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n Tuesday, Missouri
held its Republican
Primary. Rick
Santorum was
the winner, meaning that
he gets declared delegates
in the Republican National
Convention. Or rather, he would
have, if the Missouri Primary
counted in the greater election.
Tuesday’s primary served no
real purpose. The Republican
National Committee (RNC)
decided last year that only a
few states could have primaries
before March 6 or lose half their
delegates in the convention.
As a result, Missouri, which
traditionally holds its primary

STAFF EDITORIAL

A $7 million mistake

in February, was negatively
affected by this decision. There
will be a Missouri Caucus in
March, where the delegates for
the state are formally allocated,
but people still voted today.
Registered voters took their time
to declare who they wanted to
be the Republican presidential
candidate, and it cost the tax-
payers of Missouri seven million
dollars.

While millions of dollars
wasted is bad enough, the
inability of the Missouri legis-
lature to solve an easy calendar
issue draws negative attention to
the failures of our state govern-
ment. The state had a problem

with an easy solution, but could
not pass a bill to change the
Republican primary date - even
with a GOP controlled legisla-
ture and a two-year time frame.
In fact, one Republican state
senator described the situation
to ABC as “the dumbest thing
I’ve seen in my time in the
legislature.”

Most Wash. U. students
undoubtedly saw a Facebook
status, tweet, or heard a com-
ment about how Missouri
citizens were foolish to endorse
Santorum. However, in the
rush to talk about how ridicu-
lous a candidate Santorum is,
we have missed a two larger

points: Santorum’s primary
victory will not give him any
practical advantage in the larger
Republican race, and because
of a outrageous error by the
government of the state where
(like it or not) we live, we will
endure another costly election.
By the time we reach the caucus
that counts, Santorum may no
longer be a candidate.

The remaining, meaningful,
Republican primaries will allow
voters plenty of opportunities
to discuss the extreme views
and personalities of the likes
of Santorum, Mitt Romney
and Newt Gingrich. But the
discussion the Missouri primary

should spark a discussion of
another kind, one about the
accountability of our state
officials. When a political body
is responsible for the spending
of millions of taxpayer dol-
lars, state residents and voters
can’t turn a blind eye to how it’s
done. The next time our friends
and classmates want to discuss
the stupidity of Missouri voters
for endorsing Santorum, we
should remind them that some
of the same voters are respon-
sible for electing an incapable
state legislature.

EDITORIAL CARTOON
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SCOTT HABER
STAFF COLUMNIST

ast week, the American
Civil Liberties Union
filed suit against the
United States govern-
ment for violations of the Freedom
of Information Act related to the
Obama administration’s refusal
to release any sort of information
relating to the assassinations of
Anwar al-Awlaki and Samir Khan,
two American citizens who were
ranking members of al-Qaida.
The ACLU'’s lawsuit revolves
around the key issue with these
assassinations: the CIA killed
American citizens without due
process of law. Anwar al-Awlaki
and Samir Khan were killed
last September in Yemen by an
unmanned drone strike without
any sort of trial or protection of
the constitutional rights guar-
anteed to American citizens
under the Fourth Amendment.

Killing americans

Moreover, the CIA has even
denied the existence of the
program that orchestrated the
drone strike. Now obviously these
men were terrorists; their actions
were wrong and should not be
condoned. But they were also
American citizens, and if we truly
believe in American civil liberties,
we have to believe that regardless
of your crimes, you have the right
to a trial by jury, and the right

to not be assassinated by your
government.

The fact that Obama
Administration and the CIA have
refused to officially acknowledge
this assassination or their legal
justification for the killing of
American citizens while simul-
taneously touting it as a major
victory in the war on terror is pure
hypocrisy and terrifying from
the perspective of anyone even
vaguely concerned with protection
of American civil liberties.

Details of the assassinations

have been both leaked to press
and revealed during on-the-record
interviews with White House
officials, including the president.
Essentially, the CIA selected al-
Awlaki as a potential target for a
top-secret killing program. Then,
in April of last year, President
Barack Obama approved his place-
ment on this list of eligible targets
for this program. Al-Awlaki was
the first American citizen to be
placed on such a list.

One key detail that remained
entirely absent from these trium-
phant reports and interviews was
the legal justification the Obama
administration had used for allow-
ing the CIA to kill an American
citizen. Citizens are supposed to
be protected against government
abuse, not murdered.

