
By Taskin Rahman

in an effort to inform and debate 
with the Cornell community, Pro-

fessor Valerie Bunce, along with two 
colleagues discussed the importance 
of relationships between the United 
States and the West with the Middle 
Eastern countries in the midst of up-
rising and rebellion.  Afterer decades 
of oppression, the Egyptian citizens 
motivated by the revolts in Tunisia 
held street demonstrations, marches, 

and strikes throughout Egypt, spe-
cifically in the capital city of Cai-
ro.  The purpose of these acts was 
to oust Egyptian President Hosni 
Mubarak, end corruption, and enact 

a democratic national government. 
As the protests continued, more 

and more citizens with various socio-
economic backgrounds began to join 
in the movement, and eventually 
their aggregated actions transformed 
into the Egyptian Revolution of 2011. 
These efforts paid off and on February 
11, 2011 when Mubarak resigned the 
presidency. Now the Egyptian gov-
ernment is in a period of transition.  

In order to make sense of what 
was going on in Egypt and the im-

plications of the revolution, Cornell 
Professors David Patel, Ziad Fahmy, 
and Bunce, held an event on campus 
titled “What’s Next? Egypt’s Revolu-
tion, Where it Came From, and its Im-
plications for the Region.” Given the 
historical nature of what was going in 
Egypt and the Middle East, the room 
was packed tightly with Cornell stu-
dents eagerly waiting to gain a better 
understanding of the recent events. 

Professor Fahmy began the pre-
sentation by highlighting the harsh 

living conditions present in Egypt. 
Before the events of the previous 
weeks, the Egyptian population lived 
on an average budget of $60 per 
month and constantly faced threats of 
police brutality and corruption. Two 
key events that motivated the recent 
demonstrations included the Egyp-
tian government’s harsh crackdown 
of a strike by textile workers in April 
2008 and the death of a 28-year-
old middle class man while in po-
lice custody due to harsh beating. 

Fueled by Facebook and by 
support from bloggers, protestors 
began gathering in Cairo to demand 
change. It appeared that after decades 
of subjugation, the Egyptian popula-
tion had reached their breaking point. 

Professor Patel and Pro-
fessor Bunce continued the pre-
sentation by discussing the cur-
rent success of the revolution and 
potential future repercussions. 

Egyptian Revolts Escalade Into a

Historic Revolution 
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By Roxana amiRahmadi

This past January a second fed-
eral judge ruled against the con-

stitutionality of President Obama’s 
sweeping healthcare law signed al-
most a year ago. Judge Roger Vin-
son of the Federal District Court in 
Pensacola, Florida ruled against the 
legislation because he believed that 
the clause requiring Americans to 
buy a commercial health insurance 
plan by 2014 was unconstitutional. 

Unlike Henry E. Hudson, a 
judge of the Federal District Court 
in Richmond, who voted against the 
healthcare law this past December on 
the grounds that it would overly in-
flate the economic regulatory powers 

of the Congress outlined in the Con-
stitution, Judge Vinson declared that 
since this unconstitutional clause was 
so “inextricably bound” to the health-
care benefits outlined in the rest of 
the law, the entire law was essen-
tially unconstitutional and invalid. 

While President Obama defend-
ed this central provision in his law by 
claiming that Congress was exercis-
ing its interstate economic regulation 
powers outlined in the Commerce 
Clause of the Constitution, both 
judges believed that Congress did not 
have the power to require Americans 
to obtain commercial health insur-
ance as it would have given Capitol 
Hill the power to “regulate economic 
inactivity, fining [Americans] essen-

tially for not doing something,” said 
Kevin Sack of the New York Times. 

 This recent ruling against 
Obama’s health law has evened the 

score of support for the bill to 2-2 
among federal judges in lower courts, 
and in consequence, states are no lon-
ger obligated to obey the health law, 

said David B. Rivkin Jr., a lawyer for 
the states, to the New York Times. 

Many Democrats and assis-
tants to the President, like Stephanie 
Cutter, are particularly concerned 
about this court ruling against the 
law because “the judge’s decision 
puts all of the new benefits, cost 
savings and patient protections that 
were included in the law at risk,” 
reported the New York Times.

While many of the law’s provi-
sions – the expansion of Medicaid, the 
mandate covering all children with 
pre-existing conditions, the elimina-

Health Care Reform Unconstitutional,
Says Florida Federal Judge
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Protestors in Egypt, source: The New York Times
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The recent events in the Middle 
East represent more than just demo-
cratic revolution for those who are 
progressively minded; the uprisings 
demonstrate a universally recog-
nized human desire for change and 
for equal rights and social justice. 
Unprecedented protests have rocked 
the Middle East and North Africa, 
toppling long-standing repressive 
regimes and ushering in political re-
forms that, only several months ago, 
seemed impossible. 

Hosni Mubarak and Zine El 
Abedine Ben Ali have abandoned 
their presidential posts amid unrest in 
Egypt and Tunisia, respectively, and 
(at the time of this writing), Muam-
mar al-Gaddafi is quickly losing his 
41-year-grip over Libya. Anti-gov-
ernment protestors have also taken 
to the streets in Iran, Iraq, Bahrain, 
Jordan, Oman, Yemen, Morocco, the 
Palestinian Territories, and other ar-
eas across the Middle East.

