
By Catherine Lussenhop

On March 2, the Cornell Coali-
tion for Life (CCFL) held a 

screening of the new documentary 
“Maafa 21.” Signs littered the Arts 
Quad before the event. They carried 
alarming statistics about the rate of 
abortions among black women, and 
one even cited a statistic saying that 
more African-Americans have died 
from abortion than from AIDS, ac-
cidents, violent crimes, cancer, and 
heart disease combined. 

The documentary equates abor-
tion with black genocide, and claims 
to shed light on things “the media 
has been hiding and politicians don’t 
want you to know.” As the saying 

goes, extraordinary claims require 
extraordinary evidence. Unfortu-
nately for the movement, the evi-
dence doesn’t hold up, and “Maafa 
21” is but a small piece of a larger 
political movement that professes 
to care about black women’s health, 
but only aims to split the black vote 
in 2012. 
	 At	first	glance,	the	CCFL’s	
posters seemed ordinary. They 
advertised the movie screening with 
a date, time, and location, and an-
nounced that Africana Senior Lec-
turer Mwalimu Abdul Nanji would 
be speaking at the event. One might 
presume then that Nanji was an ex-
pert in the history of black women’s 
reproductive rights, or that he sup-
ported	the	thesis	of	the	film,	or	that	
he	had	at	least	watched	the	film	and	
prepared a talk to accompany the 

screening. None of these things were 
true.  
 Nanji is a longtime faculty 
member at the Africana Studies and 
Research Center. He is the Direc-
tor of the African Languages Pro-
gram and teaches Kiswahili. Read-
ing directly from his biography at 
the Africana Studies website, one 
can see that his research interests 
are “central and southern African 
languages and literature, languages 
of Africans in the diaspora, and 
Pan-Africanism.” None of these are 
directly relevant to the issues pre-
sented in “Maafa 21.”
 Nanji had also not seen the 
documentary. In an interview with 
the Cornell Progressive, Nanji said 
the CCFL contacted him and told 
him	the	film	was	about	genocide,	
so agreed to speak, but asked to see 

the documentary. He did not receive 
it. When the event drew closer and 
Nanji	still	had	not	seen	the	film,	he	
watched a trailer, and it soon became 
clear that he wouldn’t be speaking at 
the event.
 For one, Nanji still had not 
seen	the	complete	film,	and	for	
another, he did not agree with its 
thesis. “I am pro-choice,” he said, 
adding, “I do not know if they would 
have wanted my comments, as I do 
not support their agenda.”  He indi-
cated that he would have been happy 
to debate, but since he had not seen 
the	film,	it	seemed	unwise.	
 “They could have had a 
KKK person there,” he joked, say-
ing he would have debated anyway. 
Nanji	also	said	that	he	didn’t	find	out	
until after the event that his name 
and picture had been on the posters. 
 Marisel Salazar, President 
of the Cornell Coalition for Life, 
says it was a misunderstanding. “We 
did not intentionally mislead,” she 
told the Cornell Progressive. When 
asked why they chose Nanji to speak 
when his research was not related 
to the documentary’s subject matter, 
Salazar said, “There was a miscom-
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One might presume 
then that Nanji was an 
expert in the history of 
black women’s repro-
ductive rights, or that 
he supported the thesis 
of the film, or that he 
had at least watched 
the film and prepared 
a talk to accompany 
the screening. None of 
these things were true.  

By Dave ForwarD

Doing the research for this story, 
I came across a headline from 

the White House website entitled, 
“The United States on Track to Pay 
Off the Debt by End of the Decade.”  
The article was written in 2000.  
That decade has come and gone, 
yet America is now on track to set a 
record	high	national	deficit,	igniting	
fierce	debate	between	Democrats	
and Republicans and nearly threaten-
ing a government shutdown.  The 
facts are alarming: the debt has bal-
looned to over $14 trillion, or over 
$45,000 per citizen.  The uncertain-
ties are even more frightening: What 
will	happen	if	the	deficit	continues	to	
rise?  How long can America sustain 

such massive debt before it buckles 
under the pressure?  
 This issue has consequences 
that stem much further than the 

steps of Capitol Hill.  The Cornell 
community has begun to experience 
firsthand	the	wave	of	belt-tightening	
sweeping the country, as depart-
ments have been hit with steep bud-

get cuts and tuition has subsequently 
increased.  As Democrats cringe at 
the thought of cutting spending and 
Republicans reject raising taxes, 
public	officials	find	themselves	in	
the	difficult	position	of	trying	to	
shrink	the	deficit	while	simultane-
ously keeping an eye on America’s 
still fragile economy. Can it be 
done?
 There is no single, univer-
sally	defined	reason	for	America’s	
current	deficit	problem.		Many	
Democrats have singled it down 
to excessive military expenditure, 
while many Republicans have 
blamed excessive spending on 
welfare programs.  And although 
many conservatives have jumped at 

the chance to pin blame on President 
Obama, the debt has been growing 
since	President	Bush	took	office	in	
2000.   Peter Bouris, head of the 
Cornell Republicans, admits, “I’m 
willing to pin blame on both Bush 
and Obama.  There have been mas-
sive increases in the national debt 
under both of them.”  

At the end of President Clin-
ton’s term in 2000, debt was $5 
trillion, with a federal budget sur-
plus of $230 billion.  At the end of 
President Bush’s second term, the 
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The facts are 
alarming: the debt 
has ballooned to over 
$14 trillion, or over 
$45,000 per citizen. 

