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By Reena Gilani

 As we enter a new chapter in 
our lives, we begin to wonder what 
our futures have in store for us. Af-
ter all, we are entering what are os-
tensibly the best four years we will 
ever have, as they will be spent 
on a college campus. It will be the 
middle ground between the repeti-
tive yet secure grade school years in 
which the same people we’ve known 
since our single digits surrounded 
us, and the “real world,” where we 
will be completely on our own. But 
what exactly is there to expect?
 Personally, I anticipate a 
complete 180 from my pre-college 
years. I will have to be more inde-
pendent, as my family will not be 
able to check up on me without a five 
hour drive. I will be faced with the 
challenges of doing my laundry and 
walking to class in the snow, all while 
having next to no personal time,  since 
my room will be shared with two oth-
ers. Time management will be of the 

upmost importance, so I will have to 
master that. Classes will most likely 
contain much more writing than our 
hardest high school English classes, 
and they will not be capped at a size 
of twenty-five students. And, things 
will no longer be solely textbook-
based; we’ll instead be able to expe-
rience new latitudes of learning from 
teachers who actually wrote the text-
books—teachers that also perform in-
dependent research, therefore having 
no limitations when it comes to pro-
viding knowledge to their students. 
 Beginning my time at Cornell 
specifically, I expect to face a mix-
ture of stress and fun on this beauti-
ful campus. Most of us freshmen will 
probably fret over the swim test until 
after it is over. Since we’ll be at one 
of the most prestigious and difficult 
universities in the country, competi-
tion (as far as schoolwork goes) will 
most likely be cutthroat. I’m sure 
that the libraries will become a sec-
ond home for many, with Starbucks 
coffee as a main source of fuel for 

long nights studying. We’ll probably 
become antisocial hermit crabs dur-
ing prelim week and count down the 
days until vacation. But from what 
I’ve heard, we’ll also miss campus 
terribly when we’re back home, and 
will not be able to wait to come back. 
 It is because, realistically, the 
deciding factors for whether college 
serves to be the quintessential peak 
of our lives or not will be the posi-
tive things we experience there—the 
things to which I look forward and 
the reasons why I was checked the 
Cornell Facebook group frequently 
this summer. We will have memo-
rable moments at Cornell sporting 
events, and should enjoy throwing 
fish on the rink during the Cornell 
vs. Harvard hockey games. Both frat 
parties and Slope Day should add 
some excitement to our time spent. 
Maybe we’ll enjoy an outdoor expe-
rience incomparable to a traditional 
sport during our physical education 
classes. Perhaps Bill Nye the Science 
Guy will teach us a lecture or we will 

find a thrill if recruited to Quill & 
Dagger. I definitely expect to make 
new relationships, and it will be fun 
to start over in a new place with few 
familiar faces, forcing us to open 
up and socialize with new people. 
 I’m sure that all of this aside, 
we will experience much more than 
we can currently imagine. I suspect 
that, studying aside, we will be able to 
take much more away from Cornell’s 
undergraduate experience than any 
current student can tell a prospective 
one to look out for. We should have 
long-lasting friendships and memo-
ries, and a bond with our classmates 
because we will all go through simi-
lar experiences. But, what do I know? 
I’m only a freshman. Only be after 
these next four (or five) years will we 
actually be able to judge how well our 
expectations were met. Hopefully, 
we will be pleased with the outcome.
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By Scott eidleR

 “I just want to say hi to Alas-
ka…” and so began Sarah Palin’s 
exit from politics. But is it for good? 
 Sarah Palin’s announcement 
of her resignation on July 3 was one 
of the more bizarre spectacles of the 
summer, held in the midst of the non-
stop Michael Jackson coverage that 
dominated the airwaves. Something 
wasn’t quite right about Sarah’s good-
bye. Why was she running away from 
the spotlight that she had come to 
love and control after picked as John 
McCain’s running mate last year? 
 Gone was the lipstick-don-
ning pit bull. The powerful prose 
of her convention night coming-out 
speech, and its accompanying acerbic 
bite to which we have been so accus-
tomed, were absent in Sarah’s swan 
song. In its place were the rushed, 

somewhat frantic words of a harried 
politician relegated to second-rate 
salmon and basketball analogies. She 
rambled on for over ten minutes about 
her reasons for leaving office.  In that 
time, she compared herself to a point 
guard, a dead salmon, and a lame 
duck. What happened to Sarah Fierce?
 At first, she announced that 
she would not seek reelection in 
2010. She did not stop there. She 
reasoned: “As I thought about this 
announcement…I thought about, 
well, how much fun some governors 
have as lame ducks. They maybe 
travel around their state.” She con-
cluded, “That’s what’s wrong…
many just accept that lame duck 
status, and they hit the road, they 
kind of milk it…And I’m not go-
ing to put Alaska through that.” So, 
she’s giving her two weeks notice 
and taking it a year and a half early?

 Sarah explained her strategy 
with a sports analogy, which came 
across as labyrinthine to many listen-
ers. She analogized, “A good point 
guard, here’s what she does. She 
drives through a full-court press, pro-
tecting the ball, keeping her head up 
because she needs to keep her eye on 
the basket. And she knows exactly 
when to pass the ball so that the team 
can win.” If only it were Saturday 
Night Live was running new epi-
sodes. Are you picturing Tina Fey in 
a Wasilla High Warriors jersey, too?
 Naturally, she has been criti-
cized for her early departure. Alas-
ka’s other Republican Senator, Lisa 
Murkowski, harangued Sarah’s deci-
sion to “abandon the State and her con-
stituents before her term has conclud-
ed.” Most of the media chimed in too. 
 What exactly is the “bas-
ket” to which Sarah refers? Is it the 

presidency as some critics deviously 
have surmised? She had gone from 
attacking late night comedians, the 
liberal media, to essentially telling 
her state she loved it so much that it 
would be in Alaska’s best interests if 
she were gone. Could this really be 
the most altruistic move in the po-
litical history? She is saving the state 
from her political scandals by step-
ping aside for good. She’s going to 
pass the ball to her more competent 
Lieutenant Governor Sean Parnell.
 That’s exactly how we 
should read it. Governor Palin could 
no longer fulfill the responsibilities 
of her job, so she stepped aside, like 
the point guard who passes the ball 
to someone who could do it better. 

