
By Roxana amiRahmadi

The Yale University community is 
mourning the loss of one of their 

seniors, Michelle Elizabeth Dufault, 
after she tragically strangled to death 
after getting her hair caught in lathe 
while working alone at two in the 
morning in Yale’s Sterling Chemistry 
Laboratory. 
 While Ms. Dufault’s peers 
are trying to come to terms with her 
sudden and tragic death, many Yale 
students are wondering whether her 
death could have been prevented. 
Jonathan Macmillan, a student, told 
the Hartford Currant, “I don’t think 
anyone should be in a machine room 
alone. It’s hard to say, but we work so 
often at two in the morning, what sort 
of staff and faculty can they actually 

have there at that time in the morn-
ing?” Kevin Berrett, another student, 
told the Currant, “You would think 
we would have pretty safe labs and 
all that stuff, so [Michelle Dufault’s 
death] is bizarre.”
 As a student researcher and 
a chemistry major here at Cornell 
who was deeply moved by Ms. Du-
fault’s tragic death, I am concerned 
for the safety of my fellow chemis-
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try students who often spend at least 
six hours per week working either 
in teaching and professors’ research 
labs. Chemistry lab courses generally 
focus on developing students’ practi-
cal and analytical laboratory skills in 
timed laboratory sessions where stu-
dents apply their conceptual knowl-
edge of a certain sub-field of chemis-
try to real-time synthesis and analysis 
of certain chemicals of interest.

 These experiments require 
students to not only follow the ex-
perimental procedure assigned to 
them on a given week, but they are 
also expected to maximize the purity 
and yield of the given chemical they 
are synthesizing or purifying while 
also carrying out a number of analyti-
cal tests to confirm the identity and 
chemical properties of their yielded 
product.
 Students are expected to 
multi-task in order to finish their ex-
periments and analytical tests as ef-
ficiently as possible, but, needless to 
say, at times students put themselves 
at risk of physical harm by acciden-
tally misusing scientific equipment, 
breaking glassware, or touching or 
inhaling concentrated caustic or nox-
ious chemicals.
 To investigate some of the 
safety protocols to keep undergradu-
ate students safe in the chemistry 
teaching and research labs in Baker 
Laboratory and the new Physical Sci-
ences Building, 
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It seemed as if the entire world was 
glued to a screen as the announce-

ment came on Sunday night that the 
president was about to give a speech. 
Once the story broke – Osama bin 
Laden, the world’s most wanted 
man, was dead – students all over 
the country leapt up from their desks 
and poured into the streets to cel-
ebrate.
 The college students of 
today are the children of ten years 
ago, and were impressionable when, 
on September 11, 2001, they saw 
their whole world and their coun-
try heave. The shock, the pain, the 
patriotism, the unity, and the under-
lying desire for revenge after the 
worst terrorist attack in American 
history skewed the minds of the 

young. From that moment on, we 
were taught that bin Laden was the 
boogeyman, and that maybe we 
could begin to heal after 9/11 when 

we knew that the mastermind behind 
it all was no more.
 If all this is true, can the cel-
ebrating be blamed? In all honesty, 

no. But regardless of our diverse 
connections and closeness to the 
events of 9/11, no one has earned the 
right to revel in the death of another 
human being. Once we become joy-
ful upon hearing of death, very little 
separates us from our enemies. 
 It will take a long time for 
the United States and its people to 
recover from what happened on that 
bright September day nearly ten 
years ago. But the end of bin Laden 
does mean that the symbol of our 
greatest enemy in the War on Terror 
is no more.
 With little time for perspec-
tive, it seems like May 1, 2011 is 
another fateful day for our country. 
We saw raucous partying in Colleg-
etown (different from the usual fare), 
we saw Facebook and Twitter erupt 

in commentary, and we gathered 
together to watch our president tell 
us that “justice is done.” The best 
recount of that night is by the very 
medium that brought many people 
this news: the Facebook status. The 
authors will remain anonymous, 
from beginning to end the statuses 
are in chronological order, and all 
are Cornellians:

“10:30 PM Sunday night state-
ment?” 
 
“Osama Bin Laden is Dead!?” 
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Osama bin Laden Dead; 
Cornellians React on Facebook

“It will take a long 
time for the United 

States and its people 
to recover from what 

happened on that 
bright September day 
nearly ten years ago.”

“Dr. Terry once told 
me, ‘in chemistry if 
you are not doing 
anything that is 

hazardous, you are 
not really doing 

anything.’”

Students working in chemistry lab in new Physical Sciences Building
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Isolated in our ivory tower of aca-
demia, competition, and @crnell-

grlprblms, Cornellians, either blink-
ing through blizzards or what appear 
to be sunrays (but who really knows 
what they are after eight months of 
gray), do not see beyond the walls of 
the privilege of the Ivy League to the 
world beyond, which begs for their 
engagement, inquiry, and participa-
tion. In response to a rise of discon-
tent and disappointment about the 
level of political discourse on East 
Hill, The Cornell Progressive is on 
the one hand not surprised that stu-
dents are loath to be political or even 
to vote (indifference plagues young 
people everywhere). 
 On the other hand, at a uni-
versity where we are encouraged to 
think globally, where students are en-
couraged to learn languages, attend 
lectures about “The Rise of the Rest,” 
and find their niche in their local, re-
gional, national, and international 
communities, we are shocked to find 
that most students do not have a stake 
in their own future.
 There is a large trend of dis-
interest and apathy in politics at Cor-
nell. Granted, even political junkies 
acknowledge that politics is frus-
trating. Division and partisanship in 
Washington makes government dis-
appointingly inefficient. Even if we 
ignore the fact that the legislative 
process is supposed to be slow in or-
der to air every possible idea, it often 
appears that our representatives care 
more about partisanship and reelec-
tion than the needs of their constitu-
ents. 
 What is surprising is that, 
at one of the top universities in the 
world, there is a near complete lack 
of political discourse and debate. 
Most Cornellians, simply put, could 
not care less about the political is-
sues that inevitably affect them (Karl 
Rove and Keith Olbermann both vis-
ited Cornell this semester, but the 
vast majority of students were more 
interested in discussing Nelly as this 
year’s Slope Day performer).
 We could posit for pages over 
why indifference so greatly perme-
ates this campus. 
 We’re curious, of course, but 
we cannot pretend to know all the an-
swers. We do, however, have some 
ideas.
 The first is, as alluded to 
earlier, that politics is divisive, and 
it thus repels those who otherwise 
might be interested. But this argu-
ment does not hold much water. We 
get angry too. At times, we too feel 
abandoned by our representatives in 
Washington. Yet, we are not uninter-
ested. We realize that though politics 
is polarizing, turning away from it 
is unproductive. Moreover, though 
Cornellians may be fed up with the 

