
By Catherine Lussenhop

Following in a line of influen-
tial political figures, Cornell’s 

Convocation Committee recently 
selected House Speaker Nancy Pe-
losi as Cornell’s 2010 Commence-
ment speaker. Pelosi follows such 
speakers as Obama campaign man-
ager David Plouffe in 2009, Demo-
cratic Presidential candidate Gen. 
Wesley Clark in 2006, and former 
President Bill Clinton in 2004. 
 As the highest-ranked wom-
an ever in the United States, Speaker 
Pelosi is an exciting choice for Con-
vocation speaker. She has represented 
California’s 8th District in the U.S. 
House of Representatives since 1987, 
and was elected House Minority Whip 
in 2002, the first woman ever elected 
to that post. In November 2006, Pe-
losi achieved another milestone when 
she became the first woman elected 
as Speaker of the House. Her election 
made her the highest-ranking wom-
an in United States political history: 
she is third in line for the Presidency 
should both Barack Obama and Joe 
Biden be unable to hold the office. 

 However, some Cornell stu-
dents seem disappointed with the 
choice. As Cornell Daily Sun colum-
nist Mike Wacker stated in a recent 
column, “Nancy Pelosi generates the 
same feelings on the right that Ann 
Coulter does on the left. While nei-
ther would be a good pick, at least 
Ann Coulter went to Cornell.” While 
I can’t speak to the sentiments Nan-
cy Pelosi generates on the right, it 
seems unfair to compare the Speaker 
of the House to a woman with no ac-
tual political legitimacy who will say 
anything if it is outrageous enough. 
Other Cornell Sun columnists also 
gave statements on the Convocation 
choice, and the general sentiment 
was, according to the “columnists’ 
consensus,” was “a collective groan.” 
 While the opinions of Sun 
columnists are not, of course, neces-
sarily representative of general cam-
pus opinion, it’s probably fair to say 
that other students on campus aren’t 
necessarily enthused about Pelosi. 
 For one thing, people may 
point out, a great deal of Cornell’s 
previous Convocation speakers 
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have been liberal political figures. 
But this isn’t some sort of mass lib-
eral conspiracy on Cornell’s part. As 
Convocation Chairperson Heather 
Levy ’10 points out, “Selecting a 
speaker is different for each class, 
since [each class] has total owner-
ship over its own Convocation cer-
emony.” If we’ve had many politi-

cal speakers, it speaks to the tastes 
of that year’s Convocation Com-
mittee and senior class, not to the 
opinions of Cornell’s administration.  

Continued on page 4

Obama’s State of the 
Union

and foreign policy, p. 9

Speaker of the House Nancy Pelosi will address the 2010 senior class on May 
29th at Cornell’s 142nd Commencement Weekend.  Photo: AP
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By taskin rahman

From the early days of his presi-
dency, President Barack Obama 

has focused heavily on the recovery of 
the nation’s economy and the greater 
financial system. The repercussions 
of the recession over the past year 
have led to economic turmoil. Feder-
al debt and unemployment have risen 
dramatically. In order to reassure the 
distressed American people, Obama 
claimed in the State of the Union ad-

dress that his top priority for 2010 is 
to improve the economy. In response 
to many of the earlier bipartisan 
criticisms of his economic policies, 
Obama stated in his speech that, “We 
do not give up. We do not quit. We 
don’t allow fear or division to break 
our spirit”.
   The wars in Iraq and Afghan-
istan have led to a marked increase 
in the federal deficit. Economic pro-
jections indicate that the deficit will 
reach $1.6 trillion by the end of 2010 
and will be maintained at such high 
rates—with only minor deviations 
over the next decade unless new 
policies are implemented. These 
predicted figures represent about 11 
percent of the nation’s current and 
projected GDP. A poll conducted by 
ABC News/Washington Post poll 
found that 56 percent of Americans 
disapproved of the way the president 
is handling the deficit. 
 In order to combat this 

mounting debt, Obama proposed 
a three-year freeze on all domestic 
spending that is not related to nation-

al security or welfare programs. By 
cutting back on discretionary gov-
ernmental spending, such as on labor 
and agriculture, the plan aims to limit 

the increasing debt.
 The president defended 
his proposal by arguing that in the 
short run only some minor domestic 
projects will be cut . In turn, the re-
duction of the deficit will allow for 
increased future spending in educa-
tion and other areas in need of more 
funding. Spending on national se-
curity will only encompass essen-
tial defense measures. Welfare and 
transfer payments, such as Medicare 
and Social Security benefits, will not 
be decreased due to this freeze. De-
spite some reductions on extraneous 
educational expenses, there will be a 
6.2% increase in funding for the De-
partment of Education. 

Continued on page 5

Economy Still Uphill Battle for Obama

Obama claimed 
in his State of the 

Union address that 
his top priority for 

2010 is improving the 
economy.

Economic projections 
indicate that the deficit 
will reach $1.6 trillion 
in the current year and 
will be maintained at 
such high rates with 

only minor deviations 
over the next decade 

unless new policies are 
implemented.

Cornellians
on Capitol Hill, p. 3

     Speaker of the House to be Cornell 
Convocation Speaker



2 Volume X, Issue VIIThe Cornell Progressive

By sam FerenC and ZaChary 
newkirk

 The ongoing controversy 
over the status of the Chi Alpha 
Christian Fellowship at Cornell 
has led to a new debate over free 
speech in the university setting. 
Due largely to the efforts of Andrew 
Brokman ‘11, Student Assembly li-
aison to the University Assembly, 
the U.A. recently passed a measure 
adding a new clause to the Campus 
Code. The new clause will prohibit 
discrimination in a wide variety of 
groups; the Code had previously 
only included language concerning 
harassment. Various campus organi-
zations weighed in on both sides of 
the debate that ensued over the ex-
tent to which and acceptability of the 
restriction of free speech that such a 
measure entails. The Cornell Daily 
Sun editorialized in full support of 
the anti-discrimination clause, not-
ing that it surely limits free speech 
but denying that “Cornell should 
provide such unrestrained First 
Amendment rights to its students in 
the first place,” believing instead that 
the University “should actively in-
tervene in fighting harmful discrim-
ination.” The writers of the Cornell 
Review published a scathing criti-
cism of the measure and the Sun’s 
response, holding that the restriction 
of free speech is an infringement of 
Constitutional rights, and that the 
Sun’s endorsement of such a mea-
sure is “radical” and “insidious.”
 We at The Progressive find 
ourselves in reserved agreement 
with the opinions of the Sun and 
the University Assembly. The lack 
of an anti-discrimination clause 
in our Campus Code represented 

both a glaring loophole that has al-
ready been closed at many of our 
peer institutions and an incongru-
ity with Cornell’s existing “Open 
Doors, Open Hearts, and Open 
Minds” policy. Further, while we 
agree that this official dismissal of 
First Amendment rights is on its 
face disconcerting, we find cor-
rect the analysis that a university 
community does not constitute the 
same type of public forum as does 
the greater nation for which the Bill 
of Rights exists. To use a basic ex-
ample, the First Amendment allows 
Neo-Nazis to stand on a street cor-
ner in a major city and voice their 
support for the abolition of Israel as 
long as they do not act violently on 
their beliefs (though they might run 
the risk of being attacked by those 
who walk by.) However, if the same 
group, even if they were Cornell 
students, to use the same signs and 
slogans on Ho Plaza, the situation 
would be quite different. Unlike the 
federal government, the University 
has a responsibility to ensure that 
its students enjoy a safe and non-
threatening living and learning en-
vironment.The new clause in the 
Campus Code reflects the universi-
ty’s awareness of that responsibility 
and ensures that it will be fulfilled.
 However, the University 
Assembly has no power over the ac-
tions of groups such as Chi Alpha. 
To address discrimination within in-
dependent organizations, Mr. Brok-
man has introduced Resolution 44 
to the Student Assembly, an amend-
ment to the existing Non-discrimi-
nation clause of the Student Activi-
ties Office contract for independent 
student organizations, resolving that 
organizations funded by the Student 
Assembly Finance Commission 

