Scale measure of 4-4.9 is 
considered light; comparatively, the 
tremors resulting as a byproduct of 
fracking are deemed to be very minor. 
   

Continued on page 5
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From Wellesley ‘69 to the World
Reem Khondakar ON HILLARY CLINTON

Continued From Page 1

Many women do not report for fear of 
retaliation from their attackers, or even 
from their commanders.  Allowing 
women to serve in combat will help 
considerably because it will put wom-
en on the same footing as men.  Wom-
en will now be treated as equals. As 
Chairman of the Joints Chief of Staff 
Martin Dempsey said, “It’s (the reason 
for sexual assault) because we’ve had 
separate classes of military personnel.  
The more we can treat people equally, 
the more likely they are to treat each 
other equally”
     In fact, many members of the mili-
tary believe that women will be better 
able to gain information in cultures 
where native women feel less comfort-
able speaking with men. “Having them 
in squads may help because they will 

constantly be learning about women 
that men can’t speak to,” said Marine 
Lance Cpl. Kord Stovall to the New 
York Times. “The women the F.E.T.’s 
would speak to may have insight on 
IED’s or enemy locations or other 
information that may be helpful that 
the male population is afraid to bring 
to our attention.”
      The beginning of this article 
claimed “It started last May,” but that’s 
not exactly true.  We all know that it 
started much earlier.  The fight for 
women’s equality has been going on 
for centuries, and while there is still 
a long way to go,  vigilance is still 
required from all members of society.  
But only if all of our institutions finally 
engage in equal treatment, can we say, 
at long last, that we are “with liberty 
and justice for all.” 

[Don’t!] Give Us Your Tired, Hungry, Poor
On Immigration Jihoon Lim

With 11 million undocumented 
immigrants, green card back-

logs, and separated families plaguing 
American borders, both Democrats 
and Republicans agree that the immi-
gration system needs to be fixed.  Pres-
ident Obama has pressured Congress 
to pass a comprehensive immigration 
reform, but Congress cannot seem to 
agree on the level of comprehensive-
ness.   
     Roughly 71% of the Hispanic 
population voted for Mr. Obama in 
the November 2012 election, and the 
Republicans acknowledged the impor-
tance of minority voters in electoral 
politics as well.  Although both parties 
wish to give legal residency status 
for the illegal immigrants because 
permanent residents are liable to pay 
taxes to the federal government, the 
Republican Party refuses to provide 
an earned path to citizenship because 
they know that permanent residents 
are not allowed to vote.
     While Democrats and many His-
panic and Latin American groups are 
pushing for an earned path to citizen-
ship, the Republicans’ obstructionist 
stance on this issue reveals their inse-
curity. Afraid that the overwhelming 
majority of the new citizens will vote 
for the Democratic Party, the Repub-
licans refuse to acknowledge the six 
years they previously had as majority 
in both houses of Congress, during 
which time they could have found a 
policy solution for the issue.
     The GOP also argues that illegal 
immigrants should be given a legal 
status only after the clearing out of the 
entire current backlog, which could 
take years before a new policy could 
take effect.  What the Republicans also 
do not acknowledge is that a large por-
tion of the 11 million undocumented 
immigrants came with their parents. At 
that time of entry into the U. S, they 
did not have a choice.
     Although Congress had an oppor-
tunity to tackle this issue in 2007,  the 
proposal never became a law.  The fail-
ure of the Bush administration to im-
plement a reform resulted in a whop-

ping 67% of the Hispanic population 
voting for then-candidate Obama in 
2008.  One of the most important 
lessons from the 2008 presidential 
election was the importance of the 
minority voters in electoral politics.
     But the problem of the immigra-
tion system goes beyond partisan 
politics.  President Obama has noted 
that the immigrants helped the U. S. 
to be successful, and that the current 
system has driven away many talented 
individuals from all over the world.  
The Department of State limits the 
number of Employment Based (EB) 
green cards given out to 140,000 per 
year.  The quota has caused tremen-
dous backlogs, taking between one 
and twelve years to become a lawful 
permanent resident.