government, it does not logically fol-
low that they would be completely 
disinterested in the issues with which 
the government wrestles.
 Another idea – we have a 
feeling that this might have more ex-
planatory power – is that Cornellians 
don’t care about politics simply be-
cause they are only interested in the 
things that more tangibly and person-
ally affect them, such as their week-
end plans, their grades, and their 
graduate school applications. If this 
is true, then, it is a little embarrass-
ing. 
 We all have papers, finals, 
and social obligations, but what good 
is an education if it does not teach 
you to look beyond the stresses of 
the present and to understand, ques-
tion, and participate in events beyond 
those on East Ave? Cornellians are 
busy, busy, busy, but a packed sched-
ule is no excuse for myopia. Engage-
ment does not mean only reading the 
newspaper and voting once a year. 
It is seeing beyond the facts and un-
derstanding that we write our papers 
with a purpose: learning today so that 
our future can be a little bit brighter, 
and so that our children are not sad-
dled with the debt we have to shoul-
der.
 Regardless of major, ideol-
ogy, or extra-curriculars, politics and 
the issues that are debated within the 
political sphere have relevance to 
every Cornellian. The most obvious 
reason to care – or at least to take in-
terest – is that none of us is immune 
to the consequences of the decisions 
that our government makes. The de-
cisions of the Bush Administration, 
for example, transformed the federal 
surplus into federal debt and pulled 
our economy into a recession. 
The responsibility for paying off that 
debt will fall into our hands. It makes 
sense, then, that we should not only 
take interest in the economic policies 
of our government, but that (regard-
less of our political orientations) we 
should also join the discussion of 
how to best alleviate the burden that 
our Cornell degrees will help us pay 
off.
 But even if economics does 
not peak your interest there are hun-
dreds of other issues that are prob-
ably more important to you than they 
may at first appear (or than you may 
realize). Consider the debate over 
healthcare. Many fiscal conservatives 
not only oppose Obama’s progressive 
healthcare plan, but they in fact advo-
cate spending cuts for programs such 
as Medicare and Medicaid. Many of 
our grandparents probably rely on 
Medicare to cover their healthcare 
needs, a burden that otherwise might 
fall on our families. That should be 
reason enough to take a stand in the 
debate over spending on Medicare. 

 Another political issue that 
affects us, as college students, is that 
many of us depend on loans from the 
federal government to pay Cornell’s 
(rising) tuition. Last year, Obama 
signed a bill that reformed the student 
loan program. We’re guessing that 
most Cornellians have not heard any-
thing about it, even though it is dif-
ficult to think of a political issue that 
could more personally affect many of 
us.
 And finally, take a stand 
on the social issues that continue 
to shape debate in Washington and 
in state capitals across the country. 
Abortion, gay marriage, the war on 
drugs, and many other social issues 
are still hot political topics. 
We know you have opinions. Do not 
be so hesitant to give them a voice, to 
join the debate and advocate for the 
stance you have taken. While some 
issues only come to the fore during 
election seasons, there are people and 
organizations that fight for equality, 
freedom, and justice every day who 
need the energy of young people to 
join the fight and incite our nation 
to discuss challenges and ameliorate 
them.
 This brings us to our last 
point: do not forfeit your right to par-
ticipate in our democracy because 
you think your voice is insignificant. 
It is true that one vote will not sway 
an election. But this attitude is shared 
by too many of our fellow college 
students. 
 The result is that politicians 
ignore us. If their goal is to rake in 
as many votes as possible, and they 
know that college students do not 
vote in numbers as high as other 
demographics, then what reason do 
they have to try to engage us in the 
political process? They would be bet-
ter off shaping policies preferred by 
the elderly, or the banker, or the soc-
cer mom, and this is precisely what 
they do. Consequently, our political 
apathy has ensured that government 
does not represent us. The only way 
to change this – to force policymak-
ers to respond to us – is to become 
more active citizens, to join the politi-
cal discussion from which we have so 
far removed ourselves, to voice our 
opinions, and to vote accordingly.

CP
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There Will Never Be a 
Post-American World

THE MIDDLE EAST AND CORNELL Alisa HandEDITORIAL
With Education Comes 
Great Responsibility

In his speech to a packed audito-
rium at the Statler Hotel, Fareed 

Zakaria, Editor-at-Large at TIME 
magazine, discussed his latest book, 
A Post-American World, and the cur-
rent crisis in the Middle East. 
 Throughout his speech, Za-
karia focused on the rise of the Third 
World and identified the political 
and economic stability, as well as 
the technological revolution that has 
developed over the past few decades, 
as the factors that led to the rapid 
growth of countries such as China, 
Chile, and South Korea. He asserted 
that the convergence of the world’s 
economies that occurred after the fall 
of the USSR led to one global system 
in which Third World countries could 
now participate without having to 
worry so much about inflation or in-
stability. For countries that had been 
previously locked out of the global 
economy, this provided an opportu-
nity to participate and catch up to the 
Western powers. 

 The great exception to this 
new age of stability and globaliza-
tion was the Middle East, which had 

no free elections and few job op-
portunities. The recent uprisings are 
a result of the Middle East trying to 
catch up with the rest of the world, 
helped by two important factors: a 
large bloc of unemployed young men 
and the spread of technology. Zakaria 
humorously observed that 21 years 
ago the Saudi government was able 
to keep Iraq’s invasion of Kuwait a 
secret for 9 days, while now it would 
last for only a few minutes before a 
Kuwaitian would tweet “I’m being 

invaded by Iraq!”
 These factors, coupled with 
the United States being, according 
to Zakaria, “an exhausted superpow-
er…sick of nation-building” caused 
the Middle East to see the present as 
an opportunity to reform itself. Ter-
rorism had taken hold in the region as 
the radicals stoked hatred of the U.S, 
finding it “better to go after Great 
Satan that supports the regimes than 
the regimes themselves.” Anti-Amer-
ican sentiment was already strong in 

many Middle Eastern countries and 
many people in the U.S. have begun 
to view the huge costs needed to con-
trol the Middle East and fight terror-
ism as too high to pay. 
 The Middle East is hardly the 
only place in the world where anti-
American attitudes prevail, and it is 
this weakening of our global power 
that caused Zakaria to declare that 
it is “pretty obvious that we are al-
ready in a [post-American world].” 
Although the U.S. is still the domi-
nant country, it will be impossible in 
the future for it to have the level of 
freedom and power that it had before. 
 China, America’s closest 
competitor, is already willing to defy 
the U.S. after the 2008 financial crisis 
and the Iraq war greatly diminished 
America’s global credibility. The 
U.S. has typically involved itself in 
international struggles and told other 
countries how to operate, but recently 
it has broken the pattern, such as with 
President Obama’s willingness to let 
other nations take the lead in Libya. 
Though some may argue that this is 
upsetting because it shows Ameri-
ca’s global leadership weakening, in 
fact this increased cooperation is a 
shrewd tactic. Things cannot return 
to the way they were when the U.S. 
was the sole dominant power with 
both moral and economic hegemony; 
instead, the U.S. must recognize that 
other nations are approaching it in 
power and it must let them take the 
lead at times. 
 

Contiued on page 6

“China, America’s 
closest competitor, is 

already willing to defy 
the U.S. after the 2008 

financial crisis and 
the Iraq war greatly 

diminished America’s 
global credibility. ”

Fareed Zakaria spoke at Statler about his latest book and the 
crisis in the Middle East

Source: The Washington Post

POLITICS, MEDIA, AND CU Catherine Lussenhop

Keith Olbermann ’79 Stirs Up 
Controversy In Bailey Hall

You may know him from his 
wildly successful MSNBC show 

“Countdown,” or maybe from his 
spat with fellow Cornell alum Ann 
Coulter ’84 about the validity of his 
Cornell degree. Chances are, though, 
you’ve heard of Keith Olbermann. 
On March 29th, Olbermann brought 
his brand of no-nonsense punditry 
to Bailey Hall and his talk produced 
some uncomfortable squirms as well 
as plenty of laughs.
 “I’m here tonight as Karl 
Rove’s opening act,” Olbermann 
joked, referencing Rove’s April 13th 
talk in Call Auditorium. He then be-
gan his talk by rattling off a few of 

his favorite Cornell stories about his 
time at the radio station WVBR and 
his less-than-stellar academic career - 
he ended up having to take 28 credits 
in his last semester at Cornell in order 
to graduate. He also cleared up a few 
rumors: “I was slapped on graduation 
morning. This is absolutely true,” 
he said. He followed up with a sto-
ry about the slapper, a girl who was 
stopped from graduating by a pass/
fail class debacle.
 Olbermann’s stories about 
Cornell were both warm and enter-
taining. Watching him speak, it was 
clear that he loved his alma mater. He 
was especially supportive of WVBR, 

Cornell’s student radio station; Ol-
bermann has been a major benefactor 
of WVBR since his graduation.
 Then Olbermann moved to 
the political side of his talk. He start-
ed by talking about H.R. 1135, the 
Welfare Reform Restoration Act, and 
slammed the provision that prevents 
striking union workers from receiv-
ing food stamps. He also made fun 
of one Carlos F. Lam, Indiana deputy 
prosecutor who suggested that Wis-
consin Governor Scott Walker em-
ploy a “false flag” strategy to quell the 
protests in his state. Lam told Walker 
that he could hire some associates 
to pretend to attack him to make it 

look like the protesters were getting 
violent and discredit them (Lam has 
since resigned). In response, Olber-
mann loudly proclaimed that most 
conservatives were “stupid.”