CCFL members display protest signs
source: cornell4life.org
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Politics	is	really	never	about	fixing	
deficits	–	it’s	all	about	the	culture	

wars. We have a national debt up-
wards of $14 trillion and our yearly 
deficit	is	larger	than	it	ever	has	been	
before. The political rhetoric of the 
day has become about government 
accountability, trimming the waste, 
and tightening our collective belts. 

It would seem as if our politi-
cal leaders, both Republicans and 
Democrats, have actually begun to 
get	 serious	 about	 our	 financial	 sus-
tainability problems, especially since 
the small government Tea Party Re-
publicans took over the House of 
Representatives in last year’s elec-
tions. But my advice is to not be 
fooled. It is worth repeating: poli-
tics	is	really	never	about	fixing	defi-
cits	–	 it’s	all	about	 the	culture	wars.

Today’s “Generation Y” grew 
up and came of age at the peak of 
its	 political	 influence:	 during	 a	 pe-
riod from the late 1990s through 
the Bush Years up until 2006, when 
our housing markets turned side-
ways and people started questioning 
economists again. The era of the cul-
ture wars was one when the politi-
cal	 fight	was	 not	mainly	 over	 small	
government vs. big government (as 
it is presented now), but rather over 
the three Gs: God, Guns, and Gays. 

For the past century at least, 
Big Business has generally sided 

with Republicans, while Big Labor 
has generally sided with Democrats. 
However, during this period, for 
most Americans, economic issues 
were secondary. Much more impor-
tant	in	popular	influence	as	a	political	
force was the Christian Right and its 
power within the Republican Party. 
Organizations such as Focus on the 
Family were kingmakers in Con-
gress at the turn of the 21st century. 

In 2008, with the housing cri-
sis	in	full	swing,	the	world	financial	
markets in free fall, and our debt 
ballooning even faster than before, 
the culture wars seemed to be ut-
terly	 insignificant,	 if	 not	 over.	 	 The	
new argument was over macroeco-
nomic theory: Keynesian Demo-
crats vs. libertarian Republicans. 

For the greater part of the last 
few years, the argument has continued 
along that road in the national media. 
However, with the Republicans back 
in control of the federal and state leg-
islative purse strings, a new narrative 
is	unfolding.	Deficit	controls	are	only	
the context for a larger agenda at hand.

In	the	guise	of	deficit	reduction,	
conservative politicians are simply 
fighting	the	culture	wars.	Fights	over	
union bargaining rights in Wisconsin 
were suspicious. After all, it is no se-
cret that labor is a political stronghold 
of the Democratic Party and their 
brand of modern economic liberalism. 

However, conservatives can 
still argue that collective bargain-
ing for public workers leads to tax 
hikes,	 larger	 budgets,	 and	 deficits.	
The recent debates in Congress over 
cutting federal funding for such an 
institution as Planned Parenthood 
and the decision to cut funding for 
National Public Radio are not sus-

picious; they are overt. Funding for 
such programs is not what is causing 
our ballooning debt, and our elected 
officials	 know	 this.	 Conservatives	
are attacking them because they 
are liberal in purpose, not because 
they are necessarily liberal in fund-
ing. It is cultural warfare cloaked 
as government accountability. 

The extent to which we are 
witnessing a revitalization of the 
culture wars has become ever 
more apparent when one watches 
the recent actions of Republican 
presidential nominee potentials. 

Newt Gingrich, for his part, has 
gone around the country speaking in 
churches and other public venues of 
his	 determination	 to	 fight	 Obama’s	
agenda of “Secular Socialism.” In his 
2010 book To Save America, Gingrich 
warned of a “gay and secular fascism 
in this country that wants to impose its 
will on the rest of us [and] is prepared 
to use violence.” In a recent appear-
ance in Ohio, he stated, “In America, 

religious belief is being challenged 
by a cultural elite trying to create a 
secularized America, in which God 
is driven out of public life.” Remarks 
such	 as	 this	 reflect	 the	 importance	
of culture in elections and politics. 

Voters don’t seem to care 
much about economics after all 
and candidates understand this.

In a recent episode of Real Time 
with Bill Maher, guest Tom Davis, a 
Republican Congressman from Vir-
ginia, said, “What has happened is 
people aren’t voting with their pocket 
book, they’re voting culture. They’re 
voting how they feel about gays… 
They’re voting guns.  They’re not vot-
ing economically because they don’t 
see their interests bound up economi-
cally… that is what the coalition is all 
about. The wealthiest precincts vot-
ed for Barack Obama [in 2008] and 
some of the poorest counties voted 
overwhelmingly for John McCain.”

Before we make our choice 
of political alignment, it is drasti-
cally important to remember what 
we are voting for. In the end, social 
issues almost always trump eco-
nomic issues. Conservatives may 
talk about the importance of small 
government and balanced bud-
gets, but most of them only care 
when it’s a Democratic government. 

The Republicans were happy 
to pass Medicare Part D prescrip-
tion drug entitlement in 2003 regard-
less of its $727 billion price tag (as 
it	was	calculated	for	 the	next	fifteen	
years since its passage). If you are a 
believer in accountable government 
and balanced budgets who also sup-
ports gay rights, environmental ac-
tion, separation of church and state, 
and	 bans	 on	 assault	 rifles,	 you’d	
be better off voting Democratic. 