     President Obama has called for a 
‘21st Century Immigration System,’ 
which allows individuals with ad-
vanced degree in science, technology, 
engineering, and math (STEM) fields 
to have a faster access to the green 
card.  Under the current system, 
because of quota and a tough labor 
certification process, many scientists 

and engineers have to wait for years 
to have their labor certification and 
petition (I-140) approved and another 
few years to adjust their status (I-485). 
During the waiting process, a foreign 
worker is bound to one employer, and 
as a result, he or she often decides to 
leave the U. S. and work for different 
firms.
     The reform proposal for skilled 
workers seems to show more hope be-
cause both parties have reached a con-
sensus in which they acknowledge the 
importance of scientists and engineers 
in driving the American economy.  The 
backlogs for the EB categories can 
clear out more quickly, and the foreign 
nationals of exceptional ability will be 
able to give American companies a 
competitive edge in the global market.

CP

CP

CP

Wow, what an exciting special 
guest,” remarked comedi-

an Amy Poehler at the 2013 Golden 
Globes, as President Bill Clinton left 
the stage, “That was Hillary Clin-
ton’s husband.” As a revered Saturday 
Night Live comedian who so epito-
mized the Clinton campaign in 2008, 
Poehler’s humor rings undeniably 
true to a country gazing at the former 
Secretary of State’s legacy that some 
argue, trumps her husband’s. 
Born in 1947 in Chicago to Hugh 
and Dorothy Rodham, Hillary Diane 
Rodham grew up in a politically con-
servative family. Indeed, she would 
even volunteer in the campaign for 
Republican nominee Barry Goldwa-
ter in 1964. So to say that Wellesley 
College “transformed” 18-year-old 
Hillary into a liberally minded Dem-
ocrat is an understatement. As a New 
York Times 2007 editorial notes, Hil-
lary graduated “as an anti-war Demo-
crat whose public rebuke of a Repub-
lican senator in a graduation speech 
won her notice in Life magazine as 

Photo Courtesy of secretaryclinton.wordpress.org

a voice for her generation.” Though 
perhaps not widely read, that Life 
magazine excerpt, entitled “The Class 
of 69,” markedly notes the distinction 
between Clinton’s advocacy and cam-
paigning versus the “confrontation-
al” appeal of other the graduates. As 
a later Life article reflected, “as early 
as 1969, Hillary was showing signs of 
that phenomenal ability to modulate 
her message — without diluting or 
compromising it — that helps explain 
so much of her success in public life.” 
Only an open-mind, one that could 
truly listen and fairly judge both sides 
of a story, could hope to shift her po-
litical views. Indeed, these signs of 
careful and even-handed diplomacy 
would be a hallmark of her career.
She attended Yale Law School, where 
in 1971 she had her first date with Bill 
Clinton. They married in 1975, built 
a life in Arkansas where Bill Clinton 
became Governor, and the rest is 
history. Some could quantify Hillary 
Clinton’s breakthrough as a female in 
politics by pointing to her becoming 

the first woman elected to the Senate 
in 2000. But the truth is, Hillary was 
changing views on women far before 
2000. 
In a 1992 New York Times Political 
Memo, Robin Turner wrote, “Her 
defense of her legal career last spring 
-- an angry “I suppose I could have 
stayed home and baked cookies” -- 
made even some Democrats wince. 
At least 20 articles in major publica-
tions this year involved some com-
parison between Mrs. Clinton and a 
grim role model for political wives: 
Lady Macbeth.” The 1992 article 
also pointed out Hillary’s lower poll 
ratings in comparison to First Lady 
Barbara Bush, which, seeing now 
that only a few days ago Clinton was 
named “America’s favorite poll,” real-
ly puts Hillary’s rise into perspective. 
Much has changed. Of all the titles, 
solicited or not, that Clinton has re-
ceived over her public service career 
spanning more than three decades, 
the words “First Lady” are probably 
the last ones to describe her life in 

