
By Dan Smith

	 After	 what	 has	 been	 a	 long	
and	 bruising	 battle,	 lawmakers	
seemed	 within	 reach	 of	 a	 goal	 that	
had	eluded	them	for	the	better	part	of	
a	century:	the	enactment	of	compre-
hensive	health	care	reform.	In	a	late	
nail-biting	vote	on	November	7,	 the	
House	 made	 history	 by	 passing	 its	
version	of	health	reform	220	to	215.	
The	Senate	 eventually	 followed	 suit	
after	 much	 deal-making	 with	 a	 few	
hold-out	 votes	 in	 a	 dramatic	Christ-
mas	 Eve	 vote	 of	 60	 to	 39.	 Though	
the	bills,	particularly	the	Senate	one,	
were	 far	 from	 perfect,	 it	 seemed	 as	
though	President	Obama	would	soon	
sign	 a	 historic	 universal	 health	 care	
bill	into	law.	The	stunning	victory	of	
Scott	Brown	on	 January	19th	 in	 the	
Massachusetts	 special	 Senate	 elec-
tion	 appears	 to	 have	 temporarily	
dashed	 these	 hopes.	The	Democrats	
will	 no	 longer	 control	 the	 requisite	
60	 seats	 in	 the	 Senate	 necessary	 to	

override	an	inevitable	Republican	fil-
ibuster.	It	is	a	tragic	irony	that	Brown	
will	fill	the	seat	formerly	held	by	the	
late	Ted	Kennedy,	who	often	referred	
to	 the	 struggle	 to	 achieve	 universal	
health	 care	 as	 the	 cause	 of	 his	 life.	
	 Even	 before	 Democrat	
Martha	 Coakley’s	 shocking	 loss	 to	
Brown,	 there	 were	 still	 major	 ob-
stacles	to	be	overcome	in	order	bring	
health	 reform	 across	 the	 finish	 line.	
The	 significant	 differences	 between	
the	 House	 and	 Senate	 versions	 of	
the	 reform	 bill	 needed	 to	 be	 recon-
ciled	to	form	a	single	piece	of	legis-
lation	for	the	President	to	sign.	This	
process	 had	 begun	 in	 earnest	 with	
intense	 negotiations	 between	 the	
leadership	 of	 both	 Houses	 of	 Con-
gress,	 affected	 interest	 groups,	 and	
the	White	House.	An	agreement	was	
reached,	 for	 example,	 which	 would	
lessen	 the	 impact	 on	 union	 mem-
bers	 of	 the	 Senate’s	 “Cadillac”	 tax	
on	expensive	insurance	plans,	which	
many	 unions	 had	 earned	 through	

collective	 bargaining	 agreements.	
Once	 negotiators	 had	 agreed	 on	 a	
compromise	bill,	both	houses	would	
need	 to	 vote	 again	 on	 the	 final	 ver-
sion	of	 the	 legislation.	Now	that	 the	
Democrats	have	lost	the	crucial	60th	
vote	 in	 the	Senate,	 there	 is	 no	hope	
of	 passing	 such	 a	 compromise	 bill.	
	 Other	 options	 remain,	 how-
ever.	The	House,	for	example,	could	
pass	the	Senate	bill	as-is,	without	any	
amendments.	 That	 way,	 the	 legisla-
tion	would	go	right	to	the	president’s	
desk	without	having	to	go	back	to	the	
Senate.	 The	 difficulty	 with	 this	 op-
tion	 is	 that	 progressive	 and	 conser-
vative	House	Democrats	have	objec-
tions	 to	different	parts	of	 the	Senate	
plan.	In	order	to	secure	the	support	of	
conservative	members	of	the	Demo-
cratic	coalition	in	the	Senate	like	Ben	
Nelson	of	Nebraska	and	Joe	Lieber-
man	of	Connecticut,	Majority	Leader	
Harry	 Reid	 of	 Nevada	 was	 forced	
to	 abandon	 elements	 present	 in	 the	
House	 bill.	 Perhaps	 the	 most	 no-

table	of	these	was	the	public	option,	
which	would	 have	 given	Americans	
greater	choice	in	selecting	insurance	
and	 provided	 a	 source	 of	 competi-
tion	 for	 private	 insurers.	 A	 handful	
of	 Senators,	 particularly	Lieberman,	
refused	to	vote	for	a	bill	with	a	public	
option	 in	 it.	As	 a	 compromise	 solu-
tion,	 Reid	 dropped	 the	 public	 op-
tion,	 but	 inserted	 a	 provision	 to	 al-
low	Americans	over	the	age	of	55	to	
buy	 into	 Medicare.	 Despite	 having	
strongly	 supported	 such	 a	 policy	 in	
the	 past,	 Lieberman	 shocked	 many	
observers	 by	 coming	 out	 against	 it	
at	 the	 eleventh	 hour	 in	what	 consti-
tuted	 a	 reprehensible	 show	 of	 po-
litical	gamesmanship.	Reid	was	thus	
forced	to	drop	that	provision	as	well.	
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	 The end of a year always 
brings about list after list about that 
year, proclaiming the Top Ten of this 
or that. Top Ten Fashion Faux-Pas 
of 2009? You got it. Top Ten Most 
Memorable Political Gaffes? The 
media have you covered. Unfortu-
nately, because the Cornell Progres-
sive’s last issue of the year comes 
out in the beginning of December, 
we always miss out on creating our 
own annual lists. This January, we 
will look back on 2009 and remi-
nisce over the good times and bad 
that Cornell had to offer us students 
in the final year of the “oughts.”
 
In  no particular order...

Swine Flu:	
	 All	 the	 summer	 fears	 about	
H1N1	 rapidly	 spreading	 throughout	
schools	 and	 campuses	 proved	 more	
than	 accurate	 at	 Cornell	 as	 student	
after	 student,	 perhaps	 even	 you	 the	
reader,	 succumbed	 to	 chills,	 aches,	
lack	 of	 hunger,	 a	 nasty	 cough	 and	
unaffordable	 absences	 from	 class.	
The	 rapid	 spread	 of	 swine	 flu	 in	
September	resulted	not	only	in	hand	
sanitizer	 machines	 being	 placed	 in	
all	 the	 nooks	 and	 crannies	 on	 cam-
pus,	 but	 also	 a	 moratorium	 on	 fra-
ternity	 parties,	 forcing	 students	 to	

study	 for	 one	 long	weekend.	 Or	 go	
to	Collegetown.	Cornell’s	H1N1	epi-
demic	 took	 a	 serious	 turn	 with	 the	
tragic	 passing	 of	Warren	 Schor	 ’11.

Chi Alpha:
	 A	 storm	 of	 protest	 occurred	
in	 April	 after	 Chi	 Alpha	 Christian	
Fellowship	 asked	 Vice	 President	
Chris	 Donohoe	 ’09	 to	 step	 down	
when	he	decided	to	come	out	as	gay.		
Chi	Alpha	had	been	aware	of	Dono-
hoe’s	sexual	orientation,	but	when	he	
entered	 a	 relationship	 with	 another	
male	 Cornell	 student,	 he	 found	 he	
was	no	longer	comfortable	being	se-
cretive.	 While	 Donohoe	 wanted	 to	
continue	in	this	position,	Chi	Alpha’s	
leaders	 “weren’t	 comfortable”	 with	
his	wishes,	noting	that	their	decision	
was	 not	 personal.	 Reactions	 against	
Chi	Alpha	included	a	half	hour	can-
dlelit	 vigil	 outside	 of	McGraw	Hall	
in	 support	of	Donohoe,	as	well	as	a	
Student	 Assembly	 resolution	 that	
halted	funding	for	the	religious	group	
after	finding	 it	 in	opposition	 to	 sev-
eral	 university	 policies,	 including	
“Open	Doors,	Open	Hearts	and	Open	
Minds.”
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By Sam Ferenc anD Zachary 
newkirk 

	 On	Thursday,	 January	 21st,	
the	 Supreme	Court	 overturned	 one	
hundred	years	of	legal	precedent	by	
obliterating	nearly	all	regulations	on	
corporate	spending	in	political	cam-
paigns.	In	a	5-4	decision,	 the	court	
ruled	 that	 it	 was	 an	 obstruction	 of	
free	speech	to	prevent	corporations	
and	unions	from	spending	unlimited	
amounts	of	shareholder	or	member	
money	to	influence	elections,	name-
ly	through	advertisements.	The	rul-
ing	predicates	on	 the	assertion	 that	
corporations	 and	 unions	 have	 the	
same	First	Amendment	right	to	ex-
press	 their	political	opinions	as	 in-
dividuals,	 and	 that	 restrictions	 on	
campaign	spending	amount	to,	in	the	
words	of	Justice	Anthony	Kennedy,	
“censorship	 to	 control	 thought.”
	 The	 case	 originated	 with	
a	 90-minute	 smear	 documentary	
called	 “Hillary:	 The	 Movie,”	 pro-
duced	 by	 conservative	 nonprofit	
Citizens	United.	The	 group	 sought	
to	make	the	film	available	for	cable	
on	 demand	 viewing	 shortly	 before	
the	 January	 2008	 Democratic	 pri-
maries,	 while	 the	 2002	 McCain-
Feingold	Act	prohibits	political	ads	
funded	 by	 corporations	 or	 unions	
from	airing	less	than	30	days	before	
a	primary	or	60	days	before	the	gen-
eral	 election.	 However,	 the	 right-
wing	activist	Supreme	Court	seized	
on	this	case,	using	it	as	a	launching	
pad	to	mount	a	full-scale	attack	on	
campaign	 finance	 laws,	 ordering	
lawyers	 on	 both	 sides	 to	 expand	
the	scope	of	 their	arguments	 to	 the	
constitutionality	 of	 any	 corporate	
political	speech.	This	command	was	
given	during	an	unusual	September	
re-argument,	a	month	before	the	fall	

Supreme	Court	 term	began;	 the	re-
cent	 decision	was	 also	 issued	on	 a	
Thursday,	a	day	 the	court	does	not	
typically	deliver	 these	 sorts	 of	 rul-
ings,	further	illustrating	its	unusual	
eagerness	 to	 address	 this	 issue.
	 Unsurprisingly,	the	decision	
was	condemned	by	Democrats	and	
hailed	 by	 Republicans.	 President	
Obama	 issued	 an	 immediate	 state-
ment,	 calling	 the	 ruling	 a	 “major	
victory	for	big	oil,	Wall	Street	banks,	
health	insurance	companies	and	the	
other	powerful	interests	that	marshal	
their	power	every	day	in	Washington	
to	drown	out	the	voices	of	everyday	
Americans.”	In	contrast,	House	Mi-
nority	Leader	 John	Boehner	 called	
the	decision	“a	big	win	for	the	First	
Amendment.”	 “Let	 the	 American	
people	decide	how	much	money	 is	
enough,”	 he	 said,	 celebrating	 the	
new	ability	of	corporations	to	spend	
without	 limit,	 but	 calling	 for	 them	
to	disclose	the	amounts	they	spend,	
as	though	the	American	people	have	
some	 effective	 means	 of	 dissent-
ing	 to	 corporate	 action.	 President	
Obama	and	the	Democrats	still	have	
much	 work	 to	 do	 to	 demonstrate	
that	 they	place	the	interests	of	citi-
zens	over	those	of	corporations,	but	
for	Republicans,	 this	decision	only	
strengthens	 the	 already	 powerful	
bond	 between	 political	 and	 corpo-
rate	power;	it	is	clear	that	Republi-
can	 candidates	will	 benefit	 consid-
erably	 more	 than	 Democrats	 from	
the	new	startling	lack	of	regulation.
	 Corporations	 should	 not	 be	
granted	 the	 same	 rights	 as	 private	
individuals,	not	only	because	of	the	
immense	power	and	wealth	so	many	
possess,	but	also	because	of	their	in-
delible	 connections	 to	 the	 govern-
ment	 that	 issues	 their	 charters	 and	
grants	 them	 economic	 privileges.	