Contiued on page 7

Editors-in-Chief
Sarah B. Greenberg ‘13,

Josh H. Uhr ‘12

Managing Editors
Roxana Amirahmadi ‘13
(National/International),

Alisa Hand ‘14
(Local),

Catherine Lussenhop ‘11
(Features),

Staff Writers
Ian Cohen ‘14

Dave Foward ‘14
Sam Moss ‘12

Layout
 Susan Duan ‘13,

Yi Li ‘13

Treasurer
Taskin Rahman ‘12

Web Design
Eric Zatz ‘10

Editors Emeriti
Samuel I. Ferenc ‘12,

Zachary J. Newkirk ‘12,
Jake Arem ‘11,
Elie Bilmes ‘10,

Shai Akabas ‘09,
Ethan Felder ‘09,

Samuel Levine ‘09

Advisor
Edward Baptist, History

 Founders
Thomas Leung ’02, Tsee Yuan Lee ’02, 

Tsee Yung Lee ’02

An Independent Student Publication

Funded in part by the Student Activity 
Fee. 

Published with support from the Center 
for American Progress / Campus 

Progress     
www.CampusProgress.org 

Comments and letters to the editor are 
always welcome at:

CUProgressive@gmail.com

The Cornell Progressive, an independent 
student organization located at Cornell 
University, produced and is responsible 

for the content of this publication. 
This publication was not reviewed or 
approved by, nor does it necessarily 

express or reflect the policies or 
opinions of, Cornell University or its 

designated representatives.

The Cornell Progressive is a non-profit 
newspaper

pulished by Cornell students for the 
local community. We act as a forum for 
political discussion.  The viewpoints of 
our writers do not necessarily reflect 
the views of our advertisers or our 

editorial board.  

Visit our website and join our listserve 
to keep up to date with

 Cornell Progressive news, events, and 
deadlines.

@cuprogressive
cuprogressive.wordpress.com

www.cuprogressive.org



4 Volume XI Issue VIIIThe Cornell Progressive May 7, 2011 5The Cornell Progressive

Evaluating the Relevance of Debate 
on Right to Same-Sex Marriage

Kierra Jones ON SAME-SEX MARRIAGE

The issue of gay marriage has 
been overshadowed recently as 

a result of the emphasis placed on 
the economy and averted govern-
ment shutdown.  Nevertheless, it 
still plays a role in the forming of 
platforms for politicians as well as 
maintains a level of salience in the 
general public.  But how do Cor-
nell students feel about the issue? 
 The Cornell Progressive in-
terviewed ten random students for 
this article.  They were first asked 
whether or not they think gay mar-
riage will be a salient issue in the next 
presidential election.  Some students 
believed that the issue of gay mar-
riage would not play a major role in 
campaigns and the election because 
of the focus on the economy and inter-
national affairs in the current political 
climate.  Freshman Drew Weymouth 
had a difference of opinion, stating 
that this particular issue “…is just a 
part of politics, it always is an issue.”  
 The majority of people inter-
viewed believed that gay marriage 
should not be an “issue” at all.  Eric 
Burkholder ‘14 said, “Gay marriage 
shouldn’t even be controversial.  
Marriage should not be a political or 
a religious issue.  Marriage is sup-
posed to be a representation of how 
two people feel about each other.” 
Most interviewees agreed. Troy Hol-
ley ‘13 articulated this view saying, 
“…people should be able to marry 
whoever they would like to marry.  
Love is something that’s natural and 

out of any one person’s control.”
 All of the respondents be-
lieved that marriage was a right, and 
should not be denied on the grounds 
of sexual orientation.  Sophomore 
Ted McHardy stated that gay mar-
riage is “none of [his] business be-
cause [he] is not gay.”  Neverthe-
less, McHardy continued by saying 
that “no one should get to decide” 
whether or not two people can get 
married.  Anne Elise ‘13 also as-
serted that marriage is a right not to 
be withheld from any person, despite 
the fact that she does not personally 
support gay marriage.  Burkholder 
said, “The right to marry should be 
assumed as full members of society.”  

All respondents shared the view that 
gay marriage is essential and neces-
sary in order for gay people to be 
full and equal members of society.    
 In the United States, mar-
riage itself has many other social 
and legal implications.  It was said 
by some interviewees that because 
of this, it is even more important 
that LGBTQ citizens have the right 
to marry.  Holley said, “Gay people 
are being denied a lot when denied 
the right to marry.”  McHardy, who 
holds a rather indifferent position 
towards the legalization of gay mar-
riage said, “I don’t view marriage as 
a religious thing.  It’s essentially the 
same as a civil union, but because of 
the weight that marriage holds and its 
significance in our society, in order 
for gays to be fully equal the right 
to marry would have to be attained.”
It is apparent that the ways in which 
LGBTQ people are viewed shape the 
ideas we hold.  When LGBTQ people 
are viewed as an “other” or when be-
ing gay is treated as something alien 
to normal, mainstream society, peo-
ple can be expected to adopt an indif-
ferent stance towards gay rights and 
marriage.  When people appeal to re-
ligious doctrines, it can be expected 
for them to adopt a view similar to 
that of Elise’s, who said, “I don’t be-
lieve anyone should be gay or take 
part in gay marriage.”  People like 
Weymouth who say “gay people are 
the same as everyone else” can be ex-
pected to support the stance that gay 
marriage should not be an issue and 
is essentially the result of ignorance.  
Weymouth believes that “there is no 
reason why people should oppose it.”
 All but one of the people in-

terviewed were pro-gay marriage.  
But the extent to which a candidate’s 
position on gay marriage would in-
fluence their vote varied.  Freshman 
John Park said that the extent to 
which a candidate opposed gay mar-
riage would affect his vote because it 
speaks to their views on other issues.  
For McHardy, a candidate’s position 

on this issue would not affect who he 
voted for because he views gay mar-
riage as a more distant issue from 
himself.  Elise said that it would not 
sway her decision because although 
marriage is a right “it is primarily a 
part of religion and [she] believe[s] in 
a clear separation of church and state.”  
 The Cornell Progressive also 
asked what is necessary to bring 
about a change in the legal status of 
gay marriage.  A common answer 
was that in order to achieve the le-
galization of gay marriage, a change 
in perception about the institution of 
marriage itself as well as of LGBTQ 
people was in order.  Weymouth said, 
“This change is not going to happen at 
the political level.  People themselves 
need to realize that [gay marriage] is 
not an issue…We need a fundamen-
tal social change.”  Other respon-

dents said that supporters of gay 
marriage need to keep on fighting to 
gain support, and that change would 
come with time. This change would 
come in particular with a change 
in who our elected officials are. 
 We don’t know yet how the 
front runners in the upcoming presi-
dential election will include gay mar-
riage in their platforms. However, 
even from this small survey, we can 
guess that Cornell students feel dif-
ferently about gay marriage than 
many legislators. The only student 
interviewed who did not support gay 
marriage appealed to her own reli-
gious beliefs as the foundation for 
her views saying “God wanted mar-
riage to be between a man and wom-
an.”  It is important to note however, 
that this student in consensus with 
all other respondents asserted that 
marriage is a fundamental right and 
should be treated as such.  Although 
individual views differ, it appears 
that many students support the le-
galization of gay marriage.  The re-
cent debate surrounding the Defense 
of Marriage Act and the continued 
push for LGBTQ rights ensures that 
this particular issue will continue 
to play a role in the political arena.

