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Suzanne Vitadamo, sister of Terri Schiavo, calls for calm after Terri died.  ‘Threatening words
dishonor our family, our faith and our sister, Terri,’ she said.  (Washington Post / Reuters)

he Hammer has, in essence, become the anvil.
For the past few weeks, the public has often heard Tom DeLay (R-TX) viciously
lashing out at federal judges for daring to exercise their constitutional duty during

the Schiavo case.  However, while he was making a public spectacle of this private Schiavo
family matter, the House ethics committee has been quietly investigating DeLay for a long
laundry list of political improprieties.

Tom ‘The Hammer’ DeLay, the Majority Leader of the U.S. House of Representatives
since 2002, has been accused of accepting free international travel (to Moscow, London,
Scotland, and more), golfing vacations, and lodging accommodations from lobbying groups,
ranging from gambling lobbies to private corporations to the Korea-U.S. Exchange Council.
Accepting funds or gifts from such organizations is in direct violation of House ethics
committee standards.

In addition to these allegations, DeLay orchestrated the funding of Texan Republican
candidates by private corporations in violation of Texas law. DeLay used his personal political
action committee, Texans for a Republican Majority (TRMPAC), to accept corporate donations
which were subsequently funneled through the RNC and then to candidates, primarily from
Texas, that private corporations had wanted to fund. This gross violation of campaign
finance law helped DeLay sweep in the first Republican-controlled Texas Legislature since
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mid the controversy surrounding the Terri Schaivo case,
many religious conservatives in favor of re-inserting the
feeding tube complained about how judges (or ‘judicial

activists’) were overreaching and going above the law so as to support
euthanasia.  Rarely did any person in favor of keeping the feeding
tube inserted pause to consider the actual legal facts surrounding
the case.  When one does so, it becomes clear that the Terri Schaivo
case was in fact legally straightforward, and that regardless of
personal or religious opinion, the judges involved were justified in
removing the feeding tube.

To refuse treatment is a basic constitutional right.  Under the
common law of England and the United States, the laws of every state,
and Supreme Court decisions, no one can force another person to
undergo a medical or surgical procedure, or to require that person to
accept life-sustaining treatment (including artificial feeding) against that
person’s will.  In fact, any attempt to do so is an illegal battery.  Unfor-
tunately, in Terri Schaivo’s case, her exact wishes regarding whether
she wanted to be kept on life support or artificial feeding were not
written down.  The treatment was continued for seven years, until her
husband, Michael Schaivo, acting as Terri’s guardian, requested to
remove the feeding tube, as he believed there was no chance Terri
would recover and that she would not want to be in this situation
anyway.  Terri’s parents then stepped in and opposed Michael’s re-
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n May of 2000, a very special book appeared on the streets of Khartoum. Due to
heavy media restrictions imposed by the authoritarian Sudanese government,
the book was distributed carefully and quickly, appearing at the entrances of

mosques for patrons to peruse as they left Friday prayers. The Black Book: Imbal-
ance of Power and Wealth in Sudan, struck a special chord with the Sudanese people.
It was an instant popular hit, which comes as no surprise to the people of Sudan,
victims of decades of negligent and often brutal rule from its national governments.

In a short period of time The Black Book became one of the most talked about
pieces of literature in the nation, its contents spread far and wide, beyond the reach
of national censors, through word of mouth in daily conversation and liberal doses of
photocopier ink. The reason for The Black Book’s popularity was no secret, as it
presented a story that spoke to millions of Sudanese, especially those of marginalized
areas who had in recent years fled persecution, poverty and pestilence to the center
of Sudanese power and wealth, the city of Khartoum.

The story of The Black Book should be familiar to many Americans as well. Its
Western Sudanese authors, including those representing the perpetually war-torn
region of Darfur, accuse the central government of Sudan of hording power and
resources for those of the Northern, traditionally Arab region of the country. Table
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Protest Fights Asian Stereotypes at The Daily Sun
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Ithaca, NY-  At noon on March 31st, in
response to the controversy surrounding a
recent issue of the Cornell Daily Sun,
students rallied on Ho Plaza to protest
against stereotypes of Asians.  The March
11th Sun headlined with a news story on a
talk given the previous day by Dr. Wai-
Kwong Wong detailing a report on mental
health among Asian and Asian-American
students. Controversially, the same issue
included a comic by TL contributor Stephen

Davis ’08 that played on Asian stereotypes.
Such stereotypes were cited in Dr. Wong’s
talk as a source of anxiety and depression
among Asian students.

The protest was led by Michelle Wong
'05 from the student group Asian-Pacific
Americans for Action (APAA), who headed
off a series of speeches at the rally speaking
out against stereotypes of Asians.
Although the Davis cartoon began the
controversy, speakers focused primarily on
the larger sources of these stereotypes.
‘This is about much more than the one

Cornell Dems Starting Anew

Controversy from Questionable Editorial Move Involving Racial Cartoon
cartoon,’ Wong stated before the crowd.
‘The cartoon is merely the culmination of
already existing stereotypes and conditions.’
Speakers also referred to the recently
published Asian and Asian American
Campus Climate Task Force Report.  This
report was the source of many of the
statistics mentioned at the rally.

The protest was not without its critics.
Current Daily Sun columnist and former
Editor in Chief Andy Guess ’05,
accompanied by Sun Managing Editor Eric
Finkelstein ’06, held up a sign claiming that

the protest did no more than lend credibility
to other stereotypes of Asians. ‘The only
stereotype being reinforced is that Asians
have no sense of humor,’ the sign read. Guess
further stated, ‘Nothing is taboo…creating
taboos reinforces stereotypes.’

This month, APAA will be observing
Asian-American Heritage Month.  A series
of talks, workshops, and other events are
planned for the Month at Cornell, as well as
a campaign to raise awareness for the
Campus Climate Task Force Report. [Note:
The author is affiliated with APAA]

Attempts to Forge New Image
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Move Made to Disapprove SA
Election Results

One Last Effort- Maybe
BY EVAN MARSHAK

Ithaca, NY-  On Wednesday, March 30th,
the Cornell Democrats met for the first time
since the election of their new executive
board.  Fresh on everyone's mind was the
tarnished reputation of the organization its
devout members had come to despise.  First
on the agenda was the discussion of the
new Democrats' constitution, complete with
new membership requirements and the
outlining a new election procedure.

The new
membership criteria
specified that voting
rights would only be
granted to those who
attend at least three
meetings of the
Democrats per semester.  Additionally, the
old plurality voting system was changed to
require a majority-elected executive board,
and the constitution clearly outlines the
distinctions between elected and non-
elected members of the executive board.  The
constitution outlines methods for
impeachment of executive board officers,
saying that any member of the executive
board, save the president, may be removed
by the unanimous consent of the remaining
elected members of the executive board.  Any
executive board officer, however, may be
removed by a 2/3 vote of the membership.

The issues of presidential power have
not yet been resolved as, in open meetings,
members of the executive board have argued
with Mitch Fagen ‘07, Democrats president,
about various policies, from debate rules to
content of the constitution.  Further, Fagen
is responsible for single-handedly drafting
the constitution, a decision that other
executive board members objected to after
receiving the draft and being told that they
would discuss it at their first meeting.  At
the discussions of the constitution, no one
questioned why the constitution outlines
different rules for impeaching the president
and the other members of the executive
board.  Fagen told TL that he believed it
would not be right to remove the president
without the consent of the general body,
but that it would be okay to remove another
executive board member with just the
consent of the executive board, so that no
one would have to make a 'spectacle' at a
meeting.

At the first general meeting of the
Democrats, the membership never got to
vote on the final constitution as several
amendments had taken precedence in the
debate.  Mark Coombs ‘08, Cornell

Democrats member, wrote two amendments
which he thought would help the image of
the club.  The first, entitled ‘Elected Officer
Restrictions’ required that ‘[n]o elected
member of the Executive Board [sic] may
simultaneously serve as an elected member
on the Student Assembly, University
Assembly, Student Assembly Finance
Commission, University Board of Trustees,
or Class Council.’  Coombs cited a ‘tradition
of exploiting the Cornell Democrats’ for
campus political gain as the reasoning for
his amendment.  He went on to say that there
is an ‘unfortunate perception’ of the
Democrats in the Cornell community that
they are a corrupt organization and that this
is the only real way to send a message the
Democrats have changed.

Coombs's amendment failed due to
contention that anybody should be allowed
to run for any position he wants.  Coombs
says that his amendment was 'not the only
possible solution' and welcomes new ideas
to fix the Democrats' image, though they have
yet to be forthcoming.

In the wake of the debate on the
proposed amendments to the Democrats'
constitution, the Student Assembly Finance
Commission was brought before the Student
Assembly with a challenge that speaks to
the Democrats' image on campus.  The
SAFC had removed co-chair Steve Grossman
‘07 for alleged conflict of interest with the
Democrats, and Grossman had appealed to
the SA.  The charges against Grossman
include that he ‘unduly influenced’ David
Lederman ‘06 in an attempt to remove a 10%
budget cut from the Democrats as a penalty
for tardiness to the Democrats' budget
hearing.  At that same hearing, Grossman
called Tim Lim ‘06, then president of the
Democrats, and told him that he had to get
to the meeting; the SAFC charged that this
was not done for any other group.
Grossman told Turn Left that other groups
had not been penalized the 10% that the
Democrats would ultimately come to suffer
despite, in some cases, being even later than
Lim's half-hour tardiness.  The last charge,
and the one that was most capitalized upon
by supporters of Grossman who came to the
meeting bearing signs, was that Grossman
was able to acquire more buckets of chalk
for the Democrats than they were supposed
to receive.

In the same curious turn of events that
led to current secretary treasurer Jamie
Gullen’s ‘07 effective removal from her
elected position last year, Grossman had

Ithaca, NY-  On March 31st, the Student
Assembly gathered in the meeting that
would approve the results of the recent SA
elections.  The Elections Committee,
comprised of four seniors, would deliver
its final report on the election challenges
and the results would become official.
Shortly after the meeting commenced,
Jackie Koppell ‘05
addressed the
quorum for just this
purpose.

At that time,
Koppell says, the
Ombudsman found
no wrongdoing on the part of the elections
committee.  It is the Ombudsman's job to
determine whether or not the committee
followed the guidelines laid-out in the
election rules.  Needing to attend another
meeting, Koppell left after a few questions
on the cost of new elections.

Later in the meeting, Herbie Ziskend
‘07, SA representative, made a motion to
disapprove the SA election results.
Ziskend, reiterating many of the arguments
made before, said that the only fair thing to
do would be to hold new elections and
invalidate the results of the recent one.
Some members like Kwame Thomison
pointed out that other elections like the
trustee election were bad too; he went on
to say that the people who were supporting
Ziskend's motion were those who were
directly affected in that they lost.  Ziskend
never sought reelection.

As the discussion wore on, Ziskend
saw that those members of the SA that
supported his motion were leaving as they
had other places to be; at the same meeting,
the issue of Steve Grossman's removal from
the SAFC was discussed which took a fair
deal of time.  Ziskend organized a quorum-
break, asking that his supporters leave so
that the motion could not be put to a vote
that day; after fewer than half of the
representatives were left at the meeting, the
meeting needed to dissolve.  Ziskend
explains that there was no proxy voting
allowed at this meeting as the resolution
that he proposed was new business.

At the beginning of the April 7th
meeting, the Review and Turn Left issued a
joint statement saying that they stood as a
'united front' that believed that new
elections were in order.  Many other
members of the community also addressedSee CU Dems, page 14
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the SA, but most are convinced that no one
really changed their mind during the course
of the discussion.

Another interesting point brought-up
in during the open microphone session was
that before leaving office, Hope Mandeville
(former Director of the Office of Student
Assemblies) had contacted Erica Kagan '05,
president of the student assembly, and Josh
Bronstein '06, saying that she would be
leaving soon thereafter but offering her help
in running the elections.  Kagan told TL that
Mandeville's last few weeks in office were
hectic but that Kagan and Bronstein had
met with Mandeville before winter break to
discuss publicity ideas.  As per sending-out
an e-mail soliciting the elections, Kagan
says, 'When we didn't hear from Hope on
that, we assumed the email wasn't a
possibility.'

Furthermore, Martin Lang of the Office
of Student Assemblies clarified that he had

made-up the contested $6,000 figure which
was, in fact, accurate if the cost of the
elections would include staff hours, not just
the $4,500 charged by the electronic voting
company.  Lang went on to apologize for the
lack of advertising saying that he was as
responsible as Koppell and Fernandes for
the lack of advertising.

Save this new information, the debate
remained basically the same as before. The
April 7th meeting was set to end early as the
SA was holding an event with the USA
Today editor after the meeting.  As a result,
the question on Ziskend's amendment was
called almost immediately after Ziskend was
given the floor.  Ziskend explains that the
resolution required a 2/3 vote to pass, which
it narrowly missed by a single vote with 14
voting for the resolution and 8 against.

Before the question was called, Ziskend
and SixPAC member Joe Rudnick '08 asked
some very pointed and, to the outside
observer, confusing questions.  First,
Ziskend made a motion to discharge the
elections committee which Kagan ruled out
of order as the elections committee's report

The resolution to
disapprove of the results
failed by a single vote
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Bush Agrees to Sell F-16s to Pakistan

BY LOUIS WASSER

India Upset Over Possible Disruption of Balance of Power

Washington, D.C.- On Friday, March 25, the
Bush administration approved the sale of F-
16 combat aircraft to Pakistan, a decision
that had previously been blocked for the
prior fifteen years.  President Bush
telephoned Indian Prime Minister
Manmohan Singh later that evening to
inform him of the policy change. During the
fifteen minute conversation, Singh
reportedly expressed India's 'great
disappointment' at this decision. One of his
Singh's spokesmen later spoke of fears that
the sale 'could have negative consequences
for India's security environment,' possibly a
reference to the fragile security situation in
the Asian Subcontinent where India and
Pakistan, both nuclear powers, have fought
multiple wars for control of Kashmir.

The decision to allow Pakistan to
purchase F-16s seems to stem from President

Musharraf’s support of US
actions in the War on
Terror.  However, the Bush
administration has hinted
that similar sales would be
available to Pakistan’s
rival, India.  Following the
beginning of peace talks
last year, relations between
the two nations are
relatively peaceful when
compared with past;
however, the two powers
have fought before, and it
remains to be seen whether
the sale of these F-16s to
Pakistan will undermine
stability and lead towards
renewed conflict. (Source:
Reuters)   A State Dept. official recently defended the sale of F-16s to Pakistan as strictly a ‘business’ decision.

Rising Star

Washington, D.C.- Senator Russ Feingold,
a Democrat from Wisconsin, has had his
name broadcast loudly over newswires re-
cently, traveling across the country to raise
money for his Political Action Committee
(PAC), the Progressive Patriots Fund – and,
according to a bevy of political insiders, to
cast himself as a national figure for a pos-
sible 2008 run for the White House.

Feingold asserts that he started the
PAC at the behest of Democrats from all
over the United States who requested that
he help, in his own words, ‘turn the Demo-
cratic Party around.’ He plans to use funds
generated through the PAC to donate to
Democratic candidates for Senate in 2006.

Though Feingold has heard the specu-
lation regarding a personal future presiden-
tial bid, he avows that the purpose of the
Fund is not to assist in such an endeavor,
though he has never denied that he may
indeed decide to wage such an effort.
Websites such as ‘DraftRuss.com’ and
‘RussForPresident.com’ seem to have al-
ready signed on to the idea.

Opinion across campus, however, is not
as clearly defined, many Cornell
progressives somewhat skeptical of a
Feingold candidacy. The main question –
who is Russ Feingold?

The maverick Midwestern Democrat
has turned heads on both sides of the aisle
since he ousted Republican incumbent Rob-
ert W. Kasten, Jr. from his Senate seat in
1992.

Feingold first took on the ‘maverick’
label when he became the only Democrat in
the Senate to vote against dismissing the
impeachment case against President Bill
Clinton in the late 1990s, maintaining that
he felt he should vote based on his commit-
ment to the idea of due process of law rather
than down strict partisan lines. His opposi-
tion to NAFTA and measures such as the

free trade agreement with China has also
upset many in his own party.

The moment that would come to define
Feingold’s career arrived amidst the con-
gressional haze following the 9/11 tragedy
with the 2001 Senate vote on the USA PA-
TRIOT Act.  While such traditional Demo-
cratic stalwarts as Ted Kennedy (D-MA)
and Barbara Boxer (D-CA) cast their votes
in favor of the now infamous H.R. 3162 leg-
islation, Feingold took a lone stand against
it.

‘There have been periods in our
nation’s history,’ Feingold then stated,
‘when civil liberties have taken a backseat
to what appeared at the time to be the legiti-
mate exigencies of war.’ After listing examples
such as McCarthy-era blacklisting and the
internment of Japanese Americans during
World War II, the senator made his final
plea as political pundits predicted an end to
his political career: ‘We must not allow these
pieces of our past to become prologue.’

The next year would place Feingold in
the national spotlight once again, this time
as co-author of the Bipartisan Campaign
Reform Act of 2002, known informally as
the McCain-Feingold law. The law dramati-
cally reformed campaign finance in the po-
litical realm, most notably by barring the
large company or union-funded soft money
donations once so vital for a politician’s
survival.

Feingold proved his political prowess
and garnered bipartisan support in the re-
cent 2004 Senate elections, winning re-elec-
tion by over 10 percentage points in the
same state where Democratic presidential
candidate John Kerry won with only a one
percent lead over Republican George W.
Bush.  Americans for Democratic Action has
Feingold tied with Boxer as the ‘most pro-
gressive person’ in the Senate.

Feingold has started a personal diary view-
able on the Web at <http://senator-russ-
feingold.mydd.com>.

Senator Feingold Possible 2008
Contender; Starting to Turn Heads

Terri Schaivo Laid to Rest

Pinellas Park, Fla.- Two weeks ago, Terri
Schaivo, of St. Petersburg, Florida
passed away after a heavily litigated and
emotionally heated battle involving the
U.S. Congress, local courts, and her
family. Schaivo had been living in a
persistent vegetative state since a 1990
heart attack left her with significant brain
damage. In 1994, after consultation with
specialists, Michael Schaivo, Terri’s
husband, concluded that there was no
chance for recovery. Four years later,
Michael petitioned the Florida court to
remove her feeding tube in accordance
with Terri’s wishes, which was granted
in 2000.

Terri’s parents, with the support of
Florida Governor Jeb Bush, the Florida
legislature, and pro-life groups,
attempted to overrule the court’s
decision through 'Terri’s Law,' which
enabled the governor to prevent the
removal of Terri’s feeding tube. In 2004,
the Florida Supreme Court overturned
'Terri’s Law' as unconstitutional. Since
the beginning of the year, appeals by the

President and the United States Congress
were denied in Federal Court.

Schiavo's remains were cremated on
Saturday, April 2nd and Michael Schaivo
has indicated that she will be laid to rest in
a family plot in her home state of
Pennsylvania. A final autopsy report is
expected within a few weeks.  (Source:
MSNBC)

Terri Schaivo

BY MARK COOMBS

BY CLAIRE LAMBRECHT

Senator Russ Feingold (left), with Senator John McCain.
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BY EVAN MARSHAK

A Senate committee is investigating Jack Abramoff, a lobbyist best known
for his work with Native American tribes’ casinos, for corruptly influencing
Congressmen.

March of this year saw the lowest death toll in Iraq since February 2004.

At least one Senate Republican has indicated that he may not support John
Bolton’s nomination as US ambassador to UN.

Sgt. Hasan Akbar, facing charges for murdering two US army officers,
plans to use insanity as a defense.

Third head of Transportation Security Administration, the agency
responsible for airline safety, has resigned since September 11, 2001.

Paul Wolfowitz, nominee for head of World Bank by President Bush,
allegedly called for removal of Saddam Hussein from office within one
week of September 11, 2001.

As a new challenge to detainment of suspected terrorists at Guantanamo
Bay comes before an American court, 540 remain imprisoned on the
island.

American officials say that new ad campaign designed to give leads to
finding al-Qaeda operatives relatively successful.

Eric Rudolph, suspected of planting bomb at 1996 Olympic Games in
Atlanta, has pled guilty; he is also accused of bombing a gay nightclub and
an abortion clinic.

An unidentified man was arrested in front of the Capitol building after
carrying two suitcases to the lawn and asking to speak with the President.

The Bush administration has accused 15 states of fraudulently obtaining
excess Medicaid funding.