There	 is	 absolutely	 no	 justifica-
tion	for	allowing	these	creations	of	
the	 state,	 with	 their	 consistently-
demonstrated	 corrupting	 influence	
on	 our	 democracy,	 to	 empty	 their	
coffers	 to	 direct	 its	 politics;	 legal	
precedent	 throughout	 American	
history	 has	 reflected	 this	 fact.	 Un-
fortunately,	that	precedent	has	been	
thrown	away	like	yesterday’s	news-
paper.	 It	 is	 clear	 that	 this	Supreme	
Court	 decision	 had	 nothing	 to	 do	
with	 censorship	 or	 First	 Amend-
ment	rights;	this	was	a	decision	de-
signed	solely	to	increase	the	ability	
of	Republican	candidates	 to	spread	
lies	and	fear	to	elicit	votes,	a	tactic	
that	 in	recent	memory	has	aided	in	
ending	Senator	 John	Kerry’s	presi-
dential	 campaign	 and	 most	 likely	
any	 chance	 of	 meaningful	 health	
care	 reform.	 Now	 with	 the	 finan-
cial	 backing	 of	 corporations,	 this	
strategy	will	only	grow	more	wide-
spread	and	more	powerful	in	2010’s	
midterm	 campaigns	 and	 beyond.	
	 Granting	 corporations	 and	
their	 strongest	 political	 allies	 un-
checked	power	 to	direct	our	 future	
elections	 is	 a	 serious	 threat	 to	 our	
democracy	 and	 our	 nation,	 allow-
ing	 for	 attacks	 on	 free	 thought	 far	
more	grave	than	those	the	Supreme	
Court	 prohibited	 in	 this	 decision.	
Government	 of	 the	 people,	 by	 the	
people,	 for	 the	 people	 has	 never	
seemed	 more	 distant,	 and	 as	 long	
as	 an	 activist	 right-wing	 major-
ity	 remains	on	 the	Supreme	Court,	
that	vision	of	America	will	 contin-
ue	to	slip	further	and	further	away.

Government Of, By, And For 
The Corporations
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By roxana amirahmaDi 
	
	 Since	 the	 disputed	 Iranian	
presidential	 elections	 in	 June	 2009,	
the	 Islamic	 Republic	 saw	 the	 most	
widespread	 and	 violent	 social	 and	
political	 uprisings	 since	 the	 Islamic	
Revolution	 in	 1979.	 However,	 the	
stark	 clashes	 in	 Iran’s	 political	 and	
social	 atmospheres	 began	 brewing	
before	polls	were	even	opened	in	the	
country.	Once	it	became	apparent	that	
the	reformist	leaders,	Mehdi	Karoubi	
and	 Mir	 Hussein	 Moussavi,	 were	
gaining	 popularity	 before	 the	 elec-
tion,	 the	 two	candidates	saw	a	rapid	
increase	in	enthusiastic	support	from	
not	only	a	struggling	middle	class,	but	
also	 frustrated	 college	 students	who	
grew	up	in	the	age	of	the	internet	and	
globalization,	 and	 thirsted	 to	 bring	
reform	to	a	 regime	 increasingly	 iso-
lated	in	the	international	community	
by	its	hard-line	president,	Mahmoud	
Ahmadinejad.	Moussavi	and	Karoubi	
supporters	adopted	Moussavi’s	trade-
mark	 campaign	 green	 and	 used	 the	
color	it	to	represent	their	new	Green	
Movement.
	 After	 the	 polls	 had	 closed,	
Iranians	 in	 the	Green	Movement,	as	
well	 as	 the	 rest	 of	 the	 world,	 were	
shocked	 to	 hear	 that	 Ahmadinejad	
had	 won	 the	 election.	 Despite	 the	
widespread	 demands	 for	 a	 recount	
and	 the	 claims	 that	 Ahmadinejad	
“stole	the	election,”	Supreme	Leader	
Ayatollah	Khamenei	declared	that	the	
election	was	fair	and	that	Ahmadine-
jad	 was	 the	 winner.	 Consequently,	
millions	of	students	and	middle	class	
youth	flooded	the	streets	of	the	capi-
tal,	 Tehran,	 as	 well	 as	 other	 cities	
throughout	 Iran	 including	 Esfahan,	
Mashad,	and	Shiraz.	
	 As	 the	 11th	 largest	 internet-
using	nation	 in	 the	world,	 it	was	no	
surprise	 that	 the	 protesters	 docu-
mented	the	demonstrations	via	social	
networking	 websites	 like	 Twitter,	
MySpace,	and	Facebook.	In	order	to	
prevent	attracting	foreign	attention	to	
the	massive	 protests,	 the	 regime	 at-
tempted	to	cut	off	all	internet	access	
in	the	country,	and	made	communica-
tion	 transmissions	 in	 and	out	 nearly	
impossible.	Despite	these	efforts,	the	
protests	gained	widespread	coverage	
around	the	world.
	 The	 protests	 continued	 for	
weeks	 after	 the	 elections,	 despite	
Khamenei’s	outlawing	of	street	gath-
erings.	 This	 non-cooperation	 led	 to	
violent	 clashes	 between	 the	 police	
and	 the	 conservative	 Basij	 militia,	
and	 the	 rioters.	 At	 several	 points,	
direct	gunfire	was	 shot	 into	 crowds,	
which	led	to		the	death	of	Neda	Agha-
Soltan,	an	innocent	civilian	who	hap-
pened	 to	 be	 uninvolved	 in	 the	 pro-
tests.	Her	death	became	a	prominent	
symbol	used	by	the	Green	Movement	
to	convey	a	brutal	and	ruthless	image	
of	the	regime.	
	 Until	 December,	 protests	

continued	to	erupt	across	the	country,	
but	it	was	not	until	Iran’s	holy	day	of	
Ashura	 when	 the	 internal	 violence	
reached	 a	 second	 climax.	 The	 day	
of	Ashura	 is	 a	 highly	 sacred	 period	
for	Shiite	Muslims	to	commemorate	
the	martyrdom	of	one	of	the	Shiites’	
most	revered	followers	of	the	Prophet	
Muhammad,	 Imam	Hussein.	On	 the	
occasion	of	a	major	national	and	reli-
gious	holiday,	thousands	of	protesters	
went	 into	 the	 streets	 to	 further	 pro-
test	 and	 express	 their	 ardent	 desires	
for	reform	in	the	government.	While	
the	 political	 demonstrators	 claimed	
that	their	protests	were	peaceful,	the	
government	believed	 that	 the	 rioters	
took	 advantage	 of	 a	 religious	 occa-
sion	to	stir	up	political	and	social	un-
rest,	therefore	disrespecting	the	Shi’a	
Muslim	religion,	which	is	punishable	
by	 death.	 Thousands	 of	 protesters	
were	arrested	and	 jailed,	 some	were	
extensively	 interrogated,	 and	 ap-

proximately	 ten	 were	 killed	 by	 law	
enforcement	on	the	streets.
				Given	the	United	States’	exten-

sive	 involvement	 in	 the	 reconstruc-
tion	 of	 Iraq	 and	 Afghanistan,	 and	
its	asserted	 role	as	 the	“promoter	of	
democracy”	in	the	region,	the	world	
was	anticipating	the	Obama	adminis-
tration’s	response	to	these	tumultuous	
demonstrations	and	zealous	demands	
for	 reform.	 In	 the	 wake	 of	 these	
violent	 and	 widespread	 demonstra-
tions,	the	Obama	administration	con-
demned	the	regime’s	use	of	violence	
against	 its	 own	 civilians,	 especially	

those	who	were	protesting	peacefully.	
President	 Obama	 clearly	 expressed	
his	support	 for	 the	people’s	struggle	
to	establish	a	true	democracy	in	their	
country,	 but	 some	 experts	 on	 Iran	
questioned	 whether	 the	 Obama	 ad-
ministration	 was	 responsive	 enough	
to	the	nation’s	widespread	violence.
	 However,	 Obama	 has	 made	
several	positive	diplomatic	efforts	to-
ward	Iran;	since	the	beginning	of	his	
presidency,	President	Obama	has	vo-
cally	 supported	 the	 Iranian	 people’s	
struggle	 for	human	 rights,	while	of-
fering	 to	 open	 a	 channel	 for	 com-
munication	with	the	isolated	regime.	
With	 a	 warm	 Persian	 New	 Year’s	
greeting	to	the	Iranian	people,	Obama	
made	 a	 historic	 step	 towards	 finally	
promoting	a	direct	dialogue	between	
the	United	States	and	the	Islamic	Re-
public,	articulating	the	United	States’	
expectations	and	stances	on	its	poli-
cies	while	showing	its	people	respect.
	 The	American	Iranian	Coun-
cil,	a	think-tank	devoted	to	nurturing	
an	 understanding	 between	 the	 two	
nations	and	promoting	the	normaliza-
tion	 of	 United	 States-Iran	 relations,	
hopes	 that	 the	 Obama	 administra-
tion	 will	 continue	 to	 strive	 towards	
engaging	Iran	in	direct	and	peaceful	
dialogue	while	still	voicing	its	disap-
proval	of	other	aspects	of	the	regime’s	
foreign	and	domestic	policies.	Need-
less	to	say,	the	Council	also	wants	to	
discourage	the	current	administration	
from	 imposing	 additional	 sanctions	
and	 threats	 of	 possible	 military	 in-
tervention	on	the	country,	especially	
during	such	a	politically	 tumultuous	
and	tense	period.		
	 “The	 Obama	 administration	
should	maintain	an	open	posture	 to-
wards	diplomatic	engagement,	while	
in	principle,	defending	the	democrat-
ic	rights	of	the	Iranian	people,”	said	
the	founder	and	president	of	AIC,	Dr.	
Hooshang	Amirahmadi,	in	a	Youtube	

video	 posted	 immediately	 after	 the	
violent	demonstrations	during	 Iran’s	
holy	 day	 of	 Ashura.	 He	 continued,	
“Without	a	middle	ground,	Iran	could	
face	a	military	dictatorship,	a	revolu-

tion,	or	a	prolonged	period	of	chaos	
and	instability.”
	 The	Council	and	many	other	
social	 and	 political	 bodies	 strongly	
oppose	 intervention	 of	 any	 foreign	
power	 into	 Iran’s	 internal	 affairs,	 to	
not	only	avoid	propagating	the	insta-
bility	 already	 present	 in	 the	Middle	
East,	 but	 also	 to	 prevent	 reliving	
mistakes	 of	 the	 past,	 like	 the	 1953	
CIA-led	 coup	 that	 overthrew	 Iran’s	
government	 and	 its	 democratically	
elected	 president,	 Dr.	 Mohammad	
Mossadegh.	 Certainly	 the	 White	
House	should	continue	to	express	its	
support	for	the	Iranian	people	as	well	
as	vocally	convey	its	criticisms	of	the	
regime’s	 domestic	 and	 foreign	 poli-
cies.	However,	it	is	also	important	to	
remember	that	in	order	to	avoid	past	
mistakes,	the	United	States	must	not	
intervene	 in	 Iran’s	 internal	 affairs,	
because	democracy	is	not	established	
identically	 in	 every	nation;	 only	 the	
people	can	create	an	optimal	political	
climate	 for	a	democracy	 in	 the	con-
text	 of	 their	 unique	 culture	 and	his-
tory.	

“The protests 
continued for weeks 
after the elections, 
despite Khamenei’s 
outlawing of street 

gatherings.” 

“Since the beginning 
of his presidency, 

President Obama has 
vocally supported 

the Iranian people’s 
struggle for human 

rights, while offering 
to open a channel for 
communication with 
the isolated regime.”
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Hundreds of thousands of people marched through central Tehran to protest against Ahmadinejad’s victory and to 
show their support for the Green Movement.