“The majority of 
people interviewed 
believed that gay 

marriage should not be 
an “issue” at all.”
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 I spoke with Dr. Thomas Rut-
tledge, who teaches the regular and 
honors experimental organic chem-
istry lab courses and has interacted 
with hundreds of students who of-
ten take one of their first college lab 
courses with him.
 In an interview, Dr. Ruttledge 
explained the process in which ex-
periments are designed and approved 
before they are assigned to students 
in his courses; professors and lectur-
ers that teach the courses design an 
experiment that they believe students 
could perform in a given number of 3 
to 4 hour lab sessions.
 However, before assigning 
the experiment to his students, the 
experiment must be approved by lab 
services and TA staff to ensure that 
the demands of the lab procedure are 
reasonable and do not put students in 
harm’s way. 
 “Sometimes we have grand 
ideas as faculty of what can be done 
in the labs, and lab services will add 
a layer on top of the TA staff…in my 
experience most schools don’t have 
as effective lab services, which I be-
lieve has taken a significant safety 
role in our labs as well.” 
 Additionally, Dr. Ruttledge 
explained the numerous innovative 
safety features offered to students 
using the new labs in the recently 
completed Physical Science Building 
next to Baker Laboratory. “The entire 
point of those labs being there was 
safety. 
 There was no reason to have 
moved from Baker Lab other than we 
were not up to modern standards of 
chemical handling in Baker. The rea-
son why the organic labs moved over 
and no other labs moved over was 
that…our understanding of the chem-
istry has grown to the point where we 

know we need ventilation, and a lot 
of it, and you can’t add that or it’s ex-
pensive to add that retroactively to a 
building.” 
 He continued to discuss the 
importance of the crucial ventila-
tion spaces, or hoods, in the organic 
chemistry teaching labs, that further 
ensure that students are not exposed 
to the carcinogenic and toxic fumes 
that are the typical by-products of 
many organic chemistry experiments, 
“…having 3 feet of linear hood per 
student so that no chemical work was 
done outside of the hoods is, to me, 
a million percent better…if you had 
taken 3010 in lab 301E in Baker, you 
would have been greeted every morn-
ing with strong vapor odors, noxious 
smells, and the inability to move as 
much air. We have hoods in Baker, 
but they just didn’t have the capabil-
ity because they were designed 30-40 

years ago; now the air in the newer 
facility changes multiple times per 
hour, so if there is some type of leak 
in something that is noxious, students 
should be working in a hood and the 
leak should not affect their health. In 
fact, we now have fewer cases of stu-
dents who become sick in lab due to 
exposure to fumes.”
 However, when accidents to 

occur in our teaching labs, Dr. Rutt-
ledge assured me that Cornell’s safety 
procedure for addressing lab injuries 
not only ensures students get medical 
help promptly, but it also keeps track 
of students’ most common injuries 
and professors modify lab procedure 
for future students based upon these 
accident statistics. 
 Dr. Ruttledge recalls an 
experiment where “kids were rip-
ping scouring pads with their bare 
hands…they figured that since they 
had latex gloves on, they thought that 
would be ok. When we got those few 
accidents reports the first time we did 
the experiment on a large scale, next 
semester we were emphatic with the 
TA’s that they had to tell the students 
that they would cut their hands even 
with gloves, and that has reduced the 
cuts to zero from the same experi-
ment. The reporting system works, 
the reporting system with the TA’s 
works, and it helps us figure out 
where there are things that even lab 
services did not anticipate. You are 
fairly creative people, and you will 
do some things sometimes that are 
not what we predicted you would do 
when an experimental procedure was 
written.”
 However, Dr. Ruttledge par-
ticularly believes that the structure of 
his experimental organic chemistry 
courses and other upper level chemis-
try lab courses with their own lecture 
components further protect students 
by allowing them to hear a uniform 
and detailed message about the safety 
precautions they need to take before 
each laboratory session. 
 Unfortunately, the general 
chemistry courses do not have sepa-
rate courses for their labs, and it does 
not seem that such an option will 
be available to general chemistry 
students in the near future, who are 
usually freshmen exposed to college 
chemistry for the first time. 
 According to Dr. John Terry, 
the senior lecturer for general chem-

istry courses, said that “funding is 
definitely an issue when it comes to 
dividing courses up into lab and lec-
ture courses” simply because you 
need extra TA’s and lecturers to teach 
these additional courses.
 Despite the fact that these 
safety issues regarding daytime 
teaching lab sessions are continu-
ally being reevaluated and addressed, 
many chemistry student researchers 
have 24-hour access to their labs and 
could work in their research labs in-
dependently anytime they are avail-
able. However, working alone in a 
lab would lead these students to run 
the risk of accidentally injuring them-
selves without any help available.
 In fact, Dr. Ruttledge ex-
plained that all chemistry lab ses-
sions are held between 8 am and 4:30 
pm primarily because these are the 
hours when Gannett Health Center 
is open and can admit students with 
chemical and physical injuries from 
lab accidents. “Some students do not 
understand why we don’t let them 
work later, and the real reason is that 
we don’t want a non-university emer-
gency crew responding because in 
our experience those crews have had 
trouble a) locating the building and 
b) locating the rooms in the building, 
and we have much better luck with 
EHNS being able to do that because 
they know the campus a lot better than 
someone from the Ithaca fire depart-
ment. The University has started add-
ing addresses to every building. That 
is in response to, in some ways, the 
inability of finding the correct build-
ing in an emergency, and certainly in 
an emergency you want them to find 
it rapidly.”
 

Continued on page 11

“You are fairly creative 
people, and you will do 
some things sometimes 

that are not what we 
predicted you would do 
when an experimental 

procedure was 
written.”

ON SCIENCE AT CORNELL Roxana Amirahmadi

Laboratory Safety a Concern Across the Ivies

 One of the new laboratories in the Physical Sciences Building 
Photo: Roxana Amirahmadi

“Even from this tiny 
survey, we can guess 
that Cornell students 
feel differently about 
gay marriage than 
many legislators.”

Students working in organic chemistry lab
Photo: Roxana Amirahmadi



6 Volume XI Issue VIIIThe Cornell Progressive

Continued from page 1

“THANKS A LOT BIN LADEN. In 
other news: Obama re-elected” 
 
“I definitely thought that @anony-
mous was joking when she said that 
Osama is dead. So it turns out that 
the tvs in the gym are good for more 
than Cupcake Wars.” 
 
“hallelujah, allahu akbar, we finally 
cleansed this world of Bin Laden” 
 
“finally! Amurrica!” 

“surprise, bin Laden! YOU GET NO 
VIRGINS IN THE AFTERLIFE” 

“BOOM! HEADSHOT.” 
 
“I bet Bin Laden regrets allowing 
his iPhone app to “use his current 
location”.” 
 
