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A string of suicide bombs have recently devastated Iraq, killing dozens of civilians.  Here, a US
soldier carries an injured girl after a car blast in Mosul on May 2nd.  (AP)

very May, Cornell seniors reflect on their undergraduate years at our beloved
university and shed tears for the friends they will miss and the faces they may
soon forget. It’s a time to make commitment to keeping in touch with all those

who have kept you sane through long Cornell semesters.
There are some faces, some names, some voices, and some people that we will

forget forever. It’s a sad story when it happens among college friends. When it happens
with entire peoples, it is a tragedy. That is exactly what is happening today between the
United States and the people of Darfur, victims over the past two years of what Colin
Powell, President Bush and Congress had unflinchingly described as genocide. ‘Had
described’, I write, because the face of American involvement in stopping genocide in
Sudan has taken a turn for the far worse. ‘Constructive engagement’, the mainstay of an
amoral Reagan administration as it dealt with apartheid state of South Africa, has reared
its ugly head once more, but this time, the people disappearing from the radar of our
foreign policy aren’t just being oppressed – they’re being exterminated.

Despite what you may have read about the crisis in the western Sudanese region of
Darfur, the genocide of so-called African groups perpetrated by the government of
Sudan in Khartoum isn’t just ongoing; it’s in full swing. The great tragedy is that with
400,000 dead and millions internally displaced, Khartoum is winning, and no one is

ttacking our judicial branch of government will soon be the favorite Republican Party
pastime, second only to deficit spending and unbalanced budgets.  The issue of so-
called ‘liberal’ justices legislating from the bench has become so entrenched in the

minds of conservatives that one can barely turn on a news channel today without hearing about
filibusters, separation of powers, or Terri Schiavo.  I myself, being an extremely moderate Demo-
crat, am appalled at the apparent partisanship taking place in Washington over judicial nomina-
tions, Republican power grabs, and assaults on Senate tradition.

The first issue stems from blocked judicial nominees. The Senate has confirmed more
Circuit Court judges during Bush’s tenure than in either Clinton or Reagan’s first terms.  The
level of vacancies at the federal level has been at its lowest since Reagan’s administration, and
yet Republicans would have the public believe that ‘everyone deserves an up or down vote.’
Republicans in fact used the filibuster technique to block about sixty judicial nominees during
the Clinton administration, many of whom were circuit court nominees. Nominated justices do
not deserve a vote if the Senate can not resolve internal debate that led to the original ten
filibusters.  Many of these nominees were opposed by their local state senators while others are
thought to impose personal views in place of adherence to the written law.  Sound like legislating
from the bench?  Ironically, the types of judges that Republicans have been campaigning
against for misusing their constitutional powers are the same types of judges they are more than
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BY LOUIS WASSER

ill Frist, Republican Senator from Tennessee and the
Senate Majority Leader, declared religious war on the
American Constitutional system of government a

couple of Sundays ago.  Those who haven't been paying
close attention may have missed Dr. Frist’s appearance in
churches and on Christian television stations in homes across
the nation on Sunday, April 24th to urge Christians across
the nation to support him and the Republican Party in their
effort to destroy one of the most vital mechanisms the Senate
has to offer for protecting the minority from the tyranny of
the majority: the filibuster.

In case you’re not clear on what this means, essentially
the leader of the Republican Party in the Senate further blurred
the line between politics and religion to appear in a telecast
which labeled Democrats as ‘against people of the faith’ to
appeal to Christians to support his effort to degrade the
integrity of the United States Senate.  His reason?  Democrats
have threatened to filibuster (delay voting on indefinitely) a
number of President Bush’s judicial nominations.

In his appearance, Dr. Frist explained his desire to have a
straight vote on the nominees, saying, ‘Only in the United

See Nuclear Option, page 12
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Roe of Roe v. Wade Speaks at Cornell
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Ithaca, NY- On Thursday, April 21st,
Norma  McCorvey, better known as Jane
Roe from the landmark case Roe v. Wade,
which led to the legalization of abortion
in 1973, spoke in Statler Auditorium.  In
a speech that was largely rambling and
without organization, she briefly touched
on her upbringing and her role in the case,
her experiences working in abortion
clinics, and finally, her conversion to
Catholicism in 1995 and her work since
then.

She described herself in 1969, when
she signed on as plaintiff in the case to
overturn Texas statutes against abortion,
as a ‘hippie’ and an alcoholic.  She
characterized Sarah Weddington and Linda

Coffee, the lawyers who argued the case,
as condescending and while maintaining
that her own involvement was minimal,
with her barely showing up to testify.

In dealing with her own experiences
working in abortion clinics, she did not
go into much detail.  She stated that she
frequently attempted suicide and was lost
and depressed.  She maintained that she
was an alcoholic; however, her
description was inconsistent, as she
claimed that she has been sober for fifteen
years, while nonetheless mentioning how
in 1995 she was still a heavy drinker.

In 1995, the year that she converted
to Catholicism, she mentioned one
specific incident with pro-life protestors.
Having been informed that protestors
from 'Operation Rescue' had showed up

Discusses Changed Views on Abortion, Role in Landmark Case
at the abortion clinic where
she worked, she went over to
attempt to prevent trouble.
She ultimately negotiated with
them that, in return for not
harrying patients, she would
give them three minutes to talk
with each patient.  She stated
that this resulted in 65% of
patients changing their minds.

At the end of her talk,
McCorvey answered
questions on a variety of
topics, from the reasons for
her conversion to her views
on contraception, all in a
similarly disorganized fashion.

Norma McCorvey, formerly known as Jane Roe of the
landmark Supreme Court case of the same name,
appeared at the Statler on April 21 to discuss, albeit
in a confusing and disorganized manner, her
experiences regarding abortion and her switch in
opinion from pro-choice to pro-life.

Prof. Sanders Discusses How Abortion
Lost the Democrats the Election

Ithaca, NY - On Wednesday, April 27th, Prof.
Elizabeth Sanders, of the Cornell Government
Department, spoke at a Cornell Democrats
meeting outlining reasons why John Kerry
lost the 2004 presidential election. She noted
four possibilities: Kerry said he still would have
voted for the war in Iraq, Kerry and Edwards
both rushed back to the Senate to vote against
the partial birth abortion ban and the Lacy
Peterson Act, Kerry took a strong pro-stem
cell research stance, and Kerry pledged to pro-
tect the decision made in Roe v. Wade by only
nominating Supreme Court justices who would
support it. According to Sanders, the last of
the four was the biggest factor in Democrat
losses and signifies a growing problem within
the party that will make it difficult for Demo-
crats to win future elections.

Professor Sanders addressed the prob-
lem of inconsistency in the Democratic plat-
form. She said that the Democratic Party his-
torically has been the party dedicated to pro-
tecting the weak, as seen in its stances on the
death penalty, war, and gun control, and that
strongly supporting Roe v. Wade seems to
contradict that. In addition, Sanders discussed
the strong hold groups like NOW and NARAL
have over the Democratic Party, stressing that
these groups are not in touch with how most
women feel. Because Democratic candidates
must pass a litmus test of supporting Roe with-
out qualification, the party is losing its tradi-
tional base in the Catholic community as well

as with lower class constituencies. Sanders
also noted that the two parties are very similar
on economic issues and on foreign policy is-
sues. The only clear distinctions between
Democrats and Republicans are on social is-
sues like abortion.

Sanders not only suggested a return to
Democratic platforms based on populism, but
also advocated breaking ties with special in-
terest groups that support abortion. Accord-
ing to Sanders, 'party officials thought
broadly, but now special interests control the
agenda.' She explained that this is a problem
because comprehensive platforms that appeal
to lower and middle class voters are not being
put together. Rather, special interest groups
are pushing their own, often controversial,
agenda that serves to alienate voters.

Although acknowledging that Republi-
cans are out of touch with mainstream Ameri-
can voters on some issues, Sanders explained
that these issues are not as 'hot button' as the
issue of abortion. She cited a statistic that
only 37% of Americans believe that abortions
should be available until the age of viability at
six months, and also noted that this US policy
differs from a traditionally more liberal coun-
try like Sweden where abortion is only allowed
up until three months. Sanders explained that
because of this public sentiment, especially
in Midwestern swing states, the Democratic
Party will have difficulty winning future elec-
tions if abortion special interests continue to
dominate the party's platform.

Dr. Gro Brundtland, Former WHO
Director-General, Norway PM, Visits
Links Health, Poverty, Gender Equality,
Environmental Sustainability

Ithaca, NY-  On Thursday, April 28th, Dr. Gro
Harlem Brundtland delivered the seventh an-
nual Jill and Ken Iscol Distinguished Envi-
ronmental Lecture, entitled 'The Global Sig-
nificance of Sustainable Development'.  Speak-
ing before a packed crowd in Kennedy Audi-
torium, she spoke broadly about her early ex-
periences, the intimate links between the ma-
jor challenges faced by the world today, and
our successes and failures in rising to them.

She related how her upbringing, in a left-
wing family, her father a cabinet minister and
herself enrolled in the youth organization of
Norway’s Labour Party, had left her with a
sense of justice and principles and an interna-
tional perspective.  Her later work at Harvard
further broadened her perspective.  Active in
Norwegian government, she served as Min-
ister of the Environment before serving as
Prime Minister for a total of
ten years between 1980 and
1996.  Between 1985 and 1987,
she chaired the World Com-
mission on Environment and
Development that produced
the landmark report Our Com-
mon Future, which was the
first report to link environmen-
tal degradation with poverty
and to highlight the need for
environmental sustainability.

On the successes and
failures of health, she high-
lighted the global response to
the SARS epidemic as an ex-
ample of global health at its
finest.  The rapid response
and free sharing of informa-
tion among scientists and
governments prevented the
disease from becoming a per-
manent feature of the landscape of world
health problems.  Nonetheless, much of the
response, she pointed out, was the result that

this disease was capable of specifically threat-
ening Western nations.  Diseases that remain
endemic in developing nations and that claim
many more lives every year remain serious
problems without serious support from West-
ern governments to eliminate them.  Disease
and environmental degradation, and their as-
sociation with poverty, is a serious threat not
only to global health and well being, but to
international security.

Illustrating these links, she pointed out
the costs that are imposed on developing
countries by the burden of disease, including
malaria, tuberculosis, and measles.  HIV/AIDS,
also a serious burden for developing nations,
also illustrates gender inequality due to higher
infection rates among women than men, par-
ticularly in Sub-Saharan Africa.  Poverty leads
to desperate farmers trying to maximize pro-
duction, which in turn destroys the environ-
ment.  This environmental degradation ag-

gravates both health
and development
problems.  Overgraz-
ing creates deserts
that produce nothing,
poor farming tech-
niques destroys soils
that cannot support
further crops.

To defeat all of
these, she promoted
the Millennium De-
velopment Goals,
eight goals agreed
upon at the Millen-
nium UN Summit in
2000, which aim to de-
feat poverty, improve
health, speed devel-
opment, and protect
the environment.  In
the face of the vast

array of interconnected threats we face, only
such a comprehensive approach could suc-
ceed for us all.

Dr. Gro Harlem Brundtland
(Source: http://interaktiv.vg.no/)
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Libertarian Pie
Jonathon Kron ‘05 pies Libertarian Ryan Juliano ‘06 during a Social
Security debate against Democrat Mitch Fagen ‘07, right.  The debate was
sponsored by the CPC.   ‘The libertarian asshole had it coming,’ Kron said.
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Tempers Flare as Students, Faculty, Community
Rally Against Proposed New Parking Lot

Destruction of Historic Park Causes Controversy

Ithaca, NY- Historic Redbud Woods has been
the subject of much controversy on campus
for the past two weeks.  A coalition of stu-
dents, faculty, and community members have
been taking action against plans to develop
the open space and turn it into a parking lot.
Located near West Campus, the land was
owned by famous local conservationist Rob-
ert Treeman and became Cornell property fol-
lowing Mr. Treeman’s death.  His will requested
that it be left 'to nature,
as the best gardener.’
It was indeed left to
that and was also des-
ignated a historic site.
It is also one of the few
pieces of green space
in its vicinity.  Cornell
spent the past three
years fighting legal
battles all the way to
Albany to overturn
this designation, suc-
ceeded in 2003.

Students demon-
strated in front of Day
Hall beginning on
Tuesday, April 26th.
Two students also

chained themselves to a tree in front of Day
Hall in protest.  On the morning of Thursday
the 28th, eight students locked themselves
into Lehman’s office in Day Hall while he was
out in order to draw attention to the issue.
Later that day, students and faculty protested
in Ho Plaza, the demonstration moving to and
inside Day Hall in support of the eight locked
in Lehman’s office.  Protestors sang the alma
mater as they waved signs against the plans
for construction.  The eight students locked
in the office were subsequently arrested that

evening by police and will be JAed by the
university.

The controversy surrounding the con-
struction plans raises not only environmental
concerns.  Much of the Ithaca community is
up in arms at Cornell over the proposed con-
struction, as the park, being close to the edge
of campus, is frequented by many Ithacans.
The high-handed way the plans were made,
without consultation with the community and
over the objections of the city government,
many faculty, as well as the Student Assem-

Do you, as Joni Mitchell said, ‘Pave paradise and put up a parking lot?’ (SNRC)

bly, has also angered many people.  Further-
more, many see the plans as contrary to Presi-
dent Lehman’s stated commitment to
sustainability.

Tempers continue to flare surrounding
the proposed parking lot, but with construc-
tion set to begin this summer, the situation
may be resolved, one way or another, in the
near future.

Special thanks to Olga Novozhilova for
additional information on the protests.

Class Council Elections Challenge

On April 21st, Lauren Mikesell '08 asked the
Student Assembly to pass Resolution 24,
expressing disagreement with a decision of
the Class Council Election Committee.
Allegedly disqualified for false advertising,
Mikesell beat her opponent by 60 votes but,
at the moment, will be unable to take the
position of class secretary without a reversal
of the challenge against her.  An indignant
Elections Committee, the only ones with the
actual power to overturn the challenge
against Mikesell, attended briefly, having to
leave quickly after the meeting began.

Among four challenges originally
upheld in the Class Council elections, only
one was not overturned after review by the
ombudsman.  The challenge held that
Mikesell's quarter card, which indicated that
she would ‘work to lower gym membership
rates’ and revamp meal plans, had misled
voters enough to sway the election in
Mikesell's favor.  Mikesell claims that she
never even gave out 60 quarter cards with
these lines.

The Class Council rules do not contain
any reference to false advertising as grounds
for disqualification, though the Election
Committee says that they sent out a
supplementary e-mail notifying candidates
of this.  Much like the Student Assembly
Election Committee, it is the obligation of
the Class Council Committee to determine
whether or not the offense caused a swing
in the election leading to a candidate's
victory.

Of the four challenges originally upheld,
two were running for the same position, so

the winner was chosen by the most votes,
and the third which was overturned did not
win the vote anyway, so Mikesell's is the
only case where the challenges definitively
affected the outcome of the election.

To date, both the ombudsman and the
Student Assembly have shown support for
Mikesell, but the Election Committee has
not changed their mind.  Mikesell's
opponent, Lili Xu '08 is set to be sworn in
as class secretary next fall.

Class Size Reduction

Also on April 21st, the Image Committee
brought before the Student Assembly
Resolution 26, a proposal to decrease the
size of Cornell classes.  Citing the
university's U.S. News & World Report
ranking as well as a comparison with other
top schools, the Committee recommended
that this would not only improve the image
of the university, but the quality of Cornell
education.

Whereas Harvard has 13% of its
classes with more than 50 students, and
Duke, with the lowest percentage, has 6%
of its classes with more than 50 students,
Cornell has 23%.  Additionally, Cornell has
only 44% of its classes with fewer than 20
students whereas Yale, ranking number one
in the category, has 75%.  All of this
information was provided to the Student
Assembly at the meeting for discussion.

Peter Cohl ‘05, speaking on behalf of
the Image Committee, informed the Student
Assembly that larger class sizes have a
larger effect on minorities than others.  (The
study to which Cohl referred TL, conducted
by researchers at Binghamton University,

SA Discusses Class Council Election Challenge,
Class Size Reduction, Military Recruitment on

Campus

BY EVAN MARSHAK

Hotel Rwanda Hero Visits Cornell

Ithaca, NY- When Paul Rusesabagina
entered the Statler Hotel conference room
on Thursday night, he was honored by a
burst of applause, followed by dead silence
as he began speaking. Rusesabagina, a
Hutu and hero of the movie Hotel Rwanda,
saved over a thousand Tutsis from being
massacred by sheltering them in the Hotel
'Mille collines.' He had been invited to speak
at Cornell by STARS, a campus group
advocating the prevention of genocide.

Beginning with the causes of the
Rwanda genocide, Rusesabagina reminded
the audience that 'before colonization, there
was no "Hutu" land, no "Tutsi" land.'  The
peace agreement of Arusha (1993) had
given him trust in the future of Rwanda,
but one week later, both President of
Burundi and Rwanda were assassinated
and the genocide commenced. Under
constant threat, he tried to make the militias
see reason: 'Listen my friends, he said, are
you sure that the people you are fighting
are these ones?' He also described his
endless attempts to contact the
international community, with no success.
'Europeans were evacuated and human
beings were left behind.' He refused to
evacuate the hotel until 'his people' was in
security.

On his way to the refugee camp, he
passed a No Man’s land, where the only
sound that could be heard was 'dog noises
eating dead bodies.' 'What had happened
to my country ? Why have people been so
cruel,' he asked. He mentioned that, in the
Rwandan genocide, 'the media played a role,'
fomenting hatred and manipulating illiterate
people into killing their neighbors. The
consequences of the genocide were
disastrous, from the 1.5 million refugees to

BY SOPHIE BESANCENOT

the orphans and  the raped women with
unwanted children.

After his speech, students from Rwanda
rushed to interview him. One of them
questioned the impartiality of the movie. She
reproached Rusesabagina for not having
touched upon the atrocities committed by
the RPF militia, a Uganda-based Tutsi front.
'Why don’t you do Hotel Rwanda II?' he
answered with a smile on his lips, 'Hotel
Rwanda was just a small chapter of the
genocide.'

Another student asked about the
meaning of this sentence  'We are not even
negroes, we are Africans'  from the movie.
Rusesabagina explained that a massacre of
hundred Europeans would have been
sufficient to make NATO intervene. The
movie Hotel Rwanda also portrayed the
inability of UN peacekeepers to protect
people from being killed.  'As long as their
mission is not redefined, the UN will remain
disappointing,' he said.

Overall, the Cornell community, as with
many other viewers in the world, was very
moved by the film and by Rusesabagina's
talk. 'I felt ashamed' said Georgios
Markopoulos, a visiting graduate student.
Wilson Muyenzi grad, from Rwanda,
thought that 'victims of Rwanda needs an
apology from France' and Emmanuel
Giraneza, who also had the chance to escape
the genocide, explained that 'there was a
warning. An embargo is something that
should have been done.'

'He is an amazing person. I hope that I
can do something with my life the way he
does,' said Lara Chausow '05, a STARS
activist selling bracelets in solidarity with
Darfur. Indeed, the situation in Darfur was
present in everybody’s mind. As
Rusesabagina closed his talk, he reminded
students that 'you can do a lot. As fortunate
as you are, in a democratic country, you can
always influence your lawmakers.'

