
By Zachary Newkirk

 
 For thousands of Americans, 
the recent economic downturn has 
had dire consequences. Many pun-
dits on cable news networks draw 
parallels between this recession and 
the Great Depression, and the two 
are indeed similar in many respects. 
It is sad, however, when one simi-
larity is an increase in homeless-
ness. As thousands of American 
homes are  foreclosed, thousands 
of jobs are slashed, and benefits are 
cut for those who retain jobs, some 
Americans find themselves real-
izing the oft-stated sad fact: “mil-
lions of Americans live two pay-
checks away from bankruptcy,” and 
in extreme forms, homelessness.
 During the 1930s, an un-
acceptable number of American 
citizens were forced to live in 
so-called “Hooverville” shanty 
towns after the name of the inef-
fective president whose admin-
istration is forever marred in the 
legacy of the Great Depression. 
 Today we have Bushvilles.
 Or Bushtowns, or Bush-

burghs, or Reaganvilles, names 
which were coined to reflect the 
pro-wealthy, regressive-toward-
the-middle-class economic poli-
cies of our recent Republican 
presidents. Thankfully, only a 
relatively small number of Ameri-
cans have been directly affected 
in such a drastic manner, but what 
of those few affected by the eco-
nomic slump in the worst way? 
 Tent cities have supposedly 
surged in size in various urban cen-
ters across America, including, but 
not limited to Sacramento, Los An-
geles, Seattle, Chattanooga, Cleve-
land, and Huntington, West Virgin-
ia. On the outskirts of these modern, 
American cities are communities 
reminiscent of a Steinbeck novel 
or an American history textbook.
 California is especially hard-
hit by the recession. Sacramento, for 
example, has an unemployment rate 
of 10.4 percent and has a tent city 
growing at a rate of over fifty peo-
ple per week. In interviews shown 
on The Today Show, people who 
as recently as six weeks ago had 
homes and a job now live in tents.

 When asked if he had ever 
been homeless, “No, never even 
thought about it. It’s pretty dev-
astating to suddenly move into a 
tent,” said a former car salesman.
“We have a lot of grand-kids who 
used to come over a lot. They don’t 
come over anymore. I don’t want 
them here,” said a grandmoth-
er and former owner of a three-
bedroom, two-bathroom home. 
Said an unemployed construction 

worker who used to own a house, 
“The only thing I can say about my 
situation is that I am not the only 
one out here. There are a lot of 
people who are homeless because 
they choose to be. I am not one of 
those…all we ask for is to be given 
a chance at some kind of work.” 

Continued on page 3
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Plans to Close Guantánamo Bay Camp Face Hurdles
By MiNal khaN

 On January 21, newly-inau-
gurated President Barack Obama or-
dered the shutdown of what remains 
of the Guantánamo Bay detention 
camp by the end of the year. Human 
rights groups, lawyers, and inter-
national agencies alike have been 
overjoyed by this bold move, which, 
as one activist said, is a “ray of light 
after eight long years of darkness.”
 Obama has not only an-
nounced the immediate closing 
of the notorious detainee camp in 
Cuba, but has also asked for a review 
of the 245 detainees still held there. 
Suspects’ cases will be assessed 
again to determine whether they 
should be transferred, prosecuted, 
or released. This has come as wel-
come news to many the world over. 
 For those who were un-
aware, the Guantánamo Bay deten-
tion camp is a prison operated by the 
U.S. Government that holds a large 
number of suspected terrorists. The 
U.S. was granted the right to oper-
ate a naval base at Guantánamo in 
1903, after the Spanish-American 
War. The lease can only be broken 

through the consent of both parties, 
so the American presence continues 
there despite opposition from the 
Cuban government. The camp has 
gained massive attention in the me-
dia for using severe and inhumane 
methods of torture on its detainees. 
These include extreme food and 

sleep deprivation, forced drugging, 
sexual degradation and religious 
persecution. The U.S. govern-
ment has justified many of these 
practices by noting that the base is 
not on American soil and as such, 
American laws do not apply to what 
happens there. Released detainees 

have related severe experiences. 
To name just a few: being interro-
gated hundreds of times, tortured

Continued on page 5

Tent Cities Expand Across Nation as Economy 
Worsens, But Not All Are New

Inside this Issue
California looks to marijuana to solve budget crisis, 
Page 3

Vermont and Iowa move to legalize gay marriage, 
Page 5

Historians rank Bush the nation’s sixth-worst presi-
dent, Page 6

The dark side of industrial fish farming, Page 7

One of Obama’s first acts in office was to begin the process of closing the prison camp at Guantánamo Bay.



2 Volume IX Issue IXThe Cornell Progressive

Editors-in-Chief
Elie Y. Bilmes ‘10

Jacob M. Arem ‘11

Managing Editors
Zachary J. Newkirk ‘12 

(Executive),
Minal Khan ‘12

(National and Int’l),
Vivian Cheng ‘11 (Local),

Catherine T. Lussenhop ‘11 
(Features)

Columnist
Will Rosenzweig ‘08, ‘11

Staff Writers
Lloyd Ellman ‘11, Sam Ferenc ‘12,

Sam Levine ‘09,
Steve Poveda ‘12,

Josh Uhr ‘12

Layout
 Eric Zatz ‘10 (Editor)

Tal Akabas ‘11, Vivian Cheng ‘11, 
Erin Szulman  ‘12

Treasurer
Eric Zatz ‘10

Pollster
Mike Goldstein ‘09

Web Design
Eric Zatz ‘10

Editors Emeriti
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      

Comments and letters to the editor 
are always welcome at:

ProgressiveEditor@earthlink.net
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.