Continued on page 5
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By JacoB aRem and ZachaRy 
newkiRk

 To the Class of 2013, 
welcome to Cornell University! 
Whether you prefer exploring the 
Collegetown social scene, swim-
ming in a gorge, or volunteering 
on campus, Cornell will certainly 
have great opportunities to offer 
you. For upperclassmen, welcome 
back to our fair Ithaca, New York.
 Since the last Cornell Pro-
gressive issue was published in the 
spring, the nation’s political and leg-
islative climate has changed, for bet-
ter or for worse. As summer heated 
up, the glow of President Obama’s in-
auguration started to wear off and the 
country dove into serious and contro-
versial policy debates. With this in-
evitable shift from talking politics to 
actual governing, we must now advo-
cate progressive governance, rather 
than just support candidates we hope 
will advance the progressive cause.
 We admit it shamelessly: 
playing armchair strategist is fun and 
the obsessive media frenzy during 
the 2008 campaign certainly catered 
to us James Carville wannabes’ every 
need. Who didn’t like to play with 
the endless variety of clickable maps 
of the electoral college found on 
the websites of CNN, MSNBC, Fox 
News, PBS, the New York Times, 
the Disney Channel, the Des Moines 

Register, and Ithaca Journal? Who 
didn’t like to read the latest polls 
from Gallup, Survey USA, or Over-
heard in line at Okenshields? Who 
didn’t like to open the Cornell Daily 
Sun and read columnist after col-
umnist seriously worry or pray that 
Obama might actually lose? We are 
guilty. We loved it. We loved the heat 
of a political battle and it was under 
that banner of progressivism that 
some of us joined this newspaper.
 Now that governing rather 
than campaigning is the task at hand, 
we at the Cornell Progressive, and all 
those involved on campus, must focus 
our energies on not who may run for 
the vacant seat in Nowheresville, Tex-
as, but on what these elected officials 
are doing and what they ought to be 
doing to improve our country. While 
we do have elections in the Empire 
State in 2010, those are a long way 
off. For now, let us work with other 
progressive campus groups who ad-
vocate the collective good, or the best 
for the greatest amount of people.
 What else, exactly, does it 
mean to be a progressive? While it 
was fun, and certainly rewarding, to 
be a Democratic ideologue for the 
greater part of 2008, we now find 
ourselves rethinking ourselves as 
progressives. Support for the Dem-

ocratic Party is only the means to a 
progressive end, not a goal in itself. 
In order to look beyond party lines, 
look to the issues. Suddenly the 
“good guys” in the election become 
the “bad guys” in governing and yes, 
we are referring to those dastardly 
Blue Dog Democrats. When it comes 
to actually governing and passing 
legislation, being progressive is the 
most fruitful ideology. Progressiv-
ism is a movement not limited to 
any political party but towards is-
sues that, among other things, pro-
mote the collective good of society. 
 These include, for one, the 
belief that everyone has the right to 
an affordable, high-quality education. 
Progressives hope for the democratic 
process to be extended to all citizens 
of voting age and for an end to such 
practices such as voter suppression 
and gerrymandering. A progressive 
economic outlook strives for equal 
opportunity for all citizens and fights 
against extreme income inequality.
 A key trait of progressivism 
is the notion that we can do better, as 
it is nearly human nature to continu-
ally strive for improvement. Where 
the status quo is inadequate or un-
just, progressives object and seek to 
affect change for the common good.
 Progressivism also advo-
cates cooperation and unity. That is 

why we at the Cornell Progressive 
invite dialogue and cooperation with 
other political groups on campus to 
advocate based on shared values.  
 We often find ourselves 
preaching to the choir here at Cor-
nell, being a liberal paper for a lib-
eral campus, but lively debate is al-
ways beneficial. For our purposes 

as a political paper on campus, we 
attempt to report news items impor-
tant to the progressive movement, in-
fused with a strong dose of opinion. 
 Again, welcome to Cor-
nell! Enjoy orientation week and 
the upcoming school year. It is 
such an exciting time, so make the 
most of it! In this issue, read some 
tips for incoming freshmen and get 
cracking on those 161 things every 
Cornellian should do. But, above 
all, have fun because prelims and 
snow are just around the corner! 

The Progressive 
movement is now focused 

on governing, not 
campaigning.

More than idolizing 
any political party, 

progressivism means 
supporting policies 
which further the 

common good.
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By Sam FeRenc

 It has been many months 
since the Republican Party took a 
thorough beating in polling places 
across America, as voters attempted 
to wash away the sour taste of Bush 
administration lingering in their 
mouths. In large part, their efforts 
were successful: Democrats now 
hold the presidency and majorities 
in both houses of Congress. Unfortu-
nately, no amount of electoral mouth-
wash can end the wars the United 
States is currently waging in Iraq 
and Afghanistan, coverage of which, 
combined, was no doubt less than 
that of Michael Jackson’s death this 
past summer. Despite the dearth of 
media exposure, the conflicts in Iraq 
and Afghanistan are still costing this 
country dearly in both blood and trea-
sure.
 The current figures in both 
categories are as chilling as they are 
immense. At the time of this writ-
ing, the number of U.S. troops killed 
in Iraq totals 4,328 according to the 
Department of Defense, and that rises 
to 4,646 when the casualties of other 
nations are added. The estimated cost 
of the war is well over $669 billion 
(and rising), according to progressive 
think tank The National Priorities 
Project. The tallies are numerically 
less in Afghanistan, but of no less im-
portance: the total military casualties 

