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By Nathan Gelb Dyler

The 2012 elections have come and 
gone and in the months since politics 
as usual have resumed.  The Demo-
crats and Republicans are still as di-
vided as ever, unable to even prevent a 
universally damaging sequester.  Lob-
byists have lost none of their power, 
with groups such as the National Rifle 
Association effectively preventing 
Congress from passing any sort of gun 
control legislation.  The nation seems 
to be in a state of stagnation, with little 
changing, and little likely to change 
in the future.
 But change is occurring – 
slowly and subtly, but surely.  The 
2012 elections were sobering for the 
GOP.  Mitt Romney was soundly 
defeated and Democrats gained two 
seats in the senate.  After the election, 
Republican Senator John Cornyn from 
Texas stated, “we have a period of 
reflection and recalibration ahead for 
the Republican Party.”  What have 
Republicans concluded from their 
reflections?  
 Much of the blame for the 
GOP’s decline, according to both 
Democrats and Republicans, rests 
upon the Tea Party movement, whose 
obstructionism and oftentimes-blatant 
intolerance of women, minorities, and 
the poor, has alienated voters.  Com-

ments like those of congressman like 
Todd Akin who contended that “le-
gitimate rape” does not lead to preg-
nancy cause women to feel attacked, 
consequently vote for more tolerant 
liberal candidates.  It comes as an em-
barrassment to the Republican Party 
when John Boehner cannot deliver 
on the few agreements he makes with 
Barack Obama, solely on the basis 
that Tea Party congressmen refuse to 
cooperate with even their own party.
 Republicans seem content 
with this analysis, and are scapegoat-
ing the tea party for all of their woes.  
During the election, Karl Rove’s 
“non-profit” American Crossroads 
spent 390 million dollars in a failed 
attempt to defeat Democrats.  Now 
that this money has shown itself to 
be an enormous waste, Karl Rove has 
formed another group, Conservative 
Victory Fund, dedicated to defeating 
undesirable tea party candidates in the 
GOP primaries.  Matt Kibbe, President 
of the conservative group Freedom-
Works, said that Rove’s new group 
was “a little bit like gang warfare.”  
While its motives are understandable, 
this new anti-tea party dark money 
movement is unlikely to result in in-
creased success within the Republican 
Party.  As the 2012 elections showed, 
long and bitter primary squabbles 
only weaken the chances of ultimate 

success.
 Another major problem with 
scapegoating the Tea Party for the 
Republican’s decline is that the Tea 
Party, while often more radical, is 
becoming less and less distinguishable 
from the “mainstream” Republican 
establishment.  When the Tea Party 
emerged after the 2008 elections, its 
call for “small government” and “fis-
cal conservatism” was truly distinctive 
within the Republican Party.  From 
Ronald Reagan to George W. Bush 
the Republican Party led the country 
to larger and larger governments with 
higher and higher deficits.  Once a 
Democratic president emerged in the 
form of Barack Obama, the Republi-
can Party, led by the Tea Party move-
ment, conveniently changed its tune, 
and began condemning “wasteful” 
spending.  The Tea Party line has now 
become the Republican Party line, on 
government spending, as well as on 
issues like abortion, gun control, and 
immigration reform.
 In the last elections Democrats 
won 75% of the Hispanic vote, 73% of 
the Asian American vote, and 56% of 
the women’s vote.  The statistics show 
what is by now clear to all, that the Re-
publican Party has become the party 
of old white men.   Examples of bias 
and intolerance abound.  Following 
the tragic bombing in Boston, Repub-

lican senator Chuck Grassley said that 
“[g]iven the events of this week, it’s 
important to understand the gaps and 
loopholes” in the immigration system.  
Senator Grassley made this xenopho-
bic, anti-immigrant statement despite 
the fact that the suspected bomber 
was a legal immigrant and a full US 
citizen.  Earlier in this article, Todd 
Akin’s “legitimate rape” comment 
was mentioned.  While this remark is 
more egregious than what most aver-
age Republican would say or believe, 
their sentiment is the same.  Repub-
licans continue to oppose abortion 
and women’s health and very nearly 
blocked the passage of the Violence 
Against Women Act.  If Republicans 
truly want to win future elections they 
will need to distance themselves from 
this intolerant rhetoric and openly wel-
come all Americans of every gender, 
race, and religion.
 Perhaps the GOP’s decay 
should not come as such a surprise.  
After all, the very word conservative 
implies a clinging to the past, a nostal-
gic resistance to change.  Republicans 
remember a time when white men 
could solely determine an election and 
wish that that time had never passed.

Continued on page 3
   

GOP Autopsy: Trouble in the Family 
Courtesy of Foxnews.com
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EDITORIAL

It is quixotic to say that liberal 
arts education is under attack, so you 
can tell Mr. Don to stop fighting the 
fire-breathing windmill.  This paper is 
not saying this model faces hurdles, 
especially during tight economic 
taimes, but it is not dangling off the 
crevice like the villain in a stereotyp-
ical bond film.   In fact, according to 
the Humanities Resource Center on-
line, the mount of liberal arts degrees 
distributed from 1987 to 2010 has 
stayed relatively constant in a 10-15% 
area.    Going back farther than the 
invention of the first 3-D video game, 
the ideas of liberal arts education was 
foundational to the Uomo Universale 
(The Renaisance Man), and the opti-
mum cult of intellectuals for Thomas 
Jefferson as individuals “whom nature 
has endowed with genius and virtue.”  
Even Abraham Lincoln, in his 1862 
Morril Act, established “a system of 
public schools,” specifically referring 
to those of “the liberal and practical 
education” persuasion.  Clearly, the 
model is engrained in the milieu of our 
society and the ones of duels.  

The crack in the liberal arts insignia 
is its failure to provide college grad-
uates with future jobs.  Proponents of 
more vocational, technical training, 
such as Jennifer Severini, owner of 
NEPA Career Counseling Associa-
tions, believes a “basic liberal arts 
degree doesn’t get you far these days,” 
claiming from her astute observations 
with students “stuck in fast-food plac-
es because they can’t get a job in their 
field.”  This gloomy phenomenon, 
according to CRDaily, is because 
the economy demands “people with 
serious knowledge” instead of a more 
general knowledge associated with the 
liberal arts education.  Students may 
choose engineering of business instead 
of history or philosophy because these 
are more likely to win jobs ans sala-
ries that justify the cost of a four-year 
education.  “It doesn’t take a genius,” 
Oregon State University President Ed 
Ray laments, “to realize that the next 
step is, which major pays the most.”  
According to a 2009 study from pay-
scale.com, Mr. Ray’s grim prediction 

is true.  Comparing mid-salaries for 
electrical engineering majors clearly 
dominate mid-year salaries for dra-
ma majors: $102,000 for the former 
against $56,000 for the latter.  Efforts 
are futile, it appears, to major in some-
thing that does not provide as many 
opportunities as the latter.   Passion 
and interest must be sacrificed for ap-
plicability and pragmatism to receive 
a positive return on your degree.  