 Although this  region is not 
unfamiliar with political upheaval 
and regime change, this wave of pro-
test crashing through is quite differ-
ent in nature than anything the Arab 
world has seen before. 

For one, these protests are in-
credibly widespread and have incred-
ible momentum: after Tunisians were 
successful in ousting Ben Ali, their 
struggle encouraged equally unhappy 
neighboring populations to stand up 
to their governments. Egyptians soon 
took to Tahrir Square in Cairo to de-
mand the resignation of Mubarak, 
again inspiring their nation’s neigh-
bors to follow suit. 

 The remarkable success of 
these protests suggests not only the 
potency of liberal democratic ide-
als, but also the immense power in 
national unity and the act of coming 
together in times of peril. 

In Egypt and in Tunisia, protes-
tors’ full demands were met with the 
fall of the autocrats that for so long 
had suppressed their voices. The le-
gitimacy of these Arab leaders has 
continued to diminish: Yemen’s Ali 
Abdullah Saleh announced that he 
would not seek another term once his 
current one is up in 2013. 

 Although Gadaffi still holds 
much of Tripoli, the eastern half of 
Libya is believed to be entirely in the 
hands of the opposition. Gadaffi’s 

ultimate fall now seems inevitable – 
unfortunately, it has become question 
of how much longer he will struggle 
to maintain power, and how many 
people will die in the process. 

 The reaction of the interna-
tional community vis-à-vis the tragic 
and terrifying internal fighting in 
Libya underscores one of the many 
contentious political and diplomatic 
questions as the global community 
attempts to puzzle through this ex-
traordinary game change. Particular-
ly, East-West relations manifested in 
the frenetic endeavors by European 
leaders to simultaneously endorse 
the democratic and deeply national 
movements and to offer aid and other 
support due to the ties formed in the 
age of imperialism.

 As is to be expected, the Unit-
ed States has been carefully tread-
ing the line between leadership and 
typical American intervention. While 
President Obama and Secretary Clin-
ton may carry a great of diplomatic 
clout, their realm for now is the Unit-
ed Nations, rallying the international 
community behind the protesters in 
the Middle East and allowing those 
brave men and women to forge their 
futures in their own manner.  

The success of these efforts is 
not only measured by the fall of an 
unpopular leader, as in Tunisia and 
Egypt. In Bahrain, Algeria, Jordan, 
Syria, and others, governments have 
been quick to offer reform and open 
their political systems in a last-ditch 
effort to stay ahead of the curve, to 
avoid the fate of their counterparts 
along the Mediterranean. While 
those regimes may survive, they will 
in large part do so because they have 
made sufficient concessions to the 
protestors, thus making the protests 
at least somewhat successful.

 Finally, and arguably the most 
inspiring feature of movement for 
freedom, is that all the protests have 
been organized from the bottom up. 
Political change in the Middle East 
has, in the past, often been the result 
of an internal, top-down coup, or of 
foreign (American) meddling in re-
gional affairs. This storm of protests, 
however, has been fueled by mass 
discontent and a widespread desire of 
protestors to impact their respective 
political systems, from which Arab 
populaces have for so long been re-

moved.
Consider how the uprisings be-

gan: Mohamed Bouazizi, a 26-year-
old Tunisian street vendor whose 
fruits and vegetables were seized 
by police, set himself on fire in pro-
test. Riots broke out within hours 
and spread rapidly across the coun-
try. Ben Ali was forced from power 
shortly thereafter.

 Sadly, Bouazizi passed away 
from his wounds, but his brave and 
heroic actions have had consequenc-
es that are continuing to unfold as 
protestors across the Arab world fight 
their governments for the freedoms 
they deserve. And when the protests 
finally fizzle out, the repressive po-
litical landscape of the Middle East 
will be changed forever.

Even the regimes that survive 
will be cautious in the future about 
state repression; leaders will have 
to make meaningful and real politi-
cal concessions if they wish to main-
tain their posts. They have seen the 
power of their people, and they will 
certainly not forget what it looks like 
any time soon.

 Yet, despite our optimism, the 
political future for the Middle East, 
let alone Egypt and Tunisia, is not in-
evitably democracy. Only if the peo-
ple continue to make demands from 
and send signals to their leaders that a 
return to calm does not mean a return 
to the status quo will real change oc-
cur. Change in political rhetoric from 
the top – promises of reform, of new 
rights, of increased freedom – is by 
itself not enough.

The Arab people living under 
oppressive regimes or struggling to 
create a democratic government must 
continue to exert pressure on their 
regimes to ensure that their struggles 
against the security apparatuses of 
their states were not in vein. Future 
public complacency would be dan-
gerous; it would eventually lead to 
the reversal of any progress thus far 
achieved. So, while we hope for an 
end to the violence that has been a 
part of this process – particularly in 
Libya – we also hope that the politi-
cal fire that has energized hundreds 
of thousands of people across the re-
gion will continue to burn. 
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ON THE STATE OF THE UNION ADDRESS Dave Forward

Does It Really Matter?
If you cannot recall your favor-

ite phrase or remark made in this 
year’s State of the Union address, 
you are not alone.  While one in 
two voting age Americans partici-
pated in the 2008 Presidential elec-
tion, fewer than one in six people 
tuned into President Obama’s State 
of the Union address this past Janu-

ary.  This statistic has spurred de-
bate over how necessary or effec-
tive the State of the Union really is. 

