
By AlisA HAnd

On November 8th, Michigan 
Assistant Attorney General 

Andrew Shirvell was fired after an 
unprofessional and homophobic 
display in which he harassed the 
student assembly president of the 
University of Michigan by start-

ing a blog attacking the student 
and even showing up to his home. 

Shirvell initially attacked Mich-
igan Student Assembly President 
Chris Armstrong, the first openly gay 
student to hold the position, for sup-
porting gender-neutral housing for 
transgender students who have not 
yet had sexual-reassignment surgery. 
This was the main reason Shirvell la-

beled Armstrong as a “radical homo-
sexual elitist” who wanted to redefine 
gender norms and challenge tradi-
tional Christian values. On Shirvell’s 

blog, titled “Chris Armstrong Watch,” 
Shirvell posted photos of Armstrong 
photoshopped with rainbow flags and 
swastikas. Shirvell also scrutinized 
Armstrong’s Facebook posts, most 

of which were clearly harmless. For 
example, after Judge Vaughn Walker 
struck down Proposition 8, which 
prohibited gay marriage in Califor-

nia, Armstrong updated his status to 
“Walker went to Michigan, just say-
in’.”  Shirvell accused him of being 
radical and called for him to resign 
his presidency. In an interview with 

Anderson Cooper, Shirvell defend-
ed his aggressive remarks: “I’m a 
Christian citizen exercising my First 
Amendment rights.” He continued, 
“I have no problem with the fact that 
Chris is a homosexual. I have a prob-
lem with the fact that he’s advancing 
a radical homosexual agenda.” Con-
sidering that Shirvell posted homo-
phobic pictures and comments on his 
blog and called Armstrong “Satan’s 
representative,” these comments 
can be considered less than sincere.

Although Shirvell said the blog 
wasn’t a personal attack on Arm-
strong, he has taken what might have 
been legitimate criticism too far, pro-
testing outside of Armstrong’s house 
in Ann Arbor, including once at 1:30 
a.m, and attending student assem-
bly meetings over which Armstrong 
presided. After his behavior became 
known to the public, Michigan Attor-
ney General Mike Cox made the deci-
sion to fire Shirvell for conduct unbe-
coming a state employee, citing how 
Shirvell repeatedly violated office 
policies, engaged in borderline stalk-
ing behavior, and inappropriately used 

Michigan Public Official Harasses 
University of Michigan Class President

 Cornell’s Liberal News and Opinion - www.cuprogressive.org Volume XI Issue IV  December 8, 2010

By RoHAn siddHAnti

Seven score and seven years 
ago, these famous words were ut-
tered by Abraham Lincoln: “…
and that government of the people, 
by the people, for the people, shall 
not perish from the earth.” Histori-
cally, our government has been for 
the people, protecting us in war and 
economy busts – but is our govern-
ment really made up of the people?

Before we take a step forward, 
let’s take a step back and examine 
Cornell’s diversity. We are 44% white, 
17% Asian, 8% Hispanic, 7% black, 
and the rest not reporting. These num-
bers are not exactly proportional to 
the national statistics, as you will see, 
but we are certainly quite diverse. 

To understand diversity in Con-

gress, let us first understand what 
we are made up of in America. This 
country has historically been touted 
as the melting pot of people, cultures, 
and backgrounds. Our diversity is 
our heritage, and our multi-racial so-
ciety is our strength – or so we say.

In terms of gender, the US is a 
little less than 50% female. Sexual 
orientation wise, the estimates vary, 
but let’s go with the 3% gay/lesbi-
an estimate by the US Department 
of Health (seems incredibly low, 
but even so). In addition, America 
is 65% white, 16% Hispanic, 13% 
black, and 5% Asian, with other 
races comprising less than 1%.

In theory, it should follow that 
the newest Congress should in some-
way reflect our current population. Af-
ter all, don’t we maintain that our de-

mocracy is the poster child of accurate 
representation, following the Roman 
and Greek models of government? 

I’m sure you weren’t holding 
your breath, but our newest Congress 
is a far cry from fully representa-
tive. Of the 535 members, 13% will 
be women, 0.7% identify as gay/les-
bian, 84% will be white, 4.4% His-
panic, 7.8% Black, and 1.9% Asian. 

Please take a second to com-
pare those two paragraphs, and 
notice the glaring differences, es-
pecially in terms of gender, His-
panics, and the gay/lesbian popu-
lation. It is absolutely startling.

There are fewer women in the 
upcoming Congress than the current 
or the previous one; the Senate will 
maintain the same number of total 
women. Almost 75% of the represen-

tatives in the new Congress will be 
straight, white, and male. Let’s try and 
understand why this has happened.

It goes without saying that our 
country has historically been run by 
white, older, Anglo-Saxon males. 
Not that this status quo has proven 
completely detrimental to our na-
tion’s long-term success – we did 
after all come out victorious from 
two World Wars, emerge clean from 
multiple depressions, and lead the 
way in terms of innovation and pro-
ductivity for the last 100 years or so. 