of the coalition number 1,285, with 
the financial cost exceeding $223 bil-
lion, according to the same sources. 
In the era of $800 billion stimulus 
packages, numbers of this magnitude 
seem almost familiar, but that does 
not change their enormous size or 
their impact on the already troubled 
world economy.
 However, there is one aspect 
of the military’s current engage-

ment that has changed completely 
with the Obama administration: its 
name. When former President Bush 
launched Operation Enduring Free-
dom on October 7, 2001, he began 
what he referred to as the Global 
War on Terror, a phrase with which 
Americans became all too familiar 
when told that Iraq was its next front. 
However, the Obama administration 
has done away with the Bush-era 

term, instead choosing to refer to the 
program as “Overseas Contingency 
Operations,” a phrase they feel more 
accurately reflects the nature of the 
United States’ engagements in Af-
ghanistan, Iraq, and bordering na-
tions. The name change was not an 
idea originating from the current ad-
ministration; several groups had ex-
pressed discontent with Bush’s pic-
ture of a “global war,” which they felt 
mischaracterized the United States’ 
diverse enemies. 
 On the ground in Kandahar or 
Baghdad, of course, the name of the 
operation is not as important as the 
nature of its execution. However, the 
situation in Iraq, at long last, seems 
to be improving. Only seven soldiers 
were lost there this past July, the 
fewest of any month since the inva-
sion in March 2003. Iraq also saw an 
important milestone (and a decrease 
in violence) when the U.S. military 
withdrew from major cities on June 
30 of this year. 
 Another, though less-recog-
nized, goal was reached on August 
1 when the two remaining coali-
tion members, Britain and Australia, 
withdrew their final troops from Iraq, 
leaving the United States as the sole 
nation represented (although NATO 
troops and other multinational units 
remain). Violence has certainly de-
clined in the troubled nation, but 
whether or not a clear victory will 

ever be declared in the country re-
mains to be seen. More likely is a 
quiet pullout, without any of the fan-
fare called for by former President 
Bush and 2008 Republican presiden-
tial candidate John McCain, nor the 
“cut and run” strategy they accused 
Democrats of planning.
 Afghanistan, unfortunate-
ly, has only gotten worse in recent 
months. July was the deadliest month 
in the lawless nation to date--the Pen-
tagon reported forty-three American 
deaths, which account for just over 
half of the seventy-five total troops 
lost. Violence has only escalated 
since President Obama ordered a 
doubling of the number of soldiers 
in the area to combat the resilient 
Taliban, which has also spread into 
neighboring Pakistan, causing unrest 
and turmoil. 
 American troops continue to 
lose their lives fighting the Taliban 
in rugged mountain passes and deep 
desert valleys, and no clear resolu-
tion is in sight for Afghanistan. The 
American media reports on the on-
going struggle, but pressing issues 
like health care reform and the still-
lagging American economy remain at 
the top of the priority list. The “War 
on Terror” is over, but the United 
States may be involved in Overseas 
Contingency Operations well into the 
future.
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College Tips from an Old Timer

Yeah, yeah, we know you’ve been 
getting plenty of advice from other 
places. Cornell has been mailing you 
propaganda since you were accepted. 
Your parents keep talking about 
what life was like when they started 
college. And you have an orientation 
leader, a resident advisor, and maybe 
even a peer advisor who can’t wait to 
tell you what to do once you get here. 
But here is some advice we don’t 
think you’ll hear from anyone else.

Bring your warm-weather clothes 
home in the fall.

Depending on where you’re from, 
you might not think Ithaca’s feared 
winters are all that bad. Or, you might 
be starting that transfer application to 
Miami when the snow starts falling 
in early October. Regardless, you 
won’t be needing those shorts, flip 
flops, or sundresses once the calendar 
hits November. So, if you make it 
home for Columbus Day weekend 
or Thanksgiving, bring your warm 
clothes with you. You’ll love having 
the extra space in your cramped 
dorm room, and you can bring back 

your warm-weather outfits when you 
return from Spring Break.

Devote more time to fewer 
organizations.

Whether it’s through the club fair, 
chalking, tabling, quartercards, or 
other forms of recruitment, you’ll 
undoubtedly be contacted by many 
of Cornell’s student organizations. 
Go ahead and sign up for every club 
which sounds interesting, and they’ll 
start sending you emails. After a few 
meetings, however, you should start 
thinking about which organizations 
are best worth your time. It’s much 
more rewarding to dedicate significant 
time to two or three groups than to 
just read emails and attend occasional 
meetings for eight groups. You’ll feel 
like you’re having more of an impact 
on those fewer groups, and the extra 
time you devote will often translate 
to executive board positions after a 
few semesters. Don’t worry about 
hurting anyone’s feelings; clubs 
know that not everyone who attends 
the first meeting of the year will join 
the organization.

If the cops come, don’t run.

Say you and your friends make your 
way to one of Cornell’s 47 fraternities. 
There’s a party, and suddenly people 
start yelling that the cops have arrived. 
Don’t run! Every year there are cases 
of spooked freshmen jumping out of 
second-floor windows, tearing off 
through the woods, or trying to hide 
in closets. When the police show up to 
a fraternity, the worst that can happen 
is that they will decide to shut down 
the party. If this happens, they won’t 
arrest every underage person, but 
instead they’ll just tell the brothers to 
kick everyone out of the house. The 
police will send a report to Cornell’s 
Office of Fraternity and Sorority 
Affairs, and the fraternity might get 
in trouble, but no partygoers will be 
arrested.