LOCAL NEWS

See SA Meetings, page 8

BY BENJAMIN SELIGMAN



                                             WORLD NEWS:
SP

NATIONAL/INTERNATIONAL NEWS

4 Volume V, Issue IXTurn Left

North Korea Tests
Short-Range Missile into Sea

National News BulletinNational News BulletinNational News BulletinNational News BulletinNational News Bulletin
BY JOSH PERLMAN

-Two explosive devices were detonated at the British consulate in Manhattan.
Police are currently conducting an investigation to find perpetrator(s).

-A US marine filmed shooting an injured Iraqi soldier has will not face a court
martial due to the Marine Corps investigation that found the soldier was acting
in self-defense.

-The Bush administration has warned the A.F.L.-C.I.O. that union-run pension
funds could be breaking the law in opposing the President’s Social Security
proposals

-The FBI has indicated that it is planning to exhume the remains of Emmitt Till,
a black teenager that was victimized by a lynching in 1955, in light of new
evidence that some of the participants in the lynching may still be alive.

-IBM is set to cut its workforce by 4% in an attempt to boost profits.

-The drug manufacturing giant, Merck, is in the process of changing CEOs in
hopes of reversing its recent profit falls as a result of withdrawing Vioxx from
the market.

-According to US financial auditors, US authorities in Iraq have been unable
to account for $100 million that was slated to go toward rebuilding in Iraq.

-Vietnamese prime minister, Phan Van Khai, is planning to visit Washington
next month. This will mark the first time since the end of the Vietnam War that
Vietnamese leadership has visited the US.

-Two US soldiers have been arrested in Columbia on accusations that they
have been trafficking weapons to right wing paramilitary groups.

-Pentagon defense analyst Larry Franklin has been arrested on charges that he
illegally passed secret defense information to a US pro-Israel group regarding
possible attacks on US forces in Iraq.

- Rupert Murdoch’s media company, News Corp, has seen profits drop by
8% this quarter.

-The child-molesting case against Michael Jackson has involved testimony
from 87 witnesses, but evidence continues to remain unclear.

-Congress is set to impose new system of rules for citizen identification that
would nationalize standards for driver’s licenses and state ID cards.

Washington, D.C.-  On Sunday, May 1st, North
Korea fired a short range missile into the Sea
of Japan.  The missile launch may have been
an attempt to alter the circumstances surround-
ing the currently stalled six party talks regard-
ing North Korea’s nuclear program.  This
theory is supported by the suspected firing
of a missile by North Korea in June 2004 that
coincided with the arrival of officials for the
six party talks in China.  The six party talks
include China, Japan, the United States, Rus-
sia, and both Korean governments, North and
South.

The timing of this test may also have been
an attempt to send a message to the interna-
tional community before Monday, May 2nd,
the day when talks at the UN regarding nuclear
nonproliferation began.  North Korea has ad-
mitted to possessing nuclear weapons and it
is increasingly thought that North Korea may
be capable of fitting a nuclear warhead to a

missile with range including
some American territory;
this view is supported by
Admiral Jacoby, the head of
the Defense Intelligence
Agency, in recent Congres-
sional testimony.  The cur-
rent North Korean regime
has, at best, volatile rela-
tions with the United States.

South Korean officials
have downplayed the seri-
ousness of the launch,
pointing to the launch of
four other short-range mis-
siles last year, as well as the
lack of a serious violation
of international law.
(Source: New York Times)

Quito, Ecuador-   On Wednesday April 20th,
Ecuadorian President Lucio Gutierrez was
forced to leave after the Ecuadorian Congress
voted 62-0 to remove him after weeks of pro-
tests and charges of corruption, repression of
protests, and other serious offenses.
         In a country that has had ten different
leaders in ten years, the ramifications of the
Guiterrez's dismissal are far more serious than
they may initially appear to American observ-
ers. Ecuador is a major country on the cocaine
supply route from Columbia and Peru. A siz-
able amount of cocaine and other illicit drugs
are processed in Ecuador and instability in
the country continues to hinder efforts in the
war on drugs. The United States has a treaty
with Ecuador in which U.S. military surveil-
lance controls several air bases that it uses to
detect drug planting and trafficking through-
out Central and South America.  The United

States also imports one percent of its oil sup-
ply from Ecuador, the third-leading oil-pro-
ducing nation in South America behind Ven-
ezuela and Columbia. Finally, Gutierrez was
known for his strong ties to America, espe-
cially in military aid.
         In 2002, Gutierrez came to power by prom-
ising more social spending. Constrained by
the IMF, he was unable to fulfill that promise
and then proceeded to run a corrupt govern-
ment by underfunding the police force and
manipulating the Supreme Court for his own
personal gain and to the advantage of former
President Abdala Bucaram, who has also been
accused of corruption.
         The new President, Alfredo Palacio, ap-
pears to be a qualified candidate with a repu-
tation of integrity, having practiced radiology
for more than thirty years without any party
affiliation. He gained his political experience

in the Ministry of Health, one of the more
respected sectors of the Ecuadorian gov-
ernment. For the sake of Ecuador and U.S.
military, narcotic, and economic interests,
US observers and diplomats are express-
ing hope that Palacio lives up to these
expectations.
          Despite problems with instability in
Ecuador, the protests that forced
Gutierrez to flee the country seem to in-
dicate that the people of Ecuador are be-
coming tired of the long history of cor-
ruption and broken promises and are
ready to take steps towards democracy.
10,000 to 20,000 people marched on the
streets in the capital city of Quito, all with
specific complaints against Guttierez’s
administration.  Many citizens were also
angry that Gutierrez was able to flee to Brazil.
Outside observers have been pleased to see

Former Ecuadoran President Lucio Gutierrez

Ecuadorian President Forced Out

Ecuadorians taking a stand against corrup-
tion in their government.

A 2001 spy satellite photo of North Korea’s No Dong missile  launch site.  The white circular pad
in the center of the photo is the launching platform. (PBS)

BY LOUIS WASSER
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Vienna-  Joerg Haider, former leader of the
far right-wing Freedom Party in Austria, has
abandoned that party and is in the process
of starting a new one.  Haider’s new party,
the Alliance for Austria’s Future, will,
according to Haider, seek to gain the support
of voters lost to the Freedom Party.  Recent
polls have shown 3% support for the
Freedom Party, down from 27% support in
1999, and 5% support for the new Alliance
party.
        Conflicts between Haider and other
Freedom Party members had, alongside
Haider’s opposition to a number of the
party’s policies, plagued the Freedom Party
for years.  The Freedom Party broke up after
it experienced a precipitous drop in support
following the levying of EU sanctions on
Austria as a response to the party’s extreme
right-wing positions.
        The new Alliance party will apparently
exclude a number of the Freedom Party’s
most far right-wing members.  Previously,
the Freedom party had eighteen members in

parliament, nine of which have now
reportedly switched to the Alliance party.
Seven members remain with the old Freedom
Party and two are still undecided.  All
Freedom Party Cabinet ministers have joined
the new party.
       Haider defended the formation of the
new party by saying that ‘internal criticism’
and unrest within the Freedom Party were
preventing it from moving forward.
Although the new Alliance party will
reportedly represent a more moderate voice
than the Freedom Party did, Haider’s record
remains under question.  Although Haider
proved that he had considerable support
among Austrian voters when he was
reelected governor of the Corinthian
province in southern Austria last year,
national surveys show that a significant
number of Austrians do not trust him.
        Mr. Haider has become well known for
his commentary on the history of Nazism in
Austria.  In the past, Haider has praised Nazi
employment policies and described

Austrian Right-Winger Founds New Party

London- In the April 22nd issue of the
British medical journal The Lancet, editors
decried the stunning lack of progress that
has been made in combating malaria. Malaria
is a mosquito-borne infection of the blood
that kills roughly one
million people every year
globally, most of them
children.
       In the same issue, a
review article that
analyzed progress
against malaria
estimated that roughly
five hundred million
people are infected with
the disease annually, mainly in developing

Lack of Progress in Combating Malaria

countries.  Its effects are serious: without
rapid treatment, malaria can cause severe
anemia, leading to loss of productivity as
well as fever; consequently, many families
in poor countries are left without a source of

income.  Pregnant women
are especially
vulnerable to malaria.
Infections in
pregnant women
cause very severe
anemia, which not
only puts the mother
at risk, but also leads
to premature births
and low birth-
weight babies, who

in turn face greater mortality.

Unfortunately, the authors
reported that most first-line treatments for
malaria -  particularly chloroquine - are
ineffective due to nearly-universal
resistance.  Although new drugs are
available or in development, their cost is
prohibitive, being ten times more expensive
than previous treatments.

There is much work being done on
the development of an anti-malarial vaccine.
However, the authors estimated that its
attainment is probably a decade away.  Until
then, efforts at avoiding malaria - particularly
insecticide-treated tarpaulins and bed-
netting - will remain at the forefront of
combating this grievous disease.
(Source: The Lancet <www.thelancet.com >)

Asia/Pacific:
-Vietnam PM Phan Van Khai set to become first Vietnamese leader to visit US
since war – Taiwanese opposition leaders visit China to oppose President
Chen’s pro-independence stance – New polio outbreak in Indonesia, previously
polio-free for 10 years – Pakistan Al-Qaeda leader Abu Faraj Al-Libbi arrested
by undercover police - Hong Kong court overturns convictions of Falun Gong
members – Troops used to break up protest in front of US embassy in
Uzbekistan – Former Nepalese PM Deuba charged under controversial new
anti-corruption laws -

Europe:
-Labour Party wins British Parliamentary elections; Blair set for third term as
PM – European Court of Justice upholds controversial new Italian laws that
make it harder to prosecute Berlusconi for business fraud – Tensions remain
between Baltic States, Russia over legacy of Russian occupation as Europe
celebrates VE Day – Bush resumes pressuring Belarus’s President Alexander
Lukashenko over democracy, human rights-

Middle East:
-Iraqi cabinet, though incomplete, sworn into office – 23 killed in Baghdad
suicide attacks – Mahmoud Abbas’ Fatah ahead of Hamas in Palestinian polls –
Israel freezes handover of West Bank settlements until more militants are
contained – Tehran seeks new talks on nuclear weapons, amid vows to further
pursue such weapons – UN confirms that Syria has withdrawn from Lebanon –
Egypt arrests hundreds at protests supporting banned Muslim Brotherhood-

Africa:
-Sudanese call for death of newspaper editor over article questioning parentage
of Mohammed – Grenade blast rocks speech given by Somalia’s PM in
Mogadishu – Lucy Kibaki, wife of Kenya’s president, storms into newspaper
offices complaining about reporting of her crashing a party for being too loud –
Four Burundi policemen sentenced for 2001 murder of a WHO representative -

Americas:
-Ecuador’s president ousted by Parliament, popular protests, finds asylum in
Brazil – Poll finds majority of Quebecois support independence – Chilean
Interior Minister Jose Miguel Insuzla elected Secretary-General of OAS –
Peruvian President Alejandro Toledo accused of forging signatures for petition
to register his party-

InternationalInternationalInternationalInternationalInternational
NewsNewsNewsNewsNews

BulletinBulletinBulletinBulletinBulletin
BY BENJAMIN SELIGMAN

Global distribution of malaria (dark
shades are prone to malaria)

Malaria: a serious disease

Burden of Disease Rising, Resistance Widespread

Joerg Haider, founder of the new right wing Austrian political part, the Freedom
Party. (AP)

concentration camps as ‘punishment
camps.’ He has also said that the Nazi SS
was 'a part of the German army that should
be honored.'
        Additionally, Haider has a history of

espousing anti-immigrant sentiment, often
implying that immigrants are a burden and
an impediment to progress in Austria.  Haider
also opposed Austria’s entry to the EU in
1995. (Source: BBC News)

BY JOSH PERLMAN

BY BENJAMIN SELIGMAN
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ouse Majority Leader Tom DeLay (R-
Tex.) crowed on election night last
November that 'the Republican Party

is a permanent majority for the future of this
country. . . . We are going to be able to lead
this country in the direction we've been
dreaming of for years.'  President Bush
declared after his inauguration that he had
been reelected with a mandate and had
'political capital' that he intended to spend.
Now, six months later, both Bush and DeLay
no longer seem quite so sure of themselves.

Republicans in Congress are
increasingly on the defensive, having
overreached after the Schiavo case and now
under pressure from constituents who frown
on Bush's plans for Social Security
privatization, all while their once-fearless
leader DeLay is being battled by wave after
wave of alleged ethical improprieties.  Yet no
one seems more visibly diminished than the
President himself who went on primetime TV
last Thursday evening to deliver a speech
and hold a press conference in an attempt to
salvage his sinking approval ratings.

Unfortunately, Bush's performance
during his primetime press conference was
trite and unimpressive.  He continued to
misleadingly cast Social Security with
impending clouds of doom, warning once
again that the program was 'on the path to
bankruptcy' and 'by 2041, Social Security will

be bankrupt,' even though
the program would still be
able to pay out
approximately 75% of the
benefits promised after
2041. His private accounts
proposal alone would cost
$2 trillion and does
nothing to close the
solvency gap.  He also
declared that 'in 2017, the
system will start paying out
more in benefits than it
collects in payroll taxes,'
but neglected to mention
that the same effect would
occur immediately under
his privatization scheme.
The current system, he
claimed, was full of 'empty
promises' and must be
reformed to provide
younger workers with 'real
assets, real money,' and that
the trust fund Treasury
bonds were merely 'file cabinets full of IOUs.'
Yet, in a paradoxical twist of logic, he then
tried to reassure listeners by noting that
workers would still have an option to invest
in those same Treasury bonds, which are
'backed by the full faith and credit of the
United States government.'

In an attempt perhaps to reach out to
Democrats and to show that he is a 'man of
ideas,' Bush also proposed to modify his
privatization proposal with a 'progressive
indexing' reform, a means-tested program
which, on first sight, seemed appealing
since, as the President said, benefits for low-
income workers will grow faster than benefits
for people who are better off.   However, on
closer examination, the progressive indexing
scheme no longer seems quite so
progressive.   The bar for those who are
considered 'better off' has been set so low
that the average wage-earner who retires in
2045 will face a 16 percent cut in benefits,
and a 28% benefit reduction if one retired in
2075.  According to the Center for Budget
and Policy Priorities, these benefit cuts are
far deeper than alternative plans proposed
by Democrats which combine increased
revenues by lifting the cap on income and
smaller benefit reductions.

When a reporter pointed out to the
President during the press conference that
the means-tested proposal would have
adverse effects on the middle class, since
Social Security benefits are such a tiny
fraction of the income of the very wealthy
such as Dick Cheney, Mr. Bush merely
dodged the question, saying 'now wait a
minute, don't get personal here... you're on
national TV; that's a cheap shot.'

Mr. Bush similarly evaded questions on

other prickly issues.  When asked about
rendition-  the US practice of outsouring
torture of detainees-  Bush blithely  insisted
that 'we send people to countries where they
say they're not going to torture the people.'
However, these countries- including Syria
and Uzbekistan, also happen to be the
world's most notorious centers for torture.
When later asked about how the energy bill
recently passed by the House might take
pressure of the sky-high gasoline prices, he
replied 'you can't wave a magic wand.  I wish
I could.'  He made vague references to drilling
in the Alaska National Wildlife Refuge and
called upon other countries to engage in
conservation, even though the energy bill
did little to promote improved fuel efficiency
standards and was instead bloated with tax
cuts and generous subsidies to oil and gas
companies.

Bush also admitted that he didn't know
why there was such a 'poisonous partisan
atmosphere here in Washington,' and that
he had 'thought long and hard about it... but
I understand the mind of the American
people..  they're wondering why we can't
come together and get an energy bill... why
we can't get Social Security done.'  He didn't
seem to realize the irony of his own words,
that despite public overtures and
magnaminous prounouncements that all
plans were on the table and that he would
work with both Democrats and Republicans,
it is clear that President Bush has no
intention of listening seriously to, let alone
incorporating, Democratic proposals.
Despite the presence of plans offered by
Democrats which would involve a
combination of smaller benefit cuts and
increased revenues, the President has stuck

stubbornly to his privatization scheme and
sharp benefit cuts which do little to fix the
'bankruptcy' crisis.  He has refused to
compromise on his energy bill, insisting on
short-term fixes by drilling for what little oil

is left in ANWR and while refusing to
increase fuel efficiency CAFE standards for
cars, which would help completely wean the
United States off of Middle East oil in the
near future.

While Mr. Bush has outspokenly prided
himself on tackling big but controversial
problems and putting forth bold ideas, and
has denounced his opponents for 'balking
at doing hard work,' he fails to recognize
that the test of a truly great and bold leader
is their ability to be open to other ideas and
to engage in constructive discussion with
all sides.  Yet Mr. Bush remains ideologically
shut, and his recent weakening seems to hint
that Americans are ready for a fresher
approach.  The President ought to expend
what little political capital he has left to
relieve the poisonous partisan Washington
atmosphere that he has so often denounced.

H

Mr. Bush admitted that
he didn’t know why there
was such a ‘poisonous
partisan atmosphere in
Washington.’

President Bush, under increasing pressure from high gas prices, recently met with the
Saudi crown prince to discuss the possibility of boosting Saudi production. (Getty Images)

To the Editor,
Re:  ‘We Do Not Apologize!’ (Turn Left, Apr.
13)
        We are writing to express our dismay
and disgust at Turn Left's recent comparison
of a campus political figure to Adolf Hitler
and ongoing attempts to hold new Student
Assembly elections to the Nuremberg Trials.
As Turn Left surely knows, Adolf Hitler
murdered 11 million innocent civilians to
further his demented agenda of racial
superiority.  It was at the Nuremberg Trials

that many of Hitler's most brutal officials
were finally brought to justice for some of
history's most abhorrent war crimes.

These comparisons are not just
offensive to the Jewish community or the
student shockingly referred to as ‘Herr Lim,’
but rather to all Cornellians seeking to
preserve the memory of the Holocaust.

As many of the last remaining
Holocaust survivors are reaching old age
and passing away, deniers of Hitler's deeds
are emerging with newfound vigor.  The last
thing Cornell needs is a newspaper that
unwittingly aids these falsifiers of history
by trivializing the Holocaust to the point

Letter to the Editor
where it is compared to a dispute involving
campus politics.

Sincerely,
The Executive Board of the Cornell Jewish
Student Union

Thank you for writing.  It was not our
intention to trivialize the Nuremberg Trials,
and the comparison was indeed insensitive
and inappropriate.  We recognize the
importance of properly respecting the
memory of the Holocaust and the TL
editorial board apologizes for any offense
the article may have caused.

Need For Sensitivity
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In ReviewIn ReviewIn ReviewIn ReviewIn Review
‘Iraq’s going pretty well.  Bush isn’t lying.  Yeah, they’re settin’ bombs off. Because
you know what’s going on, they’re having a civil war… the bad guys against the
good Iraqis, and they’re fightin’ it out.  And they’re gonna fight it out for the next two
or three years.  Okay, LA Times?  Get it? But, we stabilized that place, got rid of the
dictator.’

- Bill O’Reilly, on “The Radio Factor with Bill O’Reilly”
____________

‘He wants the rich people, me, to take less Social Security, and give the poor people
and middle class people more.  I’m fine with that.  I don’t even want any, take it
all… I don’t need your stinkin’ Social Security.  You take it.  I don’t want it.  You
wanna do that, you want to give that to the poor and elderly, want to take my slice?
You can have it.’

