
DEMOCRATIC DISENGAGEMENT

Democracy and Gay Rights

V ery few issues are cut and dry in
contemporary politics, and even fewer have
a clear majority for or against a given side

in the debate. The issues that Americans have decided
upon – for example, civil rights, women’s rights, and
women’s suffrage – have more often than not been
resolved, at least legislatively, in decades past. On
the other hand, contemporary issues are by definition
those that have not been decided upon by the masses,
whether or not a sound morality has found resonance
with one debating faction or another. And yet there is
one contemporary topic that much of America seems
to have decided is an issue neither contentious nor
worthy of debate in their eyes – one that is nonetheless
as ethically cut-and-dry as women’s and civil rights.

A Critical Look at The American Political Process

BY ANDREW GARIB

America’s choice is clear: openness and democracy, or bigotry and oligarchy

North of the border and in Europe, gay rights
are in the forefront of progressive popular and
legislative discussion, while the winds of legislative

change for the LGBT community’s rights here in the
United States blow against fronts of reason, equality
and progress. Conservative congressmen in the US
contemplate defining marriage has an exclusively

heterosexual institution. Radicals in congress such as
Representative Zach Wamp (R-Tenn.) almost freely
converse in homophobic language, such as calling
homosexuality a ‘sickness,’ an ‘aberration’ and a ‘sin’
that needs to be ‘controlled’ – a disgusting and hateful
spate reminiscent of Strom Thurmond of 1948 or
George Wallace of 1963 on civil rights. Hateful,
regressive and irrational legislation, such as the anti-
gay constitutional amendment effectively eliminating
any federal benefits for same-sex couples, litter the
floors of Capitol Hill.

What does a heterosexual from the suburbs
care about gay rights, you may ask? Issues of gender
identity and sexual orientation don’t affect a majority

See Gays, page 7

Moral Dilemma?
Ask Dr. Laura!

Check out what’s
on the Back Burner

The
Forgotten
Genocide

The foundation of an informed citizenry – which
of course is the foundation of democracy – is
an accessible political process where the

reasoning behind policies and ideas is transmitted
through transparent legislative debates and a free press.
Today the American people face a political decision-
making process where the rationale behind the direction
of the country is almost
completely inaccessible under
layers of virtually completely
useless rhetoric. Both the
Democratic and the Republican
Party have adopted a
communications strategy where
the arguments of the other side
are all but ignored in public
statements both by congressmen
and by the Think Tanks that
provide the intellectual backing
for political initiatives. Ideas are
yelled at – not talked about. The mass media –which
relies on Think Tanks and Congressmen for instantly
‘important’ news bytes– does little to shed light on the
true implications and motivations of a given argument,
and as a result, reaching an informed decision is
becoming harder and harder for even the most civic-
minded Americans.

This disturbing trend can be seen quite clearly
in the recent debate over the $87 billion Iraqi

BY BENJAMIN GRUENBAUM
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reconstruction appropriation bill. To illuminate what
is going on in this case we must look at the Iraq
Reconstruction Bill as it was discussed in three
distinct arenas: the actual political debate on the hill
over the vote, the debate in the wider partisan
intellectual institutions (i.e. what the various
mouthpieces of liberalism and conservatism were
saying), and the coverage in the mass media market.

In the senate, the general
Democratic sentiment can be
gleaned from the statement
by ranking member of the
Foreign Relations Committee
Sen. Joe Biden (D-DE). His
comments focused on the
administrations lack of pre-
war planning, the hyping of
dubious intelligence, and,
what he perceives as,
misplaced priorities in national
security spending. (If the

reader is so inclined he/she can check out Biden’s
statements at http://biden.senate.gov/pressapp/
record.cfm?id=212539). His comments can be fairly
said to encompass the general range of arguments
made by democrats in opposition to the bill.

The Republican side the argument is quite
succinctly summed up by Senate Appropriations chair
Ted Stevens: “I believe in this president. I believe in
this military… Those who vote against the bill will be

voting against supporting our men and women in the
field. They’re still in harm’s way.” In other words, a
vote against the bill is a vote against the soldiers and
the president and by extension is a vote against

Today the American people face
a political decision-making
process where the rationale
behind the direction of the
country is almost completely
inaccessible under layers of
virtually completely useless
rhetoric.

Radicals in congress ... almost
freely converse in homophobic
language, such as calling
homosexuality a ‘sickness,’ an
‘aberration’ and a ‘sin’ that needs to
be ‘controlled’
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Washington, 16 October 2003 —
Leftist conspiracy theorists now have
more ammunition as two Democratic
House representatives accused
Halliburton Co., the American petro-
leum engineering contractor in charge
of repairing the much beleaguered
Iraqi oil industry, of overcharging the
American government for Iraqi oil.
Representatives Henry Waxman
(California) and John Dingell (Michi-
gan) charged that Halliburton, which
at one time had current Vice Presi-
dent Richard Cheney as its helmsman,
is charging as much as twice the
wholesale price and up to 40 times the
price Iraqis buy local oil – meaning
that American tax payers are lining the
pockets of Halliburton executives.

Halliburton is already mired in con-
troversy, as the company was
awarded the Defence Department
contract without the DOD consider-
ing any other applicants. The combi-
nation of non-competitive contract

HEADLINES

Cheney’s Halliburton charged
with overpricing Iraqi oil

Ithaca, 21 October 2003 — Nadine
Strossen, President of the American Civil
Liberties Union, delivered the American
Studies Department’s Kops ’39 Freedom
of the Press Lecture in Hollis E. Cornell
Auditorium, Goldwin Smith Hall. Strossen
passionately decried the loss of civil lib-
erties in this country under the PATRIOT
Act and other such legislation offered by
the Bush administration, in her lecture
titled ‘Our Imperiled Freedoms: The Col-
lateral Damage of 9/11.’ A professor at
New York Law, Strossen stressed the
importance of the maintenance of our
civil liberties not only for their own sake,
but for the sake of national security.

In promoting the ACLU’s Safe and
Free campaign, the ACLU President ze-
roed in on impulsive, emotional security
legislation that threatens both our liber-
ties and our safety, by giving more power
to governments than necessary, espe-
cially abilities to spy not only on foreign
nationals, but on everyday American citi-
zens.  Strossen warned that producing a

awards, overpricing and the Cheney
connection make TL  staff only
slightly suspicious.

The 16 October New York Times
article on the inflated petroleum pric-
ing states that considering a 71 cent
per gallon wholesale price in recent
months and 25 cents per gallon for
transport from neighbouring coun-
tries, estimates fall over 60 cents
short of the Halliburton price of oil,
which is between $1.62 and $1.70
per gallon. Local Iraqis, on the other
hand, pay between 4 and 15 cents
per gallon for their gasoline.