NAACP has attacked Bush administration for citing shorter life
expectancy for black Americans as reason why Social Security is unfair to
them; instead, it says, the US needs to focus on the causes of shorter life
expectancy.

Courts Draw Ire from Conservatives

Washington, D.C. - Judges may soon have
to watch their backs.  Conservatives are
stepping up their attack on the courts, and
it’s starting to get ugly.

The rising tide of anger against the ju-
diciary seems to have stemmed from the
Terri Schiavo controversy, when federal and
state courts repeatedly refused to order the
reinsertion of her feeding tube despite emer-
gency legislation passed by Congress.   After
Schiavo’s death, House Majority Leader
Tom DeLay (R-TX) railed against the Su-
preme Court as ‘not [an example] of a ma-
ture society, but of a judiciary run amok.’
He also warned that ‘the time will come for
the men responsible for this to answer for
their behavior.’

Fulmination against the courts extends
beyond the Schiavo controversy, however.
During a conference on ‘Remedies to Judi-
ciary Tyranny’ held Saturday at the Wash-
ington Marriott, conservatives apparently
decided that Supreme Court Justice An-
thony Kennedy, a Reagan appointee,
should be impeached for not being on
‘good behavior’ during his recent decisions.

According to the Washington Post,
conservative columnist and conference
speaker Phyllis Schlafly said to cheers and
applause from the audience that Kennedy’s
opinion forbidding capital punishment for
juveniles ‘is a good ground of impeach-
ment.’   Another speaker, Michael Farris,
chairman of the Home School Legal Defense
Association, said Kennedy ‘should be the
poster boy for impeachment’ for citing in-
ternational norms in his opinions.  Most
ominously, laywer Edwin Vieira said that

BY WAYNE Y. HUANG
Kennedy should be impeached because he
‘upholds Marxist, Leninist, satanic prin-
ciples drawn from foreign law.’

The two-day conference, organized by
the Judeo-Christian Council for Constitu-
tional Restoration, counted among its at-
tendees two House members, Alan Keyes,
Roy Moore, and Morton Blackwell—laywer
for Schiavo’s parents.

Many denunciations against ‘suprema-
cist’ judges came from Schlafly, who called
on Congress to pass bills stripping the
courts of the ability to adjudicate cases in-
volving religious displays, the Pledge of
Allegiance, and gay marriage.  ‘The Consti-
tution is not what the Supreme Court says
it is,’ she said.

Former House representative William
Dannemeyer (R-CA) spoke next after
Schlafly, saying that the ‘country’s “princi-
pal problem” is not Iraq or the federal bud-

Vatican City – On April 2nd, one of the
most charismatic, controversial and impor-
tant leaders of the 20th century, Pope John
Paul II, died at the age of 84. Suffering from
numerous ailments, John Paul II had shown
a steady decline in his health in the past
few months, his death coming as no sur-
prise to the world’s 1.1 billion Catholics.

In many ways, John Paul II was a trail-
blazer and visionary. Born Karel Wojtyl, he
was the first Polish pope, the first and only
pope from a Soviet bloc country and indeed
the first non-Italian to lead the Vatican since
the 15th century. He was also the youngest
pope of the 20th century.

With his powerful scholarly and theo-
logical mind and an unwavering devotion
to his god and the Virgin Mary, John Paul II
became an active and intellectual leader of
the world’s Catholics and a powerful politi-
cal force in world politics. In his vocal op-
position to the Soviet regime in Russia and
his support for the Solidarity movement in
his home country of Poland, many histori-
ans credit John Paul II with a major role in

the peaceful destruction of the Soviet Em-
pire. The pope also led the Catholic Church
in condemning capital punishment, banned
in the vast majority of states but maintained
in United States, China, and some Islamic
nations.

John Paul II also led the church in ef-
forts to reunify a fragmented and often dis-
illusioned Christianity. John Paul II sought
openly to reconcile with the world’s Jewish
community, for centuries maligned by the
Roman Catholic Church. Anti-semitism in
the Vatican culminated during the Holo-
caust, when millions of Jews and other Eu-
ropeans were slaughtered despite the ef-
forts of hundreds of thousands of Catho-
lics to save them, this as then Pope Pious
XII silently watched genocide from behind
Vatican walls. A fluent speaker of 11 lan-
guages, Pope John Paul II was also the most
traveled pope in history, and was seen as a
hero to many non-Catholic groups, includ-
ing the Palestinians.

The deceased pontiff’s legacy, none-
theless, is at best mixed, as his
archconservative views on sexuality is con-
sidered to have done more harm than good.
As a theologian and playwright, John Paul

II studied human relationships and sexual-
ity, but was steadfast in his rejection of pre-
marital sex, the use of prophylactics, abor-
tion, female ordination and the marriage of
priests. The John Paul II’s views on contra-
ceptives in particular have roused the great-
est contempt from progressives, as many
claim that his belief that condoms increase
the potential of AIDS by increasing the in-
centive for sex has led to massive deaths
among the Vatican’s followers, particularly
in sub-Saharan Africa. The pope also in-
cluded abortion, euthanasia, drug dealing
and drug taking as mortal sins.

The Pope John Paul II will also be re-
membered for surviving two assassination
attempts. John Paul II famously visited the
jail cell of one of his would-be assassins in
order to forgive him.

Within weeks, the secretive institution
that is the Catholic Church will decide the
next person to sit at the Throne of St. Peter.
While Europeans still dominate the Sacred
College of Cardinals that will be electing
the next pope, there is hope that a person
from the global south will rise to the high-
est post in Catholicism. The Americas are
also in the running for the papacy, contain-

ing a majority of Catholics in the modern
world. Regardless of who is chosen, it is
without a doubt that John Paul II’s reign
will have a deep impact on the future direc-
tion of the world’s Catholic leadership.
(Sources: CBC, BBC, The Museum of Tol-
erance, The Holy See)

John Paul II, Leader of Catholicsm, Dead at 84
BY ANDREW GARIB

‘Kennedy should be
impeached because he
upholds Marxist, Leninst
satanic principles drawn
from foreign law’

get but whether ‘we as a people acknowl-
edge that God exists,” ’ according to the
Post.

Vieira went further, invoking Stalin’s
quote of ‘no man, no problem’ and insisting
that ‘five people on the Supreme Court’ had
a ‘revolutionary agenda.’  ‘We are in this
mess because we have the wrong people as
judges,’ he said.  (Source: Washington Post)

Karel Wojtyl, Pope John Paul II, 1920-
2005
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Washington, D.C.- In the wake of President
Bush’s nomination of John Bolton for the
position of US ambassador to the United
Nations, fifty-nine former US diplomats have
written to the chairman of the Senate
Committee on Foreign Relations urging the
committee to block Bolton’s appointment.
The committee, consisting of ten
Republicans and eight Democrats, must
approve Bolton in order for his nomination
to go to the whole Senate, where the official
confirmation or rejection occurs.

Among the signatories of
the letter to the Senate Com-
mittee on Foreign Relations
were Princeton Lyman, pre-
viously ambassador to
South Africa and Nigeria,
Spurgeon Keeny Jr., Jimmy
Carter’s deputy director of arms
control, and Monteagle Stearns,
US representative in Greece and the Ivory
Coast.  Arthur Hartman - among the most se-
nior diplomats to sign the letter - was an am-
bassador to France and the Soviet Union un-
der Presidents Jimmy Carter and Ronald
Reagan, as well assistant secretary of state
for European affairs under President Richard
Nixon.

Meanwhile, Senate Democrats, who also
strongly oppose Bolton’s nomination, are at-

tempting to
bring to the fore-
ground infor-
mation that
would per-
suade the Sen-
ate Committee
on Foreign Re-
lations to reject
Bolton’s ap-
pointment to
the U.N. post.
The Democrats
must convince
at least one Re-

publican
on the
c o m -
mittee
to vote
against

Bolton.  A
number of

committee aides predicted that the
panel would approve Bolton’s appointment
in a vote along party-lines and that the nomi-
nation would ultimately be approved in the
Republican-controlled Senate.

  Bolton’s previous record has come un-
der question, particularly his previous paid
employment for the Taiwanese government,
as well as his hard-line stances regarding coun-
tries such as Cuba and Syria.  Senate Demo-

Diplomats, Democrats Oppose Nomination
of Bolton for UN Position
Will this controversial figure be our representative at the UN?
BY JOSH PERLMAN

John Bolton, shown here speaking to the UN in 2001. (Washington Post)

New York- Two weeks ago Secretary
General Kofi Annan was exonerated
from allegations of misconduct
regarding a contract awarded as
part of the United Nation’s Oil-
for-Food program to a
company employing his son.
The Independent Inquiry
Committee (IIC) determined after
a twelve-month investigation
that Annan, as previously suspected, had
not improperly influenced the contract with
Cotecna Inspection Services. The company

Annan Under Scrutiny
was selected not due to preferential
treatment, but rather because it was the
lowest bidder. Furthermore, there is no
evidence that Annan was in any way

involved in the procurement decision.
The report, however, did

find fault with the way in which
Annan handled the affair. Ac-
cording to the ICC, the Secre-

tary General did not fulfill his re-
sponsibility to carry out an inde-

pendent investigation of the con-
tract. Additionally, several of Annan’s

senior advisors were accused of misusing Iraqi
funds and shredding documents prior to the
investigation. Annan’s son, Kojo, was criti-

Secretary General Kofi
Annan spoke at U.N.
headquarters last Monday,
unveiling a list of reforms
titled ‘In Larger Freedom:
Towards Security,
Development and Human
Rights for All.’ (AP)

Asia/Pacific:
-Massive anti-Japanese protests throughout China and Korea; Japanese embassies,
consulates, and businesses targeted – Controversy created by approval of right-wing
textbook which plays down war crimes – ‘Annexation’ of Dokodo/Takeshima Islands by
Japanese prefecture, Japanese bid for permanent Security Council seat also causes –
Kyrgyzstani President Akayev resigns, new government takes over  – Cross-border bus
service in Kashmir begins with much emotion – Nepal allows in human rights observers
–  Tamil Tigers clash with Sri Lankan navy-

Europe:
-Poland to withdraw troops from Iraq by end of year – Children taken hostage in
Germany released – EU announces plans for talks with Serbia and Montenegro –
Retired senior officer from Russian intelligence murdered in contract killing –

Middle East:
-Bush backs Israeli pullout from Gaza, urges end to settlement construction in West
Bank – Saudi Arabia announces ban on forced marriage – Israeli troops shoot Palestin-
ians near “no go” zone in Gaza, militants vow revenge – UN Security Council opens
probe into assassination of Rafik Hariri – Jalal Talabani, Kurd, sworn in as Iraqi PM –
Israeli security thwarts right-wing demonstration at Temple Mount – Third UN report
on Arab Development released, criticizes lack of civil rights, democracy-

Africa:
-Zimbabwe holds peaceful elections, marred by irregularities – UN Security Council
passes resolution recommending Sudanese war criminals to ICC over Darfur – Darfur
death toll may exceed 300,000 - Angolan Marburg outbreak kills more than 200 – South
African National Party, relic of apartheid, disbands – Massive condom recall in Uganda
after concerns about quality-

Americas:
-Brazil President ‘Lula’ Da Silva begins 4th African tour – Canadian Liberal Party hit back
kickback scandal – Organization of American States caught in dead heat over election
for Secretary-General – Haitian police kill leader of rebellion against Aristide – Obrador,
mayor of Mexico City, denied immunity, faces trial for contempt of court -

InternationalInternationalInternationalInternationalInternational
News BulletinNews BulletinNews BulletinNews BulletinNews Bulletin

BY BENJAMIN SELIGMAN

cized for misrepresenting his fi-
nancial relationship with
Cotecna.

Annan stated that he
had no plans to resign, despite
waning confidence in his lead-
ership. Among his plans for the
United Nations are changes to
increase the accountability of
U.N. officials. (Source:
MSNBC)

BY KATIE TOWT

crats are currently investigating the allega-
tion that Bolton tried to intimidate intelligence
officials who were seen as being too soft on
Cuba.

Bolton, currently the Under Secretary of
State for Arms Control and International Se-
curity, has the unwavering support of the
Presidential administration behind him.  At the
announcement of his nomination, Condoleeza

Rice characterized Bolton as ‘a tough-minded
diplomat’ who has ‘a proven track record of
effective multilateralism.’  Bolton has long
been a critic of the U.N., once saying that the
U.N. ‘is valuable only when it directly serves
the United States’ and that it was a ‘mindless
creation.’  (Sources: New York Times, Reuters)
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From The Editor’s Desk
The Bully Pulpit:  Bolton Heads to Senate Confirmation Hearing
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BY WAYNE Y. HUANG
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resident Bush has made it clear that
he does not shy away from nomi-
nating controversial figures to his

administration.  However, his selection of
John R. Bolton as U.S. ambassador to the
United Nations is perhaps the most egre-
gious nomination of all.  As the heated Sen-
ate committee confirmation hearings this
week have shown, it is a choice that speaks
beyond words of the president’s contempt
for constructive engagement of both sides
and for unity at home and abroad.   It is the
very domineering image the Bush adminis-
tration is notorious for and one that the presi-
dent has promised to fix.  However, the
president’s selection of Bolton is breath-
taking in how defiantly it is a jab in the eye
to Americans and the international commu-
nity who value consensus and diplomacy.

Even by hard-liner standards, Bolton
is a shocking candidate for the UN ambas-
sadorial position, as he makes no attempt
to hide his utter disdain for the organiza-
tion he may soon be charged to work with.
This is the same John Bolton who, during a
Global Structures Convocation conference
in 1994, snapped loudly that ‘the United
States makes [the UN] work when it wants

it to work. And that is exactly the way it
should be, because the only question, the
only question for the United States is what
is in our national interest. And if you don’t
that, I’m sorry.   But that is the fact.’  Later,
in the same conference, he remarked that
‘the UN secretary building in New York has
38 stories.  If you lost 10 stories today, it
wouldn’t make a bit of difference.’  In 2000,
he told NPR that ‘if I were redoing the Se-
curity Council today, I’d have one perma-
nent member because that’s the real reflec-
tion of the distribution of power in the
world.’

His past words show bitter anger to-
ward not only the United Nations, which
he regards as an irrelevant ‘mindless cre-
ation,’ but also his disdain for diplomacy
and international law.  As the current
undersecretary for arms control, he serves
an ironic position given that, as Fred Kaplan
noted, ‘no other official in government was
more hostile than Bolton to the very idea of
arms control.’  As a neocon and former di-
rector of the Project for a New American
Century, Bolton has worked tirelessly to
reverse U.S. nonproliferation and arms con-
trol policies.   He opposed the nuclear test
ban and the Anti-Ballistic Missile Treaty,
has attempted to get IAEA director
Mohamed El-Baradei fired, and has dis-
missed treaties as simply ‘political obliga-
tions.’  According to Bolton, renouncing
the Rome Statute of the International Crimi-
nal Court ‘was the happiest moment of my
government service.’  He has also told the
UN that the United States ‘does not sup-
port the promotion of international advo-
cacy activity by international or non-gov-
ernmental organizations.’

Bolton has also become entangled with
faulty intelligence when it suits his ideol-
ogy.  When UN nuclear experts reported
that they had found no evidence of weap-
ons of mass destruction in Iraq, Bolton dis-
missed the report as ‘impossible to believe.’
Bolton was an executive member of the Vice
President Cheney’s Office of Special Plans,
which was later known to have pressured
the State Department to ‘shape intelligence
to fit policy.’   He has also been accused of
intimidating analysts and colleagues who
disagree with his views.  According to the
Washington Post, in the spring of 2002,
Bolton planned to ‘announce the existence
of a secret bioweapons program in Cuba’
based on ‘ambiguous’ evidence.  When
Christian Westermann, chief bioweapons
analyst at the State Department, tried to
block Bolton from delivering the speech until
more accurate intelligence could be col-
lected, Bolton then ‘summoned
Westermann to his office and berated him,
officials with knowledge of the encounter
said, and then tried to have him fired.’ When
Carl Ford, Jr., former chief of the State

Department’s bureau of intelligence,
backed Westermann, Bolton refused to
speak with Ford. During Bolton’s confir-
mation hearing on Monday, Ford, a con-
servative Republican, described Bolton as
a ‘kiss-up, kick-down sort of guy.’  ‘I have
never seen anyone quite like Mr. Bolton,’
Ford testified, ‘he abuses his authority with
little people.’  As for the secret Cuban
bioweapons program that Bolton had ig-
nited so much hoopla over? It turned out
to be an encephalitis vaccine being manu-
factured by SmithKline Beecham in coop-
eration with the Cuban government.

With Bolton’s disdain for international
cooperation, his eagerness to cherry-pick
intelligence information, and his intolerance
for dissent, he may be a comfortable addi-
tion to the Bush administration and prove
politically valuable at a time when UN bash-
ing is paramount.  However, the tone and
demeanor of Bolton and other Bush admin-
istration officials is increasingly at odds
with the global view they project.   The UN
may have its own problems, but the US is
becoming increasingly reliant on the assis-
tance of the UN in stabilizing and recon-
structing critical infrastructure in Iraq and
Afghanistan.  Only UN action has great
enough diplomatic force to deal with Iran’s
nuclear weapons program (Bolton has re-
fused to engage in any talks with Iran or
North Korea). As Fred Kaplan noted in a
Slate article, ‘if the trends that President
Bush is celebrating continue to unfold—
that is, if traditional structures of authority
continue to break down and new patterns
of politics take shape amid great turbu-
lence—the United Nations is likely to play

Carl Ford Jr., a veteran of the State Department’s intelligence bureau, testified
to the Senate on Tuesday that Bolton, who has been nominated by Bush to be
US ambassador to the UN, harasses colleagues and is a ‘serial abuser.’
(Reuters)

‘If I were redoing the
Security Council today,
I’d have one permanent
member because that’s
the reflection of power’

a greater role, if just as a legitimizing inter-
mediary, in the coming years.’

The fate of Bolton’s nomination now
rests on Senator Lincoln Chafee (R-RI) on
the Foreign Relations Committee, whose
vote this Thursday or early next week may
prove pivotal.  If Bolton clears the commit-
tee, it is widely expected that the Republi-
can-controlled full Senate will approve the
nomination.   In this crucial moment, our
senators and especially Senator Chafee
must realize that elevating Bolton to a ‘bully
pulpit’ from where he can continue his ver-
bal lashings is not constructive to the pillar
of democracy the United States wishes to
build around the world.  As Sen. Barbara
Boxer (D-CA) told Bolton on Monday, ‘for
you to be going to the United Nations,
when everyone knows you’ve said these
things… it is a very tough thing for those
on the other end, and I’d think it’d be a
tough thing for you when you put so much
of your passion and your anger into bring-
ing down this particular institution.’

P

In ReviewIn ReviewIn ReviewIn ReviewIn Review

‘Fox News host Sean Hannity and MSNBC host Joe Scarborough have both promoted Dr. William Hammesfahr's false claim that
he is a Nobel Prize nominee.

Hammesfahr testified during an October 2002 court hearing on the Schiavo case that his claim to be a Nobel nominee is based
on a letter written by Rep. Mike Bilirakis (R-FL) recommending him for the prize. But Bilirakis is not qualified to make a valid
nomination under the Nobel rules.  But the fact that Bilirakis is not qualified to nominate Nobel Prize winners did not stop
Scarborough or Hannity from referring to Hammesfahr as a Nobel Prize nominee. Hannity did so a total of eight times during a
single hour-long program; Scarborough made the reference four times.’

- Media Matters for America,  March 22nd, 2005

‘Dr. William Hammesfahr, nominated for the 1999 Nobel Prize in Medicine and Physiology, had examined Terri and her
records.’

- The Cornell American,  April 11th, 2005
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Letter to the Editor

Re:  ‘Israel and Accountability’ (Turn Left, Mar. 16)
In the past three issues of Turn Left, Chris Tozzi and I have written

arguments and rebuttals to each others arguments over the Israeli-Palestinian
issue.  I write a letter to the editor and not an article in the realization that this
cannot continue forever.  However, I only wrote my article on Israeli policy
to respond to the gross generalizations and falsehoods put forth by Mr. Tozzi
and to defend Israel’s name in what otherwise is a great campus publication.
I write this letter not to continue the pointless back and forth but to call for
accountability in making one’s points.  If Mr. Tozzi wants to make a senseless
and shameless argument without evidence that’s his own business. However,
if he insists on distorting and rewriting history to support such positions then I
have a problem with that.  In the interest of publishing informative pieces that
promote enlightened discussion, I wish to briefly point out Mr. Tozzi’s grave
falsifications and distortions of history and my arguments.