- Bill O’Reilly, on “The Radio Factor with Bill O’Reilly”
____________

‘Any belief system [leading] away from the cross of Christ and toward another way of
ultimate meaning, is, indeed, wicked and evil.’

- R. Albert Mohler, Jr. Southern Baptist Theological Seminary
and an organizer of ‘Justice Sunday,’ on NPR with Terry Gross

____________

‘I don’t think the rationale for the war hinged on the existence of stockpiles.’
- Undersecretary of Defense Douglas Feith, The New Yorker, 5/9/05

‘I’d like to spend a moment, if I can, stressing in particular the crucial task of
eliminating weapons of mass destruction. We have begun detailed planning for this
task, which includes securing, assessing and dismantling Iraq’s WMD capabilities, its
facilities and stockpiles. This will be a huge undertaking.’

 - Douglas Feith, Senate Testimony, 2/11/03
____________

‘So I propose that one investment option consist entirely of Treasury bonds, which
are backed by the full faith and credit of the United States government.’

- President Bush, Primetime Nationwide Address, April 28th, 2005

Using a government filing cabinet as a prop, President Bush on Tuesday played to
fears that the Social Security Trust Fund is little more than a stack of worthless
IOUs. But if the IOUs are worthless, so is the ‘full faith and credit’ of the federal
government, independent financial analysts said.

- Knight Ridder News Service, April 6th, 2005

A Message from the Editors

Within the past year, Turn Left has made tremendous gains and has solidified
its presence as the most respectable forum for political dialogue and debate on

campus.  We have tripled our staff and are now home to some of Cornell’s
most dedicated and talented writers, editors, and reporters.  Our productivity

and output has quadrupled, and TL is now the only political campus publication
which can boast substantive content of such breadth and quality.  From

providing legal analysis of the Terri Schiavo controversy, to covering the battle
over John Bolton’s confirmation hearing, to continuing reports of the Sudanese
genocide, TL is committed to covering the most pressing political events in the

local, national, and international arenas in a fair and reasonable manner.

Substantive content cannot be isolated to campus or nationl events alone.
Within just this issue, we have contributors reporting on pilgrammages from

Hyderabad, an insightful analysis of the British elections from Oxford, a report
from Sri Lanka on the lack of tsunami reconstruction, and a firsthand reporter’s

account of the anti-Japanese protests from Guangzhou.  This is the type of
broad and wide-ranging political content which we feel truly advances and

enriches political dialogue on campus.

We pledge to our readers that we will always uphold these standards of
principled quality.  We are pleased that nearly all of our exemplary executive
staff members will stay on with TL next semester so that we can continue to

uphold the culture of quality that we have set this year and to continaully
improve our publication.

An April 13th news and Back Burner article about the anti-stereotype protest held by
the APAA misidentified the counter-protestor who had accompanied Cornell Daily Sun
former Editor-in-Chief Andy Guess '05. The student holding up the sign with Guess was
Chris Mitchell '05, former Sun Marking Director, not Eric Finkelstein '06.

Due to an editing error, a caption accompanying the April 13th feature on the Cornell
Migrant Program misidentified the story’s picture.  The image is part of a Coming Up the
Season exhibit which includes historical photos taken by the Farm Security Administra-
tion in the 1930s and 1940s, but this particular image was not part of the FSA collection.

Corrections

Thank you to all our readers, our contributors, and our outstanding staff for
your support.   We look forward to propelling TL to even greater heights when

we return in the fall.

                                                                 - Sincerely,
The Turn Left Executive Board

GARY HUCK / Center for American Progress.  Reprinted with Permission.

MATT WUERKER / Center for American Progress.  Reprinted with Permission.

Most Places Call That Hypocrisy
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Tar Heel Blue
Here Comes the Sun

or the past couple of weeks something has returned to
Ithaca that has been missing for a very long time—the
sun! Southerners are finally taking off their long johns

and the Yankees are slapping on the sunscreen already. De-
parting from my Southern homeland this year was somewhat
of a meteorological nightmare for me; while Cornell is dear to
my heart, the winter it offers leaves more than a little to be
desired. Around February I briefly contemplated whether or
not George W. Bush had been right in ignoring scientific evi-
dence that says that Earth is warming and avoiding putting
his signature on legislation and treaties that would prevent
global warming. On many a day that never reached positive
temperatures, trekking across the poorly plowed Arts Quad, I
wondered where global warming was when I actually wanted
it (just kidding)! Even though it can be easy to forget during
the Ithaca winter, global warming is an often politically ig-
nored issue that needs to move to the front burner in the very
near future!

We’ve all heard of greenhouse gases, composed of
mainly carbon dioxide, water, methane, nitrous oxide, and chlo-
rofluorocarbons, but what we often forget is how easy and
how often these gases are emitted into the atmosphere. Ac-
cording to the EPA, in the past one hundred years the Earth’s
temperature has risen one degree, with most of the increase
occurring in the past two decades. The greenhouse effect is a

F naturally occurring process — without it we could not exist
on this Earth because the average temperature would drop to
zero degrees. Yet what makes the one degree temperature rise
so profound is the fact that much of it is due to unnatural,
human activities carried out in the last fifty years that have
changed the composition of the atmosphere.

The countries of the developed world emit the most green-
house gases since they use the most fossil fuels. The United
States take the prize as the worst offender, producing 6.6 tons
of greenhouse gases per person per year — yuck! The U.S. is
followed by China, Russia, and Japan when ranked according

to amount of produced emissions; together, these four coun-
tries account for half of all the greenhouse gases released into
the irreplaceable atmosphere. The energy supply accounts
for a major share of human impact on the environment as 82%

of the gases emitted into the
atmosphere are done so to
generate electricity and power
our cars.

Since George W. Bush
has entered office the situa-
tion has only gotten worse;
he slashed the stipulations
laid out the Clean Air Act of
1990 with his deceptively
named Clear Skies Initiative
(who wouldn’t want to vote
for a Clear Skies Initiative?).
Bush’s so-called ‘Clear Lies
Initiative’ allotted a certain
amount of emission credits to
large factories (primarily
power plants). However,
these factories are free to
trade their credits; this didn’t
help the problem of global
warming, it jus concentrated
it in different parts of the
country. In April, Bush gave
two speeches discussing
U.S. energy problems; he

stressed that the U.S. needed to be less reliant on foreign oil.
His solution: more U.S. oil refineries!

This year, during April, Earth Day’s month, the environ-
ment did not fare too well. In addition to Bush’s ‘solution’ to
U.S. energy problems, the Republican-dominated House ap-
proved a bill that opens an Alaska wildlife refuge to oil drilling.
I still don’t understand why Alaska votes Republican; that’s
like saying ‘Please drill me!’ The energy bill does nothing to
encourage less energy use; in fact, it provides more than twelve
billion dollars in tax break subsides to energy companies. Happy
Earth Day to you, too, Mr. President.

The residents of the United States have the world’s big-
gest ecological footprint — the total area of productive land
and water required to produce the resources for and take care
of waste for one person. Despite my recycling mania, vegetar-
ian diet, and attempt to walk instead of drive when possible, it
would still take two and half earths to support the population
if everyone lived the way I lived. The countries with the big-
gest pocketbooks seem to make the biggest mess. As a scien-
tist once poignantly remarked, ‘If the Chinese try to eat as
much meat and eggs and drive as many cars (per capita) as the
Americas, the biosphere will fry.’

What this country and its administration need to start
preaching is sustainability. Cornell is off to the right start; on
Earth Day, the first Student Sustainability Summit was held.
Student groups working in different facets of the environmen-
tal movement on campus got together, shared ideas, and cre-
ated a mini ‘think-tank.’ Of primary focus was the call to cam-
pus sustainability President Lehman made in a speech when
he took office. Unfortunately, Lehman does not seem to be
living up to a goal he himself set; he wants to pave the historic
Red Bud woods to provide extra campus parking. Not only
does this encourage the burning of more fossil fuels (and
increasing greenhouse gases) by driving more cars, but trees
are important! They provide a habitat and help transpire water
into the air, as well as increase the local land’s absorption of
the water. Beyond this, it is the principle of the matter; Lehman’s
actions directly contradict his call to sustainability. (George
Bush would be proud.) You may have seen the red arm bands
students are wearing in support of keeping the Red Bud woods
intact. Grab one, attend a rally to keep the woods where they
are, and let your actions show President Lehman what you
think.

So in closing, I want to wish y’all a wonderful summer
vacation. Oh, and sometime over break, do the world a favor;
take your Republican friends hiking and show them that when
they voted for Bush, they voted against the beauty that is the
irreplaceable natural world. Maybe next time around they’ll
vote a little differently.

Salvation for past sins?  President Bush and Agriculture Secretary Mike Johanns plant
a chestnut tree on the North Lawn of the White House on Arbor Day last Friday.  (AP)

TL

BY SARAH OLESIUK

seems only to suggest that minorities get worse grades than
other students, regardless of class size.  See http://
www.ilr.cornell.edu/cheri/wp/cheri_wp67.pdf.)

Heather Grantham ‘06, another member of the Image
Committee, said that they estimate the cost of the class size
increases to be about ten to fifteen million dollars per year,
calling it a ‘drop in the bucket.’  She went on to say that
Cornell needs to set its priorities correctly, and the students
need to tell the administration that they care.

The resolution passed unanimously.

The Military at Cornell

Also on April 21st, the Student Assembly passed
Resolution 19 ‘Regarding Continued Commitment to Cornell's
Involvement in FAIR.’  FAIR, the Forum for Academic and
Institutional Rights, is an organization that, as the resolution
says, is ‘dedicated to preserving the right of academic
institutions to enforce their policies without the fear of
government intrusion and the revocation of federal funding.’

The reference here is to the Solomon Amendment which
says that any university that denies the military the ability
to recruit on campus will lose federal funding.  Despite its
own policies, Yale has filed suit, and a Federal District Court
ruled the Solomon Amendment unconstitutional.

In that vein, the Student Assembly has said that they
do not support the ‘Don't Ask, Don't Tell’ policy utilized by
the military which violates Cornell's non-discrimination
policy.  According to the resolution, in 1998, two Cornell
students who were in the ROTC program were thrown-out
because of their sexual orientation and were then forced to
pay back all of the money that ROTC had provided them.

This was not a decision to completely abandon ROTC
or military recruiting on campus.  In a debate on April 28th,
the Student Assembly discussed a ‘Resolution in Support
of the Military at Cornell’ where they talked about how
participation in the FAIR program would not entail
abandoning  the ROTC and military on-campus.  Erica Kagan
'05 explained that an alternative to letting the military recruit
at regular job fairs would be to let them have their own job
fair that has discriminating employers or even just notifying
students that a discriminating employer will be recruiting.

Many seemed to think that Resolution 28 (in support
of the military) was in response to Resolution 19, though its

sponsors insist otherwise.  While most seemed to agree
that the military deserves the support of the student body,
passing this resolution right after 19 might send the wrong
message; in fact, the text of 28 seems to imply that the military
has come under attack which was not, according to its
sponsors, the purpose of the original resolution.

Resolution 19 passed, and resolution 28 was tabled until
this week's meeting.

Other Discussions

The Student Assembly is also discussing the
possibility of changing the status of the Cornell Police
Department from peace officers to police officers, giving
them the added benefits of being able to serve search
warrants and have access to missing persons databases
that might help in searches like that for Dan Pirfo '08.

Additionally, at the May 5th meeting, several members
of the Student Assembly are set to propose changes to the
election rules.

The May 5th meeting of the Student Assembly will
have been the last of the year.

SA Focuses on Class Sizes; Don’t Ask Don’t Tell Policy
Continued from SA Meetings,

page 3 ...

Bush slashed the stipulations
laid out the Clean Air Act of
1990 with his deceptively
named Clear Skies Initiative.
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WHAT’S
Tirupati-A Pilgrimage

Left
hile India may have shortages in some
important areas, such as water and proper
garbage disposal facilities, one thing there

is no want of is Hindu temples. They dot all the roads
and exist in almost every village, but one of the largest
and most visited is in the town of Tirumala, located in
my adopted state of Andhra Pradesh. As one of the
largest pilgrimage sites in the world, (larger than Mecca
and Rome, boasts Lonely Planet), I felt compelled to
make the relatively short trip.

With three other non-Hindus I
took the overnight train from
Hyderabad, a paltry 10-hour
journey. Upon arrival in Tirupati,
the town at the bottom of the hill
where the massive temple rests,
we realized that we may have been
in for more then we bargained for.
Although we arrived on a Tuesday,
the lines for darshan, or viewing
of Lord Balaji’s image, were at least six hours long.
Some pilgrims wait for upwards of ten hours to pay
their short respects to the deity. As foreigners we knew
that we could buy a slightly more expensive darshan
ticket, 100 rupees instead of 50, a difference of about
a dollar— we just did not know where to obtain such a
ticket.

We boarded a bus that wound crazily up the hill,
twisting and turning like a roller coaster. By the time
we reached the top, it felt as though we were in
something of an amusement park. There were special
maps in English and Telegu with all the different
temples, shops, places to stay, eat, and where to get
heads shaved (which most pilgrims do before their
darshan). The loudspeakers played devotional music
and a special police force patrolled the grounds. We
went from window to window searching for the proper
place to buy our tickets until we finally found the right
line. Only, in typical fashion, it was less of a line and
more of a swarm of people crowded around a window
where a beleaguered official sat.

Another person waiting informed us that we
needed a recommendation letter. In reality, it was just
a letter, which we wrote for ourselves
in line, saying that we should get to
do darshan. The man behind the first
window kept insisting that we needed
to have our real passports or he could
not issue us tickets. I am not sure
why he felt that way since all the
others getting the tickets were Indians
and we were obviously foreigners. I
would love to see the kinds of files
that these officials have, I am sure
they are full of completely useless
information— like the copies of my
friends’ passports that they kept.
Finally he relented, after one form
and a declaration that we believe in
Lord Balaji although we are not
Hindus, we were on line.

The two lines— 100 rupees and
50 rupees— waited side by sides,
separated by one fence and many
hours. The line where people had
been waiting all day was way more
animated, with spontaneous singing
and elated cries of ‘Gooooooovinda!’
piercing the air. One older man
seemed to be in a trance, shouting
and smiling and swaying with his

eyes closed. It was fascinating to be so near to people
who were so moved to be there. It really brought home
how powerful an experience it must be for people to
make the pilgrimage that for me was just a whirlwind
tourist attraction.

That devotion exacerbated my dislike of the policy
that I have seen at so many Hindu temples where you
can buy a faster darshan for just a few rupees. Although
I obviously took advantage of the policy, it is something

I did out of necessity and do
not feel good about. I hate that
50 rupees can save hours, and
that small difference in price
is unthinkable for thousands of
pilgrims. It saps the spirituality
out of the experience when
there is a price put on it,
especially when that price
difference is so blatant and the
people who paid more are so

deliberately placed apart.
The temple itself was not particularly remarkable

or beautiful. Signs said that the larger parts of the temple
had been built in the 1970s, but that may have only
applied to some areas. The temple was decorated with
flowers, especially immediately outside where the deity
rests. The deity rests at the end of a long dark hallway.
It is opulently decorated with garlands and is made of
jet-black stone.

Unfortunately the hallway was lined with
employees of the temple in uniforms, men and women
of varied ages whose job was to push the pilgrims
through so that the line would not get too backed up. I
understand that there are many thousands of people
and there is not enough time in the day to allow
everyone to stay as long as they want to, but these
people were rude. They started pushing immediately
as one entered the hallway and never let up. I was
barely even slowing down and one woman shoved me
to keep moving. I found it really disrespectful to the
pilgrims who had come so far, and waited for so long
to treat them worse than cattle.

The whole time I kept wondering, who makes all

the money that is generated here? There are so many
people giving so much money, and Tirupathi boasts
being the richest pilgrimage site in the world. It seemed
at that moment that there could be one slimy guy sitting
in a gorgeous office, complete with air-conditioning,
who lights cigars with 500 rupee bills and yells orders
like, ‘push them through faster!’ I clearly could be
wrong, but the thought crossed my mind more than
once.

The most genuine seeming part of the trip, besides
the pilgrims singing in line, came in the big building for
tonsure— or head shaving. A non-descript building that
at first felt very institutional and impersonal holds dozens
of barbers who are kept busy all day with the pilgrims.
Instead of waiting in a line, there are big rooms that
feel like waiting rooms in old train stations in the US,
surrounded by gates where people wait until they are
ushered into the next one.

People who want to get their heads shaved collect
a ticket and two free razor blades. The ticket has a
number for a barber on it and there were about five
people waiting at each barber. The room with the
barbers forbade photography, much to my chagrin, but
it was understandable since people were there to lose
their ego before seeing Lord Balaji, not have their
picture taken.

So many babies and small children were wailing
and screaming, scared by their newly shorn parents
and slowly, fearfully realizing that they too would shortly
be bald. Other little kids stood there silently with these
incredible expressions while they touched their shaved
heads— a unique mixture of fear, excitement, confusion
and joy spread over their faces.

In that room, where people came to shed their egos
before darshan, I felt as though it didn’t matter who
was controlling the temple finances or the guards.
Whole families were laughing and smiling and excited,
and no amount of shoving could get rid of that.

BY ALEXANDRA BERKE
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The streets of Tirumala, India.

Some pilgrims wait for
upwards of ten hours to
pay their short respects to
the deity.

Alex Berke is currently on semester leave from
Cornell while studying political science at the
University of Hyderabad.
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New Labour and the Third Way
A Commitment to the Labour Movement?

ne of the pleasures of studying abroad in the United
Kingdom, in addition to decent tea and the accent, is
the state of politics.  I must admit that it is nice to

observe a general election where the Conservatives are strug-
gling to put together a viable message.  Unlike the United
States, the major party of the left of the United Kingdom, the
Labour Party, seems to be rolling to victory at the polls. How-
ever, despite the many gains to workers and the economy,
which will lead the party to victory May 5th,  ‘New Labour’
still must answer concerns of many
Britons.  This primary concern being
that the party offers a true ‘third way’
between neo-liberalism and the worker
protective state.

The Labour Party is capitalising
on its ‘Third Way’ policies, which seek
to combine the best of open-market
capitalism with social safety nets.
Three Conservative Party leaders have
failed to come to terms with current
Prime Minister Tony Blair’s
Clintonesque platform.  The third and
current Conservative Party leader, Michael Howard, has failed
to come up with a unique opposition, and he has resorted to
totting up fringe issues such as immigration and crime.  Howard
has had little success with the public through overly pressing
for increased quotas on immigration. Or rather perhaps his
success has less to do with his policy proposals and more to
do with his demeanour and personality. My advice for Howard
is to keep out of the media as much as possible, and to quit his
negative campaign that will win few votes for his party.

While Howard stokes the fires of nationalism on the
stump, Blair is winning the election on his Governments’
record.  The Labour Party can boast low inflation and high
employment statistics.  The increases in average income and
public expenditure for social services, such as the National
Health Service (NHS), have also indicated that Blair’s party is
the choice for working families this May.  Thankfully, the
Labour Governments, since their election in 1997, have lifted
the nation from the harms of Thatcherism.  Such a breath of
fresh air is welcomed, as Blair proceeded to reintroduce labour
law and protection scraped by Maragaret Thatcher.