(and therefore by student tuition) 
cannot discriminate on a long list of 
bases when selecting membership 
or leadership. An attempt to prevent 
organizations like Chi Alpha from 
acting as they did when removing 
Chris Donohoe ‘09 from his lead-
ership position for holding beliefs 
about his homosexuality that did not 
agree with the organization’s doc-
trine, the Resolution raises important 
questions about freedom of religion 
at Cornell. It effectively bars SAFC-
funded religious organizations from 
freely practicing and observing their 
faith, by forcing them to accept 
leaders that do not necessarily sub-
scribe to their beliefs. Chi Alpha’s 
leadership repeatedly stressed that 
they continued to welcome Chris as 
a member of the group; their con-
cern is with a leader who did not 
fully subscribe to their doctrine.
 However, while we believe 
that in the public forum of the great-
er nation organizations like Chi 
Alpha have every right to practice 
their beliefs and discriminate ac-
cordingly in leadership, this free-
dom does not exist in the university 
setting for groups that seek financial 
backing from the university com-
munity. Allowing student tuition to 
be used to fund groups that prac-
tice discrimination amounts to an 
endorsement of such practices, and 
the University cannot allow this to 
continue. Should Chi Alpha seek 
to continue operating, it must seek 
private funding. The implications of 
this conclusion, and Resolution 44, 
on the many other SAFC-funded re-
ligious groups on campus remains to 
be seen, but it is crucial that the Uni-
versity firmly establish its position 
on this matter as soon as possible.
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On Groundhog Day earlier this 
month, voters in Illinois went to 

the polls to choose the potential suc-
cessor to President Obama’s former 
Senate seat. While the Democrats 
chose Illinois State Treasurer Alexi 
Giannoulias, Republicans made a 
notable choice for us Cornellians 
by overwhelmingly voting for Con-
gressman Mark Kirk ’81. While it 
may fill progressives with concern 
and fear that Obama’s former seat 
will be taken over by a Republican, 
we Cornellians can be consoled that 
if Kirk were to win, the seat would 
be held by a son of the Big Red and 
graduate of our East Hill campus. 
 The United States Congress 
has had its fair share of Cornellians. 
While our graduates are by no means 
as prevalent on Capitol Hill as those 
of sister schools such as Harvard 
and Yale, over fifty Cornellians have 
served in the House of Representa-
tives since the 1890s. Unfortunately, 
Cornell has been sorely underrepre-
sented in the Senate, where only one 
undergraduate has served: Thomas 
Hennings ’24, a Democrat from Mis-
souri who served from 1951 to 1960. 
A law school graduate, Ed Muskie 
LLB ’39, represented Maine in the 
Senate before being a vice presiden-
tial nominee in 1968 and Secretary of 
State under President Reagan.
 In total, Cornell has sent 
23 Democrats and 29 Republicans 
to the House with degrees ranging 
from electrical engineering and re-
gional planning to the more typical 
government. States as distant from 
Ithaca like Wyoming and Wisconsin 
have had Cornellian representatives 
while today California, Oregon and 
Arizona each have one graduate of 
Cornell. Including Mark Kirk of Il-
linois, four-fifths of the current Big 
Red Congressional delegation is not 
from the northeast.
 While some days it may seem 
like we go to school on Long Island 

or in Westchester County, the Cornel-
lian congressional delegation is from 
all over the country. The only north-
eastern state to have a Big Red repre-
sentative is New Jersey, where Rep. 
Robert Andrews has been diligently 
serving the citizens of the 1st district 
since 1990. 
 Only one Cornellian has 
served from a Southern state, James 
R. Olin ’43, a Democrat of Virginia, 
while 27 have represented New York 
on Capitol Hill. However, New York 
has not had a Cornellian in Congress 
since 1993, with four New York rep-
resentatives either retiring or being 
defeated in re-election in 1992. It will 
not be long, I predict, until another 
aspiring graduate and New York citi-
zen makes a run for Congress and 

again makes the campus proud. 
 Cornell’s current delegation 
to Congress includes four Democrats 
and one Republican, Mark Kirk of 
Illinois. The longest serving is the 
aforementioned Robert Andrews, law 
’82, who made headlines in the 2008 
election by running against longtime 
Senator Frank Lautenberg in a pri-
mary election while Andrews’ wife, 
Camille, ran for her husband’s seat 
in Congress. After Lautenberg beat 
Andrews in the Democratic primary, 
Camille withdrew her candidacy and 
Andrews announced his candidacy 
for his seat in Congress, vehemently 
arguing that his wife was not a place-
holder. A conservative Democrat 
who originally supported the Iraq 

War, Andrews has not faced serious 
opposition to his seat since 1990.
 Robert Filner ’63 PhD ’73, 
has represented California’s 51st dis-
trict as a Democrat since 1993. The 
51st district holds the distinction of 
including California’s entire border 
with Mexico. Filner graduated with 
a degree in chemistry and later with 
a doctoral degree in the history of 
science, perhaps a sign to politically 
minded non-government majors that 
one does not necessarily have to take 
the standard political science-law 
school track to Congress. Rep. Filner 
is only one of a small number of Con-
gressmen with a science degree and  
one of only 18 with a PhD, according 
to his website. Another notable Cor-
nellian representative, John S. Wold 
’39, was the first geologist to ever 
serve in Congress.
 Mark Kirk ’81, who graduat-
ed with a degree in history with hon-
ors, represents Illinois’ 10th District 
as a Republican. He is a member of 
the powerful House Appropriations 
Committee and serves on three of 
its subcommittees: Foreign Opera-
tions, Commerce, Justice and State 
and Legislative Branch. He began his 
congressional career on the staff of 
his predecessor Congressman John 
Porter, and Kirk could very well be 
the next senator from Illinois.
 Gabrielle Giffords MRP ’97, 
has represented the 9,000 square mile 
8th district of Arizona since 2007. A 
native of Arizona, Giffords is the first 
Jewish woman to represent Arizona 
in the House of Representatives. She 
is married to an astronaut and captain 
in the Navy, Mark E. Kelly, giving 
her the distinction as being the only 
member of Congress with a spouse 
on active military duty and him the 
distinction of the only astronaut with 
a spouse in Congress. While the cou-
ple have no children yet, one can be 
certain there will no shortage of fun 
stories for the future youngsters. 
 Kurt Schrader ’73 is Cornell’s 
most recent addition to our pantheon 
of outstanding public servants. A rep-

resentative of Oregon’s 5th district, 
Schrader was elected in 2008 by a 
large margin. While at Cornell, he 
met his future spouse, Martha, and 
the two have been married for 35 
years. Perhaps they lived up to the 
legend that if a couple walks around 
the perimeter of Beebe Lake while 
holding hands they are destined to be 
engaged.

 
 

 
 

  Cornell’s current five-deep 
Congressional delegation is a sizeable 
number but in the mid-1960s there 
were as many as eleven Congress-
men with ties to East Hill. Beyond 
Capitol Hill, Cornell has had a sig-
nificant impact on public policy and 
politics. Perhaps the highest-ranking 
Cornellian in government is Asso-
ciate Justice of the Supreme Court, 
Ruth Bader Ginsburg, the second 
woman and the first Jewish woman 
on the court. There has not been a Big 
Red alumnus in the White House to 
date, but our dominance of the other 
two branches will allay this concern 
for now. It will hopefully not be too 
long, however, until the Oval Office 
is decorated with not only American 
flags, but a giant red pennant with the 
word Cornell emblazoned on it. 