Immediately following the
triumphant announcement of
the killing by Obama himself
during a White House press
conference, the American Civil

Liberties Union filed a Freedom
of Information Act request with
the CIA, Department of Defense,
and Department of Justice asking
for basic information regarding the
killings of al-Awlaki and Khan as
well as the administration’s legal
justification for this action. They
have received no response.

Even more disturbing, the CIA
has denied even the existence of its
targeted killing program, claiming
that it “could neither confirm nor
deny the existence or nonexistence
of records” relating the ACLU’s
request. Even scarier, Khan was
not even on the list of terrorists
eligible for targeted killing. He was
simply another American citizen,
who happened to be a terrorist and
also happened to be sitting next to
al-Awlaki when he was assassi-
nated. If this doesn’t scare you, it
should.

The CIA is denying knowledge
of a program that has successfully
assassinated American citizens

without due process of law or
constitutional protections afforded
to Americans. The implications of
this are frightening.

We are now living in a world
where the president of the United
States of America can allow a
covert government agency to kill
American citizens, people born
and raised in this country, entirely
outside of the judicial system
or any due process of law, and
then pretend it never officially
happened.

Sure, this time they were terror-
ists, but the precedent is now there.
A legal precedent exists which
gives the United States govern-
ment the ability to kill its own
citizens without any legal recourse,
without a trial by jury, and without
any requirement to defend their
actions in court.

Scott Haber is a sophomore in Arts
& Sciences. Write to Scott Haber at
SCOTT.HABER@STUDLIFE.COM
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LAUREN PALEY
STAFF COLUMNIST

fter merely
three
days,
Susan G. Komen
for the Cure bowed to public
outrage by repealing contro-
versial funding cuts to Planned
Parenthood. The foundation
justified its original decision by
pointing towards a change to its
grant rules that banned funding
for organizations under local,
state or federal investigation.
In explaining the reversal, the
foundation stated “We have
been distressed at the presump-
tion that the changes made
to our funding criteria were
done for political reasons or to
specifically penalize Planned
Parenthood. They were not.”
I question the veracity of this
announcement, which was
clearly crafted to placate those
infuriated by Komen’s initial
decision.
Although I agree with the
Komen foundation’s decision

Komen cures public outrage

to retract its

original position, it
remains apparent that
the issue is—contrary to
the PR statement—highly
political. Out of about 2,000
organizations that Komen
supports financially, Planned
Parenthood was the only one
affected by the new rule. This
makes it nearly impossible not
to assume that the changes were
made with Planned Parenthood
in mind.

It’s no secret that Planned
Parenthood, a highly visible
organization that provides
health care, education and
advocacy for women, garners
national attention from anti-
abortion activists who latch
onto its abortion services and
ignore its other programs.
These critics often completely
disregard the fact that abortions
comprise a mere three per-
cent of Planned Parenthood’s
expenditures and the fact that
federal funding can’t be used
for abortions anyway. Susan
G. Komen for the Cure folded

u‘"“-ﬁug
under this ongoing
political controversy associ-
ated with Planned Parenthood,
seemingly disregarding the
enormous value of its services
for low-income families.
Komen’s decision to repeal
the defunding lies in the del-
uge of public backlash, most
notably on forums such as
Facebook and Twitter. In the
three days following the initial
Komen announcement, Planned
Parenthood raised nearly three
million dollars and gained
10,000 new Facebook sup-
porters. In contrast, Komen’s
Facebook page was bombarded
with heated comments, many
of which suggested alternative
cancer foundations to which
one could donate. On my own
newsfeed, friends posted and
re-posted articles bashing the
decision. This issue definitely
struck a chord in liberal-
minded college students across
the country, many of whom

rely on Planned
Parenthood’s service.
Much of the criticism

against Komen’s actions point
to Karen Handel, who was
appointed as its senior vice
president in April 2011. Handel,
Georgia’s former secretary of
state, has publically stated that
her staunch anti-abortion beliefs
make her unable to support the
mission of Planned Parenthood.
She has since resigned, but I
see the attacks on Handel as an
oversimplification of the issue.
No one person—even with the
title of VP and with a strong
personal vendetta—could have
single-handedly spearheaded
this de-funding process. Rather,
the actions represent a mis-
calculated effort by Komen to
mollify groups and individuals
who hated the group’s ties to
Planned Parenthood and posed
significant threats to Komen’s
fundraising.

