
By Sarah GreenBerG

With the weight of a year’s bat-
tle on his shoulders, President Obama 
signed into law the most sweeping 
health care reform in this country’s 
history on Tuesday, March 23. The 
bill passed the House of Represen-
tatives with a seven-vote margin, 
219-212, with 34 Democrats join-
ing Republicans in voting against 
the measure. The division of votes 
reflects the deep ideological divides 
that have come to national atten-
tion over the past year of debate.
 After the late-night voting 
on Sunday, March 21, Republicans 
and Democrats are sharply divided 
in their interpretations of the new 
piece of legislation. Republicans 
view the bill as fodder for the No-
vember midterm elections—the way 
to crush the Democratic agenda and 
take back Congress. The Demo-
crats, on the other hand, see health 
care reform as a historic landmark 
and an opportunity to prove the 
strength of the president and party.
 In the debate that lasted over a 

year, the Republicans leaned on dog-
ma and the burgeoning TEA (Taxed 
Enough Already) Party to discredit 
the Democrats and their arguments 
in favor of reform. Liberals, shocked 
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by the virulent attacks from the right, 
were wholly unable to effectively 
counter and respond to any of the ir-
relevant and sometimes false claims 
that came from across the aisle. This 

allowed the debate to drag on for as 
long as it did, and produced some of 
the greatest soundbites. When former 
vice presidential nominee Sarah Pal-
in entered the controversy over health 
care reform, she used Facebook to 
comment on the role of government in 
certain decisions between doctor and 
patient. She wrote that in the “Amer-
ica I know and love” no one with a 
health condition should have to stand 
before Obama’s bureaucratic “death 
panel” and have health decisions be 
made for him or her. There is no pro-
vision in any version of legislation 
that resembles this claim, but it took 
a permanent place in the language 
used to refute reform. This not only 
reflects ignorance about the issue, but 
true dedication to fear mongering.
	 As the right assumed less 
and less responsibility for their 
ludicrous allegations regarding 
the House and Senate bills, the 
left had a minor scare when they 
lost the Senate supermajority.
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By Max MccullouGh

Fiscal responsibility is a term 
thrown around a lot in media circles 
and on Capital Hill these days, espe-
cially as the nation struggles to right 
itself economically after the worst re-
cession since the 1930s. Surely, the 
concept of spending only as much 
as you have to spend and avoiding 
the accumulation of debt in favor of 
tightening the belt by cutting extra-
neous expenses makes sense. Today, 
this notion is especially applicable as 
the nation’s coffers are already de-
pleted from diminishing tax revenues 
and emergency spending meant to 
stabilize a floundering financial sys-
tem.
 Indeed, this approach does 
make sense; that is, if you’re a teenag-
er, working with the allowance your 
parents give you once a month, with 
which you manage a middle school 

social life. The government, on the 
other hand, is headed by adults who 
manage the largest economy in the 
world, overseeing the exchange of 
unfathomably large sums of money 
and providing comfort and security 
for a population of 300 million peo-
ple. Like any reasonable business-
man, government officials must oc-
casionally acknowledge a necessary 
dip into the red fiscally, but again like 
any reasonable businessman, no offi-
cial executing daily financial matters 
looks forward to days of deficit. 
 That being said, “deficit” is 
not an inherently dirty word. Nor, for 
that matter, is “debt.”, Their presence 
is not an indicator of fiscal irresponsi-
bly one hundred percent of the time. 
Indeed, when utilized at an appropri-
ate time and in the proper way, these 
two ideas can show themselves to be 
valuable tools for improving the fiscal 
wellbeing of any entity, be it a small 
business, a corporation, or a govern-

ment. Now is one of those times, and 
while the prospect of spending tril-
lions of dollars that we do not have is 

certainly intimidating, this situation 
needs a proper frame of reference in 
order to fully judge its merits.
 An example for illustrative 
purposes: a husband and wife, both 
recently laid off due to corporate 
downsizing, want to start a small 
business, perhaps an independent 
bookstore. They have some capital 

drawn from their savings, enough 
to lease a location, but not enough 
to buy a fully stocked inventory or 
pay for the first few months of utili-
ties. What they do have, however, is 
a plan in which they have outlined 
what kinds of services they will offer 
and an idea of how they can take this 
plan and in, say, a year begin to turn 
a profit. The next step for them is to 
find the means of securing the capital 
they require. So, they go to a bank to 
receive a loan. In this bank, they ex-
plain how they will invest the money 
the bank will give them in the tools 
they need to succeed. The bank, sat-
isfied with their credentials, agrees, 
and the couple sets out to establish 
themselves as booksellers. 

Continued	on	page	12

The Realistic Path to Fiscal Responsibility

President	Obama	signs	the	Patient	Protection	and	Affordable	Care	Act	and	
the	Health	Care	and	Education	Reconciliation	Act	of	2010,	flanked	by	mem-

bers	of	Congress.	Photo:	http://www.seattlepi.com

“The money that is 
being borrowed and 
spent is not going to 
waste; rather, it is 

an investment in the 
future of America’s 

economy. ”
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By SaM Ferenc

They did it. The Democrats have 
passed health care reform. After a 
year of painful debate, after a cen-
tury of progressive aspirations un-
realized, the American health care 
system will finally begin to serve 
individuals and not insurance com-
panies. No longer will coverage be 
dropped when someone gets sick. No 
longer will an individual be denied 
coverage because of a pre-existing 
condition. No longer will working 
families be forced into bankruptcy 
in paying for the care a loved one 
needs. Those dark days are now be-
hind us. With the passage of this re-
form, health care has moved a great 
step forward to becoming not a priv-
ilege but a right for all Americans.
 This is the spirit of the law, at 
least. As with any government pro-
gram, time will tell how easily these 
reforms will be implemented and 
how effectively President Obama’s 
plans will evolve from inspirational 
rhetoric to tangible reality. The law 
is not perfect by any means; the lack 
of a public option remains a disap-
pointment. In addition, while the 
Democrats have pledged that the 
program is fully paid for and will 
in fact reduce yearly federal deficits 
over the next decade, the national 
debt continues to soar. These are real 
issues that will need to be addressed, 
but now that the Democratic Con-
gress has shown that it is capable of 
significant action, hopes that solu-
tions will be found seem a little less 
idealistic and a little more realistic.
 The Democrats deserve 
great commendation for enacting 
this historic reform in the face of one 
of the most monolithic and shame-
less displays of political obstruc-
tionism that this country has ever 
seen. The Republican Party firmly 

established itself over this year-long 
debate as the Party of No: no ideas, 
no solutions, and no cooperation. 
Simply outnumbered in Congress 
and with no intention of bipartisan-
ship or negotiation, the Republicans 
acted like six-year-olds at bath time, 
resorting to insufferable contrarian-
ism to attempt to derail the Demo-
crats’ agenda. Meanwhile, under the 
surface of the conservative move-
ment, a putrid stew of fear and lies 
began to bubble out of the party’s 
radical, delusional wing. Ameri-
can political discourse was quickly 
overrun with disturbing rumors of 
Democratic-led “death panels,” 
allegations of a coming “govern-
ment takeover” of health care, and 
frantic cries about the Democrats’ 
plans to destroy American freedom. 
 Instead of denouncing such 
rhetoric as the inane nonsense it is 
and focusing on reality-based poli-
tics, Congressional Republicans 
instead seized on the stream of 
scare tactics and deception exud-
ing from Fox News, and begin to 
fill the legislative chambers with the 
same cries of socialism and tyranny 
heard at the Tea Party protests out-
side. Any remaining trace of mod-
erate, reasoned opinion from the 
Republican side of the aisle was 
lost in the deluge of fear monger-
ing and demonization of progres-
sives that quickly engulfed and 
finally came to represent the GOP. 
 What the Republicans 
thought they could achieve in all 
of this is unclear. In fully embrac-
ing the sensationalist talking points 
of their extreme fringe, they backed 
themselves into an ideological cor-
ner. As conservative commentator 
and former George W. Bush speech-
writer David Frum explained in a 
piece criticizing the behavior of his 
party, you cannot negotiate “with 
somebody whom your voters have 
been persuaded to believe wants to 

murder their grandmother.” Far from 
recreating the success they enjoyed 
after defeating President Clinton’s 
health care bill, Frum continued, the 
Republicans’ high-stakes gamble on 
health care reform will instead be 
their Waterloo. “Legislative majori-
ties come and go,” he wrote. “This 
healthcare bill is forever.” A lone 
voice of reason in a party overcome 
by lunacy, Frum was fired from his 
position at the American Enterprise 
Institute less than two days after 
publishing this article on his website.
 Somehow, the Republicans 
remain undeterred by their massive 
legislative failure. Despite a Gal-
lup poll taken the day after the bill’s 
passage that showed forty-nine per-
cent of Americans in support, con-
servative politicians have launched 
their follow-up strategy, dubbed 
“repeal and replace.” The Repub-
licans have completely lost touch 
with reality if they actually believe 
they can convince the majority of 
the American people to once again 
allow insurance companies to drop 
their coverage when they get sick 
and deny coverage to those with 
chronic ailments. Even if they do 
somehow ride this strategy to legis-
lative majorities in November, any 
action the Republicans undertake 
will still run headfirst into President 
Obama’s veto, and barring the ap-
pearance of the next Ronald Rea-
gan before the 2012 election, this 
will be true for the next six years. 
Instead of the pivotal political turn 
they were hoping for in carrying 
out their futile effort to defeat Presi-
dent Obama and the Democrats on 
health care reform, the Republicans 
have orchestrated what may be their 
own permanent decline. For the 
Party of No, there is no way for-
ward, and there is no going back. 
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The past month at Cornell has 
been marked by trial and tragedy. 
As a community we have suffered 
a series of losses that noticeably, 
and rightfully so, brought sadness 
to many students and faculty across 
the Cornell campus. However, with 
this pain came something else: a 
feeling of a different sort that drew 
the community together. It brought 
a feeling of appreciation for each 
other and a new sort of apprecia-
tion for the little things. The sun 
shining, the roses on the bridge, the 
gathering of students in a Lift Your 
Spirits event are all things that, be-
fore a month ago, we might have 