Special thanks to Corey Earle ’07 
for providing information on Cornell 
alumni who were members of Con-
gress

CP

While some days it 
may seem like we go to 
school on Long Island 

or in Westchester 
County, the Cornellian 

congressional 
delegation is from all 

over the country.

Beyond Capitol Hill, 
Cornell has had a 
significant impact 

on public policy and 
politics.

Some members of the Cornellian congressional delegation (from left to right): Mark Kirk ’81, Robert Filner ’63 PhD ’73, Gabrielle Giffords MRP ’97, and 
Kurt Schrader ’73.

POLITICS AND CORNELL

By ZaChary newkirk
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 Levy described the process 
of choosing a speaker: “Using the 
input of the Senior Class that was 
received after an e-mail blast and 
the members on the Committee, we 
came up with a list of individuals 
we would be interested in hosting.” 
The Committee then worked with 
Cornell and its alumni to secure Pe-
losi for Convocation. Levy added, 
“Regardless of your beliefs or po-
litical affiliations, you have one of 
the most important people in Wash-
ington coming to your graduation.”
 It is too bad that some Cornel-

lians find it difficult to move past Pelo-
si’s political affiliations. She seems to 
strike a nerve with some, and attacks 
on her often center on her looks. Fox 
News’s Frank Luntz said in Novem-

ber that Pelosi was “living proof you 
get one shot at a face lift. If it doesn’t 
work the first time, let it go.” The 
jabs about physical appearance often 
dog powerful women in politics; just 
look at Hillary Clinton. Clinton has 
been bearing vicious attacks from the 
right for years, especially during her 
presidential campaign.Pelosi often 
faces the same sort of attack; hope-
fully the student body here at Cor-
nell will not resort to these attacks to 
express their opinions about Pelosi.
 Pelosi, some argue, is a di-
visive figure, and Convocation is 
a time for unification. Pelosi may 
be divisive; it would be difficult for 

her not to be in today’s tense po-
litical climate. She is an influential 
and groundbreaking leader, and it is 
impressive that Cornell could woo 
someone of her stature. As Heather 
Levy notes, “There is something to be 
said about having an individual at the 
forefront of national politics sending 
off the next generation of leaders.” So 
whatever your politics, try to appre-
ciate Pelosi’s accomplishments,;they 
make her an extraordinary 
choice for Convocation speaker. 
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Nancy Pelosi to Speak at Convocation
CORNELL NEWS

Regardless of your 
beliefs or political 
affiliations, you 

have one of the most 
important people in 

Washington coming to 
your graduation.

CP

The Lessons of History
Andrew White ON OBAMA

Every man who has so far served 
as President of the United States 

has had his political setbacks. For 
Woodrow Wilson, this was the repu-
diation of the Treaty of Versailles by 
the United States Congress in 1919. 
In 1937, FDR was forced to give up 
his quest to reorganize the Supreme 
Court, after his bill was forced back 
to committee in the Senate. In 1994, 
Bill Clinton’s attempt to reform the 
health care industry (led by then-First 
Lady Hillary Clinton) was defeated by 
members of both parties in Congress.

 The list could continue on for 
pages, but the point has been made. 
No president, no matter how popu-
lar or how credentialed, will suffer 
political defeat at some point during 
his or her term in office. President 
Obama, as his first year has shown, 
is no exception to this rule. His initia-
tives on health care, the environment 
(in terms of the international com-
munity) and the ever-elusive search 
for bipartisanship have all hit mas-
sive roadblocks. Each of these road-
blocks, however, must be seen in a 
historical context, taken from presi-
dents past. One of the best examples 
to use is that of JFK, who similarly 
suffered two major defeats in his first 
year, but was able to overcome them 
and go on to be successful in his sec-
ond year. These setbacks were the 
Bay of Pigs invasion and his meet-
ing with Nikita Khrushchev in Vi-
enna. Before I begin, it is important 
to note that I am not arguing that the 
situations that JFK and Obama face 

are  identical;  instead, I use them 
as a general model to show that a 
president’s first year is not as impor-
tant as it has been pronounced to be. 
 Firstly, the Bay of Pigs Inva-
sion in April of 1961 was the first ma-
jor roadblock for President Kennedy. 
Originally planned during the Eisen-
hower administration by the CIA, the 
Bay of Pigs invasion was an attempt 
to use Cuban exiles to promote an an-
ti-Castro rebellion in Cuba. After the 
CIA had assured Kennedy that suc-
cess was guaranteed, he proceeded 
to approve the operation. What re-
sulted was a massive and total fail-
ure. The Cuban exiles that launched 
from Nicaragua were decimated by 
Castro’s military. Over one hundred 
of them died, while more than one 
thousand were taken prisoner. Ken-
nedy could do nothing but accept 
full responsibility for this failure. 
 Secondly, Kennedy’s desire 

to prove himself on the international 
stage led to him, at least in the public 
view, being bested by the Russian Pre-
mier, Nikita Khrushchev. The topics 
at hand were Berlin, Laos, and a test 
ban treaty. After going toe to toe with 
the leader of the communist bloc on 
the issue of Berlin, Kennedy failed to 
gain any kind of compromise. To the 
public, the youthful president seemed 
to on the losing end of Khrushchev’s 
sword. Being unable to bring a mean-
ingful commitment back to the public 
surely weighed heavily on Kennedy. 
 So what do these two exam-
ples tell us about President Obama’s 
current situation? I do not wish to try 
and draw direct parallels between 
2009 and 1961, but as every move 
that President Obama makes is ana-
lyzed in terms of the next election 
cycles (the mid-terms that are rapidly 
approaching and the national 2012 
contest), a different perspective is 

needed. While it is true that President 
Obama has had a politically strenuous 
year, he still has three more to go. His 
effectiveness as commander-in-chief 
has yet to truly be revealed. If we 
were to merely evaluate Kennedy (in 
international political terms) by his 
first year in office, his record would 
be somewhat dismal, to say the least. 
However, if the rest of his time as pres-
ident is included (with events such as 
the Cuban Missile Crisis being add-
ed) the record changes dramatically. 

 Therefore, it is best to see the 
first year as one of acclimation. Ev-
ery man who has so far resided in the 
White House was not prepared for the 
totality of power invested in him by 
this office, regardless of experience. 
It is true that some learned faster than 
others, but President Obama is quick-
ly learning the rules of the Execu-
tive Branch. The challenges that this 
country faces at the current time are 
wide-ranging and unique, but I am 
confident that the president will learn 
from his early mistakes and take the 
country in the forward direction. 

It is best to see the 
first year as one of 

acclimation.