By catherine LuSSenhop

	 In	 the	 United	 States,	 the	
most	 public	 issue	 for	 the	 gay	 com-
munity	right	now	is	 the	fight	 to	win	
the	 right	 to	 marry.	 But	 in	 Uganda,	
gay	people	are	being	faced	with	a	bill	
that	 would	 punish	 homosexual	 acts	
with	life	imprisonment	or	even	death.
	 In	October,	Member	 of	 Par-
liament	 David	 Bahati	 proposed	 Bill	
No.	18,	called	“The	Anti	Homosexu-
ality	 Bill,”	 to	 the	 Ugandan	 Parlia-
ment.	The	earliest	version	of	the	bill	
describes	 a	 number	 of	 punishable	
offenses	 related	 to	 homosexuality,	
such	as	“aggravated	homosexuality,”	
“attempt	 to	commit	homosexuality,”	
and	“aiding	and	abetting	homosexu-
ality.”	 Penalties	 include	 fines,	 life	
imprisonment,	 and	 even	 execution.	
In	 fact,	 just	 knowing	 that	 some-
one	 has	 committed	 a	 homosexual	
act	 and	 not	 alerting	 the	 authorities	
within	24	hours	of	finding	out	about	
it	would	get	you	at	 least	 a	fine,	 and	
possibly	three	years	in	prison.	The	fi-
nal	version	of	 the	bill	may	have	 the	
death	 penalty	 provision	 removed.
	 Numerous	countries	still	have	
laws	against	homosexuality,	many	of	
them	in	sub-Saharan	Africa.	But	this	
bill	is	not	the	brainchild	of	David	Ba-
hati	alone.	The	bill	had	significant	in-
fluence	from	the	United	States,	most	
notably	 from	 the	 secretive	 religious	
organization	 called	 The	 Family.
	 Origins	of	the	bill	can	likely	
be	 traced	 to	 a	 conference	 that	 took	
place	from	March	5-8	in	2009.	Orga-
nized	by	Family	Life	Network	direc-
tor	Stephen	Langa,	 the	 conference’s	
theme	was	 the	“gay	agenda,”	which	
encompassed	the	perceived	threat	of	
gay	 pedophiles,	 sexual	 promiscuity,	
and	 the	 threat	 homosexuality	 posed	
to	 the	Ugandan	 family	 unit.	Among	
those	 featured	 were	 three	American	
evangelicals:	 Scott	 Lively,	 Caleb	
Lee	Brundidge,	and	Don	Schmierer.	
Lively	has	authored	several	anti-gay	
books,	Brundidge	is	a	self-identified	
“ex-gay”	man,	 and	 Schmierer	 is	 on	
the	board	of	Exodus	International,	a	
group	 that	promotes	ex-gay	 therapy.	
At	 the	 conference,	 the	 three	 men	
presented	 their	 case	 for	why	 homo-

sexuality	was	doing	irreparable	harm	
to	Ugandan	 society.	They	 quoted	 at	
length	 from	 notorious	 ex-gay	 thera-
pist	Richard	Cohen’s	books,	making	
claims	such	as	“Homosexuals	are	at	
least	12	 times	more	 likely	 to	molest	
children	 than	 heterosexuals”	 and	
“Homosexuality	is	not	about	sex,	but	
about	 seeking	 the	 love	of	 the	 father	
or	 the	 love	 of	 the	mother.”	 Stephen	
Langa	 venerated	 Cohen’s	 success	
in	 “coming	 out”	 of	 homosexual-
ity,	claiming	 that	Cohen	has	 studied	
psychology,	psychotherapy,	and	psy-
chiatry,	though	Cohen	is	not	current-
ly	 licensed	 or	 accredited	 by	 any	 le-
gitimate	 psychiatrists’	 organization.

	 At	the	end	of	the	talk,	one	of	
the	audience	members	 stood	up	and	
said,	 “”[The	 parliament]	 feels	 it	 is	
necessary	to	draft	a	new	law	that	deals	
comprehensively	with	the	issue	of	ho-
mosexuality	and...takes	 into	account	
the	international	gay	agenda...	Right	
now	 there	 is	 a	 proposal	 that	 a	 new	
law	be	drafted.”	On	her	show,	Rachel	
Maddow	credited	this	presentation	at	
the	conference	as	the	impetus	for	what	

she	called	 the	“Kill-The-Gays	Bill.”
	 The	 bill	 also	 has	 unsettling	
connections	 to	 American	 political	
leaders	 and	 evangelicals.	 One	 of	
the	 major	 proponents	 of	 the	 bill	 in	
Uganda	 is	 Pastor	 Martin	 Ssempa,	
who	happens	 to	 be	 a	 frequent	 guest	
at	Rick	Warren’s	Saddleback	Church	
in	 California.	 When	 Warren	 was	
questioned	 about	 the	 Ugandan	 bill	
and	his	association	with	Ssempa,	he	
distanced	 himself	 from	 the	 Pastor	
but	 also	 neglected	 to	 condemn	 the	
bill	 itself,	saying	“...it	 is	not	my	po-
litical	calling,	as	a	pastor	in	America,	
to	comment	or	interfere	in	the	politi-
cal	process	of	other	nations.”	But	as	
Maddow	pointed	out,	Warren	hadn’t	
had	any	trouble	in	the	past	comment-
ing	 on	 Uganda’s	 political	 process,	
praising	 the	 country	 when	 it	 broke	
with	 the	 pro-gay	 Anglican	 Church.
	 The	shadowy	religious	orga-
nization	 called	 The	 Family	 has	 left	
its	mark	on	 the	bill	 as	well:	Yoweri	
Museveni,	 the	 President	 of	Uganda,	
and	 David	 Bahati,	 who	 introduced	
the	 bill,	 are	 both	 members	 of	 The	
Family.	 Jeff	 Sharlet,	 author	 of	 a	 in-
depth	 investigative	 book	 about	 The	
Family,	 told	 Rachel	 Maddow	 that	
Bahati	was	one	of	The	Family’s	“key	
men	on	the	ground	there	in	Uganda.”	
Museveni	 originally	 seemed	 to	 ex-
press	 support	 for	 the	 bill,	 but	 since	
has	backed	off,	largely	as	a	result	of	
international	 pressure.	 “The	 prime	
minister	 of	Canada	 came	 to	 see	me	
and	what	was	he	talking	about?	Gays.	
[UK]	Prime	Minister	Gordon	Brown	
came	to	see	me	and	what	was	he	talk-
ing	about?	Gays.	[Secretary	of	State	
Hilary]	 Clinton	 rang	me.	What	was	
she	 talking	about?	Gays,”	Museveni	
said	exasperatedly	 in	his	first	public	
comments	about	the	bill.	He	deemed	
it	 a	 “foreign	 policy	 issue.”	 Bahati,	
however,	remains	steadfastly	in	sup-
port	of	the	bill,	and	though	he	may	re-
vise	it,	he	has	no	plans	to	withdraw	it.
	 Many	 countries	 and	 world	
leaders	 have	 publicly	 condemned	
the	 bill:	 Barack	 Obama	 has	 de-
nounced	 it.	 Sweden’s	 government	
called	 the	 bill	 “appalling”	 and	
threatened	 to	 revoke	 $50	 million	
in	 developmental	 aid	 to	 Uganda.	
Canadian	 Prime	 Minister	 Stephen	

Harper	 expressed	 concern	 privately	
to	President	Museveni.	But	religious	
leaders	 in	 the	 United	 States	 and	
members	of	The	Family,	who	 could
likely	 have	 great	 influence	 on	 the	
bill	 because	 of	 their	 intimate	 con-
nections	 to	 it,	 have	 only	 reluctantly	
expressed	 opposition	 to	 the	 bill.	
Senator	 Jim	 Inhofe	 (R-OK),	 who	
has	an	association	with	The	Family,	
has	made	 over	 20	 trips	 to	Africa	 in	
the	last	decade,	often	to	Uganda,	and	
he	 has	 boasted	 about	 his	 close	 rela-
tionship	 to	Ugandan	politics.	He	at-
tends	 the	 Ugandan	 National	 Prayer	
Breakfast,	 created	 by	 The	 Family,	
and	undoubtedly	has	great	clout	with	
the	Ugandans	 influential	 in	 the	anti-
homosexuality	 bill.	 He	 said—under	
pressure--that	he	opposes	the	bill,	but	
has	done	nothing	else	to	stop	its	pas-
sage.	The	Family	itself	also	official-
ly	 opposes	 the	 bill,	 but	 like	 Inhofe,	
that	 is	 about	 as	 far	 as	 they	will	 go.
	 Apart	 from	 being	 a	 human	
rights	and	foreign	policy	disaster,	the	
bill	 could	 cause	 setbacks	 for	 Ugan-
da’s	AIDS	prevention	efforts,	which	
thus	far	have	been	uncommonly	suc-
cessful.	Penalties	in	the	bill	are	harsh-
er	if	the	accused	happens	to	be	HIV-
positive,	and	Elizabeth	Mataka,	U.N.	
Special	Envoy	on	AIDS	in	Africa,	is	
concerned	 that	 this	will	cause	 fewer	
people	to	get	tested.	Conflating	HIV	
status	 with	 homosexuality	 leads	 to	
the	 stigma	 surrounding	 HIV/AIDS,	
and	could	lead	to	disastrous	effects	on	
Uganda’s	AIDS-prevention	program.

	 Discussion	 on	 the	 bill	 is	 set	
to	 begin	 in	 late	 February	 or	 early	
March.	At	 this	 point,	 the	 mounting	
international	pressure	seems	to	have	
done	its	job,	with	President	Museveni	
now	calling	the	bill	“too	harsh.”	The	
problem,	however,	is	not	that	the	bill	
is	too	harsh;	it	is	that	it	exists	at	all.	It	
is	 unclear	why	Americans	 like	Rick	
Warren	and	Jim	Inhofe,	who	have	a	
great	 deal	 of	 political	 and	 religious	
influence	 in	Uganda,	have	 remained	
so	passive	 in	 their	opposition	 to	 the	
bill.	Their	ambivalence	is	unsettling.	
And	 for	 Uganda’s	 roughly	 500,000	
gay	citizens,	their	inaction	could	have	
devastating,	even	fatal,	consequences.
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	 The	 final	 hold-out	 vote	 was	
Nelson,	 who	 was	 bought	 off	 by	 a	
provision	 that	 exempt	 his	 home	
state	 of	 Nebraska	 from	 having	 to	
pay	 for	 expanding	 Medicaid.	 Simi-
larly,	 Senator	 Mary	 Landrieu	 of	
Louisiana	 extracted	 hundreds	 of	
millions	 of	 dollars	 for	 her	 state	 as	
the	 price	 of	 her	 vote.	 Many	 House	
Democrats	 were	 disgusted	 by	 these	
crass	give-aways.	This	 type	of	deal-
making	 was	 also	 derided	 by	 Scott	
Brown	 in	 his	 campaign	 for	 Senate.
	 Other	provisions	of	 the	Sen-
ate	 bill	 opposed	 by	 many	 House	
Democrats	 include	 the	 low	 level	 of	
subsidies	 for	 those	who	can’t	afford	
the	 cost	 of	 insurance,	 the	 “Cadil-
lac”	tax	that	would	hurt	many	union	
members,	and	the	fact	that	insurance	
exchanges	are	set	up	at	the	state	rath-
er	 than	 the	 national	 level.	 Socially	
conservative	Democrats	led	by	Con-
gressman	 Bart	 Stupak	 of	 Michigan	
also	do	not	think	the	Senate	bill	does	

enough	to	ensure	that	federal	money	
cannot	 be	 used	 to	 fund	 abortions.	
	 Due	to	all	these	objections,	it	
is	not	likely	that	the	House	would	sim-
ply	accept	the	Senate	bill,	no	strings	
attached.	 To	 address	 the	 concerns	
of	 the	House,	 Senate	 leaders	would	
most	 likely	 have	 to	 agree	 to	 pass	
amendments	to	the	legislation	after	it	
is	signed	into	law	through	the	budget	
reconciliation	process.	Reconciliation	
is	a	procedural	tool	by	which	the	Sen-
ate	 can	pass	 legislation	 that	 directly	
affects	the	federal	budget	with	a	sim-
ple	majority	 of	 51	votes	 rather	 than	
the	60	 required	 for	most	 legislation.	
	 At	the	moment,	many	Demo-
crats	 unfortunately	 seem	 to	 be	 re-
luctant	 to	 take	 the	bold	 approach	of	
having	the	House	vote	on	the	Senate	
bill	 in	 response	 to	 the	 outcome	 in	
Massachusetts.	Some	moderates,	 for	
example,	 afraid	of	 losing	 their	 seats	
in	November	are	buying	into	Repub-
lican	 rhetoric	 about	 the	 Massachu-
setts	 race	 and	 trying	 to	 use	 it	 as	 an	
excuse	to	either	abandon	health	care	
reform	entirely	or	drastically	scale	it	
back.	 Some	 have	 suggested	 scrap-
ping	 the	 two	 health	 care	 bills	 that	
took	Congress	a	year	to	come	up	with	
and	 start	 from	scratch	 in	 an	attempt	
to	 attract	 a	 few	 Republican	 votes.	