overlooked or under-appreciated. 
Not any more. President Skorton 
addressed the sadness by giving a 
piece of advice rarely spoken and 
even more rarely absorbed: ask for 
help. In an email to the greater Cor-
nell community he wrote, “If you 
learn anything at Cornell, please 
learn to ask for help. It is a sign of 
wisdom and strength…this is the 
time to be with and for one another.”  
 Every student at Cornell 
seems to be heeding President Skor-
ton’s advice. As I look around, I 
can see people coming together 
and supporting one another. And it 
isn’t only me who noticed. Another 
marked change in the community 
is the media attention Cornell is re-
ceiving. The week before we left for 
Spring Break, the losses we have all 
endured made national news. The 
media had a field day, of course, but 
surprisingly, it was not as one-sid-
ed and depressing as it might have 
been. They focused on the tragedy, 
but also on the community’s re-
sponse. It is possible, Cornell, as a 
community, surprised the nation as 
we drew together in our shared time 
of need and period of grief. The 
media highlighted Cornell’s reac-
tion to the tragedies, starting with 
President Skorton’s addresses to the 
students, faculty, and parents, and 
continuing to each student group’s 
efforts to raise community spirits. 
Then, as all headlines do, Cornell 

started to fade out of the spotlight.
 And, just as the story of loss 
was leaving the news, a new story 
arose to bring us back into the spot-
light: an underdog rises as the Cor-
nell men’s basketball team makes it 
to the NCAA tournament, then to the 
Round of 32, and then to the Sweet 
16. We made history and lifted mo-
rale in a time when our school need-
ed it more than ever before. It seems 
we all owe a great deal of gratitude 
to the people who have helped us 
in our time of need. These people 
include the obvious, like President 
Skorton, Vice President Susan Mur-
phy, the Student Assembly, and 
the Greek community, who have 
worked tirelessly to ensure the well-
being and general stability of all of 
us. It also includes the less obvious 
people: the men’s basketball team 
who gave us all hope that underdogs 

can triumph, the kind strangers who 
placed flowers on the Thurston Av-
enue Bridge, and, most importantly, 
each student who takes the time to 
be a friend or mentor or shoulder to 
lean on for someone else. You never 
know what might make a difference. 
 John F. Kennedy said, “The 
courage of life is a magnificent mix-
ture of triumph and tragedy.” Sadly, 
most of us will endure some great 
tragedy in our lifetime. The thing 
to remember is that when life gets 
hard, do not let it get you down. 
Remember something or someone 
that makes you happy, a thing that 
causes a fire of excitement or enthu-
siasm inside of you and do not for-
get that feeling; do not let that fire go 
out. All the hopelessness of the “not 
quite” or the “not yet” or the “not at 
all” will not matter in a few days or 
a few weeks. Do not let the passion 
hidden in your soul dissolve. Do 
not let your frustration overwhelm 
you. Do not feel as though you are 
alone. Never feel as though you are 
alone. The world, the hopes, and 
the dreams you desire can be won. 
They are real and they do exist. It 
is possible to reach them, and, if 
you remember to reach out and ask 
for help, they just might be yours. 
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“Remember something 
or someone that 

makes you happy, a 
thing that causes a 

fire of excitement or 
enthusiasm inside of 
you and do not forget 
that feeling; do not let 

that fire go out.”

“If the tragedies of 
these past few weeks 

have shown anything, 
it is that change is 

needed immediately.”

ON CORNELL Jessica Pachak

Photo:	http://static.panoramio.com

ON CORNELL Andrew White

A Comment on Fences
As we all know, fences were re-

cently installed on the bridges 
that cross our beautiful gorges in re-
sponse to the recent deaths of three 
Cornell students. These past few 
weeks have been extremely diffi-
cult for all of us, no matter what our 
relation to those classmates whom 
we have lost. I understand the need 
for a concerted and visible response 
to these recent tragedies by the ad-
ministration, but these new fences 
are merely a substitute for what is 
really needed. Instead of fences 
(a temporary fix) and new archi-
tectural modifications, we need to 

change the way our academic com-
munity works on a day-to-day basis. 
 While I do not pretend to be 
an expert on psychology, I do not 

doubt that the academic environ-
ment here at Cornell is a high stress 
environment. No matter what your 
major, we all face stressful situa-
tions on a pretty regular basis, and 
for the most part, we are ready to 
face those challenges head on. That 
is why we chose to come to a place 
such as Cornell. Having resources 
outside of class is an important part 
of dealing with that level of stress, 
something I believe Cornell excels 
at. However, these resources need 

to also be built into the academic 
system here. While some progress 
has been made in this sense with 
the training of staff and profes-
sors to look for struggling students, 
there is more that can be done. 
 One option that I believe 
should seriously be considered is 
changing the curriculum of all col-
leges to ease students into learning 
the demands of a fast paced school 
such as Cornell. I understand that in 
order to be a leading research uni-

versity, we must maintain a rigorous 
curriculum. However, the atmo-
sphere we currently operate in does 
not factor in quality of life. We are 
taught to be well-rounded people in 
our academics, why can we not also 
learn in an environment that keeps 
in mind psychological well-round-
edness on a day-to-day basis? This 
would require a combined effort by 
administrators, students and pro-
fessors to develop a new academic 
system that can accomplish this. 
 I do not know what recom-
mendations such a review would 
produce. What I can say is that 
we need to begin now. If the trag-
edies of these past few weeks have 
shown anything, it is that change is 
needed immediately. Students need 
to see real change. While I under-
stand that video messages, fences 
and emails are necessary to publicly 
show a response, a truly meaningful 
response must consist of changes 
to current principles and proce-
dures, not just physical changes. 

		 Photo:	Washington	Post		
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news

By catherine luSSenhop

 

Just as news of the earthquake in 
Port-au-Prince, Haiti had begun to 
die down, a massive 8.8-magnitude 
quake struck central Chile, killing 
over 200 people. As President Skor-
ton wrote in a recent email to the 
Cornell community, over 1.5 mil-
lion homes have also been wrecked. 
The quake inflicted vast amounts of 
damage, ranging from Valparaíso 
to Concepción. Concepcíon was 
rocked so hard that the entire city 
moved about 10 feet to the west.
  Chile, because of its unique 
geography, is particularly prone to 
earthquakes. According to the U.S. 
Geological Survey, three of the fif-
teen largest earthquakes since 1900 
have occurred in Chile, with the Feb-
ruary 27 quake occupying fifth place. 
Chile holds the number one spot as 
well, with a magnitude 9.5 quake 
that struck in 1960. Two of Earth’s 
tectonic plates, the Nazca Plate and 
the South American Plate, meet 
right at Chile’s coast, so when they 
shift and pressure builds, Chile feels 
the first shock. The two plates have 
a tendency to produce big quakes. 

 Though the initial quake 
was damaging enough, it has hard-
ly been the end of the story. For 
one, Chile has been hit by numer-
ous aftershocks. A magnitude-6.9 
shock hit the country shortly af-
ter the initial quake, and on March 
5, a magnitude-6.6 quake rocked 
buildings for “nearly a minute,” 
according to the Huffington Post. 
The Philippines were recently hit 

by a 6.1-magnitude quake that is 
likely connected to the one in Chile. 
 Other Pacific nations also 
have to be aware of possible tsuna-
mis in the wake of the earthquake. 
The U.S., Japan, Australia, among 
other nations, issued tsunami warn-
ings, and mass evacuations took 
place in Hawaii. However, the tsu-
namis were smaller than predict-
ed; in Hawaii, they reached only 
about three feet high, too small 
to do any damage. Tsunamis in 
the small South Pacific island of 
Tonga reached about 6.5 feet, but 
that was about as big as they got. 
 The reason for these smaller 
tsunamis and other questions are of 
great fascination to geologists and 
seismologists who try to use these 
quakes to predict future disasters. 
Geophysicist Emile Okal of North-
western University told National 
Geographic that one explanation for 
the smaller than expected waves was 
that the tsunami was generated in a 
relatively shallow spot in the Pacif-
ic. As the waves propagated through 
the deep Pacific Basin, the ampli-
tude of the tsunami diminished. 
Predicting tsunamis can also be dif-
ficult because quakes can move the 
seabed up and down or side-to-side; 
if the movement is all side-to-side, 
there will be no tsunami. 
 Geologists, geophysicists, 
and seismologists rushed to Chile 
soon after the quake to try to find 
some ways to predict when the next 
big shock will arrive. In a blunt con-
trast with the aura of devastation that 
hangs over the damaged cities, scien-
tists are excited by the possibilities. 
“It’s very exhilarating,” Professor 
Michael Bevis told The Washington 
Post. “Time is very precious,” Bevis 
continued; scientists have a limited 
amount of time to study the seis-
mic movements before they die out. 
 How are the Chilean people 
faring? Chile is a much richer and 
more developed country than fel-
low quake victim Haiti, but the 