Cornell students have voiced 
their opinions on the value of this an-
nual speech.  Some share the view 
of Gabe Heck ’14 that “most people 
don’t watch the State of the Union 
address, and most of those who do 
would be hard pressed to recite the 
main points made during the speech.” 

Others, like David McCuiston 
’13, believe that “the State of the 
Union has been around since Ameri-
ca’s founding, and it’s a necessary tra-
dition that keeps the public informed.”  

Each year, the State of the Union 
has sparked discussion from all sides 
of the political spectrum, and it has 
given presidents the chance to address 
the nation’s issues while outlining 
their legislative agendas. This year 
was no different. President Obama 
engaged in the expected niceties of 
such a speech, congratulating new 
Speaker of the House John Boehner 
and calling attention to the absence of 

Congresswoman Gabrielle Giffords. 
He also outlined a number of ways in 
which his administration hopes will 
help the US return to economic suc-
cess, including a freeze on domestic 
spending, a revamping of our edu-
cational system, and a pledge to in-
vest in innovation and infrastructure.  

Yet Obama’s speech was not 
hailed as a masterpiece, and while 
those on the opposite side of the po-
litical aisle will always have their 
particular points of view, the con-
tent was not immensely controver-
sial. In fact, the best way to describe 
this year’s State of the Union is to 
say that it happened. It took place 
without any outbursts or major 
gaffes. President Obama discussed 
the issues that pundits predicted 
he would discuss.  He made points 
that people agree with, and he made 
points that people disagree with. 

Not many analysts would say 
that the President’s address changed 
Republicans’ minds on key issues 
like health care reform, or that it con-
vinced the world that America is on a 
safe and expeditious road to econom-
ic prosperity. Terry Moynihan, head 
of the Cornell Democrats, concedes 
that “with few exceptions, State of the 
Union addresses are rarely remem-
bered, and their impact is typically 
minimal.” So that begs the question: 
Is the State of the Union address any-
thing more than outdated tradition?

The State of the Union address 
serves as a chance for presidents to 
announce issues that they will fo-
cus on over the next year. Yet all 
too often these promises go unful-
filled. In his 1974 address, President 
Nixon assured the American people, 
“There will be no recession in the 

United States of America.”  Yet 
by that October, the economy 
had plunged into a major slump. 

In 2003, President Bush used 
the State of the Union address to an-

nounce that Saddam Hussein was at-
tempting to obtain uranium from Af-
rica, fueling the theory that Iraq had 
weapons of mass destruction.  Yet this 
later proved to be false, even though 
it acted as an impetus for the Iraq War. 

Even promises from last year’s 
address proved to unravel as the 
year progressed.  Despite President 
Obama’s pledge at his first address 
in 2009 to hold financial institutions 
accountable for reckless behavior 
and end excess bonuses for corpo-
rate executives, banks like Goldman 
Sachs went on to make record profit. 

The State of the Union is used as 
a stage for making inspiring promises 
to improve the state of the country.  
But what happens when the politi-
cal pundits have finished expounding 
their points of view—and 72 hours 
later the speech has been largely for-
gotten?  This concerns voters like Pe-
ter Bouris, head of the Cornell Repub-
licans, who admits that State of the 
Union addresses “have increasingly 

Is the State of the 
Union address 
anything more than 
outdated tradition?

The State of the Union 
is a great place to 
announce bold policy 
decisions, but it is also 
a great place to make 
promises that are too 
hard to keep.

Obama making his State of the Union Address, source: enterprisenews.com

ON AMERICAN FREEDOM VS. EUROPEAN SOCIALISM Ian Cohen

The Limits of European Progressivism
The Democrats took the election 

of 2008 as a complete and utter 
repudiation of modern Republican 
philosophy, or, in other words, the 
people’s final denial of conservatism 
in its modern neoliberal form.  They 
spent the next two years attempting 
to change the policies of the United 
States, in the name of the so-called 
“Progressive Agenda” – an agenda 
conservatives call socialism and ac-
tual socialists call a joke. With a mul-
titude of concessions, the Democrats 
managed to push through many pro-
gressive initiatives (health care re-
form and financial regulatory reform 
to name a few), seemingly ignoring 
the flailing economy and its structur-
al 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 victorious 
party takes this as a sign of the re-
jection 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 economy is the debate, 
the deciding factor is the pocket-
book. “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 Demo-
crats spent too much time treating the 
economy as a secondary issue. Vot-
ers 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 unprece-
dented success. The key ingredient to 
their success: the desire of the elec-
torate 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 control of the Republicans, most 
likely with “Establishment Repub-
lican” John Boehner at the helm as 
Speaker. The Senate, however, re-
mains 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 