CP

2 Volume XI Issue VIIThe Cornell Progressive

As the race for the 2012 presi-
dential election begins, Presi-

dent Obama faces immense chal-
lenges at home and abroad; it 
remains to be seen whether he can 
withstand the criticism that comes 
from the right and the left and re-
main the Leader of the Free World.

And so it is an appropriate time 
to take the opportunity to defend 
Obama’s much-criticized record. 
With his approval rating at its lowest, 
many people feel that Obama has not 
delivered on his promises from the 
campaign trail. But that perception 
does not align with reality. 

In 2008, excitement spread 
rapidly	across	 the	country	–	and	 the	
world	 –	 over	 the	 thought	 that	 an	 as	
yet unknown politician could come to 
power and reverse the unpopular pol-
icies of George Bush. With that cam-
paign in full swing, American forces 
were tied up in two drawn-out wars. 
The economy was ailing, and getting 
worse. Anti-American sentiment was 
on the rise around the globe due to the 
deep-rooted occupation in the Middle 
East, and anti-government sentiment 
on the rise at home as Bush’s politi-
cal decisions began to look more and 
more suspicious (and, at times, un-
constitutional). And through the cha-
os rose an unlikely candidate who of-
fered us change and hope. How could 
we pass that up?

Several years later, the political 
challenges for President Obama have 
taken an entirely new form. The econ-
omy might be healthier, but it is still 
a far cry from that of the Clinton era. 
American troops are still engaged in 
Afghanistan and Iraq, and have even 
taken on a new military commitment 
in Libya. New political forces have 
risen at home: the Tea Party, opposed 
to Obama’s stance on almost every 
issue, has become one of the most 
successful new American political 
movements in recent memory. 

Most importantly though, in 
light of the Obama’s unsurprising an-
nouncement of his intention to run 
for re-election, his brilliant electoral 
strategy	 in	 2008	 –	 to	 exploit	 exten-
sive dissatisfaction with Bush and of-
fer	 change	–	will	not	work	 in	2012.	
Gone are the days in which he can 
simply criticize the unpopular re-
cord of his predecessor, all the while 

evading substantive criticism himself 
because his record is too thin; once 
the “he-has-no-experience” argument 
failed, the McCain campaign had 
little else to draw on. The 2012 cam-
paign will be much more challenging 
for Obama as he will have to defend 
his own record.

Obama, though not a miracle 
worker, has pursued progressive poli-
cies and brought positive change to 
this country. The most obvious exam-
ple, perhaps, is his success in pushing 
the Patient Protection and Affordable 
Healthcare Act through Congress. Of-
ten blasted by opponents as socialist 
and proponents as too watered-down, 
the progressive policy is the result 
of political compromise, and it will 
expand health coverage to millions 
Americans who previously could not 
afford it. It will also force insurance 
companies to abandon discrimina-
tory and unfair practices that once 
blocked access to healthcare for mil-
lions of Americans with preexisting 
conditions. Those who need health 
insurance the most will no longer be 
the	least	likely	to	find	coverage.	

Presumably more consequential 
for most students at Cornell, the ben-
efits	 of	 the	 new	 law	 extend	 beyond	
those of us not fortunate enough to 
already have access to quality health-
care. As of September of last year, we 
are eligible to remain on our parents’ 
healthcare plans until we are 26 under 
the new law. This certainly impacts 
much, if not most, of the undergradu-
ate student body in a positive way.

Healthcare might be Obama’s 
most notable success, but it is by no 
means the only accomplishment of 
his administration. Most of those who 
feel let down by Obama are probably 
frustrated with the slow pace of eco-
nomic recovery. But it is important to 
remember that with Bush’s departure, 
the economy was, according to many 
economists, on the brink of collapse. 
No one could turn it around over-
night. But the Obama administration 
has made progress. For example, this 
past month, the unemployment rate 
in the U.S. was the lowest it has been 
in two years.

While the national debate has 
been mostly taken over by talk of 
economic issues, The Progressive is 
particularly proud of the Obama Ad-

ministration’s progress on important 
social issues. Don’t Ask Don’t Tell 
has	finally	been	repealed,	effectively	
ending the military’s discriminatory 
policies towards homosexuals wish-
ing to serve their country. 

In that same vein, the Obama 
Administration recently announced 
that it would stop defending the con-
stitutionality of the Defense of Mar-
riage Act. Though the law remains in 
place	–	and	probably	will	 remain	 in	
place	for	some	 time	–	 this	 is	an	 im-
portant	first	step	to	ensuring	equality	
for gay people in the United States. 
Thus, the President’s progressive so-
cial policies are opening doors for 
previously excluded and ostracized 
groups in this country.

And then there are the policies 
passed under Obama’s watch that 
most of us never heard about, even 
though we are not immune from their 
consequences, be they positive or 
negative. The overhaul of the student 
loan program, for instance, should be 
particularly salient on a college cam-
pus, but it doesn’t seem that many 
people were talking about it. 

The very basic details are these: 
it will save the federal government 
more than $60 billion over a decade, 
which will allow the government to 
be more generous with loans to low-
income families, and loan repayment 
will be based on income, not amount 
owed. You could very well end up 
with much lower loan payments than 
you otherwise would have, and we 
cannot help but wonder how many of 
Obama’s most vocal critics will un-
knowingly	 benefit	 from	 this	 policy	
upon graduation.