country is still facing its share of 
challenges and controversies. The 
nation’s infrastructure has been se-
verely damaged, and the country’s 
Defense Ministry was criticized for 
failing to issue a tsunami warning 
on the day of the quake. Underes-
timates of the quake’s power led to 
President Michelle Bachelet hold-
ing out for days on accepting for-
eign aid. And now confusion over 

the actual death toll has some citi-
zens shaking their heads at the Chil-
ean government. The initial death 
toll stood at 217, but it then rose 
rapidly to 802, stunning Chileans. 
But on March 4, officials lowered 
the total to 279 after many missing 
people that the government pre-
sumed dead began to turn up alive.
 At this point, it is nearly im-
possible to tell what the death toll 
actually is. It could shoot up at any 
minute or remain relatively low. 
Former head of Chile’s emergency 
response office called the confu-
sion a “comedy of errors” on the 
El Mercurio newspaper website. 
Patricio Navia, NYU professor and 
Chilean columnist, told the Chris-
tian Science Monitor that if they 
government didn’t know how many 
people had died, “they didn’t re-
ally have control of the situation.”
 However, outgoing Presi-

dent Michelle Bachelet remains 
popular. Bachelet has sustained an 
84-percent approval rating among 
Chileans, though she was replaced 
on March 11 by President Sebás-
tian Piñera. All in all, Chile’s re-
lief efforts have been stronger 
than Haiti’s, as one should expect 
for a more developed country. 
 Since assuming power, 
President Piñera has identified mili-
tary funding as one potential area to 
cut in the wake of earthquake dam-
age. According to estimates by the 
Chilean Finance Minister, the quake 
cost almost $30 billion total. Chile 
still has a law on the books that re-
quires 10% of Chile’s copper rev-
enues to go to defense spending. 
Dictator Augusto Pinochet codified 
the law during his rule. President 
Piñera will face great resistance 
from Chile’s right-wing parties if he 
pushes through with the measure. 
 Despite controversies, the 
fact still remains that much of Chile’s 
infrastructure has been deeply dam-
aged, and the country has much 
rebuilding to do. Cornell students 
have responded in kind. The student 
group MEChA, or Movimiento Es-
tudiantil Chicano de Aztlán, orga-
nized a “Chocolate for Chile” fund-
raiser, offering free Mexican hot 
chocolate with a suggested donation 
for Chile. MEChA member Xochitl 
Cruz `12 said, “We wanted to bring 
more visibility to what happened in 
Chile and this was something we 
could put together in a short amount 
of time.” As the country is rocked by 
aftershocks and the death toll fluc-
tuates, support from outside sourc-
es becomes even more important.

In A Season of Earthquakes, Chile Takes A 
Devastating Hit

Chile	lies	at	the	junction	of	the	Nazca	and	South	American	Plates.
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The	quake	caused	severe	damage	in	the	city	of	Talca,	shown	below.		 	
	 	 	 	 	 	 Photo:	AFP/	Getty	Images

“Concepcíon was 
rocked so hard that the 
entire city moved about 

10 feet to the west.”
“Despite controversies, 

the fact still remains 
that much of Chile’s 

infrastructure has been 
deeply damaged.”
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Health Care Reform and the American 
Dream

Continued	from	page	1

 Massachusetts elected Re-
publican Scott Brown to fill the seat 
of the “Liberal Lion” Ted Kennedy, 
the most outspoken lawmaker dedi-
cated to health care reform. Although 
many pundits judged the president 
on his inability to pull another mem-
ber of his party into the Senate, the 
loss was dealt with quickly and soon 
disappeared in another news cycle. 
Yet, the momentum behind reform 
was waning, the country was ex-
hausted from the endless back and 
forth, and it seemed the president 
was as ineffectual as many feared.
 At the moment when it 
seemed progress had reached a 
standstill, President Obama gave a 
resounding State of the Union Ad-
dress that gently attacked all of his 
critics who blamed him for many 
problems that existed long before 
Obama took office; a broken health 
care system was only one of the 
issues. From then on, President 
Obama threw himself wholeheart-
edly into the discourse. With the 
president no longer holding back, 
reform reenergized and the voices 
of dissenters seemed to quiet. In 

the weeks following the State of 
the Union, the president revisited 
his aspirations of bipartisanship and 
plan for comprehensive, sweeping 
healthcare reform. From then on, 
Obama and his administration have 
been making a point to appear ac-
cessible, open to different ideas, 
and in tune with the beat of the 
country at large. On February 25, 
the president hosted the leadership 
from both sides of the aisle to fa-
cilitate the next big push at reform.
 While the move towards 
bipartisanship was carefully calcu-
lated, it achieved its original goal: 

to make the president look a leader 
again and restore his prestige. With 
a successful meeting to bolster the 
executive, the president was able 

to call on his harshest critics and 
greatest fans, the voters. On March 
8, the president referred back to 
the rhetoric and spirit of his cam-
paign, defending its position on re-
form and reminding the public that 
the time is now, asking, “When is 
the right time? If not now, when? 
If not us, who?” All citizens have 
a responsibility to each other; for 
those with healthcare, we must try 
to offer it to those who find this 
essential right out of their reach.
 As the American people re-
joined the president in favor of health 
care reform, the Obama administra-
tion pressured the House leadership 
to gather the necessary votes, take 
advantage of the Democratic ma-
jority and pass the Senate reform 
bill. Late in the night on March 

21, 2010, the bill passed the House 
by the narrow margin of 219-212. 
When the president signed the bill 
two days later, the nation’s liberals 
let out a collective sigh of success.
 Conservatives have reacted 
with characteristic anger and dis-
gust, claiming they will repeal the 
bill, forgetting—very convenient-
ly—that they simply lost the vote. 
Opponents of the bill took their dis-
sent into their own hands and have 
been lashing out at proponents of 
reform. Representative Anthony 
Weiner (D-NY), has received let-
ters with swastikas, letters contain-
ing white powder, and has been 
called both a socialist and fascist. 
While the insensitivity is alarming, 
the ignorance of anti-reform com-
batants will never cease to shock.
 Charles M. Blow, an Op-
Ed columnist for the New York 

Times, refuted the TEA Party and 
Republican claims of true patrio-
tism and of being the “real Ameri-
cans.” Pointing to a poll released 
by Quinnipiac University, Blow de-
scribed the members of both parties 
as “anachronistic to the country’s 
demographics,” saying “they were 
disproportionately white, evangeli-
cal Christian, and ‘less educated… 
than the average Joe and Jane Six-
Pack.’” This is not the future of 
the United States; a country can-

not be bogged down by a group 
of loud, unworldly, selfish people 
who cling to their thinly-veiled 
racism to maintain the status quo.
 As Blow wrote, whatever 
challenges the American govern-
ment and American people face, 
change and progress will not be 
quelled. The future will not be dic-
tated by a marginal political minor-
ity, but by the collective force of all 
groups struggling in this society who 
are finally being heard in the halls of 
power. Health care reform is a land-
mark for the country, and not only 
for President Obama. When Con-
gress successfully passed the bill, 
the country was reintroduced to the 
man who won 52.9% of the popu-
lar vote, and with that, the heart and 
faith of the United States. With this 
bill, 32 million more Americans will 
receive health care insurance, mean-
ing that by the time the legislation is 
completely phased in, about 95% of 
Americans will have some form of 
health care. That is an outstanding 
triumph for Democrats and for the 
nation; we have transcended injuri-
ous protest and provided many more 
citizens with a fundamental right.

CP

ON HEALTH CARE Sarah Greenberg

“‘When is the right 
time? If not now, 
when? If not us, 

who?’”

“With the president no 
longer holding back, 

reform reenergized and 
the voices of dissenters 

seemed to quiet.”