And yet, our country isn’t made 
up of Anglo-Saxon males over the 
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With time as a salve, those of 
us who lean left have stopped 

licking our midterm wounds and 
have turned our faces to the future; 
a future, for a progressive, that may 
not look too bright, as it seems that 
the message of the next few months 
(and hopefully not years) in Wash-
ington will continue to be “no.” As 
proponents of change, as people who 
see problems and seek the best-fitting 
solution, constantly hitting a wall of 
unified obstructionism has made for 
a frustrating political situation. More 
distressing is the fact that this wall 
is now taller, the voices that create it 
louder and more numerous.
 Many ask if these past mid-
term losses are the fault of President 
Obama, the de facto leader of the 
Democratic Party. That the Demo-
crats lost a large number of seats, 
particularly in the House but also in 
the Senate, indicates that there was 
something lost in translation between 
what the government was doing and 
what the people wanted. But can the 
bulk of this burden be placed on the 
President? While his legislative strat-
egy was apparently not in tune with 
the priorities of the American people 
(health care over jobs?), that does not 
mean that he has failed as a leader 
and has been completely ineffectual 
during his time in the Oval Office. 
However, now that the Republicans 
have bolstered strength in Washing-
ton and nationwide, it looks like this 
is a make-or-break moment for the 
President and the Democratic lead-
ership. Two years is not as long as 
it seems, and with the Republicans 
promising to obstruct any future leg-
islative efforts from the Democrats 
and to repeal legislation from the 
111th Congress, the left will have to 
work even harder than before to not 
only look credible, but be credible.
 When analyzing President 
Obama, it is necessary to look not 

only at his time as President, but 
also the way in which he ascended to 
office. No other politician in recent 
history ignited the excitement and 
interest of the American people like 
Barack Obama. To many, he repre-
sented much more than the Demo-
cratic nominee for president. He 
embodied the messages of his cam-
paign: hope, change, and the promise 
of brighter, more equal, more just 
future. It is not surprising, given the 
wave of wonder and adoration that 
led him into office, that the people 
who voted for him have become 
disenchanted. There is no way that 
any person raised to the level of a 
demigod can live up to the expecta-
tions laid on them when contending 
with Washington. Still, even with the 
necessary letdown taken into consid-
eration, the Obama Administration 
has not yet lived up to its potential. 
For example, the time to implement 
programs like that of the New Deal’s 
Works Progress Administration 
was in the first hundred days of the 
presidency, when the electorate still 
had faith in their new leader. After 
proving to America that Obama was 
more than a celebrity by getting a 
handle on the economy and unem-
ployment, only then should health 
care have been addressed. Starting 
off with an issue that was guaranteed 
to be divisive was not the best strate-
gic move; considering the amount of 
brain power in the White House, it is 
disappointing when a political mis-
step is made.
 Hopefully in the next two 
years, President Obama will demon-
strate not only his understanding of 
the long-term issues facing this coun-
try, like fiscal reform, unemploy-
ment, and renewable energy, but also 
what is politically expedient. Despite 
promises made during the campaign, 
the President has to admit that he 
was not able to fully change the way 

things work in Washington; politics 
is still politics, and will always be 
politics. A successful public leader 
must learn to work within the sys-
tem. But this does not have to come 
at the expense of progressive prin-
ciples; if the Republicans continue to 
say “no” (and they will), the Presi-
dent must not capitulate. Regardless 
of midterm losses, Obama must re-
main a strong leader at the forefront 
of progressive policy and discourse. 
Times of crisis bring not only great 
challenges, but also great opportu-
nities: for the future of the United 
States, we hope that our president 
rises to the occasion. If he does not, 
the country most likely be looking at 
a new power structure in Washing-
ton; the possibility of President Palin 
means that failure is not an option for 
President Obama and the Democratic 
Party.
 Although we hope leader-
ship in our nation’s capital remains 
strong and secure in the months and 
years to come, here at the Cornell 
Progressive, change in leadership is 
imminent. By the time the next Pro-
gressive is published, we will have a 
new editorial board overseeing this 
newspaper. In the coming semester, 
we are also planning to undergo a 
necessary self-reflection and revision 
of message and intent. The Progres-
sive will continue to be Cornell’s 
source for liberal news and opinion, 
but we hope to act more as a spring-
board and a forum for many diverse 
ideas, opinions, and contributors. In 
our time of change, we are working 
to become a more integral part of the 
Cornell community as we continue to 
serve it. Please look out for our Janu-
ary 2011 issue, and we wish you all a 
happy and safe holiday season.
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state resources. In addition to harass-
ing Armstrong and his friends in Ann 
Arbor, Shirvell also made numerous 
calls to the office of Speaker of the 
House Nancy Pelosi in an attempt to 
criticize Armstrong and to use Pelo-
si’s influence to get Armstrong fired. 

This bullying behavior is es-
pecially relevant after the recent 
wave of suicides by gay teens. U.S. 
Secretary of Education Arne Dun-
can has called for adults, especially 
parents, teachers, and elected offi-
cials, to stand up against intolerance, 
specifically referencing the Shirvell/
Armstrong harassment case. This 
case could fall under the jurisdic-
tion of a new hate-crime law signed 
by President Obama that covers 
crimes against people based on their 
gender identity and sexual orienta-
tion, real or perceived. Known as the 

Matthew Shepard and James Byrd 
Jr. Hate Crimes Prevention Act, the 
law gives the Justice Department the 
ability to investigate and prosecute 
Shirvell for a federal hate-crime. 