While it is true that 
President Obama 

has had a politically 
strenuous year, he has 

three more to go.Obama will face more challenges during the next three years of his term in 
office.     Photo: Flickr Creative Commons
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 Senator Bernie Sanders, a 
member of the Senate Budget Com-
mittee, states, “If people are hungry, 
you want to make sure that we’re 
spending appropriately so that nobody 
goes hungry”. His support for the do-
mestic spending freeze echoes that of 
many other politicians who believe 
that the federal deficit has increased 
due to arbitrary spending.  Obama’s 
proposal is projected to save $1.2 tril-
lion in spending over the decade. Re-
sponsible reduction of the federal def-
icit will go a long way in improving 
the economy and increasing Amer-
ica’s international political clout.
 In addition to the rising debt, 
the nation’s unemployment has been 
constantly increasing during Obama’s 
presidency. In his State of the Union 

speech, Obama vowed to aggressive-
ly pursue job creation by launching 
a $100 billion job initiative.  Recent 
statistics place the unemployment 
rate at 9.8%. The lack of employment 
has severe repercussions in the qual-
ity of life in the country. Increased 
unemployment is associated with 
a decline in individual income. As 
people lose their jobs, their incomes 
fall, and they are able to purchase less 

goods and services in the market. The 
immediate impact of this decline in 
income is that each unemployed in-
dividual and their families are suffer-

ing from a lower standard of living 
as they are able to afford less than 
before. One of the foregone expendi-
tures might even be a health care plan. 
 Furthermore, as national in-
come falls, and less goods and ser-
vices are bought, unemployment 
will rise even more in the future as 
plants and factories lay off workers. 
To combat unemployment and its ef-
fects, Obama’s plan calls for a $5,000 
job creation tax credit for businesses 
that hire a new worker. To ameliorate 
the conditions of the unemployed, 
Obama also advocates extending un-
employment benefits and implement-
ing a $400 “Making Work Pay” tax 
credit. The proposal lays out a plan 
of funding community banks with  
$30 billion of the Wall Street bailout 
repayment. The increased funding of 
local banks makes it easier for indi-
viduals to start their own business.  
 Despite the current downturn 
in the economy, there are optimistic 
signs that the economy is improving. 
Unemployment rates are not as high 
as originally predicted. Furthermore, 
Obama’s new budget proposal seems 

to have great potential to revive the 
economy; the removal of unneces-
sary government spending will im-
prove the federal deficit. Likewise, 
the job creation initiative will im-

prove the living conditions of many 
citizens in the nation. In addition to 
these plans, Obama hopes to enact 
tax cuts for the middle class, while 
reversing former Bush policies, and 
increasing the tax rate for people with 
higher-income. Hopefully the Obama 
administration will take control in 
implementing these policies, the 
positive effects of these plans can be 
shared by many future generations. 

Senator Bernie 
Sanders, a member 

of the Senate Budget 
Committee, states, “If 

people are hungry, 
you want to make sure 

that we’re spending 
appropriately so that 

nobody goes hungry.”

In his State of the 
Union speech, Obama 
vowed to aggressively 
pursue job creation 
by launching a $100 
billion job initiative.

In addition to these 
plans, Obama hopes 
to enact tax cuts for 

the middle class, while 
reversing former 

Bush policies, and 
increasing the tax rate 

for higher-income 
people.

ON THE ECONOMY Taskin Rahman

Obama’s Stance on the Economy

Biden (top right), Pelosi (top left), and Obama (front) during his State of the 
Union speech.         
        Photo: AP

State of the Union   Photo: AP
CP
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The Shifting Political Climate in 
Washington

For the first time since 1972, a 
Republican was elected to the 

U.S. Senate from the state of Mas-
sachusetts. Scott Brown, who now 
occupies the late Edward Kennedy’s 
Senate seat, shifted the balance of 
political power of the Senate by end-
ing the Democrats’  filibuster-proof 
majority. However, the effect of this 
change is minimal, because the Dem-
ocrats never truly had such a majority.
 

The divisions within the Demo-
cratic Party and the resulting rebel-
lious behaviors of senators within 
the caucus, such as Joe Lieberman, 
prevented such a majority from ever 
actually existing. The Democrats 
still have a large majority, and with 
strong enough leadership would still 
be able to pass their agenda through 
Congress. Scott Brown’s elec-
tion does little to change this fact.
 His election does, how-
ever, serve to warn Democrats to 
carry out their campaign promises. 
An electoral loss in such a strong 
Democratic state signals grow-
ing dissatisfaction with Congress’s 
lack of action on key issues. It im-
plies that continuing the current 
course of action will lead to further 
losses in the next national election. 
 Rather than heeding the 
warnings posed by the election of 
Scott Brown, the Democratic Par-
ty seems to be perpetuating their 
strategy, for the most part. Rather 
than muster the leadership needed 

to get things done and pass signifi-
cant legislation, they continue to 
rely on the myth of bipartisanship. 
 The GOP made clear of their 
inhibitory intentions on a recent vote 
regarding deficit reduction. The bill 
incorporates a mix of ideas dating 
back to the Clinton era that includes 
both conservative and liberal ideolo-
gy. It is an overall centrist bill aimed 
at reducing deficit spending in a pay-
as-you-go fashion. Every Republi-
can Senator voted against this bill.
 Luckily, President Obama is 
adopting a tougher tone against Re-
publicans, and against conservative 
Democrats. Soon after his State of 
the Union address, President Obama 
visited the House Republicans at 
their retreat in Baltimore, Maryland. 
He discussed a series of issues rang-
ing from the deficit to the stimulus 
to healthcare. In a live broadcast, 
the President refuted every Repub-
lican argument and talking point. 
The President scorned the Repub-
licans for their lack of cooperation 
and for their inconsistency, and de-
finitively refuted the horrendous ac-
cusations that have been launched at 
him, ridiculing critics who act like 
his agenda is “some Bolshevik plot.” 
 

It was an excellent political move 
for President Obama. He success-
fully engaged the Republicans on 
their home turf using mass media to 
broadcast to the public his attempts 
at compromise and bipartisanship. 
Whether or not Republicans will im-
mediately respond has yet to be de-

termined, it is a great starting strategy 
for Obama to strengthen his role as a 
leader. However, it is important that 
he follow up with more serious dis-
cussions with not only the GOP but 
also fellow Democrats in Congress. 
 He met with Senate Demo-
crats soon after the House Republi-
can meeting and discussed the final 
healthcare bill that is under construc-
tion. However, he was less scolding 
of their behavior than that of Repub-
licans. It would seem as if he should 
be more critical of the opposing party. 
However, quite the opposite must be 
true for him to be a truly strong leader. 
 As the de facto leader of the 
Democratic Party, President Obama  
must be especially critical and de-
manding of members of his own party. 
There are clearly divisions within the 
Democratic Party between the liberal 
and progressive base and the more 
conservative wing. With a loom-
ing  national election at the end of 
2010, Democrats must seize  the op-
portunity to redeem themselves after 
nearly half a year of legislative delay.
 The option of reconciliation 
has also been brought to the table 
in Washington. Reconciliation is a 
process whereby a bill can pass the 
Senate without the threat of filibus-
ter as long as it has something to do 
with the budget. This made it pos-
sible for Republicans under the Bush 
administration to easily pass many 
pieces of legislation. The Democrats 
have that option and now consider 
using it for the healthcare debate.
 A bill that would qualify for 
reconciliation dealing with health-
care includes funding reallocations 
with Medicare and Social Secu-
rity, as well as the proposed tax 
credits to businesses, among other 
things. Many Democratic politi-
cians see the reconciliation option 
as a valid chance to pass a bulk of 
the healthcare reform. Their ma-

jorities in both houses ensure almost 
certain success of such a strategy.
 Critics of this strategy would 
argue against reconciliation, calling 
it reckless or perhaps even  an abuse 
of power. However, this would not 
be the first time such a method was 
utilized, for it has always proven to 
help pass important legislation, es-
pecially through a political body as 
slow as the U.S. Senate. Reconcili-
ation still requires the votes of over 
fifty percent of Senators to pass 
legislation; any supposed threat the 
option presents to the democrat-
ic process, or the people, is false. 