First of all, Mr. Tozzi writes that 'Mr. Rosenzweig does not have a
clear understanding of the 1978 Camp David Accords.  He implies that the
Palestinians were involved in the meeting but is quite mistaken; Jimmy Carter
sponsored the conference between President Sadat of Egypt and Menachem
Begin of Israel.  The Palestinians were entirely absent.'  In fact, while the
Palestinians were not present (which I never implied), they did reject a plan
that was drafted at Camp David and agreed to by both Israel and Egypt.  In
fact, of the two agreements made between the two sides, one dealt with
Israel-Palestinian issues and clarifying the Gaza and West Banks situations.
Secondly, when I asserted that Mr. Tozzi was completely mistaken in citing
the British as friends of the Zionists, he replied by quoting the Balfour
Declaration.  However, Balfour’s declaration was quickly overturned by
Winston Churchill and had no affect on any policy at the time of Israel’s
founding.  And finally, Mr. Tozzi writes that, 'the dangerous charge is made
that I am anti-Semitic for condemning Israeli policy.'  I must say emphatically
that I am incredibly tired of anti-Israel writers playing the anti-Semitic card
when all that is done is respond to their baseless attacks.  The only thing I
wrote that could possibly be construed as an accusation was when I wrote,
'For Mr. Tozzi to characterize Zionists as greedy land stealers reinforces
traditional, dangerous, anti-Semitic stereotypes of Jews as shifty, greedy, and
immoral.'  That is a far cry from accusing Mr. Tozzi of anti-Semitism.  I was
merely warning him of the implications of his words, and I stand by my warning.
My hope is that Turn Left will encourage factual and fair opinion articles in
the future and uphold what I believe is the best forum for debate and opinion
on the Cornell campus.

Sincerely,

Will Rosenzweig ‘08

Distortions of History

In ReviewIn ReviewIn ReviewIn ReviewIn Review

‘The United States makes [the UN] work when it wants it to work. And
that is exactly the way it should be, because the only question, the only
question for the United States is what is in our national interest. And if
you don’t that, I’m sorry.   But that is the fact.’

-  John R. Bolton, Bush nominee for UN Ambassador,
 speech at 1994 Global Structures Convocation, New York

‘He is a tough-minded diplomat, he has a strong record of success and he
has a proven track record of effective multilateralism.’

-  Secretary of State Condoleeza  Rice
 March 7th, 2005

______________

‘Allies and friends of House Majority Leader Tom DeLay (Tex.) have
concluded that public attention to his ethics is unlikely to abate for
months to come, and they plan to try to preserve his power by
launching an aggressive media strategy and calling in favors from
prominent conservative leaders, according to Republicans participating
in the strategy sessions.

‘The Republicans said the strategy combines leaks from DeLay allies
about questionable Democratic trips and financial matters;
denunciations of unfavorable news stories as biased, orchestrated
rehashes; and swift, organized responses to journalists' inquiries.’

- Washington Post,  April 10th, 2005 MATT WUERKER / Center for American Progress.  Reprinted with Permission.

Overreaching?

Government 181



Jose Valentin of the Dodgers glances at teammate Antonio Perez during a game at Vero Beach, Fla.
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Instead of a family outing,
the parents seemed more
interested in their Budweiser
than their children.

Tar Heel Blue
Take Me Out to the Ball Game

ver spring break I bolted out of the so-called ‘frozen
hellscape’ created by Ithaca’s winter and headed to
south Florida to visit family. Vero Beach, my final

destination, is not only home to my Mom’s side of the family,
but it is also the venerable spring training facility of the Los
Angeles Dodgers baseball team. While in Vero, the Dodgers
were scheduled to play the 2004 World Series Champs – the
Boston Red Sox. ‘Dodger-town’ suddenly became infiltrated
by Red Sox Nation. The two teams battled it out in front of one
of the largest crowds ever to at-
tend a game at the Dodger’s sta-
dium. It was truly an event!

Now, my dad lives, breathes,
and in fact, still plays baseball.
Always rooting for the underdog,
the Red Sox have been his favor-
ite team since he was a kid. Need-
less to say, he was pretty stoked
to be able to see the Red Sox game
– even if my mom did root for the
‘home team’ – the Dodgers. I, too, was excited to spend a day
in the Florida sunshine watching a baseball game with my
family – it’s something I had not done in a long time.

Baseball: the great American pastime. On the drive to the
game I found myself looking forward to re-living my early
childhood – really, what’s better than a baseball game with
Dad? Upon arriving at the park, the day looked to be shaping
up for an archetypal ‘American’ experience. The sun was shin-
ing, the bleachers were packed with fans, and the American
flag was blowing in the breeze. Everyone stood up without

O
The ball park magic was dead. But
the question is, can it ever come
back?

TL

Continued from SA Fails,
page 2...

was already finalized.  Second, Rudnick asked if something
was pending with the Ombudsman if the proceedings could
continue; Kagan informed him that they could, in fact, go
on as the report of the Elections Committee was already
delivered.

Ziskend has explained to TL that if the Elections
Committee were still standing, it could be disbanded by a
simple majority vote whereas appealing the decision of the
chair would require a 2/3 vote again which Ziskend knew he
did not have.  Apparently, going into the meeting, Ziskend

said that he was unsure whether one voter would swing his
way or against as the vote did not follow party lines with
several Students First members voting for Ziskend's motion.

Mazdak Asgary '08 explained to TL that there are two
compelling reasons to believe that the elections committee's
report was not properly finalized.  First, new information on
one of the challenges came up; a pledge of Michelle
Fernandes's '06 sorority told the Sun that the sorority does,
in fact, give rooms points, a point which Fernandes
vehemently denied.  At the same time, the election rules say
that ‘[o]nly those challenging or named in the challenge
shall be present during a hearing,’ but there were witnesses
involved in several of the challenge hearings.  This
information being presented to the Ombudsman, the

committee's report could not be finalized because the
Ombudsman could not have been done reviewing the facts
of the challenges.  Additionally, Robert's Rules call for all
votes to take place in-person; Asgary said that he has
contacted several noted parliamentarians who have agreed
that voting via e-mail is inappropriate and not acceptable
under Robert's Rules.  Again, this would imply that the
elections committee had not properly finalized its report.

Either way, it is possible that there will be new challenges
on the floor at this Thursday's SA meeting, but no one has
confirmed or denied such considerations to TL.  The next
meeting of the Student Assembly will be held Thursday,
April 14 at 4:45 pm in the Memorial Room of Willard Straight
Hall.

 SA Fails to Rescind Election Results

hesitation, the men removed their baseball caps, and the young
girl singing the ‘Star Spangled Banner’ even hit the high notes.
However, things quickly changed as I began to take a deeper
look into my surroundings.

‘You want a “Dodger-dog,” Sarah?’ my dad asked.
‘Naw, I don’t eat meat; you know that, Dad. Thanks any-

way,’ I replied.
My dad, somewhat disappointed, left to go buy hot dogs (at
some inflated price) for the rest of the family. He returned with

the hotdogs and all the accoutre-
ments for the family and then
handed me a bottle of water saying
it was the only vegetarian thing on
the menu. I chuckled, but really,
what did I expect?

The opening pitch started the
game and at first, I was enthralled
with the experience as some of the
Red Sox greats stepped up to the
plate. David Ortiz has a truly infec-

tious smile to match his behemoth swings. However, as my
eye followed a foul ball, I gazed upwards and kept looking that
direction long after the ball had come down. The stadium lights
were on. In beautiful, sunny Florida, the stadium lights were
on at two o’clock in the afternoon. Why? I nudged my dad to
see if he had an answer to my question, but he couldn’t come
up with a reason that satisfied me. He told me to stop worrying
about it, and to enjoy the game. But I couldn’t get over how
ridiculous the whole thing seemed. My outing was indeed
becoming more American by the minute; the unnecessary

burning of fossil fuels to turn on lights in broad daylight is
truly a phenomenon I would expect to find only in this coun-
try!

By the time the fifth inning rolled around, I was ready for
a precursor to the ‘seventh inning stretch,’ so I got up to walk

around the ball park. Instead of happy families that exist in the
America George W. Bush paints for the public, there were
parents draggin’ on cigarettes and fussin’ at their children to
sit still. Instead of a family outing, the parents seemed more
interested in their Budweiser than their children. And all around
the park, people were yakking away on their cell phones.  It
seemed few people were enjoying the experience for what it
was; they were disconnected from the game and connected
somewhere else.

As I walked back to my seat, I observed the commercial-
ism that has invaded every aspect of this country. Credit card
venders had set up booths and were offering customers a free
T-shirt if they would sign up for a card. Still other venders
were selling expensive plastic crap they marketed as souve-
nirs. My heart was sinking – my day was not at all what I
expected it to be.

Despite my disappointment with the situation, I was still
eagerly anticipating the infamous ‘seventh inning stretch.’
One of the first songs I learned how to sing as a little kid was

‘Take Me Out to the Ball Game.’ I loved singing that
with my dad when I was younger – afterwards we
would get a snow cone. It was awesome. However,
the seventh inning stretch came and went and the
song was not sung. Even my die-hard baseball fan of
a father suggested we leave the game early. The third
and fourth string players for both teams had taken
the field and the Red Sox had secured the game long
ago. So we headed for the exits. On the way out, I
looked for a recycling bin to toss my water bottle
into, but there was none to be found. Go figure.
I wanted to find that love of the game and connec-
tion to the timeless American pastime that Kevin
Costner experiences when brings back the baseball
greats to play on the baseball felid he builds in the
movie ‘Field of Dreams’. But what I found was quite
the opposite; my afternoon at the ball park seemed
to paint American society in a different light than I
had hoped. I could not ignore the mass consumerism
brought on by mass commercialism, the disregard
for the environment, and families disconnected by
technology that filled the stadium along side the fans.
My afternoon was indeed quintessentially Ameri-
can, as these are things that have come to character-
ize our society. The ball park magic was dead. But the
question is, can it ever come back?

BY SARAH OLESIUK
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Continued from Unsettling Truth,
front page ...

WHAT’S
The Foreigner

Left
eing a foreigner, especially a white woman, in India
can be overwhelming. I have gained access to
many places solely because I am not from here,

but I am also treated as public property to be questioned,
stared at or touched however people please. I was nervous
when coming to a city where so many women dress in burqa,
concerned that my clothes would pose a problem, but I
have found that it almost does not matter what I wear
because I am always blatantly an other.

The kinds of interactions I have with people based on
my outsider status are not always uncomfortable. Almost
every where I go, whether it is the Subway sandwich store
or the public bus, I am always
asked “from which country?”
and some form of “why are you
in Hyderabad?” As annoying as
it can be, I understand the
questions since Hyderabad is
off the tourist route, and most
of the foreigners here work in
some form of IT, so a foreign
student is rare. Questioning me also allows people to show
off or practice their English, and since I expect people to
suffer through my Hindi it seems hypocritical to begrudge
them the same courtesy.

The questioning can become overwhelming, like the
night when my roommate and I were returning from the city
and the man next to us tried to ask questions for our entire
forty-five minute journey. Our irritation was compounded
by the fact that we had been approached numerous times
throughout the day by men asking if we could continue
our friendship by exchanging phone numbers. We did not
know what friendships they could mean, so we resorted to
blatant lying. “From which country?” elicited the response

of Ireland. “For what purpose?” Military. “How did you
come to India?” By submarine. Even these ridiculous
answers could not deter the persistent stranger, who
insisted on getting our email id (agentpaddy@ireland.gov)
and promised to chat with us soon. Every foreigner here
has similar stories to tell, and I wonder what kind of
relationships these strangers hope to form with us. Do they
expect actual friendships to blossom or are they just using
us as some sort of status symbol?

These questions pop up again and again, when we are
invited to weddings, we have to wonder if it’s due to
kindness or some attempt at status enhancement. When

I’m walking around the city and
people ask to take photos with
me, as they often do, I have to
wonder what they’re going to
do with that picture. Will it be
displayed next to portraits of
family and famous film stars in
their homes? What will they tell
people who ask who I am and

why I am in the picture? They could say this is my American
girlfriend or this is some white lady I saw on the street.

One day that generated many questions and epitomized
my frustrations with being a foreigner here started as an
innocent trip to the Nehru Zoo. Myself and two guys from
my program had a free afternoon, and since our other option
of listening to Sufis sing qaawalis was cancelled, we jumped
at the chance to see the zoo. As soon as we entered all eyes
were on us- not just innocent glances, but full out,
unabashed glares. Caught in the Superman-like gaze of a
small girl I realized that we had quickly become the zoo’s
star attractions.
Already feeling uneasy we made our way through the pitiful

displays of melancholy monkeys and depressed deer to
the tiger cage. There we were immediately approached by a
zookeeper who asked the obligatory questions, but
followed them up by asking if we’d like to pet a baby tiger.
My now famous last words before we followed him into the
restricted tiger area were “if this works out it will be our
best white privilege experience in India yet.”

Entering the normally off-limits area we came upon a
baby tiger pacing in a too-small cage. All three of us pet
her, but she was housed in such dismal conditions that it
was hard to be genuinely excited. The zookeeper on the
other hand seemed ecstatic, and continued to lead us
through the cages, each holding a grander, and more
neurotic looking tiger. I noticed that the zookeeper kept
patting one of my friends on the shoulder and back in a
way that I would find suspiciously over-friendly at home,
but here men are very affectionate with each other so I tried
to write it off as a cultural misunderstanding.

Ushering us through the cages the zookeeper preceded
to lightly touch my chest. As many men here do in public,
it was not a full out grab, but an understated invasion of
my privacy. This subtle gesture left me confused,
wondering if maybe he was just aiming for my shoulder, or
if I was just imagining things. I was still pondering what
had happened when he did it again. I was too baffled to be
upset. The situation felt absurd, here I was being groped in

the restricted area of the tiger cages in a zoo in Hyderabad,
India. My anger didn’t really start to grow until the man
asked us for a tip when we left. I felt violated in a way that
is hard to explain unless it’s happened to you and hard to
understand even when it has.
Later that same week at a DJ party on campus I had an
experience that was far less subtle. As I was walking
underneath a huge Britney Spears’ Pepsi ad- they were
sponsoring the event- a man reached out and squeezed my
chest. Hard. I turned around to hit him and yell something
nasty, but he just giggled- completely unashamed. I was
furious, being unaccustomed to having so little control
over my surroundings.

Incidents like these make me paranoid and rude. I
sometimes snap at rickshaw drivers and aggressively push
men who may have innocently bumped into me. I have to
constantly examine my own actions, trying not to take
invasive photos on the street and attempting to give men a
chance before immediately treating them with disdain. Yet
as exasperating as the situation can be, it is well worth it to
live in India for awhile.

Alex Berke is currently on semester leave from
Cornell while studying political science at the
University of Hyderabad.

BY ALEXANDRA BERKE

Being a foreigner, especially a
white woman, in India can be
overwhelming.
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Chaos in the streets of Hyderabad, India.  Source:  Shayok Mukhopadhyay

I am also treated as public property
to be questioned, stared at or
touched however people please.
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The Lie of the Culture of Life
The New American Culture

or some time now, the Bush Administration and
Republicans have been pushing the notion of a
'culture of life.'  The President has frequently stated

that he wishes to create a society that respects and preserves
life.  A culture that is not nihilistic is, most would agree, a
fundamentally good thing.  The question arises, then, over
what is meant by this culture of life that the President
proposes?

Unfortunately, as evidenced by actions taken under the
banner of 'life,' the President’s proposal is not, as one would
hope, one of respect for life.  Rather, it is the forceful and
intrusive preservation of physical existence whatever the costs
and consequences.  It is an attempt to allow pro-life activists
to influence and determine the treatment options of all pa-
tients.
       It is in the President’s stance on abortion, a position that
led him to take action to limit its availability in his first term.  It
is in his stance on contraception, as he has sought to prevent
approval of RU-486 and to keep the morning-after pill away
from over-the-counter shelves.  It is in his efforts to ban me-
dicinal marijuana and to end Oregon’s right to die laws.  And it
is in his policy on HIV prevention, a policy that shuns condoms
despite their efficacy in preventing HIV transmission.

 Most recently one has seen this in the the pro-life camp’s
disgraceful behavior surrounding the Schiavo case.  Against
court rulings, the wishes of her husband, sound medical evi-
dence, and, most crucially, the wishes of Mrs. Schiavo herself,
Republicans and 'pro-life' activists sought to keep Mrs.
Schiavo on a feeding tube, intervening in a situation that was
none of their concern.

Inasmuch as life consists of mere biochemical and physi-
ologic functioning, they are determined to preserve such func-
tion at all costs.  This is done without respect for the indi-
vidual whose biochemistry and physiology they intrude upon.
One sees, then, that this is not a culture of life at all.

It is now a fundamental principle of medical care that the

wishes of the patient determine the final course of treatment
undertaken.  Doctors who do otherwise are harshly criticized,
face punishment for their failure to adhere to the standards of
practice, and may find themselves unable to practice in the
future.  This is because life, as it pertains to medical decisions,
is not simple respiration, circula-
tion, and digestion.  It is quality
of life that is paramount.

What, then, is quality of life?
This is an utterly subjective con-
cept.  No two individuals will have
the same notion of quality of life.
One individual, racked by clinical depression, might willingly
turn to a regimen of antidepressants because these medica-
tions will alleviate their depression and, from their perspec-
tive, improve their quality of life.  Another individual, affected
by depression no less severe, may opt otherwise.  This may
be from concerns over side effects or for purely personal rea-
sons.  Whatever the separate individuals’ motivations are,
though, their decision must be respected and treatment for
either of them, as it is sought, must be provided in light of their
individual concerns.

Medical decisions, further-
more, are a personal matter.
There is a legally observed pri-
vacy in the doctor-patient rela-
tionship.  Outside agents are not
allowed to interfere with it.  What
these so-called pro-life activists
seek to do is to violate this pri-
vacy and destroy the doctor-patient relationship.

The actions of pro-life activists are in no manner respect-
ful of life.  They seek to impose their own notion of quality of
life on all medical decisions.  In the difficult arena of medical
decisions, they aim to make everyone play by their own rules,
trumping medical ethics and the autonomy of the patient.  This

F
Medical decisions, futhermore, are
a personal matter.

Continued from Breaches, on Cover...

This world is faced with a terrible
sort of nihilism in the pro-life move-
ment.

is made worse when the patient has lost autonomy and a
legally accepted representative must make decisions.  This
representative must act in accordance with the best interests
and known wishes of the patient, even if they directly conflict
with his or her own desires.  Pro-life activists would rather

have this person act self-
ishly, without regard for
the human being they
represent.

This world is faced with
a terrible sort of nihilism
in the pro-life movement.

This nihilism seeks to destroy the individual, the inalienable
autonomy of every human being.  They do so by inserting
themselves into one of the most private and difficult situa-
tions that people are faced with: life-or-death medical deci-
sions.  Medical professionals have finally realized that the
wishes of the patient must be the final determinant of which
form of treatment to pursue; but now, these activists are seek-
ing to destroy the decades of work that have made doctors
respect their patients.

Keeping a human being alive against his/her known
wishes and denying those
in terminal pain the pallia-
tive care that they desire,
and that may be the only
treatment left for them, is
not respect for life.  It is
not a culture of life.  At
best it is a culture of not-

death, and at its worst it is a culture of universal and needless
suffering.

A War Against the Judiciary

quest.  Judge Greer appointed a guardian ad litem, (an
independent guardian) to examine Terri’s case, as the par-
ents argued that Michael was not representing her well
enough.  At this point, the legal presumption was for keep-
ing the feeding tube inserted.  The court had to find by
clear and convincing evidence (meaning ‘far more likely

than not,’ as opposed to the normal burden of proof, which
is simply ‘more likely than not’) that Terri was in a Persis-
tent Vegetative State (PVS) and that she would not want to
be kept alive through artificial means, including a feeding
tube.  Independent doctors were appointed by the guard-
ian ad litem.  They conducted a complete diagnosis and
concluded that Terri’s brain had been so badly destroyed
that she was indeed in a PVS, had no consciousness what-
soever, could not feel pain or any other sensation, and had

no chance of recovering from this state.  The guardian ad
litem also interviewed many of her friends and relatives
regarding her wishes as to being kept alive in this persis-
tent vegetative state.  He concluded that Terri did not want
to be kept alive artificially, and that her higher brain func-
tions had been destroyed.  As the brain does not heal, Terri
Schaivo was in a PVS.  Judge Greer found by clear and
convincing evidence that Terri was in a PVS, had no chance
of recovery and did not wish to be kept alive through arti-
ficial means.  Under Florida law, the judge was required to
allow Michael to remove Terri’s feeding tube, and he en-
tered that order.  By the way, Judge Greer is a pro-life
Republican.