“Osama Bin Laden: Hide and Seek 
World Champion 2001-2011” 

 
“it’s good that we can still find sol-
ace and take pride in things com-
pletely out of our control with zero 
relevance to our own personal lives 
#osamawasntdoingshitforthepast-
5yearsatleast #sorryimnotsorry” 
 
“so much celebrating about the death 
of osama outside.” 
 
“In the eternal balance of good and 
evil, today a great evil has been 
removed from this earth, the ques-
tion is now: Where will the next evil 
appear?” 
 
“Today is not a day to celebrate. It 
is a day to grieve for those we have 
lost, to grieve for the world that has 
created the evil of murder, to grieve 
for a world in which killing is met 
with more killing and justice means 
revenge. Bin Laden was perhaps the 
most evil person on the planet, but 
let us not celebrate death in such 
a way that makes us indiscernible 
from him. Let us remember our loss. 

Let us grieve.”
 
“Yahoo Trending Now searches 
show “Bin Laden dead” as the sec-
ond most popular search term...right 
behind “Mariah Carey” but in front 
of “Kelly Ripa”. Really?” 
 
“and it only took ten years”

“how am i suppose to study for 
anything where there are sooo many 
articles and videos to watch about 
osama... this is so distracting.”

“VICTORYYYY”

“oh so this is what “justice” looks 
like, obama?”

“wow this is more insignificant news 
than the birth certificate bs...” 

“So is the Iraq war over now? Or did 
those never actually have anything 
to do with each other in the first 
place, like I could plainly see when i 
was 13?”

“An important opportunity for our 
nation (especially our easily-excited 
young people) to show grace locally, 
nationally, and internationally... and 
one walk across campus shows me 
that there is no chance of that hap-
pening. Don’t even get me started 
on the Facebook and Twitter idiocy 
abounding as we speak.

There is no doubt I’m proud of 
America... but sometimes it’s hard to 
be proud of Americans.”

CP
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Cornellians Respond to bin Laden’s 
Death Using Social Media

The Cornell Progressive: Death of Public Enemy # 1 POLITICS AND CORNELL Catherine Lussenhop

Olbermann ’79 Speaks at Cornell
Contiued from page 3

This theme was carried into his 
question-and-answer session as 

well. When the Second Vice-Chair 
of the Cornell College Republicans, 
Adam Woodward, stepped up to ask 
him a question and identified him-
self as such, Olbermann merely told 
the student that he was “proving 
[Olbermann’s] point” about stupid 
conservatives. When another ques-
tioner handed Olbermann a copy 
of the Cornell Review, our resident 
conservative newspaper, Olber-
mann gave it a once-over, poured 
some of his water out on the floor, 

and used the Review to wipe it up.
 “It absorbs more than 
Ann [Coulter] does,” he said 
as the audience laughed.
 It’s no surprise that Olber-
mann stirred things up; he’s known 
for drama. His “Countdown with 
Keith Olbermann” featured an over-
the-top segment called “Worst Per-
son In The World,” complete with a 
Bach Toccata and Fugue intro. It’s 
his style and the place he chooses 
to occupy in the political discourse. 
 But is there a place for him 
in the progressive movement? Be-
fore it was cancelled, his “Count-
down” occupied the spot on MSNBC 
next to The Rachel Maddow Show, 
and the contrast was stark. Many 
would argue that Maddow’s brand 
of measured, fact-based journalism 

is a much more responsible face for 
progressivism. Some believe that 
Olbermann’s over-the-top rhetoric 
does more harm than good to the 
political discourse in the country. 
 Michael Alan, a writer for 
the Cornell Review, and in fact the 
writer whose article Olbermann read 
before mopping the floor with the pa-
per, agreed. Though he joked that as 
a conservative writer, it was nice to 
have an “easy target” to go after, he 
added: “People like Mr. Olbermann 
do great harm to the seriousness of 
political discourse in this country.” 
 Alan actually went up to ask 
Olbermann a question and identified 
himself as the person who wrote that 
Review article that Olbermann had 
just stomped on. To his credit, Olber-
mann apologized and shook Alan’s 
hand, then picked up the copy of 
the Review and uncrumpled it. The 
audience broke out into applause. 

 When asked how it felt to 
have his work literally stomped on, 
Alan told the Cornell Progressive, 
“I wasn’t offended by the ‘stomp-
ing’ at all, as I really went after him 
in the article in question.” Alan took 
it in stride, even pointing out that 
traffic on the Cornell Review blog 
shot up after the Olbermann talk.
 The Progressive and the Re-
view do not agree on a lot, but one 
thing we have in common is a pref-

erence for constructive discourse. 
Olbermann does not lie on his show 
and the issues he raises are impor-
tant ones, but his points are clouded 
in name-calling and over-the-top 
drama. He also often goes too far, 
like when he recently implied that 
conservative commentator and Cor-
nellian S.E. Cupp ’00 should never 
have been born. Regardless of one’s 
political affiliation, it’s amazing to 
see famous and influential Cornel-
lians come speak. But in the case of 
Olbermann, it’s hard not to feel a bit 
relieved that his political punditry 
theater is moving off of MSNBC.

   A screenshot from Olbermann’s show on MSNBC “Countdown”    
Photo: MSNBC

“It’s no surprise that 
Olbermann stirred 

things up; he’s known 
for drama.”

“Regardless of your 
political affiliation, 
it’s amazing to see 

famous and influential 
Cornellians come 

speak.”

ON VOTING Zachary Newkirk

An Effort to Limit the Youth Vote 
Defeated…For Now

During election season, you can 
find voting registration tables 

dotted throughout campus. Activ-
ists set up shop in Willard Straight’s 
lobby and may accost you to register 
to vote on your way to the Ivy Room. 
They attempt to knock on every dorm 
door just to fill out a quick form to 
become a registered voter in Ithaca, 
New York. It’s quite the operation. 
 All of this simply to vote. 
What’s the big deal with exer-

cising this fundamental right?
 Apparently, quite a bit if you 
are state Rep. Gregory Sorg (R-N.H.). 
He is sponsoring a bill in the New 
Hampshire House of Representatives 
that would ban students from regis-
tering to vote in the city or town in 
which they study. In other words, you 
vote by absentee ballot or not at all.
 On March 9, it was defeated 
in committee on a 13-5 vote, with the 
majority classifying it as “inexpedi-

ent to legislate.” Still, its motives 
are eerie, its purposes are sketchy 
and this publication finds it nec-
essary to discuss its implications.  
 The text of House Bill 176 
states “[t]he domicile for voting pur-
poses of a person attending an in-
stitution of learning shall not be the 
place where the institution is located 
unless the person was domiciled in 
that place prior to matriculation.” 
 Although jargonis-

tic, the meaning is clear: col-
lege-age voters would not be 
welcome in New Hampshire.