Continued on page 4

Continued on page 5



years watching a government with 
enormous Democratic majorities 
mire itself in gridlock – now we must 
watch a government completely di-

vided 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, domestic 
spending cuts, general distaste for 
defense spending cuts, etc.) as well 
as some new additions, including the 
repeal of the Affordable Care Act 
(“Obamacare”). Needless to say, the 
GOP and the Obama Administration 
will probably not play nice for the 
next two years. The Republicans be-

lieve they have been given the politi-
cal mandate to undo everything the 
Democrats 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 presiden-

tial veto or pass anything in the Sen-
ate. Meanwhile, the Tea Partiers in 
the GOP ranks (most of them led by 
Senator Jim DeMint of South Caro-
lina) will do all that they can, often 
outside of political feasibility, to fur-
ther their cause of extreme far-right 
conservatism. Any attempt on their 

part, however, to completely disman-
tle our federal regulatory and entitle-
ment systems will be entirely futile.
 We can only hope that the 
parties find some kind of common 
ground upon which they can work 
together – grounds like the balloon-
ing deficit that will take truly bipar-
tisan sacrifice to get under control. 
Unfortunately for the American 
people, moderates are not very com-
mon in either party anymore. If 
compromise cannot be forged, we 
will be entering a period in mod-
ern history of unprecedented gov-
ernmental gridlock, far exceeding 
anything seen in the last two years.
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Professor Bunce expanded 
upon the events in Egypt by describ-
ing the United States government’s 
complex relationship with Egypt. 
Despite it being a dictatorship, 
Egypt’s government under Mubarak 
was an ally of the United States, and 
this political upheaval leaves a vac-
uum that could lead to the establish-
ment of an anti-American regime. 

Even though some people are 
afraid of the possibility of the Mus-
lim Brotherhood assuming power, 
it appears as if the Muslim Broth-
erhood has mellowed out over the 
years, and has left many of their 
violent practices in the past. Instead, 
the group now focuses on more hu-
manitarian and community-building 
efforts. Regardless of whether or 
not the Muslim Brotherhood rises to 
power, any anti-American govern-

ment can become a great nuisance to 
America, especially when it comes 
to combating terrorism in Egypt.

The Egyptian Revolution even 
has potential ramifications on the 
Cornell community because as un-
rest and revolution spreads through-
out the region, Cornell International 
Programs are now faced with the 
task of mitigating extra risks, such as 
gauging the probability that a specif-
ic country will become mired in pub-
lic protests during the length of study 
abroad trips or making sure that 
their emergency evacuation plans 
can keep students out of harm’s way. 

Perhaps due to the spreading 
turmoil in the Middle East, there 
is a possibility that Cornell Uni-
versity will cancel all programs 
around that area for the near future. 

CP
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Ousting Egyptian President Hosni Mubarak
NEWS

Europe, the continent 
of social democracy, 
is also the continent 
of vast xenophobia 
and anti-Muslim 
sentiment.

Protesting burqa ban in France, source: Foundation for Democratic Advancement

Continued from page 3

How “Liberal” is Europe?

nomination, all Obama would have to 
do to win would be to not make a mis-
take and wait for Palin to self-destruct. 

If Palin did somehow manage to 
win the presidential election, it would 
reduce the small progress that Ameri-
ca has achieved in regaining its global 
stature that it had lost under George 
W. Bush. Over the years, she has 
proven herself to be too ignorant to 
be president, from mistakenly believ-
ing that North Korea was one of the 
United States’ allies to not being able 

CP

Continued from page 7

Sarah 
Palin

to name a single court case she dis-
agreed with other than Roe v. Wade. 

Her lack of knowledge would 
have disastrous results when trying to 
assemble policies or to deal with for-
eign dignitaries. If she were elected, 
she would face an invigorated oppo-
sition that would work to defeat any 
ideas that she proposed and could 
expect little support in Congress. 

Although the Tea Party would 
work to put Palin in the Oval Office, its 
Congressional representatives would 
ironically continue to pride them-
selves on not following “big govern-
ment,” but acting for the public. Ad-
ditionally, Palin’s political power has 
stemmed from her endless criticisms 
of everything the Democrats do, and 
her inability to put forth pragmatic 

solutions to current national and in-
ternational problems indicates that 
she could not be an effective leader.

However, all of the speculation 
about Palin running for president is 
probably groundless. After all, this 
is a woman who aired her own real-
ity show on The Learning Channel 
(TLC), and cheered for her daughter 
on Dancing with the Stars; she has 
realized the celebrity lifestyle is far 
easier and more lucrative than that of 
the politician. I have enough faith in 
the American public to trust that she 
will not be elected. The Oval Office is 
no place for a reality T.V. star. Think 
about it this way: would we elect the 
Osbournes as the new first family?
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tion of lifetime benefit caps – will still 
take effect in 2014, many key parts of 
the law would no longer be executed, 
like prohibiting insurance compa-
nies from discriminating against pa-
tients with pre-existing conditions. 

The law’s central provision 
requiring most Americans to ob-

tain insurance was supposed to 
ensure that insurance companies 
would be able to obtain a large 
enough pool of healthy subscribers 
to pay for the expensive pre-exist-
ing conditions of other subscribers.

Even Cornellians are puzzled 
by the law’s provision mandating 
most Americans to buy a commer-
cial health insurance plan. Michael 
Shen ’13, a volunteer in a spring 
break medical brigade in Panama 
organized by the Cornell chapter of 
MEDLIFE, a not-for-profit organi-
zation devoted to providing “Medi-
cine, Education, and Development 
to Low Income Families Every-
where,” expressed his concern over 
the law’s controversial central clause. 

In an email interview Shen said, 

“Obama’s healthcare bill works 
toward a noble end, but its conse-
quences strike me as strange; the 
thought that citizens (in a land in 
which personal freedoms are re-
spected above all) may be fined 
for choosing not to buy commer-
cial health insurance is worrying.”

