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STEM CELL RESEARCH AND CLONING

Some of the most life changing 
research currently underway is 
that involving stem cells. While 
this field has the potential to 
change the face of medicine, the 
research is embroiled in many 
controversial matters that is 
halting its progress. Education 
and understanding about Stem 
cells is necessary for meaningful 
and useful discussion to take 
place, and for an eventual 
conclusion and decision on 
the ethicality of its continued 
practice and study.

To better understand the 
matter, it is important to 
understand the background. 
There are two different types of 
cells. Cells that are designated for 
a specific purpose, such as a liver 
cell or a heart cell are developed 
to replicate and make the same 
copy of the cell. The second type 
of cell, the stem cell is unique 
in that they have a potential to 
form into all other types of cells. 
These cells are found in the early 
stages of conception where the 
cells have not differentiated into 
their specific organs. The current 
research intends on using 
these cells through laboratory 
manipulation to form into 

needed organs and ultimately, 
into a full human being. 

The benefits of this research 
are exceptionally important. 
Every day people die while 
waiting for organ donors. With 
the ability to clone organs, the 
wait for a donor is effectively 
reduced to zero, as the organ 
is being made from your 
own stem cells. Indeed, this 
would obviously also provide 
a guaranteed match and no 
danger of rejection and no need 
for anti-rejection drugs. 

 However, with 
powerful tools come potential 
consequences and definite 
ethical issues. Generally 
speaking, there are two ethical 
issues at hand; acquiring the 
stem cells and cloning humans. 
The most viable way to acquire 
stem cells is from an embryo 
at an early stage in conception. 
Usually these embryos are from 
excess embryos from an IVF 
procedure. There are a few moral 
issues that must be considered 
with embryos – or pre-embryos. 
First, this touches on the topic of 
abortion. The embryos that are 
used for IVF are fertilized and 
have the potential to grow into 

In December 2013 a few stray cases of the Ebola virus were 
detected in Guinea, a country located on the west coast of 
Africa.  The virus rapidly spread to neighboring countries and 
in just a few months became the most widespread epidemic 
of its kind in history. The areas most heavily afflicted lack the 
funds to obtain such essentials as soap and clean water vital for 
controlling the spread of the disease.  Furthermore, a shortage of 
medical staff in these countries and unhygienic burial procedures 
continue to escalate the issue. With some projections predicting 
over a million cases in the next year, many people around the 
world have begun to seriously and legitimately panic.  

 The Ebola virus is transmitted only through contact with 
body fluids and is not airborne. It is only contagious during the 
time that symptoms are experienced.  Primary symptoms, which 
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A few weeks ago, 
Ben Affleck and Sam 
Harris were guests on 
Bill Maher’s HBO show 
“Real Time.” The three 
got into what some 
have called a fight but 
what should really be 
dubbed a religious 
war.  If you have yet to 
watch that interview 
I urge you to do so, 
in its entirety (many 
Youtubers have merely 
taken snippets of the 
interview and inserted 
their own political 
rhetoric into the 
proceedings). While 
Mr. Maher and Mr. 
Harris accused liberals 
of not standing up to 
Muslim nations that 
commit human rights 
violations, Mr. Affleck 
lambasted them 
repeatedly, accusing 
them of bigotry and 
saying that their views 
were “gross” and 
“racist.” This episode 
has stirred so much 
controversy that 
seemingly everyone 
has a strong opinion, 
be it based in fact, 
idealized in dreams, 
drawn from a favorite 
talking head, or derived 
from an innate belief. 
Though this article may 
receive condemnation 
and even threats of 
violence, it is for 
precisely that reason 
that it must be written. 
If we continue to be 
afraid of criticizing 
what is wrong we have 
no chance of bettering 
it. As Aaron Sorkin 

writes, “The first step 
in solving any problem, 
is recognizing there is 
one.” Islam is the cause 
of too many human 
rights violations and 
has left too much 
violence in its deadly 
wake for us to remain 
silent any longer. We 
must realize this first 
and only then can we 
have hope for reform. 

Bill Maher opened 
the debate with a 
reasonable attack on 
liberals in this country: 
“They must stand up for 
liberal principles. Such 
as freedom of speech, 
freedom to practice 
any religion without 
fear of violence, 
freedom to leave a 
religion, equality for 
women, equality for 
minorities including 
homosexuals; these 
are liberal principle 

that liberals applaud 
for. But when you say 
this is what’s lacking 
in the Muslim world 
[liberals] get upset.” 
Mr. Harris agreed, 
explaining that we 
are afraid to criticize 
any doctrine of 
Islam because it gets 
conflated with bigotry 
towards Muslims in 
general. Mr. Affleck 
proved his point by 
ignoring the remainder 
of the conversation, 
in which Mr. Harris 
clearly elucidates that 
he is not talking about 
all Muslims; nor is he, 
in fact, saying anything 
about any Muslims 
at all other than the 
predilection of a 
significant percentage 
to take the dangerous 
parts of their holy texts 
more seriously than do 
other religions.
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Public Funding for the Arts

This year the Bloomberg Philanthropies Public Art Challenge, 
an initiative dedicated to funding public art, will award $1 
million to 3 cities for public art projects. The project also aims 
to bridge partnerships between private and public funds. The 
project, while a great opportunity for artists, has raised age old 
questions regarding the ethicality and practicality of the National 
Endowment for the Arts. 

There are two issues that must be addressed. Should 
government encourage and promote the culture and arts of 
society, and to what extent? And if the government does indeed 
fund the arts, should it be in a position to legitimize and promote 
one form of art over another, or should it maintain neutrality and avoid involvement in culture wars? The answers as 
with all issues facing our nation are split evenly down party lines. The left supports government promotion of the arts 
but opposes regulation, while the right opposes government involvement in the arts in the first place, but at the same 
time supports regulation. 

To fully understand the debate we must understand the climate in which the NEA was founded. President Lyndon 
Johnson signed the enabling legislation for the NEA in 1965 saying “We fully recognize that no government can call 
artistic excellence into existence...Nor should any government seek to restrict the freedom of the artist to pursue his 
own goals in his own way.” It would seem that President Johnson adopted the liberal attitude which promotes the 
arts, while maintaining a strict hands off policy as to its content. Republicans had been opposed to financing the arts 
through the 70’s but while in the minority could do nothing to defund it. 

The longstanding fight came to a climax in the 80’s with Ronald Reagan in office. A prevalent artistic photographer 
of the decade, Robert Mapplethorpe, generated a great deal of controversy due to the sexual nature of some of his 
photographs, which some critics claimed bordered on pornography. The outrage over Mapplethorpe’s work served as a 
springboard for launching a more fundamental debate over how much, if any public funding “the arts” should receive, 
and led to a series of Congressional debates and court cases which would determine the future of the NEA.  What 
started out as an “innocent” negative reaction to what was deemed objectionable and offensive art, ended up being 
used, as an underhanded tactic by the conservatives, who had long opposed the NEA and any government patronage 
of the arts, as an excuse to push their broader agenda to cancel funding for it altogether. 