Others	 have	 suggested	 separating	
some	 of	 the	more	 popular	 elements	
of	 the	 legislation	–	 such	 as	 banning	
insurance	 companies	 from	 denying	
coverage	based	on	pre-existing	con-
ditions	 –	 into	 individual	 pieces	 of	
legislation	that	can	pass	on	their	own.	
	 Even	 some	 progressives	 in	
safe	seats	have	expressed	reluctance	
to	 continue	 fighting	 for	 the	 health	
care	bills	as	they	currently	exist.	Per-
haps	 most	 surprisingly	 and	 disturb-
ing,	 Congressman	 Barney	 Frank	 of	
Massachusetts	 pronounced	 health	
care	 reform	 to	 be	 dead	 after	Brown	
was	 declared	 the	 winner	 in	 Mas-
sachusetts.	 Thankfully	 he	 has	 since	
recanted	 this	 position,	 deeming	 it	
an	 overreaction.	 Congressman	 An-
thony	Weiner	of	New	York,	 another	
staunch	progressive,	asserted	that	the	
outcome	in	Massachusetts	means	that	
the	 Democrats	 should	 abandon	 the	
push	 for	 health	 care	 reform	 and	 in-
stead	focus	on	jobs	and	the	economy.	
“Its	not	the	end	of	the	world”	he	said	
if	 the	Democrats	 do	not	 pass	 health	
care	 reform,	 according	 to	 The	 Hill.	
	 President	 Obama,	 though	
not	 willing	 to	 completely	 abandon	
his	 domestic	 priority,	 has	 expressed	
a	 willingness	 to	 pass	 a	 pared	 down	
version	 of	 health	 care	 reform.	 This	
minimal	 reform	 would	 include	 re-
strictions	on	 the	 insurance	 company	
practice	of	denying	people	coverage	
based	 on	 prior	 health	 problems,	 al-
lowing	young	people	to	stay	on	their	
parents’	policies,	providing	subsidies	
to	 small	 business	 and	 low	 income	
citizens	 to	 help	 them	 pay	 for	 insur-
ance,	 and	 reforming	 Medicare	 to	
reduce	 costs.	 Such	 a	 stripped	 down	
version	 would	 make	 little	 progress	
in	covering	 the	uninsured,	a	priority	
of	both	existing	bills.	Though	he	has	
not	 rejected	 the	 approach	 of	 having	
the	 House	 pass	 the	 Senate	 version,	
Obama	 said	 in	 an	 interview	 with	
George	 Stephanopoulos	 that	 he	 did	
not	want	to	force	the	House	to	do	so.	
	 At	 this	point,	with	meaning-
ful	 health	 care	 reform	 so	 close	 to	
crossing	the	finish	line,	the	only	sen-
sible	option	is	to	have	the	House	ap-
prove	the	Senate	bill	and	then	amend	
it	later	through	the	reconciliation	pro-
cess.	Even	the	bare-bones	health	care	
bills	that	some	have	suggested	would	

likely	 be	 blocked	 by	 a	 Republican	
filibuster.	 Republicans	 have	 shown	
throughout	the	legislative	process	that	
their	 sole	 objective	 is	 to	 kill	 health	
care	reform	in	an	attempt	to	score	po-

litical	points.	The	election	of	Brown	
is	 unlikely	 to	 change	 that	 approach.
	 The	rapid	retreat	of	the	Dem-
ocratic	Party	from	its	commitment	to	
passing	 meaningful	 health	 care	 re-
form	in	response	to	the	loss	of	a	single	
Senate	seat	is	shocking	and	cowardly.	
Coakley’s	 defeat	 in	 the	 Massachu-
setts	Senate	race	was	hardly	a	refer-
endum	on	health	care;	it	was	more	a	
consequence	 of	 a	 bad	 economy,	 her	
weakness	as	a	candidate,	her	lacklus-
ter	campaign	performance,	and	weak	
turnout	 of	Democratic	 voters	 disap-
pointed	 by	 the	 lack	 of	 progress	 on	
health	care	and	finance	reform.	Fur-
thermore,	Massachusetts	already	en-
joys	the	universal	health	care	system	
that	the	nation	so	desperately	needs.	

Even	if	the	election	was	a	referendum	
on	health	care	reform,	a	single	Senate	
race	 should	 not	 be	 enough	 to	 cause	
Democrats	 to	 abandon	 their	 prin-
ciples	 in	 a	 pathetic	 attempt	 to	 save	
their	 political	 skins;	 if	 anything	 it	
should	 strengthen	 their	 resolve.	The	
immediate	 reaction	 of	many	Demo-
crats	following	Brown’s	victory	was	
one	of	 reckless	panic.	Thankfully	at	
least	 Barney	 Frank	 acknowledged	
this	when	he	recanted	his	statements	
about	health	care	reform	being	dead.
	 The	loss	of	the	late	Ted	Ken-
nedy’s	Senate	 seat	 is	 certainly	 a	 se-
rious	setback.	 It	must	be	put	 in	per-
spective,	 however.	 The	 Democrats	
still	have	a	40	seat	advantage	 in	 the	
House	 and	 a	 formidable	 majority	
in	 the	Senate	–	a	 larger	one,	 in	fact,	
than	 Bush	 had	 during	 all	 of	 his	 di-
sastrous	eight	years.	The	Democrats	
would	not	have	even	gotten	 to	sixty	
votes	 had	 it	 not	 been	 for	 the	 defec-
tion	 of	Arlen	 Specter	 of	 Pennsylva-
nia	 and	 the	 extremely	 narrow	 vic-
tory	 of	 Al	 Franken	 in	 Minnesota.	
	 This	 difficult	 loss,	 if	 any-
thing,	should	convince	Democrats	of	
the	urgent	need	to	pass	the	legislation	
they	have	 spent	 the	past	year	work-
ing	on	that	formed	one	of	the	central	
planks	 of	 the	 2008	 campaign.	 The	
Obama	 administration	 now,	 more	
than	 ever,	 needs	 to	 show	 America	
results,	and	passing	a	historic	health	
care	reform	bill	is	the	best	way	to	do	
it.	Though	the	judgment	of	some	leg-
islators	 is	 blinded	 by	 self-interested	
reelection	 concerns,	 all	 Democrats	
should	understand	that	failing	to	pass	
health	care	reform	when	they	are	so	
close	to	doing	so	is	not	only	morally	
wrong,	but	a	political	death	sentence.	
The	unfortunate	reality	is	that	Demo-
crats	are	going	to	lose	seats	no	mat-
ter	 what	 in	 the	 2010	 midterm	 elec-
tions.	 Whether	 they	 support	 health	
care	 reform	 or	 not,	 some	 moderate	
Democrats	in	swing	districts	are	go-
ing	to	lose.	If	health	reform	is	passed,	
they	will	have	at	least	accomplished	
what	 they	 set	 out	 to	 do,	 will	 have	
something	 to	 sell	 to	 their	 constitu-
ents	 during	 the	 campaign,	 and	 will	
have	 enthusiastic	 democratic	 cam-
paign	workers	to	carry	them	through.
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Budget Cuts Slash Programs and 
Places: 
	 Cornell’s	 endowment	
dropped	by	 a	 hefty	 27%	 in	 the	 sec-
ond	half	of	2008,	causing	numerous	
repercussions.	 Perhaps	 most	 notice-
able	 was	 the	 axing	 of	 the	 Swedish	
and	 Dutch	 programs	 in	 the	 Depart-
ment	 of	 German	 Studies	 last	April.	
Despite	 an	 enthusiastic	 protest	 in	
October	 and	 even	 an	 end-of-the-se-
mester	Student	Assembly	Resolution	
in	December,	the	Dutch	and	Swedish	
programs	 appear	 to	 be	 facing	 their	
final	 semester	 this	 spring.	 Turkish	
language	 classes	 were	 demoted	 to	
“straight-to-video”	status,	while	ESL	
writing	 courses	 were	 eliminated,	 a	
large	 blow	 to	 the	 sizable	 interna-
tional	student	population.		2009	also	
saw	the	closing	of	the	Tower	Café	in	
Uris	Library,	 replaced	now	by	 a	 se-
ries	of	snack	machines,	the	Physical	
Sciences	 Library,	 a	 library	 nestled	
in	 that	 extraordinarily	 thin	 corridor	
in	Clark	Hall,	and	the	Knight	Visual	
Resources	 Facility.	 Budget	 cuts	 and	
forced	 retirements	 in	 the	 athletics	
department	 also	 brought	 the	 end	 of	
intramural	 ice	 hockey	 for	 this	 year.

Cornell gets re-imagined: 
	 School	of	Public	Policy?	Col-
lege	of	Art,	Architecture	and	Design?	
If	these	names	seem	new	and	strange	
to	you	now,	they	may	not	be	in	the	fu-
ture	if	Cornell	is	“re-imagined”	along	
proposed	lines.	The	current	economic	
downturn	and	budget	shortfalls	have	
resulted	in	a	potentially	expansive	re-
organization	 of	 the	 university,	 caus-
ing	understandable	concern	for	much	
of	2009.	With	the	help	of	the	consult-
ing	firm	Bain	and	Company,	the	uni-
versity	moves	into	2010	looking	at	its	
academic	and	non-academic	structure	
with	 a	 critical	 and	 economical	 eye.	

Important	strategic	planning	commit-
tees	will	continue	to	meet	and	inform	
the	community	about	the	university’s	
future	direction	 as	 concrete	 changes	
begin	to	occur.	Odds	are,	re-imagina-
tion	will	make	next	year’s	list	as	well.

Direct Elections:	
	 In	March,	Cornell	celebrated	
its	first	direct	election	of	Student	As-
sembly	President	and	Vice	President,	
entering	the	twentieth	century	a	brief	
ninety-six	years	after	the	Seventeenth	
Amendment	allowed	the	direct	elec-
tion	of	U.S.	senators.	Amidst	 record	
turnout,	Rammy	Salem	 ’10	 and	Ol-
amide	 Williams	 ’10	 were	 elected	
president	 and	 vice	 president	 respec-
tively.	Around	 4,300	 students	 voted	
in	 the	 close	 March	 elections.	 The	
Salem-Williams	 ticket	 campaigned	
on	 more	 student	 involvement,	 in-
cluding	 the	 so-called	 “community	
clause”	 which	 would	 give	 votes	
to	 students	 who	 came	 to	 a	 certain	
number	 of	 Student	Assembly	 meet-
ings.	The	direct	elections	were	a	ma-
jor	 step	 in	 increasing	 student	 body	
participation	 in	 their	 government.	