Shirvell also has a history of 
homophobic behavior; in 2005 af-
ter a rainbow sticker was placed on 
the door of an Ann Arbor restaurant 
following a homophobic incident in-
volving a gay patron, Shirvell made 
a complaint and issued a boycott re-
quest to his parish asking them to stop 
frequenting the establishment. “I find 
the rainbow flag offensive because it 
is a symbol of the homosexual move-
ment that, in my opinion, indicates 
a validation of the homosexual life-
style, as opposed to a sign that indi-
cates ‘openness’ to customers who 
are of the homosexual orientation.” 

Andrew Shirvell’s open hatred 
of members of the LGBT community 
makes him unfit to hold public office. 

Although everyone in this country 
has a right to free speech, discrimi-
nation promotes social inequality 
and lack of individual freedom, the 
opposites of two of the pillars that 

the United States is built upon. The 
First Amendment to the Constitu-
tion is mainly concerned with free 
speech to criticize the government 
and protect the press, and does not 
encourage the right of a citizen, par-
ticularly one chosen to uphold the 

state’s laws, to slander or harass an-
other. Shirvell’s intolerance affects 
his capacity to objectively inter-
pret the law as an attorney general 
and responsibly hold a public ser-
vice post in the name of the people.  

The University of Michigan 
campus has been divided over this 
issue, with the majority siding with 
President Armstrong. According to 
Karen Zwickel, University of Michi-
gan ’14, “People avoid talking about 
the issue, because it’s hard to believe 
that something like that could hap-
pen in such a liberal and accepting 
school.” If a situation like this could 
happen at the University of Michi-
gan, who’s to say that it couldn’t 
happen at Cornell? Shirvell certainly 
isn’t the only intolerant person out 
there, but his actions beg the true 
question: what is he really afraid of?

CP
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Shirvell and Homophobic Display

age of 45. It’s made up of me, an 
Indian-American, and you whose 
parents are from Africa, and you 
whose parents recently immigrat-
ed to the US from the Middle East.  

Additionally, those non-white 
members of our Congress are usu-
ally not the ones getting the atten-
tion. For example, Senator Daniel 
Inouye from Hawaii has been serv-
ing since 1963, and is one of the 
most respected members of the Sen-
ate. He has been chairman of some 
of the most influential committees, 
and yet most people in the United 
States have never heard of him. 

Another reason for the incon-
sistency in diversity is money. An 
anonymous sophomore government 
major said “The demographic of 
our congress, in my opinion, reflects 
wealth distribution in the United 
States. Those who have the eco-
nomic and political resources to run 
a successful campaign will often se-
cure the votes of American voters…” 
Sad, but it’s the world we live in.

A third reason for this large 
discrepancy in representation is that 

perhaps Congress is more of a reflec-
tion of the voting population rather 
than the actual population of the 
United States. Straight, white, males 
make up a majority of the voters, and 
so they like to put people that rep-
resent them in positions of power. 

The reason why this needs 
to change is because we can’t ex-
pect people to create legislation 
on things that they know nothing 
about. We are expecting our Con-
gress made up of 13% minorities to 
legislate on affirmative action? We 
are expecting our Congress of 87% 
men to create legislation on abor-
tion and a women’s right to choose?

No amount of presentations 
and reports can ultimately inform 
the Congress person enough to know 
what it feels like to be in a certain 
position. How can a Congressional 

body made up of 99.3% straight peo-
ple ever craft an accurate bill about 
gay marriage? It’s just too much ob-
jectivity and understanding to ask out 
of a ruling body that is already be-
ing pulled in hundreds of directions 
by special interests and lobbyists. 

This puts us, under-represented 
folk, in a tough position when we 
go to the polls. Do we vote for the 
popular candidate that we know 
will probably do well and has rep-
resented our district for years, or do 
we vote for the candidate with our 
ethnicity and background who will 
definitely represent us even bet-
ter, but is probably going to lose? 
This is a tough choice, because no 
one wants to vote for a loser. It’s re-
ally the choice between doing what 
feels good, and doing the right thing.

In order for the status quo to 

change, the same Government ma-
jor also said “Politics would need 
to be based less on money and more 
on platforms and true campaign-
ing. Furthermore, other demograph-
ics would need to feel empow-
ered and driven to run for office.”

Luckily, we are capable of cre-
ating that very environment. In fact, 
we already have begun, by voting in 
record numbers to elect our first black 
president. If a candidate is supremely 
qualified when compared to their op-
ponent, it is our duty to support them 
and to believe in the political process.

Ultimately, it’s on us, the new-
er, younger, progressive generation, 
to put those who reflect the diver-
sity of our nation into power. You, 
the Cornell voter, I hope you voted 
in this past election. Not just for the 
“I Voted!” thing on Facebook, but 
for the knowledge that you helped 
paint a more accurate portrait of 
this nation. Only by utilizing our 
right to vote can we truly get this 
nation back to being “of the people, 
by the people, and for the people”.  