Friendship transcends politics.

If you’re reading this paper, you’re 
at least casually interested in 
politics. But don’t let that dictate 
whom you decide to hang out with 
at Cornell. You’ll find that some of 
the better people you’ll meet will 

be conservatives, and Cornell has 
plenty of liberals who are assholes. 
Maybe you’d find it difficult to date 
someone with drastically different 
political views from your own, but 
there’s no reason why students from 
all viewpoints can’t grab dinner, 
study together for a test, or head out 
to a party.

Don’t miss your window of social 
opportunity.

These first few days of your college 
career are precious. This will be the 
only time at Cornell when you can 
go around introducing yourself to 
strangers without it being awkward. 
Walk around your dorm and meet your 
neighbors. Sit next to someone at the 
dining hall and start a conversation. 
Even if you don’t remember names, 
it will make things easier if you 
ever run into them in the elevator or 
sit next to them in class. If October 
comes around and you haven’t ever 
spoken to the guy who lives down the 
hall from you, it’s a little too late to 
go and introduce yourself.
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By catheRine luSSenhop 

 Those of us who follow poli-
tics are all too familiar with high-
profile affairs and scandals. Bill 
Clinton, Eliot Spitzer, Larry Craig, 
and Mark Foley are a few errant poli-
ticians in recent memory. This sum-
mer, we were treated to some of the 
most outrageous affairs yet. South 
Carolina Governor Mark Sanford 
pretended to hike the Appalachian 
Trail while cavorting with an Ar-
gentinean woman. Nevada Sena-
tor John Ensign had an affair with 
an intern, and his parents later gave 
her a mysterious $96,000 “gift” that 
may have indeed been severance pay.
 What do Ensign and San-
ford have in common? Well, for 
one, they’re both tireless champions 
of the “family values” movement, 
which holds that GLBT people can’t 
get married because it would destroy 
marriage forever. An obvious ques-
tion follows: aren’t your affairs doing 
more harm to marriage than a few gay 
people who might actually stay mar-
ried? Ironically, Governor Sanford 
was a very outspoken critic of Bill 
Clinton after the former president’s 
affair with White House intern Moni-
ca Lewinsky was made public, going 
so far as to call for Clinton’s resigna-
tion. Sanford, by the way, as of this 
time, has not resigned. Don’t Repub-
licans like Ensign and Sanford recog-
nize the hypocrisy of their actions? 
 Ensign and Sanford also 
have something else in common: 
both are connected to a mysterious 
organization called “The Family.” 

The group goes by many names and 
claims many politicians, mostly Re-
publicans, as “associates” or “close 
friends.” Some, including Ensign, 
have lived in a house on C Street in 
Washington, D.C. run by The Family. 
Sanford has acknowledged that he has 
received counseling there in the past. 
 The Family is officially clas-
sified as a religious organization, so 
boarders at the C Street house pay 
below-market rents, while the orga-
nization enjoys tax-exempt status. Its 
members are also intensely secretive 
about what goes on in the house and 
what its members do; indeed, fellow 
Family members were well aware of 
Ensign’s and Sanford’s affairs months 
before the public was. Sanford and 
Ensign were hiding their affairs from 
their constituents and most of their 
colleagues, only revealing them to a 
privileged few who also happened to 
members of Congress and the Senate. 
 Dig a little deeper, and the 
story gets even weirder. On July 
10, Rachel Maddow broadcast ex-
cerpts from sermons by The Family’s 
founder, Doug Coe. NBC’s Andrea 
Mitchell had uncovered the clips in 
an effort to determine the C Street 
theology. So what is it? Read on.
 “Jesus said ‘You have to put 
me before other people, and you 
have to put me before yourself.’ 
Hitler, that was a demand to be in 
the Nazi party. You have to put the 
Nazi party and its objectives ahead 
of your own life and ahead of other 
people.” Also: “If you don’t hate 
your father, mother, brother, sister, 
you can’t be a disciple of Christ.”  

 Is that true? That’s not how 
I remember it. I also don’t see how 
Jesus can be compared, especially 
favorably, to Hitler. This is the orga-
nization providing spiritual counsel-
ing to Senators and Congressmen? 
Jeff Sharlet, an author who lived in 
the C Street house researching for a 
book, explained on Maddow’s show 
that Coe is no Neo-Nazi; he and his 
organization just “fetishize strength.” 
 Is that healthy for our elected 
representatives? If they believe that 
Nazi totalitarianism and a bizarre in-
terpretation of Christian authority are 
the “ideals of strength,” what are they 
doing in Congress and the Senate? 
Shouldn’t those elected to uphold de-
mocracy subscribe to its basic philos-
ophy?  And if there’s nothing wrong 

with C Street doctrine, shouldn’t 
Family members disclose their as-
sociations to their constituents? 
 According to Tennessee 
Congressman and C Street resident 
Zach Wamp, no, they shouldn’t. 
If the group weren’t secretive, 
he said, no one would join. Oh, 
also according to Zach Wamp, the 
group isn’t secretive. Wait, what? 
 “So, it’s not like anybody’s 
trying to hide anything,” Wamp told 

the Chattanooga Free Press. “It’s so 
that people can feel like they can.” 
Though they claim there is nothing 
malevolent about the organization, 
other residents of the house are deny-
ing their association to The Family. 
 Perhaps there is nothing par-
ticularly sinister about this mysteri-
ous group. After all, religion and the 
practice thereof is a private matter 
and should remain as such. Members 
of Congress are free to practice what-
ever religion they like, even if it’s a 
little unusual. However, when the 
teachings of their chosen creed begin 
to surreptitiously seep into policy-
making, it’s time to take a closer look. 
 Senator Mark Pryor (D-AR) 
denies involvement with The Fam-
ily. However, Pryor told Jeff Shar-
let directly during a phone call that 
he was indeed associated with the 
sect. He described to Sharlet some 
of what he’d learned there. On “the 
real meaning of bipartisanship”: 
“Jesus didn’t come to take sides, 
he came to take over.” And separa-
tion of church and state? “Exagger-
ated by secularists.” These don’t 
sound like very productive beliefs for 
American lawmakers to be holding. 
 The bizarre philosophy of 
The Family is damaging. The secrecy 
is disturbing. Members of Congress 
involved with The Family should at 
least disclose it to the public. If they 
have nothing to hide, it shouldn’t be a 
problem. Or perhaps when these poli-
ticians refer to “family values,” they 
are referring to a different kind of 
“Family” with very different values.

