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The Affordable Care Act, also known 
as Obamacare, is a controversial bit 
of federal legislation that completely 
overhauls healthcare in the United States. 
Advocated by President Barack Obama, 
the ACA looks to promote affordable and 
quality health insurance on the behalf of 
all American citizens. While many have 
lambasted Obamacare for its favoritism 
towards the lower and middle classes, the 
overall benefits will outweigh the costs. The 
legislation promotes a variety of progressive 
steps towards a more efficient healthcare 
system. 

Prior to the ACA, many individuals 
filing for bankruptcy had excessive medical 
debts, even with health insurance. In 
addition, patients could be denied healthcare 
if they happened to have a preexisting 
condition which would require chromic 
medical treatment. This is now illegal, as 
health insurance companies cannot drop 
anyone’s coverage or deny them of coverage 
on the basis of a pre-existing condition.   

An additional part of the ACA is 
that individuals can stay on their parents’ 
insurance plan until the age of 26. Of course, 
this will increase the overall expense of 
the ACA, albeit trivially. The expenditure 
of this is not as large as it may seem, as 
younger people tend to need less health 
coverage than their elders do. Many young 
adults who were previous forced off their 
parent’s insurance after the age of 18 are 
now able to have health insurance even if 
they are not making enough money to afford 
it themselves.  

In the past, preexisting conditions could 

disqualify members from obtaining health 
insurance. While possibly economically 
sensible, this led to many people with 
chronic diseases being bankrupted by 
ridiculous medical bills. The ACA changes 
this, stopping insurance companies from 
preventing pairings with preexisting 
condi t ions  f rom acquir ing  heal th 
insurance.  

While many oppose the idea of an 
“individual mandate,” forcing citizens to 
purchase health insurance coverage, only 
six percent of the population will actually 
be required to do so. Many of those in that 
six percent will be eligible for financial 
assistance in purchasing insurance. The 
argument that “forcing” citizens to purchase 
health insurance will cause excessive 
financial stress is a completely fallacious 
misrepresentation of the issue.

Concerning tax increases, the brunt 
of the tax hikes fall on the upper class, 
specifically individuals earning more than 
$200,000 and couples earning more than 
$250,000 annually. Medicare taxes under 
the Affordable Care Act consist of 2.35% on 
any income above the $200,000 or $250,000 
income, an increase of 0.90%.      

The largest issue people have with the 
ACA is the exorbitant cost of the program. 
It’s estimated to cost the United States 
around $1.36 trillion dollars over the next 
decade. The biggest question is if the benefits 
will outweigh the cost of the program. 
While it does come at a financial loss, the 
benefits include improved healthcare for all 
Americans and exponentially greater ease 
in acquiring this healthcare. 

What must be one of the most 
outrageous laws that has ever been 
dubiously signed by any president, The 
Affordable Care Act goes in affect on 
January 1st, 2014, as a law surrounded by 
misguided, abominable misrepresentations 
that has been orchestrated by liberals in 
Congress and Mr. President himself, 
in plain view of the low-information 
voter.  The power-hungry establishment 
we the American people know as the 
Obama Administration is evolving 
the United States, especially with the 
evidence of the passing of this law, into 
a socialist and controlling state. With 
the implementation of this 55,000 page 
behemoth ( including law and regulations 
), the Federal government is taking action 
in spreading its roots out farther than the 
Constitution permits, gaining 1/6 of the 
United States economy (health care) and 
chipping huge chunks away from your 
freedom to choose. 

Obama has completely and arrogantly 
lied to the American people, you. The 
Man in the Oval Office has repeatedly 
exclaimed that 1) the Affordable Care 
Act is not a tax on the American people, 
2) claimed that citizens would not have 
to change their previous health care plans 
and 3) claimed that you have the choice 
to keep your current physician. Turns 
out, the Supreme Court had to consider 
this law a tax in order to deem this law 
“constitutional” and is using the tax 
enforcement arm of the government, the 
IRS, to enforce it. In addition, millions 
of Americans have recently lost their 

current health care policy and are unable 
to see the physician of their choice. 
Moreover, the same folks who have lost 
their healthcare coverage because it does 
not comply with the upcoming law cannot 
access the government health care website 
due to its poor construction and lack of 
functionality. 

So, what is in the Affordable Care 
Act? According to Congresswomen 
Nancy Pelosi (CA-D), “we had to pass 
the bill in order to find out what is in it.” 
It is a scary thought, to think that our 
own Congress is passing bills before they 
even read them. What’s that say about 
our current representatives? Sounds like 
politics and power more than actively 
representing the people. You be the judge. 
To quote Mr. President, “if you like your 
current health care plan you can keep it.” 
Turns out, that’s a lie. Next up, “if you 
like your gun, you can keep it.” 