CP
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This bullying behavior 
is especially relevant 

after the recent wave of 
suicides by gay teens.
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Cornell America Congress
Women 50% 49% 13%
Gay/Lesbian ? 3% 0.7%
White 44% 80% 84%
Hispanic 8% 16% 4.4%
Black 7% 13% 7.8%
Asian 17% 5% 1.9%

Discrepancy  Between Congress and the People
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The rapid rise and fall of Christine O’Donnell received a dis-
proportionate amount of media coverage this past election 

cycle. The young evangelical notable for her gaffes and miscues 
defeated longtime Republican Congressman Mike Castle in the 
Delaware primary to vie for Vice President Biden’s old Senate 
seat. Castle’s defeat sealed the deal for the Democrats to retain 
the seat but catapulted the previously little known O’Donnell to 
the national stage.

Her candidacy was marred from the beginning. First were 
the exaggerations about her education, and then most famously 
came the clips from Bill Maher’s show. In one clip, she claimed 
to have dabbled in witchcraft as a teenager, prompting the hi-
larious ad in which she stated “I am not a witch, I’m you.” In a 
debate with her opponent (and thankfully winner of the general 
election, Chris Coons), O’Donnell could not name a recent Su-
preme Court case she disagreed with, reminiscent of the Mama 
Grizzly unable to name what newspapers she reads. Her positions 
are extreme: no abortion under any circumstance, no tax raises 
ever, drill baby drill, health care repeal and, oddly enough, the 
idea that masturbation is a sin.

On October 28th, the website Gawker.com published an 
anonymous account of a one night stand with O’Donnell. While 
it was hardly the nail in the proverbial coffin for her campaign 
(she was already way down in the polls) the piece, if taken seri-
ously, showed her moral hypocrisy. 

Linda McMahon was the Republican candidate for Senate of Connecticut. Perhaps as you have 
just read her name, you recognize her last name? That’s right, she is the wife of wrestling ty-

coon Vince McMahon. Until 2009, Linda was the CEO of World Wrestling Entertainment, better 
known as the WWE. She quit her day job to run for Senate. One of her distinguishing character-
istics (in addition to her clear electoral experience through being in the ring) was the fact that her 
campaign was self financed…with $40 million of her own money. Not many candidates can say 
that. She ran a fairly classic Republican campaign of anti-stimulus, fiscal conservatism, with the 
lowering of the capital gains tax. Through October, she came within 3% of her opponent at times in
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thal by about 11% on election day. cent of the Mama Grizzly unable to name what newspapers 
she reads. Her positions are extreme: no abortion under any circumstance, no tax raises ever, 
drill baby drill, health care repeal and, oddly enough, the idea that masturbation is a sin.

On October 28th, the website Gawker.com published an anonymous account of a one 
night stand with O’Donnell. While it was hardly the nail in the proverbial coffin for her 
campaign (she was already way down in the polls) the piece, if taken seriously, showed her 
moral hypocrisy. Thankfully she was never elected and will hopefully vanish into political 
obscurity, her greatest moment of fame her declaration that she is indeed not a witch, and we 
will be spared not only moral failures but the inevitable political hypocrisy all Republicans 
have to offer.
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General Rich-
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Thankfully she was never elect-
ed and will hopefully vanish into 
political obscurity, her greatest mo-
ment of fame her declaration that she 
is indeed not a witch, and we will be 
spared not only moral failures but the 
inevitable political hypocrisy all Re-
publicans have to offer.
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Sharron Angle was the Republican nominee for Senate in 
this year’s midterm elections, having won the Republican 

primary after being endorsed by the Tea Party Express. A grad-
uate of the University of Nevada, Angle worked as a substitute 
teacher for 25 years in addition to running a Christian school 
and teaching art at a Nevada college. She then moved towards 
a career in politics. In 1998, she won election to the Nevada 
State Assembly and served until 2005. During her time in the 
Assembly, which consisted of 42 members, she voted “no” so 
often on matters of broad consensus that the results were often 
called ‘41-to-Angle.’

Angle is known for having extremely conservative, far-
right positions. For major campaign issues she believes that 
the federal Department of Education should be abolished be-
cause it’s unconstitutional, the U.S. should withdraw from the 
United Nations, the Federal Marriage Amendment to ban gay 
marriage should be passed, Medicare should be privatized, 
there is no Constitutional mandate for the separation of Church 
and State, and abortion should be illegal even in cases of rape 
and incest. She is also known for criticizing the “porous bor-
der” between Canada and the United States that allowed the 
9/11 attackers to enter, and calling the unemployed “spoiled,” 
saying that they take too much advantage of the government 
welfare program.

Angle also once advocated for dealing with problems 
with the federal government with armed insurrection, stating, 
“And you know, I’m hoping that we’re not getting to Second 
Amendment remedies. I hope the vote will be the cure for the 
Harry Reid problem.” It wasn’t clear whether this encourage-
ment to revolt against the government was truly an incitement 
of violence or whether Angle was simply trying to explain her 
position on the Second Amendment. In any case, it is safe to 
say that the Senate is much better off without Sharron Angle 
representing Nevada.

Sarah Palin rose to national prominence when John McCain asked her to run as his 
Vice President in 2008. It seemed like a good idea at first: as a conservative, she 

could win over the Republican base, which wasn’t thrilled with McCain’s nomination. 
As a woman, she could win over Hillary supporters that were disappointed with Obama. 
But after the initial excitement passed, it became clear that Ms. Palin was grossly un-
qualified to serve as Vice President. She famously said that Alaska’s proximity to Rus-
sia boosts her foreign policy credentials, she told Katie Couric that she reads all news-
papers, and she couldn’t figure out how to avoid exposing that she had no idea what the 
Bush Doctrine was when Charles Gibson questioned her about it.