The above is only an abbreviat-
ed list of some of President Obama’s 
major	 accomplishments	 in	 the	 first	
half	 of	 his	 first	 term.	 So	 while	 it	
seems to be popular these days to 
complain that Obama “hasn’t done 
anything,” his record suggests oth-
erwise. His challenge for 2012, then, 
will not be to only talk about what he 
would like to accomplish in a second 
term. It will be to demonstrate to the 
public	 the	significance	of	all	 that	he	
has	accomplished	in	his	first.
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EDITORIAL
In Defense of Obama

ON FINANCIAL INSTABILITY Ian Cohen

Deficit Distractions: All about the Culture Wars

Politics is really 
never about fix-
ing deficits – it’s 
all about the cul-
ture wars.

Conservatives 
may talk about 
the importance 
of small govern-
ment and bal-
anced budgets, 
but most of them 
only care when 
it’s a Democratic 
government.

By ZaChary newkirk

As Cornellians in Ithaca bravely 
trudge through the ice and 

snow to class, your fearless editors 
emeriti Zachary Newkirk ‘12 and 
Sam Ferenc ‘12 trudge through the 
political muck of Washington to get 
to work.
 All while taking a full course 
load.
 Welcome to Cornell in 
Washington, one of the hidden gems 
offered by our fair institution. We 
have been here for over a month 
now and already have had experi-
ences that rival anything our Ithacan 
friends could encounter. True, our 
snowball	fights	haven’t	been	broken	
up by the glee-killing police and ad-
mittedly Washington hasn’t cracked 
down on Greek life as much as the 
fun-hating administration -- Zorba’s 
Café serves a mean tzatzki and no 
one will ever take that away.
 But we have been caught 
in a massive pro-life rally. Literally 

caught in a crushing march of chant-
ing,	crucifix-wielding,	anti-choice	
demonstrators. 
 It started with your former 

editors and their two friend’s naïve 
desire to see the Smithsonians. I sup-
pose we should have known it was 
the 38th anniversary of Roe v. Wade, 

but personally my mind is more hor-
rifying Supreme Court decisions that 
happened during my lifetime. Re-
member Bush v. Gore? How about 
Citizen’s United v. Federal Election 
Commission? 
 We got off the Metro at the 
Smithsonian stop but rather than 
see a moderate amount of tourists 
we instead heard singing. We were 
met with a huge amount of people 
trying	to	figure	out	how	to	leave	the	
Metro (up towards the light!) while 
simultaneously passing out strange 
signs of full-grown, black-and-white 
babies. 
 Our hopes that this crowd 
would be isolated to the Metro sta-
tion was crushed when we emerged 
onto the National Mall. It was cer-
tainly a sight.
 The last time I was on the 

Have You Ever Gotten Lost in an Anti-Choice Rally?

The anti-choice rally on the National Mall
Source: Sam Ferenc
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national debt was just short of $10 
trillion.  Today, it tops $14 trillion.  
If America’s debt continues to grow 
so rapidly, the Congressional Budget 
Office	predicts	that	national	debt	
will exceed $22 trillion by 2015.  
Anyone who turns on the news for 
ten minutes can hear these numbers 
and understand that they are bad.  
But just what do they mean?  More 
specifically,	if	the	debt	continues	to	
rise, what will it mean not only for 
America as a whole but for Cornell’s 
campus as well?
	 On	a	global	level,	the	deficit	
will hurt America by discouraging 
foreign investment in the U.S.  As 
Bouris suggests, “The government’s 
fiscal	problems	are	gradually	reduc-
ing	the	world’s	confidence	in	the	
United States’ ability to provide 
returns to investors.  This will sty-
mie our future growth and hurt job 
creation	and	incomes.”		If	the	deficit	
continues to grow, the dollar will 
become even weaker and America’s 
reputation as a global economic 
leader	will	be	hurt	significantly.		
As far as Cornell’s campus is con-
cerned, faculty and students alike 
have already begun to feel the 
effects	of	the	rising	deficit.		In	the	
past year, steep budget cuts have 
been issued to the Theater and Math 
Departments, while contract colleges 
have seen state aid dramatically 
reduced.  Over the next three years, 
New York State will be cutting 
financial	support	for	the	College	of	
Industrial and Labor Relations by 
30%.  Recently, the Modern Greek 
language program was cut from 
the curriculum, while tuition for 
students in all Cornell colleges will 
increase by $1,875 next year.  The 
national	deficit	indeed	has	local	
consequences.  As Americans begin 
to	realize	this,	many	public	officials	

have made it their top priority to bal-
ance their budgets and explore ways 
to return to the economic prosperity 
of the Clinton era.
	 It	would	not	be	difficult	
to ask 50 economists how to most 
effectively	reduce	the	deficit	and	re-
ceive 50 different answers.  As is the 
case with most political issues, the 
answer is not black and white.  Yet 
a number of ideas have been voiced 
more often than others.  Some, like 
Peter Bouris, believe that the gov-
ernment must “Increase taxes, lower 
military spending, and put the two 
big	entitlements	on	firmer	footing	by	
tweaking payroll taxes and institut-
ing means testing” in order to rein 
in	the	deficit.		Yet	while	this	strategy	
may be effective, it is unpopular 
among voters and politically inex-
pedient.  Others insist that raising 