This controversy reflects the
politicization of our society
as a whole. Komen’s national
headquarters made a mistake,
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but they are rapidly attempting
to fix this. Will the organiza-
tion as a whole ever admit

that significant political rifts
between anti-abortion and
pro-abortion rights advocates
fueled their initial reasoning?
Probably not. Regardless, the
foundation responded to the
public’s outcry swiftly and, I
think, appropriately. Judging by
the huge influx in donations to
Planned Parenthood, and the
decreased funding and support
for Komen in this same short
period, Susan G. Komen for
the Cure will need quite a bit of
time to repair the damage and
rebuild its reputation. Hopefully
the foundation will focus in the
future on curing cancer and not
succumb to partisan issues like
abortion.

Lauren Paley is a freshman in Arts &
Sciences. Write to Lauren Paley at
LAUREN.PALEY@STUDLIFE.COM

ERIC SCHWARTZ
OP-ED SUBMISSION

have Facebook, Twitter,
LinkedIn, Instagram,
Foursquare, Google+,
Spotify, Turntable.fm,
Bonfyre and Pinterest accounts.
Although I'll be the first to
admit that my online social
life may be slightly exces-
sive, I doubt my experience is
uncommon. Researchers have
begun to explore this so-called
“Facebook phenomenon” of
having hundreds, perhaps even
thousands of friends online,
while having fewer truly close
friends than our parents did.
Matthew Brashears, a Cornell
University sociologist, found in
a 2010 study that adults today
have, on average, 2.03 friends
(maybe two people and a fish),
compared to a study in 1985
that found the average was
closer to five.
So what’s going on? I used
to consider myself lucky that I
had a way to stay connected to
the multitude of people I've met

OP-ED SUBMISSION

over my lifetime. I can search
Facebook by “Current City” to
find friends in a new place, or
check up on what a friend did
last weekend through events and
photos. The amount of personal
information we have access to is
literally overwhelming; there’s
no way to absorb every story
that comes across our Facebook
news feed or Twitter. Photos,
tweets, check-ins, pins and

likes are now standard pieces

of information about a person
you may have only met once or
twice.

Generation “F” stands for
Generation “Friend,” which
reflects the changing definition
of the word in the context of
how our social networks define
it. In some ways it is a decep-
tive trick that facilitates more
use of social websites. For us,
the individual user, their loose
interpretation of the word is
changing how we interact with
the people around us. You
may be friends with someone
on Facebook, but that doesn’t

The rise of generation ‘F

necessarily mean you say hi to
them in Whispers. Brashears’
study doesn’t conclusively
explain why our number of
close friends is decreasing, but
I’d like to propose one possible
explanation.

The amount of access to per-
sonal information we have on
acquaintances has raised the bar
on who can now be considered a
“close friend.” Personal infor-
mation that had been previously
shared face-to-face, such as
photographs (on paper), details
about a relationship, travel plans
and even mutual interests, are
now completely accessible to the
online community. Life events
that our parents only share with
their close friends are now on
a public Timeline, resulting in
less ways for our generation to
connect deeply with each other.
We simply have fewer things to
discuss.

I respect people who decide
to deactivate their Facebook
profiles, but I could never be
one of them. I don’t necessarily

believe that the answer to estab-
lishing true close friendships in
the traditional sense is to swear
off social media altogether.
Rather, our generation must
come to appreciate the value in
meaningful face-to-face inter-
actions; a facial expression or
gesture that needs no explana-
tion or the ability for someone
to instantly tell when you’re

not feeling 100 percent is more
valuable than ever before. Social
media should complement our
interactions, rather than supple-
ment them, and while I don’t
see this happening as often for
those of us who remember using
pay phones, I worry about the
babies playing with iPads. It’s
only a matter of time before
they learn how to download the
Facebook application.

Eric Schwartz is a senior in Arts &
Sciences. Write to Eric Schwartz at
ERIC.SCHWARTZ@WUSTL.EDU

LETTERTO
THE EDITOR

Dear Ediror,

I have been ashamed
of my alma mater since it
gave an honorary degree
to Phyllis Shafley, whose
hatred of women’s rights
[and gays] brings disgrace
to a liberal arts university.

I therefore propose that
to achieve a balanced
viewpoint to the honor-
ary degree process that
Washington University
bestow Cecile Richards of
Planned Parenthood an
honorary doctorate.

