
Campus Poll Finds Students 
Content with Obama, 

Unsure on Afghanistan
How would you rate President Obama’s performance during his 

first month and a half in office?  ± 3.5%  N=750

Exceeded my expectations- 7.5%
Met my expectations- 80.9%

Failed to meet my expectations- 11.6%

What is your view on the current size of U.S. military 
forces in Afghanistan?  ± 4.1%  N=559

Need more troops- 24.9%
Troop size is just right- 18.6%

Need fewer troops- 37.2%
Should remove all troops- 19.3%

See page 10 for full results of 
undergraduate poll

Cornell Progressive: As many 
readers know, this is the first year 
that the Student Assembly presi-
dent and executive vice presi-
dent were elected directly by the 
student body, as opposed to by 
fellow S.A. members. With the 
new system, we saw an increase 
in turnout. Do you think this 
change made students more in-
terested in the elections process?

Rammy Salem: Without a 
doubt. These elections were 

a key turning point in the 
history of the Student Assembly. 
These Student Assembly elections 
were truly reflective of the constitu-
ency, even more so than the elec-
tions for U.S. government. Think 
about it, some students were al-
lowed to vote in this election that 
could not do so for the U.S. presi-
dential election. I believe these 
elections will make the S.A. much 
more accountable and more active.

CP: Do you think the results of 

the election would have been 
different if last year’s sys-
tem had still been in place?

RS: Probably. Allow me to take you 
behind the closed-door process that 
has occurred in the past. 17-18 in-
dividuals (depending on how many 
vacancies there were) would gather 
in a room sometime in the late af-
ternoon or early evening. The only 
non-S.A. members would be the Di-
rector of Elections and a represen-
tative of the Office of the Assem-
blies. Nominations (most of which 
are preplanned) and acceptances of 
those nominations would then be 

heard, starting with the top position 
of President and working down the 
hierarchy of the Executive Com-
mittee. Each candidate then would 
give a 3-minute speech to an audi-
ence that has already largely made 
up their mind as to who they were 
voting for before even entering the 
room…I realized first-hand that be-
ing elected under the old system for 
an executive office was more about 
the loyalties that one could manage 
to secure beforehand rather than the 
issues for which the candidate stood.

Continued on page 9
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Amid Financial Collapse, A Small 
Beacon of Progress in Iceland

By Catherine Lussenhop

 As many of us have real-
ized by now, the United States is 
not the only country currently be-
ing wracked with a recession. Since 
late January, the people of the small 
nation of Iceland have been dealing 
with a complete and total govern-
mental collapse. With only about 
300,000 residents, Iceland is a small 
country, but it has attracted a great 
deal of attention as its coalition gov-
ernment collapsed on January 26. 
 Iceland has been weather-
ing tough times since last October, 
when its primary banks collapsed 
due to massive debt. The Icelandic 
currency, the krona, quickly lost 
value, and the Icelandic government 
was forced to take out $10 billion in 
loans to prop itself up. The quality 
of life of Iceland’s residents sank, 
and many took to the streets in pro-
test. Geir Haarde, the Prime Minis-
ter, broke from his coalition with the 
Social Democratic Alliance Party 

and called for a special election in 
May, though he stated he would not 
run. The country’s commerce min-
ister also resigned, and protestors 
continued to call for the resigna-
tion of the head of the central bank.
 The government was pressed 
to find an interim leader. The Ice-
landic people were extremely dis-
satisfied with the current leaders, so 
whom could they trust? In a decision 
that seems less radical to Iceland than 
to the rest of the world, they chose 
to appoint Johanna Sigurdadottir, a 
popular Social Affairs minister and 
an open lesbian, as Prime Minister.
 The 66-year-old was joined 
in a civil ceremony with her part-
ner, Jonina Leosdottir, in 2002. 
Imagine: it was only a couple 
of months ago that our country 
elected its first black President. 
How would Americans react if a

Continued on page 9

S.A. President-Elect Promises Students Greater Voice

Rammy Salem ‘10 (above left ) and Ola Williams ‘10 (above right) won last 
week’s election for Student Assembly President and Executive Vice President. 
Both are current members of the S.A. and campaigned hard for their victory. 
Here is the Progressive’s exclusive interview with President-elect Salem. Inside this Issue

Minal Khan Predicts Drop in Obama’s Pop-
ularity Due to Worsening Economy, Page 4

Obama Ends Bush Administration’s Con-
science Rule for Health Care Workers, 
Page 5

Sam Ferenc Looks at Conservative Reac-
tions to Obama’s Economic Plans, Page 7



By JaCoB arem and eLie BiLmes

 Last week, the Central Intel-
ligence Agency (CIA) admitted that 
it destroyed nearly 100 tapes of inter-
views conducted with terror suspects, 
disregarding a judge’s ruling in 2005 
that all evidence regarding detainees at 
Guantánamo Bay must be preserved. 
The tapes were presumably destroyed 
because they contained evidence of 
water-boarding, other forms of tor-
ture, and abusive interrogation tech-
niques. While these ugly legacies of 
the Bush administration continue to 
surface, President Barack Obama has 
taken several steps to close this rep-
rehensible chapter of American his-
tory. The Bush-era “War on Terror” 
involving torture, secret CIA prisons, 
and circumventions of international 
law is, thankfully, drawing to a close.
 Just two days into his presiden-
cy, Obama signed an executive order 
aimed at closing the U.S. prison camp 
at Guantánamo Bay within a year. The 
day before, he ordered military com-
missions there to suspend prosecutions 
for 120 days as existing policy was re-
viewed. By rejecting the Bush admin-
istration’s rhetoric and policies, Obama 
is taking an important step in restoring 
the rule of law and improving the rep-
utation of the U.S. around the world.

 

Guantánamo Bay has become a symbol 
of the wrongs of the Bush Administra-
tion as hundreds of prisoners have been 
held there in legal limbo. Many were 
never charged, while others were tried 
in military commissions which used 
evidence obtained through torture. 
 Opposition to Guantánamo is 
nearly universal. The New York Times 
derided the military commissions as “a 
mockery of American justice, and ut-
terly unnecessary.” The Economist has 
described Guantánamo Bay as a “sym-
bol of legal abuse, maltreatment and 
torture” from the beginning.  Human 
rights groups have argued for years that 
suspects should be tried in U.S. federal 
courts, not military tribunals. The Eu-
ropean Union and the Organization of 
American States have also condemned 
violations of international law at Guan-
tánamo. Former Secretary of State Con-
doleezza Rice and Defense Secretary 
Robert Gates both urged President Bush 
to move detainees to the United States. 
 Obama’s decision to close the 
detention center, which includes a $1 

billion complex built by Halliburton, 
thus has the potential to restore the rep-
utation of the American government 
both at home and abroad. Figures from 
Hugo Chavez to Osama Bin Laden use 
Guantánamo to discredit the U.S. and 
advance their own causes. Protestors 
around the world seize on accounts 
of torture at Guantánamo and Abu 
Ghraib to justify anti-Americanism. 
 While the closure of the prison 
will be a step in the right direction, the 
relocation of detainees will not be an 
easy process. Obama cannot simply 
release every detainee at Guantánamo 
Bay, so his administration must cre-
ate some system for detaining a small 
number of foreign terrorism suspects. 
One option is to use the guidelines set 
forth in a bill introduced by Senator Di-
anne Feinstein (D-Calif.). This bill pro-
poses that every prisoner be charged 
and put on trial in a U.S. federal court, 
tried by an international tribunal, re-
turned to the custody of the govern-
ment of the prisoner’s homeland, held 
as a prisoner of war, or simply released. 
 Sending the detainees to their 
native countries is not an option if 
the home countries have poor human 
rights records. The U.S. has appealed 
to foreign countries to accept some 
detainees who have been released, but 
so far only Albania has accepted any.
 The trouble with trying sus-
pects in a civilian court is that there 
may not be enough legitimately-ac-
quired evidence for prosecution, yet the 
suspects may be deemed too dangerous 
to walk free. This is a problem the new 
administration will have to sort out.
 Domestic opposition to relocat-
ing Guantánamo detainees presents yet 
another obstacle. States such as Kansas 
and Indiana have passed resolutions op-
posing the move of suspected terrorists 