politics. 
After being confirmed as President 
Obama’s Secretary of State in 2009, 
the past few years have only seemed 
to further the limitless possibilities 
of her career. Despite early insistence 
that she will not run for president in 
2016, reports to the contrary have be-
gun to surface this past month, leav-
ing the American public to wonder if 
Clinton’s departure from the national 
stage may be short lived. 
Despite her recent insistence to take 
the blame for the Libyan attack on the 
Benghazi compound that led to Am-
bassador Christopher Steven’s death, 
Hilary leads behind a legacy that is 
largely positive. In her last interview 
as Secretary of State, she noted, ““You 
have to have a thick skin because [pol-
itics] is just going to be a contact sport 
as far as we can look into the future.” 
While no legacy is perfect, she leaves 
behind an enviable political career. 
As Gail Collins writes, “Women of 
Clinton’s generation have a special 
bond with her because she encapsu-
lates their story. She spoke for their 
rebel youth at her Wellesley gradua-
tion, demanding “a more immediate, 
ecstatic, and penetrating mode of liv-
ing” than the older generation ever 
knew.” The “immediate, ecstatic, and 
penetrating” way of life is just how 
Clinton seems to have forged her suc-
cess. 
She has traveled nearly a million 
miles, visited parts of the world no 
Secretary of State has before, and 
while she speaks no foreign languag-
es, her words have made un-quantifi-
able impacts on global policy. Clinton 
reflected on her travels to more than 
one hundred countries, calling the 
necessity of interacting with others 
on the grounds of “shoe-leather di-
plomacy.” All we can say for now is 
that hers will be large shoes to fill.

     In addition to the EB categories, for-
eign nationals can receive permanent 
residency through family sponsorship.  
Countless families have been sepa-
rated for years because of the broken 
immigration system.  According to the 
February 2013 Visa Bulletin from the 
Department of State, depending on the 
preference category and nationality, 
the priority dates for the family-based 
green card ranges from June 1, 1989 

to October 22, 2010.  There have also 
been cases in which foreign nationals 
die while waiting for their green card.
     Same-sex couples have also been 
victims of the seemingly endless 
waiting process because they have 
not been afforded equal treatment by 
the U.S. Government when filing for 
a green card; their petitions were often 
subject to denial.  President Obama 
announced his plans for the equal 
treatment of the same-sex couples in 
the immigration process, but the GOP 
will most likely invoke religion as an 
excuse to argue that such measures 
constitute an obstruction of religious 
principles.  
     The American political and demo-
graphic landscapes are changing. The 
more radical and anti-progress GOP 

Continued from page 3
   
 The debate about hydrofracking has 
become one of David and Goliath; 
the vast wealth of the oil and natural 
gas industry and their national cam-
paigns dwarf the simpler, homespun 
campaigns of environmentalists and 
concerned citizens.  At first glance, 
this appears to be a conflict of prior-
ities: health and the environment or 
the economy. 
       But perhaps the two can be rec-
onciled. The BLM reported that the 
proposed regulations are not econom-
ically significant; more simply, regu-
lation is possible without significantly 
hindering economic development. 
Whether or not such regulations will 
effectively curb environmental deg-
radation is yet to be seen. In order to 
truly achieve such results, regulations 

must address water table contamina-
tion, methane emissions, the current 
nondisclosure of chemicals within 
fracking solutions, and the recover-
ability of water post-fracking. While 
these measures would ensure a more 
eco-friendly approach to fracking, 
they also further develop and encour-
age the use of hydrocarbon in the face 
of the scientific consensus that carbon 
emissions are accelerating climate 
change and increasing severe weather 
patterns. Until firms and lawmakers 
adequately incorporate environmen-
tal externalities into their analysis, 
decisions regarding energy policy 
will continue to be characteristically 
myopic. 
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candidates become on this issue, in 
particular, the more likely electoral 
victory will come for the Democrats 
in the near future.  Indeed, for a party 
that seems to continuously adamantly 
oppose the legalization of immigrants, 
they seem to forget that their ancestors 
were once immigrants too. Only as 
America’s demographic continues 
to change, will Republicans see the 
necessity of changing too. 
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A New Look At Family Planning 
Matthew Lynch THE SEX SPREAD

Despite our long strides in the 
preemptive arts, the male contra-

ceptive standard remains vigilant on 
an ‘external’ motif, i.e. condoms and 
vasectomies.  Since most men deem 
condoms “fiddly” and vasectomies 
“drastic,” unsurprisingly the burden 
falls on the women. 
     Recently, however, 30-year work by 
maverick Indian scientist Sujoy Guha 
has revolutionized family planning 
and shifted the paradigm of birth pre-
vention from endocrinal salvation to 
molecular maintenance.  Sujoy’s work 
has fertilized new trains of thought, 
and an orgy of experimentation.  His 