Throughout the next 8 years, Terri’s parents ap-
pealed the case multiple times, and Judge Greer’s decision
was affirmed each time by the appellate courts in Florida,
including the Florida Supreme Court.  That should have
been the end of the legal proceeding, but Congress de-
cided to step in and passed Terri’s law.  This is where the
facts have been twisted the most; specifically, the lan-
guage of Terri’s law.

First of all, the first draft of the law read that the
federal judge must grant an emergency injunction against
removing the feeding tube.  Next, it was changed to say
that he might grant this injunction.  In the final draft of the
law, this phrase was taken out altogether, for unknown
reasons.  However, many have been claiming that the fed-
eral court disobeyed the law by not granting an injunction,
which is false.

Perhaps what is most important is the phrase order-
ing a de novo, or new, hearing.  Many on the far right
claim that the law ordered the federal court to completely
review the case from top to bottom, and redetermine
whether Terri wanted to be kept alive through artificial
means.  That is not what the federal law said, and in fact it

Continued on Page 11
The battle for justice:  Kelsey Bohlender, left and Taryn Allin, right, hold vigil outside of the U.S. Supreme Court
as the justices refused again to hear the case.  (AP)
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The Shameful Intrusion Into a Private Tragedy

13 April 2005  11Turn Left

he many decisions one is faced with when a loved
one requires serious medical attention are deeply
personal, always difficult, and, when they are life

and death, often involve tears no matter the outcome.  This
is especially so when the known wishes of the patient entail
that one let him or her go.  In the case of Mrs. Terri Schiavo,
the inappropriate intrusion of outside agents made just such
an agonizing situation much harder.  Whatever one’s feelings
are on the specific issues of this case, one cannot deny that
the numerous outside interventions in this case amounted
to a shameful violation of the privacy
of a family medical decision.

The simplicity of the facts of
this case belies the personal
challenges which were faced by all
involved.  In 1990, Mrs. Schiavo
collapsed in her Florida home when her
heart stopped beating.  Lack of oxygen
resulted in serious brain damage, and
Mrs. Schiavo was left in what
physicians called a ‘persistent
vegetative state’ from which she had
no chance of recovery.  A malpractice
suit resulted in an award that was been
set aside to cover the costs of Mrs. Schiavo’s care.
In 1998, after a failed attempt by Mrs. Schiavo’s parents to
replace Mr. Schiavo as her legal guardian, Mr. Schiavo
requested to remove his wife’s feeding tube because she
had previously stated the wish that she never be left in
such a state.

This led to a drawn-out court battle over Mr.
Schiavo’s status as his wife’s legal guardian and, more
importantly, the wishes of Mrs. Schiavo.  Through many
court battles it was consistently upheld, against the
unusually high standard of ‘clear and convincing evidence,’
that Mrs. Schiavo’s wishes would be that she not remain in
a vegetative state. The latest court battle began in 2003
after Florida Governor Jeb Bush signed ‘Terri’s Law,’
legislation that barred Mrs. Schiavo’s doctors from removing
her feeding tube.  This was deemed unconstitutional, with
the Florida Supreme Court ruling earlier this year that on
March 18th, Mrs. Schiavo’s feeding tube was to be removed.
In response to the decision, Mrs. Schiavo’s parents
requested the Supreme Court consider whether their

daughter’s religious freedom and due process rights had
been violated, and then the House and Senate moved to
intervene.  This was done despite previous court rulings
that had determined that she would not have wished to be
left in a vegetative state.  Nonetheless, on the 18th her feeding
tube was removed, and despite the extraordinary action by
the Congress, which resulted in legislation allowing federal
courts to again look at the case, the appeals of Mrs.
Schiavo’s parents were consistently rejected.  On March
31st, Mrs. Schiavo passed away with her husband by her

side.
The intrusion of outside figures

persistently loomed over Mrs.
Schiavo's personal matters.  The
intrusion, fundamentally an effort
to determine and enforce the
wishes of Mrs. Schiavo, was even
further complicated by feuding
between her husband and parents.
The many ‘pro-life’ protestors who
screamed and chanted in front of
the hospital and the courts made a
mockery of the family values that
such conservatives claim to

support.  Their intrusion into this affair represents an
intrusion into the family's affairs and a violation of the
privacy that is held sacred in all medical decisions in the
United States.  It was also a usurpation of the most important
factor in medical decision-making: the wishes of the patient.

What is still more ominous is the disgraceful
behavior of legislative bodies, particularly our Congress, in
this matter.  Our Senators and Congressmen unabashedly
spoke of Mrs. Schiavo, whom they had never met, with
false affection.  They sought to capitalize on a family’s
tragedy, causing the tragedy to be, in effect, forced onto the
national stage by fanatics.  The passage of the bill that
granted Mrs. Schiavo’s parents extraordinary access to the
federal courts was a violation of the essential separation of
powers designed to prevent the legislature from acting so
rashly in just such an instance.  Laws must be legislated for
all, not for individuals.  Specific cases are the realm of the
courts, an arena which Congress blundered into.

This raises grave questions of privacy.  If Congress
now has the power to legislate rules for individual people

The many ‘pro-life’ protestors who
screamed and chanted in front of
the hospital and the courts made a
mockery of the family values that
such conservatives claim to support.
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Terri Schiavo, in a vegetative state, is
kissed by her mother. (Source: CNN)

Terri Schaivo’s mother.(AP)

from on high,
w h a t
m e a n i n g ,
then, is there
to the privacy
of the doctor-
p a t i e n t
relationship?
W h a t
meaning is
there for
p a t i e n t s ’
rights?  What
rights have
those who must make medical decisions on behalf of others?
Indeed, what rights have any of us when the legislature
may make an exception for John Doe so they can gain political
points?

The Schiavo case is now a matter of a family that
must come to grips with the death of someone they all loved.
All can, and should, empathize with the difficult situation

that the Schiavos and the Schindlers, Mrs. Schiavo’s parents,
were and remain entangled in.  Nonetheless, it was never a
matter for the public; it was not a concern for those outside
the insular sphere of family, doctor, and patient.

Legally, the decision to remove Mrs. Schiavo’s
feeding tube was sound, being clearly based on what she
would have wanted.  Her death represents ultimate respect
for her wishes and her rights as an individual.

couldn’t say this.  A federal judge cannot retry this case,
because it involved issues of state law.  All the federal
judge can do is order the case retried if the person in
question’s constitutional right to due process was violated.
(For example, when a federal court reviews a state death
penalty case, it can’t retry the original case and determine
guilt or innocence because that’s an issue of state law.  All
the federal court can do is determine whether the defen-
dant received due process in the state court trial.)

Congress understood this.  It directed the federal
court to make a de novo determination of whether Terri’s
constitutional rights were violated in the state court pro-
ceedings.  What was the likelihood that Terri’s parents
could make a plausible claim that her due process rights
were violated in the Florida courts?  Zero.  This case was
litigated for 8 years in the Florida courts, and had been
reviewed three times in the Florida Supreme Court.  It
was the longest trial and appellate review of its kind in the
history of Florida.  It is not surprising that the federal courts
determined that Terri received due process in the Florida
courts.  In fact, it would have been startling if they had
reached a different conclusion.  (For example, Terri’s par-
ents argued that Judge Greer violated due process because,
allegedly, he didn’t appoint a guardian ad litem.  But of
course Judge Greer had done exactly that, which shows
how legally desperate the parents were.)  The critics of
the federal judges claim without any basis whatsoever that

the judges did not follow the law.  Actually, the real prob-
lem that the critics have is the opposite:  the federal judges,
like Judge Greer, followed the law but reached results that
the critics don’t like.

Perhaps what is most telling is that the U.S. Su-
preme Court refused to hear this case multiple times, and
every time by unanimous vote, meaning that Scalia and
Thomas, two ultraconservative pro-lifers, refused to hear
the case.  The 11th Circuit Court voted to uphold the fed-
eral judge’s refusal to issue an emergency injunction by a
vote of 10-2.  Most of the judges on
the court are conservative Republi-
cans.  Ironically, one of the dissent-
ing judges was a Clinton appointee.

The far right has been very
vocal about ‘judicial tyranny’ despite
the fact that both the state judges
and federal judges have followed the
law scrupulously in this case.  They
have encouraged Congress to step
in on this particular case, which,
though technically constitutional, has
never been done before and is quite
surprising given the oft-mentioned conservative ideal of
small government.  The far right sings the virtues of states
rights and federalism when it suits their purposes.  But
when state courts make a decision, on state law, in a single,
individual case that they don’t like, they don’t hesitate to
pass an unprecedented federal law to try to overturn the
state decision.  The hypocrisy of these self-styled advo-
cates of states rights is amazing.  This is a clear example
of big government intervening in matters left to the states
under state law, yet religious conservatives do not seem to

Continued from Breaches,
opposite page

care.  When the case is analyzed, the reason why be-
comes clear: they simply do not like the result, and are
willing to go to any lengths to overturn it.  Perhaps the
best analysis of the case can be taken from 11th Circuit
Court Judge Birch, a conservative appointee of Bush I,
who wrote in his opinion, ‘In resolving the Schiavo con-
troversy, it is my judgment that, despite sincere and altru-
istic motivation, the legislative and executive branches of
our government have acted in a manner demonstrably at
odds with our Founding Fathers' blueprint for the gover-

nance of a free people - our Con-
stitution.’

Emotionally, the Terri
Schaivo case is very difficult.
For those on the left who are
anti-euthanasia (such as myself)
supporting the removal of the
feeding tube was very difficult.
However, the greatness of our
country is that we operate by the
rule of law.  This is not simply a
matter of convenience.  It’s easy
to believe in the rule of law when

you agree politically with a judicial decision.  The real test
is when you disagree.  But it is truly disgusting when mem-
bers of the Congress vilify state and federal judges for
following the law.  We can’t have a democracy without an
independent judiciary.  Should our judges be pawns of
politically-motivated members of Congress?  God help the
United States if that ever comes to pass.

The critics’ real problem,
however, is that the judges
did follow the law.  The
critics just don’t like
the result.
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Rights From the Bottom Up

…the right to choose
might be stronger, and
less precarious, were it
grounded by regular
federal law instead of
guaranteed only by a
certain interpretation of
the Constitution.
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s someone who will never have an
abortion, I still worry and hope that
a woman's right to choose remains

firm, grounded solidly in the law of the land.
But do women need the Constitution to
guarantee their right to autonomy over their
own bodies?

I think the answer is no, and moreover
the right to choose might be stronger, and
less precarious, were it grounded by federal
law instead of guaranteed only by a certain
interpretation of the Constitution. The right
to have an abortion is under such heavy and
unrelenting attack in part because it's only
Constitutional and, one must remember, the
Constitutional fault line the right is based on
is close to snapping.

Here's where the worry comes in. Many
Americans, often fundamentalist Christians,
hate Roe v. Wade and will stop at nothing to
attack the decision or to give money and com-

fort to others who attack it. But their goal is to
rock the ground under that right, to grind away,
waiting for an earthquake, until the earth
crumples and that right crashes down.

Of course, President Bush has just the
kind of power to shift the balance of the Court
and perhaps cause that earthquake. Justices
Stevens, currently eighty-four years old, and
O'Connor, seventy-four, are often said to be
the pro-Roe justices most likely to go in the
next four years. That may be only the scuttle-
butt, standing in contrast to their remarkable
staying power to date, but the reason to worry
is patent and becoming increasingly power-
ful with every passing day--indeed, with ev-
ery staircase either tries to negotiate.

Social conservatives will always hate
abortion. They will always demand it be ille-
gal. But they currently feel that the Supreme
Court has arbitrarily imposed it on their coun-
try from on liberal high. Social conservatives
feel like a few liberal justices play God, and

they find it deeply offensive. Yet were their
compatriots to stand up and rebuke social

conservatives, insisting on the justice of the
right to an abortion, these social conserva-
tives would not be as invigorated.

This is where the hope surfaces. Why
not pass a federal law permitting abortion, at
least in central cases? Good old legislative
institutions, led by good old Democrats, can
take up the issue. Here’s the plan.

The first step for the Democratic Party
is to portray the situation as the impending
crisis that it really is. A recent national poll
reports that, come the end of President Bush’s
term, 43% of Americans believe that most abor-
tions will be against the law. That number is
shocking, especially in light of other poll data
showing that 53% of Americans find it at least
‘very important’ that the next Supreme Court
nominee agrees with their position on abor-
tion.

Sure, justices’ ideologies aren’t reliable.
Republican presidents have chosen what
turned out to be liberal justices, and vice versa.
But there’s just no reason for President Bush
not to pick someone who rejects a woman’s
right to make her own decisions about the
integrity of her body.

Well, maybe that’s not true; every once
in a while, a cynic will insist that the mainly
economically conservative faction in the Re-
publican party merely plays the mainly so-
cially conservative side, dangling false prom-
ises in order to win votes, nothing more.
Maybe that’s President Bush, stringing the

Anti-Immigration Diehards Attempt to Seize Power

A Christian right along, tossing them a bone from
time to time, while not wanting to alienate so-
cially moderate voters who still crave tax cuts.
Maybe. But in that slight possibility there’s
only cold, cold comfort for women.

Why wouldn’t someone believe the
President when he talks about his deep com-
mitments to being born again? Listen to the
State of the Union in which he pledged to
support a Constitutional amendment to ban
gay marriage. He means it. Republicans mean
it. The cynic may be wrong and people should
consider being scared.

In this vein, after properly convincing
the public that the abortion question will likely
soon find its answer, either up or down, the
second step for Democrats is to rally Ameri-
cans who believe in a woman’s right to choose
abortion in most cases and then to introduce
legislation. Inspiring Harry Reid and other
Democratic foes of abortion to run with the
party line may prove tricky. And Democrats
may have to postpone the fight for what con-
servatives call partial birth abortion when the
woman’s physical health is not at stake. And
yes, Democrats may have to save for a brighter
day the fights over parental notification and
federal funding. A healthy, though maybe not
a towering, majority of Americans, even many
of those who just voted for the President, will
rally. Some so-called blue-state Republicans,
like Arlen Specter, will cross the aisle, and if
they don’t, expect Democratic gains in the
midterm elections, a situation that wouldn’t
be all bad. But assuming some of these Re-
publicans do cross, then the good guys would
win the abortion legislation and more.

When socially conservative Americans
see their fellow citizens’ groundswell in sup-
port of a woman’s right to choose, their zeal-
otry may not wane, but their practical energy
and their powerfully conservative grasp over
the rest of the Republican party will. If the
economically conservative faction of Repub-
licans do depend on abortion to win votes
from the Christian right, that relationship will
weaken. Bush, or Jeb, will have fewer social
conservatives supporting an economically
conservative agenda.

Just don’t be afraid to be scared.

The Supreme Court initially gave women the right to choose, but it is time to guarantee the right in
law, and not just through an interpretation of the Constitution that could easily be reinterpreted.
Source: www.supremecourtus.gov
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ast year, Turn Left warned its
readers about an attack on the Sierra
Club. The attack came not from their

typical foes, but from disgruntled insiders
who, along with outside interests ranging
from PETA to anti-immigration racists, were
trying to control the election for the Board
of Directors and the 80 million dollar budget
they would approve. Although the Sierra
Club is often vulnerable to extremist
takeovers due to low voter turnout,
thankfully the membership responded to the
warnings and voted in unprecedented
numbers. Responsible candidates won by a
landslide, and the results were upheld when
the bitter challengers took the case to court.
Disaster was averted, but the battle is not
over.

As the club’s election season returns

(online voting at www.escvote.com/
sierra2005 runs through April 25th), anti-
immigration forces are once again trying to
gain control. In addition to running their own
slate of candidates, they have campaigned
for a ballot proposal that asks if the Sierra
Club should end its neutral stance on
immigration and begin to call for lower limits
on migration into the United States. It is not
clear how much, if any, of this year’s anti-
immigration campaign comes from outside
of the club, but it is clear that it is a bad idea.
Previous votes by the Board of Directors,
and the membership as a whole, have
reinforced Sierra Club’s stance that
population control is a global problem that
demands global solutions, not simplistic
quotas.

We cannot expect to quarantine the
effects of a growing population when we all
share one planet. Pollution and other

negative externalities are not contained by
political borders. Our neighbors’
environmental problems are our
environmental problems. A more effective
agenda should stop overpopulation at the
source, by providing access to effective
family planning initiatives and education.

In addition to being an ineffective use
of club resources, advocating lower limits
on immigration is unnecessarily divisive.
There is no need to fracture the broad
foundation that is essential to the Sierra
Club’s success. Some members might choose
to advocate for or against stricter immigration
controls, but that is not the business of the
Sierra Club. The Sierra Club exists to unite a
diverse group of Americans behind causes
like protecting our air and water, preserving
wilderness and biodiversity for future
generations, and fostering a respect for our
planet. These are causes we can all agree

on.
The Sierra Club’s neutral stance on

immigration controls is backed by countless
environmental experts, leaders, and activists.
Their ranks include twelve Sierra Club
presidents, New Mexico Governor Bill
Richardson, former EPA administrator Carol
Browner, and Robert Kennedy, Jr. Last year,
Robert Redford expressed his opinion
particularly eloquently, “Immigrants are not
responsible for polluting our air or putting
poisonous mercury in our water. It’s not the
immigrants blocking fuel-efficiency
standards for cars. They are not the owners
of the oil and gas companies…exploiting
public lands.”

In addition to voting against changing
the neutral stance on immigration, we must
elect candidates to the Board of Directors

Attack on the Sierra Club:  Round Two

L
BY TIMON STASKO

See Sierra Club,  page 16



As Henry Kissinger once
pointed out, ‘university
politics are vicious pre-
cisely because the stakes
are so small.’
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Stolen SA Elections

orruption, fraudulence, and
unethical behavior exemplify the
true nature of this spring’s tainted

Student Assembly Elections.  As a member
of the SA, and more importantly as a member
of the Cornell
community, I am
simply embarrassed
at what has transpired
over these last five
weeks.

The SA is
the highest
r e p r e s e n t a t i v e
institution in our
diverse community,
and it serves to
empower the voices
of the students.
However, next year it will not serve that
purpose because thirteen out of nineteen
members of the 2005-2006 SA were not
elected by the students.  They were placed
into power.

How did this occur? Members of
the ‘Students First’ ticket, a group that reigns
over the entire SA executive board, the
Elections Committee, the Students’ Trustee
positions, as well as occupying a few
additional seats, decided things were not
going to go as usual in this ‘election’ year.

First of all, the upcoming elections
were not at all advertised in the Sun, via e-
mail, nor through any other means.  This is a
violation of the SA Charter which mandates

that the Director of Elections and the Vice
President of Public Relations should take all
measures possible to advertise in order to
‘get the most amount of candidates possible
for every position.’ But hey, who wants to

run opposed! As
President Bush
once conceded, ‘a
dictatorship would
be a heck of a lot
easier.’

The plan
worked to
perfection.  Aside
from incumbents
running for re-
election and friends
running on the
tickets, only one

student in the entire Cornell community ran
for SA.  That means that out of around
thirteen thousand students, only one of them
heard that we were having elections.

Furthermore, numerous election
challenges were heard by the Elections
Committee, but the EC is comprised of five
seniors, three of which are former members
of the ‘Student’s First’ ticket. Unfortunately,
three votes are required for the EC to make
any rulings regarding challenges. ‘Student’s
First’ had that under control.

As soon as I and others on the SA
realized the scope and complexities of this
malfeasant behavior, we wrote a resolution
requesting more advertising and an

extension of the election dates so that more
candidates could run.  In what quickly
became the most contentious SA debate all
year, the ‘Student’s First’ e-board used the
following arguments to oppose new
elections: forty-five election packets had
been taken out— no lower than previous
years; that adding new candidates would
cost six thousand dollars, a prohibitive sum
of money that the SA no longer has; and
that new elections could not be held until
June 1st due to an election contractor’s
policy.  And so, with these very convincing
arguments on the table, the resolution to
push back the elections failed by one vote.