Continued on page 8

Continued from 3

 The rise of new powers such 
as China and Brazil, as well as the 
strongly bonded European Union, 
make cooperation a now important 
tool in global diplomacy. The U.S. 
has long simply imposed its will 
on the rest of the world instead of 
compromising, a fact that has never 
sat well with other countries. 
 Although the gap between 
the United States and the rest of 
the world may be narrowing, it is 
certainly premature to claim that this 
nation is in a downward spiral. The 
U.S. is the only industrialized nation 
to have regained its 2007 GDP levels 
before the financial crisis hit, and the 
fact remains that it is the global em-
blem for freedom and human rights. 
Although Zakaria concluded with 
the statement “[I’m worried] the 
United States has forgotten to glo-
balize itself,” the U.S. now depends 
on the world economy and is more 
susceptible to international pressure 
than it ever was before. 
 Like it or not, the United 
States is no longer the uncontested 
leader of the world. However, most 
of the world still heavily depends on 
the U.S. for money, aid, and advice. 
With the immense pressure that 
it put on itself to be the absolute, 
faultless leader of the globe fading, 
America now has the chance to tran-

sition into a new kind of superpower. 
Instead of using its immense military 
power to get its way, the U.S. will no 
longer have to put itself in the mid-
dle of every international conflict. 
This would allow Congress to trim a 
lot of money from the Defense Bud-
get and channel it into other areas, 
such as reducing the federal deficit 
or funding domestic programs. With 
a still-strong military and the posi-
tion as the richest country in the 
world, the U.S. will still have plenty 
of power and influence over others.
 Fareed Zakaria was surely 
correct in stating that America’s un-
challenged dominance over the rest 
of the world was over with the rise 
of new powers like China. 
 However, it’s not neces-
sarily true that it has become a 
“post-American world.” Although 
its reign as sole superpower is over, 
it’s unlikely that there will ever be a 
sole superpower again. Instead, the 
U.S., China, the EU, and the rest of 
the world must work together since, 
as the 2008 financial crisis showed, 
if one falls, than everyone falls. Glo-
balization has connected the world 
indelibly, and the U.S. must either 
cooperate or fall behind.

CP

Zakaria Speaks at Cornell about End of 
American Hegemony 
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It was no more than two years ago 
that Sarah Palin was tweeting in-

cendiary nonsense about President 
Obama’s Health Care reform pro-
gram. Conservative pundits called 
the program everything from Social-
ist to Nazi, a “job-killing” attack on 

the American Way. The most memo-
rable moment, however, during the 
health care debate came when Palin 
first coined the term “Death Panels,” 
sending every uninformed citizen, 
conservatives and moderates alike, to 
their local town hall to yell at their 
representatives. Grandma’s safety 
was never threatened by the 2008 
bill. The GOP 2012 Budget proposed 
recently (and passed by the House) 
by Representative Paul Ryan, how-
ever, may be quite another story – ex-
cept this time Grandma might have to 
deal with a force more powerful and 
frightening than any government: 
The invisible hand of the market.
 Taken at face value the Ryan 
Budget is, if anything, a commend-
ably bold attempt at deficit reduction 

and fiscal restraint. The budget is bla-
tantly conservative – to the point of 
its own likely death on arrival in the 
Democrat-controlled Senate. At the 
heart of the controversy around the 
proposal is its radical reimagining 
of Medicare and Medicaid: It turns 
Medicare into a voucher system and 
Medicaid to a system of federal block 
grants to the states. Anyone with a 
progressive inkling in their being 
cannot allow this to happen.
 The programs of Medicare 
and Medicaid are in fact bankrupting 
this country. Designed as social safe-
ty nets to cover the health insurance 
of the elderly and poor, respectively, 
these programs were not created to 
work in the modern day, in which life 
expectancy can reach upwards of 95 
years, and technology along with pre-
scription drugs drastically increase 
the cost of health care. The problem is 
compounded by the large number of 
baby boomers that will be requiring 
Medicare in the next decade. There 
is no doubt in any pragmatic and in-
formed citizen’s mind that there must 
be a change to this system; however, 
the solution that Congressman Ryan 
proposed cannot be our answer to this 
crisis.
 The idea of creating a vouch-
er system to replace Medicare would 
entail essentially ridding the elderly 
of the right of paid-for health cover-
age. It would give seniors a voucher 
(some kind of check or tax credit) 
specifically for the purpose of shop-
ping the market for their own private 
health insurance plan. 
 According to Professor Sean 
Nicholson of the College of Human 
Ecology, “If you think that private 

health insurers will be able to figure 
out how to provide a higher value 
product to the elderly than the gov-
ernment, then you’d be all for the 
voucher system. Some of the elderly 
are more than happy to pay more to 
get more and some would be hap-
py to pay less to get less. Currently 
that’s hard to do with Medicare. The 
voucher system allows for product 
differentiation.”
 It sounds like a great idea. 
There is, however, a catch. Health 
care costs are consistently rising and 
are not likely to fall as treatment be-
comes intrinsically more costly. In 
this situation, the government would 
be entitling each senior to a fixed 

check that would only rise with infla-
tion. Health costs, however, do not 
simply rise with inflation. As time 
goes on, the cost of this social safety 
net will fall more and more on the se-
nior citizen it is meant to protect. 
 Professor Nicholson said, “It 
could turn into an income hierarchy. 
The lower income elderly would get 
worse and worse coverage as costs 
rise and the wealthy would get better 
and better and pay for it.” For a vast 

majority of seniors, the “entitlement” 
of health care is essential to their 
ability to attain treatment. A simple 
voucher to buy health care would not 
cover the costs, especially for those 
with the lowest incomes (i.e. those 
who Medicare was meant to aid in 
the first place). 
 In an idealized system, with 
a perfectly competitive health insur-
ance market, the reforms might slow 
the rate of cost growth. We neither 
live in an idealized world nor work 
in a rational, idealized market, but 
rather one often governed by irratio-
nality. This reform has the potential 
to jeopardize the health security of 
every American senior. In all likeli-
hood, the American people will not 
be able to afford the rising costs of 
health care without bankrupting 
themselves, even with a system of 
vouchers. The workings of the market 
could potentially be more dangerous 
to the elderly than any government. 
Many seniors might find themselves 
with less extensive coverage as they 
grew older and need more.
  The reimagining of Medi-
care is followed in the budget by the 
virtual dismantling of Medicaid as 
we know it. This system (like that of 
Medicare) must be reformed. Today, 
in order to pay for increasing num-
bers of recipients without raising tax-
es, the states have lowered payments 
to physicians, leading many doctors 
to no longer accept the coverage. 
 

Continued on page 11

The Invisible Hand Gets Grandma
Continued from page 7

 “I think it’s a pretty plain 
faced attempt on the part of the NH 
GOP to disenfranchise a voting 
block that routinely votes against 
them,” Max McCullough, a Cornell 
junior and former director of pub-
lic relations for the Cornell Demo-
crats, told the Cornell Progressive. 
“All you have to do is look at how 
politicians are talking about students 
as voters whose opinions are ille-
gitimate because they are young.”
 Other students agree.

 

“It’s a power grab,” Ben Bergmann, 
a senior at Duke University and both 
President of the Duke Democrats 
and Duke Political Union, told the 
Cornell Progressive. “They want to 
entrench their new found majorities 
and they think the best way to do that 
is not to try to advance popular poli-
cies but to attempt to dismantle the 
Obama coalition. They attempt to 
erect barriers to voting in order to dis-
courage youth and minority voting.”
 It isn’t difficult to see the 
true meaning behind Sorg’s bill. 
Young voters, particularly those of 
college age, vote overwhelmingly 
for Democrats. In New Hampshire, 
43 percent of young voters turned 
out in 2008, an increasing from a 
mere 28 percent in 2000. Accord-

ing to the United States Student As-
sociation, people aged 18-29 in New 
Hampshire made up a larger percent-
age of voters in 2008 than people 
over 65 and people between 30-39. 
 Nationally, the 2010 election 
saw youth voters break for Demo-
crats 55 percent to 42 percent, in an 
otherwise favorable cycle for Repub-
licans, according to The Center for 
Information and Research on Civic 
Learning and Engagement at Tufts 
University. In 2008, that percent-
age was a staggering 68 percent to 
30 percent, according to MSNBC. 
 But Sorg’s reasoning may 
not be just all about the num-
bers. He also harbors a deep sus-
picion toward young voters.
 Students are “transient in-
mates . . . with a dearth of experi-
ence and a plethora of the easy self-
confidence that only ignorance and 
inexperience can produce,” Sorg 
said in prepared remarks, reported 
the New Hampshire Union Leader.
 House Speaker William 
O’Brien concurred in a speech to 