WWW.CUProgressive.ORG

By JacoB areM

 Hardly a day goes by without 
an announcement from some college, 
department, or program at Cornell that 
more budget cuts are imminent. Among 
the recent casualties of Cornell’s finan-
cial shortfall are the Physical Sciences 
Library, the Knight Visual Resources 
Facility, and the Department of Theo-
retical and Mechanical Engineering.
 The value of Cornell’s en-
dowment dropped by 27% in the last 
six months of 2008, from $5.4 billion 
to $4.5 billion, prompting President 
David Skorton to instruct each under-
graduate college to cut spending by 5 
percent this year. He forecasts a need 
to “correct” the budget by 10 percent 
in the next three to five years. Spending 
from the endowment will be reduced 
by 15 percent. 
 A voluntary retirement pro-
gram has been announced to trim staff 
payroll, while another program will 
encourage staff to work part-time. 
The university has laid off at least 35 
employees this fiscal year and is not 
filling vacant posts. Dining hall hours 
on North Campus have been cut, and 
some West Campus dining facilities 
will reduce their hours starting next 
year. Even the Student Assembly has 
been affected by the economic climate, 
as they established a moratorium on 
the formation of new SAFC-funded 
student groups. 

 Much of Cornell’s $200 mil-
lion budget gap has been due to losses 
in the stock market and the various ef-
fects of the national recession. How-
ever, some of the pain is self-inflicted. 
Several years ago, Cornell noticed that 
the interest rate on the endowment ex-
ceeded the cost of borrowing money. 
The university opted to put short-term 
operating cash into the endowment 
fund, where it could not be withdrawn 
easily. Cornell borrowed money to 
meet short-term monetary needs, mak-
ing a profit each year. This profit was 
gradually committed to various long-
term financial obligations like profes-
sorships and departmental initiatives. 
 With some financial tweaks, 
Cornell was able to enhance services 
at little cost. However, this profit dis-
appeared when the commercial paper 
market collapsed in 2008, sending in-
terest rates over and beyond the payout 
rate on the endowment. According to a 
professor of economics at Cornell, this 
arrangement alone is responsible for 
$175 million of Cornell’s budget defi-
cit over the next five years.

 Cornell’s mistake was assum-
ing that there was no risk involved 
in continually borrowing money for 
short-term expenses. This belief seems 
to have been pervasive, as the disre-
gard of risk was also instrumental in 
everything from the subprime loan cri-
sis to poor investment practices, forc-
ing many of America’s biggest banks 

and corporations to seek government 
bailouts.
 Executives of universities, cor-
porations, and governments are being 
forced to pinch pennies. Budget cuts 
proposed at Cornell have not yet been 
drastic, but every cut affects students 
in some way. Dissatisfaction with these 
cuts could explain the apparent drop in 
President Skorton’s popularity in the 
Cornell Progressive campus poll, fall-
ing from 96 percent a year ago to a 
still-high 89 percent last month.
 Skorton has a tough job: he 
must find ways to trim the budget while 
preserving Cornell’s status as a top-tier 
educational and research institution. 
The recently-imposed hiring freeze is 
antithetical to the much-needed recruit-
ment of top professors. The construc-
tion freeze threatens to leave Cornell 
with antiquated facilities; the Architec-
ture program could lose its accredita-

tion due to inadequate facilities and a 
lack of studio space. The construction 
of Milstein Hall, which would be a ma-
jor upgrade for the Department of Ar-
chitecture’s facilities, has come under 
fire from professors and students alike 
because of its $60 million price tag and 
intrusive design.
 It is clear that Cornell’s days of 
extravagance have come to an end, at 
least temporarily. Thankfully, Cornell 
has committed to fully fund its finan-
cial aid program and undergraduate 
tuition is increasing at a slower rate 
than it has in past years. However, it is 
becoming increasingly difficult to bal-
ance the short-term need to save mon-
ey with the long-term need to maintain 
Cornell’s academic standing.
 It is important that students 
have a voice as Cornell explores ways 
to close the budget gap. The Student As-
sembly, which recently held elections, 
plays an important role in monitoring 
Cornell’s administration. Additionally, 
Cornell is one of the few universities 
in the country to seat students as full 
voting members on its 64-member 
Board of Trustees. One undergraduate 
and one graduate trustee are elected to 
two-year terms to the Board, whose 
primary responsibility is to oversee the 
university’s finances and endowment 
spending. 
 Elections for the undergradu-
ate student-elected trustee will be held 
from April 14 to April 16 and the results 
announced on April 22. Candidates for 
this position must understand the need 
to balance cutting budgets without en-
dangering the status of Cornell as an 
excellent institution. It is equally im-
portant for Cornell students to evalu-
ate the candidates carefully and vote in 
that upcoming election.

Cornell’s Architecture 
program could lose 
accreditation due to 
inadequate facilities 
and a lack of studio 

space.