taxes in such a fragile economy is 
unwise, and plans for curbing the 
deficit	range	from	privatizing	infra-
structure to eliminating some entitle-
ment programs entirely.  The US 
is fortunate to have so many ideas 
floating	around.		But	its	fortune	may	
be short-lived if legislators cannot 
soon agree on which idea to imple-
ment,	as	the	deficit	continues	to	
grow daily.
 When the White House 
proclaimed, “The United States on 
Track to Pay Off the Debt by End 
of the Decade,” I don’t believe it 
seemed that bold a statement.  Yet 
eleven years and billions of dollars 
of spending later, we are faced with 
a towering mountain of debt; one 
that is ominous and certainly danger-
ous, but not insurmountable.  Much 
of America’s ability to rein in the 

deficit	will	depend	on	the	strength	
of the economy, as well as whether 
Republicans, Democrats, and Presi-
dent Obama can cooperate with each 
other.  However, much of the dam-
age is already done: thousands of lo-
cal, state and federal programs have 
lost	funding	as	public	officials	at-
tempt to balance budgets.  For those 
who think the decisions happening 
in Washington right now don’t have 
much effect on the workings of rural 
Ithaca, members of the Theater, 
Math and Modern Greek language 
Departments might disagree.  Eleven 
years after the White House posted 
that article, America appears much 
different than expected.  What lies 
ahead, eleven years from now?
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ON THE NATIONAL DEBT Dave Forward

Global and Local Consequences

Continued from page 3

Continued from page 1

The National Debt Clock located in New York City
source: http://www.usdebtclock.org/

Why The U.S. Needs to Leave Libya Now
Alisa Hand ON INTERFERENCE IN THE MIDDLE EAST

In a move that has called into ques-
tion whether he truly deserved 

his Nobel Peace Prize, President 
Obama has involved the United 
States	 in	 the	Libyan	 conflict,	which	
has the potential of turning into 
another Afghanistan for the U.S. 

Despite the assurances of Presi-
dent Obama and Defense Secretary 
Robert Gates that the intensity of the 
American campaign in Libya will di-
minish soon and leadership will be 
handed off to other countries, doubts 
remain after Obama also said that 
the U.S. will remain in Libya for as 
long	 as	 Moammar	 Gadhafi	 remains	
a threat to his people.  As the U.S. 
claims that its main goal is not to re-
move	Gadhafi	 from	power,	 the	Lib-
yan campaign could last far into the 
future.

“When this transition takes 
place it is not going to be our planes 
that	are	maintaining	the	no-fly	zone,”	
Obama said during a joint news con-
ference with President Mauricio Fu-
nes of El Salvador. “It is not going 
to be our ships that are necessarily 
enforcing the arms embargo. That’s 
precisely what the other nations are 
going to do.”

However, questions have arisen 
over who will in fact take command 
if the U.S. hands over power. NATO 
has conferred about who would take 
power, with Norway and France say-
ing that their participation is reliant 
upon who will take command. The 
debate over command has revealed 
the rift over the strategy for Libya, 
with Britain and France claiming that 
they	want	to	see	Gadhafi	deposed	and	
other nations, the U.S. included, dis-
agreeing that that is the primary ob-
jective.

Although the U.S. certainly has 
in interest in the spread of democ-
racy in the Middle East, now is not 
the time to involve our forces in an-
other	war.	Gadhafi	is	a	cruel	dictator	
who shouldn’t be in power, but by 
enforcing	the	no-fly	zone	and	bomb-
ing	Gadhafi’s	forces	(over	100	Toma-
hawk Cruise missiles have reportedly 

already been used), the U.S. risks in-
volvement in another drawn-out, un-
necessary war. 

Anti-American sentiment is al-
ready so strong in the Middle East 
that more American interference in 
regional affairs could turn the very 
Libyan rebels that we are trying to 

help against us. We cannot afford to 
threaten our interests in the Middle 
East even more, especially as our ri-
vals are waiting in the wings: China 
has	called	for	an	immediate	cease-fire	
in Libya and Russian Prime Minister 
Vladimir Putin described the allied 
attack as a “crusade.” This accusa-
tion of another American “crusade” 
on a Muslim country could serve to 
damage the small bit of goodwill that 
Obama has tried to build up through-
out his presidency. 

Although the U.S. has cited 
humanitarian concerns as the rea-
son why it involved itself in Libya, 
it’s likely that Libya’s role as an oil 
producer with the largest reserves of 
any country in Africa had something 
to do with it as well. Despite wide-
spread chaos and being on the run 
from	Gadhafi’s	forces,	Libyan	rebels	
have already created a new national 

oil company to replace the govern-
ment-controlled corporation, whose 
assets were frozen by the U.N Secu-
rity Council. Most of Libya’s oil is 
sold in Italy and France, but like Viet-
nam, the U.S. has been pulled in to 
do	the	dirty	work	and	fighting.	For	all	
the talk of handing over leadership, 

it’s still U.S. planes doing most of 
the bombing. The situation is unfor-
tunately reminiscent of Afghanistan, 
when the U.S. plunged itself into a 
war without weighing its options or 
creating a clear endgame. Secretary 
of State Hillary Clinton even admit-
ted,	 “We	 don’t	 know	what	 the	 final	
outcome will be,” a frightening pros-
pect when the U.S. is still mired in 
two Middle Eastern wars. 