to federal prisons in their states. This 
stance is strange, since these prisons 
already handle the nation’s most bru-
tal and violent criminals. The Obama 
administration should work quickly to 
assuage fears that terrorists will pose 
a threat if imprisoned in the U.S. The 
“Blind Sheikh” Omar Abdel-Rahman, 
convicted of involvement in the 1993 
World Trade Center bombing, is cur-
rently imprisoned in North Carolina. 
Dozens of prisons around the United 
States have expensive maximum-se-
curity facilities and are well-equipped 
to house Guantánamo detainees.

 

It is heartening to progressives that 
Obama is issuing a clear break with 
the Bush administration on several key 
issues. Closing Guantánamo is an im-
portant and symbolic step towards re-
storing the domestic and international 
credibility of the U.S. government. 
Most importantly, it signals an end to the 
period of torture, water-boarding, hu-
man rights abuses, and the sidelining of 
international law of the last eight years. 
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Considering a Nuclear Iran
By sam Levine

 The United States’ relation-
ship with Iran is a complex, volatile 
and deeply frustrating one. This year 
marks the 30th anniversary of the 
Iranian revolution, an event seared 
into the consciousness of many older 
Americans, who vividly recall televi-
sion footage of “America Held Hos-
tage,” when 52 people were held for 
444 days by radical Islamic students 
inspired by a fundamentalist revolu-
tion in Tehran. The real roots of our 
estranged relationship with Iran date 
back more than a half-century: in 1953 
President Eisenhower ordered a coup 
d’état against Iran’s democratically 
elected leader, Mohammad Mossadeq, 
and installed Mohammad Reza Shah to 
the throne. The memory of 1953 played 
a key role during the revolution, when 
Iranians’ deep distrust and anger with 
the U.S. led to the Embassy seizure.
 Diplomatic efforts have gone 
awry over the past thirty years. “Death 
to America” is still a popular chant at 
Iranian rallies, and Iran loomed large in 
the infamous “Axis of Evil” formula-
tion by President Bush during his 2002 
State of the Union Address. Academ-
ics and pundits typically conclude that 
Iran is a dangerous, rogue state. For 
instance, Claudia Rosett, a columnist 
for the Wall Street Journal, echoed the 
standard, pessimistic line in a recent 
talk on campus: “Iran supports terrorist 

organizations, threatens the world with 
its nuclear program and has a grave 
human rights record at home.” But 
this rhetoric, while true, does not offer 
much to the larger policy discussion: 
can we engage Iran before it’s too late?
 President Obama suggested 
during the election that he might con-
sider “unconditional talks” with Iran, 
and in his first presidential press con-
ference, he reiterated a new approach: 
“My expectation is … we will be look-
ing for openings that can be created 
where we can start sitting across the 
table, face to face; of diplomatic over-
tures … to move our policy in a new 
direction.” It’s still early for Obama, 
although it may be getting late in the 
nuclear game. A military attack on 
Iran, a serious diplomatic effort or 
some mixture of sticks and carrots are 
all options that U.S. policymakers are 
considering. But how effective and 
realistic are these options? A military 
attack would have violent ripple ef-
fects throughout the region, while dip-
lomatic efforts might lead Iran to pro-
duce a nuclear weapon. It may be time 
for U.S policymakers to consider what 
was once the unthinkable, but may 
now be the inevitable: a nuclear Iran.

The Military Option

 The U.S. does not seem opti-
mistic about the success of a military 
strike against Iran. In January, David 
Sanger of The New York Times re-
ported that President Bush deflected 
a secret request by Israel for special-
ized bunker-busting bombs last year, 
and also denied an Israeli request to fly 
over Iraq to reach Iran’s major nuclear 
complex at Natanz. Top administra-
tion officials, Sanger reported, con-
vinced President Bush that any overt 
attack on Iran would probably prove 
ineffective, lead to the expulsion of in-
ternational inspectors and drive Iran’s 
nuclear effort further underground. Dr. 
Trita Parsi, President of the National 
Iranian American Council and author 
of “Treacherous Alliances: The Secret 
Dealings of Israel, Iran and the United 
States,” echoed these sentiments re-
cently at a conference at Rutgers Uni-
versity: “The capability is simply not 
there for Israel or the United States to 
knock out all of Iran’s nuclear sites. 
Which means that within a few years, 
Iran would be at the same place in its 
nuclear development and now looking 
to create a nuclear weapon for vengeful 
purposes.” A military attack might also 
lead Iran to step up efforts to arm ter-
rorist organizations it supports, such as 
Hamas and Hezbollah, destabilize U.S 
efforts in Afghanistan and Iraq and also 
launch long-range missiles into Israel 
— serious consequences that might lead 
to a protracted conflict in the region. It 
seems unlikely that the Obama adminis-
tration, already addled by a plethora of 
policy challenges, would seriously con-
sider using military force against Iran.

The Diplomatic Options

 Iago Gocheleishvili, an expert 
on Persian studies at Cornell, sug-
gests that the U.S. must be delicate in 
its approach to Iran: “There is a seri-

ous lack of trust today in Iran of U.S. 
intentions. The U.S. must first build 
up a diplomatic relationship, before 
asking Tehran to concede its nuclear 
program.” This distrust has deep-felt, 
historical precedent and was only 
heightened during the Bush adminis-
tration. In 2001, for example, James 
Dobbins — the Bush administration’s 
first envoy to Afghanistan — worked 
closely with Iranian policymakers to 
establish and secure a successor to the 
Taliban regime. “Iranian representa-
tives were particularly helpful,” Dob-
bins wrote in a 2007 Washington Post 
article. And yet, only a few months 
later, President Bush designated Iran 
as part of the “Axis of Evil,” a mes-
sage that Professor Gocheleishvili says 
sent shockwaves through Tehran: “It 
once again showed Iran that they could 

not deal with America, and that they 
were better off with a hardliner like 
Mahmoud Ahmadinejad in power.”
 Dr. Parsi offers a more nuanced 
take on negotiations with Iran: “A step-
by-step approach to negotiations has al-
most never worked in the Middle East. 
One critical problem with the Oslo Ac-
cords, for example, was that the peace 
plan simply took too long to develop.” 
A more pragmatic approach, Parsi said, 
might be in modeling the success of the 
Camp David Accords of 1979, when Is-
raeli foreign minister Moshe Dayan put 
Israel’s cards on the table at the onset 
of discussions. “We are willing to give 
you back the Sinai,” Moshe Dayan told 

Egyptian President Anwar Sadat. “Now 
let us figure out how we can do that.”
 But exactly which cards does 
the U.S have to negotiate with Iran? 
Iran’s leadership has survived under 
tough economic sanctions, and with-
out a serious threat of U.S military in-
tervention, there does not seem to be 
any real incentive for Iran to abandon 
its nuclear program. “Iran is a Shiite 
island surrounded by threatening Arab 
neighbors, a large U.S presence in Iraq, 
and Israel,” Professor Gocheleishvili 
said. “A nuclear bomb would make 
Iran a major regional player. It won’t 
be very easy for the U.S. to convince 
them to give up that power card.”
 President Bush failed to 
weaken Iran’s position; his ideologi-
cal approach shunned potential allies 
and sparked resentment in the Muslim 
world. President Obama offers a fresh 
start on diplomatic engagement, but 
one that might take years to develop 
any real momentum. The administra-
tion is expected to name Dennis Ross, a 
longtime Middle East peace negotiator, 
to a senior post handling Iran. Ross is a 
good choice, and he should signal U.S. 
willingness to compromise and pro-
vide incentives for Iranian cooperation. 
But the sad truth is this: We have failed 
to face the music on Iran’s ambition 
ever since American’s were paraded in 
blindfolds before the world some three 
decades ago. And now, as the clock 
nears midnight, the question must be 
redefined, lest we fall too far behind 
the curve again: How is the United 
States going to deal with a nuclear Iran?