South Carolina Governor Mark Sanford added himself to a long line of adulterous politicians this summer.
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By anna collinS

 Working in a Congressman’s 
district office this summer, I an-
swered a slew of calls every day from 
disgruntled constituents: citizens 
concerned about universal health-
care coverage, immigration policy, 
Congressional term limits, veter-
ans affairs, and more. Most calls, 
however, pertained to the American 
Recovery and Reinvestment Act 
of 2009, more commonly known 
as the Obama stimulus package. 
 Described by MSNBC as 
“mammoth” on the day of its passage, 
the $787 billion program’s purpose is 
to combine federal spending and tax 
cuts to revive the downward spiral-
ing economy and salvage millions of 
jobs. Its admirable objective notwith-
standing, I received numerous calls 
a day from voters distraught by the 
law’s apparent failure. They pointed 
to the still rising rate of joblessness, 
the predicted double-digit unemploy-
ment figures, and the failure of Frank-
lin D. Roosevelt’s Great Depres-
sion-era experimentation to end the 
nation’s sustained economic down-
turn, declaring that the stimulus pack-
age is a poor idea that will only pro-
long the cycle of inflation by forcing 
the government to print more money. 
 While I was not at liberty to 
express my personal opinions lest 
they be construed as the Congress-
man’s own, I wanted desperately to 
tell these constituents that the stim-
ulus package passed in February 
2009 will fail to function properly 
because it was an idea not allowed 
to mature—not because it is a de-
fective and backward-looking idea. 
 The actual problem with the 

stimulus package is not that it is too 
big but that it is too small. While my 
Congressman’s malcontent constitu-
ents were correct in saying that Presi-
dent Roosevelt’s plan of government 
intervention during the Great Depres-
sion did not resolve the economic 
crisis, they failed to consider the 
cause of its failure: aggressive defi-
cit spending did not go far enough 
to overcome the fear and pessimism 
of employers, workers, and bankers.
 Far from advocating social-
ism and far from dismissing the glo-
ries of modern capitalist economies, 
I am arguing that capitalism is vul-
nerable to irrationality and that con-
sumers are not as keenly self-inter-
ested as free-market conservatives 
assumed. John Maynard Keynes, the 
professed “savior of capitalism” and 
British economist whose ideas con-
tinue to influence modern macroeco-
nomics, also argued that capitalism 
is productive but fragile, prey to the 
“animal spirits” that lead to specula-
tive mania and therefore panic, cul-
minating in joblessness, described 
by him as “involuntary unemploy-
ment.” He further argued that in 
such a situation, it is the proper role 
of the government to temper these 
excesses and in a crisis, to stimu-
late demand using deficit spending. 
 Bankers’ apprehension to 
make loans for fear of squandering 
their money supply was the funda-
mental problem during the Great 
Depression, as Keynes explained. 
Further depressing their willing-
ness to invest was one of the more 
heavy-handed New Deal policies 
that led businesspeople to worry 
that a dictatorship would take over 
the market system. Since spend-

ing was extremely inadequate to 
stimulate demand, self-perpetuating 
hopelessness set in. Only with the 
emergency mobilization of WWII 
did the crushed national mood and 
narrative begin to mend. The anal-
ogy of the Great Depression is apt 
since the United States is once again 
in a depression—not a recession. 
 A depression is character-
ized by “falling asset prices, a credit 
crunch and deflation,” according to 
“Diagnosing Depression” by The 
Economist. These factors are pres-
ent in all the publication reports 
evolving in the current economic 
crisis. The U.S. is suffering from a 
bursting asset and credit bubble, a 
contraction in credit, and a decline 
in the general price level, just as in 
the Great Depression. Bearing this 
in mind, let us support our leaders in 
not reproducing the errors of the past. 
 The U.S. has lost over six 
million jobs and the already-intimi-
dating unemployment rate is rising 
at an accelerated rate since the cur-
rent economic crisis began. Once 
you take into account the hundreds 
of thousands of jobs that will need 
to be created each month to keep 
up with a growing population, the 
U.S. is “about 8.5 million jobs in the 
hole,” Nobel Prize in Economics-
winner Paul Krugman wrote in the 
New York Times. Not only are the 
unemployment figures startling, but 
still wages may soon slip into an 
outright decline. Should these trends 
continue in the same direction, the 
U.S. is in danger of entering “Japa-
nese-style deflation.” In this state, 
stocks become a long-term quagmire 
and government bonds are virtually 
the only asset class worth owning, 