Those supporting the funding of Mapplethorpe’s work argue that his oeuvre wasn’t sexually explicit but rather art.  
They argued that art is supposed to make people think and open up people’s perspectives. How is an artist supposed to 
do that when he is confined to predetermined moral standards of acceptability? Therefore, art with sexual content can 
still have artistic validity and should not be prohibited in any way. Additionally, they argued, that if all forms of art are 
not publicly funded, those in the d uninspiring art would stifle freedom of exprlly unjust for tax money to support such 
obscene art. The government that represents the people, argued many Republicans, can and should place moral and 
ethical guidelines based on what those people believe. Just as the regulations for what is shown on TV bars profanity 
and nudity as contradictory to the values of the community, there should be parameters to which artists must adhere 
in order to receive public funding. Art that is sexually explicit in nature should be privately funded, just as people who 
want to educate their children in a way outside the public consensus, pay for their children’s education privately. Art 
in a free market economy allows you to buy or create any art based on demand for that art. While, no government 
should limit the freedom of the artist’s right to express himself, the Republicans argued there needs to be some limit 
and standard of acceptability when dealing with publicly allocated funds.

With our government poised to renew the fight over funding the NEA we must be ready and willing to get involved 
in the debate. While we must strive for freedom for the arts and an equal share of opportunity for its makers, it is 
impossible to create a perfect system. Even if the government intended in good faith to be impartial in its funding for 
the arts, in practice those in charge of allocating that funding do not do so fairly, but represent a small fringe elitist 
segment of the general population. As a result, publicly funded art ends up reflecting their narrow set of beliefs and 
interests, and ends up causing the very situation that the proponents of public funding feared would happen were 
the funding to be canceled. That is only mainstream art deemed acceptable by the few would solely get funding. In 
theory the NEA should serve not only to not impinge on freedom of expression, it should encourage it. Without it, free 
artistic expression would be almost completely stifled by corporate sponsored populism. However like all government 
functions the NEA has become bound by government rules and regulations and that is what we must seek to reform if 
our artists are to lead the way to a brighter future. 

All Art Is Quite Useless 
- Oscar Wilde
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include fever and headaches 
followed by diarrhea and vomiting, 
generally appear 8-10 days after 
exposure. Soon after, blood vessels 
deep within the body become 
porous, leading to internal bleeding 
and causing blood pressure to 
plummet.  This sudden drop causes 
major organs to rapidly die.   

Ebola patients lose a tremendous 
amount of fluid so it is imperative 
to keep them hydrated.  In addition, 
current treatment protocol includes 
stabilizing blood pressure levels 
and providing oxygen as necessary.  
Health officials have also suggested 
that blood from Ebola survivors 
can be used to potentially increase 
the chances of survival for infected 
patients since survivors’ blood 
contains antibodies specific to the 
virus. However, this approach is 
only in its infancy.  

Doctors Without Borders, a 
French-founded humanitarian-aid 
organization, has sent hundreds of 
medical workers to West Africa in 
an effort to contain the epidemic.  
A large number of these medical 
personnel have contracted the 
disease.  Of those, over two 
hundred have died.  Two female 
nurses, Nina Pham and Amber Joy 
Vinson, were the first to contract 
the disease while on United States 

soil.  They developed symptoms 
soon after treating Eric Duncan, 
a Liberian man who checked 
himself into a Dallas hospital 
after he began experiencing viral 
symptoms. Duncan was initially 
sent home only to be re-admitted 
a short while after. He died a few 
days later.  Nina Pham recovered. 
Vinson is being treated at Atlanta’s 
Emory University Hospital, and 
her doctors are 
optimistic about 
her chances for 
recovery. Several 
more cases in 
America have 
been recorded 
since, including 
Craig Spencer, 
a physician who 
volunteers with 
Doctors Without 
Borders.

Meanwhile, thousands of people 
in Africa have died from the 
disease and many more continue 
to contract the illness each day.  
The vast number of patients are 
overwhelming medical personnel. 
Pierre Trbovic, a Doctors without 
Borders member, is charged 
with the emotionally draining 
responsibility of turning people 
away.  He expressed his feelings 

after being forced to deny a sick girl 
treatment:  “I had to go behind one 
of the tents to cry. I wasn’t ashamed 
of my tears, but I knew I had to 
stay strong for my colleagues; if we 
all started crying, we’d really be in 
trouble.”

W.H.O. projects that the number 
of Ebola cases could reach 10,000 
a week by December, while the 
C.D.C. gloomily reported that 

the number of 
infected could 
reach 1.4 million 
in four months.  
Major efforts 
are underway 
to prevent such 
projections from 
becoming a 
reality. President 
Obama mapped 
out a plan to 

send 4,000 additional medical 
personnel to the affected areas.  He 
also promised to send funds to help 
Liberia construct more treatment 
centers.  Likewise, the European 
Union has already sent millions of 
dollars in financial aid to help the 
people of Africa with plans to send 
millions more.

The Ebola epidemic raging across 
West Africa points to an even greater 
issue afflicting the region.  Nearly 

70 percent of West Africa’s urban 
population lives in slums where 
clean water is scarce and personal 
hygiene is difficult to maintain.  In 
general, the sheer number of people 
in such close quarters promotes the 
spread of disease.  Moreover, West 
Africa’s underdeveloped healthcare 
system is not equipped to provide 
for the needs of the exploding 
population.  We must address 
these root problems if we are to 
prevent another tragedy.  This 
entails directing funds towards the 
construction of biomedical research 
centers and opening of more 
healthcare facilities. Additionally, 
we must facilitate understanding 
of and respect for the disease in 
areas that still believe it is only a 
Western hoax. Finally, more job 
and educational opportunities 
must be made available to the 
urban poor.  Self-sufficiency will 
empower the individuals to break 
out of the poverty cycle. Ultimately, 
better education and financial 
security can ease the hardships 
these countries’ citizens are 
facing. Foreign governments and 
organizations have sent generous 
funds and aid to Africa.  The next 
step is assuring that these resources 
are invested wisely and, with this, 
secure a brighter future for Africa.

understanding eBOLa

Photo Credits: www.nbcnews.com
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continued from front page

The major criticism of Harris’s 
thesis is that all religions contain 
texts that are rooted in violence 
and that it is unfair to point to the 
doctrine of Islam alone. While 
this is untrue – you would be hard 
pressed to find basis for violence 
in the texts of Buddhist, Hindu, 
and many other religions – let 
us assume for the remainder of 
this article that we discuss only 
the three religions of the book:  
Judaism, Christianity, and Islam. 
Then all must agree that there exist 
inhumane and distasteful passages 
in those religions’ holy books.  
But Judaism and Christianity 
have not been abusers of human 
rights on this scale for centuries. 
It is undeniable that, during the 
Crusades, the Christians were 
far worse to non-Christians 
than were the Muslims to non-
Muslims. It is also undeniable that 
more blood was spilled in wars 
between Christians begun because 
of minute differences in Christian 
faith, than in all other religions 
combined. But after all those years 
of bloodshed, the Christians have 
realized the necessity to reform 
and modernize their faith to 
disallow random violence against 
non-believers and sinners. While 
it is certainly true that nearly 
50% of this country believe that 
homosexuals, pagans, people 
who perform abortions,  and 
other “sinners” are going to hell, 
they feel no compulsion to send 
those offenders there themselves. 
Not just the bulk but indeed 
the overwhelming majority, to 
the point where the irrelevant 
minority is less than .001%, are 
happy to let G-d do that holy work 
on his own. And therein lies the 
crucial difference. While other 
religions may have holy books 
and texts that contain violence 
and even preach it, no religious 
people, in modern times, other 
than a significant portion of 
Muslims, take their dogma to the 
extreme as to commit those acts of 
violence that they believe they are 
commanded to do. 

