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Brett Kavanaug

The Brett Kavanaugh Breakdown 
Aser Abdelgawad 

On the 6th of October 2018, Brett Kavanaugh was sworn in as 

the ninth and final Justice of the Supreme Court of the United 

States, “the highest court of the land”, hours after being 

confirmed by the Senate.  Despite all the controversy 

surrounding his name, the 53-year-old Conservative judge 

somehow managed to get the upper house’s crucial approval. 

The Trump-nominated former U.S. Court of Appeals judge will 

soon hold the most influential gavel in the United States of 

America. The question remains: how on earth did such quarrel, 

uncertainty, and contest lead to such a  nation-dividing 

decision?  

 

Simply, Kavanaugh won because the Republican party  has 

Senate majority. In reality, it is not so simple. Currently, the 

Senate has a 51-49 conservative tip, and if all Republicans 

voted for Kavanaugh like they are ‘supposed to’, Kavanaugh 

should have gotten an affirmed nod. Again, however, his 

appointment was not so straightforward. The event would 

have been the ideal Supreme Court Justice vote if the multiple 

allegations against him were not issued. Of the three major 

sexual misconduct allegations against him, the most 

prominent one is Christine Blasey Ford’s. The psychology 

professor claims to have been sexually assaulted by the 

nominee in high school, nearly 36 years ago. She gave a 

testimony in one of the numerous Senate hearings, which was 

described as ‘heart-wrenching, painful, and compelling’ by 

Susan Collins,  Republican Senator from Maine. 
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Louis C.K. 

The Hollywood Comeback: A Story 

of Epic Redemption or Collective 

Trivialization? 
Olivia Minor-Jacques 

About a year ago, Louis C.K. was my favourite comedian. I loved the 

way he would craft his jokes, easing into his premise slowly, always 

causing an anticipatory silence among the audience, bluntly 

revealing his punchline, and continuing to use the punchline as 

material for an additional long-running and increasingly dark bit... 

he deserved the title of “America’s Undisputed King of Comedy.” 

My devotion to Louis’s comedy is what made me all the more 

appalled when one morning last November, I opened my laptop to 

find this headline on the New York Times: “Louis C.K. is accused by 

5 women of sexual misconduct.” But even as shocked and utterly 

dismayed as I was by this news, I was far more surprised by the 

recent rumours of Louis making a comeback - and how he seems to 

be welcomed back with open arms by the majority of his comedian 

counterparts. 

Continued Page 8 
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Russia Reinstated by WADA: Goodbye to Clean Sport? 

Shirley Zhu 

Last month, the World Anti-Doping Agency (WADA) reinstated 

Russia’s Anti-Doping Agency (RUSADA) after a 3-year suspension, a 

decision that many athletes and sports governing bodies have 

opposed. Following a WADA-commissioned report alleging 

RUSADA’s rampant corruption and role in covering up 

state-sponsored doping, the organization has been suspended since 

2015. Further  evidence emerged the following year: a report by 

Canadian sports law professor Richard McLaren claimed there was  

Russian doping across a majority of sports at the 2014 Sochi 

Olympics The Olympic Athletes from Russia in the 2018 Olympic Games             and detailed their system of sample tampering by passing 

tainted urine bottles through a hole in the wall: these  findings were additionally supported by independent investigations of the 

International Olympic Committee. Grigory Rodchenkov, former Moscow anti-doping laboratory director and whistleblower, also 

confirmed that numerous athletes had cheated, exposing the country’s elaborate doping system. Subsequently, many Russian athletes 

were banned from Rio, with only 271 out of 339 members of its Olympic team cleared, and Russia was banned from Pyeongchang, with 

only a few, proven-clean athletes participating under a neutral flag.  

 

Following a WADA-commissioned report alleging RUSADA’s rampant corruption and role in covering up state-sponsored doping, the 

organization has been suspended since 2015. Further evidence emerged the following year: a report by Canadian sports law professor 

Richard McLaren claimed there was Russian doping across a majority of sports at the 2014 Sochi Olympics and detailed their system of 

sample tampering by passing tainted urine bottles through a hole in the wall: these  findings were additionally supported by 

independent investigations of the International Olympic Committee. Grigory Rodchenkov, former Moscow anti-doping laboratory 

director and whistleblower, also confirmed that numerous athletes had cheated, exposing the country’s elaborate doping system. 

Subsequently, many Russian athletes were banned from Rio, with only 271 out of 339 members of its Olympic team cleared, and Russia 

was banned from Pyeongchang, with only a few, proven-clean athletes participating under a neutral flag.  

 

After recent assurances from the Russian sports ministry that the country had “sufficiently acknowledged” failures, the WADA review 

committee recommended Russia’s reinstatement. A majority of WADA’s 12-member executive committee voted in favour of the 

motion: however, a controversy surrounds this decision. As Russia continues to control its Moscow laboratory, refusing to fulfill 

WADA’s criteria to give access to lab data and samples, Rodchenkov protests that reinstating RUSADA “would be a catastrophe for 

Olympic sport ideals, the fight against doping and the protection of clean athletes.” 

 

For years, the agency has undermined the idea of clean sport. Their use of performance-enhancing drugs, such as steroids, narcotics, 

stimulants, and β-blockers (to calm nerves) has created unjust advantages in the playing field by allowing competitors to surpass their 

natural human ability, violating clear fair-play ethics. The spirit of sport declares that athletics are as much, if not more, about 

celebrating humanity, emotions, teamwork, and love for the sport as they are about statistics, records, and medals. Therefore, 

performance-enhancing drugs ultimately send the wrong message that athletic performance and outcome are more important than fair 

play. With the reinstatement of RUSADA, an organization with a clear history of drug abuses, it seems as though WADA has taken a 

step backwards in this direction. 