Shen makes a valid point: while 
Obama’s revolutionary health care 
law could dramatically improve 
the qualities of life of many Ameri-
cans across the country, our legisla-
tors must employ another strategy 
to give Americans incentives to buy 

health insurance coverage. Judge 
Vinson’s claim that the health re-
form law’s commercial insurance 
mandate overly expands Con-
gress’ economic regulation pow-
ers is reasonable; his assertion that 
the possible unconstitutionality 
of this one clause voids the valid-
ity of the rest of the law is doubtful. 

While some of our nation’s ad-
mirable qualities include our system 
of checks and balances and a legal 
system that fosters open and free de-
bate over new legislation, we must 
not allow party-politics to block key 

humanitarian reforms that could sig-
nificantly improve the lives of mil-
lions of our hard-working citizens. 

In a radio interview Kevin Sack 
of the New York Times was asked 
how anyone could oppose a cause as 
noble as providing healthcare to 30 
million Americans. He responded, 
“No goal no matter how noble could 
be justified by an unconstitutional 
law. That is the foundation of our 
system in this country. Their belief 
is that if the government is granted 
authority that is so broad that it can 
require individuals to purchase a 
commercial product like health in-
surance, then that is effectively say-
ing that there are no limits what so 
ever on the government’s power.” 

Sack continued by discuss-
ing Judge Hudson’s reasons for rul-
ing against the health insurance 
ownership clause, listing how such 
a clause could potentially expand 
Congress’ powers of economic regu-
lation: “If this [expansion of Con-
gressional power] were allowed, the 
government could require people 
to buy an American-made auto-
mobile, could require them to get 
a gym-membership, it could even 
require them to eat asparagus.” 

While this statement demon-
strates hints of hyperbole, Sack is 
correct in reminding us that as we 
aim to promote socio-economic 
progress and relief in our middle 
and working classes, we must do 
so with care and consideration of 
the basic governing frameworks 
established by our Constitution. 

CP
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ON HEALTH CARE Roxana  Amirahmadi

“Keeping In Mind Our Constitution”

As we aim to promote 
socio-economic 
progress and relief 
in our middle and 
working classes, we 
must do so with care 
and consideration of 
the basic governing 
frameworks set by our 
Constitution.

Judge Vinson of Florida, source: masslive.com

been filled with pie in the sky policy 
initiatives that never end up passing.”  
The State of the Union is a great place 
to announce bold policy decisions, 
but it is also a great place to make 
promises that are too hard to keep.

For the first time in history, 
Democrats and Republicans sat to-
gether for this year’s State of the 
Union address.  This triggered a 
discourse that centered on how tre-
mendous it was that politicians 
seemed to finally be getting along.  

Bouris, however, suggests, 
“It was a meaningless gesture that 
everybody watching could see 
through.”  The gesture was certainly 
a nice one, but it’s unlikely that it 
will have a major impact on politics 
in 2011, especially as the issue of 

health care repeal looms.  Instead, 
many like Heck have indicated that 
this effort towards bipartisanship 
“shared a characteristic common to 
most State of the Union addresses: it 
makes people feel good, but in real-
ity it has no meaningful substance.”

The State of the Union address 
has a long history.  Since 1790 it has 
been delivered annually, and since 
Article II constitutionally mandates 
it, it has become a fixture of our gov-
ernment.  Yet it has many flaws.  It 
has been branded superficial and 
overanalyzed, and with today’s tech-
nology, most people can read about 
what the president will talk about 
before he even makes his speech.  

Nonetheless, it is a significant 
event that has become ingrained in 
our political culture.  This is a view 
shared by Democrats and Republi-
cans alike.  Moynihan maintains that 

“The State of the Union is still an im-
portant event and the tradition should 
be ongoing.”  Bouris affirms that, “I 
would still like to see it retained for 
tradition’s sake -- even if it’s mostly 
for show.”  The State of the Union ad-
dress is a tradition that has been the 
center of much discussion, and it will 
continue to be a special event in Amer-
ican politics—but perhaps it would 
be wise to take all the semblance 
of conciliation with a grain of salt. 

CP

Reflections on the State of the Union
Continued from page 3
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Admit it: you probably take the 
Internet for granted. You con-

nect using RedRover or your own 
network, and then you can do pretty 
much anything you want. You can 
check your email, read blogs, waste 
time on Facebook, go on a YouTube 
binge, and after all of that, maybe 
even do research for a final paper.
 The network you use may 
have a data usage cap, but it’s generous 
- RedRover’s usage cap is 20GB, and 
you’ve probably never even noticed it. 
 But what would you do if 
you lost some of those privileg-
es? What if the Google homepage 
loaded so slowly that it was unus-
able? What if streaming video were 
disabled? If we lose something 
called net neutrality, these things 
(and more) could actually happen. 
 Net neutrality may sound 
strange, but it’s just the status quo. 
Right now in the United States, we 
enjoy a neutral net. Every website, 
from the New York Times homep-
age to quiet unknown blogs, is ac-
cessible and opens the same way. 
However, some other countries 
don’t enjoy this privilege; China, 
North Korea, and even Austra-
lia are among those who restrict 
Internet access in some capacity. 
 In Australia, usage caps ex-
ist as well; if a user goes over his or 
her cap, internet service gets slower. 