While Halliburton claims that the
company’s subsidiary in Iraq ‘contin-
ues to negotiate fair and competitive
prices to provide fuel for the Iraqi
people,’ one expert Dingell cites calls
the extreme overcharging ‘highway
robbery.’ The issue is currently un-
der review by the White House Of-
fice of Management and Budget.
(Source: NYT)

ACLU President Denounces
American Loss of Liberty

D
Strossen criticial of PATRIOT Act
and other post-9/11 legislation

glut of leads for investigators and intelli-
gence officials through the government’s
new sweeping powers can only result in
more false leads, thereby diverting needed
resources from action against the real ter-
rorists. Less worrying are the proposed
use of fantastical technology such as data
mining and Total Information Awareness
systems – nonsensical white elephant sys-
tems reminiscent of Reagan defence
R&D. These wastes of time, money, and
resources can only hurt the cause of home-
land security while needlessly invading our
privacy and eradicating our constitutional
rights.

Strossen also praised student groups
and local government such as the Ithaca
Common Council for their being active and
vocal in the fight against the loss of our
civil liberties under the Bush administra-
tion. ‘Students can have an enormous in-
fluence on public policy simply by getting
active on campus and organizing to de-
fend their rights,’ said Strossen according
to the Cornell Daily Sun. (Source: CDS)

Cheney - Halliburton - Iraq connection? Really?!?

Little Rock, AR, 23 October 2003
— Wal-Mart knew very well of the
illegal immigrant workers hired by their
cleaning contractors, federal law offi-
cials claimed. Federal agents have
cracked down on the world’s largest
retailer, recently raiding Wal-Mart de-
partment stores in 21 states and ar-
resting 300 illegal immigrant workers.
Raids on an executive’s office and
other investigations have come to show
that Wal-Mart management was con-
scious of the hiring of illegal immigrants

America’s Largest Retailer Knowingly
Hired Illegal Immigrant Labor

– a criminally indictable offence.
Big business’ flouting of labor laws on

domestic soil is not a new story. The recent
police actions against the retail chain were a
result of 1998 and 2001 probes of Wal-Mart
cleaning crews. In another famous case,
managers at Tyson Foods were implicated
in an immigrant smuggling case in 2001.

Wal-Mart’s over 700 stores nationwide
and abroad sold nearly $250 billion last year.
TL Staff wonders what else the chain and its
contractors will do to enhance profits.
(Sources: ABCNEWS, NYT)

Washington, 16 October 2003  —
Bush’s hand-picked choice for Environ-
mental Protection Agency head, Utah Gov-
ernor Michael O. Leavitt, was approved 16-
2 by a senate committee and leaves environmen-
tal groups and congressional Democrats reeling.
Leavitt – currently the longest-serving Governor
in the nation – claims to have ‘left Utah’s air cleaner,
water purer, and lands more protected’; yet the
state, whose official motto is ‘Industry’, is ranked
second in the nation for total toxins released into

AMERICAN TAX PAYERS ARE LINING THE
POCKETS OF HALLIBURTON EXECUTIVES

the environment each year, last place for enforcing
the Clean Water Act, and is currently facing one of
the largest ground-water contamination clean-up
projects in the world at the Kennecott Copper
groundwater plume.

According to Environmental Media Services,
Leavitt’s lengthy record of fostering his state’s eco-
malaise includes ignoring industry violations of en-
vironmental regulations, weakening Utah’s environ-
mental protection and oversight powers, and turn-
ing a blind eye to corruption and conflicts of inter-
est which have further hurt the state’s environment.
Senators Hillary Clinton and Joe Lieberman were
the only two to vote against Leavitt’s nomination,
and are among a group of green Democrats who

vow to block Leavitt’s appointment. The Dems
not only claim that Leavitt is not fit for the job,
but that the Bush administration must account for
what has amounted to the worst environmental
record of any administration since Ronald Reagan
(who, by the way, once said trees cause as much
pollution as cars). (Sources: NYT, EMS)

Appointment of New E.P.A.
Head Sparks Questions of

Bush Environmental Policy
Green Dems Say Leavitt Is Not fit for the Job
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Ithaca, 3 October 2003 — Déjà vu? With the labor scandal at
Wal-Mart in the national eye, it comes as a surprise to many
Cornell students that labor rights violations could happen so
close to campus. On 1 October local Hispanic and labor groups
publicly condemned College Town Pizza at 401 College Avenue
– just a short walk away from Ho Plaza – for alleged violations
of New York State labor laws. The collection of groups – which
included Tompkins County Worker’s Rights Center, the Latino
Civic Association of Tompkins County, La Asociación Latina,
the U.S. Latino/a Grad Student Coalition (USLLGSC),
Movimiento Estudiantil Chicano de Aztlan (MeChA), and the
Tompkins County Human Rights Commission – made public that
within the last year, three employees of the restaurant have come
forward to the Workers’ Rights Center with a list of complaints
including pay under minimum wage, 70-hour workweeks
with no overtime pay, no wage statements provided or hours
recorded, racism (all three workers were Hispanic), ver-
bal abuse and threats of physical harm. Workers were paid in
cash $4.50 an hour, considerably below the New York State mini-
mum wage of $5.15, and one worker is owed $600 in back wages,
the coalition of groups claimed. The Labor Bureau of the Attor-
ney General’s office has launched an investigation into the claims.
Demonstrations were held on 3 October and 6 October on Ho
Plaza to protest the restaurant’s labor practices.

Not so far above the bustling town, Cornell Dining must answer
questions about its connection with the beleaguered pizzeria. Col-
lege Town Pizza is a member of Cornell Dining’s City Bucks pro-
gram, and if the allegations against the restaurant are true, Big Red
may have to take some heat. (Source: CDS)

LOCAL NEWS

Ithaca, 20 October 2003 – Clean, cheap and efficient wind pow-
ering the computers, electronics, lights and heating at Cornell?
Thanks to CURES – the Cornell Renewable Energy Society – that
dream is closer to reality than ever.

With the invitation of CURES, Mitchell Jacobs ’74 (Law) pre-
sented a very realistic and optimistic vision for wind power through
so-called ‘windfarms’, in particular, his work on the Cape Wind
project on the coast of Massachusetts, as a guest lecturer on CU
campus. Jacobs’ ambitious plan is for a windfarm (clusters of wind
turbines designed to catch as much wind energy as possible) of
130 turbines producing 400 MW of power to be constructed at the
New England site as early as 2006, according to the Cornell Daily
Sun.

Jacobs’ premier goal is to convince the masses of the efficiency,
cleanliness and feasibility of the project. Jacobs’ expertise on small
independent energy operators gives him an understanding of how
to maximize efficiency and cost-effectiveness in projects such as
Cape Wind – key to the sell that over time, renewable energy sources
such as windfarms can save taxpayers money, too. With $12 mil-
lion invested in the project so far, the stakes are high – but the
potential rewards are phenomenal. ‘[This is] the most important en-
ergy project in the world today’, Jacobs says. Beyond economics,
however, Cape Wind must survive the harshest of Nantucket storms
– local politics.