 

While the debate on enhancement technologies and RUSADA rages on, the future of clean sport is uncertain and seems almost 

unattainable. In a statement that encapsulates the situation, Travis Tygart, CEO of the United States Anti-Doping Agency says, "[The 

world’s athletes] want a WADA with teeth, authority, sanctioning power and the determination to get the job done of cleaning up sport 

and restoring the trust of the billions of sports fans and athletes worldwide. Today, that job must start – and it starts by reforming 

WADA and giving it the power to regulate as any good global watchdog must do.” 
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A Brief Analysis of Penalties in the Premier League 
Michael Cong 

Soccer is a dynamic yet low-scoring sport - opportunities don't 

come along very often, and as such teams seek to create and 

finish as many chances as they can. Out of all types of chances 

and plays - free kicks, crosses, long shots, breakaways, just to 

name a few- none of them can compare to the penalty kick in 

terms of how favorable it is for the shooter. In fact, according to 

data collected by Opta, a sports analytics company, a penalty is 

the only type of chance in which the attacker has a conversion 

rate of more than 50%; statistically, the goalkeeper has the 

upper hand in every other scenario, including one on ones. 

 
A penalty is given to the attacking team, at the discretion of the 

referee, when one of their players is fouled by the opposition 

inside the 18-yard box. The ball is then placed down on a 

marked spot 12 yards from the goal line, usually to be taken by a 

designated player. It's an extremely nerve-racking affair for 

sure. The goalkeeper would try to play mind games to the best 

of his abilities; but the same can be said of his adversary, as he’d 

look to outsmart the keeper, and send him flying the wrong 

way. There is massive pressure and responsibility placed  on the 

shoulders of both parties. If the keeper succeeds, he is hailed as 

a hero: on the other hand, the taker will hang his head in shame 

- and the miss would be talked about for weeks, even years if he 

is particularly unfortunate. 

 
The English Premier League is probably the most high-profile 

soccer league in the world, and in the 26 full seasons played out 

since its foundation in 1992/93, many a penalty has been given - 

2016, to be exact. Some of them were all but inconsequential 

considering the grand scheme of things; however, some others 

may well have been the equalizer or even the goal that grabbed 

all three points for the beneficiary team.  

 
A total of 2016 penalties over the course of 26 seasons averages 

out to about 77.5 per season. 83.43% of those penalties were 

scored, (a stark contrast to the 75% conversion rate in World 

Cup shootouts) 12.60% saved by the goalkeeper, and the 

remaining 3.97% missed. Meanwhile, 62.75% of the penalties 

have been given to the home side, and the other 37.25% going in 

favor of the away team. Given the sample size, there is too 

much of a difference between the two figures for this to be 

written off as a simple statistical abnormality. This proves that 

referees are indeed subject to having their calls and decisions 

affected by the home crowd whistling and jeering, perhaps on a 

subconscious level they'd be naturally inclined to do what the 

majority wants. 

 

Matthew le Tissier 

Funnily enough, six teams have gone a whole season without getting 

a single penalty, including the  West Bromwich Albion in 2002/03, 

Blackburn Rovers in 2003/04, and Swansea City in 2012/13. On the 

other end of the spectrum, Leicester City are the team that have won 

the most penalties in a single season- a whopping 13 in their 

fairytale title winning 2015/16 run. Surprisingly, defensive forward 

Jamie Vardy, a key part in Leicester’s title triumph, has won more 

penalties than any other player since making his Premier League 

debut in 2014. His fantastic pace, threatening runs, and relentless 

closing down of the ball are the most likely reasons of that.  

 

Of course, seeing how we’re on the subject of penalties, it’d be 

unimaginable to not mention Matthew Le Tissier: an extremely 

creative and technical attacking midfielder, he is considered as one 

of the best players of his generation, and possibly the greatest ever 

from the 12-yard spot, scoring all but one of his 48 penalty attempts. 

Despite interest from Chelsea, Manchester United, and Tottenham 

Hotspur, he remained a one club man, spending his entire 16-year 

professional career playing for Southampton, amassing 540 

appearances and 209 goals in the process. Nicknamed “Le God” by 

Southampton fans, the former “Saint” was the quickest midfielder to 

reach 100 goals in the Premier League, as well as the PFA Young 

Player of the Year winner in 1990, the second highest top scorer in 

the history of the club, and had a knack of scoring truly spectacular 

goals.  

 

Since its introduction in 1891, the taking of penalty kick has always 

been a tense event, more often than not setting into motion a battle 

of wits and mental strength between the shooter and the keeper and 

generating a huge amount of uproar from the fans. Sometimes, it 

decides the outcome of a game, sometimes, not so much. However, 

there is no doubt that its unpredictability contributed to the 

emergence of tricks such as the “paneka”, the exhilaration one feels 

when watching such occurrences, and the overall appeal of the 

beautiful game. It would only be fitting to end this with a quote from 

Lionel Messi: “You have to fight to reach your dream. You have to 

sacrifice and work hard for it.” Much like taking penalties, the 

differences between success and failure in our day-to-day lives can 

often be some determination, and telling yourself “I can do this.” 
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Brexit: The Good, the Bad, and the Daft 

 

 Fred Azeredo 

So, Brexit. What? No, really. Unless you’ve been living under a 

rock for the last two years, you’ve likely heard the word ‘Brexit’ 

mentioned in passing. You might have some vague ideas about 

it, or you might have been following it for awhile, but still be a 

little fuzzy on the finer points.  If you’ll allow me, I’ll give you 

the basics of the situation, as well as a reading that’s a little 

more in-depth than what you’d get from perusing the relevant 

Wikipedia article, topped off with a light sprinkling of humor.  

 

But first, a little context. Like all island nations, Britain has 

always been a little insular and isolationist. Most Brits would 

strongly object and make mildly disgusted faces if you should 

suggest that they were ‘European’. The decision to enter the 

Common Market in the 70s was highly contentious, to say the 

least. Since then, the UK has hung on with an increasingly 

shaky grip as the community expanded into today’s European 

Union, which is, if nothing else, an astounding triumph of 

international cooperation and diplomacy. As the countries 

around them submitted to the idea of being part of a larger 

entity than themselves, the Brits still continued as a 

self-declared exception to the rules everybody else follows, 

dipping one toe hesitantly in the waters while keeping the 

other firmly on land.  