Editorial: Trimming Budgets and 
Cutting Corners
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Continued from page 1

 There is a controversy re-
garding the relative novelty of many 
of these tent cities. Are they, in fact, 
new and a direct result of the last 
few months’ economic regression? 
Or have they always been there, only 
recently brought to light by a more 
concerned population? According to 
a New York Times article on March 
25, some are new and some are not. 
 The Times states that while 
larger cities such as Los Angeles and 
New York City have had notable tent 
cities in the past, in smaller cities as 
varied as Olympia, Washington and St. 
Petersburg, Florida, there has been a 
growth in tent cities in recent months. 
Fresno, California, for example, has 
seen a surge in homeless numbers to as 
much as 2,500 in a city of half a million.
 An article in The Huffington 
Post stated that many tent cities reported 
by readers had predated the economic 
crisis. Rather than seeing a spurt in tent 

cities, the article argued that first Amer-
icans will live out of their RVs “before 
communities of middle-class families 
start sleeping in Wal-Mart tents,” al-
though one must wonder where the vast 
majority of Americans without RVs 
will live if HuffPo is indeed correct. 
 I contacted the city of Reno, 
Nev., as it was one of the cities that 
supposedly had a tent city. The Grants 
and Fund Development Manager of 
the City of Reno, Maureen McKiss-
ick, responded by denying the current 
existence of a tent city. Rather, Reno 
possessed one from June to October 
2008 and it has since been closed. 
 “The Tent City that sprang up 
last spring was not primarily related to 
the economy. I probably told [that] fact 
that to 3 major American TV networks, 
3 major newspapers and 2 foreign TV 
networks (Japan and Germany), but it 
was not a message that they wanted 
to report. It is my impression that this 
bias is still alive and well,” she stated. 
 During its existence, Reno’s 
tent city was comprised mostly of 

people that McKissick categorized 
as “chronically homeless.” She also 
stated, “The chronically homeless are 
people who tend to have high rates of 
mental health issues, substance abuse 
problems, and co-occurring disorders. 
The Reno Tent City did not have any 
families. It did not have any children.”
 Rather than providing the 
Depression-era storyline, the city of 
Reno possessed a very typical home-
less community. One can hope that it 
is the exception to the rule regarding 
recent homelessness. And thus we have 
a media discrepancy; while the New 
York Times and CBS News reports on 
a surge in tent cities, HuffPo reflects on 
the fact that homelessness and tent cit-
ies are a perennial problem, more or less 
static despite the economic situation.
 Nevertheless from the two 
perspectives regarding the problem of 
homelessness, we can conclude that it 
remains a problem in the United States, 
an almost unbelievable fact consid-
ering our wealth, industry and social 
services. The economic downturn has 

not helped homeless people find help, 
care or even a roof over their heads. 
It is not a political issue, but a social 
issue. It is time to let go of strict ide-
ology, such as the ridiculous notion of 
economic freedom from government. 
We must embrace the pragmatic spirit; 
we ought to do what is best, not what 
is most akin to whatever ideology we 
embrace. It is time to rebuild the safety 
net so these problems do not arise in 
the future. The homeless need health 
care. They need education so their 
children can have a better life than 
they do. They need secure retirements. 
They need someone to fight for them.
Many of these issues fall on local 
governments, which are traditionally 
less partisan than our federal govern-
ment. It is an issue we must face for 
the future with bipartisan coopera-
tion. If we are to swagger like a first-
world country overseas, then we must 
provide our citizens with basic care, 
no matter the economic environment. 

Is America Ready To Legalize Marijuana? Not Yet
By SaM FereNc

 On February 23, Assembly-
man Tom Ammiano introduced a bill 
to the California State Legislature pro-
posing legalization of the possession, 
use, acquisition, cultivation, and sale 
of marijuana by persons at least 21 
years old. Ammiano’s bill is aimed at 
the immense state revenues that could 
be gained by the regulation of the sub-
stance, much in the way that taxes and 
fees on alcohol bring billions of dollars 
to the state each year. “We could in fact 
have the political will to do something, 
and certainly in the meantime this is a 
public policy call and I think it’s worth 
the discussion,” Ammiano said. “I think 
the outcome would be very healthy for 
California and California’s economy.”
 Unsurprisingly, Ammiano’s 
proposal was met with some dissent. 
“The last thing our society needs is 
yet more legal intoxicants,” said John 
Lovell, a representative of the Cali-
fornia Peace Officers’ Association, 
California Police Chiefs’ Association 

and California Narcotic Officers’ As-
sociation. “We’ve got enough social 
problems now when people aren’t 
in charge of all five of their senses.” 
Perhaps the most salient opinion on 
the issue came from President Barack 
Obama, who was asked a question 
about the economic possibilities of le-
galization during an online town hall 
meeting. “The answer is no, I do not 

think that is a good strategy to grow our 
economy,” said the President to laugh-
ter from the meeting’s participants, 
making clear his opinion on the matter.
 In spite of the President’s 

negative response, U.S. Attorney Gen-
eral Eric Holder, explained in a recent 
statement that the Justice Department 
will cease raids and prosecution of 
medical marijuana dispensaries that 
operate legally under the laws of many 
states, including California. This rep-
resents a significant change in federal 
drug policy, standing in stark contrast 
to that of the Bush administration, 
and it also has implications for the 
balance of power between the states 
and the federal government that has 
been at least mildly contentious since 
the founding of the United States.
 In addition, Ammiano’s pro-
posal received support from sources 
other than pro-legalization groups, in-
cluding San Francisco Sheriff Michael 
Hennessey, who stated that the idea 
“should be the subject of legislative and 
public debate,” and Betty Yee, chair of 
the state Board of Equalization (Cali-
fornia’s tax-collecting authority), which 
recently concluded in a study that mari-
juana regulation would bring in as much 
as $1.3 billion per year for California. 