Mr. Affleck, disregarding Mr. 
Harris’s and Mr. Maher’s thesis 
throughout the debate, claimed 
that they were guilty of painting all 
Muslims with a very broad brush. 
To the contrary, Mr. Harris was in 
fact very careful to paint Muslims 
exactly as they are. He agreed that 
fewer than ten percent of Muslims 
would be willing to actually kill 
apostates or themselves find 
employment as a suicide bomber, 
yet maintained that far more, even 
majorities in some places, hold 
extremely pernicious beliefs. And 
the facts verify Harris’s claim. In 
various pew polls conducted in 
2012, vast numbers of Muslims 
touted incredibly non-liberal 
beliefs. 60% of Egyptians believed 
stoning is the proper punishment 
for adultery and 64% held that the 
death penalty should be meted out 
to all who leave the Islamic faith. 
(During the debate Mr. Maher 
quoted the number as being 
close to ninety percent.  Since the 
question was posed only to those 
who believed Sharia law should 
be the law of the land (74% of 
all Egyptians) and 86% of those 
responded in this fashion, Mr. 
Maher was not incorrect – just 
misinformed.) Those numbers 
for Pakistan and Afghanistan 
were even worse: 75%, 84%, and 
64%, 78% respectively. These are 
far from insignificant minorities. 
They are, in fact landslide 
majorities that decide policy in 
those countries. In Indonesia, the 
most populous Muslim majority 
nation, the numbers were less 
horrific but not less daunting: 34% 
were for stoning, and a mere 13% 
wanted to kill heretics. Some point 
to this as an achievement, but is it 
really? Thirteen percent of a 200 
million person nation that want 
to kill people based on religion is 
12.99% too many! Although Mr. 
Maher got the percentage wrong, 
his sentiment was on point “If 90% 
of Brazilians thought that death 
was the appropriate response to 
leaving Catholicism you would 
think it was a bigger deal.”

Nicholas Kristof, one of the 
other guests on Mr. Maher’s 
program, used a different 
approach to battle Harris’s thesis. 
Kristof cited a number of Muslim 
friends who, despite terrible 
consequences including death, 
had stood up for civil rights as 
proof of the goodness of Muslims 
around the world.  Mr. Kristof 
spoke of an Iranian, Mohammad 
Ali Dadkhah, who is now serving 
a nine-year prison sentence for 
challenging the repression of a 
Catholic pastor.  He mentioned a 
Pakistani lawyer, Rashid Rehman, 
who championed human rights 
and religious tolerance — and 
was assassinated this year by 
fundamentalists who stormed 
his office.  He, of course, spoke of 
Malala Yousafzai who was shot by 
Taliban gunmen while advocating 
for education for women. It 
is perplexing that Mr. Kristof 
believes this proves his point when 
in reality it does the opposite. For 
a nation to indict a man and find 
him guilty of protecting freedom 
of religion and then sentence 
him to a nine-year prison term 
is beyond abhorrent. This is state 
mandated law in Iran! Identifying 
a few isolated incidents where 
peaceful and progressive-thinking 
Muslims were imprisoned or 
attacked because of their liberal 
values demonstrates Mr. Harris’s 
thesis. Radical Islam in those 
countries is not radical, it is the 
law of the land.

While all that has been written 
here is verifiable fact, it may still 
prove uncomfortable to condemn 
such a large portion of the world. 
But to illustrate how influential 
and malevolent radicalized Islam 
can be we need look no further 
than this newspaper itself and 
all other print media. If any 
publication were to draw a picture 
of Moses or Jesus or the Buddha, 
even as a cartoon, say with horns or 
frolicking naked or eating donuts, 
nothing would happen. Perhaps 
there would be some momentary 
public outcry, but it would 

inevitably peter out by week’s end. 
Whereas if one were to draw a 
picture of the Prophet Mohamed, 
he would rightfully need to fear 
for his life as long as he lived. 
Author Salman Rushdie still needs 
a private security detail at all times 
– twenty-five years after the fatwa 
was placed on his life for writing 
an “immoral” book. If one were to 
go to Times Square and burn the 
Holy Bible or the Mahabharata, a 
small amount of backlash would 
be probable; burn the Quran and 
an honor killing seems one’s most 
likely end. It is no hyperbole when 
Mr. Maher, near the end of the 
interview, exclaimed, “Islam is 
the only religion that acts like the 
mafia that will ‘expletive’ kill you if 
you say the wrong thing, draw the 
wrong picture, or write the wrong 
book.”   

So what now? What can be 
done to stem the tide of Islamic 
extremism – not just actual violent 
extremism but political extremism 
as well? How can we accelerate a 
process that took centuries and 
millions of Christian lives before 
a significant enough reformation 
took place? We do not have the 
luxury of waiting centuries when 
so much bloodshed can occur in 
hours. A people that possess a 
seventh- century mentality with 
twenty-first-century weapons 
must be disarmed and defeated 
immediately and cannot be left 
to the inevitable democratic 
evolution of time. We can prop 
up proponents of an Islamic 
Reformation, but, seeing how 
those reformers mentioned by Mr. 
Kristof are assailed, can we really 
believe that is the answer? The 
truth is that I do not know what 
can be done. I have just started the 
conversation and pointed to the 
problem. It is my profound hope, 
though, that in the near future 
there will be great enough minds 
and clear enough voices that can 
serve to change what is so clearly 
wrong and perhaps bring about 
peace upon this Earth.

 

Busy. When I talk to my friends these days 
and ask them how they’re doing, I often hear that 
word in response. They feel like there are far too 
many things begging for their attention, massive 
amounts of information to absorb and countless 
other responsibilities of which to keep track. We 
are so busy, sometimes it seems as if that itself 

is the point. What’s the point, anyway? When 

most people attempt to answer 
this question they usually say something like, “I 
like doing a lot of things at once because it makes 
me feel accomplished” or “I need to be busy to get 
things done.”  The truth of the matter is that most 
of the time we are busy doing nothing at all. In the 
last few years, digital advances have given us an 
even greater repertoire of excuses to pursue more 
such busyness. When computers and cell phones 
were first introduced and mainstreamed, they 
were touted as solutions to our overstressed and 

busy lives.  One need only recall one Apple Inc. 
advertisement which proudly proclaimed, “Apple’s 
software refresh brings multi-tasking to the iPhone 
3GS and newer iPod Touch.” 

But where is this new era of “multi-tasking” 
taking us? What is the purpose of hustling and 
rushing around to accomplish things that aren’t 
even making us feel accomplished at all? These are 
questions that people tend not to think about both 
because they are difficult questions to answer and 

The Myth of Islamophobia

continued on page 6
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a fetus and ultimately into a living 
being.*Harvesting the stem cells 
will certainly destroy all potential 
for human life. Religious groups 
understandably take issue with this 
process. 