So will windfarms like the one proposed at Cape Wind by Jacobs
and his team appear on Cornell’s horizon? CURES’ vice-president
Abigail Krich’s optimism seems to have paid off – as she announced
during the event that Cornell will undertake a study to look into the
possibility of wind turbines spotting the CU skyline. (Source: CDS)

HISPANIC AND WORKERS’ RIGHTS GROUPS
PROTEST PIZZARIA LABOR VIOLATIONS

CURES GUEST LECTURE SHOWS
RENEWABLE ENERGY POSSIBILITIES

Construction of a U.K. wind turbine

Washington, 16 October 2003
– Lieutenant General Richard
Boykin, the Pentagon’s Deputy
Undersecretary of Defence for In-
telligence, has attracted a fair
amount of controversy through his
religiously charged Manichean
speeches at evangelical Christian
churches on the ongoing battle
against terrorism. The three-star
general made remarks portraying
the War on Terror as a religious
conflict, complaining of Muslim
warlords who worship idols.
‘We’re a Christian nation,’ Boykin
said, in full uniform. ‘Our founda-
tion and our roots are Judeo-Chris-
tian.… And the enemy is a guy
named Satan.’ TL Staff thought he
was a guy named Osama.

While Muslim leaders in the
United States called for Boykin to
be reassigned, Defence Secretary
Donald Rumsfeld defended the
preaching military leader, citing
free speech. According to the

Top U.S. Official Uses
Christian Fundamentalist

Language Re: War on Terror
Nation’s top soldier General Rich-
ard Myers, Boykin does not seem
to have broken any rules. ‘There is
a very wide gray area on what the
rules permit,’ Myers explained.

Rumsfeld and Myers seem to
miss the point by focussing on
what’s allowed and not on what
makes sense for a nation at war.
Rumsfeld and John Ashcroft were
quick to criticize those who voiced
their opinions against the war in
Iraq when our soldiers were de-
ployed in the Gulf, saying it was a
time to put differences aside and
rally behind our boys. (Apparently,
in times of war, political dissent is
no longer an option.) We are still
at war in Iraq, where American sol-
diers are shot at and blown up daily.
Are we really standing behind our
soldiers when some of our top mili-
tary leaders insist on inflaming
anti-American sentiment and per-
petuating the idea that the War on
Terror is a crusade? (Source: CBC)

Groups protest alleged labor rights violations in College Town. (Source:
Adam Sinovsky, CDS)
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From The Editor’s Desk
Setting the national agenda is a constant battle between issues that need to be heard and those that ‘they’ want us to hear

BY ANDREW GARIB

If there’s one truism in politics in the
21st Century, it is that the media’s
power is unparalleled.

Governments small and large must vie
for attention in order to hock their policy
wares (no matter how vaudevillian or
Orwellian). But simply dominating the
news is not enough, for (although it may
not seem this way) the viewing and
reading audience is fickle. Attention
must be kept, guided, and directed by
the egos of Albany or Sacramento or
Washington D.C. itself.

And there
has never been an
administration as
adept at media
manipulation as
that of George W.
Bush. While unlike
many strong
liberals I think
there’s a
c o n s e r v a t i v e
media bias as much
as I think there’s a liberal one. Bush
media manipulation is undeniable.
Nevertheless it’s not simply qualified lies
and highly-choreographed media events
that lull America into tunnel vision. It’s
a subtle and effective form of distraction
that has less to do with the media and
more to do with scale and position.

By position, I mean the
administration with enough clout

(despite November 2000) to demand
quite explicitly that criticism of the
government be hushed voluntarily, out
of respect of those fighting our perpetual
wars. I mean a government trusted
enough in a time of national fear and
second-guessing that the most hideous
actions and pieces of legislation – like
the PATRIOT Act, or the justification
for the war on Iraq – against all reason
are passed, given bipartisan support and
the blessings of the masses. I mean the
ability to lie enough times that
eventually, one day, those lies become
given truth.

B y
scale, I mean
the magnitude
of a global,
indefinite war
a g a i n s t
terrorism with
its tentacles
t e n u o u s l y
reaching – with
e n o u g h
massaging –

the most desired of geopolitical points
of control. I mean the fabricated
immediate threat of foreign dictators,
the magnitude of American military
power, the strength of American
diplomatic resolve. These are issues all
grander – although not always greater
– than the concerns we would often like
to have addressed at home, such as the
state of the environment, healthcare,

education and the economy, and thus
dominate discussion and the media as
if only those in Washington set agendas
worthy of national discourse.

In March 2003, there was no
avoiding the agenda set by Washington.
Today it is equally but perhaps more
legitimately a focus of discussion, since
there are so many American
s e r v i c e m e n
attacked daily by
terror threats – at
the very time when
B u s h
administration
spin doctors wish
to remind
Americans of the
good (and not the
bad) aspects of
the ongoing occupation of Iraq. Bush
cannot just set the agenda, but set it on
his terms. ‘We’re making good
progress in Iraq,’ Bush said. ‘Sometimes
it’s hard to tell it, when you listen to the
filter’ – the filter, presumably, which
represents immediate American
interests rather than those of the
administration. Bush’s spin is clearly
taken from the pages
of Anne Coulter and
the like.

Now Bush
and White House
c o m m u n i c a t i o n s
director Dan Bartlett
intend to circumvent
the ‘filter’ completely –
and provide the most
intimate access to the
president and analysis
of his policy not to
seasoned national
journalists working for
the largest news
companies in America,
but local television and
radio stations. Due to the importance
of both the President’s message and
office (scale and position), he can still
reach the masses without the pesky
musings of the New York Times or CBS
News. Bush and his cabinet are free
from the tough questioning of the veteran
national journalists and can thus set the
agenda as they please, Nixon-style.

(The trouble with Nixon, of
course, was that his true character
caught up with his government’s
projected image of détente and strength
and cool diplomacy. The power of
agenda-setting returned to public hands,
ending in the humiliation of the resigning
of the President who the press couldn’t
kick around anymore. Perhaps this is a
page out of history worth going over
again.)

We on the Left can only hope
that the power of agenda-setting is
swinging back in the direction of the
general public. When the Bush

administration’s tax, education,
healthcare, environmental and
homeland defence initiatives are
exposed once and for all as the frauds
they are – when democracy is restored,
and the public once again sets the
agenda for the nation – we may just
end up with a domestic regime change
of the electoral kind in 2004. Until then,

it is up to us in
the press and
you in the real
world to truly set
the agenda.

T h i s
issue of Turn
Left has as its
theme ‘the Lost
Issues’ – those
ideas and

problems that, especially in the
atmosphere of Near East distraction,
hardly get the attention they deserve.
Take, for example, Alex Berke’s
reflection on the Turkish genocide of
Armenians during World War I. To
highlight this, we have included a new
feature, The Back Burner, which
foregrounds the issues and events of

national and
i n t e r n a t i o n a l
importance which
don’t seem to be part
of the agenda when
we need them there
the most. We
certainly hope you
enjoy and are
engaged by The
Back Burner.