 The news from the Golden 
State and the Justice Department comes 
in the wake of other marijuana-related 
stories in the past few months, most 
notably the Michael Phelps scandal, in 
which photographs of the swimming 
superstar using the substance at a party 
leaked to the public, leading to the loss of 
several (though not all) of his sponsors. 
Also of note are recent comments by 
Nate Silver, noted pollster and cre-
ator of FiveThirtyEight.com, whose 
extremely accurate predictions for 
the 2008 election made him nearly 
a household name. In late February, 
Silver posted on the site his observa-
tions of a steady climb in the percent-
age of Americans in favor of legaliza-
tion of marijuana, and explained his 
analysis that once this number reaches 
sixty percent, some time around 2022 
or 2023, the possibility of legaliza-
tion will be much more realistic. Un-
til that time, it appears that marijuana 
will remain an illicit drug in America. 

CP

This represents a 
significant change in 
federal drug policy, 

standing in stark 
contrast to that of the 
Bush administration.

Homeless Numbers Rise During Recession

A woman (left) forced into a Hooverville in the early 1930s while 
another woman (right) is forced into a similar situation over seventy years later.
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By Steve Poveda

 I present you with a situa-
tion: In St. Louis, Missouri, Eliza-
beth, a mother of two, holds two 
jobs and works 17 hours each day 
to support her family and put food 
on the table. 
 Elizabeth embodies the citi-
zens of forgotten America. She is 
part of a hard-working class that 
heard President Obama take the 
stage and plead to parents to read 
to their children more often. She is 
also a part of a group of people who 
know first hand that after 17 hours 
of work, reading to her children is a 
luxury she cannot afford. She knows 
she has to catch up on sleep and get 
enough rest for work early in the 
morning. Essentially, her children 
grow up without a permanent adult 
figure and are prone to the lures of 
crime. 
 And thus, her children’s fu-
tures are put at risk. Her children 
face obstacles that children from 
more privileged families do not 
face.
 

If Obama is right about the need to 
read, then by inverse logic our chil-
dren’s futures look bleak. Americans 
find the reasons behind Elizabeth’s 
situation, as well as the situation 
of countless families, shrouded in 
complexity, but it really is simpler 
than politicians these days make it 
out to be. Does it have something 
to do with how many hours she 
works? It most certainly does. In 
fact, how many hours she works is 
proportional to how much money 
she makes, which is the problem. 
Her inability to make a decent liv-
ing forces her to work two jobs and 
exhaustive hours. A living wage 
might alleviate some of the stress.
 A living wage is a term used 
to describe the minimum hourly 
wage necessary for a person to 
achieve a specific standard of living 
while working a reasonable num-
ber of hours. Consider the idea of 
a living wage and you begin to see 
how this favorably affects her. Sud-
denly, she does not have to work as 
much and will still be able to make 
ends meet. Elizabeth now has time 
to read to her children, spend time 
with them, and even cook for them 

the appropriate meal that many peo-
ple take for granted. 
 For Elizabeth and many 
Americans, a wage increase is long 
overdue. The wage that Americans 
earn today buys far less than it did 
in 1960. Wage levels have not been 
keeping up with inflation, which is 
the rise in the general level of prices 
of goods. This is shocking when we 
realize that the “minimum wage” 
has only just recently increased 
from $5.15 to $7.25 in 2006. When 
the $5.15 rate was introduced, the 
year was 1997, meaning minimum-
wage workers had to wait nine years 
for a wage increase. 
 A mere two-dollar raise is 
not an excuse for complacency, es-
pecially when it took so long for 
Congress to act. This should trigger 
cries of hypocrisy, considering how 
Congress increased their own pay 
six times in the same nine years our 
minimum wage remained stagnant. 
I’m starting to wonder whether 
Congress has forgotten their con-
stituents. 
 The living wage has been 

advocated by many progressive 
organizations, most recently by 
ACORN. Although the most promi-
nent opposition group, large busi-
ness owners, argues that wage in-
creases hurt the economy and cut 
back on jobs, this has become a trite 
argument and has failed to find sup-
port in concrete evidence. Notable 
economists including New York 
Times columnist Paul Krugman 
have found nothing wrong with a 
wage increase. In places where im-
plemented, economies have shown 
growth. 
 San Francisco, which has 
a living wage ordinance at around 
$11 per hour, has done well. A study 
published in Industrial Relations 
examined the impacts of increased 
wages at San Francisco Airport. 
Their findings were positive, show-
ing that when employee earnings 
increased, work ethic improved, 
worker morale was boosted, and at 
the very same time, there was no 
overall employment loss, thus re-
futing claims made by the profiteer-
ing class. Another study reported 
airport security tightening after the 
living wage ordinance was put into 

operation, highlighting the finding 
that workers’ productivity is indeed 
amplified.
 It’s almost like a win-win 
situation. Why is this not brought 
up then? The truth of the matter is 
that it’s not entirely win-win. What 
large corporations do not want to 
argue is that they would lose some 
of the profit they would be making, 
a greedy yet real mentality. 
 In 1980, the average CEO at 
a big corporation made as much as 
97 minimum wage workers. In 2007, 
CEO’s made as much as 1,131 of 
these workers. Clearly chief execu-
tives have been raking in more and 
more, yet fuss about paying their 
workers a living wage. 
 The issue of a living wage 
constitutes more than just whether 
or not chief executives are paid ex-
cessively. Income inequality, the 
growing gap between the haves and 
have-nots, is reinforced by a low 
minimum wage. Quoting a study 
that is dedicated to getting a national 
$10 wage by 2010 (Why10in2010), 
“it is immoral that some are paid so 