despite the fact that many traditional 
measures already indicate they are 
overpriced. With a hurriedly rising 
unemployment rate and the require-
ment that states run balanced budgets 
(which forces them to make budget 
cuts and thereby to undo the stimu-
lus at the state and local levels), it has 
never been more essential that we 
apply the lessons of our own history. 
 The aforementioned Econo-
mist article, written in late 2008, pre-
dicted that our current political leaders 
and economists would not duplicate 
the mistakes of the past by persisting 
with budget cuts given the nature of 
our present financial turmoil. Let us 
hope they are correct. While Obama 
seems to have realized the error of 
his ways in creating the first stimulus 
package (by introducing a second), 
it is unlikely that Republicans, most 
of whom have decided on a strategy 
of seemingly irreversible opposition, 
will willingly and calmly allow it to 
be implemented. President Obama 
acknowledges that the prospect of 
his reelection depends mostly on the 
success of the stimulus package, but 
there will be no success unless a sec-
ond is implemented in the near future.
 I therefore urge all readers, 
new Cornell seniors and incoming 
freshman alike, to reexamine your 
conception of the stimulus pack-
age if you consider it a fundamen-
tally bad idea. Voice your opinions 
to your Congressman and Senators, 
and think twice when someone tells 
you that  government spending is 
always a dangerous plan of action.  
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 Let us see this resignation for 
what it truly is, a wise estimation of 
one’s abilities; a realization that one 
is in too deep. Mrs. Palin is keen of 
her weaknesses as a leader, and she is 
using her wise judgment to step aside. 
Maybe she picked up that she wasn’t 
qualified enough after discovering 
her poor command of policy last fall 
in her public interviews. Maybe that’s 
why she concluded, “This decision 
has been in the works for awhile.” 
 Sadly I am merely proffering 
wishful thinking. Sarah is not get-
ting out for good. She did not wake 
up and decide that Sean Parnell was 
better qualified to achieve “smaller 
government, energy independence, 
national security, and freedom!”
 Her last line is most troubling 
and indicative of her future plans. “We 
are not retreating. We are advancing 
in another direction.” And by another 
direction, Sarah means the contigu-
ous 48 states. The timing of her resig-

nation speech, the Friday before a na-
tional holiday weekend, was planned 
for minimal media exposure. Every 
good press secretary knows that few-
er Americans read their news on the 
weekends, much less a major holiday. 
 A better explanation is that 
Sarah Palin ultimately intended for 
us to forget that she quit her post as 
governor a year and a half early. She 
followed up her resignation speech 
with a controversial Op-Ed in The 
Washington Post criticizing President 
Obama’s cap-and-tax energy plan. Her 
responsibilities in Alaska restrained 
her from the Washington D.C. belt-
way crew, even though she has prided 
herself as a reformer and an outsider 
to the “politics as usual” over there. 
It seems that now, nothing is in her 
path to becoming the ultimate insider.
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Sarah Palin compared herself to a point guard, 
a dead salmon, and a lame duck.



6 Volume X Issue IThe Cornell Progressive

By JoSh uhR

 On June 12 of this year, Ira-
nian citizens flocked to the polls to 
choose their president. The next day, 
they flooded the streets to protest the 
results. According to Iran’s official 
news agency, the Islamic Republic 
News Agency, President Mahmoud 
Ahmadinejad won the election with 
63 percent of the votes and two-
thirds of the votes counted. But Ah-
madinejad’s popularity is non-exis-
tent among some demographics in 
Iran, and low among many others. 
His people don’t buy the elections 
results their government is feeding 
them, and the Western world shares 
their doubt and skepticism.  
 Angered by Ahmadinejad’s 
shocking lack of understanding of 
Iran’s economic crisis, his extreme 
political views, and his embarrassing 
public comments that have earned 
him coverage on news shows around 
the world – he has belittled the Ho-
locaust to a myth, expressed his de-
sire to wipe Israel off of the map, and 
last year at Columbia University he 
claimed that Iran does not “have this 
phenomenon [of homosexuality]” 
– and fueled by the recent election 
fraud, the Iranian people have reached 
their breaking point. They have had 
enough, and much to the chagrin of 
their administration, they could not 
be more vocal about it. Supporters of 
Ahmadinejad’s most formidable op-
ponent and the likely winner of the 
election (had the results not been 
fraudulent), Mir-Hossein Mousavi, 
took to the streets of Tehran, Iran’s 
capital, by the millions. Draped in 
green, the color that has come to 
represent the opposition movement, 
the protestors chant slogans such as 
“Down with the dictator” and “Give 
us our votes back.” Quite simply, they 
are calling for nothing short of the 
fall of Ahmadinejad’s corrupt regime.
 As is to be expected of a lead-
er power-hungry enough to commit 
such blatant election fraud, Ahma-
dinejad has no intention of stepping 
down. It seems his only goal for Iran, 
in fact, is to maintain power over it. 
And so, unsurprisingly, the protests 
have turned violent as the regime has 
tried (and is still trying at the time of 
this writing, since the protests have 
not yet subsided) to suppress them. 
Riots have been broken up with 
tear gas, batons, and even bullets. 
 Consequently, Iranians from 
all walks of life have been dying 
while trying to make their country 
more free for their family, friends, 
and neighbors. Consider Neda Agha-
Soltan’s story: Neda was the only 
daughter of a middle-class Iranian 
family. A recent university graduate, 
she was an aspiring musician who, 
according to people who knew her 
well, was uninterested in politics. In 
the election that she died protesting, 
she did not support any particular 
candidate. She joined to opposition 