On April 24, 2013, Lauren Avery 
published an article for the Cornell 
Daily Sun on the very subject of stig-
matized liberal arts majors.  She quotes 
an Association of American Colleges 
and Universities survey questioning 
318 US employers last January and 
finding 74% of the asked recommend, 
“students obtain a 21st-century liberal 
arts education ‘in order to prepare 
for long-term professional success in 
today’s global economy.’”  This paper 
is extremely happy of this defense of 
a consecrated instructive paradigm.   
Director of Cooperative Education 
and Career Services Mark S. Savage 
champion its well roundedness, and 
the importance of its enforcement of 
‘soft skills’ in the work pace is highly 
eluded.  

We feel this article very important 
for those considering such a cherished 
educational path, however it is too 
myopic in scope.  Its focus is on re-
cruitment and one’s early professional 
life.   While this is important, this falls 
into the same swamp as the vocation-
alists who argue against ‘liberal arts 
education’ by quantifying its benefits.  
“Do you want to use your tax money 
to educate people,” Florida Governor 
Rick Scott sermonizes to a 2011 Tal-
lahasse crowd, “who can’t get jobs in 
anthropology?”  A support of a liberal 
arts education should not simply focus 
on job success, because a liberal arts 
education serves a grander purpose 
than the garrisoning of a corner office.  

According to Wesleyan University 
President Michael Roth’s December 1 
2008 Huffington Post article, ‘liberal 
learning’ introduces students to books 
and music, science and philosophy, 
that form disciplined yet creative hab-

its of mind that are not reducible to the 
material circumstances to one’s life.  
Echoing this description, the AAC&U 
describes the instructive model as an 
“approach to learning” that empowers, 
enlightens, and inspires.   It arms its 
pupils with a broad knowledge of the 
world and nurtures a “sense of social 
responsibility” and practical skills 
(communication, analytical thinking, 
and problems-solving).  

The values taught in a liberal arts 
education are not meant to stop at the 
W-4 form.  The skills and lessons have 
longevity, and serve to arm one for 
life.  In the working world, it sharpens 
what are called “soft skills,” referring 
to effective communication, analyt-
ical thinking, and an adaptability to 
change. “The ability to comprehend, 
communicate, and conquer problems 
is the name of the game,” urges au-
thor JP Hensen of The Bliss List: The 
Ultimate Guide to Living the Dream 
at Work and Beyond, “and is implied 
with a liberal arts degree.”  These ‘soft 
skills’ can also be deemed necessary 
skills for graduates to survive in the 
working world.  “If you can’t write 
as a college graduate,” president and 
CEO of the Harlem Education Activ-
ities Fund (HEAF) Danielle Moss Lee 
says, “it limits you in terms of your 
opportunities.”  

In addition to systemic change a 
liberal arts major can be flexible for 
career changes.  “I keep reading sta-
tistics about how many times today’s 
graduates will change careers during 
their lifetime,” writes Paul D’Anieri, 
College of Liberal Sciences Univer-
sity of Florida, “A liberal arts degree 
is the ideal preparation for that kind 
of world.”  A background in liberal 
arts exposes a student to a myriad of 
avenues, never shutting a door or path.  
One could find a job in education, pub-
lic policy, law, intelligence, or busi-
ness.  In fact, according to D’Anieri, 
“many business leaders have liberal 
arts degrees” because of a need in 
business for innovative, creative, and 
risk-taking minds. 

Continued on Page 5
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S.E.Cupp: Beyond the Left vs. Right Dichotomy
  ON S.E. Cupp ‘00 Jonathan Yuan      

Photo Courtesy of thesecupp.com

On April 8th, the Cornell Repub-
licans sponsored a discussion with 
Cornell alumnus and current co-host 
of MSNBC’s “The Cycle,” S.E. Cupp 
(’00) to discuss media bias and the 
current landscape of American polit-
ical media. 
     The sole conservative voice on a 
panel of four on “The Cycle,” Cupp’s 
opinion is not only largely overshad-
owed, but demolished by the other 
three liberal co-hosts, Toure´, Krys-
tal Ball, and Ari Melber. However, a 
closer analysis of her positions reveals 
a rather interesting political compass 
– an atheistic and matrimonial egal-
itarian conservative. Consequently, 
Cupp provides a valuable case study 
for progressives.  She exemplifies a 
younger, more diacritic, generation 
of conservatives, whose ideology is 
much more nuanced than her elders in 
the Party.  Furthermore, she’s unafraid 
of pointing out, with surprising frank-

ness, many of the current problems 
prevalent in her Party.  
     Cupp began her talk by entreat-
ing students in the audience to voice 
their interpretations of “media bias.” 
One person responded, “conservative 
voices are consistently shunned in the 
media.”  Cupp was clearly unsatisfied 
with this typical conservative response 
and refuted, “But we have Fox News 
– 25 years ago, conservatives didn’t 
have a voice in the media.  They want-
ed to add a voice and fill that hole in 
the marketplace.  They got Fox News 
together, they got talk radio going.  
Conservatives now really dominate 
the media landscape.”  
     For Cupp, media bias is more com-
plex than the left-versus-right model, 
a refreshing deviation from the typical 
complaints of conservatives.  As she 
stated herself, “It’s really easy for con-
servatives to cry media bias.  It’s more 
of an excuse and a crutch.”  Instead, 
she believed focus should be given 

on less mentioned biases reflected in 
the media, such as class, geographic, 
religious and gender biases.  
     The heart of her talk, however, 
rested during the question-and-answer 
session, where she fully engaged with 
her nuanced political views and the 
problems she saw within the current 
GOP.  Shifting gears away from media 
biases, an audience member asked 
how the GOP should adjust its politi-
cal calculus to woo young American 
voters.  For a voting bloc that support-
ed President Obama over Governor 
Romney by more than 24 percentage 
points, Cupp acknowledged the GOP’s 
grave problem.
     “To be quite blunt, Marco Rubio 
coming out to say he likes Tupac is not 
going to attract Millennials,” Cupp re-
marked.  Alternatively, conservatives 
need to promote their “war cry” of 
being “sick and tired of waiting for 
the government to come and solve 
problems.”  
     Cupp emphasized pragmatism rath-
er than mainstream conservative ideo-
logical purity, a remarkable deviation 
from the typical conservative talking 
heads.  . She brought up the general 
trend that young people, including 
herself, are “increasingly deciding 
not to buy homes, not to buy cars, and 
to get married later.”  Consequently, 
those renting homes or not being mar-
ried are being taxed at a much higher 
rate.  This is where, she stressed, 
conservatives need better messaging 
in reaching young voters.  “We need 
to emphasize that as conservatives, we 
want to lower your taxes.  We want to 
make renting and getting married later 
a good thing.”
     Later on, another audience member 
asked Cupp for their analysis on the 
general state of the Republican Party, 
to which she summarized what all lib-
erals already knew – that things were 