little their children go without ne-
cessities while others are paid so 
much their grandchildren will live 
in luxury without having to work at 
all.” 
 Labor activist Thomas 
Geoghegan made an excellent point 
in his recent article, “Infinite Debt: 
How Unlimited Interest Rates De-
stroyed the Economy,” by pointing 
out what I like to call the “perfect 
storm.” On one side you had work-
ers that were paid too little and thus 
couldn’t make payments on time, 
and on the other, credit card com-
panies that profit off of late bill pay-
ments. The lack of a cap on interest 
rates gave companies an incentive 
to simply give a credit card to any-
one banking on late payments. With 
low wages, families fell back on 
payments and got sucked into a fi-
nancial hurricane. Geoghegan attri-
butes this mostly to unlimited inter-
est rates, which came in the form of 
a lack of usury laws but I believe 
it is just as much the fault of low 
wages, especially with the working 
class. Some families saw taking out 
a credit card as the last resort, not 
like those who just ruthlessly spent 

money. 
 What are we to do? 
We must establish permanent in-
dexing for minimum wages nation-
ally so that the minimum wage will 
rise automatically with the cost of 
living in the future instead of being 

held hostage to the whims of politi-
cians in Congress as it has been in 
the past. The negative effects of the 
depression of wages over the past 
30 years is only now becoming ap-
parent as workers who have been 
unable to save and who are barely 
making it are not in a position to 
bail out the predator class by spend-
ing more since they are so obscene-
ly underpaid.
 Rising health care costs are 
making this a much more pressing 
issue for Congress to consider. Un-
less we implement a more universal 
health care system, we must make 
it a mission to increase the living 
wage in this country, as many are 
going bankrupt because of a lack 
of health care coverage. According 
to PNHP (Physicians for a National 
Health Program), every thirty sec-
onds, someone in the United States 
files for bankruptcy because of 
medical bills. 
 Theodore Roosevelt once 
said, “We stand for a living wage. 
Wages are subnormal if they fail 
to provide a living for those who 
devote their time and energy to in-
dustrial occupations. The monetary 
equivalent of a living wage varies 
according to local conditions, but 
must include enough to secure the 
elements of a normal standard of 
living: a standard high enough to 
make morality possible, to provide 
for education and recreation, to care 
for immature members of the fam-
ily, to maintain the family during 
periods of sickness, and to permit 
of reasonable saving for old age.” 
 The word morality stands 
out because it is that alone which 
makes the American dream the 
American Dream. Why should any-
one have to choose whether they 
want to eat dinner or pay the heat-
ing bill? Why should any parent not 
spend time with their child because 
they are working too much? The 
American Dream is not about mak-
ing millions of dollars and having it 
all. It is rooted in the idea that ev-
eryone has all the basic necessities 
one needs to live. Without a living 
wage, we as a society are depriv-
ing many from this. While chief 
executives and financial goons cry 
for bailouts, the mother in St. Lou-
is, Missouri just wants to feed her 
daughter.  Don’t forget about Eliza-
beth. Don’t forget about forgotten 
America.

CP

Workers must be 
paid a wage which 
covers basic living 

expenses.

In 1980, the average CEO at a big corporation made as much as 97 minimum wage workers.
 In 2007, CEOs made as much as 1,131 of these workers.



By catheriNe luSSeNhoP

 In state after state, support 
for same-sex marriage is slowly 
increasing. Not every state legisla-
ture has the votes to pass the bills. 
Some face vetoes from a conser-
vative governor. But in signs of 
quiet progress, contrasting the nu-
merous defeats from last Novem-
ber, the bills are being introduced. 

 The biggest story lately 
has been from Vermont. The Ver-
mont State Senate voted over-
whelmingly, 26-4, to approve a 
bill allowing same-sex marriage 
starting in September. Vermont 
has long allowed civil unions, 
and was the first state to do so. 
 However, as State Rep. Ed-
ward A. Butler told the New York 
Times, “Separate but equal is not 
equal. Even though civil unions pro-
vide all of the rights and responsibil-
ities of marriage in New Hampshire, 
it still creates a separate class. It still 
creates a separate situation that is the 
legal recognition of our union. And 
it’s not enough. We need and want 
full equality, and we will have it.”
 Vermont’s governor, Repub-
lican Jim Douglas, will most likely 
veto the bill if it passes the House. 
 The situation is similar 
in New Hampshire. A bill allow-
ing same-sex marriage was nar-
rowly defeated in the House. 
Hours later, a few representatives 
reconsidered, and the bill passed 
186-179. The bill faces an uncer-

tain future in the state Senate and 
even a likely veto from third-term 
Democratic Governor John Lynch.
 In early March, legislation 
was filed in the Minnesota State 
Senate to make marriage gender-
neutral. The current wording, which 
defines marriage as between “a man 
and a woman,” would be changed 
to say “two persons.” Most don’t 
expect the measure to go far, as 
previous similar measures nev-
er made it out of committee, but 
with more votes than ever, Demo-
crats in the state remain optimistic.
 “I think we have to have this 
discussion,” State Sen. John Marty 
said. “Attitudes have changed.”
 In the wake of the defeats 
to marriage bills last November, in-