*It is important to note that this may not 
have the same ramifications as a fetus during 
pregnancy. A fetus during pregnancy, if left 
to its natural path, will complete its term and 
will be born. Whilst the embryos used for IVF, 
if left as they stand, will remain dormant in 
the laboratory indefinitely. Therefore, one can 
argue against abortion even in the early stages 
of conception, yet at the same time be in favor 
of using these “pre embryos” for research. 
This differentiation can also influence what 
is done with excess embryos from an IVF 
procedure. Some feel the embryos should not 
be destroyed as they have a potential for life. 
However, freezing the embryos indefinitely 
may not be an ideal solution either. Hence, the 
option here, of stem cell harvesting may pose 
the highest merit as the embryos are used to 
help society, albeit while still being destroyed. 

 ---------------------

Nevertheless, almost all varying 
views agree that where stem cells 
can be retrieved without harming 
an embryo, such as, from germ cells 
from a miscarriage, the recovery 
of those cells would be ethically 
acceptable. 

There are two concepts involved 
in the other moral dilemma of 
cloning. The ethics of cloning 
itself and even should we deem 
it unethical should we then 
preempt an unethical possibility by 
prohibiting a precursor?

Cloning is a process where DNA 
of one entity is replicated to create 
an exact copy of the DNA on other 
entities. Cloning has been used 
throughout the ages for agriculture. 
More recently, there have been 
developments on cloning animals. 
The first healthy cloned animal was 
successfully conducted in Scotland 

where scientists cloned a sheep. 
The clone, Dolly, lived a healthy life 
– albeit indoor and under careful 
watch. With this sufficient research, 
it is rather probable that successfully 
cloning human is in our near future. 

There are many advantages to 
cloning. The most pressing need 
is, of course, for organs. There are 
well over a hundred thousand 
people waiting for lifesaving organs 
in the United States. Tens of them 
die every day waiting in futility. 
An unimaginable, in fact all of 
those thousands, would be saved 
by organ cloning. Furthermore, 
many illnesses would be prevented 
by passing down only healthy 
genes. Moreover, there can be a 
use of cloning complete humans. 
Sufferers’ of infertility, can be 
parents to children of their own 
DNA an option not available 

through adoption.
However, there are just as many 

counter arguments against cloning. 
Those who oppose cloning have 
reasons ranging from playing God 
to being disappointed if the clone 
doesn’t live up to the “creators” 
expectations. Additionally, human 
rights protecting the clone from 
abuse would become a complicated 
subject. 

We are now on the cusp of 
scientific advancement the like of 
which we have never seen. Due 
to the ethical deliberations, there 
have been restrictions on stem cell 
research to this point. But hopefully 
in the near future, we as a society 
can debate this most important of 
scientific research, and come to 
some conclusion on its morality. 

Stop Stopping 
Stop-and-Frisk

Stop-and-frisk is a policy that allows police officers to 
randomly stop suspicious looking people and check to see if 
they are carrying any weapons or illegal contraband. Many 
claim that the stop-and-frisk policy is, in practice, used 
disproportionately to target minority groups and is therefore 
unconstitutional.  Last year, a federal judge ruled that stop-
and-frisk tactics did indeed violate the constitutional rights 
of minorities. Should her ruling become law and we cease 
this practice altogether, we would experience harmful 
consequences. The ability of stop-and-frisk to reduce crime 
should justify and indeed demand its complete reinstatement. 

The stop-and-frisk policy has brought with it many benefits. 
The crime rate has dropped since the policy was first put into 
effect. In 1990, there were 527,257 victims of “serious crimes” 
in New York.  In 2011, that number was down to 106,064.  
The number of homicide cases dropped during that period 
as well, from 2,262 to 504 according to NY Times statistics.  
People did not just feel safer knowing this policy was in place 
to stop dangerous people from carrying dangerous weapons 
or narcotics, they actually were safer!  Despite problems of 
“indirect racial profiling,” there is still good reason to keep 
stop-and-frisk in effect. 

Obviating the need for officers to have probable cause for a 
search, stop-and-frisk has been of even greater benefit. Owners 
of illegal weapons have ceased carrying them for fear of being 
stopped just because they seem suspicious. According to the 
NY Times, spur-of-the-moment shootings and homicides 
have declined more than 80% from 1990 to 2009. Preventing 
criminals from carrying weapons and narcotics or other 
contraband has stopped violence ere it could be realized. Stop 
and frisk created the deterrent that finally got guns off the 
streets.

Although many people argue that stop-and-frisk has 
led to increased racial profiling and discrimination against 
minorities, we must recognize that the benefits outweigh 
the costs. There is a price to pay for the assurance that the 
person next to you is not armed or dangerous. If that price is 
that some innocent people are stopped and patted down and 
momentarily inconvenienced, so be it. Do not stop stop-and-
frisk. Let’s make New York a better and safer place for all.     

What does it mean to 
be an American? This 
overarching question is the 
topic of contentious debate 
at all levels of society—from 
the halls of our nation’s most 
prestigious universities to the 
talking heads on television 
to the banter at a local bar—
and is at the root of the most 
perplexing issues as we chart 
the course of our nation’s 
future.

 Perhaps the answer 
lies in a set of democratic 
ideals, put forth by the 
enlightened gentlemen 
we consider our nation’s 
Founding Fathers. Perhaps 
an American is determined 
by the complex web of laws 
and statutes that determine 
who can and cannot enter 
America, work in America, 
or live in America. Maybe it 
is the simple objective criteria 
of where one was born or 
where one currently lives. Or 
maybe the subjective identity 
we each have as an American 
is precisely what makes us 
Americans.

 But having been a 
student of science, I would 
like to propose a far fairer 
answer, one devoid of political 
wrangling, philosophical 
ideas, and fickle questions 
of personal identity. It is an 
answer rooted in scientific 
analysis; incredibly simple 

yet intimately connected 
to all the highest ideals of our  

nation. Americans are 
made of corn.

Yes, Americans, from head 
to toe, are literally made of 
corn. Our hair, skin, muscles, 
and even blood are all made 
from corn. More precisely, 
about 70% of the carbon 
in the body of a typical 
American comes from corn. 
This is because corn is in 
everything we eat. Our meat 
and dairy products come 
from cows made of corn. 
Our soda, ketchup, cookies, 
and granola bars are all full 
of sweeteners derived from 
corn. Even a high percentage 
of the fat in our diet comes 
from oils made from corn. In 
short, our diet as Americans 
is saturated with corn; there 
are few foods on store shelves 
and in pantries that lack 
corn-based ingredients. And 
Americans are unique in this 
regard; the average European 
derives less than 6% of his 
body’s carbon from corn.

I argue, though, that 
Americans being made of 
corn is more than simply 
a scientific analysis. The 
United States is the largest 
cultivator of corn in the 
world, with over 40% of the 
world’s production. Along 
with other important crops, 
such as wheat, soy, and 
barley, corn helps make the 
United States the exporter of 
more than 50% of the world’s 
grain. Although agriculture 

has long been surpassed 
as the largest sector in the 
American economy, it is still 
profoundly important to our 
nation’s economic success.