Much like the current Conservative Party tactic, Thatcher
played to the deepest fears of the British public.  The only
difference between then and now is that the approach actu-
ally worked for the Conservatives then.  The fear was the
perceived grip that trade unions had on the country in the
1970s and early 1980s.  During this period, strikes forced upon
the nation three day weeks and inflation.  Undoubtedly, union
leaders overzealously wielded their power at the expense of
British economy.  Yet, this having been said, Thatcher and her
Conservative Party overly ‘trumped up’ the inflationary pres-
sures applied through unions’ power.  Thatcher proceeded to
embark on an unprecedented series of ‘reforms’ which de-
stroyed many social welfare programs as well as the main
vehicle of action and voice for Britain’s workers, the labour
unions.

The Conservative Governments from 1979 to 1997 dealt a
strong blow to unions and heralded the introduction of the
‘flexible labour market.’ Specifically, the 1982 Act removed trade
unions’ guaranteed immunity from tort action emanating from
industrial action.  This clause amended a seventy-six-year-old
sound policy of protecting unions’ primary method of equal-
izing the power differentials inherent in the employment rela-
tionship.
       The Employment Act of 1980 eliminated the statutory rec-
ognition procedures of the Employment Protection Act of 1975.
Thus, a union was at the mercy of the individual firm for rec-
ognition, no matter how much support the union held amongst
the work force. Section 35 of the 1993 Act abolished wage
councils, which were bodies that set and enforced minimum
wages.  Perhaps the biggest blow was the excessive force
used by the Government in handling the Coal Strikes of 1984-
5.  Police were turned upon the strikers and over eleven thou-
sand workers were arrested.  Out of the one hundred and
eighty-seven thousand miners employed in the pits during
1984, only five thousand remain today.
     Political memory indeed is not short, and the Conserva-
tives have failed to win seats hit hardest by the Conservative
Governments’ harsh action. The end result of Thatcher's de-
regulations was great economic disparity and high unemploy-

ment.   When Tories today issue promises for ‘Britain’s
Hardworking Families,’ the new catch phrase of the election,
one must questions where they were for this group during the
1980s.

No one would ask Blair to return industrial relations to
the winter of discontent. However, there are still those on the
left who continue to believe that the institution of trade union-
ism is the most efficient means of representing workers inter-
est.  The enactment of working time and minimum wage regu-

lations by a Labour Government
are accomplishments certainly are
to be lauded. While the aforemen-
tioned reforms were well called for,
there is much work to be done in
promoting the collective voice.
Certain legislation shows

Labour’s commitment to trade
unions.  Schedule A1 of the Em-
ployment Act (ERA) of 1999 rein-
troduces statutory recognition
procedures.  As Lord Wedderburn
notes, ‘The recognition provi-
sions of Schedule A1 now appears

as the one pillar of the ERA put forwards a prop for collective
action.’  However, this force of this provision is still to be
judged.  Even if recognition is granted, there remains no re-
quirement for the employer to ‘bargain in good faith.’  Further-

O
more, the collective bargaining agreement, unlike in the United
States, is not a legally binding contract.  Thus, an employer
can at will can cancel his obligations.   Perhaps most troubling
is Section 145B(4) of the Employment Relations Act of 2004,
which permits employers to discipline workers for exercising
their right to collective bargain.

If Britain is to move ‘forward, and not back,’ as the Labour
Party’s campaign slogan would suggest, they must do so by
furthering the cause of organised labour.  The ‘third way’
reliance on individual rights in regards to labour law is a little
worrysome.  While union busting techniques have not been
as embraced in the United Kingdom as they have been in
America, the legislative door remains open for their introduc-
tion.  Indeed, Blair has an interest in promoting the competi-
tiveness and evolution of British industry as a means to im-
prove Britons’ standard of living.  However, without a strong
collective voice, workers may not receive a fair share of the
fruits of their labour.  I only hope Blair will not forget the roots
of his party, and acknowledge that the active involvement of
the working class in a capitalist economy represents a true
‘third way’ for society.

BY ALEX SOLOMON

Alex Solomon '06 is a student in the School of Industrial
and Labor Relations currently studying abroad at
Pembroke College, Oxford University.

Despite the many gains
to workers and the
economy, ‘New Labour’
still must answer con-
cerns of many Britons.
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American Democracy in Trouble
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n a country where poor Southerners who would
benefit most from social welfare programs vote for
conservatives and rich Northerners who get the

biggest  tax cuts vote for liberals, one can only be left
asking, 'What's going on here?'  Do Americans not care
about their own interests, do Americans not vote on
economic issues, or Americans even know which
candidates stand for their interests?

After the election, CNN conducted a poll where they
attempted to ascertain voting patterns based on ideologies
and demographics.  One of the most troubling questions
that they asked was whether the war in Iraq was part of
the war on terrorism or not, and 55% of Americans said
that they believed that it was (of whom 81% voted for
Bush).  So, what is the link between Osama bin Laden
and Saddam Hussein, and where are those pesky weapons
of mass destruction anyway?  In an interview with USA
Today on October 4, 2004, Donald Rumsfeld said that
he hadn't seen 'any strong, hard evidence' of a link
between bin Laden and Hussein.  In a poll published in
that same article, USA Today found that 42% of
Americans believed that there was such a link, and 32%
believed that Hussein was personally responsible for
planning the attacks.  Further, according to the
Philadelphia Inquirer, in June, a third of Americans
believed that the U.S. had found weapons of mass
destruction in Iraq.

The unfortunate truth is that many Americans don’t
know what’s going on.  When the Secretary of Defense
admits that the pretense of a war that he has engineered
is wrong and even offers to resign as a result, something
is wrong if the American people stand in support.

Americans’ stance on domestic issues is surprising
too.  According to the Administration for Children and
Families and the Census Bureau, Arkansas, despite having
the highest poverty rate in the country, has the seventh-
to-lowest rate of welfare recipients.  And yet, Rhode
Island, which has a poverty rate 1.4% below the national
average, has almost double the average rate of welfare
recipients (and almost four-times as many as Arkansas).

But it’s not just on the national level that Americans are
voting against their own economic interests.  Poor states
give welfare checks to few people and wealthy states
give welfare checks to many people, and this pattern
persists despite the fact that much of the funding for
the welfare program comes from the federal government.

The story gets no better in looking at Americans’
knowledge of international affairs. With genocide taking
place in Darfur, only 14% of Americans say that they
have heard some or a lot about the events in Sudan while
56% said they have heard nothing about them, according
to the Program on International Policy Attitudes (PIPA).
Interestingly, PIPA has somehow concluded from this
that the majority of Americans are in favor of referring
the cases in Darfur to the International Court.  This
exemplifies a big
problem in this
country; it is
preposterous for
PIPA to report that a
majority of Americans
support a given side of
an issue that the
majority of Americans
admit to knowing
nothing about!

At the same time,
one must ask whether
or not people
understand the death
tax and what cutting it
would mean and what
a small percentage of
the population it would
affect.  One must ask
whether or not the
average American
knows what happened
in Iraq—knows why
the US went to war or

I

Unfortunately, the extent of Americans’ knowledge on many important issues is often
nothing more then a smattering sound bites from the idiot box.
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if the US succeeded.  One must ask who benefits from
welfare, and why are those who stand to gain the most
from it not using it?

Public opinion polls are very telling in their
inconsistencies (just like that of PIPA); on many issues,
Americans could stand to learn a lot more, but, despite
this, they still have very deep-rooted beliefs about these
same issues.  This is not to suggest that Americans have
strong feelings about the International Court because,
frankly, most Americans probably do not.  But it’s clear
that American citizens make political decisions without
utilizing all of the resources available to them.

would have said yes to abortion if only it was
right. I mean, yeah it’s right. Well no , it’s not
right. That’s why I said no to it.’ Although the

president seems to have trouble articulating his views
on abortion, the rest of his party absolutely does not.
On April 27th, the House of Representatives passed The
Child Interstate Abortion Notification Act which is the
first step toward regulation of abortion.

Currently there are some states that require minors
to have parental consent in order to have an abortion
performed. This new act, sponsored by Rep. Ileana Ros-
Lehtinen, (R-FL), states that ‘whoever knowingly
transports a minor across a State line, with the intent
that such minor obtain an abortion, and thereby in fact
abridges the parent under a law requiring parental
involvement in a minor’s abortion decision, in force in
the State where the minor resides, shall be fined under
this title or imprisoned not more than one year, or both.’
In other words, if someone deliberately brings a minor
across state borders so that she can get an abortion in
one of the 17 states that do not require parental
permission for abortions, that person can be fined
$100,000 and face up to 1 year in prison. In addition,
the doctor that performs the operation is subject to fines
or imprisonment as well if he or she does not notify the
parents within 24 hours of the abortion if the minor is
from another state. ‘This legislation will close a loophole
that allows adults not only to help minors break state
laws by obtaining an abortion without parental consent,

but also contributes to ending the life of an innocent
child,’ said Representative Ros-Lehtinen. The only
exception to this law is if there is authorization from a
judge or if the girl’s life is in danger.

This new bill, which has now passed to the Senate,
will effect the over 800,000 teens that become pregnant
each year. According to AGI (Alan Guttmacher Institute)
approximately 40% of teen pregnancies currently end
in abortion, 41% of teen moms graduate high school
and 1.5% of teen moms graduate college with a
bachelor’s degree by the time they are 30. These
numbers will most likely change significantly if this law
is enacted. Many teens have abortions because they are
afraid to admit the fact that they are pregnant or having
sex to their parents. If they are forced to, more will
keep the baby and become teen mothers.

Now that they have control of both houses, the
Republican Party is attempting to regulate abortion until
they can finally eliminate it. They are just counting the
days until one of the pro-choice Supreme Court Justices,
Stephen Beyer, John Stevens, Ruth Bader Ginsberg ’54,
David Souter and Sandra Day O’Connor retires or dies
so that they can appoint a new pro-life judge to overturn
Roe v. Wade.

A major objection that has been presented to this
bill is that it violates Doctor- Patient confidentiality. This
right to privacy, which is an essential right to most
Americans, was the cornerstone that Roe v. Wade was
originally based on. If the right to privacy is not upheld
(which doesn’t seem to be a priority with the

administration that also passed the Patriot Act), the first
hurdle to banning abortions completely will be crossed.
In addition, other cases such as Griswold v. Connecticut
and Eisenstadt v. Baird, which legalized birth control,
would be at stake.

Since when did the supposed party of ‘limited
government” get so intent on regulating the lives of
Americans to the extent of trying to limit choice and do
away with the right to privacy? Even if legislation ever
passes that makes abortions illegal, the effects will be
the same as those of prohibition. Abortions will not stop;
they will be done illegally and in unsafe environments.
Before abortions were legal, many women died because
of complications from illegal abortions and from
pregnancies when their lives are at stake and they should
have gotten an abortion. President Clinton’s concept of
‘safe, legal and rare’ seems like the most practical
answer to the abortion question. Late Justice Harry
Blackman was the Supreme Court Justice who originally
signed the Roe v. Wade decision into law. His warning
to Americans still ring true, perhaps more so now than
when he spoke them in 1999: ‘The women of this Nation
still retain the liberty to control their destinies. But the
signs are evident and very ominous, and a chill wind
blows.’

BY CHRISSY ESPOSITO

Interstate Abortion Regulation Approved

‘I
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A Failed Backroom Deal?
David Brooks Gets Frist's Motives All Wrong

id Harry Reid float a pledge not to
filibuster Bush's Supreme Court
nominees, as David Brooks alleges

in his recent New York Times column (‘Let’s
Make a Deal,’ May 1st)? Under the bargain,
Republicans would have withdrawn some
of Bush's more controversial lower court
nominees, and the Democrats would have
promised not only to withhold the filibuster
from the others but also from all Supreme
Court nominees.

Why, Lord God, would Reid ever offer
up this pledge? After Republicans denied
an up or down vote on many of Clinton's
nominees, killing them not by filibuster but
by committee, it is important that the
Democrats stand on principle.

But more to the point, the current
showdown over the filibuster is not really
about lower court nominees. No, of course
not: it's about the Supreme Court. The
passions on both sides are white-hot just
because everyone cares mostly about the
next Supreme Court justices. Several wildly
conservative lower court judges would

certainly hurt America and her jurisprudence.
But a couple of such conservative justices
could cripple rights we take to be central to
justice.

Brooks speculates that Frist may have
declined the offer, which Brooks thinks he
‘should have grabbed,’ for any one of four
reasons. The first is that Frist ‘didn't know if
he could trust Reid to make good on his
promise.’ But it's just too hard to see how
this could be the reason. Republicans want
to kill the age-old tradition because only that
tradition, the filibuster, stands between a
reasonable court and a court that would
warmly embrace the cold ideals of Antonin
Scalia. If Reid were to remove that barrier
between sanity and greedy false piety, he
would have nothing more to expect than the
latter, in sickening doses.

So maybe part of the deal, unspoken or
explicit, was that Reid would hold back on
the filibuster only where the nominees for
Supreme Court were wildly unreasonable,
declining to filibuster merely unreasonable
nominees who would normally deserve more
skepticism. Insofar as it is in fact unlikely
that Reid would pledge a so-called up-or-
down vote on every nominee regardless of

how unreasonable she is, Frist's turning
down the supposed offer seems to be based
on either another of Brooks' three
hypothesized reasons (below) or on this one:
Frist wants to load up the court with wildly
unreasonably conservative ideologues who
will not only legislate from the bench like
any liberal they detest but also legislate their
version of Christianity itself (abandoning the
bright parts, like helping the poor).

Brooks' other speculative reasons:
-Frist ‘didn't think he could sell this
agreement to his own base without
publicizing this private part of the deal.’
-Frist ‘wants to keep this conflict going to
solidify his support among social
conservatives for his presidential run.’
-Frist ‘believes as a matter of principle the
judicial filibuster must be destroyed.’

The first is a good guess, since most
fair-minded people thought the public half
of Reid's offer was at least reasonable.
Whenever fair-minded people make a
proposal that's reasonable, James Dobson,
Ralph Reed, and Bill O'Reilly are bound to
find that he wants to hop in bed with Jacques
Chirac, the devil himself, or maybe just gays.
The second seems like a so-so guess, since

any presidential run is a couple years off
yet. Of course, if Frist comes out on top and
lionized, having nuked Democratic
opposition to those who would tear down
the wall between church and state, he would
no doubt enjoy the adulation of social
conservatives.

Brooks' third guess, however, is utter
bullshit. Just imagine that ‘as a matter of
principle’ Bill Frist finds the judicial filibuster
to be a black mark on the Senate. Because
Strom Thurmond used it against civil rights
legislation? Because after careful
philosophical and historical thought he finds
it incompatible with the spirit of ‘advice and
consent’? Dubitable.

Sometimes Brooks tries to slip by nasty
little lies. This is one of them— that Frist
just might actually care about abolishing the
judicial filibuster for any reason other than
political gain. More than a few of Brooks'
columns read like the sneaky backroom deals
he champions in this column of his. When
writing to citizens across America, Brooks
would himself do well to give up the clever
wink and the prudent nod in exchange for
an honest meeting of the minds.
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States Senate could it be considered a
devastating option to allow a vote.  Most
places call that democracy.’  His dismissal of
delaying tactics on the part of the Democrats
ignores both Senate history and the Senate
safeguards against tyranny of the majority
that embody the American Constitutional
system of checks and balances, where power
is not to be completely accumulated in one
faction’s hands, but rather is to be constantly
challenged within our government
institutions.

The right to unlimited debate on a topic
is a right that has been enshrined in the Senate
since its creation.  It is one of the beauties of
American government that the voices of
dissent are not to be drowned out, but rather
to be listened to.  It was this same spirit that
motivated the founding fathers to stagger
elections for Senators into three cycles as
well as to make terms in the Senate six years.
In the Senate issues were to be considered
slowly and carefully; the body was designed
to be insulated against the quickly changing
mood of the people.  Senators were to take
their time and think about issues before
making up their minds, with each Senator
having the option to voice his or her opinion
before a decision was made. The right to end
unlimited debate (impose cloture) was not
even established in the Senate rules until
1917, and since then, any changes to the rule
have been on a bipartisan basis, requiring
two-thirds of present senators (in other
words, bipartisanship) to end debate on the
rules.  These same Senate rules currently read
that it takes sixty votes to invoke cloture on
a matter such as a nomination or a bill.  These
rules ensure that no majority can run the
Senate at its whim, but rather must cooperate
with the minority party to some extent to
govern effectively.

The filibuster has a long history of use
by minority parties to affect governance
despite their minority status.  Republicans
used the filibuster to stop to confirmation of
Abe Fortas to the position of Supreme Court
Justice when he was nominated in 1968, just
as the filibuster was again by Republicans in

attempts, and two successes, to block some
of Clinton’s nominees.  Just as the
Republican Party attempted, and sometimes
succeeded, in their attempts to block
nominees to both judicial and executive
positions, the Democrats are now attempting
to exercise the same right.

Unfortunately, it seems that the
Republican Party’s desire to protect the right
of the minority to make its views known and
impact policy only applies when Republicans
are the minority.  Perhaps drunk with power,
or perhaps merely hypocrites, the Republican
Party in the United States Senate, led by Bill
Frist, is threatening to use the ‘nuclear
option,’ a parliamentary maneuver designed
to undermine Senate rules and end a filibuster
with only fifty-one votes, as opposed to the
sixty votes required in the current rules.
Further, this in effect imposes a different
version of the rules on the Senate that is
inconsistent with the current Senate rules
with fifty-one votes, avoiding the need for
the approval of two-
thirds of present
Senators, which would
require bipartisanship,
to end debate on the
Senate rules (and
possibly as many as
sixty-seven Senators’
support).  The ‘nuclear
option’ is, in essence, a
subversion of
democracy, enabling its
users to change the
Senate with less than
the required number of
votes.

There are two
thoroughly disturbing
things about this.
Firstly, Bill Frist
participated in a
filibuster in 2000; his
desire to destroy the
right to filibuster is a raw
power grab at the
expense of a necessary
mechanism in the
Senate.  Dr. Frist is

literally leading the charge to gut the Senate
and make it ineffective as a vehicle for
debate and as anything more than a rubber
stamp for the Republican Party leadership’s
policy views. It is short-term gain for the
Republican Party at the expense of the long-
term viability of our democracy.

Even more frightening is the use of
religious institutions to rally conservative
Christians against Democrats.  While the
telecast’s organizer made it clear that the
broadcast’s intention was not to paint
Democrats as necessarily godless, it
certainly attempted to portray them as
'against people of the faith' for political gain.
In a nation where there is supposed to be a
separation between church and state,
having the majority party derive its
legitimacy from religion, and not from civil
law, is a dangerous step in the wrong
direction, especially when one realizes that
they are using this false legitimacy to attack
the institutions our nation was wisely

Continued from Nuclear Option,
on Cover ...

Frist, Republicans Look to Overturn Filibuster

 Senate Majority Leader Bill Frist (R-Tenn), was a guest speaker at Justice Sunday, an
evangelical national telecast held  Sunday, April 24th in Louisville, Ky.
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founded upon.
The United States will only slip further

down this slippery slope if the Republican
Party is able to stifle the minority’s ability to
resist the confirmation of extremist judges
through use of the ‘nuclear option’ to
eliminate the filibuster.  The US Constitution
makes it clear that there is no action that the
US Senate must take in regards to a
Presidential nomination; the Senate has the
Constitutional right to do nothing if it
chooses to do so.  We must call Republican
efforts what they are: an attempt to destroy
the civil institutions of the Constitutional
system to impose their moralist vision on all
Americans, using religion as a justification.
The Republican Party is willing to nuke the
Constitution to get what it wants for religious
and moral reasons.  This blurs the line
between church and state and sets the stage
for the demise of our republic, and it should
not be taken lying down.