These days, two years later, the Palin brand has grown significantly. She has her 
own reality TV show, she has become one of the most vocal and visible advocates of the 
Tea Party, and there is much speculation that she will run for president in 2012. Indeed, 
Palin has said that she would run “if there’s nobody else to do it.” If she does run, her 
chances of actually winning the presidency are probably slim, even though she thinks 
she can beat Obama. Most Americans, even most Republicans, recognize that she’s 
highly unqualified (her political experience is limited to serving as the mayor of a small 
Alaskan town and less than one full term as Alaska’s governor). Republicans in her own 
state recently dealt her a blow, re-electing Lisa Murkowski to the Senate as a write-in 
candidate (the first to win as a write-in in 56 years) over Palin’s pick, Joe Miller, who 
won the Republican primary in August. Her chances of winning the presidency are 
small, but just in case, let’s hope there’s just someone else to do it.
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The Progressive’s Catherine Lussenhop addresses attitudes towards
liberal female politicians at www.cuprogressive.org
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By RoxAnA AmiRAHmAdi

“When you talk about lacrosse, 
you talk about the lifeblood 

of the Six Nations. The game is in-
grained into our culture, our system 
and our lives,” said Oren Lyons, a for-
mer All-American Lacrosse goalie and 
honorary chairman of the Iroquois Na-
tionals, to Indian Country Today. When 
the Iroquois Confederacy’s lacrosse 
team, the fourth best lacrosse team in 
the world, could not leave the United 
States to compete in the international 
lacrosse tournament in England be-
cause their Iroquois passports were not 
recognized by the U.S. State Depart-
ment, many began to wonder whether 
the Six Nations of the Iroquois Con-
federacy, or any other group of Native 
American nations, are truly recognized 
and acknowledged sovereign entities. 
 After months of training and 
over $300,000 raised in donations, 
the team was ready to compete in 
the lacrosse world championships in 

Manchester, England. The Nationals’ 
anticipation was cut short, however, 
when the British government denied 
the team visas because neither the De-
partment of Homeland Security nor 
the State Department would recog-
nize the Iroquois passports, and thus 
would not allow the team to reenter the 
United States if they left the county. 

 This news shocked Native 
American communities across the 
county because the team had travelled 
to other international tournaments with 
their Iroquois passports. Addition-
ally, the Federation of International 
Lacrosse recognizes the Six Nations 
of the Iroquois Federation as a full-
member nation like any other com-
peting nation. “Lacrosse is our game 
— we are the originators, we invented 
the game, there are 60 countries that 
play our game,” said Denise Water-
man, a member of the team’s board 
of directors, to The New York Times. 
“And now we can’t go to a tournament 
that’s honoring our game? It’s almost 
unbelievable that this is happening.”
 In a phone interview, Gover-
nor Bill Richardson of New Mexico 
told The New York Times that, “it’s 
a matter of tribal sovereignty and 
respecting the rights of the Native 
American population of this country.” 
Not only is this rejection of the Iro-
quois passport a simultaneous denial 
of the sovereignty of the Iroquois na-
tions, but it also is a practice that had 
been previously unheard of. Robert J. 
Miller, a professor at Lewis & Clark 
Law School in Portland, Oregon, and 
an expert in federal laws regarding Na-
tive American affairs, told The New 
York Times that the United States gov-
ernment had never rejected the legiti-
macy of a Native American passport 
at any point in our nation’s history.
 Native American Cornell stu-
dents were equally alarmed by the 
United States’ invalidation of the Iro-
quois Confederacy’s passports, and ex-
pressed dismay that the Iroquois players 
could not play lacrosse and celebrate an 
important ancestral tradition alongside 

the 60 other nations around the world 
that also play the sport. In an email in-
terview, Dajahi Wiley, a freshman of 
Muscogee (Creek) and Cherokee an-
cestry in the college of Arts and Sci-
ences, explained the history and impor-
tance of lacrosse for many indigenous 
American nations. “The sport has been 
played in North America for at least 
hundreds of years. Many nations, in-
cluding the Haudenosaunee [Iroquois], 
refer to these games as “The Creator’s 
Game” because of the stories and spiri-
tuality associated with them. Lacrosse 
is not just a game, but an expression of 
Native culture and life-ways.” Dajahi, 
who considers himself to be a leftist, 
also said that, “barring the Iroquois Na-
tionals from playing in the 2010 World 
Lacrosse Championship is merely an-
other sad illustration of the continued 
disrespect of Native nations and cul-
tures.” However, Dajahi also raised 
the security issues revolving around 
the Iroquois passports; after 9/11, new 
passport laws prohibited use of Native 
American passports, mostly because 
they did not meet key security require-
ments and were partially hand-written. 
 At the same time, Dajahi ex-
pressed the political importance be-
hind allowing the Iroquois lacrosse 
team to travel on their Nation’s pass-
ports. “Many non-Natives or people 
who were otherwise ill-informed about 
treaty rights, sovereignty, and Native 
culture argued that the team should just 
drop the politics and use American or 
Canadian passports. What these people 
failed to understand is that the team 
travelling on American or Canadian 
passports is, itself, a political statement. 
The Iroquois Nationals would be com-
peting for the Iroquois Confederacy, not 