It’s easy to
get caught up in the
hype of the imposed
agenda, so blatantly
flaunted, hung high
for all to see, its
weight secured tightly

by the scale and position of the
governments who impose it.
Nonetheless, we can’t be so easily
distracted from our goals of a more
progressive society, polity and policy.
We must be relentless in our resolve to
set agendas and place the stories and
issues we believe to be of highest
priority at the forefront. A government
who feels the need to impose ideology
and direction more than harness one
from the electorate is an administration
who stands more for its self-interest than
its nation. With the elections exactly a
year away, it’s time we remind Mr.
Bush, Mr. Rumsfeld and Mr. Rove just
who needs to be setting the agenda.TL

Sources:

http://abcnews.go.com/sections/Nightline/
Politics/media_bypass031025-4.html
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There has never been an
administration as adept
at media manipulation
as that of George W.
Bush.

We must be relentless in
our resolve to set agendas
and place the stories and
issues we believe to be of
highest priority at the
forefront.

Why does this man set the
national agenda?



BY ALEXANDRA BERKE

What’s

We’ve all learned about World
War I in school, a war so
awful, that the shared

memory of its horrors created a common
drive toward peace. We’ve read about
the killing of the Archduke Ferdinand,
and the alliances formed between
nations that
forced them
into war. What
many students
have not
learned about,
however, is the
first modern
genocide: the
1915 Turkish
slaughter of
the Armenians.

There is a reason that most
students have never learned about the
over one million Armenians who were
murdered by the Turkish. There is a
reason that many people don’t even
know that the Armenians were the
largest Christian minority of the Ottoman
Empire, whose ancestral home is in the
Anatolian region of Asia Minor. The
reason is not that the details of the

genocide are murky – there are
thousands of eyewitness accounts, by
Armenians, American missionaries and
American diplomats. But it’s because,
as H. E. Suleyman Demirel, the former
President of Turkey, put it at Cornell on
October 7th, the success of Cold War

c o n t a i n m e n t
strategy owes much
to Turkey. For that,
and other strategic
reasons, Turkey has
been an important
ally, one who
commands some
control over the
United States. The
Turkish denial of
history is allowed to

and has spread, because of political
reasons.

After World War I tribunals
were held to punish the Turkish
responsible for Armenian slayings, and
for their horrible mistreatment of British
soldiers. Evidence collected for these
tribunals includes confessions from a
Turkish soldier who had received orders
from Talaat, an important Turkish leader,

that ‘the salvation of the country requires
the elimination of the Armenians,” and
he had “personally received the order
of annihilation.’

Even during the 1915 genocide,
The New York Times featured articles
about the massacre of Armenians on an
average of every 2.5 days. Many local
groups were mobilized by the horrors
they heard of taking place in hinterlands

The Forgotten Genocide
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Denial and ignorance are not options.

of Turkey, and sent aid to the starving
Armenians. Reflecting upon the World
War I era, President Hoover
remembered that ‘the name Armenia
was in the front of the American mind…
known to the American schoolchild only
a little less than England.’ That statement
is befuddling these days when most
American schoolchildren don’t learn
anything about the Armenians in school,
or know much about any foreign nation
for that matter.

The reason most of us at an Ivy
League University have never learned
about the first modern genocide is
because of the Turkish governments’
continued denial of its existence.  This
is as unfathomable as the actions of
Holocaust deniers, dismissing facts as
exaggerations and claiming that because
some history has been compiled by
Armenians, it must inevitably be biased.

When asked about the
continued denial of the Armenian
genocide, especially in the face of the
picture of an open society he tried to
paint Turkey as, President Demirel
answered vaguely. He spoke of the
current state of Armenia as a land-
locked neighbor of Turkey that has a
working relationship with the Turkish
government, and the necessity of leaving
the past behind. That is precisely what
we, as liberal thinkers and students
should not do. It is our business to be
informed and to think critically, about both
our history and our present.

If this is the first time you have
heard of the Armenian genocide, or you
want to learn more about it, a good
resource, and one that I used for this
article, is the book The Burning Tigris,
written by Peter Balakian.  TL

This letter was received in May of
2003.

Dear Editor,

This past month in Cuba, nearly 80
journalists, pro-democracy and human
rights activists were rounded up and
imprisoned for terms of up to 28 years.
Their ‘trials’ involved swift closed door
hearings, and their crime was treason.
Some of those arrested were involved
with the Varela Project, a petition signed
by over 11,000 Cubans seeking
democratic change in the one party
totalitarian system. In addition, three
Cuban citizens who
hijacked a ferry to escape the
communist island were arrested, tried,
sentenced, and executed all within days.
Since such actions hurt the regimes
image, it is a capital offence and dealt
with hastily. In a recent anti-Castro
demonstration in Cuba, Reporters
without Borders has said that protesters
were “violently beaten” by Castro’s
security personnel.

Much of the world has
criticized such actions, though recently
Cuba was re-elected to the UN Human
Rights Commission, an action the White
House says amounts to having a robber

guarding the bank. And as Fidel
Castro and his regime were busy
arresting and silencing independent
journalists and human rights activist for
speaking for democracy and basic
human rights on the island, Cornell
Cinema, with the support of Latin
American Studies Program (LASP)
and the Committee on Latin
American-US relations (CUSLAR)
was playing the movie Fidel.
CUSLAR’s website, the
advertisement for Fidel reads: ‘Fidel
paints an intimate portrait of Castro’s
transformation from idealistic
intellectual to revolutionary leader to
politician and finally to anti-imperialist
elder statesman.’  Apparently they
forgot to add ‘totalitarian dictator’.

Of the movie, the New York
Times writes ‘...this is an exercise not
in biography but in hero worship.’ The
New York Post raves ‘Looking for
an objective portrait of Fidel Castro?
Then this documentary by Estela
Bravo isn’t for you.’  Journalists,
human rights activists, and people
fleeing the totalitarian state are being
jailed, silenced, and killed. Yet groups
like CUSLAR and LASP, who should
be promoting awareness of these
issues, instead choose to show

propaganda films which idolize the
regime. Portuguese Nobel Prize winning
author José Saramago, a long-time
backer of the Castro regime, recently
said Cuba has ‘lost my trust, it has
damaged my hopes, it has defrauded my
illusions.’ Hopefully those in LASP and
CUSLAR may also see the light.

Scott Bunch (Joseph S. Bunch)

TL

Letter to the Editor

O’Reilly can be quite
fond of a statistic,
however, when he
thinks it makes a point
for him.

Anti-Imperialist Elder Statesman?
Try Totalitarian Dictator

Have something to say? Write a letter
to the Editor!

Send your thoughts to
bg62@cornell.edu
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The Future of the Cornell Democrats

BY JOSH KATCHER, VICE PRESIDENT

CORNELL DEMOCRATS

The CU Dems Charge Forward

The new Cornell Democrats are gearing
up for an aggressive, productive year.  After
7500 quarter cards, 1000 freshly minted voters
and nearly 200 new members we are making it
relevant to be a CU Dem again;
and with that relevance comes
added political weight.  The
only question is what to do
with it.

When Tim Lim, the
current CU Dems President
and I took over, we were
confronted with the daunting
task of reorganizing and
revitalizing a wounded
organization.  The obstacles,
simply put, were errors of the past and a
questionable future.

Recent years were mired with plots to
take over campus politics by any means
necessary.  This troubled history embedded
negative attitudes in our fellow student
democrats and the campus as a whole.  The
future smacked of irrelevance.  Meetings last
year consisted of empty promises and missed
opportunities.