'The only arguments
made at all for the pro-
life cause were based on
inaccuracies and gener-
alized stereotypes'
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Roe No More
        BY JAMIE GULLEN

n audience composed of students
with political opinions ranging
from bleeding hard to neo-

conservatives packed Statler Auditorium on
Thursday, April 21st to hear historic figure
Norma McCorvey speak about her
experiences as the Plaintiff in Roe v. Wade
and her decision to abandon that cause and
join the pro-life movement. McCorvey
recently wrote book called
Roe No More spoke
about her
experiences on both
sides of the
abortion debate.
Such a controversial
speaker should
have sparked
debate and could
have intellectually
challenged a mostly
liberal campus to
think critically
about abortion.
Instead the speech was little more than an
incoherent ramble about lesbianism, hippies,
and the speaker's newfound Christianity. The
event failed at opening a constructive
dialogue and many people from both sides
of the political spectrum left disappointed.

McCorvey began by  saying that she
was not trying to argue the legality of
abortion, but merely telling the audience her
personal account. McCorvey would have
an interesting perspective on the legal issues
because she was the plaintiff in Roe v. Wade
her personal story and experiences should
have been thought provoking as well,
especially her reasons for switching to the
pro-life movement.

Unfortunately, McCorvey's personal
story was very difficult to follow, it included
very little substance, and provided little
explanation as to why she shifted her views

on the issue other then saying, ‘ I walked
into a church in 1995 and accepted Jesus as
my personal savior.’ A thoughtful
explanation of her change in opinion would
have been interesting and may have even
changed some opinions but no McCorvey
offered no logical reason.

The only arguments made at all for the
pro-life cause were based on inaccuracies
and generalized stereotypes. McCorvey

gave one example of a
woman who had 8 or
9 abortions.
Regardless of
whether or not this is
even physically
possible, it is merely
one woman. To try to
infer from this that
abortion is commonly
used by women as a
means of birth control
is illogical. Abortions

can be quite painful and traumatizing to
the woman and most reasonable women do
a great deal to avoid being left without
another option.

McCorvey over generalized from this
one example and ignored the dire
consequences that
are caused when a
women is forced to
perform a back alley
abortion. When
McCorvey said that
she never met a
women who
committed a back
alley abortion,  one outraged audience
member shouted  ‘that's because they're all
dead!’

Another misstatement made was
McCorvey calling Planned Parenthood
‘Planned Death’ and saying that women who

go into Planned Parenthood don't
receive counseling, just on the spot
abortions. In reality, less than seven
percent of Planned Parenthood's
budget goes toward providing
abortions; they spend most of their
time and funds trying to prevent the
need for abortions through education
and outreach and they also provide all
women who wish to have abortions
with counseling.

In addition, instead of explaining
in what way she was involved in the
pro-choice movement, she only
referred to herself in that time period
as a hippie, alcoholic, drug addicted
lesbian and this seems to be her view
of all pro-choice voters. Whenever the
audience asked questions about why
McCorvey's personal religious beliefs
should dictate the choices of other
women, McCorvey would respond by
saying that it’s up to the individual to
make the choice and then gave pro-
choicers in the audience her counseling
number so that they could call when
they made their choice.

During the question and answer
session, McCorvey dodged audience

questions by
p r o - c h o i c e
students who
voiced their
legitimate concerns
about McCorvey's
work to overturn
Roe. This could have
been a good

opportunity to open up a dialogue between
the often polarized pro-life and pro-choice
movements on campus instead the lack of
direct responses derailed this effort.  In
general, what may have initially seemed to
be a promising event and an excellent
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willing to confirm to the highest echelons of
our Federal Court.  These judges do not de-
serve an up or down vote as Sen. Bill Frist has
said, because regardless of recommendations
Senate Republicans would most likely con-
firm inappropriate candidates. Filibusters are
Senate tradition, constitutionally acceptable,
and a necessary function of free speech and
debate.

Control over both houses of Congress,
the presidency, and the Supreme Court does
not seem to satisfy the Republican hunger for
power.  Conservatives are poised to assault
the last bastion of liberalism left in America:
the federal judiciary.  Unfortunately, conser-
vatives don’t seem to realize that they already
control this branch of government.  Republi-
can nominees that were confirmed outnum-
ber Democrat nominees throughout the fed-
eral bench and 7 of 9 Supreme Court justices
are appointed by Republicans.  Damn that lib-
eral judiciary and their majority of republican
appointed judges!  Why then are Republi-
cans so quick to criticize our judicial branch
of government?  This technique of criticism is
nothing more than political ‘hackery’ and part
of a grander Republican message machine
partially resulting from a backlash over 40
years of congressional Democratic control.
Conservatives have been much more effec-
tive than liberal counterparts at tying together

Systematic attacks on
judges must stop before
America becomes neither
checked nor balanced.

Continued from Under Fire,
on Cover ...

McCorvey Does Little to Further Debate on Campus

McCorvey called
'Planned Parenthood
‘Planned Death'

Despite McCorvery's presence a productive
dialogue about abortion did not develop

themes such as right to life issues, war on
terror, and gay marriage into one consistent
message about values.  The war on terror and
war in Iraq was characterized as protecting
and fostering life.  Gay marriage was framed
as an attack on social norms and values.
Meanwhile similar debates on the culture of
life were spotlighted during the political and
media exploitation of Terri Schiavo.

The Schiavo case was especially illustra-
tive of the types of attacks against the judi-
ciary and how these attacks further the cen-
tralized and propagandized Republican mes-
sage.  Nineteen judges ruled in favor of Mr.
Schiavo and the Supreme Court denied cer-
tiorari on final appeal.  Some of these judges
were even self-proclaimed Christian conser-
vative evangelicals.  Yet President Bush and
both houses of the Republican controlled
Congress delved into the personal matters of
one individual and one individual’s family.
Nineteen judges agreed that there was no
evidence indicating that Terri wanted to be
kept alive artificially.  These judges were then
vilified as killers who legislate from the bench,
even though the justices were actually per-
forming a simple function of checks and bal-
ances, acting as mediators on tough issues
by following the constitution.  There are Re-
publicans and conservatives who legitimately
believed Terri should not have died but the
judiciary disagreed, as did two-thirds of the
public according to an ABC News Poll.  Fur-
thermore, 70 percent of those polled thought
that the federal review act (the legislation that

moved the Schiavo case out of the state courts
and into federal courts) was an inappropriate
breach of power.  As a devout Christian and
member of the Lutheran Church Missouri-
Synod, I can only be critical of these partisan
politics.  Sen. Bill Frist has even gone so far as
to appear on the ‘Justice Sunday’ national
telecast and criticize Democrats as being en-
emies of religion because of the judicial fili-
busters, the Schiavo case, and other wedge
issues.  Overall it appears that Republicans
want to attack the judiciary and tie that theme
in with a culture of life debate.

The lasting effects on Senate tradition
and checks and balances are the most trouble-
some aspects of the conservative firestorm
over judges and judicial nominees.  If Repub-
licans pass the ‘nuclear option’ requiring only
a majority to break a filibuster instead of sixty
votes, the aftershock will certainly be devas-
tating.  Not only will over 200 years of Senate
tradition be violated, but Re-
publicans will have accom-
plished something tantamount
to a checks and balances coup
de tat.  The Senate’s function
is to oversee presidential nomi-
nees and debate, reject, or ap-
prove.  Rejection includes fili-
bustering.  The Senate has al-
ways been a very independent
body that respects minority
rights inherent to when our bi-
cameral legislature was created

and less populous states required adequate
representation.  Setting off the nuclear option
takes away precious rights of the minority
party whether Democrat or Republican and
vastly injures checks and balances.  These
systematic attacks on judges and the Senate’s
constitutional authority to oversee Executive
appointees need to stop before America be-
comes neither checked nor balanced.

Conservatives Criticize Judiciary; Seek to Tie to Culture of Life

opportunity to consider a different
viewpoint turned out to be a
disappointment. Hopefully, future speakers
on this issue will be more informative and
thought provoking so that there can truly
be a forum for debate and discussion on
this hot-button issue.
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Tom DeLay is one of many conservatives who have criticized the
judiciary.  Here he is shown smoking a Cuban cigar. (Time / Polaris)
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Pro Choice at the Pulpit

        BY JAMIE GULLEN

Pro Choice Ideals Consistent with Religion and the Democratic Party

On April 27th, representatives from
the Catholic, Episcopalian, United
Unitarian, Methodist, and Jewish

faiths gathered together to discuss how
being pro-choice was consistent with their
faith at ‘Pro-Choice at the Pulpit,’ an event
organized through Students Acting for
Gender Equality (SAGE).  Not only was the
discussion a thought provoking approach
to religion and abortion, but it also reaffirmed
how being pro-choice is consistent with the
ideals of the Democratic Party.

This was evident when one panelist, a
leader from the Episcopal Church, shared
her personal story. She had been in an
abusive marriage for many years, and
despite using birth control, kept getting
pregnant. Her first birth was a botched
cesarean section that caused damage to her
reproductive system. Each subsequent
pregnancy put her life at greater risk until
her doctor told her that if she got pregnant
again, she would need to have an abortion
or die. She did get pregnant again, because
her husband refused to get a vasectomy so
that if he left her, he could have more children
with another woman. She went through the
agonizing struggle of trying to decide
whether she should try to give birth or abort
the fetus. Her doctor told her he might be
able to get her through it alive, and that hope
was enough to convince her to give birth.
She delivered the child and very nearly died.
She just barely survived, and although she
chose not to have an abortion, she spoke
passionately about the right of women to
make their own choice, just as she had been
able to make her own choice. In this story,
the weak victim is not the fetus, but the

woman. Her body and spirit broken down
because of the actions of her husband, on
the verge of death, she is the one to be
protected by pro-choice platforms and the
Democratic Party. The key is, as many of the
panelists explained, to shift the focus of the
debate on to the woman and away from the
fetus. This allows the Democratic Party to
stay consistent as the party supporting the
underprivileged, especially since the reversal
of Roe v. Wade would most adversely affect
women in poverty who would resort to
unsafe back alley abortions to terminate their
pregnancies.

An interesting point made by a Rabbi
representing Jewish law, is that in traditional
Jewish texts, the woman’s life takes
precedent over the fetus’s life until the fetus
is born. Citing several examples, he then
explained that because his religion dictates
that abortion is not only acceptable, but
expected when the woman’s life is at stake,
it would be religious persecution to have a
legal ban on abortions. Because the
Democratic Party is also the party of
protecting those in the minority, it would
make sense to oppose policies that may only
cater to people in select religions. If a
religious Christian believes that abortion is
wrong, she never has to have an abortion.
She has that choice to live that way
according to her individual faith under Roe.
However if Roe were to be repealed, a Jewish
woman who believed she was following her
religious beliefs by having an abortion or
any woman who found herself in a desperate
situation would not have the option to live
according to their individual beliefs.

This individual moral decision was later
discussed by a leader of the Methodist
Church who explained that God gave us free
will and the ability to make our own moral
choices. If a woman can reconcile her
conscience with having an abortion for
whatever reasons, that is her individual God-
given decision to make and no group of
people or law can take that away. He also
spoke about knowing young women in his
parish who died because they tried to
terminate their pregnancies themselves. This
motivated him to work for Planned
Parenthood to make sure that other young
women did not meet the same fate.

The panelists also emphasized the type
of language and semantic differences that
are used to obscure the truth behind the
pro-life and pro-choice movements. They
explained that they were all pro-life but they
also believed that each woman has the right
to make her own choice. A pro-life audience
member spoke up and defended the fetus as
a living being. She said she wanted to assure
the pro-choice panelists and audience
members that pro-lifers care about women,
but they also care about the fetus. When a
leader from the United Unitarian church
asked this audience member why she wanted
to take her choice away, the pro-life audience
member stated that she didn’t want to take
anyone’s choice away. Indeed, she wanted
to promote more awareness and information
so that women would have a full range of
options. Other pro-choice members of the
audience said that was exactly how they felt
about the issue which shows how political

rhetoric is harmful to reaching common
ground.

The pro-life audience member also
questioned whether Planned Parenthood
really offered options to women or just
delivered on site abortions no questions
asked. The Methodist who had worked at
Planned Parenthood as well as the Unitarian
Universalist explained that a woman cannot
just walk in to Planned Parenthood any day
of the week and get an abortion. There are
two required counseling sessions as well as
a thorough physical examination. If the
woman is of a particular faith, religious
counselors are brought in as well. Planned
Parenthood only uses seven percent of its
annual budget to provide abortions. The
panelists said that this was another example
of rhetoric and propaganda trying to obscure
the truth about being pro-choice.

The event ended with sentiments from
both the audience and panelists that the real
focus in our society should be making
abortions as rare as possible through more
sex education, contraceptive availability, and
social programs to help women in poverty
carry out a pregnancy and even raise a child
if they so wish. Because abortion is so
closely tied to all of these other issues, pro-
choice platforms need to remain a tenet of
the Democratic Party. The emphasis should
be on populism and social programs to help
the lower and middle classes, and the
Democrats should re-adopt Bill Clinton’s line
on abortion— keep them safe, legal, and rare.
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The Inner Game of Education:
Are You a Player?

'Today's students are so busy getting edu-
cated that they don't have time to learn any-
thing.'
                                     - Ed Ostrander

'Experience + Reflection = Growth'
                                     - George Posner

s I make my way across campus, I
notice a vast majority of students are
multi-tasking.  As they walk along

they have a cell phone to their ear keeping in
touch with a significant or perhaps an insig-
nificant other.   Some seem to prefer an IPod;
CD or Post-Walkman tape player budded to
one ear or the other. I can only imagine what
tunes or texts are feeding their consciousness.

Now and again, I see someone without
these high tech attachments. Age may be cor-
related with this lack of adornment.  Would it
be politically incorrect to suggest that the
younger unadorned are on financial aid?

I optimistically consider the possibility
that the unadorned might just be reflecting.
Reflecting upon what? There are so many
things any human being at any age might find
worthwhile to replay as memory tapes.  How
about a letter received, a lecture attended, an
authentic encounter with a friend, a dazzling

sunrise, or the encouraging voice of a parent.
When we start considering what goes

on silently inside one's head, we are moving
into the territory upon which Timothy Gallwey
built a lifelong writing and consulting career.
His first book, The Inner Game of Tennis, ap-
peared in the 1970's.  The inner game is based
on a simple concept- that the key to winning
tennis lies inside every player's head. It lies in
his or her ability to concentrate, to trust his
body, to let his game just happen.   He points
out in all his writings that preoccupation with
extrinsic rewards usually gets in the way of
intrinsic motivation and the enjoyment of a
physical sport for its own sake. He followed
up that first book with: Inner Tennis, Playing
the Game.  Golf, Skiing and even music got the
inner game treatment over the years.   He
moved from physical to mental endeavors in
2000 with the publication of The Inner Game
of Work.

Gallwey's inner game philosophy grew
out of his fascination with Zen concepts and
practices.  Disciplined achievement of a calm
and quiet mind, relaxed awareness, and non-
judgmental observation of what effects fol-
low causes are central to his thinking.

I've always wished Gallwey would turn
his easy way with words to the topic of edu-

cation.  I may just try my hand at writing it
myself.  What are the characteristics or habit
patterns that the inner game of education
might recommend?

   • Intrinsic motivation: Learn because it sat-
isfies curiosity, and offers a more accurate map
of reality.

   • Self-discipline: Stay with the task when
appealing distractions invite one's attention.

   • Set your personal goals: Let the locus of
control be within you not outside with some-
one else calling the shots.

    • Proactive attitude: Go for it. Don't wait until
things happen.

   •  Strong self-confidence: I can meet the chal-
lenge.

    •  Think outside the box: Ed de Bono con-
trasts unique thinking strategies (lateral think-
ing) with vertical thinking (the same old tac-
tic).

Inner game players are fun to be around.

They march to a different drummer and wear
spectacles that put a new slant on things. They
don't limit their growth producing and empow-
ering self-discoveries to classrooms, labs and
libraries.   They use the arts, athletics, public
service, as well as spiritual and religious en-
gagement as venues that can facilitate life al-
tering insights.

 Lou Holtz, former Nortre Dame football
coach, says it well,

'If you are bored with life, if you don't
get up every morning with a burning desire to
do things- you don't have enough goals.'

Should you decide to give the inner game
strategy a shot, let me know how it turns out.
I may be able to quote you when I write my
version of the Inner Game of Education.

Ed Ostrander is Professor Emeritus in the
Department of Design and Enviromental
Analysis at Cornell.
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        BY ED OSTRANDER

A Professor’s Advice For a Real Education
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doing anything about it. And as the nature
of the conflict becomes painfully clear to
even the most ignorant, apathetic or
stubborn statesmen, the situation on the
ground in Darfur, and our own moral
integrity, have disintegrated beyond
recognition.

Constructive engagement is doublespeak
for the low priority of human rights in our
government’s foreign policy. Faces
disappear from our memory not because of
government incompetence or lack of
information. It’s because the Bush
administration simply does not care. The
lives of hundreds of thousands of Darfuris
is tertiary to Bush’s regional goals in the
War on Terrorism and this government’s
willing to rest on the laurels of the tentative
peace between North and South in Sudan.

Some faces nevertheless don’t ever
seem to go away. One, that of genocidaire
Major General Saleh Gosh, seems to be a
visage with which Americans will be more
familiar in the near future. Gosh is the face
of the worst product of so-called
‘constructive engagement’, the policy that
seeks to soften and open relations with
governments responsible for the worst
violations of human rights in order to bring
about gradual change through diplomacy
and increased economic relations.

Gosh is one of the masterminds behind
the genocide against non-Arab Sudanese
in Darfur. And while Darfur is his most
impressive project to date, it has taken him
lots of practice to get where he is today. He
is an experienced political oppressor,
responsible in his dual role as head of he
armed forces and intelligence for torture,
mass killings, illegal imprisonment, and other
goon resume-padders. His portfolio must
have looked quite attractive to the Bush
administration, for it was they who recently
flew him to Washington for a special meeting
in late April.

Gosh and the NIF are playing their
cards carefully. In order to keep foreign
attention away from its genocide project in
Darfur, Gosh and his associates in
Khartoum offer a potent mix of information,
misinformation, distraction and
doublespeak. Gosh offers insights into
terrorists movements in the Arab world and
north Africa (this from a government that
once housed Osama bin Laden as an

honored guest and refused to give him up
to the Clinton administration in the late 90s).
Zoellick, Condoleeza Rice, and the Bush
foreign policy team offer moral ambivalence,
obfuscation, and hypocrisy, all of which
legitimizes the Khartoum regime, downplays
atrocities, and catalyzes the erasure of so-
called African cultures in western Sudan.