However internet service providers 
(ISPs) have begun to partner with 
certain websites that provide mul-
timedia services like music down-
loading or streaming video. Usage 
of these sites, the ISPs say, will not 
count towards monthly data usage. 
 So our net is currently neu-
tral, but could that change? In a way it 
already has: the FCC recently passed 
a set of rules that split internet ac-
cess in two, differentiating between 

wired and wireless access. The rules 

block wired providers from blocking 
websites or discriminating in their 
offering of net access, but wireless 

providers like AT&T and Verizon 
have more leeway with applications.
 Senator Al Franken (D-MN) 
put it this way: “Maybe you like 
Google Maps. Well, tough. If the 
F.C.C. passes this weak rule, Verizon 
will be able to cut off access to the 
Google Maps app on your phone and 
force you to use their own mapping 
program, Verizon Navigator, even if it 
is not as good. And even if they charge 
money, when Google Maps is free.”
 “I think some of the changes 
suggested by the FCC will come to 
pass, and that will probably change 
how we pay for internet services,” 
said Professor Jennifer Gerner, 
Policy Analysis and Management. 
Gerner teaches a class called PAM 
4650: Technology, Policy, and the 
Law, and her students explore is-
sues like net neutrality every day. 
Of the new rules, she added, “I don’t 
think this discussion is over yet.”
 The full extent of the FCC’s 
ruling remains to be seen. Some 
groups have criticized the rules, call-
ing them “watered-down net neu-
trality,” but the FCC maintains that 
they are trying to protect net neu-
trality as much as they can. At least 
for now, enjoy your neutral net, be-
cause it may not be that way forever.
 

Few Cornellians endure a day 
without encountering the phrase 

“liberal,” often in relation to the word 
“Democrat”. Yet all too frequently we 
Cornellians fail to pause and consider 
exactly what it means to be a  “liber-
al,” what the word connotes, and how 
it entered our colloquial vocabulary. 

According to the Merriam-Web-
ster dictionary, “liberal” is defined to 
be “of or...associated with ideals of 
individual especially economic free-
dom, greater individual participation 
in government, and constitutional, 
political, and administrative reforms 
designed to secure these objectives.” 

Such a definition merely gives 
rise to more questions--rather than 
answer preexisting ones--as to 
the true meaning of being a “lib-
eral.” For example, to say that a 
liberal espouses “ideals of indi-
vidual...freedom...participation, 
and...reforms to secure these ob-
jectives” is to be unclear at best.

The phrase’s history may be a 
better indicator, then, of its mean-
ing than is its present definition. Ac-
cording to Professor Issac Kramnick 
of the Cornell Government depart-
ment, the word “liberal” originated 
in Spain during the Napoleonic Era, 

thereafter becoming a defining fea-
ture in characterizing Europe’s vari-
ous notions and political factions. 

“Liberal” first appeared here in 
the States amid the testy exchanges 
that were the Federalist Papers and 
in other publications, like Paine’s 
“Common Sense.” From Ameri-
ca’s inception until the rise of the 
modern Democratic Party in the 
1930s under President Roosevelt’s 
tenure, the word “liberal” con-
jured ideas of the individual, nega-
tive freedom, and a minimal state. 

The Depression and its subse-
quent sweeping changes to govern-
ment and policy upset this neat ar-
rangement. Instead of referring to 
a small, laissez-faire style govern-
ment in which all citizens do more 
or less as they please within the 
private sphere, “liberal,” in the De-
pression’s wake, came to symbolize 
a powerful state and, particularly, 
conceptions of positive freedom. 

President Reagan’s 1980s po-
litical re-alignment further chal-
lenged this paradigm. Reagan at-
tempted to botch the Democratic 
Party to push through his agenda, and 
did so by conflating “liberal” with 
“socialist.” Democrats’ response 

to this assertion was rather meek, 
thereby allowing President Reagan’s 
rhetoric to acquire staying-power. 

So, what does the term “lib-
eral” mean in 2011, over thirty 

years after President Reagan’s re-
alignment? Professor Kramnick 
believes that the modern campus-
based “liberal” advocates free 
speech, economic and social diver-
sity, scholarship, free and accessible 
information, and a forum of ideas.

Yet the definition of what a cam-

pus “liberal” is lies in what students 
think.  Peter Bouris ’12, President of 
College Republicans, believes a “lib-
eral” is “someone who is generally 
anti-war regardless of circumstances, 
believes in significant government in-
volvement in the economy, and thinks 
that traditional values should be com-
pletely flouted without consideration 
for their respective track records.” 

Conversely, Tony Montgom-
ery ’13, Vice President of College 
Democrats, contends a “liberal” is 
“someone who values the civil and 
personal freedoms of the individu-
al... that you believe every person to 
be entitled to a certain human stan-
dard of living... [and that] govern-
ment [is] the prime mover and ulti-
mate protector of these basic rights.” 

The trend emerges that a “lib-
eral” espouses government interven-
tion to ensure equality of opportunity, 
individual rights, and basic safe-
guards against undue encroachments 
on freedom. Since these are all val-
ues that we Progressives advocate, 
we should wear our “liberal” creden-
tials with pride, securely knowing 
who we are and what we represent. 
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The Loss of Net Neutrality?
Catherine Lussenhop ON SCIENCE & TECHNOLOGY

So our net is currently 
neutral, but could that 
change? In a way it 
already has.