Along with shelter, food is 
the most basic human need; 
the ability to provide ourselves 
and our families with food is 
essential to our success and 
survival. Similarly, the ability 
of a nation to feed itself is 
necessary to stability, success, 
and power both domestically 
and in world affairs. The fact 
that the United States is a 
net exporter of food ensures 
the health and survival of 
our nation and our way of 
life. And the fact that the 
United States controls a 
tremendous portion of the 
world’s food output cements 
our dominance in global 
affairs. At the center of this, 
of course, is corn.

So the next time you 
are asked to consider what 
it means to be American, 
remember that it means 
that almost two-thirds of 
your body’s most essential 
component is made of 
corn. And then remember 
what corn means; it’s tasty, 
delicious, and nutritious 
and it provides us with 
the domestic tranquility 
and global leadership that 
America has come to signify.

BY: SHALOM LICHTENSTEIN

What Is An American?
BY: ZACHARY SANDMAN

Stem Cells: The Biological Frontier
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On The Town 
Hits The Town
By: Tzivia Kleinbart

A fantastic musical has just 
opened on Broadway. It is 
guaranteed to entertain and 
enchant, leaving all with smiles 
on their faces, a renewed love for 
Broadway, good theater, and of 
course, New York. “On the Town,” 
which opened October 16th at 
the newly renamed Lyric Theater 
on 42nd Street (formerly the 
Foxwoods Theater), is a revival of 
the 1944 production that follows 3 
young sailors who try to make the 
most out of their 24 hours in New 
York.  Over the years there have 
been many attempts at reviving 
this classic, yet all ended in 
failure. Now, director John Rando, 
along with choreographer Joshua 
Bergasse, has finally succeeded.  

The show is definitely a “big” 
show. Extravagant sets and 
costumes, dramatic songs and 
magnificent dance numbers are sure 
to dazzle. The show’s massiveness 
is made even more apparent by the 
fact that it is playing in the second-
largest theater and accompanied 
by the largest orchestra currently 

on Broadway. The original score 
by Leonard Bernstein and the 
lyrics by Betty Comden and 
Adolph Green are both virtually 
unchanged, unlike the 1948 film 
adaptation, starring Gene Kelly 
and Frank Sinatra, which removed 
some songs entirely. 

Audiences will roar with laughter 
following the adventures of three 
sailors around New York. Gabey, 
Ozzie and Chip (Tony Yazbeck, 
Clyde Alves, and Jay Armstrong 
Johnson) are determined to see 
the sights, find some women, 
and generally have a good time. 
Their plans change when Gabey, 
with wide-eyed exuberance and 
an authentic longing for love that 
is portrayed excellently by Mr. 
Yazbeck, becomes mesmerized 
by a young woman on a subway 
poster whom the trio dub “Miss 
Turnstiles”. His friends then 
promise to help him find her. 
Along the way, Ozzie finds Claire 
de Loon (Elizabeth Stanley), an 
anthropologist with a primitive 
side, while Chip meets Hildy 
(Alysha Umphress), a taxi driver 
who knows what she wants. The 
women’s songs “Carried Away,” 
and “I Can Cook Too” showcase 
the women’s superb vocals, while 

bringing a more operative and 
jazzy sound to the production. 
While the plot mostly follows the 
men, highlighting the energy and 
color of New York along the way, 
the story still manages to convey 
the dangers awaiting these young 
men as they head off to World War 
II. Their plans to enjoy their day off 
are thus all the more urgent. 

Gabey finally locates “Miss 
Turnstiles,” whose name is actually 
Ivy Smith and is played by the 
delightful Megan Fairchild, a 
principal dancer of the New 
York City Ballet making her 
Broadway debut. As a ballerina, 
Ms. Fairchild carries many of the 
dance-heavy numbers, each one 
more breathtaking than the last. 
She portrays Ivy as a sweet, all-
American girl with big plans for 
the stage and high-society. Her 
dancing is world-class, her singing 
sweet and lovely. But Ms. Fairchild 
is hardly alone. Ivy’s onstage singing 
coach, Madame Dilly, is played by 
the wonderful and hilarious Jackie 
Hoffman. 

Beowulf Boritt’s sets are 
colorful and bright, yet simple and 
functional so as not to overpower 
the scene. He and Jess Goldstein, 
the costume designer, use bright 

colors to demonstrate the bubbly 
energy of New York. Brilliant use 
of projections allows the audience 
to experience taxi rides and travel 
with the crew around the city.

At its heart, “On The Town” 
is essentially a love song to New 
York, but a closer look reveals 
it to be so much more. The play 
hearkens back to a happier time. 
A time when all the world and 
all of its tough decisions could be 
seen in black and white through 
the eyes of three young idealistic 
American sailors. They romp, they 
romance, they sing, but never do 
they forget the essence of their 
purity and integrity. Nevertheless, 
“On The Town” remains a fun and 
carefree show. Some plays manage 
to transport audience members to 
another place or time for a couple 
of hours, put a smile on their faces, 
a song on their lips and just make 
them feel good, and “On The 
Town” is certainly one of those. 
This is pure, uplifting and satisfying 
entertainment, beautifully crafted 
and delivered in outstanding 
fashion. It is surely guaranteed to 
make anyone’s day a little brighter. 
So if you’re looking for “a helluva” 
show, “On the Town” is for you. 

because people are just too busy to think. But 
were one to give it some thought, one may soon 
begin to wonder about the quality of being busy 
and perhaps even question, ‘Is this what I want? 
Is this task that I am performing now giving me 
satisfaction?’ 

 Of course there are always those who seem to 
actually enjoy being busy and indeed never seem to 
waste a moment. Perhaps we should try to be more 
like them. The challenge of course is seeing people 
who are constantly busy on their phones, laptops, 
iPods, etc. and who claim to be happy. Sure, people 
can be happy in any situation and happiness is 
certainly relative, but what if there were tried and 
tested ways that teach people how to live with the 
challenges of the modern media age? 

It is tricky to generalize something as broad 

and subjective as the quality of our happiness, 
but I think it is safe to say that all we really need 
is a change in attitude. It is when we train our 
cognitive senses on one specific task, one enjoyable 
conversation or one happy moment that we 
experience true depth, a concept Williams Powers 
describes in Hamlet’s Blackberry as that “quality of 
awareness, feeling, or understanding that comes 
when we truly engage with some aspect of our life 
experience.” If we would take a look at some of the 
most famous and successful artists, scientists, and 
philosophers in history, we would realize that their 
brilliance was not just in their ability to think of 
something great, but in what they did with their 
intelligence and the depth of knowledge they 
acquired through constant reflection on what they 
had already accomplished.

If the rest of us “busybodies” were to pause a 

moment from our daily lives and reflect on the 
things that matter to us, perhaps we would begin to 
notice an improvement in our quality of life. That 
is, of course, not to say that we should throw out 
all of our electronic devices and become spiritual 
gurus who shun modern technology. Rather, we 
should use these devices in a constructive way 
and achieve depth through the use of the tools 
themselves. Needless to say, this is easier said than 
done. But it is a task worth undertaking because 
if we do not, global society as we know it will 
shift to a world where everyone’s eyes continually 
reflect his or her screens all day.  This outcome can 
definitely be prevented if we just understand that 
by saying no to the constant traffic of media and 
welcome the small traffic lights, we can loosen the 
waves of the media just a little bit. We can achieve a 
YES, when we have a stronger NO burning inside.

continued from page 4 (Reflection?)