Note: This column was originally pub-
lished in the Cornell Daily Sun, and is re-
printed here by permission of the author.

President Bush, in naming Iran part of the “Axis of Evil” in 2002, pushed 
Iranians to support hard-line leaders like Mahmoud Ahmadinejad.
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By minaL Khan

 President Barack Obama 
launched into his first term with the 
highest approval rating of any incom-
ing president, with an overwhelming 
three-fourths of Americans rooting 
for him. We at the Cornell Progressive 
hope Obama can sustain this level of 
support throughout his presidency. But 
there is one thing that has become in-
creasingly clear over the last several 
weeks: it will not be easy.
 Americans have steadily lost 
trust in the White House while overall 
confidence in government has eroded 
for decades. But that is only a fraction 
of the problem. There are many things 
working against Obama as he takes of-
fice. 
 Obama’s slogan of change has 
rallied millions of Americans under his 
banner. In a time when the recession 
is hitting home as many of those once 
holding jobs are now receding into pov-
erty, people are anxious for change. It 
is, perhaps, safe to say that Obama won 
the election on the promise of bring-
ing this change. But this promise that 
catapulted him to the presidency could 
eventually hurt him. 
 Americans are hopeful that 
Obama will stick to his promise and 
heal a wounded America. The prob-
lem is that Americans seem to want 
change immediately. People expect to 
have their jobs back, to have a stable 
economy, and they want U.S. troops 
to vacate Iraq. They expect all of these 

things to take place in the very near fu-
ture. People are anxiously waiting for 
Obama’s stimulus package to take ef-
fect, for necessary steps to be taken in 
the way of improving health care, and 
for efforts to be made to curb global 
warming. 
 Obama has made some very 
bold promises during his election. But 

all of them will take time. Some goals, 
like infrastructure improvements, may 
be achieved relatively quickly. But any 
policy designed to stimulate the econo-
my, whether it is the form of tax rebates 
or a fiscal package, will take at least a 
year to have effect. A complete with-
drawal of troops from Iraq may take 
far longer; it may be a decade before 
the U.S. is able to completely wash its 
hands off the mess in Iraq. Change will 
take time, but it is unclear how long 
Americans are willing to wait. Given 

that the unemployment rate is likely to 
surge over the next year, my guess is 
probably not very long. 
 Of course, no president can 
produce miracles. George W. Bush 
once remarked, “If I had a magic 
wand - but the President doesn’t have 
a magic wand. You just can’t say, ‘low 
gas.’” While Bush was mocked for this 
awkward statement, he had a point. 
Obama cannot wave away America’s 
economic problems with an offhand 
flourish. When times are tough, peo-
ple’s expectations surge. The people 
of America are no longer just hopeful 
for change. They are desperate for it. If 
the economy shows no sign of improv-
ing in Obama’s first term, people will 
likely turn against him.
 History indicates that presi-
dents are likely to be unpopular dur-
ing political upheavals and recessions. 
Bush, and by extension, McCain sure 
paid the price for the 2008 economic 
downturn. Unfortunately, this aspect 
of Bush’s legacy may roll over into 
Obama’s presidency. As Darrell M. 
West, Vice President and Director of 
Governance Studies at the Huffington 
Post points out, “It is nearly impossible 
for any elected political leader to main-

tain support when the economy is [this] 
weak.” 
 Given this monumental pres-
sure to solve problems, and the various 
time lags that are likely to be involved 
in policy making, Obama will need to 
work extremely hard to keep the Amer-
ican public happy.
 But all is not hopeless. Sure, 
the statistics, the historical evidence, 
and indeed the circumstances them-
selves are not on Obama’s side. But 
that doesn’t mean Obama’s popularity 
is doomed to fail. Obama is sure to pull 
through these turbulent times with the 

same relentless commitment he showed 
during the election. If history is any-
thing to go by, Obama is likely to suc-
ceed. Franklin Delano Roosevelt main-
tained strong electoral support even as 
the economy got worse and worse in 
the 1930s. His innovative efforts to re-
vive the economy by granting people 
public-sector jobs kept him a popular 
president. Let’s hope that Obama, like 
Roosevelt, will be able continue to 
keep Americans hopeful and looking 
forward to the future in times as wor-
risome as these.
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By vivian Cheng

 President Obama has been 
making progress since his first day in 
office to reverse President Bush’s con-
servative policies and bring America 
back to the right priorities: the econ-
omy, health care, and education. With 
bailout money dispensed to work on 
an economic recovery, Obama quickly 
moved ahead to health care. 
 On February 28, the Obama 
administration indicated its firm intent 
to undo Bush’s midnight regulation 
that allows all health care workers to 
deny patients access to or even infor-
mation about services and supplies in-
consistent with their religious or moral 
beliefs. This bold step is essential to 
improve women’s health care in Amer-
ica.
 The Department of Health and 
Human Services (HHS) gave notice to 
the White House Office of Manage-
ment and Budget on Friday, but an of-
ficial notice is expected within the next 
week. As soon as this occurs, the rule is 
up for public commenting for 30 days, 
after which the regulation may be re-
pealed or altered. 
 Bush strategically finalized the 
conscience regulation the last week 
agencies could be certain their rules 
would take effect by the conclusion of 
his administration. This rule took ef-
fect on January 20, 2009—the day of 
Obama’s inauguration.
 The “provider conscience 
regulation,” better known as “mid-

night regulation” or the “refusal rule” 
to its opponents, forbids health care 
providers funded by federal money to 
discriminate against their workers—
including not only doctors, surgeons, 
and nurses, but also pharmacists, HMO 
employees, and receptionists—for re-
fusing to participate in or to refer pro-
cedures because of “religious beliefs or 
moral convictions.” The regulation is 
mainly directed towards abortions and 
sterilization procedures, but because 
the HHS under Bush wrote the rule in 
such broad terms, it has the ability to 
block access to information about fam-
ily planning and contraception itself. 
 Under the Bush policy, a phar-
macist working at a pharmacy that 
supplies birth control can choose not to 
refill a customer’s prescription, which 
needs to be taken on a strict schedule 
to be effective. Similarly, a reception-
ist working for a doctor who performs 
abortions can refuse to schedule a po-
tential patient. The American College 
of Obstetrics and Gynecology has al-
ready reported cases where rape vic-
tims have become pregnant when their 
emergency contraception prescriptions 
were rejected by pharmacists. With-
holding birth control reduces women’s 
access to health care and may result 
in an ironically increased demand for 
abortion.
 Supporters of the regulation 
are outraged by Obama’s initiative and 
will certainly not allow the conscience 
rule to end without a fight. 
 “The move to rescind the health 

care provider conscience regulation 
imperils women’s health care access, 
threatens health care professionals’ 
freedom to practice medicine accord-
ing to ethical standards, and exposes 
the myth of moderation in Obama’s 