The Obama administration al-
ready faces great reservations from 
Congress and the Pentagon over be-
coming involved in Libya. The Pen-
tagon doesn’t want to get involved in 
another ground operation in the Mid-
dle East, especially without a clear 
objective. And although some Con-
gressional leaders such as Republican 
Senators Lindsey Graham and John 
McCain are calling for increased U.S. 
involvement	and	Gadhafi’s	 removal,	

many are questioning the U.S.’s role 
and whether Obama needs to get per-
mission from Congress to go to war. 
Democratic Congressman Dennis 
Kucinich has even gone so far as to 
say	 that	 the	no-fly	zone	 is	 an	act	of	
war (which under law would require 
Congress’ permission), and as such, 
President Obama’s actions could be 
impeachable.

Although this position is ex-
treme, it does raise valid questions 
over how much U.S. interference 
is enough. The U.S. military is al-
ready heavily involved in two wars, 
the economy is still struggling, and 
anti-U.S. sentiment is widespread 
throughout the world. We simply 
can’t afford another war, especially 
in another country that could plunge 
into civil war and Islamist extrem-
ism. However disappointed the in-
ternational community might be, the 
U.S. needs to get out of Libya as fast 
as possible. If our true concerns are 
Gadhafi’s	 human	 rights	 violations,	
there are other ways to help besides 
spearheading another doomed war.

CP

National Mall was Jon Stewart and 
Stephen Colbert’s Rally to Restore 
Sanity when ironic or vaguely liberal 
signs - “The Rent is Moderately 
High but Reasonable” and “I Am 
Not a Witch’ - dotted the landscape. 
The National March for Life was a 
little different.
 Our attempts to simply cross 
the mall failed. Certain sidewalks 
had closed and for the average 
pedestrian, it seemed like the only 
way was to go through this largely 
passive crowd. Watching from the 
sidelines was one thing but taking 
the plunge into the depths of the 
demonstrators was another. 
 It was a feeling not likely to 
be replicated anytime soon, for me at 
least. After believing something so 

fundamental for your entire life and 
being taught it as fact, being forced 
to be in close quarters with members 
of an opposite community is an eye-
opening experience. 
 If you are pro-Israel, it’s like 
being placed in a crowd of peaceful 
though very angry Palestinians. Or 
perhaps more akin to my particular 
situation: cutting through a tightly 
pressed crowd of half a million 
people vehemently opposed to the 
existence of universities and col-
leges. 
 Before things got just 
downright creepy, I thought it was a 
funny adventure. “Welcome to DC!” 
I thought because where else have 
there been so many famous marches 
and protests? But then I made the 
mistake of asking a particularly 

excited gentleman how many people 
he thought were there.
 “I don’t know but it’s so 
great that you young people are out 
here to turn over Roe v. Wade…,” he 
shouted before launching into a dia-
tribe that seemed oft-repeated. It hit 
me then that, yeah, so many people 
marching and protesting here chil-
dren. It was a Monday - shouldn’t 
they be in school? Admittedly many 
were there from private Christian 
schools but probably not all of them. 
The revelation that thousands of 
kids are being taught that half of our 
country - the libruls - are “baby-kill-
ers” as their signs said shook me to 
the core. No longer funny or adven-
turous, we redoubled our efforts to 
escape the slow-moving march.
 Finally we entered the oasis 

of tranquility in the National Gallery 
of Art. And what a reprieve! Noth-
ing like French Impressionism to 
calm our shivering selves at the cold 
crowd outside. 
 Despite our best efforts to 
avoid the crowd the rest of the day, 
we still managed to see dozens of 
littered signs all over the area. Later 
that day I learned that Rep. Michele 
Bachmann (R-MN) was the key-
note speaker for these people. This 
created the triumvirate of awesome: 
anti-choice, littering and Bachmann-
listening. 
 Welcome to DC, indeed! 

CP

Adventures in Washington, D.C.

Campus Progress works to help young 
people — advocates, activists, journalists, artists — 

make their voices heard on issues that matter. 
Learn more at CampusProgress.org.

Protesting against military action in Libya
source: pslweb.org



President Obama, during his cam-
paign, promised to close Guanta-

namo Bay, as this was a great issue 
with which to garner the progres-
sive vote. Obama was lauded by 
the left for his stance on Gitmo, but 
demonized by the right. The charge 
made against him was that if Gitmo 
were closed, then we would have to 
try terrorists on the very land they 
seek to destroy. These men were 
the architects of many acts of ter-
rorism against Americans across the 

world - even striking on home soil 
on 9/11. The right also not so subtly 
revealed their horror at the notion 
of having terrorists be given the le-
gal rights we grant to Americans on 
trial. These men had planned to des-
ecrate our sacred liberties and free-
doms; why should they be given any? 

It took a Supreme Court rul-
ing to ensure that the detainees were 
guaranteed some basic rights (wheth-
er they were on American soil or not), 
specifically	Common	Article	3	of	the	
Geneva Convention.  As any pro-
gressive, left-of-center, rational per-

son would tell you, applying the laws 
that we create for ourselves to others 
while they are in our jurisdiction is 
a sign of integrity and strength; an 
act that could give weight to the no-
tion that American hegemony hasn’t 
followed us into the globalized era. 
Having a president who understood 
this greatly appealed to liberal vot-
ers. Still, many were skeptical about 
whether he would actually follow 

through with his promises, and the 
issue was pushed to the back of our 
minds when the economy tanked.