Beth Kline Mann
BA’60, MA ‘66
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thumbs
up

Thumbs up to new vegetarian
options in the DUC - we love the
pesto tofu and polenta.

Thumbs up to the release of
graduate school admissions deci-
sions.

Thumbs up to WUStock for an-
other great lineup.

thumbs
down

Thumbs down to Missouri for
getting national press for all the
wrong reasons.

Thumbs down to the rerelease
of Star Wars in 3D. George Lucas
has done enough damage with
the 2D version.

Thumbs down to the Westboro
Baptist Church.
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2012 Grammy Awards preview

GEORGIE MORVIS
MOVIE/TV EDITOR

The 54th Grammy Awards air this
Sunday on CBS at 7 p.m. CST. Here
are my views on who should and will
win some of the major awards. (I
wanted to cover them all, but really,
who cares about Best Americana or
Best Tropical Latin Albums?)

Song of the Year

The Song of the Year award goes
to the songwriter, and the songwriter
alone.

Nominated this year are “Rolling
in the Deep” (Adele), “Holocene”
(Bon Iver), “Grenade” (Bruno
Mars), “The Cave” (Mumford and
Sons) and “All of the Lights” (Kanye
West). Adele, who has spent 19
weeks atop the album charts, seems
like she will dominate these awards.
“Rolling in the Deep” was every-
where this year, and the songwriting
is solid and catchy. I suppose Bruno
Mars could be a spoiler here, but
Adele is unstoppable.

Favorite: “Rolling in the Deep”
Spoiler: “Grenade”

Should have been nominated:
“Countdown” by Beyoncé

Record of the Year

Nominated this year are “Rolling
in the Deep” (Adele), “Holocene”
(Bon Iver), “Grenade” (Bruno
Mars), “Firework” (Katy Perry) and
“The Cave” (Mumford and Sons).

Though this list is almost identi-
cal to the one above, the Record of
the Year award actually goes to the
producers and the artist. Once again,
“Rolling in the Deep” looks like it
was too big of a hit to ignore. The
production is subtle, if unspectacular.
If “Rolling in the Deep” somehow
loses, “Firework” was a pretty big
hit, and Katy Perry just got a divorce.
Sympathy vote? The biggest surprise
is a complete snub of the impeccable
production of Kanye’s song.

Favorite: “Rolling in the Deep”
Spoiler: “Firework”

Should have been nominated: “All
of the Lights” by Kanye West

Best New Artist

Nominated this year are The
Band Perry, Bon Iver, J. Cole, Nicki
Minaj and Skrillex. As per usual, the
general public knew almost every
single one of these artists before
the Grammys recognized them as
“new.” It seems like either Bon Iver
or Nicki Minaj (who has industry
support and powerful allies) should
win. But last year, the Grammys
threw conventional wisdom to the
wind and chose unknown Esperanza
Spalding over Justin Bieber and
Florence + the Machine, each of
whom deserved the award for differ-
ent reasons. So, who knows? Maybe
Skrillex will win.

Favorite: Tossup between Bon Iver
and Nicki Minaj

Spoiler: The Band Perry

Should have been nominated: The
Weeknd

Album of the Year

Nominated are “21” (Adele),
“Doo-Wops & Hooligans” (Bruno
Mars), “Wasting Light” (Foo
Fighters), “Born This Way” (Lady
Gaga) and “Loud” (Rihanna). Yet
again, Adele looks to triumph. “21”
sold the most copies (and consis-
tently still tops the charts, almost a
year after its release). In addition,
critics respected it. “Born This Way”
had a stellar debut but fizzled out,
and it hasn’t received nearly as much
radio play as Lady Gaga’s previous
efforts. The most curious nomination
is Rihanna, who is more known for
her singles than for her actual album.
And who even knew Foo Fighters
put out another album?

There are several albums that
deserved nominations more than
most of this category, such as
Beyoncé’s “4” and Kanye’s “My
Beautiful Dark Twisted Fantasy”—
both daring and career-best efforts
from two of America’s best modern
artists. However, it is a pleasant
surprise that Taylor Swift’s “Speak
Now” was not nominated.