quite simply looking bad.  She empha-
sized that Republicans had essentially 
miscalculated the American public’s 
desires by eschewing reality and fact. 
“We thought that all we had to do,” she 
argued, “ was say how terrible Pres-
ident Obama was and that was going 
to be enough.  What that ignored, was 
polling.  Most of the country liked 
President Obama and we didn’t offer 
a lot of strong alternatives.”  
     She went on to emphasize that the 
GOP undoubtedly needs to broaden 
its base of support.  Tying the conver-
sation back to media bias, she stated, 
“The problem isn’t that there is no Fox 
News.  The problem is that there aren’t 
enough Fox News waters to win elec-
tions anymore.”  To broaden its sup-
port, Cupp argued that the GOP needs 
to end the political in-fighting within 
her party between the moderates like 
Governor Chris Christie and the Tea 
Parties like Michele Bachmann, and 
instead celebrate and elevate candi-
dates who are the most articulate and 
disciplined.  Bluntly summarizing her 
entire opinion in regards to the 2012 
Presidential election, Cupp stated, 
“We were kind of assholes.  We talked 
about the types of voters we wanted to 
get in really terrible terms.”  
     Cupp’s blunt nature, whether di-
agnosing the GOP’s current problems 
or briefly discussing media bias was 
refreshing.  She established herself as 
a conservative who did not resort to 
dichotomy.  
     Closing her speech, she remarked, 
“I don’t need consensus of conser-
vatives on all issues…I need more 
tolerance within the Party.”  If ideo-
logical purity continues to overshadow 
political tolerance within the GOP, the 
Republican Party will only further 
diminish into oblivion.  
 

Continued from Page 1

     They fear this new future, which 
has now become the present, where 
disruptive new forces demand a 
voice, demand change and repre-
sentatives advocating for their best 
interests.  The name of this newspa-
per, The Progressive, represents the 
opposite of that conservative vision.  
We represent progress, change, hope 
for a better life for all.  It seems that 
the future is ours, as the peoples and 
demographics of America drift inevi-
tably in our direction.
     There is, however, one question 
that remains: what do we want this 
future to look like?  The answer com-
ing from Washington is far from the 

utopic vision that us liberals might 
hope for.  In February, Mother Jones 
magazine published an article titled 
“Obama’s Immigration Plan Is Far 
Harsher Than Reagan’s.”  It detailed 
that Ronald Reagan’s immigration 
plan provided temporary legal sta-
tus in 18 months and full citizenship 
in 6.5 years.  Obama’s plan provides 
temporary legal status waits for eight 
years before providing temporary le-
gal status and a full thirteen years be-
fore granting citizenship.  Is this the 
future we want to create?  
     In his State of the Union Address, 
President Obama gave a rousing cry 
for climate justice.  But he neglected 
to put any weight behind this rhet-
oric, as the EPA missed the April 13 

deadline to institute new rules on 
greenhouse gas emissions in existing 
power plants.  Is this the future we 
want to create?  
     Throughout his administration, 
Obama has waged a war of drones, 
which often kill innocent civilians.  
Is this the future we want to create?  CP

CP

NOT ANOTHER SUPPORT FOR 
LIBERAL ARTS EDUCATION

I think not.  Just as the Republican 
Party has drifted right, so too has the 
Democratic Party.  We deserve better.  
But change will not come unless we 
demand it, not just from Republicans, 
but from Democrats as well.  The fu-
ture is ours.  It is time for us to march 
forth and take it.

Photo Courtesy of truthdig.com
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Educational Inequality Plagues US System
Reem Khondakar On Higher Education

Online Activism and the Fight for Equality
On Human Rights Campaign Aaron Bhole

As the Supreme Court heard the 
oral arguments of the much publicized 
same-sex marriage cases, another 
controversial topic was stirring the 
social media waters. The Human 
Rights Campaign, an LGBTQ advo-
cacy group, had launched a movement 
centered on the now iconic pink equal 
sign.
     According to Facebook’s Data Sci-
ence, over 2.7 million users changed 
their profile pictures the day the move-
ment was launched. This number of 
profile changes was 120 percent higher 
than the number of changes on a typi-
cal day. If this increase is due to people 
changing their profile pictures to the 
equal sign, what were they trying to 
accomplish with the new picture? 
     Many news agencies have coined 
the use of social media to promote a 
political or social agenda as “slack-
tivism”. This word suggests that 
online movements have no practical 
real world application. However, I 
believe differently. Despite the limited 
influence of the Human Rights Cam-
paign on the court room decisions, the 
campaign has had a significant impact 
upon the lives of individuals. In addi-
tion, the campaign makes supporting 
LGBT rights acceptable, thus further-
ing the future of LGBT activism.
     As a straight ally, I have personal-
ly seen the effect that the equal sign 
movement has had upon close friends. 
My gay friends were animated by the 
active endorsement they received 
because of the campaign, thanking 
many for supporting their rights. And 
non-homosexual friends opened up 
and became more willing to discuss 
their opinions on gay marriage and the 
recent court cases. The broad support 
of an online community promoted an 
atmosphere of acceptance and showed 
those who face daily discrimination 
based upon their sexual orientation 
that people care. Imagine the surprise 
of a closeted homosexual in conserva-
tive South Georgia when he opened his 
Facebook page on March 27th and saw 

people he thought would never accept 
his homosexuality with equal signs 
for profile pictures. That same person 
felt confident enough to confide his 
thoughts about his sexual orientation 
with somebody who had an equal sign 
as a profile picture, like me.
     Politicians and news agencies 
were surprised by how quickly the 
equal sign movement spread across 
cyber space. The detachment of so-
cial media from reality may make it 
easier for people to decide to support 
the human rights campaign. After all 
you are “friends” with people you 
actually hate in real life, so does liking 
an equal sign not have a similar weak 
connotation? The equal sign may only 
be a small first step towards showing 
broader support for LGBT issues, but 
at least it is a step forward. The power 
of  open support should not be under-
estimated as it can make a politician 
think twice and a LGBT member feel 
welcomed. 
     Despite a larger more open support 
group for LGBT issues, there was 
still opposition to the Human Rights 
Campaign. Ever since humanity has 
existed, homosexuality has existed, 

and homophobia has existed as well. 
People began posting counter photos 
like the cross greater than an equal 
sign photo. This opposition photo 
confuses me, since a tenant of Chris-
tianity and all religions is acceptance 
and kindness. The hate and spite that 
voiced the minority outcry was obvi-
ous and shameful, and the opposition 
may have worked against itself. The 
vast majority of anti Human Rights 
Campaign posts I have seen have a 
large backlash of comments from peo-
ple I would never have expected to see 
supporting marriage equality.  
     The variety of pro and anti equal 
sign pictures surprised me. Maybe a 
reason for the spread of the movement 
is the greater acceptance of personal-
ized equal signs. It may be much eas-
ier for a male college student to post 
an equal sign made out of solo cups 
than an equal sign made out of a heart. 
Regardless of which equal sign was 
used, every equal sign promotes an 
environment of action and acceptance.
     The demographics of the move-
ment may indicate where the support 
of marriage equality lies in the over-
all population. According to Face- CP