“It’s an outstanding 
triumph for Democrats 

and for the nation; 
we have transcended 

injurious protest 
and provided many 
more citizens with a 
fundamental right.”
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	 Barack	Obama	speaking	out	in	favor	of	healthcare	reforms.		
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“We have transcended 
injurious protest 

and provided many 
more citizens with a 
fundamental right.”
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Last summer I interned for 
a congresswoman at her 

Washington office. My internship 
coincided with the fierce anti-health 
care movement that swept the right-
wing and I experienced the nascent 
stages of the vitriolic “tea party” 
movement. Oftentimes, I would 
open my boss’s mail only to find, 
not a letter, but simply a tea bag. 
This must have been a common 
phenomena because by August we 
would simply receive an envelope 
with a stamp from the House of 
Representatives postal service that 
declared that “The Contents of this 
Envelope Was Only a Tea Bag and 
Was Confiscated.” Yes, they made a 
stamp for the mail simply for tea bags.
 Receiving little bags of 
Lipton tea was the least venomous 
action I had to contend with when 
dealing with these people. I fielded 
hundreds of phone calls from ill-
informed individuals asking me 
to tell the congresswoman to “not 
have a government bureaucrat tell 
me my worth to society,” not have 
“grandma euthanized” or sent before 
a “death panel.” One woman from 
Romania politely told me that she 
escaped the horrors of Ceausescu 
twenty years ago and was not looking 
forward to returning to them in this 
country. One gentleman screamed, 
“I resent that!” in regards to his 
imminent appearance before the 
bureaucratic panel of government 
employees who would decide 
whether to kill or let this man live. 
 And all these callers 

believed in what they were saying.
 Some calls got a little creepy, 
especially when the caller started to 
speak very slowly and quietly. “There 
is a movement,” they would start, 

usually with a soft Southern accent 
and ending in a crescendo. “We are 
tired of his [Obama’s] policies and 
we are not going to take it anymore!” 
The closest I ever got to a death 
threat was when one gentleman 
informed me of how he had a few 
buddies in North Carolina with guns 
who were “not afraid to use them.” 
Needless to say, answering phones 
wasn’t my favorite part of the job.
 The health care debate that 
started all those months ago has 
dominated headlines throughout the 
summer, fall and winter. It certainly 
speaks to progress toward our civic 
participation when citizens get red-
in-the-face over donut holes, public 
options and pre-existing conditions. 
Unfortunately, there was a terribly 
large amount of misinformation 
floating around, and this can be 

attributed to the tactics of lies, 
divisiveness, obstruction and fear 
that the Republicans and their cohorts 
in the growing Tea Party have sowed 
since President Obama took office.
 Now that health care has 
passed, these childish shenanigans 
have not ceased. Coinciding with the 
sore-loser attitude that has permeated 
their ranks since the last elections is 
the false notion that the GOP speaks 
for the “majority of Americans.” 
Everyone’s favorite caricature Glenn 
Beck said that the “overwhelming 
majority” of Americans oppose the 
health care bill. That, of course, is a 
falsehood, although polls throughout 
the debate showed decreasing 
support for the overall idea of health 
care reform. Some polls showed 

numbers within the margin of error 
and a couple even had a majority 
of Americans opposing. However, 
when polled about individual 
aspects of the bill, the idea of reform 
carried tremendous support from 
Americans. While continuing to 
claim they speak for the majority, the 
Republicans are doomed for some 
sort of reality check in November 
when their gains in Congress will 
not be as substantial as they hope. 
 Republicans may claim to 
represent a majority, which is not 
likely, but their notions that they 
represent a “silent majority” a la 
1968 are absolutely not true. A simple 
glance at the fringe elements of the 
GOP, the so-called Tea Party, will 
demonstrate that silent simply isn’t 
their style. The past week has seen 
an orgy of increasingly violent and 
desperate tactics against lawmakers.
 Let’s begin before the bill was 
even passed. In the now infamous 
incident, Tea Party protestors hurled 
racial slurs at Democratic Rep. John 
Lewis, a hero of the civil rights 
movement, and called Rep. Barney 
Frank anti-homosexual epithets. 

Continued	on	page	8

 “The debate certainly 
speaks to progress 
toward our civic 

participation when 
citizens get red-in-the-
face over donut holes, 
public options and pre-

existing conditions.” 

The	Tea	Party	movement	originated	as	anti-bailout	but	has	morphed	into	
anti-reform	for	health	care.	Photo:	MSNBC

ON THE GOP  Zachary Newkirk

Republicans and Tea Partiers Keep it 
Classy as Usual
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At a Tea Party rally in Ohio, 
a wheelchair-bound man with 
Parkinson’s Disease was verbally 
scorned and accosted. Robert A. 
Letcher, who received his doctorate 
in nuclear engineering from Cornell, 
bravely held a sign that said “Got 
Parkinson’s? I DO and YOU 
might. Thanks for Helping! That’s 
Community.” He was repeatedly 
yelled at and mocked, one man 
screaming at him “if you’re looking 
for a hand-out, you’re on the wrong 
side of town!” Letcher just sat and 
took the abuse, later telling a local 
reporter, “I don’t mind those people 
ridiculing me, laughing at me. This 
battle is about people like me, and I 
knew if I sat there, they could not just 
ignore me.” I urge everyone to watch 
the disturbing video clip on Youtube 
to get a sense of what sort of people 
make up this so-called patriotic group. 
 Tea Party protestors were 
not limited to attacking the disabled 
and Cornell alumni. Congresswomen 
Louise Slaughter (D-NY, representing 
nearby Rochester) and Gabrielle 
Giffords (D-AZ, and Cornell MFA 
`96) both had their local office 
windows shattered with bricks. An 
anti-reform group in Cincinnati 
published an advertisement in the 
local newspaper against Rep. Steve 
Dreihaus, a pro-life Democrat 
who voted for reform, complete 
with pictures of his children. A 
conservative blog even posted his 
address online with directions. House 

Minority Leader John Boehner, who 
represents a neighboring district, 
called Dreihaus a [politically] “dead 
man” in a stunningly immature 
statement from an already immature 
man. An envelope with white powder 
was sent to Rep. Anthony Weiner (D-
NY) and a crowd of fifty or so Tea 
Party activists mobbed Ohio Secretary 
of State Jennifer Brunner outside her 
office. Rep. Bart Stupak was called a 
“baby killer” on the House floor by 

a Republican colleague. 
 Most disturbingly, 
Rep. Tom Perriello’s 
(D-VA) brother has 
had severed gas lines 
after a local Tea Party 
activist mistakenly 
posted his address 
online, thinking it was 
the congressman’s. 
The blog post included 
an encouragement 
for Tea Partier to 
“drop by and say hi and 
express their thanks 
regarding his vote 
for health care.” Oh 
that teabagger humor!
 Their awful 
behavior is not helped 
by Republicans in 
government and their 
caustic, obstructive 
behavior. After the 
House voted on 
March 21 for health 
care reform, GOP 
members waved 
to and encouraged 
protestors outside of 
the Capitol. This is 

the party in which some members 
refuse to distance themselves 
from the birthers, the lunatics who 
believe Barack Obama was born in 
Kenya and therefore an illegitimate 
president. This is the party that 
stoked the firestorm of lies including 
the death panels and euthanizing 
grandma. This is the party that 
worships at the feet of right-wing 
punditry whose constant spewing of 

hatred, bigotry and fear is happily 
broadcasted on Fox News everyday. 
 A startling new poll by Harris 
reveals just the sort of misconceptions 
the Republican electorate has of, 
well, facts. According to their 
findings, 67% of Republicans believe 
President Obama is a socialist, 57% 
believe he is a Muslim, 45% agree 
with the birther movement, and, in 
a not-too-stunning find, 24% believe 
Obama “may be the Antichrist.” In 
other words, one in four Republicans 
believe that Barack Obama, the father 
and husband, the native of Honolulu, 
the graduate of Columbia and Harvard 
Law, the former state legislator, the 
former senator, and our 44th president 
may carry some of the traits of a 
force of total evil and malevolence, 
the exact opposite of Jesus Christ.
 Oops. 
 I grew up in an age of partisan 
divide, in the age of the culture war 
and another election between the 
cowboy-I-wanted-to-have-a-beer-
with versus that tea-swilling, French 
speaking, East Coast elitist. Many of 
my generation were enamored with 
Obama’s 2008 campaign promising 
a “post-partisan” era in which 
politicians could set aside the D or R 
next to their name and find solutions 
for all Americans. It was a lofty goal 
and one I truly believe Obama meant.
 Coming to Washington and 
facing such an uncompromising, 
obstructionist opposition must have 
put an end to his post-partisan goals. 
When you face characters like the 
one-man filibuster Sen. Jim Bunning 
(R-KY) who single-handedly fought 
against unemployment benefits, the 
entire caucus of uncompromising 
Republicans demanding 
bipartisanship on health care while 
stoking the flames of fear for the 
Tea Party and the Tea Party itself, 
it is difficult to keep your promise 
of bipartisanship. After all, you can 
only get so far against the party of 
ignorance (“no more government in 
my Medicare!”), the party of denial 
(“global warming is a myth!”) and 
the party of hatred (“unemployment 
benefits encourage unemployment!”). 
Keep it classy, GOP.

Zachary Newkirk ON THE GOP
Anti-Reform Protests Uncivil, Ill-Informed

CP

In	 a	 disturbing	 poll,	 nearly	 one	
fourth	of	Republicans	said	President	
Obama	 “may	 be	 the	 Antichrist.”	

Photo:	DailyKos

Rep.	Gabrielle	Gifford’s	 (Cornell	MFA	`96)	Tucson	
office,	 hours	 after	 her	 vote	 for	 health	 care	 reform	

Photo:	Arizona	Daily	Star
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The U.S. military’s contro-
versial Don’t Ask Don’t Tell polic 
has recently under scrutiny. For those 
who are unfamiliar with this policy, 
it prevents military officials from in-
vestigating one’s sexuality, but it also 
bans those who are openly homosex-
ual or bisexual from military service.

Many Democrats and gay rights 
activists support repealing such a 
policy. President Obama has called 
for its repeal, emphasizing the im-
portance that all citizens should be 
equally allowed to ‘serve their coun-
try.’ Such a stance seems noble and 
humane and the wheels for repeal-
ing the policy are in motion. How-
ever, it is important to first examine 
the myriad moral implications of this 
policy. 