abortion policy,” David Stevens, CEO 
of the Christian Medical Association, 
wrote in response to the news. 
 Catholic hospitals have praised 
Stevens for making a strong argument; 
however, his argument is faulty at best. 
Abortion is sometimes the most medi-
cally sound option for a woman facing 
a dangerous pregnancy, and decreas-
ing access to it may threaten women’s 
health. The conscience regulation may 
negate state laws created to improve 
health care access. Such laws require 
insurance plans to cover contraceptives 
and hospitals to provide emergency 
contraception to rape victims. 
 In regards to threatening re-
ligious health care professionals, the 
Civil Rights Act of 1964 already pro-
tects employees from religious discrim-
ination. The Act obliges employers to 

make reasonable accommodations for 
personal religious and moral beliefs—
something hospitals have already been 
doing. Giving federal officials the pow-
er to cut federal funding for any body 
that violates these rules is an unneces-
sary scare tactic that gives religious fa-
natics something to hide behind while 
they impose their beliefs on others. 
 Attorney General Richard 
Blumenthal of Connecticut has sued in 
federal court on behalf of his state as 
well as California, New Jersey, Mas-
sachusetts, Illinois, Oregon, and Rhode 
Island. Blumenthal is challenging this 
regulation on grounds of broadness 
and conflict with existing federal and 
state laws. The Planned Parenthood 
Federation of American and American 
Civil Liberties Union (on behalf of the 
National Family Planning & Repro-
ductive Health Association) are also 
challenging the rule in court.
 Blumenthal, who previously 
referred to the regulation as a “ticking 
political time bomb” set by the Bush 
administration that will “blow apart 
women’s rights,” is committed to the 
suit until the rule is officially repealed.
 When Obama first indicated his 
objections to the regulation and Con-
gress introduced legislation to block it, 
supporters and opponents alike knew 
these initiatives could take months to 
complete. Yet, only two months later, 
the day has arrived.

Obama to End Bush’s Conscience Rule 
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By ZaChary newKirK

 On February 17, 2009, 
President Barack Obama signed 
into law the American Recovery 
and Reinvestment Act in Denver, 
Colo. Passed by wide Democratic 
majorities in Congress, this bill sig-
nals the new president’s first major 
achievement as America’s Chief 
Executive. The “Stimulus Bill” was 
a largely partisan effort, includ-
ing only three Republican votes in 
the Senate and none in the House. 
 While the legislation has 
been widely hailed as President 
Obama’s first major accomplish-
ment in office, what exactly does it 
mean for you, me, the progressive 
movement, and politics in general? 
Most immediately and significant-
ly, the stimulus package comes in 
the form of the largest tax cuts in 
American history. These cuts focus 
on the bulk of Americans, those 
in the lower and middle classes, 
as well as businesses. Taxpay-
ers will receive $400 per worker 
(or $800 per couple), while some 
businesses will “receive incentives 
to create jobs and make equip-
ment purchases more affordable.”
 The plan “not only creates 
jobs in the short-term, but spurs 
economic growth and competi-
tiveness in the long-term,” Obama 
said. Many of these jobs will be 

created in construction and man-
ufacturing--domestic sectors that 
have struggled in recent years.
 This bill aims to enhance 
our infrastructure; over $100 billion 
dollars is committed to rebuilding, 
improving and expanding our sys-
tem of roads, bridges and mass tran-
sit. The stimulus is one of the largest 
increases in funding for our national 
infrastructure system since interstate 
highways were created in the 1950s.
 “Every $1 billion the fed-
eral government commits to roads, 
bridges and other infrastructure 
helps to support some 35,000 
jobs,” Scott Horsley said optimis-
tically on National Public Radio.
In addition, the stimulus package 
lays the foundation for progres-
sive health care reform, which was 
recently added to Obama’s budget 
plan. Billions of dollars will be spent 
on Medicare and other health care 
services while billions more will go 
toward an equally crucial sector of 
the domestic economy, education. 
More immediate to us, as students, 
are plans to increase Pell Grant 
maximums by $500 and to provide 
a new higher education tax credit 
to nearly four million students. 
 The bold stimulus package 
is an expensive bill and you may 
wonder where this money is com-
ing from, and whether the plan will 
payoff in the long run. Conserva-

tives will have you believe that 
the funding is coming from you, 
the taxpayer, and that it is merely 
the largest and most monstrous of 
liberal “tax and spend” policies. 
While the package certainly does 
spend substantial money, it is not at 
the expense of the average Ameri-
can taxpayer. Rather, the lower and 
middle class taxpayer will get tax 
cuts, a far cry from the “trickle-
down” Reaganomics of another age.
 For the progressive move-
ment, the stimulus package was, at 
first, somewhat troubling. Many lib-
erals believed that President Obama 
would sweep into office with a 
bold stimulus that could be enacted 
with wide congressional majorities. 
While this has happened to some 
extent, Obama has also concerned 
himself with bipartisanship. This 
entails, at a minimum, listening and 
considering opposing viewpoints, 
a practice that had long been ban-
ished under the previous adminis-
tration. The result of these delibera-
tions is a less progressive package 
that focuses on tax cuts and may 
be a little too weak. But the current 
product is far better than nothing, 
and far better than anything that we 
experienced under the previous ad-
ministration’s economic policies. 
 The recent unveiling of 
President Obama’s $3.6 trillion bud-
get allays any fear that he is not pro-

gressive enough. To be truthful, his 
plan involves some tax-raising, but 
only on the wealthiest Americans. 
 In a couple years, Obama 
will let former President George 
W. Bush’s (oh it feels good to say 
that!) tax cuts expire, and fairness 
can finally be restored to a system 
that heavily favors our wealthi-
est citizens. These tax-cut roll-
backs will only affect couples who 
earn more than $250,000 a year, 
about 3% of American taxpayers. 
 “This is budgeting we can 
believe in,”  Nobel Laureate Paul 
Krugman stated in his New York 
Times column on February 27. 
 Such a budget would not 
have been possible without Con-
gress. We, as progressives, can 
be optimistic about our adminis-
tration’s plans for the future. Al-
though there is still much work to 
be done, and admittedly the long-
term benefits may not even be felt 
for a long time, we can be assured 
that we are in safe and responsible 
hands. While detractors like Rick 
Santelli of CNBC can whine that 
poor Americans caused the finan-
cial crisis, intelligent people can 
be comforted knowing that adults 
are back in charge of Washington.

CP 

What the Stimulus Package Means for You and Me



By minaL Khan

 On February 10 at around 
2:00 pm, witnesses on the Arts Quad 
saw a few students kick and uproot  
flags that were laid down to honor the 
lives lost in the recent Gaza conflict.
 The 1,300 or so black flags 
that were stationed around the Arts 
Quad formed part of an initiative 
taken by the Islamic Alliance for 
Justice (IAJ), a campus society that 
seeks to raise awareness about glob-
al events, and, in particular, aims to 
give a voice to Muslims. Each black 
flag represented a life of a Palestin-
ian or Israeli who died in the latest 
clash in and around Gaza. Accom-
panying the flags were signs that 
carried quotes from Amnesty In-
ternational and the United Nations. 
One such sign read, “More than 
1,300 Palestinians were killed, near-
ly one-third of them children, and 
5,500 injured during the conflict. 13 
Israelis, including 3 civilians, were 
killed.” This sign was stolen, ripped 
and destroyed by the vandals.
 Two Cornell students have 
been charged with defacing the ex-
hibit by Cornell Police. According 
to the police report, the two students 
acted individually and were not af-
filiated with any student organiza-
tion on campus. Student leaders of 

Hillel and the Cornell Israel Public 
Affairs Committee (CIPAC), a pro-
Israel group on campus, issued a 
statement which, while describing 
the exhibit as “inappropriate” and 
“misleading,” strongly condemned 
the destruction of the exhibit and 
called the vandalism “wrong.”
 The question on the minds 
of many around campus is: Why 
would some Cornell students react 
to a display of peaceful protest with 
such aggression? There are many 
possible explanations. The black 
flags were likely perceived as a 
‘pro-Palestinian’ display, possibly 
because the number of Palestin-
ian victims substantially outweighs 
the number of Israeli causalities, 
and these numbers were displayed 
with little background information. 
The fact that the protest was initi-
ated by the Islamic Alliance for 
Justice, a Muslim-run organization, 
may further have raised suspicions 
that this protest was politically bi-
ased in favor of Palestinians. One 
student even posted a thread on-
line claiming that the IAJ staged 
the black flags protest in order to 
“honor terrorists,” because the ex-
hibit did not distinguish between 
armed fighters and civilians killed 
in the conflict. Many other stu-
dents may share this assumption.