The Affordable Care Act is just 
another tool, another law passed by the 
Obama Administration to tighten their 
already firm grip on your pocket book 
and your rights as a citizen of the United 
States. Please, Mr. President, where does 
it say in the Constitution that the Federal 
government has the right to mandate that 
someone to buy something, let alone 
healthcare? If someone finds out please 
do tell. Just be careful on who you vote 
for in the future, whether they are in 
power to give it back to you, or take it 
away. And be careful, when you vote, you 
don’t contribute to the decay of American 
freedoms. 

Starting in 2019 lead ammunition will 
be banned for hunting in California, thanks 
to the recently passed A.B 711. The bill was 
passed by Governor Jerry Brown on the 
grounds that a lead ammunition ban would 
reduce the exposure of lead to wildlife and 
fragile ecosystems. Historically, California 
condors are particularly susceptible to 
the effects of lead ammunition as they 
scavenge on the lead-riddled carcasses left 
behind by hunters. The ban will allegedly 
help condors and other scavenging birds 
to maintain healthy populations. 

Of course, rather than restricting 
the use of lead ammunition only in the 
California condor’s range of habitat 
(which has been illegal since 2008), 
Governor Brown cast the lead ammunition 
ban statewide. While we all want to save 
the natural flora and fauna of this state, 
the ramifications of the lead ammunition 
ban are far reaching and potentially 
economically devastating. Hunting is a 
massive industry, one that provides much 
needed economic circulation and activity 
in California. According to the 2006 
National Survey of Fishing, Hunting & 
Wildlife-Associated Recreation, California 
is one of the top hunting states in the nation 

with 1.7 million hunters spending around 
3.6 billion annually and supporting 53,000 
jobs. For many hunters, the ban is going 
to force them to cut back on the number 
of annual hunting trips due to the cost 
increase from transitioning to non-lead 
ammunition.  

El Camino Sophomore Jacob Glaser 
weighted in saying that because of the 
ban on lead ammunition, “I’ll have to 
hunt less, simply because it’s going to 
be too expensive.”Non-lead alternatives 
are significantly more expensive than 
traditional ammunition, often costing 
twice as much. The lost revenue from the 
sale of lead ammunition is likely to be 
exorbitant. In addition, the Washington 
Times reports that many alternative 
types of ammunition are banned under 
federal law for their “armor piercing” 
capabilities. 

Individuals looking to restrict hunting 
habitually neglect commendation of 
hunters’ nationwide conservation efforts. 
The Pittman–Robertson Act passed in 1937 
grants monies from the sale of firearms and 
ammunition to national restoration and 
preservation efforts. In California alone, 
nearly $14 million is annually garnered 

through the Pittman–Robertson Act. As a 
result, species such as the black bear and 
elk have been able to expand their ranges 
and populations of at risk species such as 
the wood duck and wild turkey have made 
significant gains. The lead ammunition 
ban will substantially reduce the money 
going to conservation from hunters 
and consequently hinder environmental 
efforts. 

In short, the lead ammunition ban is 
a ridiculous, unscrupulous charge against 
a pastime deeply rooted in American 
tradition. The effects of lead from 
ammunition are nominal and it is farcical 
to suggest that the bill’s true purpose is 
to protect the environment. The primarily 
leftist groups that pushed this bill across 
Governor Brown’s desk are merely 
shooting into the dark, hoping to strike at 
any activity that doesn’t suit their anti-gun 
agenda. They would love nothing more 
than to completely eradicate hunting in 
the state, despite the obvious economic 
detriment that would have. What started as 
a noble endeavor to protect an endangered 
species of condor has culminated in a 
ludicrous ban against a slight factor in a 
bigger picture.     

Is it just me, or is it a little weird how 
people can be so dependent on one 

another?
We always need someone to answer 

a question, give us advice, and be there 
for when we are down, to serve us at a 
restaurant, to teach us a lesson, whatever 
it may be. For what reason are we 
dependent? To become independent. To 
no longer need people and take care of 
ourselves. At least, that’s what we’re 
taught in this crazy realm called the real 
world.

I’m here to say that that’s a load of 
crap. If anything, I find that adults are just 
like teenagers in the sense of dependency. 
The only difference is that adults actually 
have to pay for the essentials, like a roof 
over their head and electricity. That’s 
the independent spirit! Now go pay your 
cable bill.

I don’t think anyone actually grows 
to be independent; it’s more out of force. 
Everyone of all ages is still like babies – 
they need to be nurtured, held close, and 
taken care of. When we were that age, it 
was our parents who did that for all of us. 
If your parents weren’t around, it might 
have been a family friend, grandparents, 
adoptive parents, SOMEONE. As we 
grow older, and more “independent,” 
we’re still nurtured, held close, taken 
care of, but by something else. It could 
be our career, our significant other, 
our education, or even food (I mean, 
come ON). This shapes our definition 
of independent. The proper definition 
of independent is: “not influenced or 
controlled by others in matter of opinion, 
conduct, etc.; thinking or acting for one 
self: an independent thinker.”  It’s not that 
I’m saying independency doesn’t exist – 
it’s clearly just a term that’s overused in 
order for humans to establish a sense of 
direction.