a tea party group. He said that col-
lege students are “foolish” and 
“vote with their feelings,” ac-
cording to the Washington Post. 
 Many have called the bill 
unconstitutional and predicted a 
quick demise. Sorg has sponsored 
another bill, HB 223 that would 
eliminate same-day registration. 
This bill was defeated in com-
mittee on an 18-0 vote. Both bills 
have been the subject of withering 
criticism, especially from students 
both in and out of New Hampshire.
 “There is the fact that the 
university, just as much as any resi-
dential or business district, is an 
integral part of the community in 
which it resides,” continued Mc-
Cullough. “By denying the students 
that comprise the bulk of the uni-
versity population the right to vote, 
this measure would send the mes-
sage that centers of academic study 
do not deserve to have their special 
and distinct interests represented in 
local government and state govern-
ment, an implication that is both 

undemocratic and offensive to the 
American intellectual community.”
 Student newspapers from 
-- among others -- the University 
of New Hampshire, Boston Uni-
versity and the University of Mis-
souri have condemned the leg-
islation on their editorial pages.
 The presidents of the Dart-
mouth Democrats and Republicans 
blogged “the most distressing im-
plication of HB 176 is its innate 
assertion that students are not tru-
ly members of their state and lo-
cal communities, that the stake we 
hold in our politics is mitigated by 
the location where our parents hap-
pen to reside” on RocktheVote.org. 
 “The New Hampshire Repub-
licans wish to turn back the clock by 
denying college students the right to 
vote,” Yevgen Sautin, a junior at the 
University of Florida told the Cornell 
Progressive. “What they don’t real-
ize, is that these rights,-- bestowed 
on all Americans regardless of their 
race, gender, or age — serve as a 
pillar for our democracy and will 
not be given up without a fight.”
 The Cornell Republicans de-
clined to comment for this article. 

Zachary Newkirk ON VOTING
New Hampshire Questions 

Importance of Student Vote

NH Capitol  Building,  Concord
Source: wikimedia.org

ON HEALTH CARE Ian Cohen

“ ‘There is the fact that 
the university, just as 

much as any residential 
or business district, is 
an integral part of the 
community in which 
it resides,’ continued 

McCullough.”

“Students are 
“transient inmates 
. . . with a dearth of 

experience and a 
plethora of the easy 
self-confidence that 
only ignorance and 
inexperience can 

produce,” Sorg said.” 
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“Reform is necessary. 
Congressman Paul 
Ryan’s conservative 

agenda, however, is not 
only incorrect but is 

rather misguided and 
dangerous for millions 

of Americans.” “In all likelihood, 
the American people 

will not be able to 
afford the rising 

costs of health care 
without bankrupting 

themselves, even with a 
system of vouchers.”

Campus Progress works to help young 
people — advocates, activists, journalists, artists — 

make their voices heard on issues that matter. 
Learn more at CampusProgress.org.
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A “Third Way” for Gun Control?
Dave Forward ON SOCIAL POLICY

Americans have had a love af-
fair with guns since the earliest 

days of our country’s history.  It is 
understandable.  Guns are loud, pow-
erful, weapons that can make you 
feel dangerous.  But wounds caused 
by gunshots can also be very deadly.  
During the Revolutionary War, the 
citizens’ militia used guns to defend 
itself from British soldiers, prompt-
ing America’s forefathers to write the 
Second Amendment into the Con-
stitution.  Over two hundred years 
later, the Amendment ensuring the 
“right to bear arms” remains central 
to the controversy over gun control.  
 Yet times have changed.  
America no longer faces the threat 
of invasion by foreign armies.  In-
stead, we turn on the news and watch 
heartbreaking stories about another 
teenager fatally shot in an argument, 
or about a police officer gunned 
down by a criminal in the streets, or 
in some cases, mass shootings like 
those in Tucson and Virginia Tech.  
Too often these tragedies of gun vio-
lence are committed by people who 

should not have been permitted to 
carry a gun in the first place. Accord-
ing to the National Center for Injury 
Prevention and Control, each year 
on average over twelve thousand 
people are murdered by a gun attack.  
 How many of these lives, 
how many mothers, fathers, sons and 
daughters would have been saved if 
stricter background checks were in-
stituted on prospective gun owners?  
In many states, you can walk into 
a gun store and leave with a gun in 
under 30 minutes.  Yet to ensure that 
such deadly weapons aren’t going to 
unstable people, a proper background 
check can take weeks, not minutes.  
By taking greater measures to ensure 
that a gun owner is not mentally un-
stable, we can be more confident that 
guns are only going into the hands of 
people who will use them responsibly.
 Additional lives could also 
be saved by banning high capac-
ity clips on guns.  When Jared Lee 
Loughner went on a killing spree 
this past January in Tucson, he did 
so with a gun that could fire 33 bul-
lets in 15 seconds.  Why would any 
civilian need such a high-powered 
gun for recreational hunting, or even 
for self-defense?  It is understand-
able that some people just feel safer 
with a gun, and some people genu-
inely enjoy hunting, but why would 
someone need to fire 33 bullets in 
15 seconds?  Surely not to defend 
themselves.  Tony Montgomery, Vice 
President of the Cornell Democrats, 
asserts, “Multiple studies have been 
conducted by affirmed gun enthusi-
asts which state that the only purpose 
of high-capacity handgun magazines 
(up to 32 rounds/clip) is for the sake 
of wounding, maiming or killing a lot 
of people in a short amount of time.”
 Meanwhile, Peter Bouris, 
head of the Cornell Republicans, re-
futes this position by suggesting that 

“nothing will prevent those intent 
on breaking the law from obtain-
ing these weapons, so I think it im-
proper to prevent law abiding citi-
zens from having them as a means of 
defense against criminals who will 
get them.”  Yet the issue is not that 
people shouldn’t be allowed to own 
guns.  Americans pride themselves 
on living in a country where citizens 
have a long list of freedoms, and ban-
ning guns altogether is both imprac-
tical and politically impossible, but 
the fact remains that carrying around 
weapons that can kill dozens of peo-
ple in seconds is not characteristic of 
someone concerned about his or her 
own security—it is characteristic of 
someone looking to kill.
 The controversy over gun 
control is not black and white.  There 
are many who feel certain that strict-
er gun control will lead to increased 
violence, while there are others who 
are convinced that any gun is a bad 
gun.  Regardless of your opinion, 
gun control is an issue worth under-
standing.  Cornell’s campus is not all 
that different from Virginia Tech’s 
four years ago, and as Bouris states, 
“Any large university that fosters a 
stressful environment is vulnerable 
to such an incident.”  Gun control is 
a very political issue, and as college 
voters, we make up a powerful elec-
torate that ought to be knowledge-
able on such consequential matters.
 Thus far I have spent a good 
deal of time examining the faults of 
our current  gun-control system.  I 
have focused on why background 
checks and mental health evalua-
tions need to be more thorough, and 
why high capacity guns are unneces-
sary for civilians.  But I also share 
the belief of former British Prime 
Minister Tony Blair, that in politics 

there always remains a “Third Way.”  
In this case, education would be a 
powerful solution.  Many foreigners 
view America as a glamorous and 
comfortable oasis of affluence. But 
beneath this plush exterior lies thou-
sands of neighborhoods overrun with 
gun violence.  While simply banning 
all guns from these neighborhoods 
might be tempting, I believe a less 
autocratic, more personalized meth-
od could have an outstanding effect.
 Instead of trying to improve 
neighborhoods by banning a com-
modity, like guns, perhaps we should 
try to improve neighborhoods by 
adding additional resources to the 
communities, like education.  In-
stead of pursuing prohibition and 
hoping everyone complies, which is 
unlikely to be the case, let us offer 
a way out of the culture of violence 
that permeates thousands of com-
munities across the country—educa-
tion does just that.  By putting pen-
cils, rather than guns, in kids’ hands, 
America’s newest generation would 
be equipped with the power to make 
decisions that will no longer focus 
on how to survive through the day, 
but will instead have young people 
focus on goals they could pursue to 
better their futures, like what kind of 
college degree most interests them.  
In the 19th century, Edward Bulw-
er-Lytton emphasized the power of 
words by famously remarking, “The 
pen is mightier than the sword.”  To-
day, as politicians, parents, and mil-
lions of concerned Americans seek 
ways to improve our nation’s vio-
lent neighborhoods, perhaps a new 
affirmation is appropriate: that the 
textbook is mightier than the gun.