What I Mean When I Say I Am a “Liberal.”
Sam Moss ON LIBERALISM

The trend emerges that 
a “liberal” espouses 
government intervention 
to ensure equality of 
opportunity, individual 
rights, and basic 
safeguards against 
undue encroachments 
on freedom. Since these 
are all values that we 
Progressives advocate, 
we should wear our 
“liberal” credentials with 
pride, securely knowing 
who we are and what we 
represent. 

Source: Shrier blog



This article was previous published  on 
the American Iranian Council’s website: 

http://www.american-iranian.org/ 

The revolts in Tunisia and Egypt 
will go down in history as two of 

the fastest and easiest “revolutions” 
of all times! It is almost certain that 
the US was instrumental in bringing 
the rapid change, and this is good 
news for people and bad news for 
dictators. The American involvement 
by no means should belittle the hero-
ism of the Egyptian people. They 
have made their history again and 
we should all hope that the conse-
quences would be equally hospitable. 
Revolutions generate lots of hope, 
energy and optimism, and the young 
Egyptians are now filled with these 
positive qualities. But revolutions 
are also fraught with serious dangers.

The US role remains critical 
in understanding these dangers and 
advising Egyptian leaders accord-
ingly.  In the last 20 or so years (dur-
ing which I have struggled for bet-
ter US-Iran relations), I have been 
arguing that “no country has ever 
become democratic in the absence 
of diplomatic ties with the US, and 
that anti-American governments are 
also anti-democratic.”  This does not 
suggest that governments that have 
normal relations with the US are or 
become automatically democratic. 
What this correlation or association 
indicates is that normal relations with 
the US are a necessary condition for 
democratic change in dictatorships, 
though it is not a sufficient condition. 

Indeed, dictators who have nor-

mal diplomatic relations with the 
US collapse faster and easier than 
dictators who have no such relations 
with the US.  Anti-American gov-
ernments are also less likely to be 
overthrown as these entities behave 
like “people in the streets.”  Think 
of Iran and Cuba -- the US has been 
trying to overthrow governments 
there but instead “friendly” govern-
ments are overthrown in Egypt and 
Tunisia.   Diplomatic ties and trade 
melt dictators, while isolation and 
sanctions fatten them! Let us hope 
that the US government learns this 
simple lesson borne by its own ex-
perience and apply it to Iran as well.

Mubarak’s departure from 
power is certainly a welcoming first 
step, but more needs to be done for 
democratization of the Egyptian pol-
ity. It is always easier to revolt than 
to rebuild as the Iranian experience 
has vividly shown. We all know that 
the young Egyptians were instru-
mental in the revolt stage but Egypt 
needs wise and mature political and 
business leaders to rebuild the post-
revolutionary society. Does Egypt 
have enough of this second group 
or are they more like the “politi-
cians and merchants” in Iran (secular 
and religious alike)? I hope it does, 
as otherwise it is a real possibility 
that Egypt will return to square one.

We already see the sign of dan-
ger as the “transition to democracy” 
in Egypt is going to be managed by 
a military junta.  This institution 
has played the key role in Egyptian 
anti-democratic polity since 1952, 
when General Muhammad Naguib 

and Colonel GamaL Abdul Nasser 
overthrow the Monarchy in a coup. 
Will the junta transfer power to, or 
share power with, the civilian lead-
ers? Does Egypt have the kind of 
civilian leaders that the military 
and their Western allies can trust? 
Are there civilian leaders who re-
ally understand the intricacies of 
the transition to democracy in a na-
tion of many antagonistic interests?

Egypt may need a Turgut Ozal, 
the Turkish politician who convinced 
the army to leave the governing poli-
ty after several decades of ruling with 
an iron fist. But the Egyptian Ozal 
must also understand another critical 
Egyptian reality: that now is the time 
for strategic (not just tactical) and 
honest compromises among compet-
ing interests and needs. The Egyptian 
society is comprised of three inter-
est groups and three corresponding 
needs: the upper class (the generals, 
the capitalists, the old guards) are 
after economic growth and wealth 
accumulation; the middle class (pro-
fessionals, the intelligentsia) are 
competing for political development 
(democratization or political reform), 
and the base class (workers, peasants 
and the poor) are striving for social 
justice (provision of basic needs).

Democratization in Egypt de-
mands that these interest groups and 
their legitimate needs are brought to-
gether in a grand compromise plan of 
action, which can be best achieved by 
the formation of a coalition govern-
ment. The governing coalition must 
also avoid the usual populist anti-
Americanism in the region. It is now 

time for inclusion and not ex-
clusion – at all levels. Will these 
interest groups, the military in partic-
ular, understand the need for such a 
grand compromising scheme? And do 
they have the required political cul-
ture to help in this process of national 
reconciliation and democratization?

Beyond these interests and 
needs, there are other important ar-
eas that require reform, including 
balancing international relations, 
avoiding anti-Israeli rhetoric while 
promoting Palestinian interests, har-
monizing tradition with modernity, 
reconciling Islam with secular life, 
attending to minority and regional 
affairs, creating jobs for the young 
Egyptians, and securing women 
and human rights.  A sea of issues 
awaits Egyptians but it is critical that 
they go in steps and on the basis of 
a well-developed set of priorities. 
They also need to be patient as a rush 
to action is deadly in a sensational 
situation that can develop in Egypt.