However, these seemingly very
convincing arguments were not true.  As a
matter of fact, every single ‘fact’ that was
presented to stop the SA from pushing back
the elections was entirely made up to cover
the fraudulence of the proceedings.  In
reality, only thirty-one packets had been
taken out, adding new candidates would not
have cost additional money, and new
elections could be held on any date.

After the ‘Students First’-
controlled Elections Committee delivered its
final elections report to the SA (actually the
report was not final because the Elections
Committee never met in person, but that little
fact was ignored), the Student Assembly then
voted 14-8 to invalidate the elections.
Fourteen out of a total of twenty-two SA
members had understood the grave
implications and the widespread
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Reconstruction. Yet this misconduct barely
touches the tip of the iceberg of DeLay’s
illicit influence on Texas politics.

DeLay then led the new Republican-
dominated state legislature in a move to
aggressively redistrict its federal
congressional districts before the 2004
elections in order to favor the incumbency
of Republican congressmen. The legislature
created ‘safe’ Republican districts in which
Republican congressmen would all but
certainly win election, allowing the
Republicans to pick up five additional seats
in the House during the November election.
The House ethics committee later censured
DeLay for being too involved in the Texas

legislature’s redistricting project.
While under investigation by the House

ethics committee for some of these charges,
DeLay removed moderate Republicans such
as Committee Chairman Joel Hefley (R-CO),
who had wanted to pursue the investigation
further. DeLay replaced the moderates with
trusted allies who were more likely to
overlook any misconduct by GOP members
like DeLay. DeLay also pressured the ethics
committee into adopting new rules which
make it harder for the committee to launch
new investigations of misconduct like
DeLay’s.  In a move to protect DeLay’s
position as Majority Leader, House
Republicans also changed a party rule that
would have forced him to resign if he was to
be indicted by a state grand jury.

Other allegations against the House
Majority Leader
run the gamut
from bribing other
c o n g r e s s m e n ,
a c t i v e l y
d i s c o u r a g i n g
lobbying firms
from employing
D e m o c r a t s ,
paying his family
members over
$500,000 under
the auspices of
his own campaign
and political
action committee
funds, and
offering GOP
c o m m i t t e e
positions for sale
to the executives
of Westar (a
Kansas energy

company).
Congressional Democrats, who have

long criticized DeLay for his questionable
ethics and extreme right-wing agenda, are
pursuing an in-depth investigation of the
most recent allegations against DeLay.
However, the Democrats are not alone. Some
of DeLay’s Republican peers are also calling
for his resignation, making the outcry for
accountability for DeLay’s actions a
bipartisan crusade.  According to the
Associated Press, Rep. Chris Shays (R-
Conn) has asked DeLay to step down,
stating that, ‘Tom’s conduct is hurting the
Republican Party…and any Republican who
is up for re-election.’

Despite the deluge of indiscretions and
allegations which have unfolded these past
few weeks, the Bush administration, is
continuing to stand by its man.  White House
spokesperson Scott McClellan said in a
statement that, ‘The president looks forward
to continuing to work closely with the
majority leader to get things done on behalf
of the American people.’ McClellan went
further to add that, ‘We support the work
that [DeLay] is doing.’

What is perhaps most interesting about
the the DeLay spectacle is that members of
the GOP continued to stand by DeLay
despite numerous allegations, even after the
House ethics committee has already
censured him for earlier misconduct. This
presents a perfect opportunity for moderate
members of the Republican Party to retake
ownership of their organization and remove
DeLay from the position of Majority Leader
if he refuses to resign of his own accord.
After all, this is a man whose actions insult
the very idea of democracy. He has violated
campaign finance laws, House ethics
committee standards, and the trust of the
American people.  Elections need to be won,

not bought, and it is men like DeLay who are
helping corporate America to purchase
Republican victories. How can any
candidate running for the House of
Respresentatives in Texas hope to win a fair
election when he or she knows that districts
all over the state are skewed toward a
decidedly conservative majority thanks to
DeLay’s scheming?

Politicians are human beings—and no
human being is perfect—but everyone
should be held accountable for their actions.
The laws broken by DeLay are in place to
protect the American people from elected
civil servants who do not have the best
interests of Democracy and the people at
heart. DeLay is one of these civil servants.
He should cut his losses and resign from
the position of majority leader while he still
has a shred of credibility, before the the
Republicans of the House of
Representatives are forced to remove him
themselves. In the meantime, politicians and
Americans from both sides of the partisan
aisle need to continue to call for an end to
DeLay’s reign in the U.S. Congress because
America cannot stand by while he
manipulates the system of a country that he
was elected to serve.

House Majority Leader Tom DeLay speaks to supporters in Sugar
Land, Texas. At least six Republicans have expressed concern over
the allegations plaguing DeLay and subsequent effects on the
2006 elections.  (Washington Post)

Continued from DeLay, on
Cover...

Corruption Penetrates Cornell Student Politics

improprieties which had taken place.  They
recognized that corruption had swept
through the SA and that new elections had
to occur. However, even widespread support
could not sway those who wanted to remain
in power.  The SA President, a former
‘Student’s First’ member, said that since the
elections report was final (even though it
was not), we needed two-thirds of the SA’s
support to invalidate the procedure; our 64%
was not good enough…by one vote.  They
had eight votes, we had fourteen, and yet
they won…does anyone else find this kind
of odd?

As a result, despite our best efforts
to save the sanctity of the SA, the results
are complete.  The new Student
Representatives that you did not elect will
now make the decisions regarding your
finances and your future at Cornell.

It really is a shame.  In the end,
Student Government should be a fun,
engaging experience for all members of the
community.  But as Henry Kissinger once
pointed out, ‘university politics are vicious
precisely because the stakes are so small.’  I
really would like to ask those involved
whether it worth all the time, all the
organization, and all the effort, just to corrupt
a Student Government election?

Herbie Ziskend ‘07 is Transfer
Representative on the Student Assembly.

TL

 Increased Scrutiny Over DeLay Ethical Improprieties

BY HERBIE ZISKEND

DeLay should cut his
losses and resign before
House Republicans are
forced to remove him
themselves
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'As the current adminis-
tration continues to harp
on the Social Security
pseudo-crisis that it has
created, it has neglected a
real crisis that is facing
seniors right now: Medi-
care.'

Continued from CU Dems,
page 2...

A Tale of Two Policies:
Bush's Social Security Obsession is Overshadowing the Medicare Crisis

I t is no secret that Social Security is
President Bush’s top domestic
priority this term.  The President and

his administration have attempted to frame
the challenges that Social Security faces as
an impending crisis.  Critics of the
administration’s stance on Social Security
have correctly pointed out that the rhetoric
Bush uses (in particular, the constant use of
the word ‘crisis’ in describing the current
state of Social
Security) is a ploy
to propogate the
administration’s
unpopular policy
that seeks to
privatize (and
thereby virtually
eliminate) Social
Security.
   Yet the public’s
c o n t i n u i n g
lackluster response
to the administration’s proposed
privatization scheme indicates that this
rhetoric is not working.  But the unfortunate
results of President Bush’s obsession with
privatizing Social Security are being felt even
as the proposed policy stagnates.  As the
current administration continues to harp on

the Social Security pseudo-crisis that it has
created, it has neglected a real crisis that is
facing seniors right now: Medicare.
   The trustees of Social Security and
Medicare said in their annual report to
Congress that Medicare’s financial
prospects are far worse than Social
Security’s.  Indeed, the problems facing
Medicare are much more complex than those
facing Social Security, because they are a

result of not only the
d e m o g r a p h i c
problems (increasing
numbers of senior
citizens) that affect
Social Security, but
also rising healthcare
costs.  This means
that finance
problems facing
Medicare are far
more immediate and
severe than those

facing Social Security.
   In fact, for many senior citizens, a Medicare
crisis is already here.  Medicare premiums
will likely rise by 12 percent next year,
following a 17 percent rise this past year.  In
addition, doctors that treat Medicare patients
will receive a 5 percent cut in their

reimbursement rates effective January 1.
According to the American Medical
Association, such a cut may mean that some
physicians will stop seeing Medicare
patients altogether. For senior citizens, this
ultimately means a drastic increase in the
cost of living and an accompanying severe
decline in quality of life.
   Yet, unlike Social Security, Medicare has
received virtually no attention from
President Bush.  And when it has received
attention from the President and Congress,
it has only served to undermine Medicare,
rather than save it. Congress recently
passed a law backed by the Bush
administration in which state governments
will be required to pay billions of dollars to
the Federal government to pay for the
prescription drug costs of low-income
elderly people.  In essence, states will now
be forced to fund a federal program.
   It seems that for some reason or another
(take your pick- I’d personally pin it on the
war in Iraq) federal dollars have suddenly
become too valuable to spend on petty little
issues such as healthcare for seniors.
Instead, the states, many of which have
worked tirelessly to control healthcare costs,
will now be forced to pick up the slack for a
Federal government, under the leadership

of the Bush administration, which has
at best neglected, but more likely
worked to undermine Medicare.
   The states will have to reduce
Medicare benefits, just so that the
Federal government can sustain (with
less cost to itself) the meager benefits
that it currently provides.  Apparently,
the Bush administration and the
conservatives in Congress only
support Federalism when it is
convenient for them.
   But right now it seems that Social
Security privatization is what the Bush
administration finds convenient.  And
as a result, many programs and policies
are being downplayed and neglected.
With Medicare in a perilous position
and the current administration doing
nothing to fix it, it is laughable that the
Bush administration claims to be
looking out for senior citizens.
Medicare needs care, but it doesn’t
seem like it will get it with Bush in office.
   This fits into the larger pattern of the
Bush administration neglecting
healthcare (or at least advocating its

further privatization) in a broader sense.  In
the Presidential election last fall, George W.
Bush accused John Kerry of advocating a
system of socialized medicine.  Never mind
that Kerry’s healthcare plan was nothing of
the sort, Bush’s criticism was ludicrous.
Bush has no right criticize any other
healthcare system, given his lack of any
coherent healthcare policy, other than a
vague notion of healthcare “choice,” which
in practice means that Americans are left to
fend for themselves when it comes to finding
and paying for healthcare.  In a country
where nearly 50 million citizens have no

health insurance and where infant mortality
rates are higher than 22 other countries
(many of which are far less economically
developed than the US), perhaps a socialized
healthcare system would be an improvement.
   The lack of attention that the Medicare
problem is receiving is symptomatic this
administration’s disregard for the importance
of public health and access to care.  In trying
to get young people to support the
privatization of social security, Bush
essentially tells us how much money we will
save if we are free from that unspeakable
burden of helping to support the elder
generations of our society (I guess the
elderly are only worthy of our respect and
support insofar as they don’t drain our
wallets).  In doing this, the Bush
administration is failing to address the real
and immediate Medicare crisis.  But it seems
that Bush has his priorities straight.  Why
look out for the healthcare of the elderly
when you can put money back in the pockets
of those who really need it?

Apparently, the Bush
administration and the
conservatives in Congress
only support Federalism
when it is convenient for
them

Strengthening or Ignoring?  President Bush has prioritized Social Security over the real
crisis facing seniors: Medicare

 CU Dems Begin Repairing Image

become the Democrats' treasurer.  Grossman
claims that in that capacity he was only
responsible for signing the Democrats'
budget and setting-up a bank account for
them.  The most curious part of the situation
is that there is a third actor.  Apparently, at
some point, Randy Lariar ‘08, who
unsuccessfully ran for vice president of the
Democrats in the recent elections, was
appointed treasurer by Lim.  It would, thus,
make sense that Lariar appeared on the
Democrats' budget allocation form.

However, it was Grossman who signed
off on the budget.  Grossman says that Lim
appointed him treasurer after realizing that
Lariar had not taken the President and
Treasurer Test required of all those
occupying said positions.  The Office of
Student Assemblies, however, has indicated

to TL that if the allocation form reflects that
Lariar was the treasurer, then Grossman was
likely listed first and Lariar, second.
Furthermore, when the Daily Sun broke the
article about Lim's resignation earlier in
March, Lariar was listed on the RSO website
as the Democrats' treasurer.  No one has
offered TL an explanation for the confusion.

Regardless, the SAFC did not pursue
this against Grossman and stuck to the three
charges already enumerated, citing that
Grossman had violated the Statement on
Ethical Conduct for SAFC Student
Organizations which Grossman and Lim had
both signed.  The Statement's clause on
'Conflict of Interest and Commitment' was
allegedly violated.

This is just one instance of an event
that has tarnished the Democrats' image, and
part of a slew of others which Coombs wished
to resolve with his amendment.  Seemingly,
members of the Democrats agree that this

needs to be changed, but no one has, yet,
offered an alternative plan.  Fagen, who says
that he, in principle, agrees with Coombs's
intentions, said that he was just happy to
see that the democratic will of the club was
done.

In an interesting sidenote, and one that
is certainly pertinent to the shift-of-power
in the Democrats, as of now, the Democrats'
budget reflects that $3000 was allocated for
Joe Garcia of the New Democrat Network to
come speak at Cornell; however, Garcia never
came, and the money was never used.  The
original correspondence between Garcia and
the Democrats took place between Tim Lim
and Michael Akavan who works for NDN.  A
member of the Democrats pointed-out to TL
that the new constitution does not provide
for a period wherein the old and new
executive boards can sort such matters out;
instead, it says that the new executive board
should take office immediately after elections

have been completed.

Coombs's second amendment said that
the Cornell Democrats should not be
allowed, as an organization, to endorse any
person or group in campus politics.  Most
people that TL has spoken to about this
amendment have said that this was just
codifying old practice.

Finally, at the latest meeting of the
Cornell Democrats on April 6th, the
constitution was passed with little dissent,
and discussion for future changes to the
constitution included specifically outlining
procedures for drop-down elections and
changing the way run-off elections are held;
currently, only the top two vote-winners are
able to participate in a run-off.  The next
Cornell Democrats meeting is April 13 at 5:00
pm in Rockefeller B16.

TL

BY JOSH PERLMAN
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ecent studies have shown that
teenagers who take ‘Abstinence
Pledges’ are no less likely to

contract sexually transmitted diseases than
those who do not. While many of these
teenagers do not want to break their vow to
not have intercourse until marriage, many
are experimenting in other types of sexual
activity that puts
them at a higher risk
for sexually
transmitted diseases.
As Cornell Alum and
political comedian
Bill Maher
commented, ‘and so,
armed with limited
knowledge, and
believing regular,
vaginal intercourse to
be either immaculate
or filthy dirty, these
kids did with their
pledge what
everybody does with
contracts: they found loopholes. Two of
them to be exact.’

A study that is forthcoming in the Jour-
nal of Adolescent Health, co-authored by pro-
fessors Peter Bearman of Columbia and
Hannah Bruckner of Yale, found that although
many pledgers abstained from vaginal inter-
course, these teens have nevertheless resorted
to other forms of sex. Pledgers were six times
more likely to have had oral sex than non-
pledging teens, and male pledgers were four
times more likely to have engaged in anal sex
than male non-pledgers who had not had vagi-
nal sex. Bearman and Bruckner also showed
that abstinence pledgers were less likely to
use some form of sexual protection that non-
pledgers.  Male pledgers, for example, were

20% less likely to use condoms during sex
than their non-pledging peers. In all, teens
who pledged abstinence were just as likely to
contract STDs as non-pledgers.

Despite a long line of studies, including
work by Bearman and Bruckner, that have
shown that overall, there is no significant dif-
ference between people who do or do not

choose to abstain
from intercourse in re-
gard to rates of STD
infection and un-
wanted pregnancy, the
Bush administration
has doubled funding
to programs and
schools that teach
‘Abstinence Only’
programs. It is clear
that kids engage in
other forms of sexual
activity that have
higher risks than inter-
course because they
believe it will not vio-

late their pledge. Also, if someone who has
pledged abstinence changes their mind, they
usually do not have safe sex because some-
one who pledges abstinence is less likely to
be carrying a condom around with them. The
Bearman and Bruckner study has shown that,
although many kids who take this pledge post-
pone intercourse for approximately a year and
a half more than people who do not take the
pledge, the rate of STD contraction and un-
wanted pregnancy do not differ between the
two groups. Furthermore, 88% of pledgers
who had sex did so before marriage. Although
giving money to promote abstinence pro-
grams in schools and abstinence pledges may
gain a few more votes from the religious right,
the policy ignores the realities of adolescence,

R and it is clear that it will not improve the safety,
health, and well-being of students.

The decreasing AIDS/HIV epidemic in
Uganda is evidence of how informing people
on their options for practicing safe sex can
improve public health. As the AIDS pandemic
spread across Africa, Uganda implemented
policies aimed at informing people about safe
options for intercourse. According to Reuters,
‘Uganda's government says it has employed
an “ABC” strategy -- Abstinence, Be Faithful,
and use Condoms,’ to combat the AIDS
plague. Since this idea’s implementation in
1990, in Uganda the rate of AIDS infection
has decreased from 30% to 6%. Unfortunately,
these numbers may not continue; President
Bush has recently allocated eight million dol-
lars towards new abstinence-only programs
in Uganda as part of the administration’s glo-
bal plan to stop the spread of AIDS, under-
mining the complementary three-prong ap-
proach which has proven itself to be effec-
tive.  Already, some Ugandan teachers have
been instructed by US contractors to not dis-
cuss condoms in class.  The new abstinence-
only approach endangers the progress
Uganda has made over the years in combat-
ing AIDS, for it ignores the harsh realities faced
by Ugandans.  As a teacher in the town of
Mbale told Reuters, ‘around here, people don't
buy this idea of abstinence, because in
Uganda, many girls are using sex to buy their
daily bread.’

Abstinence will absolutely prevent un-
wanted pregnancy and transmission of STDs,
and for some people, these pledges will be
effective. However, this solution is not suffi-
cient for all teenagers. While complete absti-
nence may be the safest option, like the old
Ugandan strategy it needs to be presented
alongside the other options as well so that
kids can make educated decisions. Being pre-
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Dangerous Loopholes
Abstinence Pledges Shown Yet Again to be Ineffective

TL

Condoms or AIDS?  Condoms or
AIDS?  For conservatives, the choice
seems clear.

lue state- one in which godless hippie
liberals talk about Communism and
hating America, sabotage our troops,

and commit treason by criticizing the
President.

Red state- one in which red neck idiots
like to carry guns, execute people, and attack
abortion clinics in the name of the pro-life
cause.

These stereotypes and labels are not
only prevalent, but in the heated political
climate that has developed over the past five
years, they are often the norm when talking
about political issues and geographic
locations. While these stereotypes are based
on truth in some ways, they are mostly just
harmful labels that prevent dialogue and
understanding while obscuring the truth
behind important political issues. The red
state/blue state titles also generalize the
political distributions because they only
account for the whole state while ignoring
the differences between counties within a
state. For example, in the heart of one of the
most stereotypically red states, Texas, fifteen
counties voted for John Kerry. Even while
looking at state totals, Bush won easily, but
in his own state, 38% of voters marked Kerry
on their ballots. That is not nearly enough
to win, but it shows that there are plenty of
people in a red state who are not very
conservative, who may support liberal

values, and have no outlet because the
general public views them as hopelessly red.

When Howard Dean came to speak at
Cornell, he talked about America as a purple
nation, and said that as chair of the
Democratic National Committee (DNC) he
would support candidates campaigning in all
fifty states. This is critical to overcoming state
stereotypes because there are Democrats
and independents in every state who have a
right to the attention of Democrats and other
progressive politicians. In Louisiana, 42% of
the voters cast their ballots for Kerry, and
that was without campaign attention. With
the effort given to a state like Pennsylvania,
Louisiana could easily be in play for
Democrats.

As was evident during the screening of
This Divided State, by Steven Greenstreet,
even in the reddest of red states, Utah, there
is an untapped progressive base. Only 26%
of Utah voters may have voted for Kerry, but
in the documentary, progressive students
packed a sold out auditorium to hear Michael
Moore speak and students fought for months
against heavy opposition to make sure the
event occurred. These progressive students,
professors, and community members deserve
to be acknowledged by politicians.
In terms of blue states, Democrats should
not ignore “safe states” like New York and
California because although these states vote
Democrat, they have heavy conservative
populations. Kerry only won California with

54% of the vote and New York with 59%.
This shows that two of the states most
considered blue are not being won by huge
Democratic majorities. Not only does this
mean Democrats need to spend more time
campaigning in these states, but it also
proves that the labels attached to blue states
are unfounded.

More important than just examining
election results is considering the validity
of the titles given to conservatives and
liberals based on the issues they support.
While blue state liberals are pegged as
atheists who support antireligious policies,
red state conservatives are labeled as Bible-
toting evangelicals who only vote based on
individual religious beliefs. Both of these
stereotypes are wrong and damaging to
political dialogue.