CP

More than 30 of the 45 high-
est-ranking college institutions 

in the world are in the United States. 
We consistently rank highest for the 
best research and the most cited fac-
ulty, attracting international students 
to some of the world’s most reputa-
ble universities. Indeed, the entire 
infrastructure of higher education 
is invaluable to America. So isn’t it 
ironic that in 2012, student loans ex-
ceeded $1 trillion, totaling more than 
consumer credit card debt, and that 
the graduation rates for low-income 
minority groups are lower than ever? 
With tuition costs increasing faster 
than inflation, the world’s leader of 
the upper echelon of higher education 
quality is headed for a severe down-
ward spiral. 
 Perhaps it is not so surprising 
that the highest-ranking college in-
stitutions are the ones most equipped 
to deal with the growing problem of 
funding, but the fact that the majority 
of colleges and universities—partic-
ularly public ones—cannot take as 
many financial aid students hints at a 
serious class divide in America.  
 “Private, elite universities 
have been using their discount rate to 
promote distribution, to help expand 
opportunities for lower-middle income 
students,” said Cornell Government 
Professor Suzanne Mettler, “but for all 
the other ones it is going to be harder 
and harder going forward to accom-
modate people from lower income 
backgrounds.” 
 When asked what she thought 
was the largest problem facing higher 
education in America, Mettler replied, 
“I think it’s exacerbating the class 
divide.” Indeed, the gap between the 
richest and poorest of America widens 
as higher education costs rise. Sigal 
Alon, professor of sociology and 
anthropology at Tel Aviv University, 
also noted the class divide due to dis-
crepancies in the opportunities present 
to applicants: “One of the mechanisms 
[of this disparity] is the corporation 

Photo Courtesy of nola.com

-- private tutors and private classes 
to improve test scores. Which is an 
option if you have money, but not an 
option if you don’t.”
 According to a recent Pew 
Research study, 89% of Americans 
believe we are in a higher education 
crisis. For instance, problems with 
state budgets loom over public insti-
tutions. As health care costs increase, 
consuming more of the state budgets, 
the state cannot allocate as much to 
education. In fact, at the end of the 
day, education—especially higher 
education—loses. 
 “It really is this young versus 
the old, to some degree,” stated Bill 
Gates in a 2011 TED talk on State 
Budgets and US Schools. Referring to 
the University of California Schools, 
Gates noted how larger class sizes, 
fewer teachers, and rising tuition were 
hampering what the schools used to 
be: “The great University of Califor-
nia university system, the great things 
that have gone on, won’t happen. So 
far it’s meant layoffs, increased class 
sizes. Within the education communi-
ty there’s this discussion of ‘should it 
just be the young teachers who get laid 
off, or the less good teachers who get 
laid off?’ And there’s a discussion of 
if you’re going to increase class sizes, 
where do you get that? […] In fact, no, 
education spending should not be cut.” 
 Strained by healthcare costs, 
rising incarceration rates, and wide-
spread deficits, states have fewer in-
centives to invest in higher education, 
which is considered discretionary 
policy. “Back in the 80s the federal 
government started to do less in terms 
of federal student aid, but for a while 
the states were making up the differ-
ence,” said Mettler. Now, she said, 
“higher education gets the short end 
of the stick.”
      After the GI Bill of 1944, which 
gave U.S veterans benefits that includ-
ed educational tuition, higher educa-
tion in America increased dramatical-
ly. A post 9/11 GI Bill also provided 

financial support for higher education 
tuition. In 2009, President Obama and 
Secretary of Education Arne Duncan 
launched the first “Race To the Top” 
initiative, an educational reform pro-
gram that rewards schools for better 
performance, meeting nationwide 
standards, and promoting charter 
schools. But while largely popular, 
“Race to the Top” has garnered sig-
nificant skepticism. For instance, the 
evidence that charter schools are really 
“better” than public schools is sparse. 
Others maintain it is simply too early 
to see the full effects of the program. 
In his 2014 budget proposal, Obama 
vowed to make education a priority, 
focusing on STEM education and a 
$1 billion investment into “Race to the 
Top.” The focus on higher education, 
however, is unclear. 
     “There have been better efforts 
over the past few years about federal 
level,” said Mettler, “but at the state 
level it’s gotten so much worse—it’s 
not making enough of a difference.”
 The basic types of colleges in 
the US include two-year colleges, such 
as most community colleges, four-year 
colleges and universities, and for-prof-
it colleges, which are considered to be 
businesses. 
      The schools that seem to have 

benefited most from federal student 
aid policies have been the for-profit 
schools, the growing sector of higher 
education schools such as ITT and 
University of Phoenix. Under Title IV 
of the Higher Education Act of 1965, 
federal funds include Pell Grants, Ac-
ademic Competitive Grants, Federal 
Direct Loans, and National SMART 
Grants, and more. “They use about 
25% of the aid under Title IV and are 
responsible for half of the default rate 
on student loans,” said Mettler. “Stu-
dents attend these colleges and they 
don’t manage to pay back their loans, 
often ending up worse of than if they 
had never gotten into college.”
       According to a Salon reporter 
Andrew Leonard, “If it weren’t for a 
law passed in 1998 requiring that at 
least 10 percent of a for-profit college’s 
revenues come from sources other than 
federal loans — the so-called 90/10 
rule — the percentage might go all 
the way up to 100.” However, since 
military benefits are not included in 
federal loans under the 90/10 rule, the 
for-profit colleges benefit from mili-
tary students attending their colleges. 
 During the 2008 recession, 
large headlines on magazines ques-
tioned if a college education was even 
worth it anymore. Yet when comparing 
the unemployment rates of groups 
with greater educational backgrounds, 
Mettler commented, “It is still the case 
that the best investment is a college 
graduation- it has a better payment 
than any other kind of investment you 
could make.”
       The effects of educational policy 
do not simply stop at the classroom. As 
Bill Gates noted, the implications of 
educational policy are broad reaching 
and indicate the success of a country’s 
future. Any hope of advancement in 
education depends fundamentally on 
innovation, and ultimately innovation 
cannot be achieved with more educa-
tion cuts. It’s investment in the young 
that pushes a country forward. The 
key to moving forward, however, lies 
in the government’s hands. 
     “A lot of people see the colleges 
as being responsible,” said Mettler, 
“but I see the elephant in the room as 
government and public policy.”