the United States or Canada. If they are 
playing for their nation, shouldn’t they 
also travel on their nation’s passports?”
 Many people believe that sports 
and politics should never mix. How-
ever, as Dajahi pointed out, through-
out history, sports have often reflected 
the socio-political atmospheres of the 
player’s respective nations, reflected 
in the unique backgrounds behind the 
players’ athletic aspirations, and also 
the fundamental identities of the play-
ers. “…from Adolf Hitler who wanted 
to use the Olympic Games for his rac-
ist agenda, to Tommie Smith and John 
Carlos raising their fists in solidarity 
with millions of poor Blacks strug-
gling for economic survival and human 
dignity. The Iroquois Nationals’ princi-
pled insistence on having the rights of 
their nation respected should go down 
in the history books alongside the pro-
tests of Tommie Smith, John Carlos, 
Muhammad Ali, and Arthur Ashe.”

Native American Passport Dilemma Challenges 
Iroquois Confederacy’s Right to Sovereignty

The Nationals’ 
anticipation was cut 

short when the British 
government denied the 

team visas.

An Iroquois Nationals representative 
shows his Iroquois Passport during a 
News Conference.    
 (Photo: TheStar.com/AP)

NEWS

By sAm moss

Last month’s national midterm elec-
tions generally left Democrats 

reeling and Republicans exultant. Yet at 
the New York State level the elections 
played out somewhat differently. Given 
the choice between Carl Paladino (R) 
and Andrew Cuomo (D) in the guber-
natorial race, voters overwhelmingly 
chose Andrew Cuomo as New York’s 
next Governor. That Cuomo handily 
prevailed over Paladino (61.4% versus 
34.1%, respectively) equates to an elec-
toral mandate to remake and breathe 
life into Albany, which is widely re-
garded as one of the nation’s most dys-
functional and ineffectual statehouses.
 Cuomo, during his campaign, 
identified five priorities he wished to 
pursue upon assuming the governor-
ship in January. He is intent on re-
vamping Albany’s exclusive and ar-
chaic “three men in a room” governing 
scheme, balancing record current and 

projected budget shortfalls, eliminating 
wasteful and unnecessary spending, 
creating jobs and ensuring econom-
ic growth, and strengthening citizen 
rights and consumer protections. Such 
a vast slate of reforms is sure to put 
him at odds with many of the state’s 
most powerful interests, including cor-
porations, labor unions, and fellow in-
cumbents along both sides of the aisle. 

 Since his victory earlier this 
month, Cuomo has been focused on 
gaining familiarity with New York 
and its residents. Touring state-owned 
facilities in various counties, Cuomo 
recently visited the Sing Sing Correc-
tional Facility, where he remarked that 

efforts to reign in government spending 
and balance the budget must be weighed 
against the hardships they impose on 
“human beings.” As he transitions to 
office, Cuomo is seeking continuity 
with the policies of outgoing Governor 
David Paterson, a fellow Democrat, 
supporting Paterson’s proposal to lay 
off state employees and slash services 
to reduce fiscal expenditures. Cuomo, 
however, is breaking with the heated, 
aggressive rhetoric that characterized 
the transition of the last Governor-
elect, Eliot Spitzer. Whereas Spitzer 
once remarked “I’m a f***ing steam-
roller” regarding legislative opposition 
to his agenda, and billed his inaugura-
tion as Day One, Cuomo’s approach to 
opposition is by contrast more patient 
and conciliatory. He recently stated, 
“no one informed would say every-
thing is going to change on Day One.”
 Whether change is, in fact, in 
the offing with Andrew Cuomo’s elec-
tion remains an open question. The 

Cornell Democrats, for their part, are 
“very optimistic” about the state’s fu-
ture, holding that, with the “capable 
hands of Andrew Cuomo” in conjunc-
tion with the “demand for action” from 
the electorate, “our legislators can rise 
to the occasion and work together to 
address” New York’s challenges. The 
Cornell Republicans, on the other 
hand, are concerned New York’s prob-
lems run deeper than partisan divides 
and are intractable, suggesting New 
York’s “dysfunction will have it going 
to the federal government for another 
bailout,” that it is “economically dead” 
outside of the City and that Upstate is 
a “barren wasteland,” and that “taxes 
are too high and regulation” inane and 
cumbersome. Cornell Republicans ul-
timately reach the conclusion that there 
is “not much reason for optimism.”
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Cuomo Defeats Paladino: 
Reform in Albany to Follow?

Cuomo’s victory equates 
to an electoral mandate to 
remake and breathe life 

into Albany.