work is worthy of a ‘Good News’ 
remark from Professor Farnsworth. 
     One project, RISUG (Reversible 
Inhibition of Sperm Under Gudiance) 
was covered by Bill Giffords in a April 
26, 2011, issue of Wired.  In it, inter-
viewee Devendra Deshpande recalls 
the short operation in Delhi where the 
hospital’s chief vasectomy surgeon 
Hem Das “gathered a fold of skin, 
made a puncture, and reached into the 
scrotum with a fine pair of forceps.”  
The professional reached the vas def-
erens and “took another syringe” to 
delicately slide “the needle lengthwise 
into the vas” to inject a “clear, viscous 
liquid.”  This substance is a nontoxic 
polymer that coats the inner lining 
of the vas, chemically incapacitating 
the sperm, “rendering them unable to 
fertilize an egg.”  

     Another procedure was covered in 
a August 16, 2012, article in Science 
Daily and The Economist.  Lead author 
of the study James Bradner of the Da-
na-Farber Cancer Institute, discovered 
that a previously labeled anti carcino-
gen JQ1 also targeted a “testis-specific 
protein called BRDT,” resulting in the 
host producing fewer and deformed 
sperm.  Unlike the invasive procedure 
of Mr. Das, Bradner’s team has manu-
factured a pill.  Mice are the pioneers 
for this new pill, and fortunately the 
studies are in preemptive favor.  
     The best part about these proce-

dures is that both are reversible, a 
reality previously deemed ‘witchcraft’ 
in the contraceptive arts.  For Guha, 
he demonstrated in 1979 that “the 
substance could be flushed out with a 
simple injection of DMSO,” reinstat-
ing fertility to previous levels.  
    Dr. Matzuk at Baylor College of 
Medicine in Houston, Texas, has also 
been working with the JQ1 compound 
and found that mice, “[o]nce taken off 
the drug,” reverted “to normal sperm 
counts, suffered no permanent damage 
to their respective organs, and sired 
typical numbers of healthy offspring.”   
In addition, there have not been any 
recorded instances of consquences 
associated with hormonal treatment 
such as roid rage.
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 THE SEX SPREAD Matthew Lynch

The Tyranny of Old ideas... About Sex
New Male Birth Control: A 

‘Vas Deferent’ Paradigm

A Medieval Punishment 
for a Medieval Crime

In 2010, South African Dr. Sonnet 
Ehlers introduced a device that 

takes a bite out of crime, and allows 
authorities to really sink their teeth 
into the pecker of criminals.  Remi-
niscent of the movie Teeth, where the 
protagonist is cursed with a condition 
that places a new spin on grinding the 
meat, Ehlers revealed her Rape-aXe 
to combat the rape plague in South 
Africa.  
   Ethlers describes her device in a 
June 21, 2010, CNN interview with 
Faith Karimi as one with “[j]agged 
rows of teeth-like hooks” that line the 
inside and “attach on a man’s penis.” 
Only a doctor can remove this vaginal 
bastille, and Ethlers hopes the removal 

procedure will be performed with 
authorities on standby to make the 
arrest and deter future rapists scared 
of a close shave.  The pain is immense, 
Ethlers describes, “[i]t hurts, he cannot 
pee and walk when it’s on,” however it 
does not break the skin or allow fluid 
exchange.  
     Ethlers did her homework with en-
gineers, gynecologists, psychologists 
and convicted rapists to ensure the 
mechanism was safe and it would have 
a significant deterrent factor.  Ethlers 
would like to see her invention used by 
women to wear “on some kind of blind 
date…or to an area she’s not comfort-

able with.”  In a way, she is counting 
on Pascal’s wager to ensure women’s 
safety: a 50% change of having Persy 
Weasley Crucoi’d is 50% too high.  
    Her critics, including vocal opponent 
Victoria Kajja, a fellow for the Centers 
for Disease Control and Prevention 
focused in Uganda, decry the condom 
as a form of enslavement because 
it subjects women to both “a false 
sense of security” and “psychological 
trauma.”  It is a monument to their 
weakness, and it does not “help with 
the psychological problems” caused 
by assaults.  
    Today, South America has one of the 
highest rape rates in the world, with a 
2009 report by the nation’s Medical 