Favorite: “21” by Adele
Spoiler: “Born This Way” by Lady

Gaga

Should have been nominated:
“My Beautiful Dark Twisted
Fantasy” by Kanye West

Rap Album

Nominated are “Watch the
Throne” (Jay-Z & Kanye West),
“My Beautiful Dark Twisted
Fantasy” (Kanye West), “Tha Carter
IV” (Lil Wayne), “Lasers” (Lupe
Fiasco) and “Pink Friday” (Nicki
Minaj). It’s Kanye-on-Kanye action,
and I hope it doesn't lead to him
being snubbed for both his career-
best work on “MBDTF” and one of
the greatest rap collaboration albums
of all time (“Watch the Throne”).
Kanye’s nomination for Song of the
Year for “All of the Lights” points to
a little more support for that effort, so
itis the de facto “favorite” in another
tossup.

Favorite: Kanye

Spoiler: Anyone who isn’t Kanye.
Should have been nominated: If
there was a way for all 5 slots to
belong to Kanye, he would deserve
all of them.

Country Album

Nominated are “Red River Blue”
(Blake Shelton), “Here for a Good
Time” (George Strait), “My Kinda
Party” (Jason Aldean), “Own the
Night” (Lady Antebellum) and
“Speak Now” (Taylor Swift). Taylor
Swift is always unstoppable at the
Grammys. She’s like Meryl Streep
if Meryl Streep won for every
nomination. And if Meryl Streep
acted extremely surprised when she
won. And if Meryl Streep was awful.
Basically, Taylor Swift for the win
in this category. Nothing else could
happen. Lady Antebellum won a lot
of Grammys for “Need You Now;”
though, so maybe they can pull off
an upset.

Favorite: “Speak Now” by Taylor
Swift

Spoiler: “Own the Night” by Lady
Antebellum

Should have been nominated: Is
“Not Taylor Swift” an option?

LPAALBUM REVIEW

*Scars and
Stories’
The Fray

for fans of
The Script, Snow Patrol,
OneRepublic

singles to download
“Heartbeat,”“The Fighter;’
“Run forYour Life,”“1961”

KAYLA HOLLENBAUGH
MUSIC EDITOR

Denver-based pop-rock band
The Fray is known for its massive
choruses, catchy hooks and lead
singer Isaac Slade’s heart-wrenching
vocals. With the release of The
Fray’s third album, “Scars and
Stories,” it seems that not much has
changed. The band, popular for
chart toppers like “Over My Head
(Cable Car),” “You Found Me” and
everyone’s favorite sing-along “How
to Save a Life,” doesn’t deviate
much from the formula for its latest
offering. This results in a solid, if
slightly tedious, album.

The best song on the album is
the first track, “Heartbeat,” which
is also the first single. Although

this may be because it sounds so
similar to the band’s previous hits,
this doesn’t lessen the fact that it
is catchy and passionate. It’s a bit
of a shame, as the rest of the LP
never quite manages to live up to
the uplifting emotionality of its first
song. In fact, the album seems to
gradually decline in quality, with the
majority of the best songs lumped
towards the beginning. For example,
second track “The Fighter” is a
powerfully written song with lilting
melodies, a soaring chorus and
expressive lyrics following the nar-
rative of a boxer and his lover. The
songwriting on this album is impres-
sive, with many songs taking on a
story, like the fast-paced anthem
“1961.” However, as the album
progresses, it begins to fall into
rather safe and boring territory, with
ballads that never really lift off the
ground, such as “I Can Barely Say”
and “Be Still.” It is a rather disap-
pointing finish for such a strongly
started album.

Certainly, The Fray’s particular
brand of piano-driven pop-rock
is always palatable and catchy.
But as the album stretches on, the
songs begin to merge into undif-
ferentiated, albeit pleasant, mush.
Die-hard fans and casual listeners
should be happy with “Scars and
Stories,” but it is merely a step in the
same direction for The Fray.

WUSTOC K FROM PAGE 1

Levine last summer and dropped
their most recent album, “The
Papercut Chronicles II,” in
October of 2011.

CS40 uses a somewhat compli-
cated method to decide whom to
bring to WUStock. Sophomore
Bailey Breems, CS40 Swamp
Committee chair, described the
process: The committee “nar-
rowed it down to 10 [bands],
based on availability, budget,
and reviews of the bands.” After
that, the [Swamp] Committee
narrowed it down to five choices,
which were then offered in a stu-
dent vote.

The students came out strong
for Gym Class Heroes, who won
the vote by more than five per-
centage points.