And Gridlock For All…
By iAn CoHen

The Democrats took the election of 
2008 as a complete and utter repu-

diation of modern Republican philoso-
phy, or, in other words, the people’s fi-
nal denial of conservatism in its modern 
neoliberal form.  They spent the next 
two years attempting to change the pol-
icies of the United States, in the name of 
the so-called “Progressive Agenda” – 
an agenda conservatives call socialism 
and actual socialists call a joke. With 
a multitude of concessions, the Demo-
crats managed to push through many 
progressive initiatives (health care re-
form and financial regulatory reform 
to name a few), seemingly ignoring 
the flailing economy and its structural 
problems, leaving voters with little 
hope or understanding of the future 
ahead under Democratic leadership.
 Fast forward to Election Day 
2010. The voters overwhelmingly 
choose to vote against the incumbent 
party in Congress, and the victori-

ous party takes this as a sign of the 
rejection of progressive values and 
the rediscovering of conservatism. It 
is as if politicians never learn the les-
sons of history, that during a reces-
sion, for the average American voter, 
the question isn’t “Right or left?” but 
rather, “How’s my wallet looking?” 
 We tend to see politics in the 

classic blue vs. red scheme of the era 
of culture wars, when the debate was 
about social issues like gay rights or 
abortion. Nowadays, when the econ-
omy is the debate, the deciding factor 
is the pocketbook. “Are my student 
loans paid off yet? Can I pay off my 
mortgage? Do I have enough money 
to put my child through college?” 
The sad truth of the matter is that the 
Democrats spent too much time treat-
ing the economy as a secondary issue. 
Voters looked towards Washington 
for relief and found politicians trying 
to revitalize the Great Society while 
the economy (and in turn their wal-
lets) were stumbling into the abyss. 
 Meanwhile, the GOP has al-
ready set its course toward political 
malfunction. The conservative base 
that legitimately opposed the Obama 
agenda grew from town hall meet-
ings in the summer of 2009 to the Tea 
Parties of 2010. Across the country, 
Americans with increasingly extreme 
conservative views arose as the new 
reactionary opposition to the Demo-
crats. In the Republican primaries, 

Tea Party candidates such as Rand 
Paul from Kentucky found unprec-
edented success. The key ingredi-
ent to their success: the desire of the 
electorate for new faces with little po-
litical experience – anti-incumbency.  
 The 112th Session of Con-
gress is scheduled to meet for the first 
time on January 3, 2011. The House 
of Representatives will be in the con-
trol of the Republicans, most likely 
with “Establishment Republican” John 
Boehner at the helm as Speaker. The 
Senate, however, remains in the hands 
of the Democrats. The only question 
on which we can speculate now is what 
will happen next? America spent the 
last two years watching a government 
with enormous Democratic majori-
ties mire itself in gridlock – now we 
must watch a government completely 
divided attempt to do anything at all. 
 As if trying to turn back the 
clocks to 1994, the Republicans came 
out with their “Pledge to America,” a 
redux of the “Contract with America” 
that the Congressional Budget Office 
has deemed a fiscally irresponsible 

proposal.  This program includes Re-
publican classics (tax cuts, domes-
tic spending cuts, general distaste 
for defense spending cuts, etc.) as 
well as some new additions, includ-
ing the repeal of the Affordable Care 
Act (“Obamacare”). Needless to say, 
the GOP and the Obama Administra-
tion will probably not play nice for the 
next two years. The Republicans be-
lieve they have been given the political 
mandate to undo everything the Demo-
crats put in place. In reality, however, 
their attempts will all be in vain as they 
still do not have enough voting power 
to override a presidential veto or pass 
anything in the Senate. Meanwhile, the 
Tea Partiers in the GOP ranks (most 
of them led by Senator Jim DeMint of 
South Carolina) will do all that they 
can, often outside of political feasibil-
ity, to further their cause of extreme 
far-right conservatism. Any attempt on 
their part, however, to completely dis-
mantle our federal regulatory and enti-
tlement systems will be entirely futile.
 We can only hope that the par-
ties find some kind of common ground 
upon which they can work together 
– grounds like the ballooning deficit 
that will take truly bipartisan sacrifice 
to get under control. Unfortunately 
for the American people, moderates 
are not very common in either party 
anymore. If compromise cannot be 
forged, we will be entering a period 
in modern history of unprecedented 
governmental gridlock, far exceeding 
anything seen in the last two years.
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Representative John Boehner (R-Ohio) will take over as Speaker of the House.  
    (Photo: New York Daily News)

The GOP has already set 
its course toward political 

malfunction.

Cornell Code of Conduct Places Unfair 
Expectations in Sexual Assault Cases

By kieRRA Jones

On September 13, 2010, The Cor-
nell Daily Sun published an ar-

ticle written by Judicial Administrator 
Mary Beth Grant entitled “Sex, Alco-
hol and Clear Consent.” In this article, 
Ms. Grant wrote, “based on the cases 
that come before the campus disciplin-
ary system, we know that some stu-
dents have not learned fundamental 
information about the line between fun 
and assault.” I believe that the problem 
is not so simple. After interviewing a 
number of female and male students, it 
has become evident that the beliefs of 
many students with regards to sexual 
assault and consent, especially when 
alcohol is involved, vary greatly from 
what is written in the Cornell Code 
of Conduct. Taking this into consid-
eration, along with the fact that very 
few students read the code before go-
ing out on a Thursday, Friday, or Sat-
urday night, it is not in any way sur-
prising that the “line between fun and 
assault” (according to the Code) is 
often crossed.  Although the intention 
of Ms. Grant’s article in The Sun was 
to inform as many as possible, one ar-
ticle in one newspaper is not sufficient, 
considering there are certain parts of 