In Sudan, ‘constructive engagement’
is not at all about the mitigation of human
rights violations, but about base realists
interests of the United States and other
nations, in particular the War on Terrorism.
Major General Gosh, Sudanese President
Omar el-Bashir and other members of
Sudan’s National Islamic Front (NIF)
government, like the oppressive and
antidemocratic regimes of Saudi Arabia,
Turkmenistan, Pakistan, and others, are key
allies on the War on Terror for a Bush
administration priding itself on aiding the
spread of liberty. More ironic, not only is
the NIF an ultra-Islamic fundamentalist
government with ties to al Qaeda, but its
funding and organizing the janjaweed
militias in the west of Sudan to brutally
suppress insurgency through ethnic
cleansing is the greatest single ongoing act
of terrorism today. But of course, none of
this seemed to have bothered Deputy
Secretary of State Rob Zoellick.

istening to the US State Department,
you would be curious as to whether
anything important is happening in

Darfur at all. In a tactic that pits reason and
principle against questionable goals and
difficult-to-fathom policies, the Bush
administration is attempting to backtrack on
the once politically salient accusations of
genocide against Khartoum to an effective
denial of the crisis in Darfur. Quite counter
to the administration’s neoconservative
rhetoric, cold realism has reduced the call
for ‘genocide’ to quiet cooperation with the
butchers of Khartoum. And everyone is
playing a part.

By Mr. Zoellick’s reckoning, ‘genocide’
is no longer righteous truth for a Bush
administration keen on pleasing Christian
conservatives at home troubled by the
Darfur crisis. Today, ‘genocide’ is a word
without context much like WMDs in Iraq
are a context without basis in reality. When
confronted with former Secretary of State
Colin Powell’s use of the term in describing
what’s going on in Sudan recently, Zoellick
obfuscated, dodged, and contorted the
truth, stuffing the final product quite
uncomfortably into the State Department

pigeon-hole that ensures the United States
executive will keep human rights on the back
burner. While visiting Darfur, Zoellick
refused to use the term ‘genocide’; and
equally insulting (and expedient to
Washington’s new cozy relationship with
Khartoum) Zoellick used unquestionably
deflated and bogus numbers when
referring to the death toll of the Darfur
crisis. While the best epidemiologists
claim that 400,000 have perished and
hundreds of thousands more are at risk
for murder, starvation or fatal disease,
Zoellick claimed that global mortality for
Darfur was between 60,000 and 160,000.

The Washington Post, among others,
justifiably panned the claim, questioning
the credibility of Zoellick’s statistics. And
when the State Department released the
report that Zoellick cited, the storm of
criticism only intensified. The document, it
seems, was as fraudulent and incredible as
British intelligence on the Iraqi 45-minute
nuclear missile threat. It’s clear to experts
that the report is no more than bunk and no
less than fraud. Often the paper failed to
cite sources for key information.

Others have joined in the game of
bowing to Khartoum, consorting with
genocidal goons and downplaying mass
slaughter. Nigerian dictator and African
Union chairman Olusegun Obasanjo in
February claimed that ‘Things are looking
greatly better in Darfur’ – this immediately
after a meeting with head NIF thug Omar el-
Bashir about the Darfur situation. This claim
could not be further from the truth; like the
State Department report, Obasanjo directly
contradicts the evidence that the killings
have not abated, but in fact escalated.
Worse, South Africa’s Thabo Mbeki,
representing the nation once believed to be
the greatest hope for human rights in sub-
Saharan Africa, has ironically joined the
chorus of constructive engagement – this
time with Zimbabwe’s crooked Mugabe
regime – and have played their part in
entrenching Khartoum’s grip on Darfur
through silence from Pretoria.

lready some Darfur watchers are
conceding defeat. After more than a

third of a million people have died and states
from around the world insist on ignoring
the atrocities, journalists and activists have
already turned to attempts at salvaging
Darfuri cultures. It’s a supremely important
task: genocidaires’ ultimate victory comes

‘Constructive Engagement’ in Sudan

Continued from Appeasing
Genocide, on Cover ... about when the victim cultures are

irrevocably changed – defrauded, raped,
humiliated and slaughtered, into oblivion.
The gravity of the very memory of Darfuri
culture, so shaped by famine, war and
marginalization throughout the last century
and into this one, increases every day the

genocide persists.
What is most disheartening is that our

government will have a hand in the erasure
of a culture, if not through gas chambers,
bullets and disease, then through the lost
connection between the people of America
and of Darfur. Those millions of faces
deserve our respect and honor as a people
and as fellow humans. Instead, we embolden
a government with no respect for human
life – indeed, the most murderous regime on
the planet right now – and legitimize its
campaign of death. Khartoum is winning.
Humanity is losing.

Zoellick is only a shameful side-show.
The most haunting questions that plague
the hearts of Darfur watchers are not those
about numbers. They are questions about
people. Who will cry for the forgotten
people of Darfur? Who will pledge to keep
our two peoples in touch; who will do what
they can to stop their obliteration, and fight
for their very memory?

Who will remember the faces?

Sources:
http://www.hrw.org/english/docs/2005/04/
19/safric10506.htm
http://www.washingtonpost.com/wp-dyn/
articles/A12485-2005Apr23.html
h t t p : / / w w w. s u d a n t r i b u n e . c o m /
article.php3?id_article=9366
h t t p : / / w w w. s u d a n t r i b u n e . c o m /
article.php3?id_article=9364

A

TL

Constructive engagement
is doublespeak for the
low priority of human
rights in our foreign
policy.

Deputy Secretary of State Rob Zoellick seems unfazed by the  ongoing genocide in
Sudan.  (AP)
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Anti-Japanese Protests Erupt in China
A Firsthand Account

BY SEIJI SHIRANE

Following yesterday's public protests
in Beijing, an anti-Japanese demon-
stration was held today in Guangzhou.

Chinese students, workers, and families took
to the streets in the Tianhe shopping district
to protest Japan's petition to join the UN Se-
curity Council, territorial disputes between
Japan and China, and
the Japanese
government's failure
to revise its history
textbooks and to stop
the prime minister's
annual visit to the Yasukuni shrine in com-
memoration of WWII soldiers.
       From as early as 9 AM, swarms of extra
policemen could be seen in the Tianhe sub-
way station and on the streets, a precaution-
ary measure to prevent the demonstration from
getting out of control and escalating into a
riot. In the subway, volunteers ushered groups
of students dressed in red shirts and ban-
danas towards the Tianhe Sports Center, where
the protest would begin. People were dressed
up as if they were fans going to a soccer game,
wearing national colors, waving the Chinese
flag, and carrying bags of water bottles and
snacks to last them through the event.
          As groups gathered in the subway, I saw
Chinese girls jumping up and down in excite-
ment as if they were heading to a music con-
cert to see their favorite star. People passed
out anti-Japanese T-shirts and took out their
ready-made signs, written both in Chinese and
English, for foreigners who might not read
Chinese characters. ‘We won't stop hating the
Japanese until the last one dies.’ ‘Boycott
Japanese goods to prevent Japan from plan-
ning another military invasion.’
        Starting from the Tianhe shopping mall,
hundreds of Chinese protests walked along
the main Tianhe road. We passed bystanders
who watched with curiosity; a few took pic-
tures. From the start, the noise was deafen-
ing. Although people were walking in the
middle of the road, we could have been inside
a stadium or concert hall. Organizers in the
front would start a cheer, alternating between
‘Chinese patriotism’ (Aiguo Zhuyi) and anti-
Japanese phrases that I couldn't quite under-
stand. Some people would yell a random
phrase and others would repeat it.  In between
songs and slogans, people would clap and
cheer as if China had just scored a goal.

      Standing in the crowd, what struck me was
not the hatred or resentment towards Japan.
If I hadn't been able to understand what people
were saying, I could have easily mistaken the
demonstration for a celebration. While they
waved their flags, people were on their cell
phones telling their girlfriends to join them at
the next intersection. People were running up
and down the street, pumping their fists. I
passed by two old women on the sidewalk
who were clapping their hands and smiling.
They could have been cheering on marathon
runners. ‘Yeah, that's the spirit! Keep going!’
    We passed by two Japanese restaurants
and a Japanese electronics store (Toshiba).
They were obviously closed today. Though
police egged the protesters to keep walking,
many stopped and threw rocks and water
bottles at the stores. Huge cheers erupted each
time a projectile was lobbed.
       The police were everywhere — on the side-
walks, on the street, in cars. But they did little
to stop or tame the crowd. One policeman took
out his video camera and decided to record
the historical event. Others cheered from their
police cars. They did, however, try to keep
traffic going. Buses and taxis kept slowing
down on the other side of the street to watch
the waves of people slowly make their way to
the Tianhe Police Station.
      In front of the gates of the police station, a
student placed a stuffed animal on a long pole
and raised it high into the air. The stuffed dog
had Japanese flags with huge X marks crossed
on them. The crowd chanted, ‘Japanese dog,’
as the student and other protestors tore the
dog into shreds. Two foreigners, who were
standing nearby, were then offered an anti-
Japanese t-shirt and Chinese flag. As the Egyp-
tian student raised the Chinese flag, the crowd
roared as one protestor rushed over to hold
hands with him as if to say, ‘We are friends in
this protest. He is supporting us.’ When I later
asked him what he thought of the protest, he
asked, ‘Why is it that China hates Japan?’
When I explained to him what was going on
and asked him why he supported China, he
answered, ‘No real reason. I just live here.
Hey, why is your English so good?’
       Whether it was a young couple holding
hands, parents on a family outing with their
children, or groups of students, what frus-
trated me was how happy everyone looked.
This should have been an angry protest, one
where people looked frustrated, hurt, and
ready to take revenge. It wasn't supposed to
be an enjoyable gathering. Shopkeepers and

waitresses stood outside their stores
or waved to us from their widows. The
protest no doubt provided them with a
break from their monotonous lives of
service. But I still couldn't understand:
what were they all smiling about? Were
they proud of their country, their people
who were marching by the thousands
in an obedient, orderly group? Were
they amazed by the noise, or did they
take aesthetic pleasure in the streams
of red?
        The demonstration reminded me of
a novella (‘Seventeen’) by the Japanese
novelist, Kenzaburo Oe. In the story,
the high-school protagonist joins a pa-
triotic movement against the prolonga-
tion of the US occupation in post-war Japan.
The protagonist is an overweight, insecure,
lonely student with no sense of direction. By
celebrating Japan's ‘spiritual glory’ and de-
voting himself to the antiquated emperor, how-
ever, he gains a sense of purpose — he feels
useful, important, and part of something larger
than him.
     Today's protest was much more than an
expression of ha-
tred. It was a way for
people to feel ac-
tive, hopeful, and
united. Rarely do
you see taxi-cab
drivers cheering on
a Chinese student;
nor do you often
see waitresses smile
and wave at busi-
nessmen on their day off from work. Every-
one, from students to policemen, was brought
together with a common purpose. The medio-
cre, overweight student raising his flag with a
huge smile on his face could forget his wor-
ries about finding a job — today he could
pretend to be a hero, helping his country fight
against an aggressive nation. The tired busi-
nessman could take his mind off work — it
was more important to protest injustice.
        During the entire morning, I did not see a
single old man protesting; the old men I saw
stood on the sidewalks in silence. Aside from
the two old women who clapped their hands
in glee, in general those I saw protesting had
been born after the war; they had never expe-
rienced the Japanese occupation or the mas-
sacres (especially if their families came from
Guangdong province where Guangzhou is lo-
cated). They had heard the stories from rela-

tives or read and
studied text-
books (autho-
rized by the Chi-
nese govern-
ment), which
hardly can be
said to tell the
entire truth.
And so few of
these demon-
strators have
ever known a
Japanese per-
son; even fewer
have been to Ja-
pan or been
friends with one.
Japan is an invis-
ible enemy, one
that cannot be
seen or touched
but that has been
designated to
fight against. In
fact, it makes it
easier that they

People passed out anti-
Japanese T-shirts.  One of
them read:  'We won’t stop
hating the Japanese until
the last one dies.

A scene from one of many anti-Japanese
protests that have recently occurred in China.
(BBC)

cannot see or talk to the enemy. As a one-
sided event, the demonstration was not an
act of protest — it was an act of patriotism
and a celebration of being Chinese. And this
is why the Chinese government has been sup-
portive in making such demonstrations pub-
lic and quite organized.
       It is obviously depressing to watch and
hear about these anti-Japanese outbursts.

Seventy years have
passed since WWII,
but Japanese-Chi-
nese relations have
improved very little.
In my time here in
China, I can do very
little to convince
such protestors to
stop hating the Japa-
nese. It is up to ‘na-
tive’ Americans and

Chinese people to do so. Few Chinese people
want to hear from a ‘native’ Japanese person
the brighter sides of Japan. I can only watch,
listen, and learn about how these people think.
       On the other hand, the prospects of edu-
cating people in Japan seem also dim. My
grandfather in Tokyo said that protests like
today have little impact on Japanese people,
even as they watch them on TV. ‘Japan has
apologized and reflected on its past enough.
The people here are just thinking, “Are the
Chinese protesting and telling us to apolo-
gize again? That was a thing of the past.”’  For
one, I don't think that Japanese people know
to what extent Chinese people have been edu-
cated to hate Japan. But even if they did know,
wouldn't that make Chinese people seem
threatening and irrational to Japanese people?
Educating Japanese people as to how seem-
ingly minor events (Yasukuni, textbooks, for-
mal apologies) can create such hatred is an
obvious answer, but whether or not they will
accept this and put pressure on their govern-
ment to change any of its policies is question-
able.
        On a personal level, I have become sick
of thinking about all this. Even with close
Chinese friends and students, I sometimes
think ‘What's the point? I should stop talking
about it and just enjoy life.’ What's important
is that my relationships with Chinese friends
and students have not and will not change.
Japan's attempt to join the UN Security Coun-
cil will not change how they think about me
— anti-Japanese sentiment has been around
far longer than this issue. Taking on the iden-
tity of a Korean on the street so that people
won't smirk and whisper to their neighbor,
‘He's Japanese,’ is a small price to pay for
peace of mind.

Seiji Shirane is a Yale-China English Teacher
in the Humanities Department at Sun Yat-
sen University in Guangzhou, China.  He was
born in Tokyo, Japan, but moved to New York
City when he was one year old.

FEATURE

Protestors in Shanghai fling rocks and bottles near the Japanese embassy in Shanghai. (MSNBC) TL
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ravel crunches under my feet as I
walk along a rubble-strewn road.  To
my left is an idyllic ocean scene,

complete with colorful fishing boats and
swaying palm trees.  Only a row of brown,
dead, still-standing palm trees and the
dozens of wooden sticks poking out of the
sand bear chilling witness to the devastating
scene at my right.  Ahead, I see a common
sight – walls of a
building torn apart,
with odd clothes,
bits of furniture, and
other paraphernalia
strewn about as silent reminders of what
happened here.  I get closer, glance back at
the scene and freeze; the cleaved walls
reveal a blackboard with vague remnants of
the Tamil language equivalent of ‘B is for
Boat.’

Farther down the street, I spot a young
Tamil boy, of maybe nine years.  He sits back
against the single remaining wall of a
building, staring out into the ocean.  I walk
up, but he barely notices me, his eyes fixed
on the gently rolling waves.  He turns his
head, stares through me, and turns back.  I
ask him his name.  He mutters, ‘Ashwin,’
still staring straight ahead.  We talk for a few
moments, in the same way.   He tells me that
he sits against the remains of his house.  He
has not seen his four year old sister since
the water came.  He comes to sit here every
day.

Stories like these are common here.  I
am in an area called Batticoloa, one of the
worst hit places on the northeast coast of
Sri Lanka, traveling with a mobile clinic
operated by my parents.  It has now been
three months since the Tsunami, but the
affected areas in the North have seen little
improvement.  Refugee camps have been set
up by foreign aid organizations such as
UNICEF, UNHCR, and the WHO, in which
clean water and basic nutrition are supplied.
Teams of healthcare workers are taken
around to needy camps mainly by religious
groups with dedicated volunteers.  Local aid
organizations like the Tamil Rehabilitation

Organization (TRO), formerly an
unofficial wing of the Liberation
Tigers of Tamil Eelam (LTTE)
dedicated to relief and
development in Tamil Eelam, have
been instrumental in developing
schools and hospitals.  Despite
the valiant efforts of individual
organizations, centralized
reconstruction of the scale needed
to re-establish the people of this
area has not yet been effected.
Indeed, in Tamil Eelam, there is
one figure that is conspicuously
absent, at least in the capacity in
which you’d expect it to be present
– the Sri Lankan government.

Every few hundred yards on
the roads, and at every corner in
the towns and villages,
government soldiers stand with
AK-47 assault rifles.  We are in
the midst of a ceasefire that has
been in effect for two years.  They
sit idly by and watch as we drive
past, allowing us to pass with little trouble
once they spot our English banner
displaying the disaster relief alliance we
represent.  While driving through a fairly
isolated village on the way to Batticoloa, we
saw that those without the privilege of
association with the Western world were not
so lucky.  Down a small avenue turning off
the main road, two government soldiers were
laughing and going through the backpacks
of about fifteen schoolchildren between five
and ten years of age.  For children like
Ashwin, this ubiquitous military presence
has become a way of life.  Over thirty years
have passed since the Liberation Tigers of
Tamil Eelam picked up arms in their struggle
for sovereignty.

In 1970, Tamil youth formed a
federation opposing a government system
requiring that students from the Tamil
regions of the country achieve higher exam
scores to be accepted into university.  This
new system was imposed because in the
previous year, by the completely merit-based

G

system (as judged by a standardized test), a
disproportionately large number of Tamil
students were accepted to universities
across the country.  For example, of 150 new
students in the Faculty of Engineering at
the University of Peridanya, 120 of them were
Tamil.  By comparison, only 18% of the
population was Tamil.  The official language
of Sri Lanka was and is only Sinhala, the
language spoken in the South, and Tamils
claimed a long history of employment
discrimination in government offices.  After
political movements pushing for equal rights
failed, the Liberation Tigers of Tamil Eelam
soon became the leading force fighting to
reclaim the native Tamil homeland and
establish a sovereign state.  The land the
Tigers seek encompasses one-third of Sri
Lanka’s territory and two-thirds of her
coastline; the government has resisted their
efforts.  Both parties are currently in
negotiations mediated by Norway in an
attempt to reach a permanent solution.

Sri Lanka is a socialist state, and the
government’s involvement is essential to
any reconstruction in Tamil regions.  We all
know that funds have been pledged by
other nations and aid organizations, but
until a centralized plan is developed and set
into action by the government, this money
will never reach the most badly affected
regions of the North and East.  Government
soldiers in the southern, Sinhalese regions
have been mobilized to help with clearing
debris and aid in construction, whereas
those in the north have not.  An aid ship
from Australia seeking to dock in the
northeastern coastal city of Trincomalee to
unload supplies for tsunami victims was
denied permission and ordered to bring
supplies to Colombo.  Throughout the relief
effort, the government has found it difficult
to put political differences aside, and deal
with the humanitarian emergency at hand.

The President of Sri Lanka, Chandrika
Kumaratunga, issued a statement (see http:/
/www.peaceinsrilanka.org) in which she
wrote that ‘the proposed joint mechanism
to provide aid to the people of the North
and East would be a foundation to find a
final solution to the protracted national
conflict.’