Students were increasingly turned off
by this situation and started looking else where
for a voice.  Through a vigorous PR and
outreach campaign, coupled with our newly
acquired momentum, we seek to resolve this
situation.

Since returning to campus, we have re-contacted, established
liaisons, and started to re-form bonds with more than 20 groups in
our community.  We have a vested interest in seeing their causes
succeed, for their agenda is our agenda...

After 7500 quarter
cards, 1000 freshly
minted voters and 200
new members, we are
making it relevant to
be a CU Dem again...

In order to rectify our past, we must
consider our future; and in order to create our
future we must remember our past.  The current
perception of the Cornell Democrats is a
negative one; but we are neither corrupt, nor
are we intent on ruling this campus.  In fact, we

as an organization intend to
pull out of campus elections
entirely so that we may
better focus on local, state-
wide, and national issues.
This does not mean that
Cornell Democrats will
cease to run for office;
rather, it means they will not
be sponsored or endorsed
by the Dems.

Furthermore, to
dispel the dated perceptions

of the Dems we are engaging in a spirited
outreach, education, and empowerment
campaign.  Since returning to campus, we have
re-contacted, established liaisons, and started
to re-form bonds with more than 20 groups in
our community.  We have a vested interest in
seeing their causes succeed, for their agenda
is our agenda.  As for education, we are working

with groups like the Greens, COLA, CIPAC, and
many others to increase awareness on campus
of national and local democratic causes and
candidates.  Later in November, we will be
hosting a night focused on educating the
progressive community about the Bush
Administration’s assault on the Judiciary, and
what they can do fight this action.  Lastly, we
are empowering students, one voice at a time.
Just a few weeks ago we registered more than
1000 student voters!

The Cornell Democrats’ future is a
bright one indeed, but we can’t do it without
your support.  We meet every Wednesday in
Goldwin Smith at 5:00pm.  Meetings typically
last under an hour and are always relevant.  Even
if you can’t come, sign up on our listserv to
hear about upcoming activities.  Any and every
bit of help is much appreciated.  If you have
any questions, please email me, Josh Katcher,
at jdk38@cornell.edu.   Be a patriot, and help
take our country back.  You have the power.

TL

URL:
http://www.cornelldemocrats.org

America. (Senator Steven’s comments
can be found at http://thomas.loc.gov/
c g i - b i n / q u e r y / C ? r 1 0 8 : . / t e m p /
~r108LOLDOR)

What is most striking about the
contrasting statements is that they
contain almost no
recognition of the other
side’s position. Biden
failed to address what
would happen to the
troops in the case that
the money wasn’t
approved. Senator
Stevens, while
stressing his personal
affinity for the troops
and for the president,
failed to discuss democratic claims that
pre-war planning was secretive,
ideological, and ultimately faulty. Senator
Steven’s remarks briefly mentioned the
claim that the Bush administration was
misleading America but simply said that
while some didn’t believe the president

he did. Obviously, Mr. Steven’s remarks
did not help anyone discern whether the
president was truthful throughout the run
up to the war.

While congressional debate is
where policies are decided, such debate
is often – especially in the cases of

nationally
prominent
issues – the
aggregation
of the
intellectual
c u r r e n t s
c o m i n g
f r o m
v a r i o u s
ideologically
d r i v e n

institutions on both sides of the political
spectrum. Because public and
congressional debate is influenced by
these currents it is important to evaluate
the extent to which they encourage (or
hinder) useful discussion on the issue.
The most prominent shaper of

Democratic (though not liberal) policy
is probably The Brookings Institution. In
a position paper on Iraqi reconstruction
Susan Rice, a Brookings Senior Fellow,
contrasts the differences between the
most successful nation-building project
ever, The Marshall Plan, with the Bush
administration’s plan for Iraq. Mainly she
focuses on the benefits of broad
international involvement and the need
to facilitate intra-Iraqi domestic
cooperation. Both these themes were
picked up by Democratic congressmen
during the house floor debate.

Karl Zinsmeister, the editor-in-
chief of AEI’s magazine, employs a
technique that is quite similar to Rice’s
in AEI’s major position paper on the Iraqi
reconstruction bill. While Rice harkened
back to the Marshall Plan, the AEI senior
fellow makes his case by illuminating the
differences between Iraq to Vietnam
and then stressing the need for continuing
faith in the military, the Iraqi people, and
the goal of creating a stable region
through US involvement.

While it is certainly possible
(though unlikely) that Rice and
Zinsmeister were unaware of each
others actual articles it is totally
impossible that they were unaware of
each other’s general arguments.
However, neither scholar confronts the
arguments presented by the other side.
The obvious conservative critique of
Rice’s position is that international
involvement may handcuff the US’s
ability to administer security and
infrastructural development and that
handing power over to Iraqis too quickly
could lead to a chaotic political system.
These predictable counter-arguments
are categorically ignored, resulting in a
profoundly incomplete piece.

Similarly, while Zinsmeister does
a fair job of debugging some of the
Vietnam parallelism rife in the current
political arena, he does not discuss the
obvious counter-arguments either. There
is no defense of the miscalculations of

Democratic Disengagement
Continued from Cover

See When, page 8

While it is certainly possible (though
unlikely) that Rice and Zinsmeister
were unaware of each others actual
articles it is totally impossible that they
were unaware of each other’s
general arguments. However, neither
scholar confronts the arguments
presented by the other side.
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of people like healthcare and taxation, and gays are
so well represented in pop culture that it’s hard to
believe they’re an oppressed minority.

Think again. Of nearly all the major issues
we have been publicly dealing with in our political
system, gay, lesbian, bisexual and transgender rights
stand out as both the most divisive and yet the most
morally clear. Differences between pro- and anti-gay
rights arguments can be summed up by this: the pro-
gay rights make a clear
case, whereas the anti-
gay rights can only
resort to stalwart social
convention, ‘natural
order’, millennia
outdated religious
doctrine and plain
irrational disgust for
alternative sexual
lifestyles. The fact is,
there is no reasonable
argument against gay
rights except for
convention – and
conventions change as
fast as our society is
changing today. Despite
this, the ethical clarity of
the issue is not reflected in either government action,
or the general will of the American people to do
anything about it.

The convention argument is perhaps the
weakest in terms of persuasion, yet strongest in terms
of law. Gay rights to marriage claims are often refuted
by evoking the traditional definition of marriage. The
meanings of words, it would be argued, should not
be changed to suit a particular group or minority. But
words change meanings all the time – for example,
the word ‘ignorant’, which simply means ‘lacking
knowledge’, has in contemporary vernacular come
to represent, for a good example, those who feel that
marriage can and should only be defined between a
man and a woman. Why not legally change the
definitions of the words ‘family’ and ‘marriage’ if it
means that gay couples can enjoy their lives together
and receive the same benefits heterosexual couples
do – especially if it comes short of affecting the rights
of conventional couples and families?