 

This commitment to Britishness, that distinctive quality which 

everyone can recognize but no one can really define, which 

comes with the humor, the social niceties, the weather, and so 

forth, has landed the UK in this mess, but if we assume it’s just 

the attitude of backwards inbred townspeople hidden 

somewhere in the Midlands, then we’ll never truly understand 

and deal with it. With the globalization, perhaps too rapid, that 

the world is undergoing, the exact balance of retaining national 

identity and diversifying is one that all nations must face. 

Unfortunately, Brexit is just a downright silly answer to it, born 

of misconceptions and narrow-minded economic calculation. 

 

Here’s some facts for you: British membership in the EU, any 

possible dilution of Britishness aside, has had undeniable 

economic benefits for both parties. With France’s economy still  

on a low, the UK prevents German dominance over the European 

market, while the more economically disadvantaged Balkans 

bring in substantial beneficial immigration. Brexit, especially if 

done as roughly as it looks like it will, will not only put extra 

barriers on trade, but also expel countless currently productive 

EU residents, for pointless bureaucratic reasons. Like it or not, 

Britain has built strong ties to the countries around it since 

they’ve been in contact, and Brexit would hit the economy like a 

sledgehammer, effectively marooning Britain completely, 

leaving its market vulnerable to whatever American, Chinese, or 

Japanese corporation comes along to pick at it. 

 

But, none of that matters. Because, friends, the Brexit debate, like 

so many other hot-button political issues, has long left the realm 

of facts and concrete pros and cons. From more or less the 

beginning of the campaigning, it became an ideological 

battleground, where alarmists on social media and vague 

widely-held notions are infinitely more important than serious, 

academic debate. Everything boils down to two poles: Brexit, 

yes/no. The end. 

 

And look what all that’s led to now. Poor old Theresa May, never 

really a capable politician in the first place, is stuck in endless 

negotiations trying to carry out a popular mandate that is plainly 

impractical and potentially catastrophic if Brussels doesn’t 

cooperate, not to mention also overshadowing all the other issues 

the British government must deal with. Meanwhile, the 

Conservative party is ripping itself apart from the inside as the 

struggle between hardline right wingers like Nigel Farage and 

Boris Johnson and the reticent fence-sitters led by May. And 

Ireland is asking awkward questions about the border. It is, to be 

blunt, a bloody mess. 

 

But is it all really an accident? Or could there be a scheme behind 

all the confusion? Think: who benefits from this? Not the Tory 

leadership, which had its money on Remain, nor the British 

people, duped using careful application of fervent nationalism. 

Could it maybe be those ultra-right-wing Tories and corporate 

executives who threw millions (many of them in an illegal 

manner) into the Vote Leave campaign? Well, how could they 

benefit? Maybe by forcing a change in the Tory leadership to 

more business-friendly types such as Johnson (though, goofball 

that he is, it’s more likely he’s being set up as a fall guy), not to 

mention the advantages of a nation deep in recession ready and 

willing for exploitation by those same unscrupulous 

multinationals. Diabolical, as Batman would say. There’s only 

one problem: Labour.  
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In the last general election, the revitalized party had the 

greatest gain in seats in a single election since the forties, 

capitalizing on the anger and frustration of those who voted 

Remain or wished they had. After years of capitalizing on the 

anger and frustration of those who voted Remain or wished 

they had. After years of American-pandering and 

compromising under Tony Blair and Gordon Brown,  they’ve 

finally got their act together with a strong leader (genuine 

leftist Jeremy Corbyn) and, unlike the Tories, an actual 

coherent ideology. Many in it also favor what seems the most 

sensible choice at the moment: a second referendum, before 

the exit itself, knowing what the British people know now. If 

this mess is going to get sorted at all, they’re the best chance 

Britain’s got. 

That’s it in a nutshell. But I still haven’t told you why you should 

care, beside plain old morbid curiosity. It’s largely a matter  

of knowledge. Yes, knowledge, which, even in an Information Age 

like our own, is still the number-one weapon used by higher-ups of 

all sorts to manipulate and mislead the people for their own gain. 

It’s how the masterminds of Brexit brought about the Leave vote, 

how strongman leaders keep getting re-elected, how big business 

makes you ignore the kids in sweatshops that built your 

smartphone. They’re counting on us to be ignorant, passive-- and 

that is exactly what we can’t afford to be. In the informational 

battleground of today, only knowledge, fairness, and understanding 

can save us. That’s what Britain needed then, and what it still needs 

it now. 

 

The Revised Curriculum Controversy 
Amy Zhang 

If you happened to wander by the City Hall field during the 

afternoon of September 21st, perhaps you saw the cluster of 

students gathered in the centre  of the field and wondered 

what was going on. Unless you’ve taken a lengthy break from 

social media, where stories and posts pepper your Instagram 

and Facebook feeds, rallying Ontario students under the 

banner of #wethestudentsdonotconsent, you likely have some 

idea of the controversy surrounding the changes that Doug 

Ford’s Ontario government has made to the curriculum, 

particularly as it pertains to sexual education. 

 

 When reduced to its very fundamental elements, the situation 

at hand  can be roughly described as thus: the new 

Conservative party of Ontario will be forgoing the modern 

2015 curriculum in favour of an interim curriculum from 1998. 

All of the shortcomings of the 1998 interim curriculum can be 

summarized in one word: outdated. Guidelines published 

before the legalization of same-sex marriage and before the 

boom of smartphones that has swept the younger generation, 

bringing its own host of issues, is problematic at best and 

downright dangerous at worst. The new curriculum will no 

longer be teaching same-sex marriage, cyberbullying, or even 

the importance of consent: in essence, sexual education will 

regress back to 1998, as though the most pressing modern 

issues are exactly those of twenty years ago. 

 

Unsurprisingly, the decision sparked immediate outrage. 