movement not because of her support 
for Mousavi or her dislike of Ahma-
dinejad, but because she wanted to 
live in a free Iran, an Iran governed by 
a president of the people’s choice. On 
June 20, eight days after the election 
that launched Iran into a state of un-
rest greater than any it has seen since 
the Iranian Islamic Revolution three 
decades ago, Neda was murdered 
in Tehran by a member of the pro-
government basij militia, although 
the Iranian government announced 
she was murdered by fellow pro-
testers who wanted to use her death 
as anti-government propaganda.
 Video of Neda’s death, which 
was captured by other protesters, 
has spread rapidly around the globe 
on YouTube and social networking 
sites, as well as by broadcasting gi-
ants such as CNN. Her face has be-
come a symbol of the opposition ef-
fort, for she represents all of those 
who perished more privately at the 
hands of a corrupt regime desperate 
to maintain power. Neda’s unfortu-
nate fate, however, is not unique to 
protesters in Iran. It is known the 
world over by victims of govern-
ment-sponsored violence amidst 
anti-government demonstrations. 
 The case of Eastern Europe’s 
late dictator Slobodan Milosevic, 
who ruled over Serbia and later Yu-
goslavia (he simply changed his title 
from President of Serbia to Presi-
dent of Yugoslavia since the Ser-
bian constitution placed a term limit 
on the presidency), comes to mind. 
It was clear that Milosevic lost his 
presidential election in 2000, but he 
rejected the results and refused to 
forfeit his power. As in Iran today, 
protests broke out in the streets of 
Belgrade, and it was not long before 
they turned violent. Milosevic’s re-
gime attempted to brutally suppress 
the riots, which were largely orga-
nized by student opposition groups. 
His constituents, however, pressed 
on. On October 5, an unprecedented 
number of people from across Mi-

losevic’s jurisdiction descended on 
Belgrade in what is widely known 
today as the Bulldozer Revolution. 
With the military’s defection, Milos-
evic had no choice but to dissolve his 
government and relinquish his reign.
 The final outcome of the un-
rest in Belgrade was positive, both 
for those governed by Milosevic and 
for the global community. Further-
more, it suggests that there is reason 
to be optimistic about the potential 
effects of the current unrest in Iran. 
But, of course, it does not guarantee 
that Ahmadinajed will cave under the 
pressure of angry Iranians. There is 
no formula we can use to predict re-
sults in political science – what suc-
ceeds in one place might backfire 
in another. Additionally, it is impor-
tant to keep in mind that there are 
key differences between Serbia and 
Iran. Serbia, for example, as a Euro-
pean nation, is geographically closer 
to the West. This might be why the 
West took an active role in the move-
ment against Milosevic by providing 
financial support to the protestors. 
 Additionally, the opposition 
movement in Serbia was well orga-
nized, also with the help of the West, 
since it was run largely by educated 
young Serbs. In Iran, the riots appear 
unorganized and even spontaneous. 
But why are money and organization 
so important? Because without oppo-
sition leaders who are well organized 
and without access to financial re-
sources on the scale of those the West 
provided to the Serbian opposition, 
it would be impossible for the Ira-
nian opposition to arrange a takeover 
of Tehran similar to the 2000 take-
over of Belgrade. Finally, possibly 
the most important factor that led to 
the downfall of Slobodan Milosevic 
was the Serbian military’s defection. 
On October 5, 2000, as millions of 
people poured into the streets of Bel-
grade, military officers and police-
men stood idly by and allowed them 
to do so. Essentially, the sources of 
Milosevic’s power turned on him. 

Whether the pressure from the pro-
testors in Iran will yield the same 
results as those in Serbia remains to 
be seen. I, for one, remain hopeful.
 If the Iranian protestors fail 
to force Ahmadinejad from power, 
however, I do not see their effort as 
a whole as a failure. The riots they 
have already held could have impor-
tant implications for Iran, as well as 
for the world. In Iran, the protests 
could serve as a humbling reminder 
to the government that its policies are 
widely unpopular. It is possible that 
we could see a politically more mod-
erate Ahmadinejad administration 
this presidential term, one that walks 
on eggshells out of fear of inciting a 
new round of protests. Maybe we will 
no longer hear Holocaust denials or 
calls to destroy Israel from Iran. An-
other outcome that I think is possible 
is increased support among citizens 
of Western countries for their gov-
ernments to adopt a stricter and more 
outspoken stance against Ahmadine-
jad’s government. To Americans, 
these protests have been eye open-
ing, if nothing else. They prove that, 
while Iran may be considered a threat 
to the Western world, the Iranian peo-
ple are not. Instead, we can all now 
see that their government does not 
accurately represent them, that they 
are almost prisoners to the dangerous 
administration that governs them. 
They have our sympathy. And this 
effect is not limited to America. This 
summer, in Germany, I came across 
graffiti on a statue that read “Free 
Iran.” In Austria, I stumbled upon a 
rally in Vienna’s Heroes’ Square in 
which the participants waved green 
flags and donned the characteristic 
green wristbands of the Iranian op-
position protestors. Pictures of Neda 
were being distributed. No mat-
ter what potential result will come 
from these protests, I am confident 
that Neda will not have died in vain.
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Fraudulent Presidential Elections 
in Iran Spark Violent Protests
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By ViVian chenG

 “Ugh you’re so lucky to be a 
Democrat right now…it must be so 
easy,” a friend interning at the Re-
publican National Committee griped 
as I recapped my week of rallies and 
events in Washington, D.C. While I 
object to the word “easy” and was 
taken aback by his use of the word 
“lucky,” my conservative friend did 
have somewhat of a point. Washing-
ton hosted its typical 20,000 interns 
this summer, but the progressive 
youth seemed to be more active and 
visible this year. 
 Sixty-five percent of D.C. 
interns cite President Obama as their 
inspiration for pursuing a govern-
ment internship, according to a sur-
vey from the Washington Center for 
Internships. The jump in enthusiasm 
for public service and dedication to 
realizing Obama’s campaign goals 
illustrates how we interns were not 
simply inspired by the President, but 