“Multiple studies 
have been conducted 

by affirmed gun 
enthusiasts which state 
that the only purpose of 
high-capacity handgun 

magazines (up to 32 
rounds/clip) is for the 

sake of wounding, 
maiming or killing a 

lot of people in a short 
amount of time.”

Source: remtek.com
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Had Michelle Dufault been working 
during the day in her research lab at 
Yale around graduate students, post-
doctoral students, and other under-
graduates, she might have 
been saved after her accident. 
 While many undergraduate 
students working in professors’ re-
search labs here at Cornell often have 
the keys to their labs and could per-
form their experiments anytime they 
are available, rarely do undergradu-
ate students work in labs alone, espe-
cially during “off-hours.”
 From my own personal ex-
perience as a student who has been 
involved in undergraduate research 
in the chemistry department for two 
semesters, I have never worked in lab 
in the evening, and when I have been 

in lab, at least a couple post-doctoral 
or doctoral students are in the vicini-
ty to help me if I need assistance with 
unfamiliar equipment, chemicals, or 
experimental protocols. 
 Laura Miller, also a sopho-
more chemistry major who has been 
working in a research lab for about 
a year in the chemistry department, 
has almost never worked in the re-
search lab alone, and the one time she 
worked in the lab in the evening, she 
was closely supervised by a graduate 
student performing the same experi-
ment alongside her. 
 Dr. Ruttledge believes that 
working schedule of each “research 
lab is left on an advisor to advisor ba-
sis. Each has their own policies, the 
larger the group is the more formal 
the policies tend to be, the smaller 
the groups, the less formal they tend 
to be.” He continued, “I don’ t think 
there is a clear policy on that in the 

university, and if there is, it is not one 
that I am aware of. But I would find it 
unusual in this department just from 
conversations with my advisees, that 
they would be working by them-
selves in a research lab without a 
graduate student with them….No ad-
visee has ever told me that they were 
doing elaborate procedures without 
the instruction of somebody. That 
is where you have the greatest risk, 
when somebody is alone, as the Yale 
accident proved.”
 In fact, Dr. Ruttledge recalled 
a serious accident in a research lab a 
few years ago where a student was 
working in the evening, not the mid-
dle of the night, and was injured from 
a major explosion. Since she was 
alone in the lab, she had to call for 
emergency services on her own. 
 While students in the chemis-
try department inevitably run the risk 
of being physically injured in or ex-

posing themselves to caustic or cor-
rosive chemicals simply because they 
spend numerous hours in research or 
teaching labs every week, our pro-
fessors, TA’s and lab services staff 
in addition to the millions of dollars 
invested by the University to design 
safer labs and healthier working en-
vironments for students have contin-
ued to minimize the prevalence of 
many lab accidents that could have 
potentially ended in tragedies like 
Dufault’s heart-wrenching death at 
Yale University’s chemistry lab. 
 However, by the very nature 
of the study of chemistry, or any hard 
science, unexpected results and po-
tential accidents are always possible 
in any laboratory setting; as Dr. Terry 
once told me, “in chemistry if you are 
not doing anything that is hazardous, 
you are not really doing anything.”
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Professor Nicholson said, “Maybe 
Medicaid has become very ineffec-
tive because the states can’t afford it. 
What good is it if doctors can’t afford 
to see it because the program pays so 
little out?” 
 The system as it stands is a 
program funded partly by the federal 
government and partly by the states; 
however, the states are given rules by 
which they must abide. For instance, 
in order to gain full federal funding 
the states must cover a certain num-
ber of people living within a particu-
lar level of income. The GOP Budget 
calls to block grant the entire pro-
gram of Medicaid to the states, leav-

ing them with the burden of running 
the program on their own. 
 To understand the conse-
quences of federal devolution of this 
kind, it may be helpful to look back 
in time to 1996 when the Republi-
can-controlled Congress passed the 
Personal Responsibility and Work 
Opportunity Act. Welfare reform, as 
it was called, was comprised of a sys-
tem of block grants to the states. The 
bill produced various results: some 
states were lauded as success stories, 
creating more effective welfare sys-
tems than those of the past. The state 
of Idaho, on the other hand, practi-
cally dismantled its welfare system 
entirely. This pattern is what Profes-
sor Nicholson called the “race to the 
bottom.” We can only expect such 

patterns to continue, leaving many of 
those of lower income more impov-
erished and disenfranchised than be-
fore. In addition, it is this same devo-
lution of federal obligations to states 
that is causing much of the state debt 
crisis today.
 Recent polls from the Wash-
ington Post and ABC show that 84% 
of Americans do not wish to vouch-
erize Medicare and 70% do not wish 
to block grant Medicaid. We will see 
in the coming months whether it is 
the wish of the American people to 
continue deconstructing some of our 
most valued social programs. Reform 
is necessary. Congressman Paul Ry-
an’s conservative agenda, however, 
is not only incorrect but is rather mis-
guided and dangerous for millions of 

Americans, who, whether they real-
ize it or not, rely on the federal gov-
ernment for their security.
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Lenscrafters is upset with Tea Partier Mi-
chele Bachmann because she called Planned 
Parenthood “the Lenscrafters of abortion.” 
Lenscrafters released a statement today call-
ing her “the Costco of crazy.”

-Conan O’Brien

In an interview yesterday, Donald Trump said he 
has a good relationship with “the blacks.” Well, 
not anymore.

–Jimmy Kimmel

Hosni Mubarak was arrested near the Red 
Sea. They found him in hiding with his 
two sons, Hosni W. and Jeb. 

– David Letterman

Glenn Beck retired or got fired...and a lot 
of people are asking who will now speak for 
the raving lunatics who startle you outside 
of a parking garage?

–Bill Maher

NBC executives say that if  Donald Trump does 
run for president, they will not renew “The Ap-
prentice.” So some good may come out of this. 

– Conan O’Brien

Trump is doing well in the polls. He’s in sec-
ond place among Republican voters. Among 
Tea Partiers, he’s in first place. Although to 
be fair, in the Tea Party poll, Chuck Norris is 
in second place and third place is an AK-47.

– Jimmy Kimmel

It turns out that Bristol Pal-
in was paid 260,000 dollars in 
2009 for her work with absti-
nence awareness. You know what 
they say: Those who can’t do, 
teach.   

– Jimmy Fallon

Experts say this Presidential campaign will 
be the most expensive in history. A far cry 
from the very first re-election campaign 
back in 1792. When George Washington ran 
against a young Senator named John Mc-
Cain.

– Craig Ferguson

The most embarrassing part is that by the 
weekend, our government could be shut 
down, but Moammar Gadhafi’s govern-
ment could still be working.

–Jay Leno

Officials at BP have filed for permits 
to drill for oil again in the Gulf of Mex-
ico. They say the oil is easier to find 
than ever because it’s mostly on top of 
the water.

– Conan O’Brien