Perhaps by separating politics from the
need to coordinate a reconstruction, the
government could extend a hand to those
suffering in the North.  The U.N. Secretary-
General Kofi Annan and Former Secretary
of State Colin Powell are among the
dignitaries that, amidst pressure from the Sri
Lankan government, cancelled their planned
visits to tsunami-affected areas in LTTE-
controlled regions in the North and East.  In
a written response to Annan’s cancelled
visit, Archbishop Rt. Rev. S. Jebanesan of
the Church of South India said ‘political
contours should not be allowed to fetter his
visit to the tsunami devastated Tamil region
in the Northeast coast.’  On the LTTE’s web
site, S. P. Tamilchelvan, head of the LTTE’s
political wing, points out that the LTTE set
up and ran refugee camps and distribution
centers during the first week following the
tsunami, when nothing was sent by the
government.  He objects to the President’s
order to have these centers taken over by
the Sri Lankan army, observing that this
action ‘makes the Tamil people suspicious
of the government’s intentions.’

By trying to play the situation to its
political gain, the Sri Lankan government is
worsening relations with the people of the
North and thus distancing itself from any
possibility of a peaceful resolution.  Children
like Ashwin continue to wait for officials in
Colombo to draft a plan for reconstruction
free from a political agenda so that the long
process of rebuilding can finally begin.

I’d like to thank Vairamuthu Sornalingam
of the Canadian Tamil Tsunami Relief and
Redevelopment Organization for his
opinion on the state of tsunami-affected
Tamils in Sri Lanka.  Thanks also to
Rajaratnam Thiruchelvam, the
photographer and filmographer who
travelled with our mobile clinic, for
providing images.  For information on
supporting the relief effort in the North and
East, please visit the Tsunami Disaster
Management Unit of the Tamils
Rehabilitation Organization at
www.tsunami-trocsc.com.

Playing Politics with Lives
        BY ARNOLD MAHESAN

The Sri Lankan Government and Tsunami Reconstruction in the Northeast

Little has changed since the tsunami hit this north-east coastal village.

In Tsunami camps in the North East, Tamil people can do little but wait.

Anti-Japanese Protests Erupt in Numerous Chinese Cities

Shanghai-  China has long resented the bru-
tality of the Japanese occupation during the
1930s and '40s.  This resentment has flared
into massive, sometimes violent demonstra-
tions throughout the country in recent
months, partially as a result of  Japan's ap-

Demonstrations Reflect China's Unhappiness With Both Past and Present Japanese Actions
proval of a controversial textbook.  Although
it is used by a fraction of a percentage of Japa-
nese schools, this textbook downplays crimes
committed by Imperial Japan, reflecting a larger
trend among Japanese history texts.  Protest-
ors were further aggravated by Japan's sale of
oil contracts in the Senkaku/Daioyu Islands,
which are claimed by both China and Japan,
and by Japan's bid for a permanent seat on

the UN Security Council.  The protests, which
experts say likely had official support, spread
across the whole country targeting Japanese
businesses, products, and consulates.  Al-
though relations between China and Japan
have improved slightly in recent days, their
relations remain at a thirty-year low and the
situation remains tense.

BY BENJAMIN SELIGMAN

FEATURE

TL



1 8 Volume V, Issue IXTurn Left

‘To Remain a Hotel Manager’
An Interview with Paul Rusesabagina

Paul Rusesabagina is widely
proclaimed as the ‘real life hero of
Hotel Rwanda’, and he certainly

lives up to the epithet. During the 1994
government-coordinated massacre of
more than eight hundred thousand Tutsis
and moderate Hutus in the central African
state of Rwanda, Rusesabagina, himself
a Hutu, sheltered his Tutsi wife and
family and hundreds of others from the
bloodied weaponry of the Interhamwe
militias, roving bands of murderers out
to cleanse their ruggedly beautiful country
of ‘cockroaches’. The unlikely hero
turned his hotel into a haven for the
potential victims of genocide, while the
world around him collapsed into a sea of
blood, and the international community
once again proved its unwillingness to
prevent humanity’s worst crimes. Despite
being a hotel manager by trade,
Rusesabagina is less often compared to
E. M. Statler than Oskar Schindler.

Mr. Rusesabagina, depicted in the film
Hotel Rwanda (2004) which tells the
story of his heroism during the Rwandan
genocide, graced Cornell University’s
Ithaca campus on April 20th 2005, when
he delivered his speech entitled ‘Rwanda:
A Lesson Yet To Be Learned’ before a
packed Statler Auditorium. The event was
organized by STARS, a group dedicated
to the awareness of the Holocaust and
genocide.

Turn Left had a chance to interview
Rusesabagina before the talk. TL Staff
was impressed by both Rusesabagina’s
gravitas and humility. When asked from
where he drew his personal strength
during the genocide, he replied: ‘I don’t
think I was strong. I was a normal person
who tried to remain who he was. That
was just the one secret: to remain a hotel
manager.’

[Note: Some of the answers provided
by Rusesabagina were prompted by

questions from persons representing other
media.]

Paul Rusesabagina: When Hotel
Rwanda came out, to me it was also a
kind of therapy. I was someone who was
angry, who was bitter against each and
every person. But when this message
happened to go out, I took it as an
achievement. It is always better late than
never.

Hotel Rwanda is itself is a message.
And what I want is each and every person
who will come to listen to me to be the
messenger, to carry out that message, and
let the world know that what we did not
know in 1994 for Rwanda we can at least
do it today, for the Congo, for Burundi,
for Darfur, and many other countries,
many other places in the world where
genocide is going on.

TL: It seems that despite your message,
the great powers of the world haven’t
learned anything in the past 10 years.
Perhaps there’s hope in the average
person, the college student or activist or
the people at home who want to do
something about genocide. How would
you recommend that we inspire the
average person to take a stand and start
doing something about genocide
worldwide?

PR: Through human rights organizations,
people can always do a lot of things. And
also some initiatives from student groups
can always do a lot of things. We saw
many things happen in the world,
especially in South Africa [in] the late 80s
[and] early 90s. The whole world got up
and said ‘no’ to apartheid and that’s why
they succeeded. Today also if people want
they can always influence the law-
makers, and even can go down to the
street and just demonstrate. Say that we
do not agree, we do not accept this, we
do not want this to happen. It has

happened, enough is enough.

TL: You talked briefly about how the
African Union mandate really isn’t enough
for Darfur. How do those concerned
about Darfur get the attention of powers
– the United States and the European
Union – in matters such as genocide in
Rwanda and what’s going on right now
in Darfur?

PR: I know before Hotel Rwanda came
out, the Darfurian issue was not
discussed, not talked even about. That is
why I say Hotel Rwanda is a message.
And we – [Hotel Rwanda actor] Don
Cheadle and myself – have signed a
petition: Wherever hotel Rwanda was
screened, the [petition] papers were
distributed and we intended to send them
back to the White House. We also need
such moves from the people. In Africa,
there are dictatorships, it’s not easy to
change things. But in the West, in Europe
and America, you can always change
things very easily.

TL: Romeo Dallaire, who was in charge
of the UN Mission in Rwanda in 1994
said very recently that one of the key ways
of stopping current and future genocide
is to get middle powers, people like
Germany and Canada and France, to get
involved rather than larger powers like
The United States or China. It’s politically
impossible to have major powers like the
United States step up and do something
in [some] places, like in a Muslim
country like Sudan. Dallaire suggested
that middle powers have the responsibility
to go out and send their own troops and
other support to places like Darfur. What
do you think about that idea?

PR: In some sensitive issue, some
sensitive places, like maybe the Muslim
countries, I would also say what he says,
because sending Americans would be

maybe to expose them and also to create
another conflict, in a way. But I don’t
see the reason why the United States
should not participate. I would rather
myself say that countries – superpowers
– are the ones who are supposed to do
that.

Why are the United Nations forces
powerless? Because who is the members
of the peacekeepers? The member
countries which give all the soldiers to
go as blue berets … Those are from the
poorest of the world [like] Nigeria, the
Congo, Ghana, Bangladesh. Even
Rwandan [soldiers have] come in [but in
these cases] each and every person goes
there to improve his praedium, to get a
little bit of cash. That person does not go
to defend, to protect civilians, but will
just go to do things smoothly and improve
his monthly paredium.

If you take Rwandese soldiers, you
send them to the Sudan – Rwanda is
supposed to be the poorest country of
Africa – what is he going to change? I
don’t think this is the best solution.

PR: I think that General Dallaire was a
very good humanitarian, but not a good
peacekeeper. First of all, he was not a
peacekeeper. He was just a neutral
observer. I have never so far understood
why a general [Dallaire] – [when] the
United Nations decided to pull out –
decided to remain. They took out two
thousand two hundred and forty soldiers.
He remained with two hundred sixty
African soldiers. Can you imagine a
general a leader of two-hundred soldiers?

It would have been easy for us
Rwandese to see him also leaving so then
that at least the whole world should have
noticed that they are not there. There was
no witness. Maybe they could have taken
a different and stronger step and re-define
the peacekeeping mission from neutral
observers maybe to peace-makers. What
we need in Africa is not neutral
observers, but really peace-making
people, people who can protect at least
civilians. Not fight, but protect civilians.
And impose themselves, impose their
views.

PR: I don’t see any good reason why
Rwandese could trust or have any hope
in the United Nations. In 1993, we were
all of us threatened. The rebels were
killing people on their side. The then
government created a militia. The militia
also started … killing politicians in the
opposition and everybody. All the people
were scared. Most of us, we even
decided to leave the country, but we
didn’t, because we saw the United
Nations … But when very serious things
started – when the genocide started –
we saw the United Nations, which had
inspired our confidence, (most of the
people even gathered in schools and
churches, under their protection) just
[turn] their backs and [run] away. Can
you imagine such a situation? Can you
ever trust such a person, call him or her
a friend for real one day?

Reporter: What do you think about the
peer review mechanism in NEPAD

BY ANDREW GARIB

Continued on Page 19
Paul Rusesabagina and actor Don Cheadle. Cheadle plays Rusesabagina in Hotel Rwanda (2004). (BlackFilm)
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[The New Partnership for Africa’s
Development]? [South African President
Thabo] Mbeki said that this peer review
mechanism will be there as a stop-gap so
they are able to sanction each other when
they are doing wrong. I know that you
said that dictators cannot sanction other
dictators. But do you see any hope for
NEPAD in this?

PR: I will always repeat that maybe
NEPAD can do something. But I will
always repeat what I’ll say: I don’t see
myself, [for example] as dictator …
fighting a neighbour dictator in the name
of democracy. Can you see that yourself?
Because me, I can’t imagine.

TL: We talked a little bit about what the
average person can do [to stop genocide].
But what the average person can do, with
local organizations, is very often [too]
local. That may not be the kind of force
required to have real change in the
international regime to make sure that
genocide doesn’t happen again. What can
we do as everyday people to
internationalize our efforts, to make sure

that people around the world understand
and are inspired by the need for change
internationally?

PR: There are so many things you can
do. First of all, all of those conflicts leave
behind a lot of orphans – many people
killed, many orphans without shelter,
without schools, without anything.
Women have always been victims in all
the conflicts of the world. Those people
need medical care. Those people need
psychological follow-up. But those are
just immediate needs.

In order to solve such conflicts I
think that what Americans can do is bring
[fighting factions] around the table, help
them to help themselves by negotiating,
dealing. Me, I believe in peace. But peace
should be a result of a dialogue. Even if
we can say that relatively there’s peace,
you can never talk peace as long as it is
just initiated by the leaders. That is a kind
of dictatorship and intimidation, but not
negotiations.

TL: One of the things we’re trying to do
here at Cornell [through the Darfur Action
Coaliton] is touch base with students in
Sudan right now, in particular in
Khartoum, in order to help them organize,
and to learn from them exactly what’s
happening so we can help them bring

about change in their country – stop
genocide and democratize Sudan. What
potential do you see student voices, voices
at colleges and universities all across the
world, and in highschools even, in these
areas that are effected?

PR: A lot can be done, but it won’t be an
easy task. To do it as students in a foreign
country, it wouldn’t be very easy. But
even if the American leaders, for instance,
the European leaders, happen to see that
each and every person is going down to
the street to demonstrate, that would be
a good message. They have to change
their position towards the Sudanese
government and at least impose an
embargo on Sudanese oil which is being
used to buy weapons. Those leaders will
threaten the Sudanese leaders, and let
them know that one day, they are not
untouchable. One day, they can also be
brought to justice. You can always
influence the decisions of the
superpowers by letting them know that
the Sudanese government is buying
weapons, distributing them to the militia,
the janjaweed, to put an embargo on the
arms imports. So there’s a lot to be done.
To influence leaders is the best idea.
Because intervening in a different country
wouldn’t be very easy.

n April 27th, former U.S.
Ambassador Dennis B. Ross
spoke as this year’s Bartels

World Affairs Fellow in the Statler
Auditorium here at Cornell. Between
1988 and 2000, Ross served the Bush
Sr. and Clinton administrations as the
chief envoy to the Middle East. He was
a key figure in shaping the peace
process between the Palestinian and
Israeli peoples, incuding the 1995
Interim Agreement and the 1997
Hebron Accord. Today Ross is a
counselor and a distinguished fellow at
the Institute for Near East Policy in
Washington, DC. He’s also the author
of The Missing Peace: The Inside
Story of the Fight for Middle East
Peace, published in 2004.

Turn Left got a chance to sit down
with this distinguished diplomat at a
media round-table event before he
delivered his lecture. We’re happy to
share the smaller talk with our readers.

[Note: Some of the answers
provided by Rusesabagina were
prompted by questions from persons
representing other media.]

Turn Left: Many liberals had been in
denial that [former Palestinian Authority
leader] Yasir Arafat was the greatest
obstacle to peace. If Yasir Arafat was
not a good representation of the needs,
the wants and the desires of the

Perspectives on the Middle East
An Interview with Ambassador Dennis Ross

TL
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BY ANDREW GARIB

Continued on Page 20

Palestinian people, is Abu Mazen
[Palestinian Authority President
Mahmoud Abbas] considerably better?

Dennis Ross: I think he’s considerably
better. Arafat derived his legitimacy
from being a revolutionary leader, for
being someone who put the Palestinian
cause on the international stage. Abu
Mazen has to acquire his legitimacy
through other means. Now he has
legitimacy because he got elected.

To build authority [Abu Mazen] has
to show that Palestinians benefit from
[his] pathway of non-violence, to show
his way works. Arafat acquired
[authority] by being able to achieve a
standing based not on concrete
achievement but more on psychological
achievement. Abu Mazen has to be
someone who delivers more concrete
achievement.

Most importantly he’s always
believed in non-violence. He never saw
violence as benefiting the Palestinians;
he always saw it as costing [them].
Also, he believed in co-existence –
genuinely so – and believes the only
way to achieve Palestinian aspirations
is through negotiations. Now, these are
all different from Arafat [who] in truth
never really gave up violence and terror
as an instrument, and I think that Arafat
was ultimately willing to accept co-
existence for some period of time, but
not permanently.

Abu Mazen is similar to Arafat in
that he’s a genuine Palestinian

nationalist. He is someone who believes
deeply that Palestinian aspirations have
to be addressed, and that there can’t
be peace without it, but that those
aspirations can’t be achieved if there
isn’t in fact a non-violence approach
on the Palestinian side.

TL: Recently on campus, the question
about whether the UN is biased against
Israel has come up in student political
discourse. And I think the answer is
pretty clear: We see resolution after
resolution about Israel and hardly
anything about the ongoing genocide in
Darfur. Given that there is this strong
anti-Semitism, what is going to be the
proper forum and the proper time to
address war crimes of the Israeli side
of this conflict?

R: You know, it’s pretty hard to have
the UN be a forum for that when you
have a human rights commission where
the people who sit on it in the UN are
the biggest abusers of human rights, and
then they pass judgment on others who
actually are governed by law.

Now, because Israel is a country
that is ruled by law, when things are
done that are wrong, there is a legal
recourse. And one of the interesting
things about the Palestinians is that it’s
clear they value that, because they go
to the Israeli Supreme Court all the
time.

It also says something else about
Palestinians that this is something that

they themselves want. Abu Mazen,
when he gave a press conference the
day before yesterday, talked a lot about
… producing an independent judiciary.
So I think that’s a pretty good indicator
of the direction he’s headed in, but also
it’s a reminder of what Palestinians
understand that they want and they
themselves have acted in a way that
reflects it.

Reporter: Are you optimistic that the
international community will be able to
communicate that there is hope for
people living in Gaza?

R: Well first, I think your measure is
the right one. I once talked about, in a
speech I gave, a hope-fear continuum.
When there’s hope, political leaders
have space do to things that are hard,
the public gives a chance for leaders to
do things, and there’s not a lot of room
for terror, because, in a sense, that’s
the destruction of hope.

Terror depends upon there being
no hope, frustration, anger, alienation.
When there’s fear, and people act on
their fear, everything in terms of inflicting
pain on the other side becomes
justified. So we, the international
community, have the need to show that
there’s hope.

We have to try to ensure people
see that life changes on the ground. The
way you convince people that there’s
hope is by showing that there’s real
change in their life. And if the doubts
dominate, basically we’re going to find
it very difficult to do much.

R: Let’s understand that what we’re
really about right now is trying to end
what has been a war for the last four
and a half [or] four years. We’ve not
had a peace process, and we don’t have
one right now. A peace process implies
that the two sides are actually working
together to reach agreements that will
overcome their basic differences. We’re
engaged in a process of trying to end
what has been a war process. And if
we do it successfully, we’ll be able to
get back to peace making. In the year
2000, we were dealing with the core
issues of this conflict – Jerusalem and
refugees and borders. We can’t [yet]
even talk about any of those issues
today.

Reporter: Looking at the Palestinian
territories, what do you consider the
role of poverty and economic stagnation
in the beginning and ending of the
second intefada?

R:, The desire to see the second intifada

O
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ended has been influenced by several
factors. In the year 2000, the per-capita
income of the West Bank and Gaza was
eighteen-hundred dollars a year. And
today it’s one thousand. That’s nearly
a fifty per cent drop in the per-capita
income, which would be a catastrophe
anyplace.

I think it’s not just the economy
though. I think it’s [that] life is incredibly
hard. If you’re a Palestinian you can’t
move. Israelis have checkpoints. Why
do they have all these checkpoints?
Because they want to inflict punishment
on the Palestinians? Palestinians will say,
‘yes’. Israelis will say, ‘every time we
lifted the checkpoints or the
roadblocks, we had dead Israelis.

But what it did was impose a terrible
hardship on the Palestinians. You want
to be able to take your kid to school in
the morning? Well, you better plan on
a couple extra hours. Do you want to
be able to, if you have an emergency,
go to the hospital? Well, you better
hope it’s not life-threatening. You want
to do business? Well, good luck.

The Palestinians understood, by the
way, that it wasn’t going to change if
the violence continues. Palestinians want
a normal life. [That] means that the
answer isn’t just producing calm. The
answer is dealing with what separates
the parties. But calm is an indispensable
first step. And if Palestinians see that
they’re benefiting from the calm, then it
raises the cost for those who decide to
defect from it.

TL: There are people on the left who
would call the wall being erected
between the Palestinian territories and
Israel an ‘apartheid wall’. Are they
justified?

R: In a political conflict, every term is
part of the conflict. So ‘apartheid wall’
or ‘wall’ has been used as part of the
conflict.

Let’s deal with facts, not

mythology. Ninety-five percent of what
I will call the barrier is a fence. It’s
exactly like the fence that exists on the
border with Lebanon, the one that was
moved. It’s just like the fence the Israelis
used to have on the Jordan border. It’s
a sensor. It traces any movement and it
is able to identify any breech, and then
there is a quick reaction to it. So ninety-
five percent of it is actually a fence.