 President Obama and the 
Congress are currently working on 
the 2011 budget along with a jobs bill 
that aims to reinvigorate the economy 
and ultimately bring unemployment 
back down to more tolerable levels. 
The GOP has always claimed to be 
adamant supporters of job creation. 
After the conversation they had with 
President Obama broadcast on live 
television about bipartisanship, it will 
be interesting to see how much or how 
little their attitude, and  the overall 
climate in Washington, will change.

For the first time since 
1972, a Republican 

was elected to the U.S. 
Senate from the state 

of Massachusetts.

In a live broadcast, the 
President refuted every 
Republican argument 

and talking point.
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President Obama calling out the Republicans for cooperation in his enduring 
attempt at bipartisanship.     Photo: AP

Rather than muster 
the leadership needed 

to get things done 
and pass significant 

legislation, [the 
Democrats] continue 
to rely on the myth of 

bipartisanship.

Senator Scott Brown celebrates his victory in Massachusetts, becoming the 
first elected Republican to the U.S. Senate since 1972.    
        Photo: AP



Feb. 25, 2010 7The Cornell Progressive

A month ago, the world watched 
in horror as Haiti was torn 

apart by a violent earthquake that 
destroyed the homes of thousands 
and left upwards of 230,000 victims 
in its wake. Before the earthquake, 
the people of Haiti were suffering 
due to a terribly low standard of 
living, including an incredibly low 
literacy rate, malnutrition, and a 
shockingly high number of people 
without adequate food, shelter, or 
clothing. The few hospitals were 
often not well-equipped and almost 
always overcrowded, but doctors and 
volunteers worked round the clock 
to ensure they were offering the best 
health care they could provide to the 
people. Weeks after the earthquake, 
Haiti is in worse shape than ever before.

With hospitals, schools, 
government buildings, and hundreds 
of thousands of homes destroyed, 
the government and people of Haiti 
turned to the rest of the world for 
help. The emergency appeal led by 
the international aid community has 
now reached more than 95% of its 
original goal of $577 million. The 
U.S. was one among many countries, 
including Canada, Belize, Cuba, and 
Brazil, quick to respond and offer 
aid to the victims of the earthquake. 
As Haiti’s rainy season approaches, 
however, many are still in dire 
need of sufficient shelter and food. 

Schools and businesses across 
the United States have also joined the 

international relief fund. President 
David Skorton spoke on behalf of 
the Cornell community assuring us 
that he and the university are doing 
everything in their power to aid in 
the relief efforts, including working 
hard to ensure the safety of our 
own faculty and students working 
at a health clinic in Port-au-Prince.  
President Skorton also has created a 
steering group led by Vice Provost 
for International Relations Alice Pell 
and Professor Warren Johnson to 
effectively use all resources available 
to help the Haitian community in 

their time of need. In an email to 
the Cornell community President 
Skorton expressed his sympathies 
and offered a sign of hope in saying, 
“Cornell intends to contribute 
actively to rebuilding life in Haiti…” 
as well as extending gratitude to “…
all who have already begun to help 
colleagues and neighbors in Haiti.”

The steps Cornell has taken 
reflect the actions of the rest of the 
United States and the international 
community in the response to the 
earthquake and its aftermath. Haiti, 
even before the earthquake, was 
the poorest country in the western 
hemisphere and was ranked in the 
top 20 poorest countries in the world. 
The people of Haiti need outside help 
now, more than they ever did before. 
It is in trying times that we must 
remind ourselves that above all, we 
are citizens of the world, and that all 
people, from all countries, deserve and 
need aid. Those of us lucky enough 

to have never gone through such 
devastating events must be grateful 
for what we have and remember to 
help those who do not have as much. 

Like the chaos that ensued from 
Hurricane Katrina or the devastating 
tsunami of 2004, the world must 

continue to help heal the destruction 
caused by the earthquake in Haiti. 
In these moments now, we must all 
work to rebuild the destitute island 
nation; we must heed the call of our 
president, Barack Obama, and “…
be there for them in their hour of 
need.” We must not allow ourselves 
to be defined by what we failed 
to do, but rather by what we did to 
help. During the first month since 
the earthquake the international 
community has done a remarkable 
job of sending aid to Haiti, but we 
must keep in mind that the months to 
come will be just as crucial. We must 
offer as much help as we can, to best 
ameliorate the suffering of so many 
Haitians by attempting to rebuild 
their country and make it stronger 
and more stable than ever before.  

 

The Continuing 
Response to 

Devastation in Haiti

The emergency appeal 
led by the international 

aid community has 
now reached more 

than 95% of its 
original goal of $577 

million. 

Colombian Red Cross volunteers help to unload relief items for in Port-au-
Prince, Haiti. Photo: Cruz Roja Colombiana/Silvia Ballen
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A Haitian boy receives treatment at an ad hoc medical clinic at MINUSTAH’s logistics base after an earthquake mea-
suring 7 plus on the Richter scale rocked Port au Prince Haiti just before 5 pm yesterday, January 12, 2010.

Photo: Logan Abassi / The United Nations 

It is in trying times 
that we must remind 
ourselves that above 
all, we are citizens of 
the world, and that 
all people, from all 

countries, deserve and 
need aid.
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Domestic issues dominate Amer-
ica’s airwaves – in particular, 

the improving but still-struggling 
economy takes center stage. In the 
realm of foreign affairs, it is prob-
ably safe to say that issues pertaining 
to the Middle East (be it Israel, Iraq, 
or Iran) get most of our attention. In 
the mean time, many of us forget that 
America’s relationship with China 
is still rocky, if not at times, conten-
tious. Three recent issues in the news 
have further strained Sino-American 
relations: the US arms sale to Taiwan, 
President Obama’s plans to meet with 
the Dalai Lama in the near future, 
and the Chinese government’s con-
tinuing manipulation of its currency.

The Taiwanese-Chinese conflict 
is complicated. In short, The Republic 
of China, which controlled mainland 
China and the island of Taiwan, lost a 
civil war and moved its government 
to Taipei. The People’s Republic of 
China (which we know more simply 
as China) replaced it in 1949. The 
current Chinese government claims 
that, as the successor of the Republic 
of China, it too has jurisdiction over 
Taiwan. Taiwan, which is officially 
known as the Republic of China 
(not the People’s Republic), claims 
that it is its own sovereign state.

Considering China’s position 
that Taiwan is within its political bor-
ders, it is not surprising that China 
is angered over Washington’s recent 
weapons sale to Taiwan.  At $6.2 bil-
lion, the sale will provide Taiwan with 
anti-missile systems, mine-sweeping 
ships, helicopters, and communica-
tions systems. One Chinese observ-
er equated this weapons exchange 
to China giving Alaska weapons.

“[The Chinese and Taiwanese] 
have differences, but we also have 
the capability to settle them peace-
fully, without external interference,” 
Xiong Lei, guest professor of jour-
nalism at Beijing Foreign Studies 
University and Tsinghua University, 

wrote in China Daily. “That unfor-
tunately is a cultural trait that seems 
to be beyond the US administra-
tion’s comprehension. Or, perhaps 
the US doesn’t want to understand 
it. Instead, it prefers, rather loves, 
to interfere in other countries’ af-
fairs, although that is not what diplo-
macy in the 21st century should be.”

While this arms sale no doubt 
complicates America’s relation-

ship with China, a strategic trading 
partner with the US, other recent 
events add to the tension. President 
Obama’s decision to meet with the 
Dalai Lama on February 18 in the 
White House, for example, is one 
that the Chinese are less than satis-
fied with. China is so dissatisfied, in 
fact, that its government has warned 
that the conference will seriously 
undermine Sino-American relations.