Cornell Cinema Under Fire:	
	 A	high-profile	battle	between	
the	 Student	Assembly	 and	 the	 ven-
erable	Cornell	Cinema	 raged	 late	 in	
the	 fall	 semester.	 The	 Student	 As-
sembly	 Finance	 Committee,	 in	 the	
face	of	its	own	budget	crisis	and	re-
prioritizing,	 cut	 the	 Cinema’s	 “per	
student”	funding	from	$11	 to	$8.60,	
a	 22%	 decrease.	 These	 funds	 origi-
nate	 from	 the	 Student	Activity	 Fee,	
a	 part	 of	 each	 student’s	 tuition	 that	
helps	 fund	 certain	 organizations	 on	
campus.	Subsequent	outrage	over	the	
cut	resulted	in	a	$1.40	increase	to	a	fi-
nal	$10	per	student	budgeted	toward	
the	Cinema,	but	not	without	 signifi-
cant	student	protest	and	mobilization	
against	 the	SA’s	 initial	decision.	We	

can	be	fortunate	that	a	wide	array	of	
foreign,	independent	and	mainstream	
films	 will	 continue	 to	 be	 shown	
in	 Uris	 Hall	 and	 Willard	 Straight.	

Ken Glover/Program Houses: 
 At	 the	 end	 of	 the	 2008-09	
academic	year,	 long-time	 residential	
housing	director	of	Ujamaa,	Kenneth	
Glover,	 was	 abruptly	 reassigned	 to	
High	 Rise	 5.	 Many	 students,	 staff,	
faculty	 and	 alumni	 protested	 the	
move,	taking	issue	with	the	speed	of	
the	administration’s	decision	and	the	
lack	of	 explanation	or	 transparency;	
under	 pressure,	 the	 administration	
allowed	Glover	 to	 remain	 in	his	po-
sition	 for	 this	 academic	 year.	 Some	
students	 tied	Glover’s	 removal	with	
the	 future	 of	 the	 program	houses	 in	
general;	 the	 debate	 over	 program	
houses	 were	 a	 hot-button	 issue	 this	
year	 as	 they	 came	 under	 scheduled	
review.	In	an	October	panel,	admin-
istrators	voiced	support	 for	program	
houses	 and	 denied	 rumored	 plans	
to	 shut	 them	 down.	 Nevertheless,	
a	 new	 residential	 housing	 director	
for	 Ujamaa	 is	 slated	 to	 be	 chosen	
this	 month	 despite	 continued	 pro-
tests	 from	 students	who	 continue	 to	
ask	why	Glover	 has	 to	move	 at	 all.	

Milstein Hall:	
	 The	 contentious	 building	 of	
the	 47,000	 square-foot	 addition	 to	
the	College	of	Architecture,	Art	and	
Planning,	 Milstein	 Hall,	 began	 this	
year	 despite	 a	 fair	 amount	 of	 last-
minute	controversy	earlier	in	2009.	In	
January	a	group	of	professors	wrote	
an	editorial	to	the	Cornell	Sun	in	op-
position	 to	 construction,	 citing	 the	
university’s	 financial	 situation,	 en-
vironmental	 concerns	 and	 even	 lack	
of	aesthetic	appeal,	to	discourage	the	
proposed	project.	Nevertheless,	con-
struction	began	over	the	summer	and	
as	 any	 student	 and	 driver	 on	 cam-

pus	can	observe,	the	development	of	
Milstein	Hall	 has	 caused	 significant	
changes	 to	 University	 Avenue	 and	
even	the	Arts	Quad,	which	will	tem-
porarily	 allow	 motorized	 traffic	 on	
the	north	end.	Milstein	Hall	 is	 to	be	
completed	 by	August	 2011	 and	will	
be	a	tremendous	boon	to	the	architec-
ture	school.	
	
Slope Day: 
 Any	 annual	 recap	 list	 about	
Cornell	 would	 be	 remiss	 if	 it	 did	
not	 include	 everyone’s	 favorite	 Ivy	
League	 party.	 In	 2009,	 Cornellians	
(might	 have)	 enjoyed	 performances	
by	the	Pussycat	Dolls,	Apples	in	Ste-
reo,	and	Asher	Roth,	the	latter	notable	
for	his	lyrical	magnum	opus	“I	Love	
College.”	As	expected,	reactions	were	
mixed.	 Past	 performances	 have	 in-
cluded	Ben	Folds,	Kanye	West,	Snoop	
Dogg,	T.I,	Hot	Hot	Heat	and	O.A.R.	

Security Breach: 
	 A	stolen	laptop	from	the	uni-
versity	 led	 to	 near-hysterical	 cries	
of	 “security	 breach!”	 during	 the	
summer	after	 it	was	found	 that	over	
45,000	members	of	the	Cornell	com-
munity	 had	 their	 names	 and	 social	
security	 numbers	 exposed	 after	 the	
theft.	 While	 only	 that	 information	
was	on	the	laptop,	the	university	took	
special	precautions	to	warn	those	af-
fected	including	over	12,000	current	
students	and	18,000	faculty	and	staff	
members.	So	far,	 there	haven’t	been	
any	 reported	 results	 of	 this	 mishap,	
so	we	can	be	thankful	that	the	thieve	
had	no	interest	in	identity	theft.	That	
we	know	of.	
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Cornell Looks Back at 2009

CP

By Sarah GreenBerG

1.	Jan. 20: President	Obama	is	inau-
gurated	 as	 the	 44th	President	 of	 the	
United	States.

After	 the	 most	 inspiring,	
emotional,	 and	 creative	 campaign	
in	 recent	 history,	 Barack	 Hussein	
Obama	 becomes	 the	 first	 African-
American	 to	 ascend	 the	 presidency.	
With	a	majority	of	the	nation	behind	
him,	the	newly	inaugurated	president	
pledges	 to	humbly	 and	pragmatical-
ly	 set	 about	 invigorate	Washington,	
D.C.	with	hope	and	change.

2.	 Jan. 22: President	 Obama	 signs	
the	 executive	 order	 that	 orders	 the	
detention	center	at	Guantanamo	Bay	
to	be	closed	in	a	a	year.

On	his	third	official	day	in	of-
fice,	the	president	pledges	to	close	the	
detention	center	that	has	become	the	
symbol	of	exploitation	of	power	and	
inhumanity	 in	 the	 executive	 branch	
of	the	past	eight	years.

3.	Feb. 17:	 the	Congress	passes	 the	
American	 Recovery	 and	 Reinvest-
ment	Act	of	2009.

With	the	backing	of	the	presi-
dent,	Congress	 pledges	 $787	billion	
pull	 the	 country	 from	 the	 brink	 of	
economic	 despair.	 The	 ultimate	 ef-
fect	of	 the	bill	 is	still	debatable,	but	
the	Obama	administration	claims	this	
bill	helped	rein	in	unemployment	and	
kept	the	crisis	in	control.

4.	April 3:	Iowa	State	Supreme	Court	
legalizes	gay	marriage.

The	 approval	 of	 Proposition	
8	 in	 California	 was	 a	 great	 setback	
for	the	gay	community	in	the	country,	
but	 hope	 was	 revived	 in	 Iowa.	 The	
decision	also	restarted	the	discussion	
for	other	states	to	reevaluate	their	po-
sition	on	gay	marriage	and	equality.

5.	 June 22:	 Governor	 Sanford	 of	
South	 Carolina	 “hikes	 the	 Appala-
chian	Trail.”

Sanford’s	 mysterious	 disap-
pearance	 was	 one	 of	 the	 most	 puz-
zling	 events	 of	 the	 year.	Many	 sto-
ries	 were	 told	 in	 attempt	 to	 cover	
up	 the	 truth,	 but	 eventually	 it	 came	
out:	the	governor	was	using	taxpayer	
money	to	travel	to	Argentina	to	visit	
his	 “soulmate”	 and	mistress.	Ethics,	
much?

6.	July 3:	Sarah	Palin	resigns	as	Gov-
ernor	of	Alaska.

There’s	no	end	 to	 this	wom-
an.	 Unsurprisingly,	 the	 resignation	
speech	left	rationally	minded	viewers	
asking	 themselves,	 “What?”	 If	 you	
didn’t	understand	it,	you’re	not	alone.	
Later	coining	the	phrase	“death	pan-
els”	 to	 further	 incite	 the	 health	 care	
reform	 debate	 and	 fuel	 the	 tea-bag-
gers,	Sarah	Palin	is	officially	incoher-
ent,	uninformed,	and	here	to	stay.

7. Aug. 6: Sonia	Sotomayor	becomes	
the	 first	 Latina	 Supreme	 Court	 jus-
tice.

8. 	Summer:	Health	care	reform	town	
hall	meetings	 reach	 an	 all-time	 low	
for	 responsible	 debate,	 and	 an	 all-
time	high	for	exasperation	and	igno-
rance.

Who	 can	 forget	 the	 summer	
of	 death	 panels,	 socialism,	 fascism,	
the	 guns	 at	 rallies,	 viral	 videos	 of	
town	hall	meetings,	pre-existing	con-
ditions,	and	tea	party	patriots?

9.	 Dec. 1:	 Obama	 announces	 his	
resolution	 to	escalate	 the	war	 in	Af-
ghanistan.

10.	Dec. 24:		The	Senate	passes	$871	
billion	health	care	reform	bill.

In	the	face	of	great	animosity	
on	the	conservative	side	of	the	aisle,	
the	Senate	passes	a	bill	 that	will	of-
fer	 30	million	 uninsured	Americans	
health	care.	It’s	not	the	best	piece	of	
legislation	possible,	but	it’s	a	start.

CP

Top 10 (American) Political Moments of 2009
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Resolution for Change in the New Year
By Sarah GreenBerG

	 A	 new	 year	 is	 the	 perfect	
opportunity	 for	 new	 beginnings,	
whether	 they	 are	 in	 the	 form	 of	
an	 impossibly	 ambitious	 resolu-
tion	or	 simply	 a	 fresh,	 clean	 slate.	
Unfortunately,	 that	 luxury	 is	 not	
reserved	 for	 the	 president.	 The	
new	 year	 is	 not	 a	 departure	 from	
the	 challenges	 of	 2009;	 it	 is	 only	
a	 little	 more	 time	 to	 address	 the	
past	year’s	virulent	debates	and	re-
evaluate	 the	 course	 for	 the	 future.

	 There	 are	 many	 issues	 on	
the	 table:	 some	 which	 the	 current	
administration	 put	 there,	 some	
which	 came	 about	 unpredictably,	
and	 others	 which	 were	 left	 there	
by	 the	 Bush	 administration.	Grap-
pling	with	all	of	 these	at	once	 is	a	
challenge	 that	 all	 presidents	 face.	
For	the	current	administration,	this	
challenge	 could	 be	 overcome	 suc-
cessfully	if	only	the	leadership	were	
more	 pronounced,	 decisive,	 and	
yes,	 maybe	 a	 little	 more	 partisan.