the Code that seem to be almost analo-
gous to what many students believe 
to be “common sense.” Unless there 
is a more forceful effort to make this 
area of the Code as clear to students 
as possible, I question how fair it is to 
expect the average student to be aware 
of the relevant rules and information.
 The issue regarding clear con-
sent is at the crux of many sexual assault 
incidents. I do not deny that there are 
situations when sexual assault occurs. 
However, my concern in this article is 
on whom responsibility is placed ac-
cording to various aspects of the Code, 
the general lack of understanding that 
is evident among Cornell students with 
regards to what is written in the Code, 
as well as the unrealistic nature of cer-
tain areas concerning sexual assault.
  To better understand students’ 
(lack of) understanding of the rules 
spelled out in the Code, I interviewed 
several of my peers about these issue. 
One question I asked was whether a 
person could give consent while in-
toxicated. According to the Code and 
Ms. Grant’s article, “the central ele-
ment of the offense of sexual assault is 
lack of consent…by a person incapable 
of consent by reason of some incapac-
ity.” Approximately half of the people 

I spoke with answered that a person 
could give consent to some form of 
sexual activity while intoxicated. Con-
sidering that fact that consent and the 
conditions under which it can be given 
play a crucial role in determining the 
nature of sexual assault, it is alarming 
that such a high percentage of students 
are unaware of this part of the Code.  
 The Code also states that “the 
responsibility for ascertaining [com-
plainant’s] mental state rested upon 
[accused student], as did the risk of 
failing to do so.” When asked whose 
responsibility it is to assess the com-
plainant’s mental state or ability to give 
consent, almost all of the interviewees 
believed that it is the responsibility of 
both parties or of the recipient. Some 
of the interviewees expressed that they 
believed this particular part of the code 
removes too much responsibility from 
the recipient.  Margaret Scheiner ‘13 
replied, “You should know how drunk 
you are.”  When asked what some 
signs are that a person is too drunk to 
give consent, all of the interviewees 
said slurred speech, inability to stand 
up, and other obvious physical signs, 
such as vomiting, are clear ways to dis-
cern a person’s ability to give consent. 
In reality however, not every person 

shows drunkenness in the same ways 
and considering that students are not 
medical professionals equipped with a 
device to measure blood alcohol con-
tent, assessing a person’s level of in-
toxication is not always that simple. 
For this reason, it seems unfair that 
a student could be suspended or ex-
pelled for not knowing that someone 
was too intoxicated to give consent 
if obvious signs were not exhibited 
and verbal consent was indeed given.
 Essentially, I fail to see how 
the Code is protecting all students.  
Most accused students in sexual as-
sault situations are male and it appears 
to me that the Code holds them to a 
standard that is unrealistic. One male 
sophomore recommended that students 
be forced to undergo some form of a 
sexual assault awareness program, not 
unlike the alcohol awareness program 
all students must complete online dur-
ing their first week at Cornell. Unless 
initiatives such as this are undertaken 
by the university to better inform its 
student body about the rules and regu-
lations regarding sexual assault, then 
students will continue to unknowingly 
cross the “line between fun and assault.”
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At the dedication of his Presidential 
Library, George W. Bush said it’s long 
been his dream to build a building for 
teenagers to drink behind.

-Seth Meyers

On this day in 1863, President Abraham Lincoln 
delivered the Gettysburg Address. Following the 
address, the rebuttal was given by John 
McCain. 

–David Letterman

At the opening of the Bush Presiden-
tial Center in Texas, Dick Cheney joked 
that the center is the only shovel-ready 
project in America. What about that Dick 
Cheney taking a buddy hunting? That could 
be another shovel-ready project.

–Jay Leno

There’s going to be problems when Don-
ald Trump runs. They had a lot of prob-
lems with Obama, you wait until Donald 
Trump runs because the rumor is that 
thing on his head was not born in this 
country.

–David Letterman

Alaska Sen. Lisa Murkowski said that she doesn’t 
think Sarah Palin enjoyed being governor. Palin was 
like, “That’s absurd. If  I didn’t enjoy being governor, 
I would have just quit in the middle of my — never 
mind.” 

– Jimmy Fallon

The new Oxford dictionary has declared Sarah 
Palin’s made-up word ‘refudiate’ the 2010 word 
of the year. When asked for her reaction to the 
dubious honor, Palin said she would not “digni-
tate” it with a response.  

– Jay Leno

A guy was so upset with Bristol 
Palin on “Dancing With the Stars” 
that he shot his TV set with a 
shotgun. You would think a guy with 
a shotgun tucked between his couch 
cushions would be a Palin support-
er. 

 – Jimmy Kimmel 

Voters in Arizona have approved a measure 
allowing medical marijuana. Arizona is now 
the 15th state where you can pretend to 
have glaucoma. 

– Conan O’Brien

Speaking in a video for an ad campaign aimed at ending the bullying 
of gay teenagers, Cindy McCain, the wife of Senator John McCain, broke 
with her husband and called for the repeal of “Don’t Ask, Don’t Tell.” 
McCain says he and his wife have disagreed on other issues too. Things 
like, “Where am I?” and “What the hell is going on?” 

– Seth Meyers

Wall Street hands out new bonuses. Poor 
people, get prepared to be trickled down on.  
                                                   –Stephen Colbert
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