
 If you could only wear one 
Halloween costume for the 
rest of your life, what would 
it be and why?

“I would be a softball 
player, but people tell 
me that I would be a 
good Pocahontas.”

-Jenna Alarcon 
(Sophomore)

“A hippie. They’re 
easy to dress up as but 
scary in a different 
kind of way.”

-Solan Namarra 
(Senior) 

“I would be Tinkerbell 
because we’re both petite 
and she has spunk. We’re 
both cute and can be 
feisty at times. I could be 
80 and people would still 
know who I was dressed 
up as. I always loved 
Tinkerbell and Peter 
Pan because they never 
wanted to grow old and 
neither do I. She brings a 
little sparkle to people’s 
lives, and I try to do the 
same.” 
-Ashley Dane (Junior) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

What’s the most risqué 
Halloween costume you’ve 
seen a student in? 

“One time, there was a 
girl dressed as Elvira. 
She was wearing a 
skimpy black dress 
that was very short. 
There was also ample 
cleavage.”
-Mrs. Lenhart (Math)

“The most risqué Hal-
loween costume I’ve 
ever seen was someone 
dressed as a condom 
with sperm in college. 
They had the costume 
where it could spit out 
mayonnaise on top.” 
-Mr. Posner (Economics)

“The Rat doesn’t 
see risqué , he 
sees art.” 
-Mr. Ratliff 
(Ceramics) 
 
 
 
 
 

 

“By far, the worst outfit 
I’ve ever seen was a 
Greek Goddess number. 
There were boobs and 
butt hanging out, spell-
ing a disaster.” 
- Mr. Dingman            
(English)

“I’d be a bossy black 
cat princess with a cat 
tail and whiskers.”

-Angela Murphy
(Freshman)

David Enabnit

Sports Editor

On September 12, a group of Libyan rebels 
attacked the American embassy in Benghazi, 
Libya, killing the American ambassador Chris 
Stevens along with three other state officials. 
After initial speculation that these attacks were 
violent mob reactions to a virulently anti-Islamic 
propaganda film published on the day preceding 
the attacks on the embassy, recent evidence has 
pointed to a pre meditated attack undertaken by 
al-Qaeda sympathizers retaliating for the death 
of an important Jihad leader in Pakistan at the 
hands of an American drone. But if one examines 
the evidence a worrisome trend of government 
incompetence emerges. After a full understanding 
of how the events transpired, including the 
dismissal of multiple warnings of impending attack 
and the funding of some suspicious characters, 
the possibility that this violence could have been 
avoided becomes very plausible.

The history of al-Qaeda is irrevocably 
intertwined with that of American foreign policy. 
Osama Bin Laden and his allies received both 
military funds and training directly from the CIA 
during the Soviet invasion of Afghanistan. Freshly 
armed and trained courtesy. of the CIA as well as 
newly experienced due to their military success 
performing advanced guerilla warfare against the 
Soviets, al-Qaeda was officially formed in 1988. 
Despite successfully pushing the Soviets out of 
the Afghanistan, Bin-Laden grew increasingly 
distraught with consistent violent American 
intervention in the Middle East. After the 9/11 
attacks the U.S declared war on al-Qaeda and 
effectively decimated the organization. Though 
the original al-Qaeda is effectively powerless and 
shattered many idealistic young groups possessing 
distaste for American interventions such as the 
wars in Iraq and Afghanistan and a belief in Islamic 
theocracy were formed. Recent evidence dug up 
by journalist Justin Raimondo  has clearly pointed 
to one of these splinter groups carrying out these 
attacks. One of the leaders of the now torpid al-
Qaeda  movement was killed in Pakistan by an 
American drone. It seems that the attack on the 
Libyan Embassy was an exaction of revenge for 

this killing. 

What is troubling about this turn of events 
is the fact that in the Western Powers ‘ effort 
to remove tyrant Muanmmar al-Gaddafi from 
power, they resorted to funding the very same 
organizations they are currently raging a war 
against in  Afghanistan and to a lesser extent 
Pakistan . It is extremely likely that the very 
people that attacked the embassy recieved funds 
from the American Government during the 
summer of 2011. One gets the sense that the 
makers of American foreign policy would be wise 
to develope a more restrained approach when it 
comes to giving out money to mysterious Islamic 
military groups. Recently released government 
documents also reveal the the American embassy 
had received multiple warnings of the possibility 
of  eminent violent attack. Despite security 
precautions being made in places such as Egypt 
and Bahrain to reduce the risk of attack, if 
anything the security in Libya was loosened. In 
fact, according to a recent Wall Street Journal 
article if protocol was followed the attacks would 
have been contained and thus not fatal.  

As far as future actions go, Senior Guy 
Whittall said “we have to make sure that the 
Libyan Government can do its job before we try 
to intervene with military intervention.” Fellow 
Senior Matt LaMattina said “Our first step is to 
restablish communications. I think this is a fringe 
group looking to cause mayhem.” 

Once the maze of information surrounding 
these attacks is untangled, one finds that the 
group that committed the attacks was receiving 
military funding from the the U.S. government 
just prior to the attacks. One also finds that this 
group committed the attacks partially in retaliation 
for American military activity in Afghanistan 
and Pakistan. It is as well found that officials 
had listened to warnings about the attack or even 
followed standard protocol Chris Stevens would 
still be alive today. Junior Natalie Mandeville 
said “The attacks on the American embassy in 
Libya were awful. The loss of Chris Stevens and 
the other men is tragic, and for what cause?”. It 
makes the killings all the more regrettable that 
they could have been prevented easily.  
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exotic fieldtrips around the United States. Additionally, the department experienced pressure from nearly 
losing its administrator. Is it really worth it bringing alcohol onto campus?
An anonymous senior interviewee who was apprehended while in possession of alcohol said, “It was 
fun when we were drinking, but in the end we got in a lot of trouble so I would say that it wasn’t really 
worth it.”

 The consequence for not complying with the school policy is not pleasant. When asked if he or she 
could go back and have another chance, the senior answered, “If I could go back, honestly, I probably 
still would have drank, but been more discreet about it.” Overall, different views exist on bringing 
alcohol to El Camino and its activities; some think its okay and others that it’s just stupid.

  Vodka, beer, wine, and other spirits can be easily acquired, but bringing them to school can prove a 
very costly mistake. If caught, consequences will prevail and reputations will inevitably be shamed. No 
one wants to ruin El Camino’s reputation or their own!