book Data Science, 2.3% of females 
changed their pictures compared to 
2.1% of males. This slight gender 
bias indicates that a social stigma may 
prevent some males from changing 
their profile pictures. Besides gender, 
age seems to be a determinant for the 
equal sign movement. Surprisingly, 
thirty year old Facebook users were 
the highest subset of Facebook users 
to change their profile pictures. This 
statistic suggests that a thirty year old 
person is more likely to openly support 
marriage equality than an older or 
younger person. I am surprised by this 
finding, and can only wonder about the 
cause of the bell shaped distribution 
for profile changing. Perhaps a thirty 
year old faces less pressure from peers 
to oppose to movement. Any explana-
tion for the trend is pure speculation.
    An analysis of location leads to 
a distribution of profile change that 
favors more liberal areas. The South-
ern United States lack support for the 
movement, and this lack demonstrates 
that larger societal forces may be 
counteracting the overall success of 
the Human Rights Campaign. 
     Regardless of opinion and political 
leaning, one must recognize that the 
Human Rights Campaign’s movement 
succeeded beyond expectations. A 
large number of social media users 
supported the movement in the past 
or continue to support the movement 
presently. While the effects may not 
be immediate, the movement indi-
cates a step forward and serves as a 
helping hand to the individuals that 
encounter the cyber support. People 
are more willing to debate the merits 
of the Supreme Court cases, and this 
discourse is healthy for our nation’s 
future decision on same-sex marraige. 
The Human Rights Campaign has 
also demonstrated that it is possible 
to use social media for larger political 
and social purposes. Perhaps the next 
step in LGBT activism will start on 
the internet and then move into the  
world beyond.
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The top graph shows the cyclical nature of profile changes, but the cycle is affected at the dotted 
line which is the launch of the Human Rights Campaign’s equal sign movement. The trend of the 
sign can be seen in the second graph. (Graph from Facebook Data Science)

Photo Courtesy of cops.usdoj.gov

Continued from Page 2

Our benefits come later, and they 
prove to be a great return for the stu-
dents’ 4-year investment. In a report 
by the Social Science Council in 2011, 
students will skills typically taught 
in liberal arts programs tended to 
be more successful after graduation 
than their technical brethren.   “It is 
no surprise,” says _____ in his 1 De-
cember 2008 Huffington Post article, 
“that [liberal arts] graduates can be 
found disproportionately in leadership 
positions in politics, culture and the 
economy.”    Dr. Vedder, regarding 
salaries between technical graduates 
and liberal arts graduates, agrees with 
an eventual equilibrium.  “It turns 
out,” he wrote, “philosophy majors 
mid-career pay is as much as business 

administration majors.” 
Ultimately, this paper stands for the 

legitimacy of the liberal arts major, 
not for the destruction of the technical 
major.  Two misconceptions clog the 
pipeline of this debate, according to 
Dean of the School of Liberal Arts 
at Tulane University Carole Haber.  
The first is “that the ‘worth’ can be 
measured by dollars alone rather than 
through higher level skills gained 
through the degree.”  The second 
misconception is that “the value can 
be measured through the individual’s 
first job, rather than through the life 
course.”  Liberal arts degrees, as one 
can see from my above arguments, 
cannot be reduced to potential salaries 
and the knowledge gained does not 
manifest immediately in the first job.  
Liberal arts degrees are not irrelevant, 

because it teaches countless students 
not only facts but also how to apply 
their hours of studying outside the 
classroom. It is not the quantity of 
information crammed into one’s head, 
but the quality of information taught.  
Not only does liberal arts majors pre-
pare one for a job, it prepares you for 
life outside the cubicle.   One major 
does not work for everyone, so having 
both paths open would be keeping to 
our country’s values of freedom of 
choice and individualism.  There are 
“different strokes for different folks,” 
and any infringement on this takes on 
“the tone of a pedagogue” according 
to Rousseau’s Emile. 

The American liberal arts model 
of education stands on pillars of free-
dom and experimentation to be used 
as tools for students to develop their 

own meaningful way post-graduation.  
We cannot shut down a perfectly le-
gitimate model because “[w]hen we 
censor others,” according to French 
philosophe Jean-Jacques Rousseau in 
his Emile, “we take on the tone of a 
pedagogue.”   Parents and educators 
may joke about liberal arts majors but 
its an infringement on civil liberties 
for the government to herd potential 
innovators and productive risk takers 
into the technical arts.   The ideals of 
a liberal arts degree cocoon passionate 
and diligent students into effective 
and productive workers in the world, 
with a strong sense of community and 
compassion.  When a dissenter asks 
you the point of a liberal arts educa-
tion, point them to this editorial.  This 
is why a liberal education is good. 
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Big Oil Sheds Tears over Tier 3 Standards
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Iron Lady Laid to Rest: A Polarized Legacy
Matthew Lynch On Margaret Thatcher
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April 8, 2013, marked the end 
of an era in Britain.  Margaret 

Thatcher, alias ‘The Iron Lady,’ suf-
fered a fatal stroke at 87.  According 
to Thatcher’s spokesperson Lord Bell, 
her passing was peaceful.  
     On the 17th, the first female Prime 
Minister was carried through the 
streets of London for all to witness 
en route to St. Paul’s Cathedral.     He 
extended condolences to “members 
of her family and those closely asso-
ciated with her,” and joked how it was 
difficult to see the wife, mother, and 
grandmother they knew in a myth-
ological state.  Maturely, amidst the 
political heat that followed the coffin 
like a lurking demon, the Bishop 
stopped the politics at the cathedral’s 
door.  “There is an important place 
for debating policies and legacy,” he 
urged, “but here and today is neither 
the time nor the place.”   The focus 
was on funeral etiquette, and not using 
the pulpit or the coffin to strike up the 
banner of debate. 
A 700-soldier contingent, comprised 
of sailors, soldiers, and air force per-
sonnel, outlined the route taken by 
Thatcher’s coffin from the House of 
Parliament, to the church of St. Clem-
ent Danes for a private prayer, and 
then onto the cathedral.  Around 4,000 
police officers were on duty as well.  
The coffin itself was magnificent.  
Draped in a Union flag and sprinkled 
with white roes, the casket looked 
regal and fit for such an important 
historical figure.  A note from her 
children Mark and Carol rests atop 
the casket reading “Beloved mother, 
always in our hearts.”  The transpor-
tation detail included six black horses 
carrying the coffin on a gun carriage.  
Overall the ceremony was traditional 
and dignified—only in a way the Brit-
ish could do it.  Mourners entered the 
church accompanied by the music of 
British composers including Edward 
Elgar and Ralph Vaughan Williams.  
The service itself featured hymns and 
readings pre-selected by Thatcher.  
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Interestingly, there was a passage of 
T.S. Elliot among the passages chosen, 
as well as a section of Gabriel Faure’s 
“Requiem” and the patriotic hymn “I 
Vow to Thee, My Country.”  The late 
Prime Minister’s 19-year-old-grand-
daughter also braved the stage and 
read a passage from Ephesians: “Stand 
therefore, having your loins girl about 
with truth, and having on the breast-
plate of righteousness.” 