 This protest comes days af-
ter President David Skorton wrote 
a column in the Cornell Daily Sun 
encouraging an “open and active” 
debate about the Gaza conflict. The 
President of IAJ argued that this pro-
test was a way to promote the very 
constructive debate that Skorton en-

couraged. Does this act of aggres-
sion mean that some Cornell stu-
dents aren’t ready to talk about the 
Israeli-Palestinian conflict openly?
 Though only a couple stu-
dents committed this act of vandal-
ism, it may represent a burgeoning 
and widespread sentiment among 
Cornell students that there is no 
room on campus for acts of po-

litical display.  An exhibit set up 
by CIPAC on the Arts Quad re-
sponding to the IAJ display also 
encountered some acts of vandal-
ism; several signs were cut and 
one was pulled out of the ground.
 Unfortunately, there seem 
to be many on campus who seek to 
stifle political debate. One such post 
on The Cornell Daily Sun website 
read, “This kind of stuff belongs in 
front of Willard Straight, not spread 
all over campus. Who do these peo-
ple think they are?” Another stu-
dent said, “Protest is fair, but 1,300 
black flags on the Arts Quad are not 
about dialogue. Their presence con-
stitutes intimidation and does not 
belong on the campus anywhere.” 
 Do students at Cornell re-
ally feel intimidated by flags me-
morializing victims of the conflict? 
It is disappointing that there are a 
number of people in a university 
as diverse and open as Cornell that 
cannot tolerate a display of politi-
cal protest. The wreckage of these 
exhibits is a sign of ignorance and 
close-mindedness. Let’s hope future 
political protests on campus are met 
with more forbearance and restraint.
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An Act of Campus Aggression: 
Black Flags Demonstration On Arts Quad 

Protesting Gaza War Is Vandalized
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By sam FerenC

 If you read the above the 
headline and don’t immediately ask 
yourself, “Wait, what?” you may 
need to question your status as a ra-
tional thinking person. At the recent 
Conservative Political Action Con-
ference (CPAC), prominent Republi-
cans took turns explaining to cheer-
ing crowds that President Obama’s 
recently-passed stimulus plan is the 
beginning of America’s transition 
into socialism. 
 Senator Jim DeMint of South 
Carolina spoke of Obama as a ped-
dler of the dreaded s-word, calling 
him “the world’s best salesman of 
socialism” and explained that con-
servatives might need to “take to the 
streets to stop America’s slide into 
socialism.”
 Ron Paul explained the logi-
cal progression: “We’re in an at-
mosphere now where if we can ac-
cept the idea that the taxpayers can 

pay that bailout, everybody on Wall 
Street, bailout the banks and big busi-
ness, there is nothing that can’t be 
funded, nothing that can’t be appro-
priated, everything will be appropri-
ated... We’re closer to a fascist sys-
tem where the government has total 
control of our lives and our economy, 
and that is what has to be stopped.” 
 “Lenin and Stalin would love 
this stuff,” exclaimed former Arkan-

sas governor and presidential candi-
date Mike Huckabee. 
 Fear of a government-con-
trolled American market dates back 
to the Red Scare and McCarthyism, 
but it came back into the public eye 
during the 2008 presidential cam-
paign, in reference to now-President 
Obama’s supposed tax hikes. As we 
are all struggling to forget, McCain 
campaign mascot and beacon of in-
telligence Joe the Plumber began to 
refer to Obama’s plan to “spread the 
wealth around,” as “kinda a socialist 
idea.” 
 “It’s my discretion who I 
want to give my money to,” Joe ex-
plained to Fox News. Having to share 
it with others “[is] not the American 
dream.” 
 But that was just worthless 
campaign fodder. Now that the gov-
ernment is pouring billions of dollars 
into failing banks, conservatives are 
lining up to criticize President Obama 
and his socialist vision for America. 
 Hold on a second; can we take 
a moment to set something straight? 
Socialism is a theory of state in which 
private property is abolished, and the 
government has ownership of a soci-
ety’s means of production and neces-
sary commodities: the factories, the 
modes of transportation, the process-
ing of energy, and yes, the banks. It 
stands counter to capitalism, in which 
these industries are owned privately. 
 Would Lenin and Stalin look 
favorably on the Obama administra-
tion’s generous bailouts of Citibank, 
AIG, and their peers? Theoretically, 
yes, despite the anachronism and in-
herent ridiculousness of such a no-
tion. But that doesn’t mean that so-
cialism is coming to America. 
 President Obama has no in-
tention to permanently nationalize 
the private sector, or indefinitely re-
tain its connections with the govern-

ment. Despite what Rush Limbaugh 
and Ann Coulter will say, Democrats 
are not, have never been, and will 
never be interested in taking away the 
right of the individual entrepreneur 
to utilize his excellence of ambition 
to strive for success (a paraphrase of 
Limbaugh during his self-declared 
“first national address” at CPAC). 
 Our Constitution is based on 
the protection of private property, 
and although Limbaugh would have 

you believe otherwise, Democrats 
love it just as much as Republicans 
(if not more, looking at some of the 
actions of the recently-departed Bush 
administration). 
  But for all their criticisms of 
bank bailouts and homeowner res-
cues, conservatives have proposed 
no alternatives to the plans of Presi-
dent Obama and the Democratic leg-
islature. It’s one thing to critique the 
methods of a rival if you can propose 
a better strategy, but simple denun-
ciation is worthless without a better 
suggestion. Until the Republicans 
can put forward a strategy other than 
sticking to the principles that landed 
us in this economic crisis, they have 
no legitimate base on which to criti-
cize the current administration. 
 Meanwhile, are America’s 

typically right-leaning corporate ex-
ecutives boldly denying government 
intervention into their affairs based 
on their strong conservative values? 
No, of course not; they’re begging for 
bailout money like a group of twelve-
year-old girls who want to see the Jo-
nas Brothers. And of course, let’s not 
forget which administration bought 
them their first ticket. I’ll give you a 
hint: it starts with B and ends with an 
economic crisis rivaled only by the 
Great Depression. 
 As Rush Limbaugh explained 
in his “first national address,” conser-
vatives don’t just believe that liberal 
economic and social policy is flawed; 
they’re completely locked on the no-
tion that the Democrats aren’t inter-
ested in helping anyone, but rather 
are corrupt, power-hungry bureau-
crats who want to take away funda-
mental American freedoms. 
 Limbaugh seems genuinely 
afraid when he explains the problems 
with Democratic policy: “Now, this 
is not prosperity. It is not going to 
engender prosperity. It’s not going to 
create prosperity and it’s also not go-
ing to advance or promote freedom. 
It’s going to be just the opposite. 
There are going to be more controls 
over what you can and can’t do, how 
you can and can’t do it, what you can 
and can’t drive, what you can and 
can’t say, where you can and can’t 
say it. All of these things are coming 
down the pike, because it’s not about 
revenue generation to them, it’s about 
control.” 
 He starts by taking issue with 
Democratic regulation of the econ-
omy, and somehow makes it all the 
way to the loss of our Constitutional 
rights. If you can follow his logic, all 
I can do is refer you back to this ar-
ticle’s opening sentence. 