cluding the infamous Proposition 8, 
these new bills could be promising. 
Even though same-sex marriage was 
defeated in the most promising state 
on the West Coast, New England 
seems to be the region most recep-
tive to marriage equality measures.
 “It’s a lot harder for some-
one who lives near Massachusetts 
to say that the sky’s going to fall 
if we share the same sky. Some-
one halfway across the country 
might not see that,” Beth Robinson 
of the Vermont Freedom to Marry 
Task Force said. Massachusetts 
and Connecticut are currently the 
only states that allow gay marriage.
 With an economic crisis 
firmly in the crosshairs of most leg-
islators, it seems unlikely that real 

progress on equal marriage will 
come right away. Sylvia Larsen, 
President of the New Hampshire 
State Senate said, “Our main focus 
must remain on the state budget and 
on revitalizing our economy,” Ms. 
Larsen said in a statement. On the 
marriage bill: “I cannot say what the 
final position of the Senate will be.” 
Meanwhile, LGBT groups in Utah 
have also decided to forego protest 
of an upcoming Church of Latter-
Day Saints conference in favor a 
massive weekend of community 
service. Progress may be slow, but 
each new marriage equality bill rep-
resents a step in the right direction.
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In the wake of the 
defeats to marriage 
bills last November, 

including the infamous 
Proposition 8, these 
new bills could be 

promising.

John Lewis and Stuart Gaffney show the crowd their nullified marriage certificate 
at a Proposition 8 protest in early March.

Obama Closes Chapter on Guantánamo Bay
Continued from page 1

with broken glass and burning ciga-
rettes, and being assaulted sexually. 
Many more horrific stories have 
come to light from the confines of this 
Cuban camp. It is no surprise then, 
that the shutdown of this controver-
sial prison is welcomed with such 
joy. Prisoners currently held there 
will no longer be subject to degrad-
ing forms of torture. Harsh interro-
gation policies will be chucked out 
the door. This is a good thing, right?
 In some sense, yes. The 
act of closing Guantánamo Bay 
down stands as a strong refutation 
against torture, which members of 
the Obama administration regard as 
“immoral, illegal and ineffective.” 
This move is clearly a landmark 
for human rights. More important-
ly, though, Obama’s move sends 
a strong signal to Americans, and 
to the world at large, that the new 

administration is actively trying to 
undo the destructive policies en-
forced by the Bush administration 
and that it will seek right to what 
has been done wrong. This act has 
let Americans know that their ‘hope 
for change’ has not been unfounded, 
and that their votes were not wasted.
 But there is also a flip side 
to this coin. The closure of the 
Guantánamo camp gives rise to 
many unresolved questions. Now 
that the older order is out, how, and 
in what manner will the currently 
held detainees be interrogated? 
Will it be appropriate to question 
them in the same manner that top-
level al-Qaeda leaders were: i.e. by 
CIA officials? The Senate is cur-
rently grappling with the issue of 
where in the United States the de-
tainees can be moved to and which 
courts they should be tried in.  
 Many also have concerns 
about the timing of the entire shut-
down. Obama has stated that the 

closing of the Guantánamo prison 
will take at least a year. For some, 
this is just too long a wait. “It only 
took days to put these men in Guan-
tánamo; it shouldn’t take a year to get 
them out,” said Vincent Warren, the 
executive director of the Center for 
Constitutional Rights in New York. 
 The closing down of Guan-
tánamo stands as an important 
symbol, one that promises to boost 

America’s image abroad. But the 
legal, diplomatic and logistic issues 
to which it has given birth cannot 
be discounted. We can hope that 
Obama will stay committed to wip-
ing out the messy trace marks left 
by failed policy of the Bush ad-
ministration. And something tells 
me we will not be disappointed.
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By JoSh uhr

 Recently, C-SPAN gathered 
sixty-five presidential historians to 
rank former U.S. presidents on a range 
of issues. Barack Obama--despite ar-
guably having already accomplished 
more than his predecessor--was nat-
urally excluded from the rankings. 
Presidents were ranked on ten char-
acteristics of leadership: Public Per-
suasion, Crisis Leadership, Econom-
ic Management, Moral Authority, 
International Relations, Administra-
tive Skills, Relations with Congress, 
Vision/Setting an Agenda, Pursuing 
Equal Justice For All, and Perfor-
mance Within Context of Times. 
 Forty-two presidents were 
ranked in the 2009 survey. Even 
though George W. Bush was the 
43rd President of the United States, 
only 41 men held the job before him. 
Grover Cleveland is considered both 
the 22nd and 24th president because 
he served two terms, although not 
consecutively. This is C-SPAN’s 
second Presidential Leadership Sur-
vey (the first was released at the 
end of the Clinton years in 2000) 
and the results are quite interesting. 
 Some of the findings are un-
surprising. Abraham Lincoln was 
ranked first for Crisis Management, 
which is the same position he held in 
2000’s rankings. This doesn’t come 
as a shock; in America’s possibly 
most unstable time, Lincoln managed 
to restore this country to its former 
glory. During his tenure as president, 
the United States was at the verge of 
splitting apart. The South seceded 
from the union, and the Civil War, 
the bloodiest and most lethal war in 
American history, was waged. Lin-
coln’s leadership during this crisis, 
however, shaped the future of Amer-
ica. He re-united the North and the 
South, creating a stronger union than 
ever before. His move to emancipate 
slaves proved to be a critical juncture 
of significant importance and influence 
for America’s later-adopted stance on 
human rights and civil liberties--a de-
fining feature of today’s democracy. 
 As strong a figure as Lincoln 
was in the face of calamity, he is no 
doubt the only president to manage 
trying times with such impressive 
poise and produce such positive re-
sults. So, who was ranked second in 
the Crisis Management category in 
both 2000 and 2009? You could prob-
ably guess it: Franklin D. Roosevelt. 
The 32nd President of the United 
States, FDR assumed the position in 
1933, during the Great Depression. 
At a time when the employment rate 
stood at approximately 25% (a much 
larger rate compared to today’s fig-
ure of 8%), and over sixty percent 
of Americans were classified by the 
government as poor, FDR created 