The ‘natural order’ argument is my particular
favourite. It is argued that homosexual relationships
are unnatural and abhorrent, because human bodies
were not designed to be used that way. Human bodies
were never designed to have clothing, however, or
piercings, or sandals. Why not repudiate them, too,
if they are unnatural? There is no rational reason why
homosexuals cannot enjoy a relationship they define
themselves, no matter what crackpot version of the
theory of evolution one happens to produce. The idea
of natural order is as quaint as much of Aristotelian
thought, and probably three times as old.

Finally, the most dangerous argument:
religion. Religious zealotry is dangerous to gay rights
not in its ability to convince a Supreme Court judge

(no matter who Bush decides
to appoint next) but in its ability
to sway masses, to be used,
like Marxism in Stalinist Russia,
as the excuse, and not the
reason, to argue against gay
rights. Nevertheless,
Americans, like any other
people, tend to forget things
that at one time seemed like a

good idea, but
at another time
p r o v e d
inconvenient.
The separation
between the
church and the
state, so
fundamental to
our notion of the modern nation-state,
erodes at those key times when piety
makes for good politics.

Despite the irrationality of the
anti-gay rights argument, the persistent
conservative campaign against social
progress continues to have success,
reflecting a mix of apathy and
homophobia that dominates American
thought towards gender identity and

sexual orientation issues. Queer Eye for the Straight
Guy may be a pop-cultural tour de force, but isn’t
about to change marriage or adoption rights for
homosexual couples. I’m
convinced that in the
eyes of the average
American, the debate on
gay rights is argued
between homophobes
and liberal zealots. The
average American is
apathetic, just as many of
us are apathetic towards
ongoing human rights
abuses in Tibet, or the
African World War in
the late 90’s, or the
economic and cultural
slump of the preteen
Russian democratic
republic – issues simply
too remote to be considered in our daily life.
Americans need to understand how the issue is deeply
connected with our most fundamental freedoms. The
argument for gay rights need be more assertive than,
for example, the notion that the state simply has no
business in the bedrooms of the nation.

I am passionate about the gay rights issue
because it holds the best contemporary mirror to
modern Western society and its insecurities, its fear
of change and its underlying motives for bigotry, hatred
and violence. The way our society reflects on gay
rights is so telling because we know – just as we
knew about slavery, women’s suffrage and civil rights
– the justice of our cause. The crude, cold, hateful

Gays Deserve Progress - And So Does America
Continued from Cover

and deceptive words used against gay rights in all
aspects of the issue are more telling about the
limitations of the openness of our society than the
nature of homosexuality.

I sincerely hope that Americans – indeed,
North Americans – consider the distinctions between
sin and crime, toleration and disgust, ‘natural’ and
desirable, religious freedom and religious persecution.
Reactionary arguments based upon social convention,
‘natural’ order and religion could be used to support
any number of regressive policies. If we allow for the
combination of apathy, bigotry, and religious zealotry
that underlies many popular political beliefs in our

country today, gay rights
won’t be the only issues that
creep upon the American
conscience.

In a time when lies,
rhetoric, invasion of privacy
and active ignorance of civil
liberties are the mechanisms
of government influence on
mass culture, and in an
atmosphere of paranoia over
national security, we can only
guess in what peril our
freedoms will be in the
coming years. Our eternal
vigilance, self-criticality and
civil libertarian outlook are
necessary in our functioning

democracy. The gay rights issue – as morally
unambiguous as it is – is a test for the American
democracy as much as it is an indicator of the
progress of our society. If the actions of our current
administration are tolerated, then I am afraid, America
will have failed on both counts.

TL

Sources:

http://www.hrc.org/

Differences between pro-
and anti-gay rights
arguments can be summed
up by this: the pro-gay
rights make a clear case,
whereas the anti-gay rights
can only resort to stalwart
social convention, ‘natural
order’, millennia outdated
religious doctrine and plain
irrational disgust for
alternative sexual lifestyles.

Americans need to
understand how the
issue [of gay rights]
is deeply connected
with our most
f u n d a m e n t a l
freedoms.

LGBT activists rally support at a protest against conservative radicals.
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‘When there’s no debate, there’s not much
[for the press] to cover...’
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Continued from page 7

With such topical
media coverage, what is
a well meaning, civic
minded American to
do?

the Bush administration in planning the
reconstruction, nor does he offer any reasons why
the American should have faith that things will go
better – except for the old conservative stand-by:
blame the media. Also, Zinsmeister’s article does
not even discuss the potentially disastrous economic
impact of draining 87 billion dollars from US coffers.

These two pieces are similar in message and
quality to most other recent think tank papers on
the reconstruction debate. The themes stressed by
AEI, Brookings and other similar institutions are
extremely important in giving congressmen
intellectual firepower, however, both sides present
an angle that almost completely ignores the
perspective of the other. This intellectual shallowness
contributes mightily to the disconnect in both
congress, and the American polity at large.

The last segment of the political economy that
we should look at is the mass media. While certainly
the New York Times, The Wall Street Journal, The
Washington Post, etc. are not impartial reporters,
they are where a huge portion of the American
people turn for news. However, with a debate so
utterly devoid of meaningful engagement on both
sides, the national media is forced to try to mold
two arguments that are largely unrelated into a form
that the American public can make sense of. These
attempts at cutting through the layers of rhetoric,
while avoiding editorializing, often leads to contrived
or downright nonsensical descriptions. In the New
York Time’s article on the reconstruction vote they
made exactly one attempt at synthesizing the
dynamic of the debate:

Some Democrats said they had
voted for the measure reluctantly,
and were still critical of the
administration’s policies.

“‘My vote for this bill is for one
reason only,’” said Representative

Rahm Emanuel, Democrat of
Illinois, ‘“to give our troops the
resources they need to carry out
their mission. But my vote should
not be interpreted as supporting
this administration’s postwar policy
in Iraq, or the lack of one.’”

But Republican leaders
ultimately persuaded
broad majorities that
improving the quality of
life in Iraq was as vital as
tanks and warplanes.

“After Desert Storm,
over a decade ago, the one
complaint I still hear is
that we went to war
against Saddam Hussein
but we never finished the
job,” said Representative
C. W. Bill Young, Republican of
Florida and chairman of the House
Appropriations Committee. “Well,
this finishes the job. We got rid of
Saddam Hussein and most of his
henchmen, and now we are
finishing the job to get our troops
back home.”

Notice the quote said by Senator Young. Now
consider that David Firestone, a dedicated senior
correspondent from the preeminent newspaper in the
world, wrote this article. This is the best quote Firestone
was able to find – in the reams and reams of statements
given before the vote – to exemplify the arguments of
persuasion used by Republicans. The lack of
persuasively meaningful content in Senator Young’s
statement needn’t warrant further comment.

Now notice how Firestone tried to link this
quote to the oppositional sentiment expressed by Sen.
Emmanuel (by using the word ‘but’ in the transitional

sentence ‘But Republican leaders ultimately…’) when
in fact there is virtually no relationship between the
two statements: It is not as if the statements are opposed
to one another – they are on completely different
topics!