“Lenin And Stalin Would Love This Stuff”
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How Barack Obama Is Destroying American Capitalism



By LLoyd eLLman

 Corn is in everything. No 
shit, right? I presume that if you’re 
reading this then you are at least pe-
ripherally aware of the fact that al-
most everything you eat, especially 
here on campus, is loaded with corn 
syrup and other corn derivatives. I 
can’t even tell you to eat less corn 
because most likely it’s not possible, 
particularly if you’re on a meal plan. 
Instead I want to explain a little of 
the policy, the “why” of corn produc-
tion, to shed light on a problem that 
will almost certainly wind up front 
and center in the next year or two.
 It’s a little misleading to 
say that corn is grown on modern 
farms. Yes, farmers plant seeds 
and subsequently harvest produce 
from the mature plants, but that 
is largely where the resemblance 
stops. The ears of corn grown on an 
average farm in the Corn Belt are 
inedible to humans; our stomachs 
simply can’t digest the fiber. Most 
other animals can’t process them 
either, but the industrial model 
ensures that they are dead by the 
time the corn-heavy diet destroys 
them from the inside, awesome!
 What’s the point of all this? 
More corn is grown than you can 
imagine. Literally mountains of 
kernels throughout the midwestern 
United States sit idle while fac-
tories scramble to turn them into 
more manageable forms. This all 

started back in the day when the 
federal government decided to start 
encouraging farmers to produce 
more corn through a per-bushel 
payment, a drastic divergence from 
the previous efforts to reduce over-
production by paying farmers to 
allow land to remain fallow. (The 
previous policy was also far bet-
ter for the land itself, as Americans 
knew all too well from the Dust 
Bowl fiasco of the early 1930s). 
 The result of this system 
was that farmers had to constantly 
increase their corn production in 
order to maintain reasonable profit 
margins. Many innovations in crop 
management arose in response to the 
new production goals, particularly 
new pesticides and fertilizers, dra-
matic monoculture, and genetically 
modified corn capable of growing 
in extremely cramped living condi-
tions. The corn itself disappeared 
in the subsequent years and was re-
placed by today’s definition, a raw 
material for industrial processes.
 The inland United States has 
a firm grasp on the world corn mar-
ket, producing nearly half of the to-
tal global corn yield and more than 
twice as much as second-place Chi-
na. In all, our nation’s annual take 
is around twelve billion bushels, a 
staggering statistic and certainly 
more corn than the country needs. 
But the subsidies continue and farm-
ers must pinch pennies and further 
increase the density of their crops.

 Where does all this corn 
go? Most of it feeds industrial 
animals, such as cows, pigs, and 
chickens, who must be pumped 
full of antibiotics so that the corn 
doesn’t kill them prematurely. The 
rest of the corn is largely split be-
tween corn syrup (and other simi-
lar refined goods) and biofuels.
 Certainly you know that 
corn syrup is bad for you: lots of 
calories, less healthy than cane sug-

ar, in virtually every processed food. 
Ethanol seems the obvious place 
to dispose of our bulging reserves. 
From the government’s standpoint 
ethanol is great. Not only is it a chic 
biofuel that reduces our dependence 
on foreign oil, it takes advantage 
of our embarrassing and obscene 
overproduction. Seems great, but 
many experts agree that ethanol is 
as bad or worse for the environ-
ment than gas since it produces 
comparable levels of atmospheric 
pollutants and requires high input 

costs, and is only a stop gap for a 
long-term alternative energy need. 
 President Obama has recent-
ly called for an end to corn subsi-
dies, as did several presidents before 
him, but the agribusiness lobbies 
are among the most powerful in the 
country. Besides, many lawmakers 
in the corn-growing regions of the 
country will vehemently oppose 
any action taken against the cur-
rent financial production incentives. 
 The corn industry (and this 
applies to other crops as well, but 
corn most notably) can be boiled 
down to a few intensely wealthy 
and disturbingly powerful agricul-
tural behemoths. These companies 
breed and monopolize the seeds, 
engineer pesticides, and gener-
ally control the market with an 
iron fist stronger than anyone who 
might oppose them. In many cases 
small, local farms (future article) 
often find themselves shadowed ir-
reversibly by giant farming institu-
tions and must succumb to the in-
dustrial model or risk bankruptcy.
 It’s tough for you or I to 
influence such an immense issue, 
but not impossible. It is my hope 
and possibly the only solution to 
this dilemma that an informed pub-
lic might be able to make smarter 
buying decisions and slowly sway 
the country away from corn mania 
and towards a renewable future. 
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The U.S. produces nearly half of the world’s corn, but our government still subsidizes corn growers. 

A Nation of Cornivores: 
How America Became Addicted to Corn
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Continued from page 1

lesbian was appointed to high of-
fice? The Icelanders, to their cred-
it, haven’t given it much thought. 
 “I don’t think her sexual ori-
entation matters. Our voters are pretty 
liberal, they don’t care about any of 
that,” Skuli Helgeson, general secre-
tary of Sigurdadottir’s Social Dem-
ocratic Alliance, told BBC News.
 LGBT groups all over Eu-
rope are heralding the appoint-

ment. Silvia Jaen of the Spanish 
Federation of Gays, Lesbians, 
Transsexuals, and Bisexuals, said, 
“It’s not only a victory for lesbi-
ans, it’s a victory for women. Ac-
tually, make that a victory for all!”
 Reading the reactions from 

other European countries only high-
lights how far behind the curve the 
United States is. Jaen told the BBC, 
“These days, homosexuality gives 
you neither an advantage nor a dis-
advantage in politics. There was a 
time when you would have received 
a lot of extra press coverage for be-
ing gay - these days it’s a footnote.” 
 Similarly, Matthew Parris, 
a former Member of Parliament 
in Britain, says he was worried to 
come out but was accepted when 
he finally did. He was optimistic 
about a gay politician’s chances for 
success in Britain. Even in East-
ern Europe, where the atmosphere 
is comparatively less progressive, 
things are improving. Juris Lavrak-
ovs of the International Lesbian and 
Gay Association, told the BBC, “In 
Latvia, where I’m from, some of 
the political parties are approaching 
gay, lesbian and transgender groups 
and talking to them about including 
gay candidates in their party lists.”
 Sigurdadottir is not only 
tolerated in Iceland; she is actu-
ally quite popular. While Prime 
Minister Haarde was being pelted 
with eggs, she saw her popular-
ity rise. Some observers question 

whether her party will have the 
votes it needs to remain in power 
after the May elections, but the 
achievement of being the world’s 
first openly gay leader still stands.
 It seems astonishing that 
the United States can call itself the 
greatest country in the world when 
it seems highly unlikely that Sig-
urdadottir’s story could have taken 
place here. We like to pat ourselves 
on the back and imagine that any-
thing is possible in America, but for 

many people that simply isn’t true. 
We should be following the lead of 
Europe’s progressive countries and 
stop clinging to age-old prejudices. 
Sigurdadottir was chosen to lead Ice-
land because she is a dependable and 
trustworthy government official, and 
we all hope her competence proves 
helpful for the struggling country.