Ingredients
1½ oz. Vodka

As always, the better the vodka the better the drink will be. Do not 
assume your Smirnoff will taste as good as Belvedere or Tito’s.

3 to 4 oz. Tomato Juice
This is the most basic ingredient of the drink and what gives it its 

bloody red hue. Depending on your fondness for tomato you may 
add as little as 3 oz. or – and I’ve seen this done – as much as 7 oz. I 

recommend 4 oz. for an average palate.
½ to ¾ oz. Worcestershire Sauce

Worcestershire sauce is quite sweet so adjust the amount to your 
preference

½ oz. Lemon Juice
Fresh juice only!

Dash of Salt
Many claim the drink is only properly made with celery salt so if 

you’ve got it, use it! But if not a pinch of sea salt or kosher salt is an 
adequate replacement.

Dash of Pepper
You may use cayenne if you are suddenly overcome by the urge to 

do so.
Fresh Ground Horseradish

I am aware that many bartenders replace this with wasabi which I 
have seen work just as well. So, once again, it is the drinker’s choice.

Tabasco Sauce
Any Bloody Mary without Tabasco is just unthinkable. Add as 

little or as much as you want!
Dill, Cilantro, Habanero Chiles, Olive Brine, or BBQ Sauce

Here is your chance to be creative! I encourage you to try these 
optional additions as well as any others you can think of. Individual 
creativity has produced the most extraordinary results in human 

culture.
Celery Stick and Olives

As with the rest of this drink the garnish is by preference. A celery 
stick is standard, and I love olives with this drink, but you may feel 

free to add any other exotic and outlandish garnish.

DINING8
The CoCkTail 

Corner:
The Bloody 

Mary
BY: MOSHE BRODT

It’s the end of a long day.  You’re 
sitting on your couch exhausted.  And 
you’re hungry. You are too exhausted 
and hungry to cook, so, like every 
good American, you get out your 
trusty old Chinese takeout menu 
(which, because of its prolific use, is 
all wrinkled and smells like soy sauce), 
and you order some General Tso’s 
chicken. Half an hour later, “Ding-
Dong!”  Your food is here!  You get 
back on the couch in your pajamas 
and eat while pretending to know how 
to use chopsticks. 

In all honesty, the stuff that comes 
in those white cardboard boxes is not 
really Chinese food.  Chinese food did 
(amazingly) originate from different 
regions in China, however, over the 
years, different cooking techniques 
and flavorings from other cultures 
were integrated into the cuisine of 
the Chinese people.  The authentic 
Chinese diet actually consists of a 
carbohydrate or starch, some sort 

of meat, poultry or fish, and lots of 
vegetables.  Let’s be real here though.  
We don’t really care whether our cheap 
takeout is authentic or not.  ‘Chinese’ 
food is a staple in America’s culinary 
culture, and we love it because it is 
pleasing to the eye, and it tastes good.  

The ‘holy trinity’ of traditional 
Chinese spices are garlic, ginger and 
scallions.  Another vital ingredient 
is soy sauce, which provides the salt 
content of any dish as well as a deep, 
rich flavor.  My recipe for beef and 
broccoli contains all of the above 
ingredients, so perhaps it did originate 
in some region of China.  Or perhaps 
it didn’t. One thing is certain though. 
It tastes far better than what you get 
out of a greasy cardboard box.

Beef and Broccoli

1 pound pepper steak (can be thinly 
sliced London broil)

4 cloves garlic finely chopped

1 inch ginger peeled and finely 
chopped

½ c. soy sauce
¼ c. cooking sherry (if you don’t 

have, use any dry wine)
2 T sugar
Pinch red pepper flakes
1 ½ c. water
¼ c. cornstarch
2 tsp. toasted sesame oil (this is 

optional but it adds amazing flavor)
1 pound bag of frozen broccoli 
3 scallions sliced

Note: I make this dish in a wok, but 
if you do not have one, use a pan with 
a large surface area that has medium 
to high sides.

Place a wok over high heat.  In a 
separate bowl, combine the soy sauce, 
sherry and sugar.  Set aside.  Pat the 
steak dry with a paper towel.  Add one 
tablespoon of canola oil to the pan, and 
heat until it just starts to smoke.  Add 

half of the meat to the pan (be careful, 
it will splatter and make a lot of noise).  
Sauté the meat, constantly moving 
it until it just turns brown (it doesn’t 
need to cook through). Remove the 
meat from the pan and place in a bowl.  
Repeat the process with the remaining 
meat.  Once the last of your meat is 
removed, lower the heat to low and 
add another tablespoon of oil.  When 
it is hot, add the garlic and ginger.  Be 
careful, because it burns very quickly.  
Cook for 1 minute.  Pour in the soy, 
sherry and sugar mixture.  Bring to 
a boil then add in the meat.  Add in 
red pepper flakes and sesame oil.  
Combine water and cornstarch, and 
mix until the cornstarch is dissolved.  
Mix into meat mixture.  Bring to a 
boil (it will thicken).  Add the broccoli 
and stir to coat with sauce.  Cover the 
pan with foil, and on low heat, allow 
to cook for 10 minutes or until the 
broccoli is tender.  Sprinkle scallions 
on top and serve with rice.

   The Chef’s Special
BY: CHAVIE FLEISHER

The most classic of all pick-me-up cocktails, the 
Bloody Mary’s reputation certainly precedes her. She 
is savory, spicy and the perfect excuse to have a drink 
before noon. People will just assume you are nursing a 
particularly nasty hangover, for there is nothing like a 
little bit of vodka to clear your head. Whilst in previous 
issues I warned you to not deviate from the recipe, 
with this drink the instructions are by no means set 
in stone. They’re more like guidelines anyway. If you 
were to ask 100 bartenders how to make a Bloody 
Mary you would get 100 different recipes. Thus my 
goal here is to merely lay the groundwork for your 
ingenuity. Take these ingredients as a base and create 
your own perfect Bloody Mary. The drink’s namesake 
killed hundreds to earn her the name yet this cocktail 
is every bit as deserving of the title. So have fun, drink 
up, and get ready for another wild night, knowing you 
can always heal the morning after.

Procedure
•	  Add horseradish or wasabi to Collins glass.
•	 Add	Worcestershire	and	Tabasco	and	any	other	sauces	you	may	be	using.
•	 Add	pepper,	salt	and	any	other	spices	you	deem	necessary.	(Some	prefer	to	rim
       the glass with salt in stead. This is a perfectly acceptable variation.)
•	 Add	vodka	and	tomato	juice.
•	 Add	ice.
•	 Shaken	or	stirred?	Neither!	It	is	rolled	so	as	not	to	aggravate	the	tomato	juice		

 which becomes unpleasant when violently assailed. Simply take another   
 glass and gently pour the drink from one glass to the other thus mixing the  
 ingredients evenly to create a homogenous concoction.