Five percent of it is a wall. If you
travel down to the Washington, DC
area, on the Beltway you’ll find a big
wall that separates the Beltway from
neighborhoods that are next to it. That’s
exactly what this looks like.

Now, it’s a wall around [some
cities] because there is a road that
travels right along the green line, and
people used to shoot from within the
cities into the cars. A fence wouldn’t
stop the bullets, so they built a wall there.
That’s true in some of the places around
Jerusalem as well. Some of the places
where it’s being built around Jerusalem
does cut off Palestinians from being able
to get into Jerusalem. And that I think
is a problem.

On the other hand, let’s look at
what has actually happened. [Former
Israeli Prime Minister] Yitzhak Rabin
understood that there was going to have
to be partition, that Israel couldn’t stay
in the territories. But if it didn’t work
through a negotiation he was going to
protect Israel and its security and
develop what he called a separation
fence.

Likud and Sharon in particular
hated it because, firstly, it implied
partition in territory they didn’t want to
partition, secondly, once you built it,
there was a good side to it and a bad
side to it, and the settlements that were
on the east of it were going to be hard
to sustain. Now Sharon has become
the champion of the barrier, and for
good reason: because it’s effective. If
you didn’t have terror you wouldn’t
have it.

From the summer of 2001 til
January of 2004, there were eighty-
four successful suicide bomb attacks out
of the West Bank into Israel. Since the
last year and a third, there have been

seven. A third of the barrier has been
built. Where it’s been built, there hasn’t
been one successful attack. So it makes
a difference.

The real difference is where you
build it. The first plan for building it was
going to put it on about thirteen percent
of the West Bank. And that would have
affected the lives of two-hundred fifty
thousand Palestinians. It imposed
terrible hardship on the Palestinians
who were affected by it. The Israeli
Supreme Court issued a ruling
mandating that the route be changed.
And while it was appropriate to provide
Israeli security, it was not appropriate
to do so at such a high expense to the
Palestinians. So the new route of the
fence … affects ten thousand
Palestinians, not two hundred fifty
thousand.

Now Palestinians still hate it …
because they see it as an Israeli land
grab … and a unilateral move where
Israel is simply imposing it. Now the
Israelis say that they treat it not as a
political border but as a security
measure, and if there’s a political
agreement they’ll take it down. It seems
to me that when they say that this is a
security measure, not a political border,
history is on their side [given past
arrangements with Lebanon, Jordan
and Egypt].

I think there also are ways to make
it less of a problem for the Palestinians,
[for example] if negotiations were
seriously on the way on the one hand,
and there really wasn’t settlement
activity on the other. If Palestinians really
saw a qualitative change in settler
activities and they saw other things –
like prisoners being released – in an
ongoing way, everything can be part of
a package [i.e., an effective deal].

In a context where you aren’t
achieving anything, where the climate
is not good, you read the worst into
every move. So it’s not surprising that
the Palestinians will read the worst into
this. But it’s also not surprising that the
Israelis, not yet having the confidence
that the calm we have will be enduring,
also say that we have to ensure that we
provide for our own security. And by

the way, a barrier is much more benign
than an act of intervention.

TL: What do you feel the Bush
administration could learn from your
experiences in two other administrations
vis-a-vis the Palestinian situation, and
[what are] the lessons you’ve learned
with work in two administrations with
regards to other international crises, for
example, the genocide in Darfur right
now?

R: Well, I would say this generally, that
‘genocide in Darfur’ is the right way to
describe it. The numbers of people that
are dying and will die – have died, are
dying and will die – justified describing
this as genocide. Here I’d say the
lesson is not as horrific as Rwanda, but
the lesson there was the international
community cannot stand on the sidelines
and do nothing. And I’m not sure it’s
enough to simply rely upon the African
Union forces there.

For one thing, in order to learn that
lesson we can’t sit on the sidelines and
do nothing and it’s not enough just to
talk about it. And I don’t think this is a
case where there’s a big indigenous
military that has to be dealt with. The
janjaweed are basically not particularly
well organized, not that large in number,
and being prepared to put a
peacekeeping presence on the ground
that has the rules of engagement that
make it clear that they are not just totally
passive could have an effect there.

The main lessons the Bush
administration could learn from our
previous efforts is that you actually have
to be involved. You actually have to do
it yourself. Nothing implements itself by
itself. And a day-to-day involvement is
what is required, not a distant one. You
have to be prepared to deal with both
sides intensively, you have to be
prepared to define what you’re trying
to do clearly. Every meeting you have
should be designed to move you along
from where you are. I think if the Bush
administration approached involvement
that way, there would be more of a
chance to take advantage of the current
moment.

TL Apologizes!
Due to technical difficulties, this issue of Turn Left had to be printed on our hallowed Slope  Day.

We’re sorry for any inconvenience this may have caused.
Please do not let our mistake disturb your day-long binge drinking.

Sincerely,

The Editors
(none of whom are wearing ‘SOBER’ shirts today...)

www.cuturnleft.org
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s the academic year comes to a close, we can all breathe a sigh of relief. We’ve worked
hard we’re all ready for the break the summer brings. So get some rest over summer, think
liberal thoughts, and if you run out of things to do, we have a few suggestions. In lieu of
our normal Top 10, THE TL EXECUTIVE STAFF PRESENTS YOU WITH WHAT WE THINK WILL AID IN
YOUR SUMMER FUN. From all of us, thank you, and enjoy!

A

Sarah, our Features Editor and token
environmentalist, owner of ‘Recyle or Die’
paraphernalia:

Hug a tree — any tree! Then go visit every
National Park, because Bush
will probably end up drilling for oil in them
before the end of his term. Oh, and Re-
f&%*ing-cycle!

Andrew, our Editor Emeritus and Gitmo
escapee :

Attend a conference on Christian Values
organized by Tom DeLay;
greet everyone with ‘Shalom’ or ‘Salaam’. Then
go find the elusive Democratic majority; lose it
at a bar after a night of heavy drinking;
apologize to Howard Dean. And to all you hip
liberal newly-minted Cornell graduates, plan
your new life of God-hating, baby-killing, latte-
sipping, electric-car driving, obstructionist, race-
card-pulling, Derrida-reading and white-male-
oppressing moral relativism.

Josh, our newly elected National and
International News Managing Editor and
Talon News contributor :

Tuck liberalism away while interning at Ernst &
Young.

Wayne, our Editor-In-Chief and highly-
caffeinated insomniac :

Consult for the Cornell Review.  They need our
help. And contribute to the Wayne Huang
Intraveinous Caffine Machine fund (you can get
a tax deduction!).

Louis, our Executive Managing Editor and
Crazy Mo’F#$%a:

Accuse your neighbor of having WMD, invade
their house, steal their
things, find no WMD, declare your neighbor
democratized, and eventually
move on. After that, lead an indigo revolution on
your block; give credit to War in Iraq.

Evan, our current National and International
News Managing Editor, Webmaster, and Top
financial contributor to the Nader ’04
campaign. (Werd.) :

Dust-off the Kucinich ’04 paraphernalia, and try
to convince yourself that you’ll need it again in
’08. (Sarah agrees).  And find a town more
liberal than Ithaca. Hang your head in
disappointment.

Ben, our Managing News Editor and sage on
Asian politics:

Go to China.  You don’t want to be on the
receiving end of Kim Jong-Il’s nukes.  And
vacation in sunny Baghdad!

Chrissy, our newly elected Promotions
Manager:

Catch up on some summer reading like Catcher
In The Rye, Huck Finn and
Harry Potter before they are all banned. Also,
be sure and spend quality time with all your
draft age friends from home. And plan all
abortions ahead of the death of Rehnquist.

Seth, our Finance Director and Redbud
Woods inhabitant since 1965:

Enjoy some all-natural Tompkins County grass
in the Redbud Woods; you probably won’t be
able to do that next year. If you want to get out
of Ithaca, go to Israel eat a falafel with an Israeli
and a Palestinian!



Something’s cooking in the world of politics, but few are paying attention. News is a weapon

that can be wielded by foregrounding some stories, or, more pertinently, by burying others. TL

staff takes a look at the news items that aren’t always (or are no longer) front-page material.

Does Cornell Sponsor Genocide?!?? or How to Skew a Debate
ON A DIVERSE COLLEGE CAMPUS LIKE THAT OF

CORNELL, THERE’S MUCH IRONY TO BE SEEN.
We have the most beautiful campus in
America for only two weeks a year, which
happen to coincide perfectly with pre-frosh
parents flooding campus during Cornell
Days. We have a university library counted
as among the best in the world, yet daily
the Cocktail Lounge reverts to Club Uris,
complete with thoughtless socialites and
Hotelies Gone Loud. Worse, our student
government is dominated by unscrupulous
Greek oligarchs, part of a system of white
program houses that cries for greater
autonomy.

Our heritage of irony was hopefully not
lost on attendees of the 22 April event in
Appel Commons entitled ‘Does Cornell
Sponsor Segregation?’ – a mindless debate,
as it were, about program houses on
campus. Debating about program houses
here at Cornell is like debating evolution

with Bill Frist: the question has been settled
by rational, level-headed individuals
decades ago, and further argument could
only lead to hot heads and cooled relations.
There’s also the issue of framing
of the debate itself. Asking if
Cornell sponsors ‘segregation’ (a
word featured more prominently
on promotions materials for the
event than any other) is like asking
if Planned Parenthood sponsors
genocide. In handing the debate to
the conservative side from the get-
go, some Cornell liberals show that they
clearly hadn’t heard of George Lakoff.

But let’s be totally honest: the program
house debate was a failure in and of itself.
While the administration of this fine
university scraps a plan to bring more green
energy to campus at the same time it
prepares to pave the Redbud Woods (two
issues worthy of far more campus dialogue),

we liberals legitimize and popularize pie-in-
the-sky conservative notions of a colorblind
society by even participating in a debate
over the legitimacy of a system whose

existence is by no ways
threatened. This isn’t a
statement about limits to
intellectual freedom – debate can
and should be as open and free

as possible – but one of tactics.
Pick your battles, progressives. Let’s

not open up territory we’ve held for
decades to conservative fire. Let

sleeping Individualists lie (to themselves)
about their warped notion of racial equality.
Now here’s the real irony. Discussion about
Affirmative Action and program housing
does raise issues that we progressives
certainly wish to bring to the forefront. The
program house debate only distracts us
from the fact Cornell’s idea of diversity
certainly is worthy of ridicule. While

IT’S BEEN A ZOOLOGICAL BONANZA HERE AT

CORNELL IN THE PAST FEW WEEKS.
Recently, members of our distinguished
Cornell Lab of Ornithology rediscovered
the ivory billed woodpecker, once thought
extinct, in the hinterlands of the great
state of Arkansas – work that landed
Big Red birdwatchers on the front page
of the science section of the New York
Times. But we at TL Staff were sad to
see this great find overshadow a story
with an interesting taxonomy of its own.

Perhaps if Carl Linnaeus were
an American liberal, he’d be rolling in
his grave. Or, quietly chuckling to
himself in the Uppsala Cathedral where
he is buried. Yet another set of
distinguished Cornell scientists recently
made the discovery of a handful of new
species of slime-mold beetle (genus
Agathidium), an insect named after its
primary food source: fungi-like slime

Americans for a Slime-Mold Beetle Majority!
molds. The story as it stands is certainly
interesting [zzzzzzzz…], but there’s
more: Former Cornell Professor of
Entomology Quentin Wheeler and
Cornell Ph.D. Kelly Miller, working out
of Britain’s Natural History Museum
and Brigham Young University
respectively, decided to honor both their
new beetle fauna finds and the
neoconservative leaders of the Bush
administration by naming three beetle
varieties after Defense Secretary
Donald Rumsfeld, Vice President
Dick Cheney, and President George
Bush.

No, we’re not kidding. The
entomological duo, insisting that
their taxonomical creations in fact
pay homage to the neocon
triumvirate, cast the decision as a
small honor for our ‘fellow citizens
who have the courage of their

convictions and are willing to do the
very difficult and unpopular work of
living up to principles of freedom
and democracy rather than accepting
the expedient or popular’, according
to the Cornell News Service. Perhaps
the symbiotic relationship between bug
and mold (some would call it Straussian
…) symbolizes the call for a greater
unity among humanity in putting aside
our differences and encouraging
cooperation and mutual respect. But
some (including some TL Staffers)
suggest that the key words here are
‘bug’ and ‘slime’ – with the
christeners’ tongues placed firmly
in their cheeks.

TL Staff as a whole won’t
speculate as to the true motivations of
Drs. Miller and Wheeler in naming the
beetles after our favorite Washington
insectine insiders. But Turn Left will

provide the scientific community, which
is perennially at odds with the Bush
administration over salient policy, with
a few of our own suggestions for animals
prime for naming (or renaming) after
Rumsfeld, Cheney, Bush and perhaps
Cornellian Paul Wolfowitz ’65. The list,
to be published in the upcoming issue of
the Turn Left Journal of Science,
includes such luminary animals as the
weasel, the slug, various kinds of
serpent, lower primate and rodent,
an array of segmented invertebrates
– and lemmings. We hope (and
anticipate) that the world’s scientific
community will take note. After all, all
those denied visas for foreign scientists
and science students under the Patriot
Act are certain to add up to fun times
(perhaps slimy times, too) in the next
generation of zoology textbooks.

boasting a fairly large non-white and
international population, Big Red
segregation is a reality that can’t be ignored.
It’s just that the segregation doesn’t happen
in North Campus program houses, but in
the rest of our fair university; it’s a function
not of university policy, but of lingering
yuppie racism on Cornell’s largely white
liberal campus, and the oftentimes acrid and
defensive attitude (perhaps justified)
Cornell minorities give in response.

Ironically, the answer to the question
‘Does Cornell Sponsor Segregation’ is a
resounding ‘Yes’. Yet sadly, while it’s been
a long time coming, it’s going to take a lot
more than a fresh and realistic administration
mandate for diversity to get the love flowing
between ebony and ivory (and every other
color) far above Cayuga’s waters. In the
mean time, TL Staffers implore: Don’t think
of a red herring.

Neoconicus sinisterus Olesiuk, Neoconicus jingoicus Huang, and Cowboisis crawfordium Wasser, recent zoological discoveries made by TL Scienticians. Go, Latin!

THE BACK BURNER
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Something all Progressives Can
Be Proud Of

My name is David Horowitz

IT’S BEEN A FANTASTIC YEAR FOR TURN

LEFT . In twelve months, we have
doubled the number of issues, tripled our
staff, quadrupled the amount of printed
content, revamped our website (thank
heavens…!) and changed the face of
campus political discourse at Cornell for
good. TL staffers feel that it’s time to
look back on our accomplishments for
the year – and, just maybe, gloat a little.
Two years ago, TL Staffers managed
to rescue a dying organization and
publication from a grave littered with
defunct campus liberal periodicals: Gone
are the Cornell Progressive, Cornell
Perspectives, and a host of other broad-
based progressive papers that never
survived the apathy of the student body,
the lack of quality news and analysis,
and the once brutal wit of Anne
Coulter’s Cornell Review.

TL was different. Most important
was the creation in the last year of
perhaps the most able student
publication staff on campus, which has
come together as one of the strongest
student organizations at Cornell. TL
Staff agrees: we and Cornell’s otherwise

bland or outlandish political discourse are
better off with TL’s ascension to become
this university’s best source for political
news and opinion. If it had not been so,
we’re afraid, this paper’s five year
history would be all for naught, gone the
way of the Dodo and the Cornell Daily
Sun.

Turn Left’s expansion has met with
greater respect throughout campus and
across this great country, respect for
both our publication and for intelligent
progressive views in general. Recently,
we’ve been recognized by the Center
for American Progress as one of the
best student progressive publications in
the nation, and have thus received a
grant from Washington D.C., with much
love, we’d like to think, from John
Podesta.

In short, TL has a lot to be proud of,
but truly the credit lies not with TL
executives, but the vibrant, intelligent and
committed group that is the Cornell
progressive community. Without you, we
wouldn’t have a committed and talented
staff. Without you, we wouldn’t have a
bright, creative and involved readership.

Turn Left is not a
victory for a handful
of executive
editors, but a
triumph for for
liberalism at
Cornell. Our recent
successes are only
a fulfillment of the
brimming potential
of the progressive
community at this
great university.
With all our
strengths, TL is
really only as strong
as our base.

With another
great year over, we
can only look
forward. And
thanks to you, our
future – and yours
– look bright.

To a more
p r o g r e s s i v e
America!

THE BACK BURNER
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Memoirs of an Oppressed White
Male - LOOK, LIBERALS ARE EVIL. THEY’RE

ALSO STUPID AND HYPOCRITICAL. They
brainwash you everyday (especially at
your local college or liberally-biased
media outlet). They cry over nothing.
They are all Marxists some way or
another. They, and not conservatives,
are the true racists. Oh yeah, and they
hate America. End of story.

My name is David Horowitz. I came
to your school a couple weeks back,
with an invitation from the local chapter
of Students for Academic Freedom, the
Republicans and all three staff members
of the Cornell American. My talk was
called ‘Academic Freedom and the War
on Terrorism.’ Some of you took that as
a sign that my talk would be a reasoned,
interesting academic discussion. Boy,
was the joke ever on you.

You see, my Academic Bill of
Freedom, which is designed to get more
conservatives into the ivory tower of
academia, is actually a huge hilarious
ruse. I used liberal language and ideas
and turn them against those pinko-
communist nuts. Hypocrites! Racists!

Well, ok, on closer inspection my Bill
is a load of crap, granted. But it’s one
hell of an ego boost when I make the
Cornell Daily Sun. ‘Horowitz Speaks
About Liberal Bias’! No analysis, no
dissection, no dissent – my kinda paper!
If you missed it, lemme tell ya – my talk
went great. The audience was primed

for intake of my drivel: I called Nancy
Hopkins, the MIT biologist who called
out Lawrence Summers on his
provocative comment about women’s
aptitude for science, a racist; then, I
conflated genetic predisposition for
athletic prowess with gender-based
intellectual aptitude. (I first asked if
people thought that men and women
were different, and then I asked if it was
surprising that so many of the fastest
men and women on earth were black.
No one seemed to notice the difference
between the two!)
Stupid feminists!

I also suggested
that racism doesn’t
exist in America
anymore (except, it
seems, among
liberals); and then I lied
and said that slavery
declined in the years
after the declaration of
independence, when
any high school kid
could tell you the
opposite occurred. (It’s
much easier to do this
crazy rant stuff in front
of a crowd that lacks
basic knowledge of its
own history!) But hey,
it’s all in the name of
Academic Freedom!

To be fair, I’m not

such a bad guy. Really this whole affair
is just an ego trip – the versions of my
Academic Bill of Freedom that passed
in state legislatures across the country
are so watered down, they’re as good
as meaningless. And really, when it
comes down to it, no rational person
takes me seriously anyways (there was
a definite dearth of Cornell academics
in the audience when I last lectured in
old Stalinist Ithaca). I guess I’m just
another Anne Coulter or Bill O’Reilly, a
pseudo-intellectual broken gramophone,

with the volume turned up all the way.
Life is hard for oppressed white males
like me these days. But I take it one
crazy unfounded claim at a time.

God Bless America- well at
least the conservative
part of it!
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