Margaret Thatcher brought mammoth 
change to Britain during her 11-year 
tenure from 1979 to 1990.  She pri-
vatized state industries, a huge par-
adigm-shift from the Labor Party’s 
actions preceding her; she deregulated 
the economy, and caused an upheaval 
still being felt today.  Spectators lining 
the route of the coffin offer a micro-
cosm of that schism.  While some 
“broke into applause as the carriage 
passed,” others “staged silent protests 
by turning their backs on Thatcher’s 
coffin.”  The police chief allowed this 
demonstration.  Another man held up a 
sign that read, “Rest in Shame.”
Thatcher is what we call a neo-liberal 
because of her focus on free markets 
and privatization to save Britain from 
economic collapse.  She tossed the 
‘cradle-to-grave’ system in place since 
after World War II, an action deemed 
political suicide at the time.  In the 
wake of the ‘permissive society’ of 
the 1970s, according to author Susan 
Kent, she was part of the conservative 
backlash defending what is consid-
ered Victorian morality.   During EU 
conversations, she was hesitant on 
including England because while she 
believed in free trade, she believed 
even more in sovereignty, suspicious 
“that this created a pro-Federalist 
position in Europe” notes Cornell 
professor Travers in his British Histo-
ry (1870-Present) fall semester class. 
As alluded to earlier, Thatcher’s reign 
was controversial for the British 
population.  She was a strong-willed 
woman who was not one to rollover 

regarding her decisions.   Her legacy 
lives on through her legislative and 
diplomatic actions, as well as some 
unintended social consequences.  Her 
main focus was on privatization and 
deregulation to help Britain from its 
economic slump.  According to an 
April 14 Guardian article, Thatcher 
lifted exchange controls and “foreign 
capital flooded into Britain.”  The 
Stock Exchange deregulation in 1986 
“was an invitation to the world’s big-
gest beasts to enter the trading floor.”  
The previous oligarchy dominating the 
Square Mile in London was deposed, 
and the city became a more metropol-
itan and global capital. 
This break from the previous ‘consen-
sus’ upset most politicians.  According 
to the same Guardian article, post-Sec-
ond World War British politics cen-
tered on a widely agreed “mixed econ-
omy” strategy, balanced between pub-
lic and private ownership.  “Economic 
policy,” relays the article “was forged 
through achieving ‘tripartite consen-
sus’ between employers, unions, and 
the government.”  Thatcher meant to 
break this model in favor of a design 
less constricting and more inviting for 
foreign investment. Her new paradigm 
was tested again when the European 
Economic Community, the precursor 
to the United Nations, began to move 
beyond a free-trade agreement.   Ada-
mant against anything beyond a single 
market, she was a thorn in the side of 
the process.  According to the Guard-
ian article, she “inspired a generation 
of Euroscepitcs” and changed forever 
the chemistry of the Tory party. 
Mrs. Thatcher is also held responsible 
for the decline of unions and Northern 
Britain under her regime.  The unions 
fought a two-front war in the 1980s: 
one against the Iron Lady, and the 
other against the ruthless economy.   
The miners’ strike of 1984-5 allowed 
Thatcher to destroy the power of the 
NUM (National Union of Minework-
ers), which had humiliated her Tory 
predecessor, and instituted a series of 
legal obstacles to curb its resurrection.  
At this time as well, Northern Britain 
suffered the worst of a deep recession 
with high unemployment in the early 
years.   While this was less Thatcher’s 
fault and more of Westminster’s, the 

Thatcher Administration’s lack of help 
to the Northern regions labels her as 
the cause of the downfall.  Thatcher’s 
government, happy at the destruction 
of a political enemy, did nothing and 
led the economy irrevocably rebal-
ance to the South.  Employed workers 
dropped significantly from 7.1 million 
in 1979 to 4.4 million in 1993, weak-
ening the unions beyond repair.  The 
economy got back on its feet, but the 
North was never the same, and union 
membership in Britain was halved.  
Another controversial part of Thatch-
er’s administration was the Falkland 
War.   Many British citizens believed 
the war to be wrong and simply a 
sign of the old Victorian imperialism.   
Winning the war in 1982, however, 
arguably placed the armed forces back 
on the center stage and redeemed Brit-
ain from its devastating defeat during 
the 1952 Suez Crisis.  The soldiers 
received prestige, which was later 
going to be tested during the Gulf War, 
Kosovo, Afghanistan, and Iraq.  
This gives background to the ani-
mosity manifested on the funeral 
day.  Protests were held in northern 
England mining towns devastated by 
the closure of Britain’s coal pits after 
bitter strikes.   There were multiple 
accounts of speakers playing Ding 
Dong The Witch is Dead.  An effigy 
in the town of Goldthrope of the late 
PM was strung outside the Union Jack 
social club and was burned on a pyre 
along with a replica coffin, adorned 
with “a floral wreath spelling ‘scab,’ 
or strikebreaker,” according to the 17 
April Huffington Post article. 
“She divided the country,” said Liver-
pool taxi driver Glynn Jones, feeling 
his city’s pain after its devastation 
in Thatcher’s time by industrial de-
cline. He had come to smoke a cigar, 
watch the procession go by and “dou-
ble-check that she is dead and it is 
not a con.”  Parallel with animosity 
was apathy.  Somewhat echoing this 
sentiment, former miner Tony Hiles 
said “I’m not a bitter man.  I don’t hate 
people.  But I have no feelings for her.”
Nonetheless, Thatcher’s administra-
tion was not completely smeared by 
controversy.   

Reliance upon gasoline remains 
a reality within the automobile 

industry, but recent efforts by the 
EPA aim to soften its environmental 
impact. No one that properly under-
stands automotive mechanics would 
argue against the fact that gasoline 
and the functionality of most cars 
are interdependent. Similar argu-
ments can be made about the newly 
proposed EPA Tier 3 gasoline regu-
lations and vehicle emissions stan-
dards: implement one without the 
other and you seriously mitigate po-
tential public benefits. Increasing ve-
hicle emissions standards has already 
become a reality during the Obama 
administration, but the Tier 3 gaso-
line regulations seek to improve upon 
Tier 2 standards finalized during the 
Clinton administration in 1999.
     Modeled after regulations imple-
mented by the California Air Re-
sources Board, the EPA’s proposal for 
more stringent emission and gasoline 
standards would cut the composition 
of retail gasoline from 30 ppm sulfur 
today to 10 ppm by 2017.   
     The environmental implications 
are clear: decreased greenhouse gas 
emissions, and reduced smog would 
lead to a diminished contribution to 
climate change. Having ranked 47th 
in gasoline sulfur standards by the 
International Fuel Quality Center in 
2012, the US would finally be on par 
with Japan as well as countries within 
the EU. Altering the elemental break-
down of gasoline would help meet 
stricter vehicle emission standards to 
provide additional public benefits. 
     Unsurprisingly, the recently pro-
posed standards by the EPA have not 
achieved universal support. Tier 3 
standards have attained general sup-
port from the automotive industry, 
but big oil companies are contesting 