•	 Garnish	with	celery	and	olives	and	all	other	manner	of	green	vegetables,		 	
 citrus, pickles and even beef jerky if you want to go the Full Monty. 

•	 Cheers!

Photo Credits: www.drinkoftheweek.com
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It’s a good year for comic books, or so the TV listings tell us. Joining 
the already-established “Arrow” and “Agents of SHIELD” is DC’s Batman-
flavored “Gotham” and a series based on a more obscure hero, “Constantine”. 
“The Walking Dead” is the most popular show in cable TV history. A series 
based on “iZombie” is planned for early 2015. There’s even talk of a series 
based on the characters from Archie Comics.

All that would seem to give The CW’s new comic book series, “The Flash”, 
a sizable amount of competition. But “The Flash” has an edge up over its 
comic-based brethren. Based on the well-known character who’s been a DC 
Comics staple since 1942, “The Flash” is far from perfect at this early stage, 
but it features one ingredient missing from several other shows in its genre 
– that sense of pure, free-spirited fun.

The story focuses on a young Barry Allen who gets caught in a lab 
accident during a freak lightning storm. 
It turns out that “freak” is the key word, 
as Allen awakens from his coma to 
discover he can now run at a greater 
speed than a supersonic jet. In short, he 
has become the Fastest Man Alive. Swiftly 
adopting the superhero mantle, Barry 
enlists the aid of his techno-whiz friends, 
and he’s soon off on a quest to fight crime 
in Central City.

The pilot episode of “The Flash” doesn’t 
waste time with unnecessary explanations 
or developmental transitions, which works 
both for and against it. It zooms from one plot point to the next, eager to 
entertain its teenage and twenty-something audience while dropping off the 
occasional comic book reference to please the fans. (My favorite: The broken 
animal cage which reads “Grodd”.) The extraneous-wary storytelling keeps 
the audience on their toes, but it can prove to be a little frustrating when 
it comes to characterization. We hardly get a sense of who Barry really is 
before he has donned the red costume and sped off to save the day.

It’s an amiable structure, but it’s one asking for improvement. The series 
is from the same production team that brought us the excellent “Arrow” 
(and takes place within the same continuity), and although they’re trying to 
differentiate the two shows, the alterations they’ve made are not necessarily 
for the best. “Arrow” is one of the most richly entertaining shows currently 
on television, and a large part of that comes not only from the show’s sense 
of fun, but the way it manages to anchor it in place with real dramatic 
gravitas. Judging from its early episodes, “The Flash” is too lightweight to be 
regarded as much more than a cheerful diversion.

Still, there is potential to be harnessed. The cast, led by the energetic 
Gustin, is game, with a couple of notable standouts – Jesse L. Martin (“Law 
& Order”) as a hardened police detective with a paternal relationship to 
Barry, and former sitcom star Tom Cavanaugh in a dramatic turn as a 
knowledgeable scientist who’s harboring more than a few secrets. And in 
an amusing bit of casting, John Wesley Shipp, star of the original 1990-91 
“Flash” TV series, recurs as Barry’s father.

The show has more than enough comic book references to please the fans, 
with most characters in some way derived from DC lore. It remains to be 
seen if characters like Caitlin Snow and Cisco Ramon will come to represent 
their comic book counterparts, or if, like Felicity Smoak of “Arrow”, the 
writers just decided to pick a random DC name for an unrelated character. 
Either way, these references should keep fans pleased long enough for the 
series to (hopefully) find itself.

For the moment, “The Flash” can be likened to fast food: tasty and 
immediately satisfying, but lacking any long-term nourishment. That’ll do 
for now, but if the show wants to paint a more interesting picture of the 
Fastest Man Alive, it may need to slow down.

(“The Flash” airs Tuesdays at 8 PM on The CW.)

Photo Credits: www.mtv.com

“The Flash”: Fast Food
BY JOSHUA BERGSTEIN

JOE’S CORNER 
By: Joseph Grunfeld 

Sympathetic Nervous System: The part of the nervous system that controls the 
body’s fight-or-flight response. For example, when attacked, the sympathetic 
nervous system is activated. It works as a counterbalance to the parasympathetic 
nervous system.

Parasympathetic Nervous System: The part of the nervous system that 
controls the body’s rest-and-digest response. For example, after a meal, the 
parasympathetic nervous system is activated. It works as a counterbalance to 
the sympathetic nervous system.

Physiological: Physical functioning of an organism.

I think you’re great but…
I think we should see other people…
It’s not you, it’s me…

Ever heard these words and felt pain? Not just psychological pain, physical 
pain. Physical discomfort such as chest pain, stomach pains, headaches and 
difficulty sleeping. Many people complain of physical pain when a relationship 
ends. It is understandable that a relationship that had emotions invested in it 
has emotional pain when it ends. What’s more difficult to understand is why 
this affects us physiologically. 

It turns out that emotional pain can trigger the same neural pathways as 
physical pain. When a person is in physical pain, the sympathetic nervous 
system is activated. When this happens, the body releases stress hormones such 
as cortisol and adrenalin. These hormones increase heart rate, divert blood 
away from the digestive system and do not allow the body to relax. Increased 
heart rate can cause chest pain (and sometimes mimic cardiac arrest on an 
EKG), while diverting blood away from the digestive system causes the system 
to have less resources to work with. Naturally, indigestion and stomach pain 
follow.

In order to mitigate the effects that follow a break-up, do activities that you 
like. This will result in a decreased level of stress and allow you to live with a 
greater quality of life. Also, be optimistic, even though this relationship did not 
work out, there surely exists someone out there who is right for you.

That Should Be a Word
 BY: MOSHE BRODT 

RECIGNORE 
rek•ig•nor [rek-kigg-nor]

Verb. 
1. To recognize someone you know, and then ignore 
them. As with aquaintances at the gym, friends 
you meet before your morning coffee, or your ex-

boyfriend’s mother. 

Who? Dave? Nah, I’ve been recignoring him 
for weeks! Our most meaningful interaction 
was when I awkwardly made out with his 
marginally better looking best friend at that 
awful frat party. 

See Also: Revertigo -- When amongst friends from the past, to act as you did 
when you knew them. Reculate -- To simultaneously recall and relate.  
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  “Forward, the Light Brigade!’
  Was there a man dismay’d? 
  Not tho’ the soldier knew
  Someone had blunder’d:
  Theirs not to make reply,
  Theirs not to reason why,
  Theirs but to do and die
  Into the valley of Death
  Rode the six hundred.

  Cannon to right of them,
  Cannon to left of them,
  Cannon in front of them
  Volley’d and thunder’d;
  Storm’d at with shot and shell,
  Boldly they rode and well,
  Into the jaws of Death,
  Into the mouth of Hell
  Rode the six hundred”

-Alfred Lord Tennyson

In an otherwise forgotten war, the day of 
October 25, 1854 and the noble actions of the 
heroes who fought on that day will be remembered 
for all time. The causes of the Crimean War which 
pitted Russia against the odd alliance of Britain, 
France and the Ottoman Empire are so convoluted 
as to almost defy description. Aiming to deny the 
Russians unimpeded access to the Mediterranean 
Sea, the Allies landed in Crimea in September 
hoping to capture the Russian naval base at 
Sevastopol. For weeks allied artillery battered 
away at Sevastopol’s formidable defenses. Then, 
on October 25, the Russians sailed forth to break 
the siege and destroy the Allies at their base at the 
small town of Balaclava. The Russians advanced 
nearly five miles ere a British commander and his 
small company made the greatest defensive stand 
in modern military history. 