	 Throughout	his	first	year	in	
office,	President	Obama	has	overtly	
attempted	to	be	bipartisan	and	mod-
erate.	But	governing	from	the	center	
is	impossible	when	the	most	promi-
nent	issue	being	debated	is	divisive	
and	particularly	antagonizing	to	the	
core	voter	base	of	the	louder	minori-
ty	party.	It	is	time	for	a	game	change.
	 If	 President	 Obama	wishes	
to	 recover	 some,	 if	 not	 all,	 of	 the	
ground	 lost	 during	 his	 first	 year	
in	office,	 the	mantra	must	be	 jobs,	
jobs,	 jobs.	 In	 order	 to	 gain	 more	
public	 support	 for	 his	 other	 en-
deavors,	 the	 president	 must	 work	
with	 Congress	 to	 pass	 legislation	
that	 will	 decrease	 unemployment,	
hopefully	 to	 pre-recession	 levels.
	 That	 will	 be	 a	 trek	 uphill.	
It	was	a	 strategic	mistake	 to	move	
healthcare	to	the	top	of	the	agenda	
without	 addressing	 the	 most	 pain-
ful	 part	 of	 the	 economic	 crisis:	
widespread	 job-loss.	 However,	 if	
the	 president	 can	 succeed—and	
we	 have	 reason	 to	 believe	 that	 if	
he	 gets	 his	 head	 in	 the	 game,	 he	
will—the	 rest	 of	 the	 country	 will	
understand	 why	 this	 man	 was	
voted	 into	 office	 in	 the	first	 place.
	 We	have	pressing	problems	

at	home	and	abroad.	There	are	 se-
rious	 domestic	 cultural	 divides	

that	 are	 becoming	more	 and	more	
important	 because	 of	 their	 politi-
cal	 repercussions.	 The	 midterm	
elections	 are	 quickly	 approaching,	
and	 the	 2012	 presidential	 election	
looms	in	 the	near	future.	President	
Obama	 has	 to	 speak	 out	 and	 rally	
the	Democrats	 around	 him;	 a	 bas-
tion	of	support	for	the	president	in	
Washington	will	make	it	extremely	
difficult	for	important	reform	to	be	
stopped.	 If	 the	 party	 does	 not	 find	

cohesion	 soon,	 they	 will	 pay	 the	
price	 in	 hard-fought	 elections	 all	
over	the	country	in	the	fall.	Losing	
the	Democratic	majority	may	mean	
the	end	for	Obama.	And	you	know	
who	 is	 getting	 primed	 for	 2012:	
Fox	 News’	 newest	 contributor.
	 2010	 is	 the	 year	 for	 the	
president	to	clinch	2012,	or	to	lose	
it.	 He	 needs	 to	 show	 the	 country	
that	 neither	 his	 party	 nor	 its	 mes-
sage	 is	weak.	He	 needs	 to	 remind	
the	electorate	why	it	voted	for	him	
in	 2008.	And	 he	 needs	 to	 demon-
strate	to	rest	of	the	country	why	he	
had	an	army	of	volunteers,	why	we	
all	 respect	 him	 so	much,	 and	why	
we	wanted	him	 in	 the	Oval	Office	
in	 the	 first	 place.	 It	 is	 a	 lot	 to	 ac-
complish.	 The	 president	 must	 de-
flect	the	many	criticisms	from	early	
January	 and	get	 ready	 for	 another,	
even	 more	 difficult	 year.	 Barack	
Obama	 possesses	 many	 admi-
rable	 qualities	 and	 political	 skills;	
they	 only	 need	 to	 be	 unleashed.	

As Obama spends time on his priority, healthcare, unemployment rates continue ro rise.

CP
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Unforeseen Misfortune:
Understanding Haiti’s Tragedy

By anna coLLinS 

	 On	 the	 evening	 of	 January	
11,	2010,	 I	was	 reading	from	Gio-
conda	 Belli’s	 The Country Under 
My Skin	about	 the	seismic	disaster	
that	 occurred	 in	 Managua,	 Nica-
ragua	 on	 December	 23,	 1972—an	
earthquake	of	magnitude	7	that	mu-
tilated	 the	capital	city	and	claimed	
thousands	 of	 lives.	 In	 a	 deeply	
emotional	tone,	Belli	described	the	

sheer	horror	into	which	she	and	her	
loved	ones	were	launched	in	the	af-
termath	of	that	catastrophic	natural	
disaster.	 I	 went	 to	 bed	 imagining	
how	 survivors	of	 such	 sudden	 and	
violent	tragedies	ever	fully	recover.	
	 The	next	morning,	I	learned	
of	the	7.1	scale	earthquake	that	has	
rendered	Haiti—the	poorest	nation	
in	the	Americas	and	one	character-
ized	 by	 severe	 underdevelopment	
and	 political	 turmoil—desperate.	

	 With	 an	 estimated	 fatal-
ity	 total	 at	 200,000	 and	 limited	
access	 to	 water,	 food	 and	medical	
care,	looting	places	like	the	United	
Nations	 food	 warehouse	 in	 Port-
au-Prince	 has	 become	 a	 means	 of	
survival	 for	 thousands	 of	 home-
less	and	despairing	Haitians.	While	
medical	facilities	have	always	been	
scarce	 and	 substandard	 in	 Haiti,	
the	earthquake	has	forced	many	of	
the	 injured	 to	 receive	 treatment	on	
stained	mattresses	 in	 sooty	 streets.	
Chalky,	 broken	 corpses	 line	 the	
sidewalks	 or	 are	 used	 to	 construct	
dramatic	 road	 barriers,	 adding	 to	

the	 already	 unsanitary	 conditions.	
As	grieving	victims	grow	naturally	
more	frustrated	with	the	seemingly	
indomitable	 destruction,	 full-scale	
riots	 become	 a	 greater	 possibility.	
Days	 after	 the	 earthquake’s	 occur-
rence,	 trapped,	 dehydrated	 and	
oft-injured	 survivors	 continue	 to	
be	 extracted	 from	 the	 wreckage.	
	 Unfortunately,	 worldwide	
relief	efforts	have	been	impaired	by	
an	utter	lack	of	coordination.	An	in-
flux	 of	 vital	 supplies	 from	various	
countries,	 international	 organiza-
tions	 and	NGOs	has	 overwhelmed	
the	 airport	 in	 Port-au-Prince	 (now	
filled	 to	 capacity)	 and	 the	 United	
Nations—the	 recognized	 leader	 of	
the	aid	distribution.	For	 those	who	
have	 lost	 everything	 in	 this	 un-
expected	 turmoil,	 logistical	 chal-
lenges	 are	 an	 unwelcome	 excuse	
for	 the	 delay	 in	 essential	 medical	
assistance,	 sustenance	 and	 water.	
	 To	 make	 matters	 worse,	
many	of	the	problems	that	agencies	
typically	 try	 to	 rectify	 in	 the	after-
math	of	 such	disasters	have	an	es-
tablished	 place	 in	Haitian	 life	 and	
will	 not	 easily	 be	 reversed:	 inade-
quate	water	and	sanitation	systems,	
low	immunization	coverage	and	ex-
tensive	malnutrition.	Without	 soap	
and	 basic	 hygiene	 supplies,	 even	
those	who	emerged	from	the	quake	
in	 good	 condition	 are	 still	 at	 risk	

for	 contracting	 infectious	diseases.	
	 Since	the	earthquake,	I	have	
read	 numerous	 Facebook	 statuses	
of	 friends	 whose	 schools	 orga-
nized	helicopters	with	aid	supplies	
to	 be	 sent	 to	Haiti	 and	 have	won-
dered	 if	 in	 our	 enthusiasm	 to	 help	
a	 distressed,	 grieving	 people,	 we	
have	 forgotten	 the	 value	 of	 tight	
coordination	 and	 communication.	
At	 this	 time,	 it	 is	 critically	 impor-
tant	that	agreed-upon	land,	sea	and	
air	 corridors	 be	 kept	 open	 and	not	
congested	 if	 desperately	 needed	
provisions	 are	 to	 be	 apportioned	
efficiently.	The	 best	 idea	 seems	 to	

be	the	Navy	medical	ships,	such	as	
the	USNS Comfort,	which	act	as	ha-
vens	 of	 cleanliness,	 removing	 the	
injured	 from	 a	 black	 hole	 of	 filth.	
The	Comfort,	expected	to	arrive	on	
January	20th,	is	equipped	with	op-
erating	and	recovery	rooms	and	has	
the	capacity	to	provide	both	dental	
and	 vision	 care.	 It	may	 also	mean	
that	 Haitians	 with	 crushed	 hands	
and	feet	will	not	necessarily	have	to	
undergo	 leg	 and	 arm	 amputations.	

	 Now	 is	an	excellent	oppor-
tunity	 to	 educate	 ourselves	 about	
Haiti’s	 history,	 culture	 and	 politi-
cal	climate.	Most	of	us	have	prob-
ably	 always	 associated	 Haiti	 with	
absolute	poverty,	overcrowding,	il-
literacy,	disease,	scarcity	and	a	vast	
gap	between	rich	and	poor	without	
fully	understanding	why	 the	 coun-
try	 is	 plagued	 by	 these	 character-
istics.	Better	 understanding	Haiti’s	
unhappy	 past	 (which	 included	 a	
series	 of	 armed	 interferences)	 and	
troubled	 present	 will	 help	 us	 to	
make	 wise,	 informed	 decisions	
about	 whether	 the	 U.S.	 military	
should	 now	 intervene	 in	 Haiti	 for	
humanitarian	 reasons	 and	 whether	
the	superpowers	should	have	a	sig-
nificant	 say	 in	 Haiti’s	 restoration.

	 Begin	by	attending	some	of	
the	 events	 organized	 by	 Cornell’s	
own	 Haitian	 Students	 Association	
(HAS).	Founded	in	1982,	the	orga-
nization	serves	as	a	forum	in	which	
to	celebrate	Haiti’s	unique	customs	
and	to	discuss	the	issues	surround-
ing	 Haiti’s	 unique	 experiences.	 In	
addition	 to	hosting	 an	 annual	 ban-

quet	 and	 Karnival,	 both	 of	 which	
feature	 authentic	 Haitian	 cuisine	
and	performances,	the	club	also	ar-
ranges	presentations	throughout	the	
year	 on	 such	 topics	 as	Haiti’s	 his-
tory,	laws,	and	its	relationship	with	
the	Dominican	Republic.	Once	you	
have	 familiarized	 yourself	 with	
some	 of	 Haiti’s	 special	 qualities,	
please	 join	 the	 HSA	 on	 January	
25th	 at	 7	 p.m.	 in	 Stimson	 G01	 to	
discuss	how	best	Cornell	can	serve	

Haiti	 at	 this	 time.	 Also,	 as	 stated	
by	 President	 Skorton	 in	 his	 recent	
mass	email	to	the	campus,	consider	
donating	 to	Weill	 Cornell	Medical	
College,	which	is	currently	redirect-
ing	all	contributions	to	GHESKIO,	a	
health	clinic	in	Haiti	founded	by	Dr.	
Jean	William	 Pape,	 a	 1975	 gradu-
ate	of	Weill.	Visit	http://wcmchelp-
shaiti.org/	 for	 more	 information.	

	 However,	 please	 be	 wary	
when	making	donations	at	this	time,	
especially	 if	 you	 choose	 to	 do	 so	
with	your	cell	phone	and	be	sure	to	
make	your	gifts	through	a	reputable	
organization	such	as	The	American	
Red	 Cross	 or	 Partners	 in	 Health.	
Haiti	 is	 in	 a	 particularly	 difficult	
situation	because	of	 its	preexisting	
condition	and	cannot	afford	aid	lost	
to	deceit.	This	semester,	try	to	keep	
in	mind	that	Haiti’s	process	of	recov-
ery	will	be	a	slow	and	grueling	one,	
one	 that	 will	 require	 our	 attention	
and	concern	not	 just	 today	and	 to-
morrow	but	for	a	long	time	to	come.	

CP
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The earthquake damaged practically all of Port-au-Prince’s infrastructure.