Research Council finding 28% of 
men surveyed admitted to raping a 
female.  Even worse, according to 
Human Rights Watch, these females 
“are denied justice” because of the 
desensitization in the regional culture.   
While critics denounce Ethler for de-
veloping a “medieval device to fight 
rape,” Ethlers stonewalls the opposi-
tion claiming the punishment fits the 
crime.  She believes something has to 
be done to combat this epidemic, and 
the Rape-aXe is a step in the right 
direction. 
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The nation was dumbfounded 
last year before the Presiden-

tial race when Representative Todd 
Akin (R-MI) espoused his belief of 
the women’s capacity “to shut [her 
reproductive organs] down” in cases 
of “legitimate rape.”  As enlightened 
thinkers today, we know this is more 
at odds with modern science than 
creationism, however (either by co-
incidence or on purpose) align with 
medieval thought.  
     According to medieval historian 
Thomas Laqueur, two schools of 

thought dominated medieval sexuality 
studies.  One was predicated on Hip-
pocrates, and the other stemmed from 
Aristotle, but both basically dictated 
that during sex each partner donates 
something (seeds in the Hippocratic 
model, matter/form in the Aristote-
lian).  Conception, however, could 
only happen if sexual intercourse 
resulted in a female orgasm.  Hilde-
gard of Bingen, leader of a German 
Rhineland convent in the 12th century, 
expands on the probably more popular 
Aristotelian model in describing “[w]
hen a women is making love with a 
man, a sense of heat in her brain, with 
brings with it sexual delight” sum-
mons “forth the emission of the man’s 
seed.”  When the hybrid seed falls, 
“that vehement heat” travels from the 
brain to the that seed “and holds it” 
as “all the parts that are ready to open 

up during the time of menstruation 
now close.”   This model was highly 
prevalent in the middle ages, even dic-
tating 13th century law that presumed 
pregnant rape victims to not have been 
‘raped,’ because no orgasm occurred.  
     This line of thinking continued 
into the 18th century where historian 
and author Sharon Block wrote about 
conception as requiring “a women’s 
orgasm” and therefore pregnancy via 
rape could not stand in court.   English 
physician Samuel Farr in his book 
“Elements of Medical Jurispendence,” 

(1785) held if “rape were to be perpe-
trated,” on a women “it is not likely 
that she would become pregnant.  
     Luckily, by the 19th century, this 
opinion was deemed obsolste.  An 
1820 Arkansas judge saw the idea 
explored above as “quite exploded.”  
Modern science, as we all know, has 
proved that raped women can conceive 
and have no control over ovulation, 
fertilization, or implantation of a fertil-
ized egg.   Representative Todd Akin, 
and his cohorts, could be replaced with 
medieval cleric or Victorian scientists, 
and nothing would change.  However, 
it is always nice to have living fossils 
that connect us to antiquity.  Books and 
movies can sometimes get very boring. 
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Todd Akin’s Sexist Ideas
 Are True ... for 1492

 Neither Abstinence Nor 
Excess Makes Man Happy
At the end of last year, more specif-

ically the beginning of October, 
the Department of Heath and Human 
Services disclosed a $5 million federal 
grant bill for abstinence-only educa-
tion.   Though Obama announced his 
departure from Bush’s archaic doc-
trine, his administration conceived a 
new community abstinence-funding 
program to be included in the 2012 
budget to appease congressional 
social conservatives.  This new and 
misguided continence crusade will be 
as effective as Pope Urban II’s, Bishop 
Eugene III’s, and the other depressing 
eight.  
     For the Grand Ol’ Party, “absti-
nence from sexual activity is the only 
protection that is 100 percent effective 
against out-of-wedlock pregnancies 
and sexually-transmitted diseases,” in-
cluding HIV/AIDS, Gonorrhea, Warts; 
you get the picture.  The Republican 
Party drools over how “effective” and 
“science-based” and empowering to 
young teens these programs can be, 
but the party might be more successful 
in championing the accuracy of spon-
taneous generation or scientology.  
     What really “grinds my gears” 
about these programs is that they 
provide “mentoring, counseling and 
adult supervision to promote absti-
nence from sexual activity,” these 
programs wildly neglect “to impart 
accurate information.”   For God’s 
Sake, on August 22nd the American 
Civil Liberties Union sued the Fresno 
County school district in California for 
indoctrinating its students to believe 
“HIV can be spread through kissing” 
and the correct way to ward off sexual 
diseases is “by going out in groups 
with friends, getting plenty of rest, and 
practice abstinence.”  
     Clovis School District Kelly Avants, 
according to ThinkProgress, defends 
the program, championing that it 
“fully complies with state education 
laws” and provides “the only 100% 
surefire way to prevent pregnancy.”  
However, while pregnancy might not 
have gone up, ironically, the California 
State Department of Health disclosed 
a study reporting a jump in Syphilis 
cases “by 18% from 2010 to 2011,” 
according to the New York Times.  
This same report also shows a “5% 
rise in chlamydia cases and a 1.5% 
increase in gonorrhea cases.”  I am 
sure these kids are having a lot of fun 
‘going out in groups of friends’ and a 
surely ‘getting plenty of sleep.’  
     These not-so-alarming results are 
not cloistered in California.  According 
to ThinkProgress, “a full 60 percent 
of young adults underestimate birth 
control’s effectiveness and are more 
likely to skip it because they don’t 
believe it will make a difference.” 
This gap in necessary knowledge may 