Two of the most important core
principles of Christianity are also at the center
of many liberal policies: social justice and
peace. Jesus preached helping those less
fortunate as well as acting as an agent for
peace and love. Traditionally, Democrats and
other progressive parties have supported
refraining from offensive wars and have
concentrated social policies on helping the
poor through welfare, health care, minimum
wage laws, and a plethora of other legislation.
There are many religious Christians who
support the Democratic party, despite
differing views on abortion, because they
recognize peace and prosperity as more

central to their religion.
At the same time, there are several

conservative platforms that are inherently
contradictory to Christian principles.
Christians who vote Republican because
they are pro-life also often support the death
penalty which takes God’s decision about
when someone should die and how to
punish someone for their sins and gives it
to the state. In addition, conservatives have
often supported going to war, even without
a direct security threat. It was Jesus who
said, ‘Let he who is without sin cast the first
stone,’ yet many Christians feel it is okay to
pass judgment on homosexuals and other
people they feel to be immoral.

There are also many conservatives who
vote for Republican candidates for reasons
that have nothing to do with religion. Many
people are attracted to candidates who
propose military intervention, lower taxes for
the wealthy, and economic deregulation, and
these people vote based on these issues
rather than on abortion and gay marriage.

These examples show that on different
religious issues, different political parties
match up with the key ideologies. These
complexities make it impossible to generalize
red states as the ‘religious’ right and the
blue states as atheists or sinners. Both
geographically and ideologically, the red
state/blue state divide is a state of mind.

One State, Two State, Red State, Blue State
Examining the Cultural Divide

BY JAMIE GULLEN
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BY CHRISSY ESPOSITO

The new abstinence-only
approach endangers the
progress Uganda has
made over the years in
combating AIDS, for it
ignores the harsh reali-
ties faced by Ugandans

sented with only the ‘moral’ choice will not
be, and obviously has not been, effective.
Pledging to accept certain values can not be
effective because values evolve over time as
people change and mature. Do these politi-
cians think that teenagers are incapable of
making informed decisions, or are they more
concerned with pleasing their constituents
than the health of young people?  As millions
continue to be infected by HIV in Uganda
and other countries, President Bush is play-
ing an especially dangerous game of roulette
by imposing a personal and unrealistic ideol-
ogy on AIDS programs, both here and else-
where.
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Darfur and US Complicity
Mere Recognition of Genocide is Not Enough

who will not change the club's position
without our approval. Most candidates have
indicated their stances on the issue in their
ballot statements. Groundswell Sierra, a
group that led the fight against outside
influences and anti-immigration activists last
year, supports Jim Catlin, Jim Dougherty, Joni
Bosh, Jennifer Ferenstein, Chuck McGrady,
and Barbara Frank. All six have opposed the
anti-immigration change, as have several
others in the pool of fifteen. Voters must vote
for no more than five candidates for the five
positions.

In order to protect the Sierra Club from
future election problems, the Board of
Directors formed the Election Reform Task
Force after the last election. This task force
proposed two changes to the bylaws, which
were endorsed by the board, and are up for
approval by the membership. The first
eliminates the requirement for space for write-
in candidates on the ballot. This does not
mean that only nominating committee

candidates will be able to run. Candidates
will still be able to run on petition, as eight
did this year (gathering at least 381
signatures each). The only effect is that
additional candidates won’t be able to jump
into the race at the last minute, avoiding
signature gathering. The second change is
to require all candidates to have been a
member of the club for at least one year.
This is a simple and sensible measure that
will help to prevent outside takeover. There
is no reason not to have such a requirement,
or even to make the required number of
years higher.

The Sierra Club membership must
stand firm in its commitment to protecting
our planet, without getting caught up in
immigration control squabbles. Such
distractions would only waste resources
and alienate supporters. Vote against
changing the Sierra Club’s current
immigration policy, and for directors who
will maintain our current priorities. Only by
acting together can we hope to protect our
environment from the merciless assault of
the Right.

Continued from Sierra Club,
pg. 12 ...

after table, argument after argument, his-
tory after history, The Black Book outlines
a list of concerns not only for Western
Sudanese, but for all people of Sudan rep-
resenting regions neglected and
underrepresented by the central govern-
ment since the nation’s independence from
the rule of the British/Egyptian Condo-
minium in 1956. But even beyond Sudan,
the words of The Black Book ring true; its
authors, known only as ‘Seekers of Truth
and Justice’, dedicate the book

To those who filled themselves of
haughtiness, arrogance and feel-
ing of superiority, wishing to si-
lence our Black Book or else-
where replace it with their White
Book.
To the Sudanese people who have
endured oppression, injustice and
tyranny
To the majority of the Sudanese
people who still suffer
marginalization of power and
wealth.

Americans can relate to the call for rec-
ognition of a marginalized segment of soci-
ety: Thomas Paine made a similar call, and a
war of Independence was fought over that
very issue. But more pertinent is America’s
complicity in an array of military, economic
and political actions over the course of the
past sixty years which have played on a
very similar theme, but unfortunately to the
detriment of the global power periphery.
The two year old conflict and genocide in
the Darfur region of Sudan at the hands of
the racist Arab government in Khartoum is
little different from the dozens of examples
of American foreign intervention which, re-
gardless of our government’s intentions,
have merely reinforced the underlying and
problematic structures of power in the
world’s most dangerous areas and have re-
sulted in some of the most heinous crimes
since the Second World War.

The Black Book’s analysis is among
the most honest pieces of popular literature
about the situation in Sudan to date. Unlike
the western media and the Khartoum op-
pressors, Seekers of Truth and Justice con-
ceptualize the ongoing conflicts in Sudan,
including the 20+ year civil war between
the North and the South, not necessarily as
matters of race and religion, but as issues
of center and periphery. The conflict be-
tween North and South has traditionally
been represented as a war between radical
Islam and religious minorities including
Christians in the South. The Darfur conflict
is cut along perceived albeit artificial racial
lines, with and Arab core in Khartoum op-
pressing a Fur, Masalit and Zaghawa col-
lection of ethnicities in Sudan’s west.

he Black Book’s vatic and prescient
insight is that the Darfur conflict too
is about center and periphery. For

the people of Western Sudan, like the vari-
ous ethnicities, religious groups and regions
throughout Africa’s largest state, have been
the neglected and often brutalized fringe of
the Sudanese people as far as Khartoum
has been concerned.

It has been the unfortunate case that
when dealing with the situation in Sudan,
the United States has dealt directly with
Sudan’s Northern irresponsible leadership.
Under the dictatorship of Jaafar Nimairi,
Sudan received millions of dollars of mili-
tary and economic aid under the redrawn
Cold War lines of the Carter and Reagan
administrations. Only when the reactionary
Islamic government of Omar el-Bashir came
to power in 1989 did the American govern-
ment cease aid to Sudan and truly begin to
lean towards the support of rebel move-
ments. Certainly the motivations of US in-
volvement in Sudan have changed over the
years, but constant are her reluctance to
take serious stands against genocidal vio-
lence perpetrated by an illegitimate govern-
ment, and America’s soft, subtle diplomacy
infrequently punctuated by real action,
guided by wavering goals and question-
able ideals. This is not the kind of United
States foreign policy which we should ac-

cept, yet it is a policy towards Sudan that
has not changed much in the past two de-
cades.

laying a leading role in the United
States’ complicity in the Darfur vio-
lence is its tactical maneuvering on

the world stage. There is strong pressure
from within the American government, led
by those such as Senators Corzine and
Brownback, to take stronger action against
the atrocities in Darfur. Certainly the
neoconservative agenda calls for the de-
mocratization of rogue states who harbor
terrorists and threaten the interests of our
allies and human rights. Sudan is a para-
digm example of the neocon target; in fact,
it presents a more impressive case than that
of Iraq in March of 2003.

What’s interesting about America’s at-
tempts to reach a solution is just how many
concessions, limitations, and apprehen-
sions the United States and many of its al-
lies require or express when negotiating for
peace in Sudan. The situation now is much
different than that of the Cold War; it seems
that the goal of the
United States might
be to create peace and
prosperity through a
new deal between
rebel groups and the
central government,
and to insist on re-
form within Sudan’s
core of power towards
democracy and open
society.

This hasn’t been
the case. In fact, the
Bush administration
has blocked attempts
to press for full eco-
nomic sanctions
against the Sudanese
government, had re-
jected calls for sup-
port of Southern inde-
pendence or au-
tonomy, has repealed
the Sudan Peace Act
of 1999 which authorized direct deliveries
of food aid to rebel groups in the South,
and has only until recently blocked the re-
ferral of Sudanese war criminals to the In-
ternational Criminal Court. In pressing for a
peace agreement between the North and
South in January of this year, the US has
left its attack on the Darfur genocide to pa-
per edicts at the UN and hollow words from
our Congress and Executive. The North-
South agreement, it seems, has been the
penultimate goal, to the essential sacrifice
of the 350,000 Darfuri who have perished at
the hands of a brutal Khartoum regime.

The Bush administration’s myopia is
certainly astonishing, but is not unex-
pected. The history of recent genocide is
riddled with often impotent US interventions
in order to cause the least disturbance in
related but separate peace with dictatorial
and murderous regimes. The prime examples
are Kosovo and Rwanda, where violence
was ignored and tolerated (in Rwanda’s
case, until the very end) ironically for the
sakes of tenuous peace agreements.

This isn’t prudent diplomacy. It’s an
undeserved recognition of the power struc-
ture of these rogue states, a validation of
relations with core oppressive groups that
wish more than anything else that the West-
ern powers ignore their atrocities, or worse,
acknowledge them and do nothing. The
doctrine seems to be ‘peace at any cost’ —
that is, peace at the price of even worse
violence in a neighboring region that nei-

ther Khartoum nor perhaps even the Ameri-
cans care the least about. While the powers
applaud their own efforts at establishing
peace at what was once the central conflict,
rogue governments continue to proceed
with their main project of genocide

Recent equivocation of the American
government has not helped; the Bush
administration’s recognition of genocide in
Darfur is correct to the letter of the law, but
as Alex de Waal points out, will have little
effect on the actual turn of events in Darfur
and will certainly expand the possibilities
of intervention, at least rhetorically, for the
hawks in Washington. The war in Iraq has
become the center of a Khartoum counter-
attack in the world media, with Sudan per-
haps correctly accusing the US of the worst
hypocrisy.

If Americans find that the prevention
and halting of
genocide is a
cause worthy of
our attention and
efforts, then our
government must
act to both sup-
port peace and
undermine and
criticize the ille-
gitimate and dic-
tatorial govern-
ments that carry
it out. The core of
the Darfur dis-
ease is the cancer
in Khartoum. It is
the responsibil-
ity of ethical
governments of
the West to sup-
port the African
Union and apply
pressure to in-

crease its mandate of protection of civil-
ians. A UN peacekeeping force in Southern
Sudan is only part of the process towards
peace and stability; Western powers must
continue to press for democracy and open
society in Sudan, if not for democracy’s sake,
then for our commitment to the sanctity of
human life and the recognition of genocide
as the worst crime humanity has conceived.

Due to its recent history, Sudan
meets the new Millennium steeped
in poverty, illiteracy, disease and
lack of development.  Despite
[this], the Sudanese citizens are
invited to rise to the challenge by
appropriating the same powers
which have so far crippled them.
Let them do that in collaboration
with other global citizens whose
rulers have delivered and have
prepared them for the new area.

Sources:
ht tp : / /www.sakanab .wtcs i tes .com/
black_book.htm
http://www.indexonline.org/en/news/ar-
t i c l e s / 2 0 0 5 / 1 / s u d a n - d e f i n i n g -
genocide.shtml
ht tp: / /www.sudanjem.com/engl ish/
english.html
Johnson, Douglas H., The Root of Sudan’s
Civil Wars. Indianapolis: Indiana Univer-
sity Press, 2004.
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The UN has recently warned that a funding
shortfall will leave 200,000 Darfurian refugees
hungry.

Recognition of genocide
will have little effect on
the actual turn of events
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Changing Winds In the East
How America Can Maintain Power in Asia

East Asia now stands in a tense and
delicate balance.  With the recent
passage of the Taiwan secession law,

renewed discussion of amending the
Japanese constitution to permit the use of
force, and continued difficulties with North
Korea, rash behavior could easily send what
increasingly appears
to be a house of
cards crashing down.
In this setting,
American foreign
policy in the Far East
must be handled with
deadly seriousness and great caution.

North Korean intransigence in the face
of international pressure to disarm is the
most pressing issue.  Kim Jong-Il’s refusal
to negotiate with the United States, neither
directly or through the Six-Party Talks, makes
dealing with this issue that much harder.  The
threat of a North Korean nuclear attack has
already prompted
American allies in
the region to
consider drastic,
d e s t a b i l i z i n g
measures.  South
Korea has recently
had to face charges
that it, too, sought
to develop nuclear
weapons as
revelations about uranium enrichment
research made world news.  Japan, too, has
made moves that threaten to destabilize the
region as the debate over Article Nine of the
Japanese Constitution, which prohibits the
use of force, reignites.

The controversy surrounding Taiwan
presents similarly grave concerns.  The new
Taiwanese secession law passed by China
permits the use of ‘non-peaceful’ measures
against the island should it move toward
outright secession.  This ambiguous
phrasing presents a serious challenge.  Non-
peaceful, according to statements made by
Chinese officials, can mean economic
sanctions just as easily as it can military
strikes.  A navy-enforced embargo akin to
what the US did during the Cuban Missile
Crisis is not unrealistic.  At the same time,
China has been both aggravated by stronger
Japanese overtures to Taiwan and
emboldened by an effort to end a European
ban on arms sales to China that has been in
effect since the 1989 Tiananmen Square
demonstrations.

North Korea and Taiwan represent the
two greatest foreign policy challenges the
US faces in East Asia.  Combined with the
military threat stands a grave economic
threat.  To fund the massive deficits incurred
by wars and tax cuts the Bush administration
has been selling Treasury Bills at a furious
pace to investors, most of whom are in Asia.
Japan and China are the two largest
purchasers of these bonds, with South Korea
being the fourth largest.  Although
somewhat far fetched, aggravation of China
could lead them to dump the US Treasury
Bills, a move that would cause an already
weak dollar to plunge dramatically in value,
thus creating fiscal chaos in America.  This
is a substantial weapon and, while its use
would hurt everyone, including China, it
would wreck the United States.

Negotiating America’s course in this
environment requires caution.  While it may
seem wise to encourage our closest allies in
the region to arm themselves heavily, this
will only exacerbate tensions until an

outright crisis is produced.  The shapers of
US foreign policy must remember that
choosing the approach the US will take
towards East Asia requires sensitivity to the
cultural topography and history of the
region.

Clearly, South Korea and Japan are
America’s closest friends within East Asia.
In both nations, United States troops are
based and have been based there for
decades.  With both countries, there is a
clear US commitment to their defense and
well-being.  Nonetheless, Japan and South
Korea remain, for historical reasons, on tense
terms at the best of times.  South Korea still
simmers with resentment over Japan’s
behavior during the first half of the twentieth
century and their refusal to formally
apologize for it following the war.  Indeed,
South Korea’s government officially sees
Japan as its most serious military threat, a
view shared by the population at large.  This
was most recently seen in explosive South
Korean protests over the decision by one of

Japan’s prefectures
to annex a small
cluster of islands
claimed by both
South Korea and
Japan, islands that
already had a South
Korean police
presence.

With allies that
are so deeply
divided, America’s

position in East Asia is greatly compromised.
The most important step toward
strengthening America’s stance in the region
is to strengthen ties between Japan and
South Korea.  This means applying pressure
on the Japanese government to formally
apologize to South Korea for crimes
committed during the occupation of the
Korean Peninsula, including slave labor and
‘comfort women.’  In return for this, and to
soothe rising Japanese nationalism, America
can apologize to Japan for the nuclear
attacks against Hiroshima and Nagasaki,
which is all the more useful to do in light of
anti-proliferation objectives with North
Korea.  America must also allow itself to be
criticized for its role in post-war Japan, which
included backing right-wing elements in the
country that in turn supported many Class
A War Criminals who ran for, and often won,
political office.

 Encouraging
Japan to seek
reconci l ia t ion
with the nations
that suffered
under imperial
rule will greatly
defuse tensions
throughout Asia.
Since Japan and
the US are rightly
seen as close
allies, hatred
toward one can
easily translate
into hatred
toward the other,
and so it is
essential to
ensure a positive
image of both
America and
Japan.  In this
way, Japan is also
freer to pursue its
own course.  As

irrational fears of renewed Japanese
imperialism subside, the Japanese
themselves will have greater latitude to come
to terms with the current social problems
they are faced with and may pursue new
avenues without fear of triggering an
international incident.

The development of a strong Japan-
South Korea axis will place much greater
pressure on North Korea.  America, South
Korea, and Japan can carry out a concerted
diplomatic offensive against North Korea,
leaving Kim Jong-Il in a decidedly weaker
position.  North Korea will find that its only
friend is China, a friend that may be
increasingly eager to cooperate with Japan
and South Korea in the face of their greater
combined strength and overtures toward
rapprochement about the past.  This may
force North Korea to give up nuclear
weapons, paving the way for confrontation
over human rights.

The US must also act quickly to control
its budget.  The dollar must be made
stronger, which means reducing the deficit
and buying back Treasury Bills.  This will
reduce vulnerability to fiscal shocks,
intentional or otherwise, that may undermine
America’s global position.  America’s
dependence on oil must also be
significantly reduced, not only
because of the questionable nature
of many oil exporting governments,
but also because of the emergence
of China and India as major oil
consumers, which will cause oil prices
to permanently skyrocket.  Otherwise,
America will be forced to scramble
with these new consumers for favor
with oil exporting nations, devoting
a significant amounts of time and
resources to an effort that cannot be
won.

Reducing America’s fiscal and
energy vulnerability, combined with
the creation of a strong Japan-South
Korea axis, will give America much
greater leverage in dealing with
China.  Given Japan’s strong
relationship with Taiwan, America
already has a partner that is
interested in preserving Taiwan’s
integrity without simultaneously
aggravating China.  However,
America will only be able to confront
China over Taiwan from a position of

Japanese Foreign Minister Nobutaka Machimura, right, meets with his South Korean counterpart Ban Ki-
Moon, left, in Islamabad, Pakistan on Thursday, April 7th. A territorial dispute has raged between the
countries over the sovereignty of a group of islands in the Sea of Japan. (AP)

BY BENJAMIN SELIGMAN

Indeed, South Korea’s
government officially
sees Japan as its most
serious military threat

North Korea and Taiwan
represent the two greatest
foreign policy challenges
the US faces in East Asia.

diplomatic and material strength, from a
situation when it need not fear severe
economic repercussions or having to face
China alone.  Without a Japan capable of
making a strong stand while avoiding the
alienation of other countries and a South
Korea willing to stand with Japan and the
US, Taiwan’s position will remain an
uncertain one.

Only fools and fortune tellers can claim
to know the future.  However, with these
reasonable measures, democracy and human
rights can be promoted throughout East
Asia.  This depends on a willingness to
control spending and consumption and the
strength to be humble when faced with our
own history in Asia.

FOCUS:
East Asia
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Recent protests against
Japan have erupted in China. (CBC)



An Interview With Ali Abunimah

Ali Abunimah, peace activist and
founder of the news website,
ElectronicIntifada.net, spoke at

Cornell on April 4, 2005.  Ali Abunimah is a
researcher in social policy at the University of
Chicago.   He was born in the United States
and was raised in Europe.  His parents are
Palestinians.  Mr. Abunimah has written for
the New York Times and many other Ameri-
can, Israeli and Arab newspapers and fre-
quently gives commentary on major news
channels such as CNN, MSNBC, the BBC and
Fox News.    ElectronicIntifada.net describes
itself as ‘a not-for-profit, independent publi-
cation committed to comprehensive public
education on the question of Palestine, the
Israeli-Palestinian conflict, and the economic,
political, legal, and human dimensions of
Israel's 37-year occupation of Palestinian ter-
ritories.’   Turn Left staff got a chance to inter-
view Mr. Abunimah on April 4.

Interviewer: Mr.
Abunimah, in brief,
what is your back-
ground and how did
you become involved,
as you are today, in the
Palestinian cause?