Survivors receive inferior care in the aftermath. 
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By JoSh uhr	

	 I’m	a	bad	Jew.	At	least	that’s	
what	 I	used	 to	 think:	 I	don’t	go	 to	
services;	 I’m	 uncomfortable	 with	
the	idea	that	a	higher	power	exists;	
I’ve	never	checked	a	label	to	make	
sure	 something	was	 kosher;	 I	 turn	
on	 plenty	 of	 light	 switches	 during	
Shabbat;	 etc.	 Essentially,	 I’m	 not	
religious	–	 in	fact,	I’m	as	far	from	
religious	 as	 is	 possible.	Still,	 I	 am	
Jewish,	and	“Jewish”	 is	more	 than	
a	 word	 that	 I	 use	 to	 describe	my-
self	because	I	was	born	to	a	mother	
who	also	uses	that	word	to	describe	
herself.	That	is	to	say,	Judaism	ac-
tually	 means	 something	 to	 me.	
	 So,	how	do	I	handle	the	con-
tradiction	between	being	Jewish	and	
simultaneously	 unreligious?	 There	
is	 no	 contradiction.	 That’s	 one	 of	
the	most	important	realizations	that	
I	came	to	during	my	ten-day	trip	to	
Israel	this	winter	break.	Judaism	is	
a	culture,	an	ethnicity,	and	an	iden-
tity.	More	than	a	religion,	it	is	a	race	
(a	 realization	 that	 many	 have	 al-
ready	come	to,	including	Hitler	and	
the	United	States	Supreme	Court).	
I	 don’t	 need	 to	 recite	 prayers	 in	
Hebrew	 (which	 I	 wouldn’t	 under-
stand	anyway)	 in	order	 to	be	 Jew-
ish,	just	as	an	Asian	person,	a	black	
person,	 or	 a	Hispanic	 person	 does	
not	need	to	carry	out	his	life	in	cer-
tain	prescribed	ways	in	order	to	be	
a	 member	 of	 his	 respective	 race.		

	 With	 this	 realization	 came	
another	 one:	 Israel,	 as	 a	 Jewish	
state,	is	important	to	me.	That’s	not	
to	say	that	it	wasn’t	important	to	me	
before	 this	winter	break.	 It	 always	
has	been,	but	mostly	because	I	was	
told	it	should	be.	 	As	a	Jew	with	a	
renewed	sense	of	connection	to	Ju-
daism,	I	now	understand	the	signifi-
cance	behind	its	existence.	A	Jerusa-
lem	Post	journalist	put	it	best	when	
he	told	the	group	of	college	students	
I	 was	 travelling	 with	 that	 the	 one	
word	 to	 best	 describe	 Jews	 before	
1948	was	“refugee.”	Jews,	as	a	race,	
were	 for	 thousands	 of	 years	 being	
uprooted	 from	 their	 communities	
or	 destroyed	 for	 staying	 in	 them.	
	 History’s	 most	 recent	 ex-
ample	is,	of	course,	the	Holocaust,	
an	 event	 that	 many	 of	 our	 grand-
parents	remember	first-hand.	Since	
1948,	 the	 year	 that	 David	 Ben-
Gurion	 stood	 in	 a	 Tel-Aviv	 build-
ing	 and	declared	 independence	 for	
the	Jewish	State	of	Israel,	 the	phe-
nomenon	 of	 the	 Jewish	 refugee	
has	 virtually	 disappeared.	 So	 long	
as	 Israel	 exists,	 Jews	 forced	 from	
their	 homes	 across	 the	 globe	 have	

a	 place	 to	 go,	 a	 place	 where	 they	
are	 welcome,	 and	 a	 place	 where	
their	 neighbors	 understand	 them.
	 Before	I	go	on,	let	me	speak	
a	 little	 about	my	 trip	 to	 Israel	 this	
winter.	 I	 travelled	with	 other	 Jew-
ish	 Cornell	 students	 and	 students	
from	the	University	of	Virginia	for	
ten	 days	 through	 an	 organization	
called	 Taglit-Birthright	 Israel.	 The	
entire	 trip	 (airfare,	 hotels,	 travel	
expenses,	 etc.)	 was	 completely	
free	 (thank	 you,	 Birthright).	 The	
goal?	To	help	us	reconcile	our	Jew-
ish	identities	and	ancient	traditions	
with	 our	 contemporary	 American	
lifestyles.	 As	 I’ve	 already	 made	
clear,	 mission	 accomplished.	
	 One	 of	 the	 perks	 of	 trav-
elling	 to	 Israel	 with	 Birthright	 is	
that	 the	 organization	 places	 Israeli	
soldiers	 on	 the	 trip	 with	 us,	 the	

American	 tourists.	 The	 soldiers,	
however,	 travelled	 as	 civilians.	 In	
other	words,	 they	were	with	 us	 to	
see	 their	 own	 country	 and	 to	 have	
fun,	not	to	protect	us.	Consequent-
ly,	 they	 became	 our	 friends,	 and	
it	 wasn’t	 long	 before	 we	 stopped	
distinguishing	 “them”	 from	 “us.”	
We	 laughed	 together,	 sang	 togeth-
er	 on	 long	 bus	 rides,	 exchanged	
stories,	 told	 each	 other	 jokes,	 and	
shared	meals	and	even	hotel	rooms.
	 Birthright,	 despite	 placing	
soldiers	 in	our	 tour	group,	 is	not	a	
political	organization.	Its	goal	is	not	
to	rally	support	of	Israel	against	its	
regional	enemies.	Even	so,	Middle	
Eastern	 conflict	 and	 Arab-Israeli	
tensions	were	discussed	during	the	
trip.	 Such	 problems	 are	 very	 real,	
and	to	pretend	otherwise	would	be	
to	 gravely	 misunderstand	 Israel.	

	 Just	last	year,	Israel	invaded	
Gaza	 in	 response	 to	 an	 increased	
number	 of	 rockets	 that	 Hamas	
launched	 into	 Israel.	Global	 anger	
rose	 against	 Israel,	 which,	 many	
claimed,	 launched	 a	 response	 that	
was	 “disproportionate”	 to	 Hamas’	
attacks.	On	our	own	campus,	flags	
lined	 the	Arts	Quad	 to	commemo-
rate	 the	 lost	 lives	 of	 Palestinians	
during	 the	 conflict.	 The	 UN	 ac-
knowledged	the	humanitarian	crisis	
in	 Gaza,	 and	 the	 media	 portrayed	
the	Israel	Defense	Forces	(IDF)	as	
an	 organization	 of	 ruthless	 mur-
derers.	But	my	 new	 friends	 in	 the	
IDF	–	Idon,	Elad,	Bar,	Eran,	Sagi,	
Katya,	Shiran,	and	Sivan	–	are	the	
soldiers	 that	 defended	 Israel	 last	
year.	My	 friends	 are	 not	 the	mur-
derers	 they	 have	 been	 cast	 to	 be.

	 Am	 I	 saying	 Israel	 has	 not	
made	 mistakes?	 Of	 course	 Israel	
has.	Am	I	saying	that	innocent	Pal-
estinians	did	not	suffer?	Of	course	
some	have.	But	so	did	Israelis	–	one	
of	 the	 soldiers	 on	my	 trip	 cried	 at	
the	foot	of	her	friend’s	grave	in	Je-
rusalem’s	military	cemetery	as	she	
told	 us	 about	 her	 friend’s	 death	
in	 Gaza	 last	 year.	 This	 is	 the	 na-
ture	 of	war.	Both	 sides	 experience	
the	 pain,	 although	 coverage	 of	 the	
war	 largely	 ignored	 Israel’s	 pain.	
world	will	be	more	understanding.

Continued on page 10

In Defense of Israel

Soldiers of the Israeli Defence Forces (IDF) taking a rest before their parachuting exercise.

Israel, the Gaza Strip, and the city of Ashkelon.

“Am I saying that 
innocent Palestinians 
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“Judaism is a culture, 
an ethnicity, and an 
identity. More than a 
religion, it is a race.”
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Continued from page 9

	 Without	 intending	 to	 sound	
too	harsh,	Gazans	attacked	the	pow-
erful	and	sovereign	country	of	Israel	
first.	Over	the	past	decade,	thousands	
of	mortars	and	rockets	(which	were	
produced	with	electricity	and	other	
services	Israel	provides	to	Gaza,	by	
the	way)	 fell	 on	 the	 Israeli	 city	 of	
Ashkelon,	 terrorizing	 its	 innocent	
residents.	And	Ashkelon	is	only	one	
of	 many	 Israeli	 cities	 whose	 resi-
dents,	before	 last	year’s	Gaza	War,	
lived	 in	 constant	 fear.	 This	 winter	
break,	I	had	the	opportunity	to	walk	
through	a	small	 settlement	of	 Jews	
who	were	 forced	 from	 their	homes	
in	 Gaza	 in	 2005	 under	 then-Prime	
Minister	 Ariel	 Sharon’s	 Disen-
gagement	 plan.	 In	 this	 settlement,	
I	walked	 past	 a	 giant	 cement	 tube,	
but	thought	little	of	it.	I	was	shocked	
to	 learn	 it	 was	 a	 bomb	 shelter.	

	

Now	 imagine	 yourself	 on	 the	Arts	
Quad.	You	walk	past	 a	bomb	 shel-
ter	 on	 your	 way	 to	 class,	 know-
ing	 that	 in	 case	 rockets	 began	 to	
fall	 from	above,	hiding	here	would	

be	 your	 best	 chance	 for	 survival.	
When	 they	 do	 fall,	 who	 knows	 if	
your	 friends	are	as	 lucky	as	you	 to	
make	it	to	the	shelter?	Imagine	that	
you	have	lived	this	way	for	as	long	
as	 you	 can	 remember.	 It’s	 difficult	
to	place	ourselves	 in	 this	 situation.	
We	 are	 so	 far	 removed	 from	 the	
threats	 that	 have	 become	 a	way	 of	
life	for	Israelis	living	close	to	Gaza.	
This	distance	 is	what	enables	us	 to	
sit	 back	 (safely)	 and	 criticize	 Is-
rael	 for	 its	Gaza	 invasion	 last	year.
	 If,	 after	 trying	 to	 place	
yourself	 in	 the	 shoes	of	 the	people	
of	Ashkelon,	 you	 still	 think	 Israel	
acted	 disproportionately,	 remember	
that	you’re	an	American.	And	we,	of	
all	people,	have	no	right	to	criticize	
Israel’s	morality.	Since	our	2003	in-
vasion	 of	 Iraq,	 more	 than	 110,000	
Iraqi	civilians	have	died,	as	estimat-

“This is the nature 
of war. Both sides 

experience the pain, 
although coverage of 

the war largely ignored 
Israel’s pain.”

ed	by	the	Associated	Press	(other	or-
ganizations	place	the	number	higher	
than	 that).	 The	American	 military,	
obviously,	 did	 not	 kill	 all	 of	 these	
civilians.	Many	of	 these	deaths	are	
the	 results	 of	 insurgent’s	 attacks,	
but	 the	 insurgents	 have	 been	 able	
to	carry	out	the	attacks	because	we	
failed	to	keep	them	out	of	Iraq	(Sad-
dam	Hussein,	though	undeniably	an	
erratic	and	dangerous	leader,	didn’t	
have	these	problems).	That’s	a	lot	of	
blood	on	our	hands,	and	we	shouldn’t	
wag	 our	 bloody	 fingers	 at	 Israel.
	 The	 Gaza	 War	 is	 over	 and	
long	forgotten,	so	why	am	I	bringing	
it	up	now?	One	reason	is	to	defend	
the	 IDF,	 even	 if	 it	 is	 a	 year	 over-
due.	The	other	reason	is	to	thank	the	
IDF,	not	only	for	its	solders’	efforts	
in	Gaza,	but	for	all	of	the	wars	they	
have	fought	to	defend	Israel	and,	in	

effect,	Jews	all	over	the	world.	It	is	
important	to	remember	that	Israel	is	
a	 tiny	 nation	 –	 slightly	 larger	 than	
New	Jersey	–	surrounded	by	hostile	
neighbors.	Since	its	foundation,	it	has	

been	regularly	forced	to	fight	for	its	
continued	existence,	and	now	it	fac-
es	a	new	threat	in	an	unabashed	anti-
Zionist	Iranian	president	who	chases	
nuclear	weapon-making	technology.	
	 Without	 the	 IDF,	 the	 Zion-
ist	 movement	 in	 Palestine	 would	
have	 died	 long	 ago.	 Without	 the	
IDF,	“refugee”	would	still	be	a	term	
applicable	to	too	many	Jews.	With-
out	 the	IDF,	my	own	connection	 to	
Judaism,	 which	 was	 transformed	
and	strengthened	in	Israel	 this	win-
ter	 break,	 would	 be	 vastly	 differ-
ent.	 So,	 to	 Idon,	 Elad,	 Bar,	 Eran,	
Sagi,	 Katya,	 Shiran,	 Sivan,	 and	 all	
those	who	 serve	 beside	 you:	 thank	
you.	I	hope	that	next	 time	you	mo-
bilize	 to	 defend	 your	 country,	 the	
world	 will	 be	 more	 understanding.