the necessity of the EPA’s proposal. 
Their foremost argument present-
ed against Tier 3 suggests that the 
cost of oil refinement would rise and 
shifting costs would lead to a 6-9 
cent per gallon increase at the pump; 
however, MathPro Inc. conducted 
studies regarding Tier 3 gasoline and 
estimated that the added cost at the 
pump would be a minimal 1.4 cents 
per gallon. Considering the project-
ed 2,400 annual deaths and 23,000 
cases of respiratory ailments in chil-
dren that this standard would allevi-
ate, 1.4 cents seems to be a negligible 
cost. Additionally, empirical evidence 
from the implementation of both Tier 
2 standards and California’s Phase 3 
Reformulated Gasoline regulations 
show that gas prices increased by sig-
nificantly less than opponents had 
claimed indicating a history of exag-
geration.
    Although reducing sulfur levels 
slightly increases the cost at the pump, 
high-sulfur gasoline provides hidden 
costs to car owners in addition to the 
health effects listed above. The sul-
furic byproducts of current gasoline 
vastly reduce the effectiveness of the 
exhaust system. This occurs by reduc-
ing the efficiency of the catalytic con-
verter. Reducing the sulfuric compo-
sition of gas would increase catalytic 
conversion efficiency thus decreasing 
tailpipe emissions and increasing lon-
gevity of the exhaust system. Further-
more, an engine consumes more fuel 
to burn off sulfur, which decreases 
overall fuel economy. Simply put, ul-
tra-low sulfur gasoline isn’t just better 
for your health and your planet; it’s 
better for your car and your wallet. 
     Oil companies and their special in-
terest money oppose these common-
sense and practical standards. If the 
US were to initiate Tier 3 and join the 

rest of the developed and semi-devel-
oped world in addressing our most 
pressing environmental concerns, 
American oil companies would lose 
the marginal cost of more specific 
refinement and perhaps experience 
small diminishments in their multi-
billion-dollar quarterly profits. For 
these firms, asthmatic children, de-
ceased Americans, and tarnished 
ecosystems are mere externalities not 
to be considered. 
      If these companies were required 
to recognize public costs in their ac-
counting, then it is highly probable 
that high-sulfur gasoline would be 
universally acknowledged as unprof-
itable. This is not the case, and pre-
dictably, oil companies encourage the 
notion that Tier 3 will be an unbear-
able cost for consumers in order to 
save their own profits. Luke Tonachel, 
senior vehicles analyst at the Natural 
Resources Defense Council, sums up 
the opposition: “Big Oil companies 

want us to believe these benefits aren’t 
worth it. But that’s because they care 
about profits above all else.”
     Tier 3 presents an important op-
portunity to exercise one’s rights. It 
is not a sexy, sensationalized topic, 
but we all have something at stake: 
high-sulfur gasoline and low emis-
sion standards have consequences for 
your health, your car, and your wallet.  
     Most importantly, ignoring the en-
vironmental effects of the decisions 
by large firms creates a darker future 
for everyone. Lobbyists representing 
big oil firms have a powerful voice 
in Washington so legislators must be 
shown that we, their constituents, val-
ue our health and our environment 
more than our checkbooks. I may 
seem a bit fanatical about the sulfur 
content of your gasoline—perhaps I 
am—but if you think so, I challenge 
you this: hold your breath and count 
your money. See how long you last.
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by Erna Woyee

The recent escalating tensions in 
East Asia are a growing concern 

for many Americans, particular-
ly concerning relations with North 
Korea. Moreover, as the discipline 
of study for North Korean policy ex-
pands, everyone seems to have a dif-
ferent opinion regarding whether or 
not it is an actual threat. 
     Nevertheless, as many Americans 
(and Japanese) work themselves into 
frenzy, the nation who should the-
oretically be the most concerned, 
South Korea, seems rather blasé 
about the topic. In fact, many indi-
viduals in South Korea, when asked, 
are unconcerned with the apparent 
increase in North Korean threats and 
erratic behavior. 
     Why would South Korea, the closest 
to the source of national discomfort, 
be so nonchalant? The answer lies in 
North Korea’s foreign policy: brink-
manship. Brinkmanship, especially 
on the international stage, is seeking 
an advantage, usually in negotiation, 

by expressing one’s willingness to test 
boundaries. In terms of North Korea, 
it pushes the proverbial button of vol-
atile situations to gain the upper hand 
in discussions, particularly those per-
taining to foreign aid it receives. 
      “It’s a bluff,” a visiting South Ko-
rean professor replied when asked 
about North Korea’s foreign policy 
during his presentation to a Korean 
history class. “Most South Koreans 
are indifferent because we’ve experi-
enced it for years.” North Korea’s talk 
of war falls into a pattern established 
for at least a decade. Still, to the Japa-
nese who witnessed short-range mis-
siles firing into the Sea of Japan, and 
the United States which North Korea’s 
demands have frequently involve, the 
threat of a North Korean attack is all 
too real. 
      Notwithstanding, the visiting pro-
fessor assured those attending his 
presentation that North Korea was, 
in fact, hardly a military threat. “We 
would crush them,” he said, referring 
to South Korea’s military ability to 
overcome a North Korean invasion. 

“North Korean military technology is 
outdated, and if the U.S. got involved, 
there’d be no hope for them”. His 
statements might seem a bit optimis-
tic, but they have merit.  North Korea 
may have the largest active military 
in the world (about 9.5 million) as of 
2013, but its overall military might 
falls short in comparison to the South 
Korean or the U.S. military. 
      North Korean military technology 
is essentially vintage, dating back to 
the 1950s. South Korea, on the other 
hand, upgraded the majority of its So-
viet era weaponry between 1980 and 
1990. Furthermore, the individual 
power of a single soldier in the South 
Korean military far exceeds that of a 
single soldier in North Korea’s mili-
tary. Taking into consideration that 
every South Korean man serves in the 
military for a minimum of two years, 
South Korea seems more than capa-
ble of handling its northern counter-
part. Factor in U.S. military might, 
and North Korea seems like less of a 
threat.

     In spite of all this, North Korea con-
tinues to pursue its foreign policy of 
brinkmanship, and doing so will most 
likely end very badly. With essentially 
the entire world watching and calling 
its bluff, the future for North Korea 
and the region remains unclear. If 
North Korea’s demands aren’t met, 
the only remaining option would be 
to follow through with its threats, the 
result of which would most likely be 
war. As South Korea’s president Park 
Geun-hye clearly stated, South Korea 
would not tolerate aggressive North 
Korea action against their state un-
der any circumstances. Moreover, if 
South Korea engages in war, the U.S. 
would be close behind it, followed by 
Japan, Russia, and China. 
     As of yet, no one truly knows what 
the outcome of these tensions will be. 
It all depends on just how close to the 
brink North Korea plans to push the 
U.S., and its allies. Hopefully that isn’t 
too far since the odds are definitely 
not in North Korea’s favor.