World’s First Openly Gay Leader Takes 
Charge of Iceland Amidst Financial Meltdown

Johanna Sigurdadottir is the world’s first openly gay leader of a country.

How would Americans 
react if a lesbian was 

appointed to high 
office? The Icelanders, 
to their credit, haven’t 
given it much thought.
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CP: What do you believe to be 
the most significant challenge fac-
ing the S.A. in the coming year?

RS: Getting the Cornell Administra-
tion to financially commit to initia-
tives that we want enacted. It is true 
that Cornell is not immune to na-
tional trends of decreased economic 
growth. However, education is one 
of the few sectors that are holding 
up fairly well in this recession…
Our main challenge is not letting the 
state of the economy become the go-
to excuse of administrators anytime 
we ask for something to be done. 

CP: You were one of the few S.A. 
members to vote against the reso-
lution establishing a moratorium 
on the formation of new student 
groups. What has been done to 
address the SAFC situation since 
then, and do you expect the mor-
atorium to be lifted by the fall?

RS: Yes I was, but unfortunately 
my views were not shared by the 
majority of S.A. members. I would 
like point out that the very wording 
of the resolution stipulates that the 
moratorium will be lifted on June 
1st of this year…Since the morato-
rium’s establishment, a Registered 

Student Organization Task Force 
has been created and has met a few 
times so far to discuss how to re-
vamp the registration and funding 
of new student groups, and to see if 
they can find a way to consolidate 
groups with overlapping purposes.

CP: You and Ola had the most 
interesting platform idea of any 
candidate. You propose that if a 
student attends three consecutive 
S.A. meetings, s/he will be given 
full voting privileges for the re-
mainder of the semester. Are you 
concerned that certain interest 
groups might use this provision 
to pack the Memorial Room with 
their supporters and push through 
resolutions that might be opposed 
by a majority of the S.A. and a ma-
jority of the students on campus?

RS: To be honest, this is the main 
concern that people have expressed 

about our idea. However, the way 
I see it, if people are willing to 
make the commitment to come to 
the meetings, then their opinions 
should take precedence. And if oth-
ers disagree, the door to the Me-
morial Room will always be open 
every Thursday at 4:45PM for them 
to come for themselves and express 
their dissent…What this election 
demonstrated is that students want 
more input in the decisions, and as 
a matter of principle, I’m planning 
to present my proposition as I stated 
in the platform within the coming 
weeks. This will give current mem-
bers of the Assembly an opportu-
nity to discuss this idea, and put 
their input as to how they see this 
proposal working most effectively. 

CP: After the tragic death of a 
Cornell student last summer, 
the university erected a fence 
around part of Fall Creek gorge 

to prevent students from access-
ing that area. While swimming 
in the gorges is technically pro-
hibited by city statute, the uni-
versity might soon make this of-
fense punishable by the Judicial 
Administrator (JA). Do you be-
lieve that the university should 
take steps to limit students’ access 
to the gorges, or should it rely 
more on Carl Becker’s mantra of 
“freedom with responsibility”?

RS: I think it is clear to everyone, 
including the administration, that 
erecting a physical barrier around 
the gorge will not be the solution 
because if people want to swim in 
the gorge, they will find a way to 
do so…A formal gorge safety com-
ponent [to Freshman Orientation] 
along with maybe a video testi-
monial to supplement the “manda-
tory” alcohol education course, and 
the promotion of alternatives to 
the gorges, such as providing free 
shuttles to the state parks, would 
go a long way. In the meantime, we 
can devise plans to reengineer the 
most dangerous parts of the gorges, 
and have increased enforcement in 
those areas…It should be a combi-
nation of both limiting access and 
educating students to not attempt 
this dangerous activity on their own. 

CP

Salem Optimistic About Accomplishing 
Objectives Despite Financial Crisis

Election Results
SA At Large Executive Slate

    Rammy Salem and Olamide Williams (884)
    Chris Basil and Nikki Junewicz (790)

    Andrew Brokman and Andy Gindy (645)
    Scott Purdy and Emlyn Diakow (446)

    Murtza Fire Manzur and Jon Dobrin (345)
    Tony Miller and Emily Cusick (297)

    Jeff Rehberger and Ruslan Gudnyy (234)
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Which political party do you affiliate with? ± 3.4% N=777
Democratic- 52.3%
Republican- 13.0%

None (Independent)- 32.0%

Other- 2.7%

Thinking ahead to the 2012 Presidential election, who would you 
vote for as the next Republican nominee for President (Republicans 

only)? ± 9.9% N=98
Mitt Romney- 35.7%

Mike Huckabee- 22.4%
Ron Paul- 11.2%

Other- 30.7%

In your mind, what will the state of the economy be like in 6 months, 
as compared to today’s state? ± 3.5% N=750

Better- 38.9%
About the same- 34.5%

Worse- 26.6%

What is your view on the current size of the U.S. military force 
in Iraq? ± 3.8% N=633

Need more troops- 5.4%
Troop size is just right- 12.6%

Need fewer troops- 51.0%

Should remove all troops- 31.0%

How will you spend the majority of Spring Break? ±3.5% N=748

At Home- 46.0%
Vacation in a warm area- 22.9%

Stay at Cornell- 11.2%
Vacation in a cold area- 9.2%

Other- 10.7%

Did the current economic crisis affect your plans for Spring Break? ± 
3.5% N=748

Yes- 17.0%

No- 83.0%

If you could restart freshman year, which dorm would be your first 
choice to live in? ± 3.5% N=748

Mary Donlon Hall- 17.8%
Court-Kay-Bauer Hall- 17.5%

Mews Hall- 14.3%
Clara Dickson Hall- 11.5%

Balch Hall- 8.7%
Townhouse Community- 7.5%

Other- 22.7%

Is the dorm stated above the one that you live/ lived in? 
± 3.5% N=748

Yes- 47.5%
No- 41.4%

N/A (Transfers)- 11.1%

Should Milstein Hall (AAP Building) be built during the pause in 
new campus construction? ± 3.5% N=744

Yes- 36.9%
No- 33.1%

No Idea- 30.0%

Do you approve or disapprove of the job that President David Skor-
ton is doing at Cornell? ± 3.5% N=734

Approve- 88.8%
Disapprove- 11.2%

Name one major change to life at Cornell that the newly elected 
Student Assembly President and EVP should help to bring about.

(Numbers represent tallies of 481 responses)

Free Bus Pass- 51

Better Financial Aid/ Lower Tuition- 17

Improve the Housing Selection Process- 17

Free Gym Membership- 16

Better Use of Funds for Student Groups- 16

Lower Cornell Dining Prices- 13

Increase Sustainability- 12

Notable Responses:
“I would like to see a change in the financial aid program, as my family gets 

almost no financial aid and my parents are having trouble paying for college for 
both me and my brother (over $85,000 a year).”

“Publicize poor teachers and get them removed to keep tuition from rising.”

“I don’t believe S.A. can make major changes.”

“Take ‘Cornell’ out of the Cornell Review.”

“An escalator up libe slope.”