Students and parents alike decried this regression: an online 

petition for Ford’s government to retain the 2015 curriculum 

gained tens of thousands of signatures in a relatively short 

period of time. Numerous articles and posts sprung up across 

newspapers and the internet, both protesting and ridiculing  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Students across Ontario walked out of class to protest these changes 

 

the decision. All in all, it rapidly proved to be extremely 

unpopular. 

 

Why, then, was Ford’s government so keen on making this 

change? It’s impossible to step into the mind of the 

Conservative  party of Ontario and gauge their exact line of 

reasoning, but I’ll hazard a guess: it appeals to the groups that 

make up Ford’s voter base. The 2015 curriculum was not without 

its own share of controversy: in particular, a few religious 

groups, such as the Campaign Life Coalition, were fairly vocal in 

protest of the perceived radical additions of ideas such as gender 

versus sex, as well as same-sex  relationships. This change also 

falls in line with Ford’s campaign promise to revise the 

education system of Ontario, in order to give parents a stronger 

voice in deciding what their children learn. Rather cynically, 

one might claim that it’s for the sake of appealing to voters and 

securing reelection for Ford.  

 

And, of course, the group that is most affected- the students- are 

too young to have a say in the matter. The responsibility to teach 
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Doug Ford and Lisa Thompson speaking in Toronto about the proposed 

curriculum 

children and youths about vital ideas such as consent or 

same-sex marriage will fall onto parents: a responsibility that 

some may be unable, or unwilling to take on. Thus, without the 

guarantee of a uniform sexual education covering these key 

ideas, many will be left without a source of information.  Too 

young to vote in the last provincial election, the ones most 

affected, the students in elementary and secondary school, find 

themselves without a voice in the matter. That’s where the 

walkouts play a role.  

 

But exactly how effective is this manner of protest? Perhaps not 

as much as it could be, or that it needs to be. After all, if you 

happened to go to the City Hall field, you may have been 

disappointed with the relatively small number of participants, 

or the sheer number of students who remarked that they were 

only there to skip a period. Though the movement was quite 

fiery on the internet, it was a little disheartening to see its actual 

execution. And, of course, it remains to be seen how affected 

Ford will be by the protests and the aforementioned petition.  

 

I do not, of course, mean to discourage, or even offend, those 

who participated in the walkout. Without the ability to vote, the 

voice of youths, the party at greatest risk with this change, is 

oftentimes silenced: therefore, I commend you greatly for your 

efforts in finding an alternate method through which these 

concerns can be voiced. If nothing else, the movement has 

sparked media attention, with news outlets, both local and 

national, reporting on student walkouts. More importantly, 

however, these walkouts, as well as the flood of opposition 

expressed through social media, proves that we care. It sends a 

strong message to policy makers that, though still too young to 

vote, high school students are politically aware, and, vitally, able 

to organize themselves so as to make their opinions heard. 

 

 

The Brett Kavanaugh Breakdown 
Continued from Page 1 

Christine Blasey Ford’s Testimony 

Another chief player in the debate was the claim of Deborah 

Ramirez, one of Kavanaugh’s Yale University classmates, who 

also alleges suspicious behavior on his part. Lastly, Julie 

Swetnick claims the judge was present when she was 

gang-raped in 1982, as well as shedding light on his 

problematic drinking habits. 

 

Of course, it is  unsurprising that Kavanaugh denied all the 

allegations, calling them an “orchestrated and calculated 

political hit” and “revenge on behalf of the Clintons” in his 

intense testimony. As a result of the sexual misconduct claims, 

the final confirmation vote was delayed one week for the FBI 

to carry out an investigation regarding the credibility of these 

allegations. Unfortunately, the investigation was not of 

significant aid to the resolution of the issue, and, in Democrat 

Senator Dianne Feinstein's words, was a “very limited 

investigation.” 

 

And just like any other political uproar, the public took sides. 

On the more popular side of the argument, countless protests 

took place in the capital, emphasizing the impact of campaigns 

like the #MeToo movement, along with creating new ones, like 

the #WhyIDidn'tReport movement. Throughout the past 

couple of weeks, protesters took to the streets to express their 

dissatisfaction with Kavanaugh’s nomination. Supposedly, 

Kavanaugh’s confirmation undermines sexual misconduct as a 

crime, along with signifying that the Ford, Ramirez, and 

Swetnick cases are untrue and therefore unimportant. During 

his private induction ceremony, Kavanaugh’s opponents rioted 

at the doors of the Supreme Court, holding up signs that read 

‘Kava-Nope’ and ‘#Cancel Kavanaugh’. When it came to the 

Senate hearings, this point of view was represented by the 

Democratic party, Kavanaugh’s attackers, where the argument 

was centered around the imperativeness of respecting and  
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believing sexual assault survivors, deeming Kavanaugh unfit for 

the job. 

 

On the other hand, Kavanaugh’s supporters assert that these are 

only allegations and that there is no legitimate evidence to back up 

these claims. Moreover, proponents keep alluding to the judge’s 

record on the job, which has been frequently described as 

impeccable. This point of view was logically represented by the 

Republicans, rebutting Democrat claims of Kavanaugh’s 

inadequacy, along with attacking the accusers with detailed 

questioning in efforts to undermine their testimonies. In addition, 

this is what President Trump affirmed, even mocking Ford’s 

testimony at one point. However, as crude as politics may seem, 

the Senators have the final say. Did public activity influence 

Senators’ opinions? Definitely.  

 

And at the center of all of this, lie female Republican Senators. 

Pressured by the public majority to vote against Kavanaugh for 

the sake of female solidarity, but also pushed to vote for him by 

their  respective party, female Senators, like Susan Collins, were in 

the spotlight. Collins, though deeply touched by Ford’s testimony, 

voted for Kavanaugh citing her belief that he was not her 

assailant. In the end, all conservatives voted for the nominee, 

except Lisa Murkowski, who was so torn between the two the 

public and the party, she refrained from choosing sides altogether 

and plainly voted ‘present’. 