Take a reasonable situation – moving 
away for college. You’re in your dorm 
room, you’re away from everything 
you’ve known back home, and you have 
to think for yourself. That makes you 
independent. Great. That is, until you 
call your mom or dad for money. You 
ask your roommate for food. You insist 
that your classes are too difficult to study 
for (or you’re just super lazy), so you 
have to depend on a professor for further 
help. You may be independent from your 
parents, but you’re still not really thinking 
for yourself. Your dependency is replaced 
by those who are currently shaping your 
college life. After college, you’ll still be 
dependent on at least something, while 
you pay off college debt and hope to 
whatever you believe in that you’ll find a 
job that pays well.

Even in pop culture it conveys the 
message of “being independent is…
weird.” Disney Princesses? Most of them 
were reliant on Prince Charming for a 
happy ending. Romantic, yes. Plausible, 
no. Those talented people on The Voice/
America’s Got Talent/The X Factor? Their 
fate depends on the viewers who vote for 
who they prefer as well as celebrity judges 
who secretly depend on them inversely so 
that their good (or terrible) judgment is 
seen across America, and maybe even the 
world. Advertisements are the pinnacle 
of anti-independent. “Buy this, and you 
will be amazing!” Why think for yourself 
when you can let the “experts” do it?

Of course, I’m somewhat exaggerating 
throughout this entire column. There are 
independent people out there who think 
for themselves and can make conscious 
decisions regarding their life.  The 
question is where are they? Do they live 
in some kingdom or enter some sort of 
martyrdom? As much as people like to 
say they’re independent, it just seems like 
they’re living a lie, and wondering why 
in the process.

 

It is natural to want to take stories 
from past EC students and put a personal 
twist on them. However, when alumni 
speaking of their memories say, “Oh 
remember that time at Winter Formal...” 
or “TWIRP was so much fun when...” it 
is now impossible to chime in with one’s 
own experiences. 

The Winter Formal dance had its 
last run in 2010 and TWIRP lasted a tad 
longer, ending this past year. Both dances 
were scrapped for their low attendance 
rates, but their presence is missed by those 
who value tradition. 

“At first, we saw that we weren’t 
getting our desired attendance for the 
dances, so we sat down as a class and 
thought, ‘What are we doing wrong?’ 
We realized though, that we were not 
appealing to the right crowd,” said 
Lead Event Coordinator, Junior Katie 
Yamanishi. “We want a different turnout 
instead of a bigger turnout. That’s why we 
have been trying different things for the 
last few years.” 

While Winter Formal was replaced 
with the Glow-in-the-Dark dance and 

the Winter Concert, it is more the lack of 
another formal dance that has students 
peeved. With the cancellation of the dance, 
underclassmen are forced to wait a year 
again before their next “dressy” dance. 

However, some look at the absence of 
formal dances in the first years as something 
that makes for better memories. “I love 
formal dances, but I feel it should stay the 
way it is [with no Winter Formal] because 
that’s what makes Prom exciting since it is 
just for upperclassmen,” said Sophomore 
Alexia Martinez. 

Students may have realized the 
benefits of having just one formal dance 
as an underclassman, but they have also 
recognized that there seems to be a lopsided 
amount of hype for dances. Homecoming 
and Mardi Gras are widely publicized and 
SG efforts are poured into their production. 
As for TWIRP, the excitement for the rally 
actually exceeded the dance, a conundrum 
that was unique only to TWIRP. Not only 
that, but it was the dance directly after Mardi 
Gras, the most highly attended dance at El 
Camino. Any dance attempting to follow 
Mardi Gras would fall short comparatively, 
especially when the dance itself seemed 
to be almost ignored when it came to 

advertising. 
Even as TWIRP is replaced by a 

talent show, one has to wonder if anything 
will really change. The event will still 
take place right after Mardi Gras and the 
student body’s lack of enthusiasm may 
quickly render the show a dud. “Have 
at least one of the two dances, and then 
have people vote on which one they 
want to have,” suggested Junior Tyler 
Ayala. “As for the problem with a dance 
following Mardi Gras, just space them 
out more.” A more sound way to have 
satisfied different crowds in the school 
and solve dance attendance problems 
would have been to ask the students 
what they wanted. Yamanishi, however, 
argued that “students say they want input 
and want to participate, so that’s why we 
have Student Senate. That’s the time to 
put it out there. 

When ASB brings it up, a majority of 
the school doesn’t respond.” Even as new 
dances come in to replace the traditional 
ones, the students do feel that a majority 
of decisions seem to be made without 
consulting them. The valid argument 
still stands, though, that in order to bring 
get what is wanted, one has to voice 

their concerns, rather than just simmering 
quietly.

EC students getting down at a dance.
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The average lead hunting ammo.
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