that we mean business. 
 Obama’s swift actions didn’t 
leave the youth that helped elect him 
any time to slack off after election 
season, as many cynics projected. 
Instead, young progressives took 
advantage of the congressional spot-
light on health care reform and clean 
energy legislation. 
 On June 25, 10,000 people 
participated in a Health Care for 
America Now! rally and lobby day 
to urge Congress to support quality, 
affordable health care for all. HCAN 
is the largest grassroots health care 
campaign in the country, consisting 
of over 1,000 organizations. Young 
people made their presence known at 
the HCAN rally; after all, one-third 
of the uninsured are between the ages 
of 19 and 34. 
 “Ah, the youngsters have ar-

rived,” an older participant said as a 
group of students in Campus Progress 
t-shirts marched through the crowd. 
The students proudly held signs with 
messages such as “Graduated & Un-
insured” and “Youth Get Screwed by 
the U.S. Health System.”
 Andrew Carillo, 24, a Colo-
rado HCAN Steering Committee 
Representative and United Food and 
Commercial Workers representative, 
spent all day lobbying for the Ameri-
ca’s Health Choices Act of 2009 after 
organizing hundreds of UFCW union 
members who flew to D.C. specifi-
cally for the HCAN rally. 
 “UFCW has more members 
under the age of 25 than any other 
union in the country. We brought 
young workers straight to their elect-
ed officials so they could tell them 
how important major health care 
reform was for them and their fam-
ilies,” Carillo, a student at the Met-
ropolitan State College of Denver 
said. “In Colorado, you can’t attend 
college without having health care 
coverage. The plans the universities 
offer are more than $500 a semes-
ter for the most basic coverage, so 
young people who have to work to 
put themselves through college know 
how important a strong public option 
is,” he explained.
 The next day, Chesapeake 
Climate Action Network rallied over 
100 people outside the U.S. Capitol 
Building to keep the pressure on Con-
gress to vote for the American Clean 
Energy and Security Act of 2009. The 
rally participants persevered right up 
to the moment it passed the House of 
Representatives that evening, 219 to 
212. 
 “Two, four, six, eight, green 
jobs can’t wait!” college students in 
green shirts and hardhats shouted to 
passing tourists and congressional 
staffers. The group even managed to 
convince several tourists to call the 
congressional switchboard and ask 
their representative to vote in favor 
of ACES—a worthwhile effort since 
some representatives changed their 
vote by the hour. 
 Annual $150 billion invest-
ments in clean energy would cre-
ate an estimated 1.7 million jobs at 
the cost of one postage stamp a day, 
per household, according to the pro-
gressive D.C. think tank, Center for 
American Progress. The state of New 
York alone would see 109,000 new 

jobs and a net increase of $10.0 bil-
lion in investment revenue. If this 
many jobs were created in 2008, they 
would have decreased New York’s 
unemployment rate from 5.4 percent 
to 4.3 percent, according to a report 
from the Political Economy Research 
Institute and CAP. 
 “The clean energy sector is 
the key to transforming and restarting 
American industry. As the next gen-
eration of American workers, we will 
depend upon the jobs created by this 
energy legislation,” Matthew Santac-
roce, a senior political science major 
at the University of Connecticut said. 
Santacroce closely monitored floor 
debate on the ACES Act the day of 
the House vote as an External Affairs 
intern for CAP and CAP Action Fund. 
“I think the window of opportunity to 
enact meaningful, effective legisla-
tion is rapidly closing. I don’t want to 
say it’s now or never, but it’s getting 
dangerously close,” he warned. 
 Despite the busy summer and 

support from a clearly active progres-
sive youth, Congress still has much 
work to do before comprehensive 
clean energy legislation and major 

health care reform can be realized. 
So we young progressives will not 
take it “easy” or consider ourselves 
“lucky.” After all, “the future of our 
nation’s economy is riding on this,” 
Santacroce said.

Young Progressives Rally Around 
Health Care Reform and Clean Energy

 
Campus Progress at the Health Care for American Now! rally.
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Earlier today, Sonia Soto-
mayor was confirmed as the 
U.S. Supreme Court’s first 
Hispanic justice. Or, as Lou 
Dobbs reported it, ‘Yet an-
other job gone south of the 
border.’ --Conan O’Brien

World leaders pledged to stop global warming. They said, “Yeah, we got to stop global warm-
ing.” And they all said, “Yes, absolutely.” Then they got on their private planes and flew home. So 
that’ll nip that in the bud. --David Letterman

Anybody here from Minnesota? Con-
gratulations, you have a brand new sen-
ator, our old friend, Al Franken. Al is an 
interesting guy. Went from being a co-
median to politician. George Bush, the 
other way around. --David Letterman

Yesterday, of course, on Fox News commentator 
Glenn Beck said that he believes President Obama is 
a racist. Well, to be fair, every time you watch Glenn 
Beck, it does get a little easier to hate white people. 
--Conan O’Brien

This week, Fox commenter Glenn Beck said that Presi-
dent Obama “has a deep-seated hatred for white people 
and white culture.” Very controversial. In the President’s 
defense, the White House cited the time Obama had John 
Tesh over to play Scattergories. --Conan O’Brien

In other news, the 
world’s oldest man 
died, he was 113, and 
a leading voice of the 
young Republicans. 
--Bill Maher

The man who wrote many 
of  the speeches for Presi-
dent George W. Bush is 
now working on his mem-
oirs. True story. The book 
will be called “Me Do Bad 
Job.” --Conan O’Brien

I’m not surprised 
that Dick Cheney’s 
approval rating has 
really soared, really 
skyrocketed, up to 
26%. Because you 
know, he gave peo-
ple what they want-
ed. He left office. 
--David Letterman

Palin resigned a year-and-a-half before her 
term ends because she didn’t want Alaska 
to have a lame-duck governor. Now, she has 
a book deal presumed to be worth millions. 
And I cannot wait to read it. I believe on the 
tenth page, she decides since the book is go-
ing to end anyway, to leave the last two hun-
dred pages blank. --Stephen Colbert