 

Lastly, an unusual circumstance in this entire ordeal is the speed 

at which it happened. Beyond a shadow of a doubt, the top priority 

in the Republican agenda was to appoint Kavanaugh as soon as 

possible. Their seemingly irrational rush was actually a carefully 

mandated political move. In a couple of days from now, on 

November 6th, the United States will hold the midterm elections, 

in which the Republicans can lose their majority government in 

both houses of Congress. With that in mind, they had to appoint a 

conservative Justice before the potential deprivation of their vital 

advantage. And of course, the liberals tried to slow down the 

process, indeed without success. This way, both Mitch McConnell 

and Trump can finally sleep soundly knowing Kavanaugh is 

firmly in place.  

 

 

 

An unusual circumstance in this entire ordeal is the speed at 

which it happened. Beyond a shadow of a doubt, the top 

priority in the Republican agenda was to appoint Kavanaugh 

as soon as possible. Their seemingly irrational rush was 

actually a carefully mandated political move. On November 

6th, the United States will hold the midterm elections, in 

which the Republicans can lose their majority government in 

both houses of Congress. With that in mind, they had to 

appoint a conservative Justice before the potential deprivation 

of their vital advantage. And of course, the Liberals tried to 

slow down the process, indeed without success. This way, both 

Mitch McConnell and Trump can finally sleep soundly 

knowing Kavanaugh is firmly in place. 

 

As October 6th approached, tension increased and ambiguity 

filled the Capitol. Yet, as expected, the Republicans won 

50-48, and Kavanaugh was indeed confirmed. Despite Lisa 

Murkowski’s abstinence and Republican Steve Daines’ 

absence, the Republicans clinched a two-vote margin victory 

with the aid of liberal Senator Joe Manchin, who voted ‘yes’ to 

Kavanaugh despite his party’s stance. Now, the Supreme 

Court is one of a conservative majority with a 5-4 lead. The 

nine Justices, who are appointed for life, are responsible for 

interpreting the law with meticulous regard and respect to the 

Constitution, meaning they can change any law at any time if 

it is rendered unconstitutional. Their immense jurisdiction 

cannot be underestimated, as they can change the dynamic of 

the country, and possibly even U.S. relations with other 

countries, with a simple ‘yes’ or ‘no’.  

 

Notably, President Trump has reaffirmed the Court’s status by 

appointing two conservative Justices in the past two years 

alone. This feat will set the tone for the Court for decades, 

tilting it in his party’s favor for the present and the future, 

even after the four-year constraint of his presidency. At the 

moment, the oldest standing Justice is liberal Ruth Bader 

Ginsburg at the age of 85, but democrats need not worry just 

yet, as she aims to retire five years from now. Trump will not 

have another chance to appoint another conservative Justice - 

tipping the Court to be even more conservative - because he 

will not be president at that time…  Or will he? 
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The Hollywood Comeback: A Story of Epic Redemption or Collective 

Trivialization? 

Continued from Page 1 

 
Based on Hollywood’s most infamous controversies of the past and the 

public reactions to them, we have no reason to expect that this situation 

be handled any differently. For years, celebrities have been able to 

continue their career in the film industry after committing the most 

heinous acts of racism and misogyny. Mel Gibson’s horrifically sexist and 

anti-semitic rants set the media ablaze when they were leaked in 2006 

and several public figures came to Gibson’s defense, saying that he simply 

“had a few too many.” Placing the blame on alcohol ever so conveniently 

is yet another way that many public figures dodge accountability for their 

harmful actions. Although some of them have recently been called out by the MeToo movement, there 

are many others who managed to slither back into the spotlight long before the film industry developed the slightest sense of morality. 

 
For every man who is forbidden to return to the spotlight, there are several who make it back. For every condemned and globally despised 

Harvey Weinstein, there is a Mark Wahlberg, Casey Affleck, James Franco, and David O. Russell who continue their career with minimal 

consequences and no tarnish on their professional reputation.  

 
So what is it that determines the severity of the punishments imposed on these actors and directors? Which factors contribute to the public 

ruling of whether or not they be allowed to come back? Revisiting these celebrity assailants’ justifications for their past wrongdoings, I 

hope to find clarity as to how some approach their scandals in such a way that wins over the public and ultimately saves their career… 

while others are condemned? 

 
 When Mark Wahlberg was sixteen years old, he spotted Johnny Trinh, a Vietnamese man walking alone on the street. He beat Trinh, 

partially blinding him, while spouting racial slurs. This unprovoked, brutal attack resulted in an attempted murder charge and prison time 

for Wahlberg - a whopping total sentence of forty five days, followed by the nearly immediate acceptance back into Hollywood, where he 

continued to make millions and to happily live out his days in his Beverly Hills mansion. But hey, he made a great Dirk Diggler so he 

deserves it, right? Wahlberg was young at the time of the assault which is often the singular component used to justify his comeback.  

 
In addition to age and remorse expressed by these public figures that evidently qualify for a “get out of jail free card”, the support of other 

credible and widely respected celebrities is strategically used to convey to the public that, despite the atrocious behaviour committed by 

some actors and directors, they are genuinely good people who do not deserve their careers to be negatively affected. James Franco’s 

scandal (or what would be more accurately described as a minor instance of “bad judgment” as the way Hollywood insignificantly reacted to 

it implies) is an example of this. In 2014, after evidence was published of Franco flirting with and propositioning an underaged girl, he 

appeared on Live with Kelly and Michael and attempted to deflect the negative publicity by stating “social media is tricky, you know, it’s a way 

people meet each other today… you don’t know who you’re talking to. Not only do I have to go through the embarrassing rituals of meeting 

someone, sometimes if I do that, it gets published for the world. So now it’s doubly embarrassing.”  

 
Yup. It’s almost as if thirty-six-year old men should stay away from teenagers altogether to avoid this “embarrassment.”  