But on January 22, 2010, Presi-
dent Obama signed an order that 
stipulated the closing of the deten-
tion camp in no later than one year’s 
time.	This	was	definitely	a	step	 in	a	
positive direction, even though many 
were uneasy about it. However, com-
plications soon arose and with the is-
sue of the economy remaining in the 

forefront of people’s minds, Guanta-
namo again fell out of the spotlight. 

Other pieces of Obama’s plat-
form were passed, albeit with much 
debate and compromise on behalf 
of the Democrats. A grumbling dis-
content was beginning to come from 
the progressive wing of the Demo-

cratic Party, as the compromising on 
healthcare and Wall Street angered 
many of the more liberal Democrats. 

The progressive faction of 
American politics will now just have 
to deal with disappointment. The 
stagnant political debate in the coun-
try has proven to be a cemetery for 
progressive	 ideals.	 America’s	 fierce	
anti-Europe and anti-regulatory incli-
nations are the product of continued 
misleading ideas concerning progres-
sivism. Progressivism’s victory, iron-
ically, lies in the compromises that are 
born out of progressive ideals. If the 
public option was never a part of the 
healthcare debate, who knows what 
the Patient Protection and Afford-
able Care Act would look like now. 
If there was no idea of a stimulus put 
forth, we may have gone through an-
other depression. Since many of the 
compromises that we make are born 
out of progressive ideals, any success 
attached to the policies lends credit 
to the viability of progressive goals. 
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munication where we were under 
the mistaken impression that he was 
pro-life.” Whatever the cause of the 
misunderstanding, CCFL proceeded 
with the showing without Nanji 
involved.
 And the documentary itself? 
“Maafa 21,” which was written and 
directed by Mark Crutcher of an 
organization called “Life Dynam-
ics Inc.,” casts the history of the 
birth control movement in a dis-
turbing light. Even the use of the 
word “maafa” is telling: The word 
derives from a Kiswahili word 
meaning disaster or tragedy. It has 
traditionally been used to refer to 
the suffering of African Americans 
through slavery, colonialism, and 
dehumanization throughout history. 
“Maafa 21” extends this concept of 
the maafa to include abortion, which 
it asserts was and is primarily a 
eugenics movement championed by 
Planned Parenthood founder Marga-
ret Sanger.   
 And indeed, it is no secret 
that Sanger indeed allied herself 
with eugenicists. She adopted much 
of the eugenicist rhetoric, speaking 
about sterilizing those she believed 
were	“unfit.”	To	drive	the	point	
home, the documentary includes an 
emotional interview with a woman 
named Elaine RIddick, an incest sur-
vivor who was sterilized against her 
will.	The	film	then	takes	this	line	of	
reasoning to its logical conclusion: 
comparing Margaret Sanger to Adolf 
Hitler.
 But an even uglier truth that 
the	film	ignores	is	that	many	anti-
birth control activists at the time also 
supported eugenics. One Catholic 
bishop, while debating Sanger in 
the Connecticut legislature, argued 
that contraception was was immoral 
since procreative sex preserved not 
only “natural law,” but also certain 
superior races of people. He argued 

that unless each family had at least 
four children, “...the races from 
Northern	Europe...the	finest	type	of	
people, are doomed to extinction.”
 At the Third International 
Eugenics Conference in New York 
City,	Dr.	Henry	Fairfield	Osborn	
argued that birth selection, not birth 
control, would lead to the “better-

ment” of the human race. He argued 
that birth control could be some-
thing of a double-edged sword: “At 
present [birth control’s] effects are 
distinctly bad,” he said, “since the 
ablest and most intelligent are the 

ones who practice it, while the least 
fit	do	not.”	The	pro-birth	control	
movement did not have a monopoly 
on eugenicist thought.
	 The	distinction	between	“fit”	
and	“unfit”	did	not	always	fall	along	
racial lines for eugenicists. One of 
Sanger’s supporters was famous 
black activist W.E.B. Dubois. Sanger 
opened a clinic in Harlem in 1930, 
and the local Amsterdam News 
cheered her for it. She was subse-
quently invited to speak at Harlem’s 
largest Baptist church. 
 The cherry-picked history 
presented in “Maafa 21” is part of 
a larger movement brewing in this 
country. Pro-life groups such as 
Priests for Life and the Radiance 
Foundation are starting billboard 
campaigns and “Freedom Rides” to 
spread their message. One billboard 
that recently went up on Chicago’s 
South side features a picture of 
Barack Obama and the words “Ev-
ery 21 seconds our next leader is 
aborted.” A billboard in Atlanta read, 
“Black children are an endangered 
species.” 
 One of the groups behind 
some of the billboard campaigns is 
Priests for Life. Priests for Life is 
a fairly typical anti-abortion group 
headed by Father Frank Pavone. 
Priests for Life has started a cam-

paign that co-opts some of the Civil 
Rights Movement’s most powerful 
tactic: the Freedom Ride, only now 
they’re called “Freedom Rides for 
Life.” The Rides consist of Frank 
Pavone and his (primarily white) fol-