Most people who argue in favor 
of keeping the Don’t Ask Don’t Tell 
policy support it mainly due to its 
presumed anti-gay stance. These are 
the same people who lead the fight 
on the side against same-sex mar-
riage and gay rights. I believe that the 
question of Don’t Ask Don’t Tell has 
little to do with gay rights and more 

to do with human rights. 
Should we ban gay people from 

the military? Better yet, should we 
ban more people from the military? 
What would happen if we ban tall 
people, or smart people, or even 
weird people? It should be clear that 
the more people that the U.S. bans 
from the military, the smaller and less 
potent the military would become. 
Would that not necessarily be a good 
thing?

Supporting a military has noth-
ing to do with loving one’s country or 
being patriotic. Countless lives have 
been destroyed and billions, if not 
trillions, of dollars have been wasted 
on military and warfare.  With so 
many domestic problems facing the 
U.S., it seems foolish to continue to 
spend so much on military including 
its expansion. 

 The Democratic Party plat-
form for years has supposedly been 
against the ethics of their so-called 
‘warmongering’ counterparts on 
the right. Yet they support repealing 

Don’t Ask Don’t Tell, which by defi-
nition would lead to an increase in 
the size of the military. Not only that, 
their stance on the wars in Afghani-
stan and Iraq recently has brought 
them ever closer to that of the GOP.

President Obama himself prom-
ised to put an end to these wars that 
ought “never have been waged,” as 
he stated it in his campaign. With an 
increased insurgence of troops to Af-

ghanistan and a withdrawal timetable 
that continues to be delayed again 
and again, it seems all the less likely 
that these promises will be kept.

The inability to stand firmly on 
a particular position is a problem that 
has consistently plagued the Demo-
cratic Party. A true supporter of gay 
rights would be for there to be a na-
tional law of some sort that guaran-
tees the LGBT community their fun-
damental rights that have long been 
denied. 

Repealing Don’t Ask Don’t Tell 
supposedly would help to progress 
towards a more ideal society in which 
gays are treated equally to non-gays. 
However, it would be regressive due 
to increased military participation. 
As supported by the many years of 
war in U.S. history, the sole existence 
of the U.S. military (which has been 

used mostly for offense rather than 
defense) has directly led to the deaths 
of many people. The human right 
to life should logically take priority 
over the right of military participa-
tion of the LGBT community. 

The Democratic Party’s han-
dling of the military in these cases 
present ideological hypocrisy ri-
valed only by that of the GOP. This 
is a small example in which party 
action seems to contradict supposed 
party ideology. It’s no wonder why 
so many Americans are either un-
decided about politics or choose not 
to participate. The two major parties 
begin to share too many of the same 
views and flaws. 

Despite misguided ideology, the 
GOP has a favorable quality that the 
Democratic Party ought to adopt—
the ability to hold firmly onto party 
ideals. The Democrats too often for-
get what they stand for in terms of the 
broader issues and contrast with their 
opposing party only in minute poli-
cies such as the existence of the Don’t 
Ask Don’t Tell policy. By address-
ing this policy’s existence compro-
mises the larger issues overshadow-
ing American politics—healthcare, 

immigration, energy, the economy, 
wars, etc. 

 According to the Internation-
al Institute for Strategic Studies, 48% 
of all the spending in the world on 
military is done by the United States. 
According to the Office of Manage-
ment and Budget, nearly one-fourth 
of the annual budget is spent on the 
military, more than any other type of 
government spending. The military 
is not as important enough as other 
things for it to be such a large propor-
tion of the budget. 

 Any opportunity to downsize 
the military at this point should defi-
nitely be seen as a good thing. Don’t 
Ask Don’t Tell is an example of such 
a policy. It would allow the U.S. to in-
vest its money and resources on more 
appropriate things that are construc-
tive to society rather than destructive. 

This would support the general wel-
fare of the people and strengthen the 
U.S. domestically. 

 A major reduction in the 
military would also put the U.S. in a 
better position globally. The current 
presence in Afghanistan and Iraq, 
despite new leadership in Washing-
ton, still leaves a bitter attitude in the 
world towards the U.S. Withdrawing 
and no longer exploiting the resourc-

es of foreign countries would foster 
friendlier relations abroad and would 
definitely support a non-proliferation 
and disarmament policy. On the other 
hand, the current size of the U.S.’s 
nuclear armament and army discour-

ages any actions towards disarma-
ment and non-proliferation as Ameri-
can political leaders claim to want. 

 Supporting a massive down-
size of the military is not necessar-
ily foolish or unrealistic. History 
teaches, as seen in the Vietnam War, 
the Cold War, and the Second World 
War, that military buildup and oc-
cupation can be disastrous, causing 
many problems and not making soci-
ety any better. There is also no direct 
evidence that the military, especially 
at its current stages, keeps society any 
safer. It is important for the people 
to better analyze and view policies 
such as Don’t Ask Don’t Tell for their 
wider impact than merely through the 
short-sighted lens established by the 
American media and well-dressed 
politicians.

Amount	of	military	spending	in	the	World	by	countries	in	2008.	
Photo:	Armscontrolcenter.org
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“The question of Don’t 
Ask Don’t Tell has little 

to do with gay rights 
and more so to do with 

human rights.”

How	safe	does	the	military	really	keep	society?	Armies	were	created	to	kill	
and	invade.	What	is	the	real	cost	of	supposed	‘safety?’	Photo:	CNN

“According to the 
International Institute 
for Strategic Studies, 

48% of all the 
spending in the world 
on military is done by 

the U.S.”

   Don’t Ask, Don’t Tell, Don’t Kill
ON HUMAN RIGHTS Matheus Almeida Ogleari



The major earthquake that 
devastated Haiti on Janu-

ary 12, 2010 razed the country’s in-
frastructure and left the already im-
poverished nation in shambles. The 
catastrophic quake, measuring 7.0 on 
the Richter scale, knew no mercy as 
it leveled government buildings, in-
cluding the Haitian Parliament build-
ing, schools, and hospitals. The most 
tragic aspect of this disaster was the 
astronomically high death toll fol-
lowing the quake, which ranged into 
the hundreds of thousands. What 
made this earthquake particularly 
devastating was not only the vastness 
of the damage to the country’s infra-
structure and political and economic 
centers, but also the dearth of prop-
er medical service for the Haitian 
people immediately after the quake. 
The public health condition in Haiti 
remains dire due to the slow flow of 
supplies to the island nation and the 
lagging efforts to rebuild the country 
and empower the Haitian govern-
ment and its 9.5 million survivors. 

Already with a dangerously high 
patient to doctor ratio of 4,000:1 and 
an infant mortality rate of 59.96/1000 
live births before the earthquake, the 
nation’s need for foreign medical aid 
was tremendous. Yet, the medical 
response to the massive earthquake 
was particularly slow. Major shortag-
es in doctors, medicines, and equip-
ment quickly arose during a time 
when immediate treatment of the 
quake victims was crucial to control 
the increase of the disaster’s already 
high mortality rate. Unfortunately 
the combination of the Haiti’s se-
verely broken infrastructure and the 

dense air traffic in airports delayed 
the arrival of life-saving supplies.

The New York Times reported 
that numerous planes carrying cru-
cial life-saving medical supplies 
and equipment could not land in the 
country because the relatively few 
landing areas fit to hold such aircraft 
were occupied by the jets of charity 
groups and high-profile figures. One 
example was the plane of the Gover-
nor of Pennsylvania, Edward G. Ren-
dell, who was on a mission to help 
hundreds of Haitian orphans escape 
the ravaged country. At least eight 
planes from Doctors Without Bor-
ders, an international medical relief 
organization based in France, were 
diverted in the weeks following the 
earthquake, and planes carrying mor-
phine and dialysis equipment were di-
verted from landing up to four times.

This angered the 237 interna-
tional medical personnel from Doc-
tors Without Borders and the 600 
Haitian staff members working with 
them who in one day performed 900 

surgeries. Marie-Noëlle Rodrigue, 
the organization’s deputy director for 
operations in Paris, told the New York 
Times in an interview, “When you 
see V.I.P.’s, officials and journalists 
landing in Port–au-Prince, it is very 
frustrating. You have a governor from 
Pennsylvania landing to take home 
orphans in front of a huge crowd of 
journalists. How does he have the 
right to land?” The landing situations 
for aid-carrying aircraft were further 
complicated due to the destruction 
of Haiti’s main airports and roads 
into Port-Au-Prince after the earth-
quake. According to the New York 
Times, supplies had to be transported 
from the airports to Port-Au-Prince 
on dirt bikes and all-terrain trucks. 

The lack of stable infrastructure 
in conjunction with the decentral-
ization of security and police forces 
also led many supply distributers 
and medical volunteers to leave the 
country in fear for their safety, de-
spite Haiti’s desperate need for aid. 
Dr. Sanjay Gupta, the chief medical 
correspondent for CNN and prac-
ticing surgeon among the doctors 
opening clinics in Port-Au-Prince 
was “shocked” when he saw scores 
of doctors pack and leave the clinic, 
“leaving Gupta as the only doctor left 
to make sure the patients, some badly 
wounded, made it through the night,” 
reported CNN. The slow distribution 
of supplies to the doctors and nurses 
volunteering in Haiti made simple 
procedures and treatments for earth-
quake victims particularly difficult. 
Many had a chance to survive after 
having entire limbs amputated, de-
spite the high risk of infection which 

could have been mitigated with prop-
er sanitation and access to medicine 
and supplies. Final estimations of 
the death toll after the earthquake 
reached 270,000, and many of these 
deaths could have been avoided if 
survivors had access to simple medi-
cal facilities shortly after the quake.