Why is China so upset over 
this meeting? The situation, like that 
of Chinese-Taiwanese relations, is 
complex, but it boils down to this:  
The Dalai Lama is the president of 
the Central Tibetan Administration, 
the government of Tibet, a region 
in China north of the Himalayas . In 

this capacity, the Dalai Lama claims 
to be the rightful leader of Tibet and, 
as we have seen, China does not ap-
preciate others’ claims of sovereignty 
to land that it believes to be its own.

Ma Zhaoxu, a spokesman 
for China’s Foreign Ministry, an-
nounced, “We firmly oppose the 
Dalai Lama visiting the United 
States and US leaders having con-
tact with him.” He continued, “China 
urges the US... to immediately call 
off the wrong decision of arrang-
ing for President Obama to meet 
with the Dalai Lama... to avoid any 
more damage to Sino-US relations.”

While the upcoming (at the time 
of this writing) meeting with the Da-
lai Lama and the recent arms sale to 
Taiwan may have caused acute dam-
age to our relationship with China, 
a chronic problem that plagues our 
relationship is the fact that China is 
suspected of manipulating its cur-
rency in order to perform better in 
the international market. Many be-
lieve that the yuan is artificially un-
dervalued by anywhere from 25% 
to 40% against the US dollar. This 
has enabled China, by some esti-
mates, to “amass a staggering trade 
surplus of $1.7 trillion in foreign ex-
change,” according to domain-b.com.

President Obama recognizes the 
significance of this problem, and he 
has vowed to take action to correct it. 
He plans “to make sure our goods are 
not artificially inflated in price and 
their goods are not artificially deflated 
in price; that puts us at a huge com-
petitive disadvantage.” China noted 

that Obama’s words were nothing 
more than “wrongful accusations.”

But why does Chinese cur-
rency manipulation matter to us? 
Some economists believe that if 
the yuan were accurately and fairly 
valued (and if the same were there-
fore true for some other curren-
cies that are linked to it), as many 
as 700,000 to 800,000 jobs could 
be created in the US. Others are not 
convinced that the effect would be  
that dramatic. Even so, American 
businesses find it difficult to com-
pete in a global economy in which 

the value of the yuan is so deflated.
The artificial deflation of the 

Yuan, the American-Taiwan arms 
sale, and the upcoming meeting be-
tween Obama and the Dalai Lama 
have undermined the relationship be-
tween the American and Chinese gov-
ernments. The net outcome of these 
diplomatic hurdles, however, may 
not be that noteworthy. We do depend 
on each other economically, after all.

Black Hawk helicopters form part of Taiwan’s £4bn arms purchase from 
the US. Photo: Bruno Domingos/Reuters

Josh Uhr ON CHINA
Sino-American Relations Hit A Rough Spot 

(Or Three)

Patriot missiles form part of the £4bn arms sale by the US to Taiwan. 
Photograph: AP

Many of us forget that 
America’s relationship 

with China is still 
rocky, if not, at times, 

contentious.

 Barack Obama with the Dalai Lama. Photo: White House

Some economists 
believe that if the yuan 

were accurately and 
fairly valued, as many 
as 700,000 to 800,000 
jobs could be created 

in the US.
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President Obama began address-
ing his foreign policy concerns 

with a message that called for unity 
and also urged Americans to put 
aside their political divisions in order 
to maintain focus on resolving our 
most major national security issues. 
He further reminded the American 
people that it is possible to effective-
ly fight terrorism while staying true 
to our values as a nation devoted to 
the promotion of human rights and 
democracy. 

After revealing that there were 
“unacceptable gaps” in the proce-
dures carried out to promote home-
land security, citing the halted Christ-
mas terrorist attack, President Obama 
assured the American people that his 
administration had further invested 
in improving intelligence, tightening 
airline security in order to prevent 

possible attacks on the American 
people, all while “prohibiting torture 
and strengthening partnerships from 
the Pacific to South Asia to the Ara-
bian Peninsula.” He further reassured 
the American people that “in the last 
year, hundreds of Al Qaeda’s fighters 
and affiliates, including many senior 
leaders, have been captured or killed 
– far more than in 2008.”

Although President Obama rec-
ognized that achieving all his goals 
in Afghanistan would be difficult, 
he spelled-out his plan to increase 
the American forces already present 
in Afghanistan. The goal is so that 
Afghan Security Forces would be 
trained and “ready to take lead” so 
that all American troops in Afghani-
stan could come home by July 2011. 
In addition, he wanted to promote 
a new, stable Afghan government 
that would minimize corruption and 
would strive to ensure equal rights 
for women and men of all ethnic 
groups in the country. 

President Obama also presented 

a similar plan for the war in Iraq. By 
August he plans on extracting all 
combat troops from Iraq, but would 
continue to support the Iraqi govern-
ment by facilitating fair elections and 
overall stability in the country. He 
believed that the only way to end the 
war successfully is to concentrate on 
fighting the terrorist group, Al Qaeda, 
while concentrating on rebuilding the 
country and understanding and work-
ing with the Iraqi people.

Although his outlined goals 
might have been considered overly 
ambitious or overwhelming, Presi-
dent Obama showed deep apprecia-
tion for the men and women in the 
armed forces on behalf of the entire 
nation. He reminded the American 
people that their soldiers need as 
much or more support when they re-
turn from years of living through the 

tribulations of war. In order to answer 
to the needs of the returning veterans, 
the Obama Administration has made 
the largest increase in investments in 
veteran services in several decades. 

While President Obama recog-
nized the unique challenges in the 
wars in Iraq and Afghanistan, he also 
voiced his concerns about the prolif-
eration of nuclear weapons, particu-
larly in the Middle East. Inspired by 
former presidents Reagan and Ken-
nedy, President Obama along with 
the Russia is formulating “farthest-
reaching arms control treaty in nearly 
two decades.” Additionally, the Nu-
clear Security Summit in April will 
give forty-four countries to sit at a 
round table and discuss a four year 
plan to “secure all nuclear materi-
als… so that they never fall into the 
hands of terrorists.” Using the North 
Korean and Iranian governments as 
examples, President Obama clearly 
expressed the United States’ devo-
tion to preventing the proliferation 
of nuclear weapons by imposing new 

sanctions and isolation from the in-
ternational community. 

Through all these efforts to suc-
cessfully end the wars in Iraq and 
Afghanistan and discouraging further 
development of nuclear weapons, 
Obama reminds his audience of his 
broader vision for reshaping Amer-
ica’s role in the international com-
munity. This includes engagement 
that advances the common security 
and prosperity of all people. He cites 
America’s work with the G-20 sum-
mit to respond to global warming, 
promotion of education and science 
in Muslim communities, efforts to 
fight hunger and HIV/AIDS in third 
world countries to name a few. He 
reminds Americans of their country’s 
unique and historic power to posi-
tively touch the lives of all people 
around the world. “As we have for 

over sixty years, America takes these 
actions because our destiny is con-
nected to those beyond our shores. 
But we also do it because it is right. 
That is why, as we meet here tonight, 
over 10,000 Americans are working 

with many nations to help the people 
of Haiti recover and rebuild. That 
is why we stand with the girl who 
yearns to go to school in Afghani-
stan; we support the human rights 
of the women marching through the 
streets of Iran; and we advocate for 

the young man denied a job by c o r -
ruption in Guinea. For America must 
always stand on the side of freedom 
and human dignity.”

However, he did not limit his 
vision for the advancement of equal 
rights to the international communi-
ty. His administration’s Civil Rights 
Division is working to ensure that 
no American’s rights are unjustly 
infringed upon. Most notably, Presi-
dent Obama along with the military 
and Congress repealed a law that pre-
vented openly homosexual Ameri-
cans to serve in the military. President 
Obama also spearheaded the move-
ment to ensure equal pay for women 
for equal work. He is also committed 
to further securing our borders and 
opening up opportunities for finding 
work and having a chance to achieve 
the American Dream.