Last year, CS40 brought in
indie duo Matt & Kim as the
headliners, and the event was
a huge success. Will this year’s
event have such a good turnout?

“We do hope that WUStock
will continue to grow every
year,” Breems said. “It’s a rela-
tively new event.”

Whether or mnot 2012’s
WUStock will top last year’s
show, Gym Class Heroes will
bring amazing energy to the
Swamp when they come to visit.
Student bands will also perform
at WUStock, and the full lineup
will be revealed in the coming
weeks.

DANIEL DIEBLER
CADENZA REPORTER

This Sunday, AMC’s hit
show “The Walking Dead” will
return from its midseason break
of season two. The show fol-
lows the exploits of a group of
survivors in the post-apocalyptic
wasteland ruled by the undead.
Despite its zombie-based
origins, “The Walking Dead”
contains an intriguing cast of
characters who are faced with
trying to keep a semblance of
morality even though the world
has gone to hell.

Rick Grimes (Andrew
Lincoln) is the sheriff who
everyone listens to, and his wife,
Lori (Sarah Wayne Callies)
has lots of personal problems.
Meanwhile, his old partner
Shane Walsh (Jon Bernthal) is

‘The Walking Dead’ back, hopefully
to do more than bore

steadily going insane. There’s
also Old Wise Man (OWM)
Dale Horvath (Jeffrey DeMunn)
and Glenn (Steven Yeun),
the gullible and frequently
unbelievably stupid why-would-
you-do-that comic relief. Daryl
Dixon (Norman Reedus) is the
redneck with a crossbow who
manages to be the only reason I
still watch the show. There are
other characters, but you’d be
better off ignoring them.

These actors are very good
at their jobs, but I watch the
show because of its potential,
not because of what it actually
is. The characters have become
stock characters. There’s the
hip, young kid Glenn; OWM
Dale; Rick, the man who liter-
ally cannot do wrong; and crazy
guy Shane.

The beginning of the second

season was very harrowing. It
had one of the most intense
scenes of television I've ever
watched, with characters hiding
under a traffic pileup while the
dead shambled past. Then a
minor character, young Sophia,
went missing. It looked as
though the second season was
going to be a traumatic journey
to find her.

And then nothing happened.
Whatsoever. They were stuck on
a farm, having arguments about
stupid interpersonal problems
for the entire season. The char-
acters stopped being interesting,
and it became so predictable
that you could guess possibly
every problem that was going to
come up.

After the premiere episode,
the only time anything of sub-
stance occurred was in the last

10 minutes of the midseason
finale. The plot finally moved
along at the pace I expected
when I started watching the
show.

If you have any experience
with the graphic novel it is
based on, you know the poten-
tial of “The Walking Dead.”
There is so much room for
conflict and growth in the char-
acters. The writers clearly know
how to write disturbing scenes
that bring you to the edge of
your seat, and those scenes have
happened consistently through-
out the show.

Don’t watch this show think-
ing it will be amazing, as it’s
really not. Nothing all that
important happens, and the pac-
ing and conflict is meaningless
and inane sometimes. Watch it
for what it could be. Watch this

show for its potential. I know
the writers have it in them to
write some seriously amazing
stories, and AMC has the ability
and creative talent to stick it out
for a long time, even without
amazing ratings.

This show isn’t as good as
the other things on AMC.
“Breaking Bad” and “Mad
Men” are both better television
shows, but the premise of “The
Walking Dead” is more power-
ful and more intriguing than
that of either of those shows.
“The Walking Dead” isn’t there
yet, but I'm willing to stick it
out. So let’s see what happens
in the second half of the season,
because you never know when
things might heat up.

Our favorite 2012 Super Bowl commercials

ANDIE HUTNER
& TREVOR LEUZINGER
CADENZA STAFF

It seems like almost everyone
in America has a reason to watch
the Super Bowl. Most actually care
about the football game itself, but
many just tune in to see the spec-
tacle that is the halftime show or to
see how advertisers topped them-
selves this year. Although the large
number of local ads made 2012 a
surprisingly weak commercial year,
here are some of our favorites.

The Chinese calendar may have
declared it the Year of the Dragon,
but according to the Super Bowl
ads, it was the Year of the Dog.