It was early morning, and the sole force that lay 
between the oncoming Russian cavalry of 2,500 
men and the disorganized and vulnerable British 
camp was the company of 400 men of the 93rd 
Highland Regiment. Colin Campbell, the first 
Baron of Clyde, commander of the Highland 
Brigade and thus the 93rd Highlanders, brought 
his men forward prepared for battle. With only 
Balaclava and the Black Sea to their backs, 
he rode quickly along his line expressing his 
determination to resist – “Men, remember there 
is no retreat from here. You must die where you 
stand.” Convention dictated that the line should 
be four deep. However, Campbell, a veteran of 41 
years of military service, had such a low opinion of 
the Russian cavalry that he did not bother to form 
four lines, let alone a square, instead he formed 
the 93rd into a line two deep — the “Thin Red 
Line” (pictured here in all their Scottish glory.) 

The Scots fired volley after volley, and barely 
five minutes after the Russian charge began the 
Cossacks were in retreat. The Russian commader 
reasoned that such a small, unsquared line of 

British infantry could not hope to hold out a 
cavalry charge, therefore there must be a larger 
force behind them. The Russians fell back to a 
long, low ridge known as the Causeway Heights 
and the imminent danger had been averted. 
The Highlanders bravery and their willingness 
to die in defense of King and Country is still 
lauded to this day.

 The day’s events, however, were far from 
over. Seeing an opportunity to seal the victory 
the British commander, Lord Raglan, ordered 
his reserve cavalry, the Light Brigade, to attack 
the Russian flank and recapture the British guns 
now held by the Russians on the heights. The 
most tragic military blunder in recent memory 
began with a miscommunication. The aide 
Raglan dispatched was unclear about what the 
target of the charge should be. The aide relayed 
the order to the field commander, Lord Lucan, 
carefully, “Lord Raglan wishes the cavalry to 
advance rapidly to the front – follow the enemy 
and try to prevent the enemy carrying away 
the guns. Immediate.” Lucan was indignant. 
“Attack, sir!? Attack what? What guns, sir?” 
“There, my Lord! There is your enemy!” said 
the aide impatiently, vaguely waving his arm 
eastwards. “There are your guns!” Instead of 
the heights which Raglan had intended, Lucan 
assumed the order was to attack the Russian 
guns at the far end of the valley. Lucan quickly 
relayed the false order that would propel five 
British regiments to everlasting glory.

Upon hearing the order, Lord Cardigan, 
the Brigade’s commander saluted saying 
“Certainly, Sir; but allow me to point out that 
the Russians have a battery in the valley on our 
front, and batteries and riflemen on both sides.” 
Lucan responded quietly “I know it, but Lord 
Raglan will have it.” What passed unspoken 
between the two was the understanding that 
the Brigade would be destroyed. Then Lucan 
added a phrase – later immortalized by Lord 
Tennyson -- that had prefaced many a military 
disaster: “We have no choice but to obey.” With 
every step farther into the valley, the Brigade 
came within range of more enemy fire. Despite 
this, for the first five minutes Cardigan was 
able to maintain order and rank alignment. By 
the time they were halfway across, however, 
there was no restraining the men. Raked 
from three sides, the men thought of little else 
except escaping the trap they found themselves 
in. The regiments, already reeling from heavy 
casualties broke into a disorderly gallop toward 
the Russian battery. Miraculously, the Light 
Brigade managed to reach the Russian artillery 
and within minutes mercilessly cut down all 
gunners, at last having found an enemy at whom 
they could strike back. (The culmination of the 
charge, pictured here, as the Light Brigade carves 
its way through the Russian battery.) 

Photo Credits: www.wikipedia.org

This could not change the nature of the British 
defeat. Of the 673 soldiers who took part in the 
doomed maneuver, only 195 could be mustered 
immediately after. The rest were killed, wounded, 
or captured. Amazingly Lord Cardigan who had 
led the charge and was the first man into the 
Russian battery emerged without a scratch. The 
Battle of Balaclava is memorialized by these two 
brave actions. The bravery, blind obedience, and 
self sacrifice of these courageous men should truly 
never be forgotten.

  “When can their glory fade?
  O the wild charge they made!
  All the world wondered.
  Honour the charge they made, 
  Honour the Light Brigade,
  Noble six hundred”

Celebrate November
BY: MICHELLE SHAYOWITZ AND BRANI COHEN

Did you know…
•November	6th:	Saxophone	Day
 -Celebrate this day in honor of Adolphe Sax, the   

 inventor  of this woodwind instrument, who was born on  
 November 6th, 1814. 

•November	8th:	Cook	Something	Bold	Day	 	 	
 -Whether it’s one of your favorite meals, or something   
             you’ve never tried before, cook something that will fill your  
             home with a  heavenly smell.

•November	9th:	Chaos	Never	Dies	Day
 -There’s just always so much to do! Today is the day for
 recognizing your hectic schedule and perhaps taking a
  break from it. 
•November	10th:	Forget-Me-Not	Day
 - Have a friend or relative that you haven’t spoken to for  
 awhile? Today is the day to finally get in touch with them.
•November	11th:	Veteran’s	Day
 -Honor all members of the Armed Forces who risked   

 their lives to serve our country.
•November	13th:	World	Kindness	Day
  -See someone walking behind you? Hold the door open
  for them. Crowded bus? Offer someone your seat. Any
   kind act,  big or small, could make a huge difference in 
  someone’s day.
•November	16th:	Have	a	Party	With	Your	Bear	Day
 -Come on, don’t be embarrassed. Just grab all your   

 favorite teddy bears and enjoy their company.
•November	17th:	Take	a	Hike	Day
 -Celebrate this day by going on a hike in the woods or
 mountains. Enjoy and appreciate the nature around you! 
•November	19th:	Have	a	Bad	Day	Day	 	
 -Not sure why, but this day was made to encourage people  

 to  wish others a bad day. It’s a weird weird world out   
 there… 

•November	20th:	Great	American	Smokeout	Day
 -The purpose of this day is to spread awareness of the 
 detrimental effects of smoking and to try to help people   

 quit.
•November	21st:	World	Hello	Day
 -Celebrate this day by saying hello to at least ten people, 
 strangers or not.
•November	25th:	National	Parfait	Day
  -Now this is a day that we shouldn’t complain about. 
•November	27th:	THANKSGIVING!
 -Spend time with your family as you enjoy a meal filled   

 with turkey, cranberry sauce, sweet potato casserole, and  
 more! 

•November	28th:	Black	Friday
  -Sales! Sales! Sales! 
•November	29th:	Square	Dance	Day
 -Howdy partner! Grab a partner and dance the day away.

http://www.holidayinsights.com/moreholidays/november.htm

    Interesting Anniversaries
  BY: MOSHE BRODT
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