North Korea: The Limits of Brinksmanship

Photo Courtesy of img.wonkette.com
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Jesus would take issue with Christian fundamentalists and militant evangelicals in the United States. His social teachings were replete with 
the themes of compassion, universal human acceptance and expressions of love for social outcasts. This is a far cry from the message ema-

nating from the fundamentalist camp. The dogma of the Christian Right should strike any biblically literate person as anti-Christian. The stig-
matization and demonization of gays, condoned by the likes of Rev. Pat Robinson and Rick Santorum, stands in sharp contrast to the compas-
sionate and loving tone of their Lord and Savior.  Evidently, they have forgotten the spirit and tenor of his “Good News” (Mark 16:15).*

    The Heretical Confessor   What Would Jesus Say?

Nowhere in the Gospels does Christ condemn gays or any other 
form of sexually unconventional behavior. When He encountered people 
who engaged in controversial activities (be they prostitutes or tax collec-
tors), He welcomed them into His ministry in the spirit of inclusion. He 

“These activities may be consistent with some sort of  Medieval Crusader spirit, but they 

fly directly in the face of  Christ’s revolutionary social teachings”

“Christian Fundamentalists support a party 

which slashes social provision for the vulnerable”

“The Christian Right is anything but 
graceful, merciful and loving”

offered words of kindness to those who were ostracized as alien. He visited their homes to break bread with them, blessing them as kindred spirits 
(Mark 2: 13-17). In fact, He admonished both His disciples and the Pharisees when they questioned His amiability toward those considered so-
cially undesirable: “Judge not, lest ye be judged” (Matthew 7:1-3). To one particular social outcast he extended a hand of grace, and stared down 
a mob which was preparing to slaughter this person: “He lifted up himself, and said unto them, ‘He that is without sin among you, let him first 
cast a stone” (John 8:7). He challenged the crowd to engage in reflection, not condemnation. 

 The “Christian” right is anything but graceful, merciful and loving in its 
social dealings with sexual outcasts - it is instead judgmental and scornful towards 
those it loathes. It seeks to institutionalize social marginalization and interweave 
policies of exclusion into law (see: defense of marriage acts). Like those very people 
Christ criticized, the evangelical right has spewed hateful vitriol toward an already 
victimized community. This has been done in the name of a teacher who would con-
demn them for ignoring His message and abandoning the spirit of inclusion. Christ 
would also take exception to the voting patterns of the Christian Right. Specifically, 
He’d recoil from the general thrust of the GOP platform on economics, especially its 
insistence upon austerity and budget cuts for the poor, while protecting tax cuts for 
the materially privileged.

At great length, Christ issues injunctions to, first and foremost, attend to the 
suffering of the most needy the vulnerable and to attend to the needs of materially 
helpless people. And yet, even after this admonition from their Lord and Savior, 
Christian fundamentalists support a political party which advocates slashing urgently 
needed social provisions for the socially vulnerable. 

Christ would find these priorities of the evangelical movement backward, since this movement spends comparatively little time advocating 
for anti-poverty measures. Besides, Christ’s social justice imperative is blatant, and he has little patience for those who do not prioritize relief 
for the needy. Not once does Christ discourage the use of the state apparatus to meet these social needs. One would think that pious Christians, 
operating in the public sphere in the name of Christ, would advocate for a social agenda consistent with Christ’s priorities. According to Christian 
values, the destitute and emotionally distraught, often chided as lazy and unworthy by fundamentalists, hold a special place in Christ’s heart: 
“Blessed be you who are poor: for yours is the kingdom of God. Blessed are ye that hunger now: for ye shall be filled. Blessed are ye that weep 
now: for ye shall laugh” (Luke 6:20-21). 

What is more, the man was no capitalist. (So he’d take strong excep-
tion to the Prosperity Gospel championed by some Protestant sects). Christ has 
practically nothing complementary to say about the wealthy, those obsessed 
with accumulating financial resources, and those preoccupied with property 
protection. So it follows that he’d have little sympathy for billionaires and mil-
lionaires complaining about taxes levied upon them: “It is easier for a camel 
to go through the eye of a needle than for a rich man to enter the kingdom of 
God” (Mark 10:25 and Matthew 19:24). This statement was made after he told 
a young rich “ruler” to give up everything in his possession and follow him: “go 
and sell all your possessions and give the money to the poor” (Matthew 19:21). 
Additionally, during his famous sermon on the mountain, he chides against those 
who are too obsessed with property ownership and material comfort: “woe unto 
you that are rich! for ye have received your consolation. Woe unto you that are 
full! for ye shall hunger. Woe unto you that laugh now! for ye shall mourn and 
weep” (Luke 6:24). 

Most famously, St. Paul who was the author of the bulk of the New Testament, and the chief missionary of the Early Church in the first 
century, declared that “the love of money is the root of all evil” (1 Timothy 6:10). And yet, a favorite slogan among Christ-professing Tea Par-
ty-types is that “greed is good.” Anyone who takes the gospel seriously should part political company with these people.

Finally, as a pacifist, Christ would be appalled at the ranks of Christian fundamentalists who embrace the cause of gun “rights.” What 
manner of bible-thumper ignores the most revolutionary passages in Christ’s doctrine? Christ warned his followers to not be concerned about 
self-defense. He insisted, famously, that they ought to turn the other cheek in times of such distress: “If anyone slaps you on the right cheek, turn 
to them the other cheek also” (Matthew 5:39). This disallows reprisal and the tit-for-tat attitude exhibited by NRA zealots (and their Christian 
enablers). To those obsessed with stockpiling weapons, he would say: “He who lives by the sword, shall perish by the sword” (Matthew 26:52).

In short, the Christian right has gone out of its way to support positions antithetical to the genuine message of their Lord and Savior.  
Support for warmongering in the Middle East, expressions of chauvinistic nationalism, and defense of militant “gun rights” are incompatible 
with genuine Christianity.  It should not take a theologian to persuade these people that participation in a war against social equality for an 
already victimized community is anti-Christian too. These activities may be consistent with some sort of medieval crusader spirit, but they fly 
directly in the face of Christ’s revolutionary social teachings.  Perhaps Christian fundamentalists of all stripes - especially those obsessed with 
delivering fire-and-brimstone denunciations of their enemies - should harken to this most fundamental of Gospel passages: “Blessed are the 
peacemakers, for they will be called the children of God” (Matthew 5:9). Now that is “Good News” that we should all celebrate!

The Heretical Confessor can be reached at heretical_confessor@ymail.com