Ali Abunimah:
Well, the hardest ques-
tion I always get is
‘where are you from?’
because it’s not a short
answer. My parents are
both Palestinian, born in
Palestine, and at a
young age they both
went to Jordan.  I was born in the US and I
grew up in several countries: in Belgium, in
England and then I came back to the US when
I went to college.  So I’ve lived with the Pales-
tine question all my life because my parents
were directly affected by it.  My mother’s fam-
ily were forced to leave their village as refu-
gees, and my father was exiled from his village
in the occupied territories for many decades.
I became active in college, and it’s something
that I’ve simply done—it has been part of my
life—I can’t think of a time when it hasn’t
been.

Interviewer: Do you support non-vio-
lent resistance to the Israeli occupation?

Ali Abunimah: Absolutely.  I support
non-violent resistance to all sorts of unjust
policies… and I think it’s very important to be
clear about the language because people will
try to misquote what people say.  The non-
violent resistance must directed at Israel’s
policies.  I don’t oppose Israelis; I oppose
what Israel is doing and what Israel is doing
in their name.

Interviewer: What, do you think, are
the minimum terms the Palestinians can ac-
cept in a peace proposal?

Ali Abunimah: I think that has been
very clear for a long time and it has been also

very clear that Israel isn’t willing to meet the
minimum terms. There’s an international con-
sensus that Israel must withdraw from the ter-
ritories it occupied in 1967: the West Bank,
the Gaza Strip and East Jerusalem, and that
the Palestinians should be permitted to live in
freedom and independence in those areas.  The
West Bank, Gaza Strip and East Jerusalem, it
should be recalled, are only a fraction of his-
toric Palestine.  They’re just 22% of Pales-
tine—of the country in which Palestinians
were an overwhelming majority until 1948.  The
important point to note is that Palestinians
made an enormous, far-reaching, historic com-
promise when they offered Israel the oppor-
tunity to keep the 78% of Palestine on which
it was established in 1948 in exchange for Is-
raeli withdrawal from the West Bank, Gaza Strip
and East Jerusalem, and Israel’s policy has
been a very consistent ‘no.’  Israel continues
to confiscate Palestinian land in the West Bank

and build settle-
ments on it.  In
short. the Israelis
are so far from be-
ing willing to meet
the minimum con-
ditions for an inde-
pendent, sover-
eign, viable, Pales-
tinian state today
that I’m certainly
not holding my
breath for it to hap-
pen.

Interviewer:
What do you think

can be done to promote a peaceful solution
on the part of the general public or on the
part of the US government.

Ali Abunimah: We have to focus on
what really affects people’s lives and not fo-
cus so much on symbols and formulas.
There’s a lot of talk about the Palestinian state,
but people don’t live, breathe, and eat states.
In their daily lives [people] have to experience
justice and they have to have their rights and
they have to have the ability to live a digni-
fied life.  I think it’s very important to try to get
people to see what stands in the way of Pales-
tinians living a dignified life: the Israeli occu-
pation, the settlements…racist laws which
relegate Palestinians within Israel to separate
and unequal status, racist land laws which
allow only Jews to build on certain land and
bans Christians and Muslims from living on
that land.  These laws… are really what stand
in the way of peace and this injustice over
decades has generated tremendous violence,
tremendous ill-feeling, and Palestinians have
not been the only victims of it.  Many inno-
cent Israelis have suffered and continue to
suffer.  It’s only when Israelis and Palestin-
ians are simultaneously liberated from this
structural oppression, when Israelis no longer
have to carry the burden of being oppressors,

that I really think we can
see peace and reconcilia-
tion.  The practical steps
are that we need to con-
tinue to oppose, and to
educate people about
Israel’s policies and prac-
tices and US support for
Israel’s occupation and at
the same to try to engage
Israelis in a dialog about
what a better future could
look like.

Interviewer: I was
reading on your website
about… Israelis who
move out from the settle-
ments and attack Pales-

tinians.  Can you tell us something about
that?  It is not something we hear about at
all in the mainstream media.

Ali Abunimah: You have groups like
Christian peacemaker teams, which is an
American group that has had people on the
ground in Hebron in the occupied West
Bank…who give witness to what’s happen-
ing there.  You have these Israeli settlers, armed
and protected by the Israeli Army, who seize
Palestinian land by force on no other grounds
than, they say, God gave it to them.  They
routinely engage in violence against Palestin-
ians, destroying Palestinian crops, poisoning
wells, poisoning livestock.   This is all quite
well documented, but it’s something the me-
dia here doesn’t report on at all.  They con-
tinue to convey the false impression that the
majority of violence is perpetrated by Pales-
tinians and the majority of victims are Israelis
when the exact opposite is the case.

Interviewer: Some analysts have sug-
gested that the war in Iraq was essentially a
war in the defense of Israel.  Do you believe
this to be true?  (Question submitted by Shaan
Rizvi)

Ali Abunimah: There is definitely a
connection between Israel and the Iraq War,
but it would be wrong to claim that there is a
simple connection—that the United States did
it for Israel or did it on Israeli orders, I think
that would be wrong.  But there’s clearly a
connection and quite a deep connection and
I think many people by now have heard of the
Neo-Conservatives.  This is shorthand for a
group of policy-makers… in Washington who
have very close ties to the Israeli government.
Some of them worked for the Israeli govern-
ment and helped to articulate a policy in the
mid 1990s of using US power to re-shape the
Middle East in Israel’s interests.  Some of
those people, when they joined the Bush
Administration, pushed the same policies.
Israel was the only country that openly cel-
ebrated the Iraq War and was eager for it to
happen.  You had many statements from mem-
bers of the Israeli government who said [the
Iraq War] will destroy any Arab counterbal-
ance to Israeli power and will allow Israel to
continue its colonization of the West Bank
and other Arab territories and face no opposi-
tion.  Israel also was very hopeful that it would
lead to increased US pressure on Syria… and,
in fact, we have seen increased US pressure
on Syria.  A lot of [the increased US pressure
on Syria] is being pushed by the pro-Israel
lobby—by AIPAC.   The same was true dur-
ing the Clinton Administration of the regime
change in Iraq—it was also being advocated
by AIPAC, the powerful pro-Israel lobby, and
also, a lot of the US policy toward Iran is ac-
tively pushed for by AIPAC.  So it’s a legiti-
mate to ask why the pro-Israel community or,
at least, a significant portion of it that is most
influential in Washington, is actively pushing
policies like the Iraq War, like confrontation
with Syria and like confrontation with Iran.

Interviewer: In [a] recent poll, a ma-
jority of Democrats said they would like to
see a change in US policy towards Israel,
yet, John Kerry and John Edwards did noth-
ing about this.  What do think that says about
the state of American politics?  (Question
submitted by Shaan Rizvi)

Ali Abunimah: There’s a very good
book by Professor Mahmood Mamdani… he’s
at Columbia… called, Good Muslim, Bad Mus-
lim: America, the Cold War and the Roots of
Terror… One of his key points is that the is-
sue of Palestine is an animating issue across
the world. Israel and the US relationship with
Israel is the one issue where there is no free
debate in this country and that’s what you
saw in the election with Kerry and Edwards

and Bush and Cheney all absolutely agree-
ing.  In fact, Bush backed Sharon’s policy to
the hilt and Kerry couldn’t wait to come out
and say I back Sharon even more. All of this
works at a local level and virtually in every
city in this country there is an active pro-Is-
rael community that is cultivating relations
with local politicians so that they are already
primed for Israel’s message when they get to
Washington.

Interviewer: In countries such as the
US and Israel the respective governments are
able to commit atrocities while the public
has little power to stop them.  In your opin-
ion, what does this indicate about the demo-
cratic system?  (Question submitted by Shaan
Rizvi)

Ali Abunimah: I think we have to look
at what influence the public has had in many
countries.  Even in this country there was
strong opposition to the war.  It wasn’t suffi-
cient to stop it, but I think it was very strong
and it must have had an impact on policy at
some level and I think it continues to have an
impact.  I think the fact that tens of millions of
people came out to demonstrate in Europe
and in the Middle East prevented a lot of gov-
ernments from joining the war.  Since, we have
seen public opinion in Italy, in Spain, and in
other countries have a decisive impact and
those countries have announced pullouts of
their forces from Iraq. You have all these Demo-
crats complaining about [the Iraq War] now,
but where were they when they had a chance
to vote against it?  In a way, that’s because
they thought they were paying too much at-
tention to public opinion, but really they were
pandering to this media-created bubble where,
and I think the government increasingly acts
this way,…the truth is simply whatever you
can get people to believe it is. If enough people
say Iraq has weapons of mass destruction,
then Iraq has weapons of mass destruction
regardless of whether there’s anything there.
If enough people say… that Sadaam Hussein
is directly involved in the September 11th at-
tacks, then, well, that’s the truth.  If enough
people say that there’s a crisis in Social Secu-
rity, then that’s the truth, regardless of what
any of the actuarial projections say.  So it’s
totally disconnected from reality and I think
our task is to reconnect people with reality.

Interviewer: What do you think are the
prospects of the current cease-fire turning
into a durable peace?

Ali Abunimah: I would say zero per-
cent, more or less…  Violence is the horrible
symptom of the conflict and violence is the
terrible price that innocent Israelis and Pales-
tinians are paying because of this conflict.
But, the problem was not caused by violence
and…[the] cease-fire is simply [being] used
by Israel…to continue to grab more land, to
continue to build more settlements.  The Is-
raelis just announced that they plan to dump
ten thousand tons of their garbage in the West
Bank every month from now on.  I think of all
their violations, that’s pretty small, as horren-
dous as it is…As long as that continues, and
people think that [the] cease-fire means the
problem has gone away, then they’re going
to be very surprised, unfortunately, when the
conflict comes back.

Editor’s Note: The questions not at-
tributed to anyone were written by Javed
Qadrud-Dun who is a member of the Student
Advocates of Palestine, a student group at
Cornell, as well as by  Shaan Rizvi, who  is
the Vice President of the Student Advocates
of Palestine.A picture of the Apartheid Wall, as found on

electronicIntifada.net, a website that provides news and
commentary from a Palestinian perspective.
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BY JAVED QADRUD-DIN

As long as people think
that the cease-fire means
the problem has gone
away, then they’re going
to be very surprised, un-
fortunately, when the
conflict comes back.

TL



Death, War,
and a Palace

n their first major film, directors
Michael Tucker and Petra Epperlein
bring a new perspective to the war in

Iraq.  What is fundamentally different about
this movie as opposed to other diggings
into the happenings of Iraq, is its
combination of a neutral viewpoint with a
concentrated focus on the soldiers fighting

and not on the
political effects of the
invasion.  Tucker and
Epperlein document
the men and women of
the 2nd and 3rd Field
Artillery and their

daily nightmare of possible death right
around the corner of a crowded Iraqi street.
The film gets its title from the unique living
circumstances of soldiers in these battalions.
They reside in a gigantic and resplendent
bombed-out palace of Ude Hussein, one of
Saddam’s sons.  Shown in the picture are
scenes of soldiers partying in Ude’s lavish
swimming pool and playing golf on his
extensive grounds.

While the presentation of this
unique battalion and the frightening scenes
of Iraq that need to be documented was cer-
tainly undertaken with the best intentions, I
found Gunner Palace to fail at producing a
meaningful conclusion that one could take
away about the situation in Iraq.  Any docu-
mentary about Iraq, whether politically slanted
or objective and neutral, should strive to find
some greater truth about the people fighting
or the reasons for being there.  This film ne-
glected to contain any ounce of interpreta-

I

tion or analysis of the interviews or footage
presented other than that war was a reality for
the soldiers far more than the people and poli-
ticians back home.  With all due respect to
Tucker and Epperlein, a fifth grader could
come to that conclusion.

The feeling that lingered with me
upon leaving the theater was not a profound
new understanding of the trials and tribula-
tions of our fighting men and women but the
disappointment of a missed opportunity.
Tucker and Epperlein should be congratulated
for their rare footage of raids and everyday
military operations in Iraq, but the questions
they asked of the soldiers was juvenile at best.
The directors clearly put their focus on show-
ing as much unique footage as possible be-
cause the film did not center on a theme and
instead jumped all over the place in a confus-
ing manner.  In fact, the only lasting achieve-
ment of this documentary will probably be
that it is the first movie to prominently feature
the word “fuck” and still achieve a PG-13 rat-
ing.

Many people believe that “Gunner

FILM
REVIEW

Palace’s” best achievement was showing the
sacrifice and heroism of the soldiers fighting
without making an appraisal of the war itself.
I cannot deny the sacrifice of those docu-
mented in the movie or in the war in general,
however, I am greatly puzzled by those who
suggest that this movie lauds the soldiers in
Iraq.  To begin with, a film that seeks to dem-
onstrate the seriousness of the war for those
participating in it devotes a great

deal of time to parties in Ude’s pal-
ace and meaningless footage of sol-
diers goofing around.  To a greater
extent, I left the theater feeling de-
pressed about those fighting for our
country.  Instead of showing the
many capable and intelligent serv-
ing in our armed forces, much of the
documentary exposed many of the
half-witted high school dropouts
that army recruiters pray upon.  The
most interesting aspect of this movie,
therefore, the youthfulness, naivete,
and ignorance of many soldiers, was
completely ignored by the directors.
Instead of leaving with pride that my
Army was doing its job the best it
could, I left with a greater understand-
ing of how such atrocities like Abu-
Ghraib could have been perpetrated
by Americans.  Gunner Palace pre-
sents a flashy and stylistically ap-
pealing look at American soldiers
fighting in Iraq at the expense of the
possibility of insight into the many Soldier Tom Susdorf at Gunner Palace.
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The feeling that lingered
was not a profound new
understanding, but the
disappointment of a
missed opportunity

BY WILL ROSENZWEIG

Stark Neutrality in New
Documentary on Iraq War

On the Airport Expressway to Baghdad-- one of the most dangerous roads in the world.
(Nomados Film)

tragedies and triumphs of this war.

GUNNER  PALACE
Directed by Petra Epperlein and Michael
Tucker.
Nomados Film, 83 Min.

Playing in Manhattan and other select
locations.

America has become a nation increasingly
defined by labels.  People are liberal or con-
servative, mainstream or extremist, red or
blue.  These labels represent, and in their
own way exacerbate, the divide that has
widened in this nation since the 2000 elec-
tion.  Trapped in this invented dichotomy,

the value of contrary
opinion cannot be ig-
nored.  In the new
documentary This Di-
vided State, first-time
director Steven
Greenstreet explores a

dramatic clash between camps on opposite
sides of the red-blue divide, tapping into
some of the deep-rooted bitterness that
continues to divide this country.

Utah Valley State College, located in
the conservative town of Orem, Utah, in-
vited Michael Moore to come and speak in
the fall of 2004.  This was part of a series of
lectures intended to spark student interest
in the upcoming election.

The month between his invitation to
speak at UVSC and the actual lecture would
be filled with drama and controversy.  Stu-

dents rallied both for and against the invi-
tation extended to Michael Moore, and in-
dividuals outside of the university sought
to interfere with the course of events.

This was all captured by Steven
Greenstreet and his camera crew.  From be-
hind the lens, they filmed the escalation of
tensions over the invitation.  Beginning with
modest petition campaigns, these soon grew
into demonstrations and student activism,
and exploded into heated sessions of un-
fortunate name-calling.

In particular, Mr. Greenstreet chooses
to follow four people throughout the course
of events.  Two are the leaders of the stu-
dent government at UVSC, life-long friends
Jim Bassi and Joe Vogel, who invited
Michael Moore to speak.  Facing severe
criticism for this invitation tested their pa-
tience and, ultimately, their friendship.  He
also followed student Sean Vreeland, who
led a student effort to stop Michael Moore’s
speech and to impeach Vogel and Bassi.

The most ominous character in the film,
however, is Kay Anderson, who claimed to
represent the community of Oren.  He con-
tinually tried to prevent Moore’s speech
through financial incentives, threats, injunc-
tions, and ultimately by a lawsuit.  In many
ways a presence in the film, even when he
is not featured on the screen, he is also the

source of such
worrisome com-
ments as, ‘Free
speech works be-
cause people know
when to shut their
mouths.’

The film
covers the full
breadth of the
story, from the con-
troversy around
the invitation ex-
tended to Michael
Moore to his
speech itself to the
aftermath of the
speech and the
election.  There is
no narrative, and
there is no need for
one, as the story leaps off the screen by
itself.  Neither focusing solely on how a few
individuals experienced these events nor
ignoring the stories of the people who were
there, Greenstreet’s documentary is a stun-
ning and engaging portrayal of the effects
of the political divisions that have risen in
our country.  As Greenstreet noted, ‘the
only thing I did to make people look stupid
was to hit the record button.’

Tapping Into This Divided State
BY BEN SELIGMAN

FILM
REVIEW

THIS DIVIDED STATE
Directed by Steven Greenstreet
Minority Films, 88 Min.

Currently on a 22-campus nationwide tour
with the Center for American Progress.

For more information:
www.thisdividedstate.com

Director Steven Greenstreet, shown here answering questions from
the audience during a March 31st screening at Cornell.



Gone, Not Forgotten
Student Group Holds Funeral for the Cornell Migrant Program

igrant farmworkers in New York
State work around sixty or
seventy hours per week on

average.  Unlike other workers, they are not
legally guaranteed a day off.  They do not
receive overtime pay and their wages are
often not enough for them to live decent
lives.  Working conditions can be extremely
difficult (one farm employer in NY was
recently sent to prison because the court
found her guilty of forcing her workers to
endure the equivalent
of 'slavery').  In many
cases, these workers
are exposed to
pesticides that are very
dangerous to human
health.  Most do not
have health insurance.
Migrant workers
cannot even legally
engage in collective
bargaining in New York
State.

The Cornell Migrant Program success-
fully helped to improve the lives of these
people since its creation in 1942.  The pro-
gram focused on education and diversity, pro-
vided English-language training, offered
health services, and taught farmworkers how
about their democratic, political, and social
rights.  In essence, the CMP was empowering
migrant farmworkers to better their lives.  It
was considered to be a national model, with
migrant programs in other US states estab-
lishing programs based on the CMP’s ex-
ample.

The Cornell administration, however, re-
cently decided to move this acclaimed pro-
gram from the College of Human Ecology to
the College of Agriculture and Life Sciences
(CALS). On Monday, March 14, the
Farmworkers Advocacy Coalition (FAC), in
conjunction with the NY farmworker advo-

cacy group Rural and Migrant Ministries, held
a mock funeral for the Cornell Migrant Pro-
gram (CMP) to protest the transfer.

Speakers included former staff members
of CMP, former farmworkers, members of
farmworker advocacy groups in New York
State, faculty members, a former administra-
tor, and students from the FAC.

Prior to the funeral, the FAC organized a
procession from the Ag Quad to Ho Plaza in
which several students voiced chants and slo-
gans like 'We want justice for farmworkers,'
and 'Here’s some food for thought, Susan

Henry [Dean of the
College of Agricul-
ture and Life Sci-
ences] can be
bought!'  Once the
students arrived at
Ho Plaza, they held
a rally in front of a
large crowd of on-
lookers; a fire alarm
had gone off in
Willard Straight

Hall causing students to flood into Ho Plaza
in time for the rally (the FAC had nothing to
do with the fire alarm).

The funeral itself was held at Anabel Tay-
lor Hall in the evening.  Richard Witt of Rural
and Migrant Ministries delivered the open-
ing speech.  He lamented at the “passing” of
the Cornell Migrant Program, which he con-
sidered to be a “sister program” of Rural and
Migrant Ministries.

The speeches of three former
farmworkers were touching as they explained
the difficulties of being farmworkers in the
United States and how CMP had done so
much to improve the lives of farmworkers.  Wil-
son Augustave expressed his gratefulness for
what CMP had done in his own life.

Jim Schmidt of Farmworker Legal Ser-
vices condemned the Cornell administration’s
decision to transfer CMP to CALS.  He said
that CMP was created because student and

faculty activists in the
1970s exposed
Cornell for running
one of the worst mi-
grant labor camps in
New York State.   He
also believes that the
administration made
the choice to support
'agribusiness,'instead
of supporting 'op-
pressed people
speaking out against
their oppressor.'

Schmidt specifi-
cally mentioned the
role of Chris Pawelski,
a farm employer in
New York State, in the
demise of the CMP.
He said that Pawelski
had been one of the
most vocal and per-
sistent denouncers of
the program.  Pawelski has attacked the CMP
for engaging in political ‘lobbying’ for
farmworkers, saying that such lobbying is il-
legal for a state-financed program like the
CMP.  However, the Cornell Migrant Program
has never engaged in political lobbying;
though specific members of the organization
have attended political conferences or other
events (which have also been attended by
agribusiness representatives), they have never
engaged in outright lobbying for farmworkers
issues.