 
Franco’s PR managers have failed him greatly to have prepared him with this laughable excuse, but this claim was unhesitantly backed up 

by Kelly Ripa who responded with: “I think the way you came out here and handled it is perfectly acceptable. It happens to everybody.” This 

publicly announced support of Franco’s inappropriate behavior allowed the problem to diminish rapidly and to be buried deep in the pile of 

various celebrity scandals that continue to be ignored to this day.  

 

To quote Us Weekly, In Touch, and every other pointless magazine infested with paparazzi shots of celebrities picking up their dry 

cleaning, stars are “just like us!” in that they sometimes do things that they later regret. That does not necessarily warrant immediate 

termination of their careers, but it would be ridiculous and down-right harmful to allow them back into the industry without first 

examining what exactly  
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they did and what it says about them as a person and as a worker. Remorse, severity of the crime, and the amount of time that has passed 

since the crime should always be taken into consideration before further opportunities in the film industry are offered to the culprit. 

Currently, this is not being done. The MeToo Movement, although it has been successful in calling out some men who have sexually 

harassed or assaulted women in the workplace, has not circled back to the many instances of sexual misconduct that occurred long before 

the movement started, allowing men like Mel Gibson and James Franco to get away with their wrongdoings.  

 

The one most important aspect that should determine the future of these assailants (but is often overlooked) is the victim. As Sady Doyle, 

the author of Trainwreck: The Women we Love to Hate, Mock, and Fear… and Why puts it, “rather than worrying about whether we’re being fair to 

the abusers or urging survivors to be the “bigger person” at the expense of their own health and safety, we need to build a culture where the 

survivors come first. We need to center survivors’ needs, ask them how they want us to deal with their abusers, and then honor those 

requests. 

First World Problems 

 
                                                                           “World News” according to CBC 

Meghan Oliver 
Do you know one the top headlines under the “World News” 

subheading on CBC’s website? It’s “Lotto fever grips U.S. as Mega 

Millions jackpot hits $1B”. Other Canadian headlines on the same 

day under world news include: “How much weed was sold on 

Canada’s legalization day, province-by-province”, “Russian 

charged with conspiring to interfere in U.S. congressional 

elections”, and “Trump said without evidence that Democrats are 

supporting ‘caravan’ of migrants”, from Global News Toronto, CBC 

World, and Global News- Politics respectively. These are some of 

the most interesting “breaking news” items for the entire world 

today, according to Canadian news sources.  However, are these 

really the most mind-boggling and shocking events that are 

happening over our entire globe today? A recent Doctors without 

Borders article has the following subheading: “Since 25 August 

2017, a massive exodus of over 706,000 Rohingya people have fled 

Myanmar.” Another article, from UNICEF, is titled: “In Yemen, 

millions of children could soon be without food or water as 

economic crisis deepens and Hudaydah violence drags on”.  

 

Just think about it for a second: Canada could be spreading 

awareness about issues such as these problems happening 

everyday, in so many countries across the globe but instead, our 

news  emphasizes topics like the American lottery system, a 

election scandal, and President Trump’s most recent decision. 

These are significant in their own right, but when compared to 

statistics of starvation and deaths in Yemen, their significance  is 

diminished. 

 

In Canada, one of the main issues that has made headlines over 

past years has been the debate about legalising marijuana. 

Meanwhile, in a country like Afghanistan, where the oppressive 

Taliban force towers over its people, citizens are robbed of their 

simple right to speak their opinion and girls are prohibited to go 

to school and yet, many still speak out even though countless 

have been killed for doing so. In India, around 163 million people, 

4.5 times the entire population of Canada, are living without safe 

or sanitary water.  Though our country’s national “crises” such as 

fighting for the legalisation of marijuana, though important, pale 

in comparison to non-first world countries’ crises of fighting for 

freedom of speech or access to clean water.  

 
“How can we improve the world?” This is a big question that is 

constantly on our mind but for which the answer to is often 

frustratingly ambiguous and out of reach. I believe that we, as 

first world countries, must take responsibility in answering this 

question. I understand that Canada does have important national 

crises that actually need addressing, such as the current subpar 

conditions on many Indigenous reserves, but a lot of our 

country’s “issues” involve simply trying to achieve more comfort 

and support for our already relatively stable and safe nation. 

 
 If our news shifted its focus a little bit to shed some more light on 

legitimately shocking events happening around the world today, 

maybe our country could spend more resources trying to 

improve those situations so that the differences in equality 

among the nations could balance out a bit more. In result, I hope 

that we could see more gratitude spread across first-world 

countries as well as see the need for these headlines about 

millions of children starving and thousands of refugees fleeing a 

conflict-torn country gradually start to disappear.  
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The Lisgar Runway 
Tara Orange and Aashna Mehta 

 
 As the leaves turn bright colours and the days become shorter, 

the autumn season falls upon us; and with it, many exciting 

events. In the month of September, the biggest and brightest 

designers meet in Paris, Milan, New York, and London to 

display their finest works for the next year, making the 

harvest season an exciting time for fashion lovers all over the 

world. However, Fashion Week is not the only anticipated fall 

event; in September, students all over North America reunite 

at school for another agonizing ten months. Along with their 

school books, teenagers fill classrooms with style. From the 

runways of New York to the halls of Lisgar, fashion has never 

been more diverse.  

 

 One of the big trends coming back into style are looks inspired 

by the 80s/90s. Almost all of today’s street style has, in one 

way or another, been influenced by the trends of these 

decades. Successful models like Kaia Gerber and Bella Hadid, 

who are among the leading representatives of the fashion 

empire, have displayed this. High-end brands like Fendi, Marc 

Jacobs, and Chanel have highlighted this trend in the latest fall 

collections. Of course, with these stars showing off their finest 

looks on social media and the runway, teens get inspiration 

and replicate or start trends of their own; and what better 

place to show this than at school. It is the perfect place for 

students to exhibit their tremendous style and express 

themselves through fashion. Here at Lisgar, one can encounter 

an immense variety of designs and trends. Although each and 

every style is unique, it does not create any form of divide. You 

can easily find the hypebeasts cracking jokes on the first floor 

or the future Blair Waldorf’s sipping coffee at City Hall. That is 

one of the best parts about Lisgar; each and every student is 

different in their own way, yet everyone gets along.  

