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PARIS HILTON DITCHES "THAT STUPID DOG"

By Colleen Smith, Staff Reporter

Hotel Heiress Paris Hilton has gotten rid of her once beloved Teacup Chihuahua, Tinkerbell. This [image: image1.wmf] 

comes as quite a surprise considering that she once threw a fit thinking the pup had been dognapped, and put up missing dog posters. It turned out that she had only left Tinkerbell at her Grandmother's house, and forgotten. Now the pooch is at her mother Kathy Hilton's house, where she has viciously bitten a TV producer.

Some press reports have suggested that the miniature canine had gotten fat on table scraps, and was now too heavy for Paris to carry around in her purse. I did not believe that, so I decided to bypass her publicist and get it straight form the horse's mouth, so to speak. It turns out that neither little Tink's vicious streak, nor her increasing size was what got her dumped. Hilton had this to say: "I have given up on that stupid dog. I tried and tried and tried to teach her to talk like the Yo Quiero Taco Bell dog, but she like just never figures out like how to do it. I am like not wasting any more time! Nicole Richie said that dogs can't really talk, but she's stupid too! They like couldn't put it on TV if it wasn't true, you know. That would be like against the law! I am starting all over again with a new puppy." The new dog's name is Bambi.

Not only is Tinkerbell kicked to the curb, but Hilton and Richie are no longer friends. At this time, Fox television insists that their series, The Simple Life, will continue with both of them whether they like each other or not, but Paris Hilton is insisting that Richie be replaced. Some have suggested Tara Reid as a replacement, but Paris Hilton says that the leading candidate to be her new co-star is Anna Nicole Smith. "Nicole [image: image2.jpg]


Richie, Anna Nicole Smith, they both have Nicole in their names, you know. The people watching TV won't be able to tell the difference, or like won't care. Besides, they only watch to see me."

There you have it! The cat is out of the bag; or the dog, as it were. 

THAT WAS NO VIRUS

By Naven Jones, Freelance Investigative Journalist

According to the mainstream press, there was a huge virus outbreak on August 16, 2005 that affected millions of Windows 2000 users. 

ABC News, CNN, The New York Times and many other major media outlets, as well as non-media firms that use Windows 2000 were hit hard. That very evening, I was relaxing in a Redmond area bar where a man I will call "David" had been drinking, and was talking very freely about his employer, Microsoft. 

"That was no Virus!" he told me, and perhaps several others within earshot, as he had a loud voice. "David" went on to say, "The real story is that this date had originally been planned as the cutoff for Windows 2000. Any desktop which had not been upgraded to Windows XP or server that had not been upgraded to Windows Server 2003 would be forced to." He explained that their systems would be disabled by a kill code that had been hidden in an automatic security update. "Systems would shut right down after boot, and refuse to run. When people called in for help they would be told that the support period for Windows 2000 has expired, and that perhaps it was time to upgrade. One of the suits even floated the idea of expiring all the licenses to use 2000 after the kill date! These ideas were bantered back and forth at several meetings till the whole idea was kyboshed." As he said, the plan was supposed to have been scrapped. Microsoft executives realized that the public backlash that would ensue would make even more people turn to Macintosh and Linux, and might even open them to lawsuits. Due to poor communication between departments in the leviathan software firm, the kill code had been sent out after all, and was executed. Only users who had not enabled automatic update, and had not been fed the kill code were unaffected. Spin doctors in Redmond and their lackeys at antivirus firms immediately dubbed this a virus attack, calling it a variant of the Rbot worm. They have even gone so far as to claim that there is an ongoing war between hacker groups to see who can disable more systems, and the outbreak was their handiwork.

"This was Microsoft screwing up!" my source [image: image3.jpg]g



exclaimed. "Whoever failed to deactivate the kill code, and maybe everyone else in their department will be fired, but the guys who cooked up the idea in the first place are really to blame. It should be their heads that roll! This isn't the first time a big snafu was blamed on viruses and hackers, and it won't be the last." 

If what "David" has told me is true, and he seems perfectly credible, then we should all be skeptical when the mainstream press tells us there has been a major virus outbreak or hacker attack.

EDITORIAL: DOES NANCY ZIMPHER WANT A WHITER UNIVERSITY OF CINCINNATI?

By Ralph Hutchinson, Sports Editor

After 16 years, just a few shy of the minimum for a retirement with full pension, University of Cincinnati men's basketball coach Bob Huggins is history. On August 23, University President Nancy Zimpher sent an ultimatum to the coach's lawyer, saying he had until 2 PM of the 24th to resign, or be fired. He was unable to personally respond, as he was out of town at the time. She held a press conference that afternoon to explain why Huggins had to go. Some statements in that conference sounded disturbing, and bordering on racist. She says she wants "higher standards." Just what does she mean by that?