A tearful Kathy Castania, former staff
member of the Cornell Migrant Program for
twenty-three years, explained the remarkable
work that the CMP was doing.  Castania said
that Cornell had the chance to be a 'national
leader' for justice for farmworkers, and that
the CMP gave Cornell the opportunity to 'edu-
cate the next generation and continue to cre-
ate an ethical and just society,' but that Cornell
chose instead to retreat from this noble cause.

TL

The Cornell Migrant Program traditionally supported the
rights of migrant workers over agribusiness

One of many historical photographs taken by the Farm Security Administration in the 1930s and 40s.  These photos are
now a permanent part of the Coming Up the Season exhibit hosted by the Cornell Migrant Program. (Nancy Buirski)
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 Three students from the Farmworkers
Advocacy Coalition then analyzed the impor-
tant role that students at Cornell have in pres-
suring the administration to behave responsi-
bly.  Jason Lee said the FAC and other stu-
dents with a concern for justice 'won’t be si-
lenced.' He continued saying, 'We will still do
public campaigning, we will still protest, we
will still pamphlet, we will still meet with Dean
Henry on whatever terms we can get.'

Susan Henry, Dean of the Ag School, was
the critical decision-maker in the transfer of
the CMP to the College of Agriculture and
Life Sciences.  The FAC believes that Henry
made the decision as a reaction to pressure
from corporate and agribusiness interests,
which have deep ties to both CALS and
Cornell.  Henry serves on the board of direc-
tors for the Agrium corporation, which pro-
duces environmentally harmful pesticides and
fertilizers.  These chemicals are also harmful
to human health, and Agrium sells them to
agricultural companies that expose the chemi-
cals to their farmworkers.

The FAC discussed what they believe to
be disturbing aspects of the transfer.  The
entire staff of CMP quit because they do not
believe that the program will be able to func-
tion as it should when in CALS.  The New
York State Education Department pulled an
annual $600,000 grant to the CMP when it heard
of the administration’s decision to transfer it
to CALS.  The administration also fired Herb
Engman, director of CMP for approximately
thirty years.  The transfer was decided at the
end of May 2004 while most of the Cornell
community was absent from campus.

The CMP has lost about 80% of its fund-
ing, currently has no staff, and has lost the
trust of farmworkers and those who work with
farmworkers in New York State.  The
Farmworkers Advocacy Coalition believes that
as long as the Cornell Migrant Program is in
CALS, it will operate in an enviroment where
there is an inherent conflict of interest and
that the program will not be able to carry out
its mission of improving the lives of and pur-
suing justice for farmworkers and their fami-
lies.

The Farmworkers Advocacy Coalition’s
message in holding a funeral should not be
misinterpreted as a sign of eternal death; rather,
the FAC is working to bring about the glori-
ous reincarnation of a bigger and better pro-
gram to improve the lives of farmworkers in
New York State.

'In essence, the CMP
was empowering mi-
grant farmworkers to
better their lives.'
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10. The Sun has already managed to flush any real political
discourse, we might as well throw in the rest of the
paper.

9. Fraud at the Student Assembly would finally get the
coverage it deserves. Maybe that’ll make SA corruption
‘newsworthy’.

8. Consider it our own, personal counter-protest.
7. We recycle.
6. It’s about time someone used the Sun for
   something other than the crossword.
5. It’s the only time the Sun will ever get to make a

splash on campus.
4. Because Turn Left kicks ass, but someone has to

wipe it.
3. Trillium always runs out of the Review.
2. It’s thicker than the American
1. The           is already full of crap, why

not add more?

AS STUDENTS AT AN IVY LEAGUE INSTITUTION, we’ve come to expect the best in almost all areas of our college life.
We have the best professors, the best facilities, and an endowment that rivals the treasuries of third world
countries.  Of course, we can’t control the weather and our sports teams (hockey excluded) may leave
something to be desired, but in general, Cornell holds itself to a standard of nothing less than excellence.
There is one area, however, where we lag behind our peers at comprable institutions, and that is in our daily
newspaper.  The shabby quality of the publication, ITS PAGES FILLED WITH AP AND U-WIRE STORIES and SUPERFICIAL

COVERAGE OF IMPORTANT CAMPUS ISSUES, leaves more than a little to be desired.  We here at TL wish that the Sun
would pull itself up to the same standard of excellence that we see elsewhere across the Cornell campus,
but as long as the Sun continues on its current course, here are...

The Top 10 Reasons We’d Rather
Use the            for Toilet Paper
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Something’s cooking in the world of politics, but few are paying attention. News is a weapon

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

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

THE BACK BURNER

Curveball in
Our Nation's
Intelligence

Jack Abramoff...

PERHAPS ONE OF THE MOST DISTURBING

ASPECTS of the recent presidential
commission that has been investigating
American intelligence on illegal weapons
was the revelation that much of the
administration’s case that Saddam Hussein
was pursuing biological weapons, and
thus much of the administration’s case for
regime change in Iraq, was based on
evidence that seems to have been made up
by a mentally disturbed individual.  The
New York Times and the Los Angeles Times
have both reported that Tyler Brumheller, a
former high-ranking CIA official, was told
by German intelligence that Curveball, the
supplier of ‘information’ on biological
weapons in Iraq, was ‘crazy,’ and thus that
he could not be relied upon to tell the truth.

Brumheller claims to have informed his
superiors about doubts regarding
Curveball, although not in writing, while
maintaining that the CIA hierarchy was
aware of these doubts.  If this is true, it
would seem that the CIA was pressured to
use information that it knew was possibly
tainted in order to strengthen the case for
Iraq’s invasion (where did all those mobile

biological weapons labs go anyway?).
George Tenet, the director of the CIA at the
time of the invasion of Iraq, has denied
being informed about doubts regarding
Curveball, and claimed ignorance on the
issue til the point of reading the
commission’s report.

Obviously, one of the two sides is lying;
with the incredible pressure generated by
the Bush administration in
the drive up to the war in
Iraq, we here at Turn Left
would not be surprised to
hear that doubts about
Curveball were ignored to
give the US more justification
to overthrow Saddam.  This
alternative seems more likely,
with Mr. Pavitt, a former high
ranking CIA official,
acknowledging that there
had been a conflict regarding
Curveball’s information
within the CIA, although not
one he felt important enough
to inform Mr. Tenet about.
The point remains, however,
the Curveball was a point of
contention within the agency,
making it more likely that
George Tenet knew about it,
especially since so much of
the Bush administration’s
original case for war rested
on this informant.  It seems

clear that if George Tenet was not at all aware
of the doubts, which we believe is unlikely,
then at the very least there was something
seriously wrong with the internal
communication of information in the CIA,
and, if he did know about the doubts, which
we believe is probably the case, then
intelligence was manipulated for political
purposes.

 HAS RECENTLY BEEN IN THE NEWS FOR SCAN-
DALS involving Indian casinos, Republican
House Leader Tom Delay, and all-expenses-
paid foreign excursions.  But his history in-
volving shady lobbying and Tom Delay
goes back years.  One particular story in-
volving the Northern Marianas Islands
shows what kind of guy Abramoff really is.

The Northern Marians is a US Com-
monwealth.  Goods, including textiles, made
in the Marianas have ‘Made in the USA’

labels.  But the islands do not
follow anything like American
labor or human rights stan-
dards.  A federal report found
that workers are ‘victims of
such crimes as rape, assault,
and forced prostitution’ and
signed contracts that ‘for-
bade the worker[s] from fall-
ing in love, having a baby, or
protesting about labor con-
ditions.’  There are wide-
spread reports of debt-sla-
very.  Time magazine has re-

ported that one textile fac-
tory locked seven hundred
workers in rat-infested bar-
racks with only one outside
toilet for every fifty people,
let its workers out one hour
per week on Sundays, and
had foremen beat workers
who complained.

When stories like this
started to come out in the
mid-90s, and there was agi-
tation in Washington to
stop these horrors, the

Northern Marrianas knew who to call- Jack
Abramoff!  In 1995 Abramoff was hired and
quickly put a team to work, hiring two people
out of Tom Delay’s office to work on this
case.  Abramoff said of enforcing American
labor regulations: ‘The[y] are immoral laws
to destroy the economic lives of a people.’
He brought top Republicans to beachfront
resorts, including Tom Delay in 1998.  After
a stay at the Hyatt beachfront hotel and

WE HERE AT TL WERE APPALLED TO SEE

GUN VIOLENCE rear its ugly head again in
recent weeks in the last place it should ever
occur: a school; this time a troubled youth
in Red Lake, Minnesota took the lives of
nine others, and then himself, in what is
America’s latest chapter of gun violence in
our educational institutions.  It was in
response to this recent school shooting that
Sandra Froman, current VP and soon-to-be
President of the NRA, encouraged that all
options to prevent school shootings,
including allowing teachers to carry guns,
be explored. After all, if teachers have a
responsibility to protect students, Ms.
Froman opined, then ‘we as a society, we as
a community have to provide a way for the
teachers to do that.’

Unfortunately, school shootings have
become a part of the American landscape in
the last few years with phrases like the
Trench Coat Mafia permeating into the
American vocabulary. However, we should
not yield to their prevalence by giving

Fighting With Fire
teachers the right to have guns in school in
what amounts to a decision that could make
American schools more, not less,
dangerous.

Ms. Froman’s statement is typical of the
NRA position, something that due to its
extreme nature often seems to defy common
sense (note the recent NRA stance that
persons on terrorist watchlists should be
allowed to purchase guns!).  To protect
oneself against gun violence, one must own
a gun (by the way, stay tuned next month
for the NRA’s anticipated announcement
that our nation’s firefighters should be
equipped with gasoline so that they can fight
fire with fire).  This logic makes sense, but it
only becomes necessary in the context of
an America flooded by firearms where gun
accidents are preferable to being caught
unprepared (a reality the NRA has worked
hard to ensure).

Rather than trying to keep guns out of
the hands of insane students, it seems that
the NRA would rather have teachers, people

not trained to use firearms by profession, be
the last line of defense for our nation’s
children.  Ms. Froman, while motivated by a
valid desire to protect America’s children
from the very guns her organization works
so hard to make accessible, has apparently
given up on the notion of keeping guns out
of student hands in order to protect against
gun violence, instead relying on the warped
idea that putting guns into the hands of
untrained teachers in classrooms filled with
children will make America’s youth safer.

The TL staff feels that rather than
allowing untrained teachers to have guns,
our educational institutions should be
focused on keeping guns out of the hands
of students.  Of course, we do not believe
that when a student intent on creating havoc
get his or her hands on a gun he or she
should be resisted with words, not bullets,
but we shudder when we think of Mrs.
Smith, sixth grade homeroom teacher,
wielding an AK-47 without proper training
around children.  Who is to say that her
effort to stop a school shooting won’t result
in greater tragedy when she misses?  And,
even more importantly, what happens when

Mrs. Smith accidentally shoots a student
with the gun she brought to class for
protection?

More effort must be devoted to keeping
guns out of our students’ hands through
the commitment of more resources to
security, and more emphasis should be put
on hiring armed guards trained to handle
situations like the tragic one that just
occurred in Minnesota.  These guards, not
teachers, should be our children’s last line
of defense.  Putting guns into the hands of
teachers is a recipe for disaster.  Firearms
should be used to stop gun violence once
the gun is in the shooter’s hand; we will not
argue with this.  However, we feel that the
act of forceful prevention of tragedy can best
be handled by trained professionals who will
not take unnecessary risks that could harm
the innocent students in our nation’s
schools.  Allowing Mrs. Smith to run around
with an AK-47 is not a viable route to safety;
only by keeping guns out of the hands of
students and untrained teachers and by
leaving the monopoly on violence to
professionals with the necessary training
can we work to make our schools safer.

Porter Goss, the new Director of the
CIA, has taken the step of ordering an
internal review into these conflicting claims.
It seems more and more plausible that our
nation’s intelligence services were victims
of political pressure to help make the case
to invade in the months leading up to war in
Iraq.  It would be an awful shame if this
investigation into politics affecting

intelligence was colored by
the same political
environment that may
have initially distorted the
intelligence.  We hope that
Goss, a longtime
Republican partisan, will be
able to rise above the
political wrangle and
investigate who is truly
responsible for this gross
malfunction in the CIA.  If
there was political pressure
to use possibly unreliable
information, the American
people have the right to
know about it.
Unfortunately, since the
very people who helped
put Goss into power are
the same people who
would have most likely
exerted political pressure
on the CIA leading up to
the invasion of Iraq, we’re
anything but optimistic.

Continued on Opposite Page
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SMACK or The Two-Thirds Majority That Could

We do not apologize!
THE CORNELL DAILY SUN IS USUALLY SO AVERSE

TO CONTROVERSY that in recent years, it had
considered its op/ed staff too liberal for
Cornell’s tastes — and, like a Renaissance
doctor, opted to hire an eclectic combination
of radical conservatives, vacuous Long
Islanders and self-centered sex columnists
on its op/ed roster to balance this campus’
Aristotelian fluids. And as usual, intelligent
political commentary was the true victim.
The only uproar The Sun has been able to
stir up in recent months has been through
its not covering issues of controversy, or
alternatively, publishing corrosive
conservative tripe fit only for the pages of
the old Cornell Review of Joe Sabia fame.
TL Staffers have mulled over officially
recommending that the Sun change its motto
to ‘WE DO NOT APOLOGIZE!’

Recently this trend has been reversed,
but alas, the causes of the nation’s oldest
college daily’s recent hullabaloo were the
same tactless editorial decisions and aimless,
unintelligent and uninformed leadership that
have become CDS trademarks. The Sun’s
editorial board decided it was appropriate
to publish an article on the front page of its

March 11 issue about mental health issues
of Asian and Asian-American Cornellians
while also printing an episode of Stephen
Davis ’08’s comic which played off of the
very Asian stereotypes cited as causes for
concern in the news report.

Certainly, Stephen Davis, a TL
contributor and oftentimes cartoonist, is no
racist. In fact, the talented freshman had
enough tact to apologize for (in his words)
his ‘inappropriate’, ‘insensitive’ and
‘ignorant’ comic to a variety of members of
the Cornell community, in particular
individuals who voiced their concerns about
the juxtaposition of the comic and the news
article in the first place. Davis made clear
that he believed he erred in the decision to
create the comic, apart from its simultaneous
publication with the Asian mental health
news story.

But the Daily Sun, being what it is,
refused to apologize for the error of
judgment, and in fact published an editorial
defending its decision to run the equivalent
of an article on black stereotypes next to a
cartoon drawn by staffers at the Cornell
American entitled ‘UNQUALIFIED!’ The

April 5 editorial claimed that comics are
meant to encourage ‘conversation and
commentary’. Funny, but TL Staffers
thought that comics were for a laugh. In
any case, The Sun didn’t comment on the
fact that it had disdainfully published the
comic and the news article at the same time.
Presumably that, and not a simple apology,
was in the interests of ‘conversation and
commentary’, too.

Adding insult to injury, at a rally
against Asian stereotypes on campus
prompted by the March 11 issue of the Sun,
former Sun Editor in Chief Andy Guess ’05
and current Managing Editor Eric
Finkelstein ’06 decided they had had
enough! These two courageous leaders of
political discourse on campus led a counter-
protest at the rally, holding a sign that read
‘The only stereotype being reinforced is that
Asians have no sense of humor’. Actually,
the only stereotype propagated here at
Cornell is that we are in desperate need of
a new staff at the Daily Sun. If it’s any
consolation, we at TL share the
embarrassment.

MOST OF YOU THAT HAVE BEEN FOLLOWING THE

STUDENT ASSEMBLY SOVIET ELECTIONS

SCANDAL have recognized the need for
change at Willard Straight Hall. Clearly, so
does the Student Assembly.

Thank heavens for sensibility. In an act
that reassures TL staffers that the entire
campus hasn’t fallen to The Dark Side, a
majority of members of the Student
Assembly last Thursday voted to reject the
results of the tainted and illegitimate March
elections. In what was easily the most
scandalously engineered set of elections in
recent Cornell history, the Students First
party, led by perennial Slick Willy Tim Lim’06
and bolstered by such pertinent and
coherent election promises as a pledge to
‘Protect Greek Autonomy’, ran roughshod
over what little opposition there was,
capturing the vast majority of the SA’s 23
seats.

The scandal has brewed with
allegations of improper elections
administration (a responsibility of the
Assembly itself), illegal campaigning, voter
and candidate coercion, and even
questions regarding the ethics of Mr. Vote
For Him ’06 in handling financial and other
matters in his previous post as the President
of the Cornell Democrats. Tim Lim was
impeached from that position following
strong allegations of impropriety made by
the Dems’ executive.

Too bad that majority of current SA
members wasn’t enough to nullify the vote
for next year’s illegitimate Students First-
dominated Student Assembly. Disapproval
of the verification of the election results

required two thirds of the current 22-member
SA vote. But what should be so reassuring
to ethical TL readers is that the motion failed
by the slimmest of margins — eight to
fourteen — meaning that if one SA member
switched his or her vote from a ‘no’ to a
‘yes’, we would be revving up for a new set
of legitimate and truly democratic elections
right now.

The fourteen members of the SA
weren’t alone in their contempt for the
March elections. At the Student Assembly
meeting where the fate of the elections were
to be decided, members of the conservative
Cornell Review and of our own Turn
Left editorial board made a joint
statement before the SA in favor of
nullifying the elections, stating that
‘students’ rights as voters
were trampled upon, and
therefore the elections
should be nullified and a new,
better advertised set of
elections should be held.’

Later on, members of the
SixPAC ticket, the sole rival
of Students First this
semester, made a powerful
statement calling out
Machiavellian SA members
for their outright lies in
defending this year’s SA vote
at a previous meeting. In that

Political discourse worthy of Hirudo
medicinalis. Image Source: Bacteria-
Animal Symbiosis Site at University of
Conneticut
<http://sp.uconn.edu/~mcbstaff/graf/AvHm/
AvHmsymbiosis.htm>

March meeting before the
verification of the SA election, the
Student assembly voted on
whether to hold a new set of
elections in light of the allegations
of electioneering. But then, as now,
the SA has woefully decided
against the majority of honest
and devoted assemblypeople and
Cornellians, handing Herr Lim
a veritable Enabling Act.

Ah...democracy at work

Alas, the Forces of Good may
have lost this battle, but they are
prepared to win the war. As a sign
of the Students First fragility, during a
nail-biting moment during the vote when
the motion to throw out the elections seemed
about to pass, the Fuhrer of Students First
slammed his forehead and fist on the table
before him in frustration, only to regain
composure after his tentative victory.
History has shown that even the pettiest
crooks, with the Forces of Good willing and
able, are brought to their Nuremberg.

two rounds at the Lao Lao Bay golf course,
Tom DeLay said: ‘When one of my closest
and dearest friends, Jack Abramoff, your
most able representative in Washington,
D.C., invited me to the islands, I wanted to
see firsthand the free-market success and
the progress and reform you have made’
and ‘It is a perfect petri dish of capitalism.’

All of this was reported years ago, but
the connection between Abramoff and

DeLay hasn’t gotten much attention since-
until now.  Abramoff is now being investi-
gated by the Justice Department for defraud-
ing Native American tribes of $66 million.
This investigation brought to public atten-
tion his other activities, such as trying to
secure a visa for the late Zairian dictator
Mobutu Sese Seko, who was notorious for
stealing billions upon billions of dollars from
his impoverished nation, and using off-
shore charitable foundations to illegally di-

rect foreign money to pay for excursions
for American politicians such as Tom
DeLay.  Abramoff arranged trips for Delay
to play golf in Scotland, visit South Korea,
and hobnob with oil oligarchs in Russia.
He also convinced his Native American tribal
clients, whom he has recently been shown
to have referred to in emails as ‘monkeys,’
‘troglodytes,’ and ‘idiots,’ to give money to
groups such as Grover Norquist’s Ameri-
cans for Tax Reform.  Anything more?  Oh

yeah, he had the apartheid South African
government finance his think tank in the
1980s.

His formerly ‘closest and dearest’
friend Tom DeLay now says that he had no
idea what Jack Abramoff was doing, and
that he had no knowledge of any illegally
paid for trip.  What does Ambramoff say?
‘DeLay knew everything. He knew all the
details.’

‘DeLay knew everything.  He knew all the details.’
- Jack Abramoff
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