 

Along with this 80s/90s craze, comes renewed interest in 

thrift shopping, which has also become a recent trend amongst 

Lisgarites. Many people donate their old clothes without 

realizing that some brands are selling similar things for an 

expensive price. You can find a denim jacket at the thrift store 

for $10 and it would normally retail for $60; this is why thrift 

shopping appeals to many teenagers. Another benefit of thrift 

shopping is that it is eco-friendly- something that many 

people do not recognize. Most of the population does not 

realize just how environmentally damaging clothing 

production is. Out of all the material produced, only a fraction 

of it is used, and the  rest is sent to landfills. Thrifting allows  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

From right to left; Jimmy Zhan, Juliet Morrison, Sophia Flores 

teens to buy fashionable, affordable clothing while helping the 

environment.  

  

Another problem in fashion for Lisgar students is purchasing 

ethically made clothing. There is a massive issue with clothing being 

produced in sweatshops in South and Southeast Asia and Latin 

America, often by underpaid workers and even children. Although it 

benefits the company’s economy, their workers have no rights 

whatsoever, are paid very poorly and work in very poor or unsafe 

conditions. Although still an obscure topic, more and more students 

are becoming educated on the issue and working around it in order to 

stay fashionable while doing a good deed to society. However, despite 

these desperate attempts to boycott the multi-million dollar 

companies such as H&M and Forever 21, it is extremely difficult 

because they are so widespread and do not break the bank. As said by 

Simon Zhu, a grade 11 Lisgar student and common thrifter, “I want to 

care, and I am trying to care, but it is almost impossible to avoid it 

because it is so widespread and practically every store contributes to 

underprivileged workers.”  Fair-trade or domestic brands, such as 

Roots or Patagonia, are often very expensive. There are many 

students who acknowledge and understand the issue of ethically 

made clothing; however, it is still a big struggle for teens to buy 

affordable clothing. Considering the huge environmental footprint in 

terms of the harmful chemicals used in the production process, the 

amount of material being wasted, and then the mistreatment of 

sweatshop labourers in Asia, it is a cry for help in the fashion world.  

 

Fashion is something that is a struggle for everyone, some more than 

others. It is not just pairing different florals with stripes; it affects the 

environment and the people manufacturing clothing. It is not a 

matter of pointing fingers and blaming brands or the industry: 

protecting the environment and human rights is something society 

must work towards as a whole, even the smallest little things can 

help, like recycling clothing or reading the tag to see if an item is 

fair-trade or not. Fashion is something that should be bringing the 

world together and embracing its beauty, not destroying it. 
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Perspectives of Ottawa 
Photography by Meghan Oliver  

Those little hidden gems of our city- some 

last for but a fleeting moment; others are 

always there, constantly waiting for 

wanderers to stumble upon them.  

 

A beautiful bead seller at a humble little stand 
in the Byward Market   

 

I think everybody knows where this is 

Tourists that appear dwarfed among the 
statues on Parliament Hill 

Rideau Hall’s stunning golden ballroom 

Getting to Know Renée Fleming 
Abigail Potter 

In the farthest, darkest, reaches of my mind, I have the desire to become a classical singer. To 

say so sounds pretty far-fetched, and most of you have probably raised your eyebrows at my 

wistful daydreams, but many very reasonable people choose to follow that exact path, to 

study music and to try and make it as a performer. Many of them, most of them in fact will 

probably have little success at it. I’m not trying to bash dreams, but financial security is quite 

a big concern, and a young musician has to have something special to be really successful in 

that vocation. One of those rare lucky ones is Renée Fleming. I have always wondered what 

made her rise above so many others, and I learned the answer to this mystery when I had the 

opportunity to attend her sold-out recital in Southam Hall, at the National Arts Centre, on 

the 9th of October. I discerned three principal characteristics that had advanced her career: 

her natural mastery of voice, her diverse repertoire, and her engaging performance style.  

 

The first piece performed at the recital was, honestly, rather uninteresting: however, there 

was one section that blew me away and sold me on her talent forever. It was slow and simple, 

composed entirely of humming, which is challenging. However, when Fleming closed her 

mouth, notes that only existed in her head were heard by thousands. Needless to say, she 

only got better from that point on. During several points in the concert I could not only hear 

the supple vibrations from her melody, but feel it as well, fluctuating in the air beside my 

head.  But even  being an impressive singer would not have guaranteed her success for long. 

There will always be an up and coming performer trying to push past you, and plenty of 

artists have  nearly the same, if not the same level of skill as Fleming.  

 

What sets her apart is her diverse repertoire, including everything from Italian Opera to 

Broadway classics. The first thing I appreciated about this unconventional compilation is 

its appeal to a diverse audience. It gave me an opportunity to grow as a music lover, 

expanding my preferences beyond what I would normally want to listen to. I recognized 

almost none of the titles on the setlist, and ended up loving almost all of them. Fleming  is 

able to draw on all of her various genres to make them all more interesting and unique, 

surpassing the abilities of popular singers and adding unconventional charm to opera that 

can be, let’s admit, sometimes less exciting.  

 

In hindsight, I understand why she chose such an uninspiring piece to open the concert. I 

know now that she was twisting the atmosphere of the room to focus solely on herself, and 

building anticipation for the rest of the show. It was the  lugubrious song that forced my 

mind to adjust to the surroundings and sit on the edge of my seat for the inevitable 

beginning of the melodious and livelier song. Fleming  is an expressive musician, and she 

knows how to truly convey the spirit of a piece, but she never overdoes it. Fleming can draw 

you a world with just the notes flowing from her throat. Her obvious self-possession and 

maturity define her as a performer and I found her to be an incredibly intelligent musician 

and entertainer, and her  concert felt like fifteen minutes through the haze of my 

entrancement. Listening to Renée Fleming  in such an intimate setting was a truly 

remarkable experience. Watching her perform made me long for her voice, and for her 

career, so much that it hurt. There is so much that young artists can learn from her unique 

 capabilities and master, and she reminds us of the beauty that is the true purpose of art, and why we love it as much as we do.  
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Horoscopes Courtesy of the Universe and Andrew Poirier 

AriesAries    
March 20-April 21 
There’s a longing deep within you for 
something, but you can’t quite figure out 
what. The late nights spent pondering 

your existence and the profound daydreams you’ve 
been having in class recently haven’t been helping, 
either. Just go with the flow, and things will turn out 
fine. Unless they don’t. But don’t worry, they will. 
Probably. 