President Obama’s overall mes-
sage to the American people was that 
his goals have not changed since his 
first days in office. As he did while 
running for president, President 
Obama continues to strive for break-
ing down party barriers to not only 
effectively pass laws and improve 
the lives of the American people, but 
also to create a political environment 
where policies would not be judged 
based on party lines, but rather their 
actual merits. President Obama not 
only is maintaining a strong com-
mitment to his visions for the Unit-
ed States and the world, but he also 
wishes to inform his fellow Ameri-
cans that they are not just citizens of 
the United States, but also citizens 
of the world. The United States has 
immense international influence and 
the outcome of many global issues 
significantly depends on the role of 
the United States, and ultimately the 
choices of the American people. 

The State of the Union 

Wordle (word cloud) generated from text of the 2010 State of the Union address. Photo: Flickr Creative Commons
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When United States Attorney 
General Eric Holder an-

nounced last November that Septem-
ber 11 mastermind Khalid Sheikh 
Mohammed (KSM) would be tried 
in New York City’s criminal justice 
system, he was met with a veritable  
uproar. Impassioned by patriotism 
and concerns for national security, 
local and visiting protestors began 
to demonstrate in New York City to 
make known their fear that bringing 
a known terrorist to trial will put the 
United States at risk by making the city 
a terrorist target. Compelling a crimi-
nal to stand trial seems simple, yet for 
some reason, the issue of trying KSM 
in Lower Manhattan has become 
complex, confusing, and, not surpris-
ingly, opened up unnecessary debate. 

The discussion surrounding the 
KSM trial has drawn opinions from 
those in all levels of government and 
all walks of private life. In addition 
to their concerns about an increased 
threat of terrorism, many on the con-
servative side believe that our legal  
system cannot serve justice  for KSM. 
However, they seem to forget that 

in a representative democracy, the 
country is really only as good as its 
institutions and the people who run 
them. If the American people believe 
that the justice system cannot do its 
job appropriately, adequately, and ef-
fectively, then there are more serious 
problems in this country than unnec-
essary fear of terrorism. The troubling 

lack of faith that has become appar-
ent during the trial’s deliberations is 
even more frustrating because KSM 
has admitted to the crimes he has 
been charged with, namely the plot-
ting of the September 11, 2001 at-
tacks. It would seem that there would 
be no problem  convicting this man, 

so there should be no problem in giv-
ing him as fair a trial as possible. 

Cooperation between New 
York City and the White House on 
this issue has also been complex. At 
first, Mayor Bloomberg supported 
the trial, but upon further reflection, 
he found that the costs to the city to 
provide security, as well as repercus-
sions for local businesses and real es-
tate values, would be too high to back 
the Obama administration’s plan as 
it now stands. The mayor was also 
compelled to alter his original point 
of view when a joint letter signed by 
citywide officials, the Lower Manhat-
tan councilwoman, and state and na-
tional representatives was sent to Mr. 
Holder asking him to change the ven-
ue. It is important to note that those 
who signed this document agreed 
with the decision to hold the trial; they 
simply asked that Lower Manhat-
tan not bear the burden of holding it.

As soon as some of the heat sur-
rounding this issue finally began to 
cool, Sarah Palin felt compelled to 
reignite the debate. Calling for Mr. 
Holder’s resignation at the National 
Tea Party Convention, Mrs. Palin 
defended her statement by saying, 
“We’re at war and these are acts of 
war that these terrorists are commit-
ting and we need to treat them dif-
ferently. I don’t think terrorists are 

worthy of rights that people like my 
son fight and are willing to die for.” 

It seems as though the former 
governor of Alaska is misconstru-
ing the right to due process as an 
offer of citizenship. Rejecting what 
is internationally accepted to be 
a basic human right is not only a 
step backwards, but a sign that the 
United States faces serious internal 
concerns about the necessity of a 
standard of justice. It seems contra-
dictory to any claims of patriotism 
the Obama administration’s critics 
make to freely allow the discarding 
of one of our founding principles.

There is a valid concern about 
the rather public federal trial for Kha-
lid Sheikh Mohammed, but that does 
not and should not mean the aban-
donment of one of the core values of 
this country. The Obama administra-
tion has made clear that it is dedi-
cated to reestablishing the American 
stance on human rights both domesti-
cally and abroad; this is one area that 

should have bipartisan support. We 
must have a clear policy of justice for 
all. If we abandon  our ideals, if we 
waver in the face of fear, then the ter-
rorists have truly won. If the Ameri-
can people do not have faith in our 
justice system, in the Department of 
Justice, and all of our security servic-
es, I can honestly say that I have no 
idea what is going on in this country, 
and what our future could possibly be.
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Justice is No Longer an Option

Khalid Sheikh Mohammed, mastermind behind the 9/11 attacks.
Photo: blog.davidhoyle.com

Many on the conservative 
side believe that our 

legal  system cannot serve 
justice  for KSM. 
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This July 2009 photo downloaded 
from the Arabic language web 

site www.muslm.net shows a man 
identified by the site as Khalid 

Sheik Mohammed.
Photo: AP
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standard of justice. 
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Haiti: A Follow-up

 As I wrote in the January 
issue of The Cornell Progressive, it is 
imperative this semester that we keep 
Haiti and its assuredly long and gruel-
ing process of recovery in mind. With 
the death toll now at 212,000 people 
and the homeless count at 1,000,000 
(not including people who were al-
ready homeless), the earthquake that 
devastated Port-au-Prince on Janu-
ary 12th has proven to be the most 
calamitous natural disaster ever to 
strike the Americas in modern histo-

ry. Thousands of injured flock to shel-
ters outside the capital city as food 
becomes more and more scarce. Dra-
ma surrounds the alleged kidnapping 
of 33 Haitian children by ten Bap-
tist missionaries from Idaho. Uncer-
tainty surrounds the issue of wheth-
er or not Haiti can really recover. 

 Yet there are some hopeful 
signs. According to AlJazeera.net, 
Jude Celestine, director of the CNE, 
Port-au-Prince’s public works de-
partment, is already looking towards 
the future, drawing up blue prints for 

a new and improved  capital city. At 
least on paper, a new vision for Haiti 
is emerging. Moreover, the mourn-
ful and overburdened Haitian people 
are doing their best to provide for 
themselves, erecting food stalls and 
reviving communication lines. Al-
though journalists in Haiti have long 
faced governmental repression, lo-
cal reporters have risen to the chal-
lenge of transmitting the news. Ac-
cording to Slate Magazine, Rotchild 
Francois, director of the capital’s 
radio in the Pétionville district, has 

not been deterred by the collapse 
of his house but instead continues 
to broadcast the news from under a 
tree in the fallen radio station’s yard. 

 The importance of remain-
ing aware of Haiti at this time can-
not be emphasized enough. Hope-
fully by maintaining interest and 
pushing for action in the area, we 
can ensure that Haiti never returns 
to its previous, unacceptable state. 