While numerous non-profit or-
ganizations and individual foreign 
governments have generously sent 
aid to Haiti, many Haitians outside 
of Haiti fear that the constant ship-
ment of aid to the country is inhib-
iting the country’s growth and inde-
pendence in the long run. While aid 
is important to prevent the thousands 
of preventable deaths in injured and 
wounded survivors, the international 
community should empower the ex-
isting government so the country’s 
infrastructure and economic stability 
could see substantial improvement 
in the long run. David Humphries, 
a spokesman for CHF International, 
a humanitarian organization in Haiti 
told CNN, “You can build a hospi-
tal, but if there’s no functional road 
to it, it’s a white elephant. People 
will despise it. Go in the community, 
get their input and employ them.” 

Investing in such long term so-
lutions would also prevent additional 
widespread health crises in Haiti. In 
a country where less than 45% of 
the population had access to clean 
drinking water before the devastat-
ing earthquake, investment in capi-
tal allowing the Haitian government 
and people to create sources of clean 
water, particularly in over-populated 
refugee camps, is just one example 
among many crucial projects that 
are key to improving Haiti’s pub-
lic health situation while empower-
ing the nation’s broken government. 

How can we learn from the 
earthquake disaster in Haiti and the 
public health condition in the coun-
try well after the natural disaster? In 
order to prevent additional deaths 
in survivors pulled from the rubble 
after the quake, it is crucial for doc-
tors and supplies to enter the coun-
try before other sources of aid since 
dense air traffic can indefinitely stall 
all flow of people and supplies into 
the country. Since earthquakes often 
lead to widespread destruction of 
roads and general infrastructure, time 
is of the essence in transporting aid 
to nations in crisis. We should also 
remember that while medicines and 
supplies that meet short term needs 
are vital in immediate efforts to im-
prove a country’s public health situ-
ation, the international community 
should not only work with the peo-
ple, but also empower the govern-
ment of the nation in crisis to ensure 
that no further widespread health 
concerns arise as the country recov-
ers from a major natural disaster.
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Medical Relief and the State of Public Health 
in Haiti after the Earthquake Disaster

Haiti’s	post-earthquake	state	has	not	improved	significantly.	Hundreds	of	thousands	of	people	still	live	in	make-
shift	tent	cities	such	as	the	one	above	in	Port-au-Prince.	Photo:	Christian	Science	Monitor
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“The lack of stable 
infrastructure in 

conjunction with the 
decentralization of 
security and police 

forces also led many 
supply distributers and 
medical volunteers to 
leave the country in 

fear for their safety.”
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After the capture and execution of 
Saddam Hussein, the focus of 

the War in Iraq  has been to establish 
a stable democratic government so 
that the harsh dictatorship imposed 
by Hussein could never  again take 
control of the country. With the aid of 
the U.S. government, Iraq held its first 
post-invasion election in 2005. The 
vote was hailed as the country’s first 
democratic election, despite some 
complaints from Sunni Iraqis, who 
have historically held power in the 
country despite Iraq’s predominantly 
Shiite composition. This imbalance 

in representation has been a constant 
source of conflict for the two groups. 
From this conflict also stems another  
over secularism and religion and 
their roles in the government. 

 In the recent elections, the 
two main parties competing for 
the majority of seats in the nation’s 
parliament, known as the  Council 

of Representatives, were the State 
of Law Coalition led by  current 
Prime Minister Nouri al-Maliki, 
and the al-Iraqiya party led by  Dr. 
Allawi. Despite both parties being 
predominantly Shiite, al-Maliki’s 
party has more of a religious 
connotation than al-Iraqiya’s  more 
secular platform. Many Iraqi citizens 
share the sentiment of the State of 
Law Coalition party that Allawi is 
an American puppet. This is due 
to his role as the U.S.-appointed 
interim Prime Minister with  in the 
first post-invasion Iraqi government. 
Consequently, al-Maliki is convinced 
that a recount of the votes is necessary 
because Allawi’s victory seems 
fraudulent given the general opinion 
of the electorate. Representatives of 
the Iraqi Accountability and Justice 
Commission encouraged  al-Maliki’s 
claims by stating that there was a 
possibility that further investigation 
of certain politicians’ ties with 
Saddam Hussein’s Baathist party 
may lead to the disqualification of 
some  as members of the council. 
Spokesmen for Allawi claimed 

that he was not worried about this 
vetting process and that it should 
be conducted in a careful manner. 

 The final count in the elections 
was 91 seats awarded to Allawi’s 
Iraqiya coalition and 89 seats awarded 
to al-Maliki’s party. Although neither 
party won the 163-seat majority 
needed to form a government alone, 
Allawi’s victory represents the 
frustration of Sunnis over religious 
Shiite governments; as a result of the 
strong previous Shiite religious tones 
in the government, Sunnis decided to 
elect a secular Shiite. The rejection of 
Shiite religious parties also reflects 
the Iraqi population’s concern that 

the former Shiite religious groups 
were too closely aligned with Iran. 

By being able to remove the 
previous Shiite government, all-
out sectarian conflict was avoided 
because it was shown that it is difficult 
to gain a clear majority in the Council, 
although a Sunni cleric celebrating 
the victory of al-Iraqiya was killed 
by a sniper as he passed out candy. 
Because one of the Council’s primary 
functions is to elect the executive 
branch of the government,  the only 
way for either al-Maliki to remain 
as prime minister or for Allawi to 
become prime minister is to form 
blocs with other parties in the council.

 A growing concern for many 
political analysts is al-Maliki’s refusal 
to accept the election results despite 
the U.S. and U.N. support that a fair 
election was held. Prime Minister 
al-Maliki even went so far as to go 
to the Supreme Court over a matter 
of creating a new bloc within the 
Council of Representatives. By filing 
this suit, al-Maliki is trying to secure 
enough support from other parties 
to remain in power. Toby Dodge, a 
political analyst at the International 
Institute for Strategic Studies in 
London, stated “We basically have 
a prime minister refusing to accept 
the election results and this talks 
volumes about the fragility of the 
rule of law in Iraq.” The Prime 

Minister’s refusal to simply accept 
his party’s loss in the elections is de-
legitimizing the electoral process. 
However, as long as al-Maliki takes 
actions within constitutional limits,  
the electoral process  remains valid.      

Iraqis at 
the Polls

“The final count in the 
elections were 91 seats 

awarded to Allawi’s 
Iraqiya coalition and 

89 seats awarded to al-
Maliki’s party.”

news
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Iraqi	voter	submitting	his	ballot

By taSkin rahMan

Dr.	Ayad	Allawi Nouri	al-Maliki

“We basically have a 
prime minister refusing 

to accept the election 
results and this talks 
volumes about the 

fragility of the rule of 
law in Iraq.”

“The two main parties 
competing for the 

majority of seats in 
the council were the 

State of Law Coalition 
led by the current 

Prime Minister Nouri 
al-Maliki and the al-

Iraqiya party led by Dr. 
Ayad Allawi.”
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So as this couple goes, does the 
federal government. The money that 
is being borrowed and spent is not 
going to waste; rather, it is an invest-
ment in the future of America’s econ-
omy. The billions of dollars that were 
a part of the stimulus package passed 
last year are not going to pay for 
carved wooden monkeys to decorate 
the Capitol rotunda or a new flower 
garden in every American’s front 
yard. This money is being spent on 
the tools America needs to reestablish 
and retool itself financially in a world 
changed forever by the financial 
meltdown. While the novice book-
sellers may purchase a rolling ladder 
or advertisements in the local paper, 
the government builds highways to 
improve cross-country commerce, 
restructures healthcare to save money 
and lives, and funds schools to teach 
the next generation of American engi-
neers and entrepreneurs. All of these 
things are components necessary to 
bolster America’s chances of success 
down the road, and the money spent 
on these measures was spent with the 
knowledge that, in the future, they 
would create returns that would ben-
efit the country and enable the gov-
ernment to repay its loans, thus justi-
fying the borrowing in the first place.

 Here, of course, there is a 
flaw in the analogy of the couple and 
the loan. While in the bank pitching 
for their loan, the husband and wife, 
in addition to showing how they will 
use the loan to turn a profit, must 
demonstrate that in a certain amount 
of time they will pay back to the bank 
the money they borrowed. This the 
government has yet to do, and this is 
fiscally irresponsible. Deficit spend-
ing and borrowing money can beget 
profit, but debt unpaid ultimately un-
dermines the financial soundness of 
an entire institution. How to pay off 
the massive global debt America has 
accrued is a deep and vexing problem.