explain why pregnancy rates in states 
that do not require sex education such 
as Mississippi or New Mexico have 
higher birth rates than states requiring 
comprehensive sex education such as 
New Hampshire.  If we do not teach 
kids what this is, I do not see how we 
can prevent it.  
      The silver bullet in the abstinence 
logic is to analyze religious commu-
nities, where abstinence programs 
monopolize sex education.  A 2009 
study by the National Campaign to 
Prevent Teen and Unplanned Pregnan-
cy revealed “80 percent of unmarried 
evangelical young adults (18 to 29) 
admitting to premarital sex.”   Health 
experts fear that the cannons of ab-
stinence are harmful to children and 
result in negative consequences “by 
not providing adequate information for 
those teens who do become sexually 
active.” 
     The appropriations for abstinence 
programs was a backhanded move 
by Senator Orrin Hatch (R-UT), who 
twisted the Senate’s version of the 
health care reform bill to “restore 
a lapsed program,” which Obama 
trashed in 2010, “that provides fund-
ing for abstinence programs” in the 
2012 budget.  To pass the health care 
reform bill, Obama had to cut losses 
and accept the parasite to ultimately 
serve the American public.  In budget 
negotiations for the 2012 fiscal year, 
Congress “included a Competitive 
Abstinence Education Grant Program” 
that directs “federal funding for ab-
stinence curricula over the next two 
years.”  
     In 2014, the abstinence budget 
will end and the discussions will arise 
again.  Hopefully, Obama will be able 
to ward off the oncoming Crusaders, 
but the Democratic minority in the 
House gives a wary glance into the 
future.   Sex is a natural and necessary 
part of the human experience, and it 
is a grave injustice to rob innocent 
children of the proper knowledge of 
how to handle it.  Abstinence is not 
a new concept; the ecclesiastical cult 
has been brainwashing its servants on 
chastity since the Gregorian reforms 
at the turn of the first millenium.  The 
amount of pregnancies and sexually 
transmitted diseases have not subsid-
ed, which begs the question, if insanity 
is doing the same thing continuously in 
hopes of better results, are abstinence 
programs insane? 
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 “Actually Tiger and the President 
both have something in common. 

Both got in trouble because of 
their stimulus package.” –Jay Leno

“This is crazy. The justice 
department is saying that 

President Obama can order 
drone strikes on Ameri-

can citizens, that he can do 
that. In a related story, this 

is the last Obama joke I’m 
ever doing on this show.”  

–Conan O’Brien

“Since the brutal presidential elec-
tion, there’s been a lot of soul 

searching going on at Fox News. I 
am confident that they eventually 

will find one.” –Stephen Colbert

“You can tell how important a pres-
ident was based on his monument. 
Lincoln was important because his 
monument shows him sitting in a 
chair looking serious. And George 
Washington got an even better one 

— a monument shaped like a giant 
middle finger pointed at England.” 

––Craig Ferguson 

“Monopoly is getting a big makeover. 
They want to make the Monopoly 

game more modern and bring it up 
to date to reflect our current culture. 

Like, in the new version of Monop-
oly, the banker never goes to jail.” 

–Jay Leno 

“It’s being reported that the next 
Pope could be a cardinal from Bos-

ton. That means the Vatican may 
soon endorse birth control but only 

for Yankee fans.” –Conan O’Brien