The rest of the article consists of a description
of the bill and some isolated quotes from democratic
and republican leaders. With such topical media

coverage, what is a well
meaning, civic minded
American to do? The
media is supposed to report
the debate on issues of
national importance;
however when there is no
debate, there is not much
to cover and the public is
left to wonder how exactly
they are supposed to make
an informed decision.

Perhaps this
behavior can be explained

as merely politicians, and their supporters, selling their
position –ignoring valid critiques in order to create the
appearance of an air-tight argument. Unfortunately,
while this tactic may pay political dividends, it blunts
the electorate’s ability to make informed judgments on
the issues. Wading through the layers of rhetoric,
ideology, and politico-speak to get to the route of the
issue is too time consuming and tedious for the majority
of Americans. So as a result we end up with what is
becoming a more and more polarized society that can
regurgitate the arguments of their favored position but
have no conception of where the other side is coming
from or how the varied ideas about the future of
American interact with one another in our mass media
culture. To be an informed citizen today requires we
recognize that what we read and hear from the most
prominent sources in the American political arena
should no longer be taught in the government
department but instead in a marketing class.

TL
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(For those of you that did not see this a few
years back…)

Dr. Laura Schlessinger is a US radio
personality who dispenses advice to people
who call in to her radio show. Recently she
said that homosexuality is an abomination
according to Leviticus 18:22, and cannot be
condoned under any circumstances. The
following is an open letter to Dr. Laura
penned by a US resident, which was posted
on the Internet. It’s funny, as well as
informative.

Dear Dr. Laura:

Thank you for doing so much to educate people
regarding God’s Law. I have learned a great deal
from your show, and try to share that knowledge
with as many people as I can. When someone
tries to defend the homosexual lifestyle, for
example, I simply remind them that Leviticus
18:22 clearly states it to be an abomination.
End of debate.

I do need some advice from you, however,
regarding some of the other specific laws and
how to follow them.

1. When I burn a bull on the altar as a sacrifice,
I know it creates a pleasing odor for the Lord
— Lev. 1:9. The problem is my neighbors.  They
claim the odor is not pleasing to them. Should
I smite them?

2. I would like to sell my daughter into slavery,
as sanctioned in Exodus 21:7. In this day and
age, what do you think would be a fair price for
her?

3. I know that I am allowed no contact with a
woman while she is in her period of menstrual
uncleanliness — Lev. 15:19-24. The problem

is, how do I tell? I have tried asking, but
most women take offence.

4. Lev. 25:44 states that I may indeed pos-
sess slaves, both male and female, pro-
vided they are purchased from neighbor-
ing nations. A friend of mine claims that
this applies to Mexicans, but not Canadi-
ans. Can you clarify? Why can’t I own
Canadians?

5. I have a neighbor who insists on
working on the Sabbath. Exodus 35:2
clearly states he should be put to death.
Am I morally obligated to kill him
myself?

6. A friend of mine feels that even though
eating shellfish is an abomination — Lev.
11:10— it is a lesser abomination than
homosexuality.  I don’t agree. Can you
settle this?

7. Lev. 21:20 states that I may not
approach the altar of God if I have a defect in
my sight. I have to admit that I wear reading
glasses. Does my vision have to be 20/20, or
is there some wiggle room here?

8. Most of my male friends get their hair
trimmed, including the hair around their
temples, even though this is expressly forbidden
by Lev.  19:27. How should they die?

9. I know from Lev. 11:6-8 that touching the
skin of a dead pig makes me unclean, but may I
still play football if I wear gloves?

10. My uncle has a farm. He violates Lev. 19:19
by planting two different crops in the same
field, as does his wife by wearing garments
made of two different kinds of thread (cotton/
polyester blend). He also tends to curse and
blaspheme a lot. Is it really necessary that we
go to all the trouble of getting the whole town

together to stone them? — Lev.24:10-16.
Couldn’t we just burn them to death at a private
family affair like we do with people who sleep
with their in-laws? (Lev. 20:14)

I know you have studied these things
extensively, so I am confident you can help.
Thank you again for reminding us that God’s
word is eternal and unchanging.

Your devoted disciple and adoring fan.

Source:

http://www.nathanlaredo.com/drlaura
TL

Dr. Laura Schlessinger - TL’s ‘Favoritest Zealot’ 2003!

Dear Dr. Laura . . .
An ironic take on America’s favourite moralizer

Your Ad Here
Advertise your business, group, or event in Turn Left and spread
your message across campus.
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placing an ad, E-mail Andrew Garib at asg29@cornell.edu.
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Something’s cooking in the world of politics, but few are paying attention.
News is a weapon that can be wielded by foregrounding some stories, or,
more pertinently, by burying others. TL staff takes a look at the news items
that aren’t always (or are no longer) front-page material.

THE BACK BURNER

Ujamaa and McLLU and LLC,
Oh My! – Thankfully the vain cries
of ‘racism’ from either side of the
program houses debate have sub-
sided since past years’ debacles on
both the political left and right. The
non-issue of race-based program
houses is finally, well, a non-issue.
TL staff supposes that Cornellians
are sick of debating whether or not
blacks or Hispanics or music-lov-
ers or international students have the
right to want to live together on
North Campus. Maybe this shows
just how hollow an argument cam-
pus conservatives have made against
the housing programs, which are

The African World War –
Lest We Forget – The pe-
rennial target of journalistic
burial, the Sub-Saharan Af-
rica of the past decade is a
series of stories that no
one should be able to ig-
nore. Africa’s first
‘world war’ cost mil-
lions of lives and will
shape the continent for
decades to come, but this
clearly has not been of in-

terest to Western observers.
At a time when Africa
needs foreign investment the
most, two thirds of all U.S. for-
eign aid is diverted to the country
with the third-largest oil reserves
in the world. While spreading de-
mocracy throughout the Near East

now – like it or not – a Cornell insti-
tution.
    Those on the anti-program house
side of the debate seemed to argue
that the program houses (we can
only wonder if they considered JAM
or Ecology House in their definition)
increase racial tensions on campus
and foster a racist and segregation-
ist mindset on campus. This would
be horrible if it were true, but it’s so
blatantly untrue that TL wonders
where the controversy came from
in the first place. This is one issue
that, perhaps more than any, should
by all means remain on the Back
Burner.

is an important task, the opportunity cost
of not spending on basic action in Sub-
Saharan Africa is more devastating in
terms of human life than any terrorist at-
tack on America.
    After five years of bloodshed and
death (most of which was due to very
preventable starvation and disease) that

ignited nearly all of central Africa into the
war, the Democratic Republic of Congo
is now cautiously united under a confed-
eration of rebel factions. Tensions are so
high and blood so bad between the fac-
tions, that some new members of the
Congolese Parliament refused to take
their oaths of office because they didn’t

want to say anything that could be viewed
as kind towards the President, Joseph
Kabila – whose father Laurent’s ascen-
sion to power in 1997 ignited the vio-
lence. Kabila Senior was assassinated in
2001.
    Despite the presence of a 10,000-
strong U.N. force in the region, the vast

nation of 55 million people con-
tinues to experience violence and
massacres, especially in the re-
mote regions of the east. Never-
theless, under the new regime, the
Congo looks forward to the first
open elections since 1960 in a few
years – no small feat for a poor,
blood-stained country which has
emerged from its deadly conflict
with little or no Western help.
    Today, the West’s Heart of
Darkness lies not in what we do
on the Congo River, but rather

what we fail to do. Like Rwanda in 1994,
many aspects of the conflict in the DRC
– especially the humanitarian one – could
have been improved with minimal West-
ern intervention. Only time will tell if
America and the rest of the world begins
to take notice of the most troubled con-
tinent. (Source: NYT)