Why is Nancy Zimpher so determined to be rid of Huggins? She talks about wanting a new direction as UC enters the Big East Conference. Is Bob Huggins a losing coach who just cannot take them there? Hardly! He is the winningest coach in the history of the institution with a record of 399 and 127. That is a .759 winning average. His 16 years have included 14 consecutive NCAA appearances. In five different seasons, at least one organization named him coach of the year. He was even named Conference USA's coach of the decade. The list of his accomplishments goes on and on, so there is no question as to whether he is good enough to coach in the Big East. A better question would be, "Can anyone fill his shoes now that the competition is going to get much tougher?" Since winning is not the problem, is it loyalty? Huggins has turned down offers from the NBA's Los Angeles Clippers and Miami Heat. He even said no to his alma mater West Virginia, rather than abandoning UC or its players. If this is not loyalty, what is?

Since winning is not the problem, and loyalty is not the problem, could it be that Nancy Zimpher sees Bob Huggins as an embarrassment? There is one legitimate thing Nancy Zimpher could cite if she does see Huggins that way. He was arrested for DUI in June of 2004, and pleaded no contest. That was certainly a blow to his reputation, and the university's, but if that was the problem, why was he not fired right then? 

Over the years, some of the players Huggins has recruited have not graduated, and others have gotten into trouble with the law. When this has happened, talk radio switch boards have lit up. Callers have accused him of recruiting players who have no academic credentials just because they can play basketball. To be fair, there have been players who left early for the pros or got into trouble, but why single out Bob Huggins? All major college programs have lost student athletes to the pros. From time to time, all colleges and universities have had student athletes get in trouble. It seems to me that the NBA and NFL use college as a farm system, and that our whole society gives special treatment to athletes that may go to their heads, and make them think that they can do no wrong. These problems are much bigger than one coach.

Some of Huggins' most vicious critics on talk radio and other forums have gone beyond accusing him of bringing unqualified students to UC. A few have gone so far as to accuse him of bringing a criminal element to campus, citing players like Ruben Patterson, Donald Little, and Roy Bright. Does Zimpher agree with them? In her press conference she said, "Character counts," and that she makes "no apologies for setting high standards". Does "high standards" mean that underprivileged and minority youths who may not have the best grades and test scores, but are hoping for a chance at a higher education through athletics, are no longer welcome at the University of Cincinnati? Is it now an institution for wealthy suburban and usually white kids with high grades and test scores only? Over the years, countless young people from humble backgrounds have been given the opportunity to learn at the university level because of their athletic talents. Not all have taken full advantage of these opportunities, but many have seized them and excelled. At the same time, many wealthy suburban kids with good high school grades and test scores have come to campus only to drink, party, and flunk out.  

Is Nancy Zimpher saying that Huggins and his players have poor character, or that he has low standards? Does Nancy Zimpher want a whiter University of Cincinnati? Are the hate and venom spewing callers to talk radio the people she wants to impress? I hardly think that they will be the ones to decide what reputation UC will have as an academic institution.

CANADA AND DENMARK AT THE BRINK OF WAR

By Ben Radstein, Staff Reporter

Have you ever heard of Hans Island? Many people in Denmark and Canada have. This rocky piece of land comprising only half a square mile (1.3 sq. [image: image4.wmf] 

km) near the North Pole is claimed by both nations. In spite of the fact that it is uninhabitable and has no exploitable natural resources, the dispute over whose territory it is has heated up. This dispute started in 1973 when a line was drawn on a map to determine the border between Canada and Greenland (technically part of Denmark, but has home rule) that did not take the tiny island into consideration.

Both nations have been erecting flags on the rock and hurling insults at each other over the internet for several years, but now the Danes are donning Viking garb, and preparing to board swan boats as Canadians prepare to mobilize their Navy.

The most recent provocation came when Canadian Defense Minister, Bill Graham traveled to the barren rock on Friday July 22. Since the Danes view Hans Island as theirs, they were angry that a foreign official did not ask permission to visit, or even announce his intentions beforehand. Danish officials called this visit an occupation. They immediately complained to Canada's Ambassador [image: image5.jpg]


saying, "We maintain the position that according to the normal principles of international law, that this is Danish territory."  Canada's response was, "We have reiterated to them our own position, which is, given the fact that Hans Island is part of Canadian territory, we don't have to give prior notification, we are drawing the line in the sand."
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Is this diminutive rock that Inuit occasionally use to hunt marine mammals really worth fighting for? That is a question that only the Danes and Canadians can answer, but if the answer is yes, there will be blood on the rocks and red ice!

Update: On August 23, 2005 BBC News reports that Canada has sent two war ships to the region, the Shawinigan and the Glace Bay. They will reinforce their territorial claims in this portion of the Arctic with a display of power.
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