Volkswagen: “The Dog Strikes
Back”

This was one of our favorites for
these six reasons. (1) It had a dog,
and, as we will soon see, animals
are a necessity for any good Super
Bowl commercials. (2) There was
a subtle cultural critique: Obesity is
a problem, but it is one that can be
overcome by exercise and dedica-
tion. (3) It was a total non-sequitur.
Dogs have nothing to do with cars.
Neither does “Star Wars.” (4) It
referenced the Volkswagen com-
mercial from last year by having the
“Star Wars” characters in the bar
watching that commercial, and it
was so meta. (5) The montage was
great—any sports-related video

worth its enzymes and Gatorade
will have one. (6) The use of the
classic song “Get up offa that
thing”!

Audi: “Vampire Party”

It’s probably the second safest
car on the market (behind the 2012
Chevy with Armageddon protec-
tion). The Audi will get you where
need to go, and it will kill any pesky
vampires along the way. Seriously,
Will Smith watched those Audi
and Chevy commercials and cried
because if he had had either of these
vehicles in “I Am Legend” his dog
wouldn’t have died. And if there
is anything America loves more
than cars, it’s Twinkies. Or animals.
Based on these commercials, we

can't tell.

Bud Light: “Rescue Dog”

So Americans love cars and
Twinkies and animals. But they
also really, really love beer. So this
Bud Light commercial put a dog
and its beer in conversation. The
cleverly named Weego brings you
a Bud Light every time you call
him. “Here, Weego!” translates
into “Here we go!” and the dog just
brings you happiness. Now, if only
my dog would bring me whatever
I'wanted to eat...can one of you
smart Wash. U. science people get
on that?

Budweiser: “Eternal Optimism”

So it takes a few weeks for good
beer to ferment, and yet Budweiser

is ready to go just a few hours
after the end of Prohibition...I
wonder how they made that
happen! Anyway, this cute com-
mercial expressed pure delight in its
product, and the Anheuser-Busch
Clydesdales made it all the more fun
to watch.

Honda - “Matthew’s Day Off”’

Anyone who’s ever seen “Ferris
Bueller” should recognize the
amusement of the commercial.
Matthew Broderick repossesses his
role from that classic movie, and
the shot of him on TV with his
producer watching was a perfect
homage. Now, if only we could get
away with these tricks to get out of
class!
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How do you feel about
Rick Santorum winning the
Republican primary in Missouri?

ALL PHOTOS BY GENEVIEVE HAY | STUDENT LIFE

Yueh Ho, senior

Hamilton Cook, freshman

It's going to make it a very interesting race,
with Romney in the lead, Gingrich fading,
and Santorum still showing he's a viable
candidate. It'll be really interesting, at least
till Super Tuesday, to see who has enough
momentum to win the nomination.

Mohit Harsh, junior

I feel he is a culturally insensitive, nar-
row-minded, aggressive and insensitive
candidate that should not be the face of
America for the world to see, let alone
Americans themselves to see.

Sruti Chivukula, senior

I haven't really kept up, but it throws a wrench into the race.

He won? Really? I am so behind. I hope he doesn't gain
any steam, because were Rick Santorum to have a legiti-
mate shot at the presidency, I would be fearful for the
future of our country.

Robert Gottlieb, sophomore

I think the only shot the Republican Party has now is to

Jason Zuke, freshman

He won the Missouri primary? That's ridiculous, that ac-
tually upsets me a lot. I'm uncomfortable with his social
values and views, especially on homosexuality.

I mean, he’s awful, but they're all awful, right?

nominate Mitt Romney. The other candidates are just a
waste of space.

Jasmine Knowles, senior

Logan Stafman, junior

I think that it's insane that many people across the coun-
try think his viewpoints are legitimate. It scares me for
the future of this country.

Take Student Life's
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www.surveymonkey.com/s/XD2R6WP
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; University City Symphony

presents a free concert at

All Saints Church

Westgate & Clemens
University City, MO

Sunday, February 12, 2012
*® 3:00 p.m.
A o Tl L
You are cordially invited to hear the wonderful sounds
of the University City Symphony Orchestra in concert
at the beautiful All Saints Church in University City.

The Symphony selections for the concert are Berg’s
Violin Concerto, featuring internationally acclaimed
violinist Alejandro Drago, Stravinsky’s Pulcinella Suite
and Gustav Mahler’s Adagietto from Symphony No. 5.

For more information visit the Symphony website: www.ucso.org

There are no religious services that are part of the concert.
E .s \
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EVERYONE IS WELCOME!
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