By anna CoLLins 

CP
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Clues for 2010 Midterm Elections in Illinois

On February 2, voters from 
Illinois selected their can-

didates for governor, senator, and rep-
resentative in the primary election. 
The senate race in this state is of par-
ticular interest because the seat once 
held by President Obama is up for 
grabs. While the special election in 
Massachusetts attracted a lot of atten-
tion and was expected to have great 
impact, it seems the race for Obama’s 
place in the Senate will be even more 
interesting and heated. Although Mr. 
Obama and his Chicago-native advi-
sors approached State Attorney Gen-
eral Lisa Madigan about running for 
the gubernatorial or senatorial posi-
tion, she declined. They then put their 
weight behind the front-runner in the 
Democratic Party, Alexi Giannoulias. 
Mr. Giannoulias went on to clinch the 
primary win, despite some criticism 
about past handling of money. He 
faces Mark Steven Kirk ’81, a five-
term Congressman and Cornell alum-
nus, in the general election. This race 
will bring up many issues of corrup-
tion in Illinois, as well as questions 
of Obama’s legacy in his home state.

By sarah GreenBerG

Alexei Giannoulias, Democratic contender for Illinois Senate
Photo: APCP

...and in Indiana?

Senator Evan Bayh, Demo-
crat of Indiana, announced his retire-
ment from the Senate on February 
15 of this year after serving for two 
terms. Bayh, long considered to be 
a moderate to conservative Demo-
crat, comes from a political pedi-
gree. His father, Birch Bayh, repre-
sented Indiana in the Senate for three 
terms. Prior to his senatorial career, 
the younger Bayh was governor of 
the Hoosier State for eight years.

Bayh’s unexpected retirement 
was met with the usual doom-and-
gloom talking points from the right. 
RNC Chairman Michael Steele de-
clared that his retirement meant 
that Democrats are “running for 
the hills” despite the fact that more 
Republicans are retiring this cycle 
than Democrats. The retirement has 
proved heartening to the opposition 
who see a genuine pick-up opportu-
nity. While it was a safe seat for the 
Democrats this cycle – Bayh had on 
hand $13 million for his re-election 
as well as very positive poll numbers 
– it is now rated as a toss-up seat.

In leaving the Senate, Bayh stated 
that “I do not love Congress,” speak-
ing to the perennial notion that Wash-
ington – and the Senate in particular – 
is broken. While expressing a desire 
to help his country, Bayh also said 
he is “an executive at heart” fueling 
speculation at a 2012 presidential run.

Senator Bayh’s seat has a wide 
range of possible contenders. Con-
servative Democrat Rep. Brad Ells-
worth has publicly expressed interest 
in the seat. Another representative, 

Baron Hill, has not ruled out a run for 
the Senate. On the Republican side, 
former Senator Daniel Coats, previ-
ously expressed interest in running. 
In fact, he held the seat for two terms 
before Bayh was elected in 1998 and 
holds notable state-wide recognition. 

While his announcement is dis-
heartening to many Democrats, it 
must be remembered that Bayh was 
hardly a progressive. He was always 
a conservative to moderate Democrat 
who, while representing the people of 
his state honestly and with candor, was 
hardly a paradigm of the progressive 
moment. Nevertheless, it seems in-
evitable that Bayh’s replacement will 
be more conservative than he, wheth-
er a Democrat or Republican, so at 
the moment, us progressives ought to 
look at this retirement with a sense of 
foreboding. 

...and California?

The time of the Governa-
tor is coming to a close. Much how 
Arnold Schwarzenegger’s cin-
ematic career has sputtered to an 
ignoble end (Around the World in 
80 Days? Seriously?), his politi-
cal career is coming to an end. One 
may ask if in his farewell address he 
will declare that he will “be back.”

Arnold jokes aside, the battle 
to replace the governor is quickly 
becoming contentious. The tradi-
tionally Democratic state fields a 
strong candidate in Jerry Brown, 
who previously served as governor 
in the seventies and eighties and is 
the current attorney general. He has 
formed an exploratory committee 
in favor of running, and with San 
Francisco mayor Gavin Newsom 
bowing out last year, the way for 
the Democratic nomination is clear.

On the Republican side, the 
clear frontrunner is former eBay 
CEO and President Meg Whitman, 
who has been widely hailed as a 
business leader but lacks any politi-
cal experience. Once considered a 
vice presidential choice for John Mc-
Cain, Whitman is leading in polls 
against other Republican contend-
ers such as another business, Steve 
Poizner. The likely battle between 
Brown and Whitman poses an in-
teresting dynamic in the election: 
Californians have the opportunity to 
elect either the youngest or the old-
est governor in their state history. 

While most polls show a lead 
for the Democratic candidate, they 
have become increasingly tight, 

meaning that the Golden State may 
be in for an expensive, contentious 
battle for the governorship. This 
is somewhat surprising, consider-
ing the relative unpopularity of cur-
rent Governor Schwarzenegger. 

 In another seemingly close 
election, Senator Barbara Boxer sur-
prises some by underperforming in 
some polls. According to 538.com, 
she polls only seven points ahead 
of a generic 
Republican 
o p p o n e n t 
and seems 
to do worse 
against Rep. 
Tom Camp-
bell who 
has publicly 
e x p r e s s e d 
interest in 
the seat. 

I n 
two elec-
t i o n s , 
Californians have the opportunity 
to re-elect (technically, in Brown’s 
case) true progressives to positions 
of power. California has a long his-
tory of trending blue and any Re-
publican must battle uphill. It is be-
coming increasingly obvious that 
this year will not be favorable to 
Democrats, yet a loss in California 
would have other symbolic mean-
ings to it, much as Scott Brown’s 
election in Massachusetts did. As the 
year goes on, we must look at Cali-
fornia’s elections with a wary eye.

By ZaChary newkirk

Bye Evan Bayh!
Photo: Wikipedia

By ZaChary newkirk

Governor again?
Photo: wired.com
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Obama also had 
some economic ad-
vice for the American 
people. He told them 
not to blow a bunch of 
cash on Vegas when 
you’re trying to save 
for college. Though 
to be fair, most recent 
college graduates 
would probably have 
more luck in Vegas, I 
think. 

President Obama told 
White House reporters 
that his meeting with 
bipartisan congres-
sional leaders went, 
quote, “well.” When 
asked why he was be-
ing vague, he was like, 
“because.”

But for now, it looks like Jay’s back on at 11:30. 
Now people are getting their old jobs back. How long 
before Dick Cheney shows up at the White House? 
“Hey Biden, heard you turned my dungeon into a 
breakfast nook.

The Obama adminis-
tration has reversed itself 
and is now considering 
moving the trial of the 
9/11 terrorists out of Man-
hattan after protests from 
Congress and the mayor of 
New York. See, they’re go-
ing to do an Off Broadway 
version first, see if people 
like it. See, then if it does 
well, then they’ll bring it 
into the city. 

The Last Laugh
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Did you see Sarah Palin at the Tea Party Con-
vention on Saturday? Well, this is — I’m starting 
to love her, really. She mocked President Obama 
for using a teleprompter and then, someone 
noticed she had notes written on her hand. And 
she had the words “energy,” “budget,” with the 
word “cuts” crossed off, “tax,” and “lift American 
spirits” written on her palm. It lifted my spirits, 
so — mission accomplished, I guess.

Jimmy Kimmel

Jimmy Fallon

I’ll tell you, you 
woke up this morn-
ing, and New York, a 
tremendous sight. I 
mean, it was whiter 
than a Tea Party rally.

A lot of Republicans 
attended President 
Obama’s Super Bowl 
party. And I thought 
oh, yeah, they care 
about New Orleans, 
now!

David Letterman

Jay  Leno

Craig Ferguson

It was reported 
today that Goldman 
Sachs’s CEO, Lloyd 
Blankfein, is getting 
a $100 million bo-
nus. Goldman Sachs 
denied it, saying, 
“Well, no figure has 
been decided on 
yet.” You know what 
that means? He’s 
getting more. Ex-
actly. 

Jay  Leno