Joseph Kabila and the DRC have a long road ahead. Source: AP

What’s the fuss? Boy, wouldn’t we like to

know...
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Where’s Osama? – Osama who? Oh right – the evil Saudi millionaire with
his own portable terrorist network who probably masterminded the slaughter
of 3000 people on U.S. soil. Gotcha. Ever wonder where the bastard is?
Or are you level-headed enough to
have little or no faith in the most pow-
erful military on earth to find
America’s arch-villain? Osama went
from Bush’s ‘number one priority’ to
having a slim to nil chance of being
found according to the DOD – which
makes you wonder just how much the
Bush administration had intended to
attain justice by capturing bin Laden

(alive, presumably) in
the first place. America
has been so effectively
blindsided from the sup-
posed pursuit of Osama
that even after barrages
of bin Laden on our TV
screens, we still don’t
bother to ask where he
is, or how the Allied
ground forces in Af-
ghanistan lost him. (For those of you

    The camp formerly known as ‘X-Ray’

has been off press radar and the minds

of Americans for some
months now, especially since

the Iraqi Distraction has

caught hold and refuses to

let go of America’s attention.
(Of course, now that we’re

stuck in the Gulf Quagmire,

America’s anger rightly
grows over the 200 military

deaths and 900 injuries which

were inflicted upon us since
the official end of the con-

flict in May.) Nevertheless,

many months of diverted at-

tention do not change the
fact that at least 500 mostly

Arab and South Asian Mus-

lims have been rounded up
and detained indefinitely and illegally as

‘unlawful combatants’ at the American-

Diplomacy – or why some things work
in certain parts of the Axis of Evil, and
not others  – Here’s a chance to pat the
Bush administration on the back. Bush’s

THE BACK BURNER

seasoned team of foreign affairs spe-
cialists have very effectively dealt with
the nuclear threat from the Hermit King-
dom, North Korea. Putting aside the
requisite blasts of anti-capitalist rheto-
ric from the regime versificator, this
week North Korea accepted Ameri-
can overtures to talk conditional non-

proliferation in the interests of ‘co-ex-
istence’ with its neighbours China, Ja-
pan, Russia and South Korea.
    Surprise, surprise – diplomacy wins
big again, as Iran accepts (albeit reluc-
tantly) a stricter weapons inspection
regime and the halting of uranium en-
richment which could produce

weaponized nuclear fuel. It took a coa-
lition of top diplomats from Germany,
France and Britain to convince Iran to
come to the agreement – without the
need to fabricate evidence of immedi-
ate threat from Iran and invade the
country.
    Both of these stories made headline
news. What’s the on the backburner,
however, is the fact that two-thirds of
the Axis of Evil are being dealt with on
solely diplomatic terms, while the last
eeeevil state was thumped down by
American military might. The differ-
ence? There aren’t American service-

wondering, he’s in Pa-
kistan. Loungin’.)
    History has a kind of
knack for repeating it-
self, even in just a few
months. Our Ace of
Spades, Saddam
Hussein seems to have
taken a route similar to
Osama’s, escaping
American hands for per-

manent status as Emmanuel Goldstein:

Enemy of the People. Both Orwell
and Karl Rove know the art of dis-
traction. The question, so aptly put
by a little forgetful fish named Dorian,
is ‘Where are they?’ Karl Rove hopes
you think America should just keep
swimming in the direction the admin-
istration wants – but we at TL think
America knows better. (Sources:
NYT/CBC)Osama bin missing

controlled prison camp in Cuba. Since
January 2002, these men have been given

no notice of what they have been ac-
cused, nor will they be subject to civilian

trials even thought they are not techni-
cally Prisoners of War in the estimation

of White House lawyers.

The Department of Justice,
in their zeal to prosecute

these ‘enemy combatants’

under  mi l i ta ry  t r ibunal
(which would severely limit

their rights during trial) has

even attempted to block

media access to immigra-
tion hearings.

    This is an ongoing abuse

of human rights, symptom-
atic of the loss of funda-

mental  freedoms in our

country since 9/11, that
needs to be readdressed by

the public. Will Americans

stand to bear the weight of

such injustice on their shoulders?
(Sources: ACLU, CBC)

X-Ray, Delta, Guantanamo –
Whatever you call it, it’s still there

men (or for that matter, diplomats) be-
ing shot at and blown up on Iranian or
North Korean soil. A crafty combina-
tion of diplomatic pressures and eco-
nomic liberalization – only sometimes
enforced through the stick rather than
the carrot – seems to be the formula
for effective change in hostile foreign
powers.
    What was so different in Iraq that
warranted invasion? The fabricated 45-
minute NBC missile threat to the West?
The non-existent Al-Qaeda connec-
tion? TL Staff begs to differ. (Source:
NYT)

Fight for Freedom or Disgrace to Democracy?
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Top Ten Ideal ’56 Rhodes Professors
for Conservatives

The appointment of former Congresswoman Cynthia McKinney and journalist John Pilger to Class of ’56
Rhodes Professorships has caused endless controversy on our campus, especially those on the political
right who claim it’s all a liberal conspiracy. (Well, what in academia isn’t a liberal conspiracy???) TL Staff
turn the controversy on its head, and ponder just who Good Conservatives of this fine olde institution
would invite as their ’56 Rhodes Professors. And to spare you the predictable irony, Dubya ain’t on the list.

Here are the Top Ten appointments to ’56 Rhodes Professorship for Conservatives.

10. Strom Thurmond, who would have given the annual Robert E. Lee lecture on Race in America

9. Method Man of the Wu Tang Clan, on the making of ‘Cash Rules Everything Around Me (C.R.E.A.M.)’ and
other Republican Party favourites.

8. Joe Sabia’s hair

7. John Ashcroft, whose visit to CU campus would be themed ‘Dancing and Gays: America’s Greatest Evils’

6. Cynthia McKinney – Ha ha, just kidding.

5. Henry Kissinger, whose lecture topics would include ‘North Campus Realpolitik: Advice to Ambitious and
Bloodthirsty Freshmen’

4. Ronald Reagan. His professorship would be dedicated to the memory of the late Bonzo the Chimp I. Rest in
peace, little man.

3. Kenneth Lay. What? He’s still a good guy…

2. George Orwell, who would lecture on ‘How To Get People To Shut Up and Do What You Want.’ Oh wait…
That was Karl Rove.

1. Joe Lieberman.
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Can the Gipper save Cornell
from liberal bias? Idunno,
man... Bonzo was a handfull
as it was.