CP

A bomb shelter in a small Israeli town near the border of the Gaza Strip.

“Now imagine yourself 
on the Arts Quad. You 

walk past a bomb shelter 
on your way to class.”

Cornell Democrats Have Big Plans for Spring
By michaeL SchiLLawSki

	 Last	 fall,	 the	Cornell	Demo-
crats	 were	 lucky	 enough	 to	 have	
Congressmen	Barney	Frank	(D-MA)	
and	 Michael	 Arcuri	 (D-NY)	 visit	
on	 a	 beautiful	 Sunday	 afternoon.	
Frank	 spoke	 for	 about	 an	 hour	 on	
topics	 ranging	 from	 partisanship	 in	
Congress	 to	 the	 financial	 crisis	 and	
banking	reform	to	the	importance	of	
young	people	in	the	political	process.
	 This	spring,	the	Cornell	Dem-
ocrats	will	be	hitting	the	ground	run-
ning.	In	February,	we	will	be	holding	
our	annual	Date	Auction,	which	will	
help	raise	funds	as	we	begin	thinking	
about	the	midterm	elections	next	fall.	
	 But	 we	 are	 all	 excited	 for	
our	 speaker	 this	 semester.	 Along	
with	 the	 Cornell	 Progressive,	 we	
are	 poised	 to	 bring	 Joan	Walsh,	 the	
Editor-In-Chief	 of	 Salon.com,	 to	
speak	 in	April.	Walsh’s	 writing	 has	
appeared	 in	 magazines	 and	 news-
papers	 across	 the	 country	 and	 she	
has	 sparred	 with	 some	 of	 the	 big-
gest	 names	 in	 the	 Republican	 pan-
theon,	 including	 Bill	 O’Reilly.
	 We	 have	 some	 big	 events	
coming	up	and	in	between	we	will	be	
continuing	 our	 issue	 advocacy.	 Last	
fall	 our	 chief	 focus	 was	 on	 health	
care	 and	 rallying	 behind	 plans	 to	
provide	 quality,	 affordable	 health	

care	 to	 all	Americans.	 It	 is	 still	 too	
soon	 to	 tell	 what	 issues	 will	 at	 the	
forefront	 of	 the	 debate	 this	 spring,	
but	 the	 Cornell	 Democrats	 will	 be	
pushing	 for	 progressive	 solutions	
to	 problems	 facing	 our	 country.

Michael Schillawski is President 
of the Cornell Democrats. The or-
ganization meets on Wednesdays 
at 5pm in Malott Hall 228. For 
more information visit their web-
site www.cornelldemocrats.org
 

Reps. Michael Arcuri and Barney Frank meet with the Cornell Democrats in November 2009.



for	 U.S.	 involvement	 in	 Yemen.		
	 Historically,	 the	 influence	of	
al-Qaeda	in	Yemen	has	been	limited.	
Unlike	in	Afghanistan,	where	the	Tal-
iban	 created	 a	 centralized,	 powerful	
state,	 Yemen	 is	 still	 dominated	 by	
competing	 tribal	 authorities;	 differ-
ent	 tribes	wield	great	power	and	 in-

fluence	 in	 certain	 regions.	Recently,	
certain		tribes	have	begun	to	contact	
and	harbor	al-Qaeda	members.	These	
connections	are	usually	predicated	on	
non-radical	sentiments,	such	as	fami-
ly	relations,	marriage,	or	financial	in-
centives;	Yemen’s	population	does	not	
generally	support	al-Qaeda’s	agenda.	
	 In	order	to	combat	the	influ-
ence	 of	 al-Qaeda	 on	 tribes,	General	
Yahya	 Saleh,	 the	 country’s	 chief	 of	
central	 security,	 has	 issued	 a	 stern	
warning	 to	 tribes	 harboring	 terror-
ists.	 To	 further	 spread	 the	message,	
the	 federal	 government	 in	 Yemen	
has	 flooded	 the	 media	 with	 televi-
sion	 advertisements,	 radio	 broad-
casts,	 and	 newspaper	 articles	 about	
the	dangers	of	al-Qaeda	and	the	ille-
gal	 act	of	harboring	 terrorists	 in	 the	
tribal	communities.	Saleh	also	heads	
the	 country’s	 anti-terrorism	 unit.	
	 To	 demonstrate	 their	 sup-
port	for	the	American-led	war	on	ter-
ror,	Yemeni	 forces	 carried	 out	 raids	
in	 the	 Arabian	 Peninsula,	 resulting	
in	 the	 deaths	 of	 sixty	 militants	 and	
dozens	 of	 tribal	 members.	 Despite	

result,	Obama	ordered	a	 cruise	mis-
sile	 strike	 against	 al-Qaeda	 training	
camps	 in	 Yemen.	 Yemeni	 President	
Ali	Abdallah	Salih	has	also	vowed	to	
fight	 terrorism	by	actively	searching	
for	Qaaim	al-Raymi,	who	is	the	lead-
er	of	the	Yemeni	branch	of	al-Qaeda.	
Yemen’s	Foreign	Minister	Abu-Bakr	
al-Qirbi	 reported	 that	 initial	 esti-
mates	 indicate	 that	 there	 are	 around	
300	 al-Qaeda	militants	 in	 the	 coun-
try.	To	help	fight	this	ever-increasing	
threat,	the	U.S.	government	has	given	
$70	million	in	military	aid	to	Yemen.	
	 Furthermore,	 due	 to	 the	 in-
creased	security	measures	in	Yemen,	
it	is	now	harder	for	individuals	to	get	
visas	into	the	country.	To	prevent	the	
return	 of	 former	 al-Qaeda	members	
into	the	country,	the	White	House	has	
decided	to	delay	the	transfers	of	pris-
oners	 from	Guantanamo	Bay,	Cuba,	
to	Yemen.	With	these	added	security	

measures	 and	 the	 joint	 effort	 of	 the	
U.S.	 and	 Yemeni	 forces,	 the	 threat	
posed	by	al-Qaeda	is	being	minimized.

CP

the	 civilian	 casualties,	 the	 Yemeni	
government	sent	a	clear	message	that	
tribes	 aiding	 al-Qaeda	 are	 not	 safe	
and	their	actions	will	not	be	tolerated.	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	

	 Immediately	 after	 the	 failed	
attack	 on	 the	American	 airliner,	 the	
British,	 French,	 and	 American	 em-
bassies	in	Yemen	closed	down	due	to	
fear	of	attack.	On	January	5,	after	a	
three-pronged	 attack	 by	 the	Yemeni	
government	 to	fight	al-Qaeda	 in	Sa-
naa,	Shabwa,	and	Maarib	provinces,	

safety	 and	 security	were	 restored	 to	
the	nation.	Five	key	al-Qaeda	mem-
bers	were	captured	and	 the	 raids	al-
lowed	the	American	embassy	near	the	
capital	 to	 reopen.	 President	 Obama	
vowed	 to	 fight	 al-Qaeda	 wherever	
they	were	becoming	influential.	As	a	
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	 On	 Christmas	 Day,	 Nige-
rian	 Umar	 Farouk	 Abdulmutallab	
attempted	to	detonate	a	bomb	aboard	
a	 Northwest	Airlines	 flight	 between	
Amsterdam	 and	 Detroit.	 The	 failed	
terrorist	 attack	 led	 to	 a	 new	 focus	
on	 the	 presence	 of	 al-Qaeda	 in	Ye-
men	 after	 the	 news	 broke	 that	 the	
unsuccessful	attacker	had	been	radi-
calized	in	the	Arabian	Peninsula	na-
tion.	 In	 2004,	 Abdulmutallab	 had	
traveled	 to	 Yemen	 to	 study	 Arabic	
in	 a	 year-long	 program	 at	 the	 Sa-
naa	 Institute	 for	 the	 Arabic	 Lan-
guage,	 and	 had	 returned	 again	 in	
August	2009	to	continue	his	studies.	
	 After	 attending	 lectures	 at	
Iman	University,	which	 is	suspected	
to	 have	 ties	 to	 terrorism,	Abdulmu-
tallab	decided	to	drop	out	of	the	Sa-
naa	Institute.	It	was	during	this	time	
that	he	told	his	millionaire	father	that	
he	 had	 found	 the	 “real	 Islam”	 and	
wanted	 to	 leave	 the	 family.	 Before	
leaving	 Yemen,	 Abdulmutallab	 met	

with	al-Qaeda	members	in	the	coun-
try’s	 remote	 Shabwa	 region	 and	 re-
ceived	instructions	and	equipment	to	
carry	 out	 the	 bombing	 shortly	 after.	
	 Despite	 the	 attack’s	 fail-
ure,	 al-Qaeda	 forces	 in	 Yemen	
claimed	 responsibility,	 praising	
their	 “Nigerian	 brother.”	 They	 del-
cared	 the	 attack	 was	 in	 retaliation	

The Expanding War on Terror
By taSkin rahman

Map of Yemen and surrounding countries.

General Yahya Saleh strives to suppress terrorist activities.

Yemeni President Ali Abdallah Salih.
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	 Sarah Palin made her debut as a Fox 
News analyst. They finally found a job that 
she’s not under-qualified for. 

									Final installment of Things More Fun 
Than Reading the Sarah Palin Memoir: Driv-
ing into a tree, microwaving your head, and 
getting stabbed in the eye with a car-
rot. David Letterman

	You know, well, all of them because they 
came collectively together with…so much di-
versity in terms of belief but collectively they 
came together to form this union. 

Sarah Palin, when asked which 
Founding Father was her favorite

								Some critics are saying that Palin won’t 
last on Fox because she’s an over-emotion-
al woman who gets the facts wrong. But I 
disagree. It’s working great for Glenn Beck, 
so she’ll be fine.

Craig Ferguson

	It’s	interesting.	During	his	speech,	President	
Obama	spoke	about	the	difficulty	of	accept-

ing	a	Peace	Prize	while	we’re	fighting	two	dif-
ferent	wars.	And	President	Bush	got	really	upset.	
He	said,	“Hey,	I’m	the	one	who	started	both	
those	wars,	I	should	have	won	the	prize.”

Jay Leno

								President	Obama’s	approval	rating	is	
down	to	46	percent.	But	the	White	House	has	
an	idea	for	how	to	get	it	back	up	again.	What	
they’re	going	to	do	is	bring	back	Bush	and	
Cheney	for	a	week.	

Jimmy Kimmel

A new study found that 5 percent of baby boomers 
admit to getting high and popping pills. Come on now. I 
know he’s a big guy but it’s not fair to call Rush Lim-
baugh 5 percent of baby boomers. That’s just rude. 

Jimmy Fallon

        Rod Blagojevich says he’s blacker than 
Obama. Oh, snap! Rod Blagojevich is so 
black, he should be called Tyler Perry Presents 
Rod Blagojevich. 

Jon Stewart