Skorton’s Approval Rating Drops to 89 Percent
By miKe goLdstein

 About 3,000 Cornell under-
graduates were randomly selected 
from the entire Cornell under-
graduate population and asked to 
complete this short poll including 
questions about some current event 
issues and aspects of life at Cornell. 
By increasing the amount of e-mails 
sent by about 50%, we shattered our 
record number of responses with a 
total of 777 students. As a result, 
this poll has smaller margins of er-
ror than The Cornell Progressive has 
ever seen, allowing us to observe in-
teresting information about Cornell 
students’ opinions and experiences. 
Be sure to note the margins of er-
ror for each question; they represent 
the range that a statistician would 
conclude, with 95% confidence, in-

cludes the actual percentage of all 
Cornell undergrads who would se-
lect that answer. All responses were 
submitted from March 5-8.
 One topic that is clearly at 
the front of people’s minds is the 
current economic crisis. But even 
as the situation continues to worsen, 
Cornell students find a way to keep 
up their optimism. When asked 
what the economy will look like in 
6 months, a surprisingly low 26.6% 
think that we will be in a worse po-
sition than we are today. 
 While nearly three quarters 
of students are optimistic of the fu-
ture economic state, a large portion 
of students sadly had to face the 
harsh realities of changing spring 
break plans due to financial reasons. 
When asked if the economic crisis 
affected spring break plans, 17% 

of Cornell undergrads, or nearly 
1 out of 5, reported a change for 
the worse. Whether it be not hav-
ing enough money to return home 
to see family, or not going on that 
long-anticipated trip to the Carib-
bean with friends, or staying home 
to search for job openings in an 
ultra-competitive job search envi-
ronment, the economy is wreaking 
havoc on the lives of our students.
 Another interesting set of 
questions dealt with people’s opin-
ions on the amount of military force 
in Iraq and Afghanistan. The results 
for Iraq were not surprising, given 
the liberal views of many Cornell 
students, with 82% supporting less 
troops in Iraq. But the results for 
Afghanistan are far more interest-
ing. Despite the views of most po-
litical experts, more than half of 

Cornell’s undergraduates, 56% to 
be precise, favor less troops in Af-
ghanistan. This number is also sur-
prising given President Obama’s 
support for more troops there, both 
while campaigning and as president. 
It is unclear how much of this 56% 
is uninformed about the issue, and 
how much is just very pacifistic.
 Overall, we at The Cornell 
Progressive are once again very 
pleased with the participation that 
we received in the poll, and we 
would like to personally thank all 
those students who participated. 
Congratulations to Chrissy Carino 
‘09, the winner of a gift card to Tar-
get for participating. And stay tuned 
for more undergraduate polls in up-
coming issues of The Cornell Pro-
gressive.
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By Catherine Lussenhop

 
 In 2008, Americans found 
hope in a young, charismatic sena-
tor from Illinois. But the Republi-
cans have seen our Barack Obama 
and raised us one Bobby Jindal. 
Jindal is the current governor of 
Louisiana. He’s 39, popular, and 
he’s even Indian, so we can set to 
rest our suspicions about racism in 
the Republican Party! It doesn’t ex-
ist! So when Barack Obama gave 
his first address to a joint session 
of Congress on February 24, Jindal 
was tapped for the official rebuttal. 
 Sauntering a bit awkwardly 
into a room decked out with flags 
in the Governor’s Mansion, Jin-
dal blandly drawled, “Good eve-
ning, and Happy Mardi Gras.” 
 It only got more exciting. 
Jindal repeated, in an increasingly 
patronizing tone, his favorite idea: 
that the American people can do any-
thing. He rightly criticized the Re-
publican Party for losing the trust of 
most Americans, but his criticisms 

of Obama’s spending plan fell short.
 First, he criticized an ear-
mark in the bill to spend $8 billion 
on high-speed rail projects, and 
mentioned a proposal for a train 

from Las Vegas to Disneyland, or 
from Disneyland to the Moonlight 
Bunny Ranch (the story changed 
a couple of times). One problem, 
though, is that no such proposal 
was in the stimulus bill. CNN made 
it pretty clear when, over footage of 
twirling teacups, a reporter intoned, 
“There is no train to Disneyland. 
Again, no train to Disneyland.”
 Jindal showed everyone what 
he really thought of that $8 billion 
when a New Orleans news site re-
ported that Louisiana’s Department 

of Transportation plans to request 
federal stimulus dollars for rail ser-
vice, drawing on the pool of money 
that Jindal criticized as wasteful. 
 Jindal was dealt another 
blow when he was caught doing 
a little embellishing. In his high-
profile response, he told a story 
about visiting a local sheriff during 
Hurricane Katrina. According to 
Jindal, Sheriff Harry Lee had been 
trying to mobilize civilians to use 
their personal boats for rescue ef-
forts, but government bureaucrats 

wouldn’t let the boats out with-
out proper insurance and registra-
tion paperwork. The Sheriff an-
grily shouted that the bureaucrats 
could come arrest him, and Jindal 
put his foot down and added that 
they could come arrest him, too.
 Oh, but actually, it wasn’t 
during the storm while the boats 
were trying to go out, it was a few 
days later. Oh and wait, Jindal wasn’t 
actually there, he heard Lee on the 
phone a few days later talking about 

a decision that had already been 
made. Jindal just decided to do a 
little creative rearranging and insert 
himself where he hadn’t actually 
been. But it made a good story, right?
 Even Republicans and the 
attack dogs at Fox News were unen-
thusiastic. “Simplistic, almost child-
ish,” said Juan Williams of Fox News. 
“The speech read a lot better 
than it sounded,” said Fox’s Brit 
Hume. “This was not Bobby Jin-
dal’s greatest oratorical moment.”
 If Jindal is the last, best 
hope of the Republican Party, 
maybe progressives shouldn’t 
get too worried about 2012.

CP

Hype Surrounding Bobby Jindal Falls Short

Even Republicans 
and the attack dogs 
at Fox News were 

unenthusiastic

Louisiana Governor Bobby Jindal displayed none of the 
rhetorical prowess of the man whose speech he responded to. 

Jindal rightly criticized 
the Republican Party 

for losing the trust 
of most Americans, 
but his criticisms of 

Obama’s spending plan 
fell short.
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Well, he’s had quite an 
opening. Been a month 
in office -- he signed the 
stimulus bill, he closed 
Guantanamo Bay, or-
dered the planning of our 
withdrawing from Iraq 
-- it’s like he’s spraying 
the country with a giant 
can of “Bush Be-Gone.” 
--Bill Maher

George W. Bush is doing pretty 
well for a retiree. Our former 
president will hit the lecture 
circuit next month for a report-
ed $150,000 per speech. It’s 
$150,000 for the speech and an 
extra 25 grand if you want to 
throw shoes at him. $150,000 
seems like a lot to pay to hear 
someone who can’t speak give 
a speech. --Jimmy Kimmel

A new study says 
that the bad econ-
omy can lower 
testosterone levels 
in men. Scientists 
say at this rate, by 
the end of the de-
cade,  Ann Coulter 
could be a woman! 
--Craig Ferguson

On Friday, the Senate agreed to an economic 
stimulus package of at least $780 billion, which I 
know sounds like a lot of money, but, remember, 
that’s in American dollars. --Seth Meyers

The Republican Party said it would donate Sarah Palin’s $150,000 wardrobe to a needy 
cause. That’s nice, that’s nice. They looked around. It turns out the neediest cause is the 
Republican Party. --Jimmy Fallon

Actually, this past weekend, the Conser-
vative Political Action Conference picked 
Mitt Romney over Sarah Palin in their 
straw poll to be the next presidential can-
didate. Yeah. Well, it’s kind of interesting. 
I mean, one is just a pretty face, obsessed 
with makeup and hair. And the other, of 
course, is the governor of Alaska. 
--Jay Leno

John McCain’s in the news. This 
week, Sen. John McCain sent out 
an e-mail to his supporters an-
nouncing that he’s running for re-
election in 2010. Yeah. Isn’t that in-
credible? John McCain knows how 
to use e-mail. --Conan O’Brien