the famed New Deal, an economic 
recovery package that created mil-
lions of new jobs for desperate peo-
ple. He helped raise this country out 
of the greatest economic recession 
it has ever seen, and his leadership 
during the Depression was so invalu-
able that, upon his death, an editorial 
in the New York Times exclaimed, 
“Men will thank God on their knees a 
hundred years from now that Frank-
lin D. Roosevelt was in the White 
House.” And although today we are 
twenty-four years shy of a century 
since FDR’s inauguration, it is clear 
that the author of that editorial made 
an accurate prediction. Seventy-six 
years after FDR took office, we find 
ourselves in another economic reces-
sion, and his sound 1930s policies are 
influencing the ones President Obama 
and Congress are writing today.
 While some of the results 
are predictable, others come as a bit 
more of a surprise. George W. Bush, 
whose entire domestic policy seemed 
to be based on morals (think stem-
cell research, abortion, etc.) and who 
has said he believed God wanted him 
to be President, came in at thirty-five 
out of forty-two for Moral Author-
ity. Kind of ironic, isn’t it? In terms 
of Crisis Management he was ranked 
twenty fifth, coming in ahead of sev-
enteen people that our middle school 
history teachers may have mentioned 
only once, like Millard Fillmore and 
Franklin Pierce. Although I admit-
tedly know very little about either of 
these two men, or most of the other 
people who ranked lower than Bush 
in this category, it is hard to believe 

that they handled crises of their times 
worse than George Bush handled the 
War on Terrorism, the War in Iraq, 
Hurricane Katrina, etc. What is less 
surprising, though, is that Bush ranked 
forty-one for International Relations 
(only William Henry Harrison, ac-
cording to the participating historians, 
was worse than Bush in this domain), 
and thirty-six for overall best presi-
dent (but I prefer to think of him in-
stead as fifth worst President overall). 
 While it’s satisfying, akin to 
providing closure, see how poorly 
George W. Bush fared in these rank-
ings, Bill Clinton also presents a fas-
cinating case. On some measures, he 
performed extraordinarily well. He 
ranked third for Economic Manage-
ment (ahead of FDR but behind Lin-
coln and Washington), up two spots 
from the 2000 results. On Pursuing 
Equal Justice for All, Clinton came in 
at number four. And although “pursu-
ing equal justice for all” seems like 
a moral cause, Clinton ranked thirty-
seven on Moral Authority, which is 
actually up from the 2000 rankings, 
in which he came in last in this cat-
egory. Much of this perceived lack of 
moral authority is likely to be rooted 
in his extramarital affair with Monica 
Lewinsky, although he has also been 
criticized for his role in violence in 
the Balkans, failure to intervene in 
Rwanda’s genocide, and other poli-
cies, both domestic and international. 
When questioned in 2004 about his 
lack of perceived moral authority, 
Clinton told Peter Jennings, “You 
don’t want to go here, Peter. Not af-
ter what you people did and the way 

you, your network, what you did 
with Kenneth Starr. The way your 
people repeated every little sleazy 
thing he leaked. No one has any 
idea what that’s like.” Clinton was, 
of course, referring to the “indepen-
dent” investigation, funded by mil-
lions in taxpayers’ dollars, into every 
detail of his personal life. Though 
the investigation ultimately turned 
up nothing, no other president has 
ever had to work under such intense 
scrutiny. Even so, Clinton ranked as 
the fifteenth best president overall.
 If you’re curious, Abraham 
Lincoln, George Washington, Frank-
lin D. Roosevelt, Theodore Roosevelt, 
and Harry Truman held the top five 
slots for best overall presidents in 
both the 2000 and 2009 surveys. The 
bottom five belonged to, also in both 
surveys, Warren Harding, William 
Henry Harrison, Franklin Pierce, An-
drew Johnson, and James Buchanan 
(who ranked last on seven of the ten 
measures). I must note that like any 
ranking system, this one is flawed. 
For instance, even though George 
W. Bush was the only person added 
to the rankings since the release of 
the 2000 survey, Ulysses S. Grant 
moved up ten spots, from thirty-
three to twenty-three. Surely Bush’s 
performance in office did not effect 
how good of a president Grant was 
in comparison to the other presidents. 
Despite that, the results are very in-
sightful and worth taking a look at. 
To find more information, I encour-
age you to browse C-SPAN’s website.
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The presidents enshrined on Mount Rushmore were among the highest-rated.