  
GeminiGemini  
May 22-June 20 
You’ve been struggling to figure out where 
your place in the world is, but why try to be

something you’re not? You’re a unique human being. The
is no-one who is quite like you. In some cases, that’s a 
good thing, but then again, you just be your best you; 
there’s nothing better you could possibly be. Unless you
count unicorns. But we’re not: that would just be unfair.

TaurusTaurus  
April 22-May 21 
In order to bestow good luck upon 
 yourself, be sure to switch your  
socks between your feet at every  

meal of the day. This allows for the  
healthy flow of chi throughout your body and 
 prevents you from catching the attention of  
gremlins. Or, you know, just stay in school and  
obey the law. That’s usually good advice too. 

 
CancerCancer  
June 21-July 22 
Change up your diet for a week or two; 
 it could be interesting. For maximum 
transformation, we recommend a strict 

 and total gluten-free vegan diet for the foreseeable  
future. Who knows what unexpected benefits  
might come from such a change in lifestyle? (None. 
There is absolutely nothing good whatsoever that  
could possibly come of this. Nothing. NOTHING.) 

 

LeoLeo  
July 23-August 22 
It’s well-known that Leos are a 
courageous lot and your bravery has 
served you well, but in the coming days 
you’ll need to put those good old 

smarticle-particles to use if you want to come out on
top. Be it on that tricky algebra test (whose idea was 
to mix numbers and letters, anyway?) or in some 
suave flirting with the hottie that’s caught your eye, 
just remember that sometimes it’s okay to be a 
Slytherin rather than a Gryffindor.  

VirgoVirgo  
August 23-September 22 
You’re in for it now. All the little lies that you’ve told 
these last few weeks are going to catch up with you. 
You’ve spun a web of deception so elaborate that not 
even you can tell what’s true anymore, which will prove 
really inconvenient on that test you were all excited 
about cuz it was mostly going to be T/F questions. 
You’ve even managed to convince yourself that you’re 
trustworthy. But be honest (if you even can); is that 
really the case?  

  

ScorpioScorpio  
October 23-November 21 
Look at you; questioning your 
preference (or preFURence) for cats o
dogs. After loving your precious 
furbaby for so long, you’re thinking 

crazy thoughts and asking heretical questions about 
whether or not there exists a better breed of pet. In 
order to forego the conflict concerning the superiori
of canine or feline animal companionship, you should
just get a more exotic pet altogether like a vulture or 
iguana.   

SagittariusSagittarius  
November 21-December 21 
Start a garden; it’s good for the soul. 
Tending to the delicate seeds that will 
eventually spread their roots and grow 
into full-blown plants is a great way to 

procrastinate. Need an excuse not to socialize? Head 
home to make sure they’re getting enough sunlight. 
Forget the dog eating your homework; you just really 
needed to shred that last assignment and use it as 
compost, is all. The excuses are limitless.  

LibraLibra  
September 23-October 22 
Things seem to be going pretty well for 
you, but beware; if you aren’t careful, it’s 
more than likely that you’ll end up so sick 
you won’t be sure which end of your body 

the contents of your upset stomach will chose to eject 
from. To be safe, lock yourself away in your room and 
only accept food and clean diapers. If you choose to 
brave the outside world, find a way to access a 
full-blown hazmat suit. When health and safety are 
concerned, nothing is too extreme.  

AquariusAquarius  
January 20-February 19 
Something big is coming up in your life. 
You don’t yet know what it is (and frankl
neither do we), but you’ll know it when i

hits you. We can’t emphasize enough how monument
this will be; nothing will ever be the same after it’s 
coming. Whatever it is, keep on moving on with your
life; what doesn’t kill you makes you stronger. 
Hopefully this won’t kill you.  

PicesPices  
February 20-March 19 
Stop. There’s something that you’ve just 
started doing lately, and it’s throwing all 
that is good in the world into chaos. Take 

our advice on this one, alright? The freaking 
constellations themselves are telling us profound 
insights into the meaning of life; where do you get 
YOUR advice from, hmm? That’s what I thought. So 
get a hold of yourself; your fate depends on it. 

CapricornCapricorn  
December 22-January 19 
True love has blossomed, and everything is 
as it should be. In somebody’s life, at least, 
though maybe not yours. You could be 

suffering from a devastating break-up or crippling 
loneliness for all the universe cares. But doesn’t the fact 
that someone is having the time of your life just cheer 
you right up? The next time you’re suffering socially or 
emotionally, just remember that someone else isn’t, and 
that should make everything better.  

 
Thank you to all of our contributors! 

Aser Abdelgawad 
Fred Azeredo 
Michael Cong 

Olivia Minor-Jacques 
Meghan Oliver 

Tara Orange 
Andrew Poirier 

Amy Zhang 
Shirley Zhu 

And a special thank you to our teacher supervisor, Mr. Hodgson! 
 

The leaves have barely changed colours, but it seems as though winter is almost upon us. Still, we hope you enjoy this edition of the 
Lisgarwrite, along with the last vestiges of the autumnal season. As your new editors-in-chief, we’re excited to share another great year 

with all of you! As always, keep an eye out for future editors, calls for submissions, contests. We’d love to hear from all of you, so email us at 
lisgarwrite.submissions@gmail.com if you have any ideas or questions. - Amy Zhang and Andrew Poirier 

 

November 2018 12 

mailto:lisgarwrite.submissions@gmail.com