lowers driving around and holding 
rallies in different cities, stopping to 
sing “We Shall Overcome” together. 
 Loretta Ross, National Co-
ordinator for Sister Song (a repro-
ductive rights group for women of 
color), witnessed a demonstration 
during a Freedom Ride in Georgia. 
She was interviewed for a documen-
tary on GRITtv, an online television 
station, called “Conspiracy Tactics.” 
Ross describes how the bus stopped 
outside the Martin Luther King 
Center, and she watched a crowd of 
white people disembark. 
 “It was an all-white demon-
stration at the Martin Luther King 
Center,” she told GRITtv. “It was 
just surreal.”  
 And the movement is 
not	confined	to	independent	anti-
abortion groups: it’s headed to state 
legislatures already. Representative 
Barry Loudermilk and State Senator 
Chip Pearson (both white Georgia 
Republicans) brought the issue to the 
Georgia legislature by introducing 
the so-called Prenatal Nondiscrimi-
nation Act this past February. It’s a 
theme that keeps coming up--white 
conservatives co-opting language 
and tactics from the Civil Rights 
Movement and professing to care 
about black women’s reproductive 
health. 

 Kelly White, President of 
Vox, Cornell’s branch of student 
activists for Plannd Parenthood, 
agreed that this was not a new tactic. 
“In fact it has been around since 
Margaret Sanger’s time,” she told 
the Cornell Progressive. “But,” she 
added, “today it continues to pur-
posely manipulate historical data to 
support claims that take choice away 
from minority women.” 
 Loretta Ross of Sister Song 
emphasized in an interview with 
Public Eye magazine that concerns 
from these groups was not genu-
ine. “These are the same legislators 
who, when we look at their voting 
records, when it comes to improv-
ing schools or getting guns off the 
streets, are not people whose votes 
indicate that they care about children 
of color once they’re here,” she said. 
 Conservative movements 
have found success when they mobi-
lize a deeply religious base. In 2008, 
Proposition 8 passed after conserva-
tive groups exploited this tactic, and 
they will continue to try to do so in 
the future. While it is true that rates 
of abortion are higher among women 
of color, restricting access to medi-
cal services is not the way to change 
this. As Pamela Merrit, blogger and 
Planned Parenthood activist told 
Public Eye, “From my perspective, 
not allowing more women of color...
to have access to medically accurate 
information and health care is itself 
part of a mass plot to hold back com-
munities of color.” Don’t be fooled: 
the resurgence of the “abortion is 
black genocide” movement is less 
about concern for women of color 
and more about splitting the “black 
vote” come 2012. 

Note: For those who want more 
information, Vox, the Cornell branch 
of student activists for Planned 
Parenthood, will show the GRITtv 
documentary “Conspiracy Tactics” 
quoted in this article on April 20th 
at 5:00pm in Lewis Auditorium in 
Goldwin Smith. 
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It’s a No-Go on Gitmo
Andrew Martins ON GUANTANAMO BAY

With the issue of the 
economy remaining 
in the forefront 
of people’s minds, 
Guantanamo soon fell 
out of spotlight.

The stagnant 
political debate in the 
country has proven 
to be a cemetery for 
progressive ideals.

Abortion Controversy Comes to Cornell

 Pro-life groups around the country are starting billboard campaigns that 
frame abortion as “black genocide.”

source: toomanyaboborted.com

This particular billboard was “corrected” by activists
source: publiceye.org

“From my per-
spective, not 
allowing more 
women of color...
to have access to 
medically accu-
rate information 
and health care 
is itself part of a 
mass plot to hold 
back communi-
ties of color.” 

- Pamela Merrit

Witness Against Torture march in Washington, DC
source: afp.com

source: amnesty.org

Continued from page 1

Check out cuprogressive.wordpress.com 
for updates from The Cornell Progressive

and the following articles:

“Bargaining for Rights” 
by Taskin Rahman

 
“The Conclusion of America’s Venerable Space Shuttle Program” 

by Samuel Moss



The Last Laugh
12 Volume XI, Issue VIIThe Cornell Progressive

It’s so fun to watch the Republicans be 
pro-bombing, but against Obama who’s do-
ing it. Newt Gingrich was so discombobulat-
ed this week, he made a pass at his current 
wife. 

-Bill Maher

Michele Bachmann says she will launch 
her Presidential campaign in either Massa-
chusetts or New Hampshire as soon as she 
figures out which is which. There could be 
some eligibility problems for her. She has her 
birth certificate, but nobody can produce 
her high school diploma. 

–Jay Leno

Gaddafi has turned on his own people. 
He’s become so unpopular that even his 
face is running away from him. 

–Stephen Colbert

Seventeen days after Newt Gingrich insisted 
President Obama should establish a no-fly zone 
over Libya, he’s complaining that Obama es-
tablished a no-fly zone over Libya. It’s the same 
as Newt’s policy on adultery. He can’t make up 
his mind. 

–Jay Leno

A man in Texas used his obituary to ask for dona-
tions to anyone running against Obama in 2012. 
And then his ghost was offered a nightly show on 
Fox News. 

– Jimmy Fallon

Odyssey Dawn? That’s not a military op-
eration. That’s a Carnival Cruise ship. 

– Stephen Colbert

And by the way, Odyssey Dawn? 
You’re really going to name a 
combat operation after a Yes 
album?   

– Jon Stewart

Sarah Palin visited Israel. She says she 
likes all religions, “whether they celebrate 
Christmas or Jewish.”

– Jimmy Fallon