What happens in Egypt in the 
next several months is critical for 
the future of democratization in the 
larger Middle East and North Afri-
ca, and the most important first step 
will be holding free and fair elec-
tions. We should all pray that the 
Egyptian people would set a great 
example to be followed by other 
nations. It is our responsibility to 
help as well, perhaps by theoriz-
ing, offering ideas for the transition, 
and providing the right examples.
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In what could be described as ei-
ther the Democratic Party’s great-

est fantasy or worst nightmare, the 
signals from Sarah Palin’s camp that 
she plans on running for president in 
2012 have been increasing recently. 

Previously coy about her plans 
for 2012, Palin has been dropping 
hints about what could prompt her to 
run: “If the American people were to 
be ready for someone who is willing 
to shake it up, and willing to get back 
to time-tested truths, and help lead 
our country towards a more prosper-
ous and safe future and if they hap-
pen to think I was the one, if it were 
best for my family and for our coun-
try, of course I would give it a shot.”

Behind the rhetoric about her 
maverick image and political lead-

ership skills, Palin implied that 
even if the American people did 
not think that she had the abil-
ity to be president, she thought 
so (and she was more than ready 
to consider jumping back into 
the national political arena). 

However, Palin may be get-
ting ahead of herself. Her millions 
of staunch supporters, hundreds-of-
thousands of avid Twitter followers, 
and the remarkable success of her 
best-selling books may have given 
her unmatched notoriety in the po-
litical world, but there is a difference 
between celebrity and credibility.

In a recent Washington Post-
ABC News poll on a potential 
match-up between Palin and Presi-
dent Obama, Palin trailed Obama 
by 13 points. Furthermore, 59% of 
respondents said that they would 
not even consider voting for Palin 
in 2012. Nonetheless, Palin told 
Barbara Walters in an exclusive in-
terview that she believed that she 

could beat Obama for the presidency.  
Before Palin would have the 

chance to defeat Obama in the presi-
dential race though, she would have 
to win the Republican primary, a 
difficult feat even with the Tea Par-
ty support that she would almost 
certainly receive. Although the Tea 
Party has made great inroads into 
the Republican Party, the moderate-
to-conservative base that makes up 
the rest of the GOP would still balk 
at the prospect of a Palin presidency.

After winning control of Con-
gress in the 2010 midterm elec-
tions, Republican leaders would love 
nothing more than to win the presi-
dency and to secure the opportunity 
to implement their agenda. They do 
not want to hand the White House 
back to the Democrats, but a GOP 
ticket headed by Palin would almost 
certainly have that result, as fringe 
radicals in the GOP most likely are 
not powerful enough to elect her. 

“I don’t think the Tea Party will 

have as much influence on the nomi-
nation as it had in the midterm elec-
tions…though both presidential pri-
maries (and especially caucuses) are 
low-turnout elections that magnify 
the impact of zealous minorities,” 
says M. Elizabeth Sanders, Professor 
of American Government. “And they 
have learned a lesson with candidates 
like O’Donnell, Angle, and Miller…
to back more qualified candidates.”

Ironically, Christine O’Donnell 
and Sharron Angle, two candidates 
whom Palin supported in the 2010 
elections as fellow female conserva-
tive crusaders against Washington, 
followed much the same path as Palin 
did in 2008 – after amassing millions 
of followers for their promises to take 
Washington by storm, they were even-
tually defeated because of their con-
troversial remarks and lack of experi-
ence. If Palin did get the Republican 
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The Challenge of Democratizing Egypt
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Does Anyone Really Want Sarah Palin?
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Texas is reportedly going to give college 
students the right to carry guns on campus. 
So I guess that next semester, every college 
student in Texas is getting straight A’s.

-Conan O’Brien

A lot of people have Presidents Day off, espe-
cially people who work for the government, like 
postal workers — and investment bankers. 

–Craig Ferguson

All across the Middle East in the streets, 
people are demanding democracy. It’s amaz-
ing. The only way in America you get people 
to get worked up like that is to threaten to 
give them health care.

–Bill Maher

Former Egyptian President Hosni Mubarak is 
thinking of moving to Los Angeles. Before you 
get him a roommate, just know that he’s really 
hard to evict. 

–Conan O’Brien

Dick Cheney presented Donald Rumsfeld with a De-
fender of the Constitution Award. And, yes, the irony 
was lost on both of them. 

– Seth Meyers 

Experts say that what happened in Egypt 
proves that countries in the Middle East can 
move toward democracy without the U.S. invad-
ing them. George W. Bush said, “Now you 
tell me.” 

– Jay Leno

President Obama invited John Mc-
Cain to the White House to give his 
opinion on Egypt, specifically what 
it’s like to be a mummy.  

– Bill Maher

Watson the computer crushed its human op-
ponents on “Jeopardy.” This is the greatest 
victory of machine over man since the elec-
tion of Arnold Schwarzenegger.

– Jay Leno

President Taft was so fat that before he was 
elected to the Oval Office it was square.

–Craig Ferguson 

President Obama had lunch with Republican 
leaders at the White House today and had to 
do without salt, pepper and butter. Not for di-
etary reasons. The Republicans refused to pass 
anything.”

– Jay Leno