Important to remember, , is 
that the United States still has a fair 
amount of room to breathe when it 
comes to paying off its debt. Even 
given the damage wrought by the 

economic crisis that 
precipitated all of this 
emergency government 
spending, the US is 
still the world’s largest 
economy. It is a primary 
hub of global finance 
with an enormous, and 
remarkably persistent, 
capacity for consump-
tion of exports from oth-
er nations. Further, the 
principal holder of the 
country’s debt, China, 
relies on America to be 
the largest market for its 
copious manufactured 
goods, making it unlike-
ly for the Chinese to ag-
gressively pressure the 
U.S. government into 
repaying its debt before 
it’s ready. The deficit 
spending can’t continue 
forever, but the debt that 
has already been accu-
mulated does not in and 
of itself doom America 
to financial bankruptcy.

The government is 
in a strong position go-
ing forward to find its footing and re-
pay its most pressing debts. The prop-
er plan of action will require a strong 

sense of political will on the part of 
America’s leaders, a quality they have 
not demonstrated particularly well in 
recent years. To begin with, America 
must present to the world, much as 
the entrepreneurial couple did to the 
bank, a plan of how they will re-
duce spending and increase revenue, 
opening up the funds required to be-
gin repaying the current debt. Then 
will come the hardest part, the part 
that will decide whether or not the 
actions of the last several years can 
be deemed fiscally responsible. The 

government must increase taxes on 
the people the stimulus spending and 
bank bailouts saved from disaster. 
These tax increases of course can-
not come immediately, as the country 
only barely begins to recover from 
its recent economic night terror, but 
they must come once the American 
middle and upper classes are again fi-
nancially stable. Only by completing 
this step, the necessary second step 
after protracted government deficits, 
can America exercise true fiscal re-
sponsibility and preserve its status 
as the world’s premier economy.

This problem has been confront-
ed before, and the challenge was met 
successfully then. George H.W. Bush, 
despite his proclamation of “read my 
lips: no new taxes!” saw upon as-
suming the presidency that he was 
obligated to raise taxes while trim-
ming spending to maintain an orderly 
financial house. He had hefty deficits 
to reduce, and for an American pub-
lic who, despite consistently unfavor-
able views of “tax and spend” poli-
cies, had grown to enjoy the benefits 
of government programs like Medi-
care, Medicaid, and Social Security, 
taking the “spend” out of tax and 
spend would have been unacceptable. 
Bush raised taxes to cover the neces-
sitated government expenditures, and 
probably lost his reelection campaign 
because of it. However, the American 
economy remained sound, showing a 
decision that was crippling politically 
was the ultimately vindicated fiscally.

Within this story lies a clue to 
the true strength of America’s econo-
my, and the fact her leaders will best 
bear in mind going forward. These 
tax increases did not destroy the mid-
dle class; on the contrary, the nineties 
saw the country’s economy boom as 
American innovators and business-
men emerged as the leaders of a new 
digital age and redefined the ways the 

majority of Americans made money. 
The lesson: the American population 
is so large, and its wealth so com-
paratively dispersed, that a small in-
crease in taxes can generate a much 
larger increase in government rev-
enue. If America’s leaders truly want 

to be fiscally responsible, they will 
have to make these difficult politi-
cal decisions. Even if it means a fall 
from political power, the country’s 
financial stability will be preserved 
by the actions these powerful men 
and women take. The United States 
has already set out on a economic 
path that will stretch for many years 
into the future; now the elected offi-
cials of Washington will either con-
clude the journey successfully by 
paying of the debt they accumulated 
saving the economy, or they will be 
guilty of the most egregious example 
of fiscal irresponsibility in history.

Max McCullough ON FISCAL RESPONSABILITY

CP
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89 seats awarded to al-
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On March 10th, the Senate passed 
by a margin of 62-38 a $138 bil-

lion unemployment benefit program  
as proposed by the Obama admin-
istration. This legislation had been 
introduced in order to help boost the 
economy from its recent downturn, 
and will expire within one year on 
December 31, 2010. The $138 bil-
lion is spread out among various 
programs to assist the nation’s un-
employed. For example, $66 billion 
goes purely to extending jobless ben-
efits for individuals who have been 
unemployed for 26 weeks or more, 
while $29 billion goes to state gov-
ernments so they can apply the funds 
to Medicaid and help the unemployed 
with their healthcare needs. $26 bil-
lion of tax credits, such as income tax 
deduction and property tax breaks, 
are also being issued to increase the 
income of the jobless. Companies 
such as Microsoft Corp., Boeing Co., 
and General Electric Co., are granted 
tax breaks for research and for prof-
its earned through the sale of equip-
ment in foreign markets. Provisions 
will also allow citizens to collect up 
to 99 weeks of unemployment checks 
and will provide people up to a 65% 
subsidy to purchase health insurance.  
The bill extends further aid to mil-
lions of Americans in desperate need.  

In order to cover these expens-
es, the measure will add at least $107 
billion to  federal deficits over the 
next decade., a substantial increase 
that has many Republicans worried. 
Senator Jim Bunning of Kentucky 
tried to delay the passage of the bill 
on the Senate floor by filibustering in 
order to force Democrats to think of 
ways to fund the bill without increas-
ing the deficit. 

A large federal deficit has sev-
eral long term adverse consequences, 

including redistribution ofthe burden 
of repayment to future generations 
in the form of taxes and the poten-
tial decreasing of America’s political 

influence in the 
world. Bunning 
reasoned that due 

to the important nature of the bill and 
the nearly unanimous bipartisan rec-
ognition of the necessity of it, there 
should be a better alternative for fi-
nancing the bill. However, the Demo-
crats argued that this bill is an emer-
gency safety net measure and thus 
should bypass the lengthy process of 
finding a suitable financing solution. 
Without the unemployment benefit 
payments, many people will suffer fi-
nancially. After much debate, Senator 
Bunning finally relented and allowed 
the passage of the bill because of the 
economic hardships that arose dur-
ing the few days that the passage was 
delayed. Construction workers were 
laid off from highway projects and 

families were not able to sus-t a i n 
themselves without their unemploy-
ment checks. 

 Senator Bob Casey, a Penn-
sylvania Democrat, summed up the 
Democrats’ argument when he stated, 
“This has been and continues to be a 
horrific recession. In addition to aid-
ing families who are desperately in 
need of putting food on their tables 
and a roof over their heads, an exten-
sion of the unemployment insurance 
has a direct impact on our nation’s 
economy.” Casey’s comment high-
lights the dual nature of the bill. The 

primary focus is providing relief to fi-
nancially challenged citizens, and as 
a result of this  monetary assistance 
the economy should be bolstered. 
As people receive their checks, they 
are most likely to spend the money 
quickly in order to purchase neces-
sary items such as food. This injec-
tion of capital in the economy leads 
to an increase of overall demand for 
goods and services and thus stimu-
lates production. With increased 
production of goods, more workers 
should be hired and thus the unem-
ployment rate should decrease. As a 
result, both Republicans and Demo-
crats supported this measure. 

CP

Hope for the Unemployed
ON UNEMPLOYMENT Taskin Rahman

“The primary 
focus is providing 
relief to financially 
challenged citizens 

but as a result of this 
financial assistance, 

the economy should be 
bolstered.”People	lining	up	at	Big	Apple	Job	Fair	at	the	Jacob	Javitz	Center	in	New	York	City

“Senator Jim Bunning 
of Kentucky tried to 
delay the passage of 
the bill on the Senate 
floor in order to force 
Democrats to think of 
ways to fund the bill 

without increasing the 
deficit.”



“Wake up and stand up!” the 
Coffee Party’s website 

bombastically announces. Proclaim-
ing to be a grass roots movement by 
the people – completely free of lob-
byists and corporate interests – the 
Coffee Party stands as an alternative 
to the Tea Party movement, the mon-
iker for the recent anti-government 
and anti-taxation activism that takes 
its name from the infamous incident 
in Boston in the Revolutionary era.

 The Coffee Party “recognizes 
that the federal government is not the 
enemy of the people” and aims to sup-
port leaders who work toward posi-

tive solutions, and hold accountable 
those who obstruct them. Starting 
as a grass roots movement on Face-
book, it now claims nearly 200,000 
fans as of the writing of this article.

The group was founded by An-
nabel Park, a native of South Ko-
rea who moved to the United States 
when she was nine and later gradu-
ated from Boston University and 
Oxford. In her latest video post on 
the Coffee Party website, she urged 
activists to meet with representa-
tives and senators over their recess 
to facilitate a “fruitful, productive, 
civil and collaborative” relationship. 

The group was formed as a 
reaction to the vitriolic compo-
sure of the Tea Party but still ar-
gues for some of the basic things 
most Americans would agree with 
– fiscal responsibility and account-
ability for elected officials. Still, it 
purports a measure of civility and 
advocates the change the major-
ity of Americans voted for in 2008.

Tea or coffee? That is the 
question to answer in 2010.
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Coffee Party Offers Alternative to Tea Party

A	resident	stands	next	to	dead	bodies	at	the	general	hospital	after	the	earthquake	hit	Port-au-Prince.	Photo:	Financial	Times

“It is hard to remember 
that the victims of 
violence or natural 

disaster need our help for 
a long time.”

news

By Zachary newkirk

Haiti: A Follow-up

It has now been more than two 
months since the earthquake in 

Haiti, but the Haitian people need 
our help just as much now as they did 
two months ago. Time passes, new 
tragedies strike, and all worries of 
disasters past fade away. We should 
not let this be the case in Haiti, a 
country that is at risk of yet anoth-
er series of natural disasters – only 
this time in the form of mudslides. 