By lloyd ellMaN

 You probably don’t think of 
aquatic life when you hear the word 
“agriculture.” I generally wouldn’t 
either. In fact, the agri piece of the 
word is Latin for “field,” and agri-
culture can be loosely translated as 
“tilling the field,” or something simi-
lar, though it now refers to just about 
everything that is grown. For most of 
history this has been a complete defi-
nition, but recent supply and demand 
forces have pushed fish, shellfish - 
and indeed most oceanic organisms 
- into the realm of farming. 
 Fish farms? Yes, take a look 
at the fish section of the grocery store 
the next time you are shopping (even 
if you don’t like fish) and you’ll see 
a series of labels with phrases like 
“Farm-Raised” and “Color Added” 
under the names of the fish. You’ll 
also notice that these labels corre-
spond to far cheaper products. 
 There is some interesting 
linguistic stuff going on here. Fish 
farming is a relatively obscure idea 
compared to, say, chicken farming, 
and I would hazard a guess that most 
fish-eaters assume their salmon fillet 
comes from the icy yet natural waters 
of the Pacific Northwest rather than 
a large industrial complex in Chile. 
But this is certainly not the case for 
pork or beef. You’ll never see “Farm-
Raised” attached to a cut of beef; it 
is just assumed. Even the chic “grass 
fed” and “free range” monikers sim-
ply describe the type of farming em-
ployed to raise the animal. 
 Fish farming is not entirely 
new. As early as 2500 B.C., Chinese 
cultures used natural floods to grow 
carp in makeshift farms. These same 
techniques have cropped up in many 
cultures since then, but the diver-
sity and quantity of fish farmed has 
multiplied exponentially in the last 
hundred years or so after advances in 
biology and technology, and with in-
creased scarcity of natural fish popu-
lations due to over-fishing. Ninety-
seven percent of fish species farmed 
today were not farmed at the turn of 
the 20th century.
 Aquacultural techniques can 
be grouped into two major catego-
ries. One type is the farm that uses 

large tanks, in a greenhouse-like set-
ting, to create a fish “assembly line.” 
These systems recycle and purify 
their water and waste, and often in-

corporate additional organisms (al-
gae, other plants and fish species, 
etc.) that complement growth of the 
main output species. Conceptually 
this method should be ideal for many 

fish, but implementation is compli-
cated and requires massive capital 
investment and careful monitoring to 
achieve sustainability.
 The second type of fish farm 
involves an existing body of water 
(such as a lake, pond, or ocean) in 
which the fish live, but the fish are 
confined by a large cage or by the 
natural boundaries of the landscape. 
Though water quality is more self-
regulated in this method, the inter-
face between captive species and 
wild habitats presents a serious prob-
lem for native fish populations. The 
close quarters of caged fish farms 
coupled with the tendency of fish 
to overpopulate the habitat can of-
ten produce injured or diseased fish, 
which spread their ailments to native 
species when escapes inevitably oc-
cur. 
 The health consequences of 
eating farm-raised fish are unclear, as 
the fish dine on a steady diet of pes-

ticides, coloring agents, antibiotics, 
and other chemicals engineered for 
maximum yield at minimum cost. In 
the end it starts to sound like every 
other industrial animal farm that tries 
to squeeze the extra pound of meat 
from a limited supply of inputs, often 
to the detriment of quality.
 I hope that this article has 
been informative or at least raised 
your awareness about the prevalence 
and perils of fish farms. Certainly 
they will continue to grow in the fu-
ture, but hopefully there will be im-
provements, for both the fish’s and 
our own sakes.
 Lastly, by the time you read 
this, the Ithaca Farmer’s Market will 
be open. It is one of the absolute best 
in the country and certainly worth 
a visit. Check out their website for 
more information: www.ithacamar-
ket.com.
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A series of cage-based salmon farms which have serious consequences for the environment and human health.
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There are legitimate moral and ethical 
concerns over the use of embryonic 
stem cells. Fetus farms, and then you 
know, there’s going to be fetus farm 
subsidies. But they’re never going to 
the little family fetus farms, it’s go-
ing to be the agri-fetus farms. All the 
hippy elitists will be like, I want free 
range fetuses. --Jon Stewart

Michael Steele, the head of the Republican party, is in very hot water this week, once again, 
for suggesting that, actually, it is the woman’s choice, if she’s pregnant, what to do. And 
also suggesting that homosexuality is something you’re born with. Rush Limbaugh at-
tacked him today for being dangerously sane. -- Bill Maher

Michelle Obama -- and I think 
this is a lovely idea -- she’s 
going to put a garden in 
the White House, out there 
where the Rose Garden is. 
A very nice idea. And she’s 
out there digging it up. She 
found three of Dick Cheney’s 
hunting buddies. 
--David Letterman

In international news, the president of 
Madagascar left office after a popular ra-
dio host there rallied support against him 
and will likely take over in a special elec-
tion. And today, Rush Limbaugh said, 
“You can do that?” --Jay Leno

Former Treasury Secretary 
Henry Paulson is writing 
a book about his role in the 
Bush administration during 
the economic crisis. It’s weird, 
the book starts on Chapter 11. 
That’s odd. --Jimmy Fallon

Finally, a good day on Wall Street. Stock market went up 500 points 
today. Very exciting. Went up so high, even CNBC’s Jim Cramer 
made money. Wow! --Jay Leno

Former President  George W. Bush just signed a $7 million 
book deal, though, reportedly, he thought it was to read one. 
--Jimmy Fallon