 After the earthquake de-
stroyed their homes, hundreds of 
thousands of Haitians now are living 
in makeshift, extremely flood-prone 
camps, and the rainy season is just 
around the corner. The leaders of Hai-
ti are unsure what step to take next; in 
fact, they are not even sure there are 
feasible steps toward recovery in their 
future. However, at the end of March, 

the Haitian officials will appeal to the 
United Nations for $11.5 billion in 
reconstruction aid. This seems like an 
extreme amount of money, but, in re-
ality, it is less money than the United 
States spends in two months in Iraq. 

 By turning on the news or 
flipping through a newspaper, one 
can clearly see that in the two months 
since the earthquake, Haiti has fallen 
out of the international news spot-
light. But just because the people of 
Haiti have fallen off the media radar 
does not mean they should fall out 
of our thoughts and concerns. Albert 
Lee, the Co-President of the Haitian 
Students Association, urges the stu-
dents of Cornell to keep Haiti at the 
forefront of their minds. Lee said, “We 
[the Haitian Students Association] 
are extremely grateful for all of the 
support that we have received from 

Cornell and the Ithaca community 
and urge people to continue to keep 
Haiti in their thoughts and prayers.” It 
is critically important that we do not 
forget about the people of Haiti when 
they need our help more than ever.

 It is easy to forget about one 
disaster when a new one happens, 
and, sadly, there are always new di-
sasters, new crimes, and new news 

stories to follow. There will always 
be disasters to help out with or people 
who need our support, both financial 
and moral, in times of crisis. It is hard 
to remember that the victims of vio-
lence or natural disaster need our help 
for a long time, not just for the short 
time after it first happens. It is even 
harder to remember that no disaster is 
ever fixed in just a few months. While 
keeping this in mind, let us go into 
the next months remembering to pray 
for or serve or support the people of 
Haiti as we did in the first month after 
the earthquake. Let us bear in mind 
that they need our help, now more 
than ever, and let us be kind and 
generous in our thoughts and deeds. 

By JeSSica pachak

CP

CP

Annabel	Park
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“Hoover is now home 
to some of the most 

conservative thinkers 
of our age, including 

Condoleezza Rice, 
Donald Rumsfeld, and 

George Shultz.”

CP

Hoover: The Institution, Not the Vacuum 
FROM THE WEST COAST Josie Link

Hello from the best, the left, the 
West Coast. When you picture 

my locale, what do you see? Sunny 
California, overrun by surfers, legal-
ized pot, and liberals, right? Not so 
fast. California is also the state of 
Ronald Reagan, Prop 8, and Orange 
County, the home of Rick Warren’s 
Saddleback Church. Stanford Uni-
versity is home to the conservative/
libertarian think tank, the Hoover In-
stitution on War, Peace, and Revolu-
tion, complete with its own version of 
an ivy tower. The Hoover Institution 
started in the era of post-New Deal 
conservatism with the principles of 
opposition to big federal government 
and a stark anti-Communist senti-
ment. In accordance with the anti-
Communist feeling, the Archives 
section of the institution houses the 
second-largest collection of Soviet 
documents in the world. 

I can see this powerful build-
ing from my dorm room, sponsored 

by one of America’s worst presidents 
and unfortunately, a Stanford alum, 
Herbert Hoover. The Hoover Institu-
tion on War, Peace, and Revolution, 
or Hoover for short, is now home to 
some of the most conservative think-
ers of our age, including Condoleezza 
Rice, Donald Rumsfeld, and George 
Shultz. George H.W. Bush’s Coun-
cil of Economic Advisors members, 
Michael Boskin and John B. Taylor 
(also my microeconomics profes-
sor and creator of the Taylor Rule!) 
are Senior Fellows; Hoover even be-
stowed the title of Honorary Fellow 
on former Prime Minister Margaret 
Thatcher. Some of their fellows are 
on the farther end of crazy. Research 
Fellow Dinesh D’Souza, a former 
boyfriend of conservative commen-
tator and Cornell alum Ann Coulter, 
argued in his 2007 book The Ene-
my at Home: The Cultural Left and 
its Responsibility for 9/11 that the 
American cultural left were respon-
sible for agitating the Muslim anger 
that caused the events of September 
11th. 

Student reaction to many 
Hoover fellows is usually fiery. In 
2007, the Hoover Institution hired 
former Secretary of Defense Donald 
Rumsfeld to spend a year at Stanford 
as a Distinguished Visiting Fellow. 
Rumsfeld authorized a list of inter-
rogation methods used on detainees 
at Guantanamo Bay and Iraq’s Abu 
Ghraib Prison that violated the Ge-

neva Convention and the Convention 
against Torture. As soon as his hiring 
was announced, a petition was gen-
erated around campus that garnered 
3,500 signatures. Students formed a 
Facebook group titled “Rumsfeld—

You Are Not Welcome at Stanford!” 
“We view the appointment as funda-
mentally incompatible with the ethi-
cal values of truthfulness, tolerance, 
disinterested inquiry, respect for na-
tional and international laws, and 
care for the opinions, property and 
lives of others to which Stanford is 
inalienably committed,” the petition 
reads. More recently, former Sec-
retary of State and former Stanford 
provost Condoleezza Rice returned 
last school year to her post as Pro-
fessor of Political Science and a Fel-
low at the Hoover Institution. Rice 
played a crucial role in the 2003 in-
vasion of Iraq and the development 
of the subsequent war. She also au-
thorized multiple torture techniques, 
including waterboarding. A petition 
targeting Rice organized by Stanford 

Students Say No to War gained thou-
sands of signatures. Last October, a 
student rally marched from the cen-
ter of campus to Hoover Tower and 
pinned the petition to its door. Other 
students protested her return with 
“Condival,” an event featuring mock 
waterboarding with students dressed 
in orange jumpsuits. This type of 
protest gets to the heart of the issue 
at hand. Although a private univer-
sity like Stanford (and an even more 
private institution like Hoover) has 
the right to hire who they want, what 
kind of message does the hiring of 
perpetrators of torture and injustice 
send to students who will be influen-
tial in the world’s future? 

Personally, I believe that a think 
tank like Hoover has no place on a 
campus like Stanford. The existence 
of a partisan organization raises 

questions concerning the academic 
independence and impartiality of the 
fellows. More importantly, Stanford 
should not be a breeding ground for 

new government officials or a hold-
ing pin for old ones. In 1983, contro-
versy erupted on campus in the form 
of student and professor petitions 
when Ronald Reagan appointed half 
of the Hoover staff, apparently more 
than 30 people, to his administration. 
Today, many of the fellows are ex-
Bush officials are set up with a cushy 
job with little student interaction. 

Of course there are exceptions. 
Some of Hoover’s professors, like 
Professor Caroline Hoxby and for-
mer Secretary of Defense William 
Perry, are leaders in  their fields of 
study, ranging from educational eco-
nomics to international development. 
The resources available at the Hoover 
library and archives are immense; 
documents from both World Wars, 
the Cold War, and Ronald Reagan’s 
gubernatorial administration make it 
a center for the study of 20th century 
history. 

As you can see, the Hoover 
Institution’s connection to Stanford 
University brings both a breadth of 
resources and a load of controversy. 
In the future, Stanford, a memorial to 
a dead son that was built with Gilded 
Age wealth, will hopefully further 
distance itself from the conservative 
think tank and promote more pro-
gressive ideals. 

The	Hoover	Institution	on	War,	Peace,	and	Revolution.	Photo:	
Stanford,edu
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And I love this story. Just four days after 
being arrested on a drunken driving 

charge while leaving a gay bar with a man, 
State Senator Roy Ashburn of California, 
who is married and one of these antigay 
guys — very antigay, votes against every 
gay thing — and now he is gay. He said he 
finally realized it last night, while watching 
the big dance number during the Oscars. 
–Jay Leno

Now this year, the Academy Awards had a sa-
lute to horror films. Did you see that? That was 
remarkable. They even had footage of  Vice 
President Dick Cheney in his torture chamber. 
–David Letterman

John McCain does not watch the Acad-
emy Awards. And you know why? Well, he 
doesn’t care for the talkies. –David Letter-
man

“Jersey Shore” is premiering in 30 
different countries this week. It 
will be shown in France, except in 
France it’s called “Another Reason 
to Hate America.” –Jimmy Fallon

The American College of Cardiology 
says that over-exercise can be as bad 
for your heart as no exercise at all. 
This could affect nearly two Ameri-
cans. –Jay Leno

James Cameron, who directed “Avatar,” 
is in a feud with Glenn Beck, because 
Cameron called him a mad man. The 
two are very different. One makes mil-
lions creating fictional stories, and the 
other is James Cameron. –Craig Fergu-
son

Porn star Devon “Triple X” James says that 
Tiger Woods paid her to have sex back 
in 2006. Hopefully this situation will make 
parents think twice before raising their 
daughters with the middle name “Triple X.’’ 
–Jimmy Fallon

And of course, a lot of right-wingers are 
very upset about this because they be-
lieve this health care bill will cost a lot of 
money. You know what I think? Just pre-
tend it’s another unnecessary war. You’ll 
feel better about it already. –Jay Leno

The Last Laugh
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