
BY DAN SMITH
 
    On March 10, around 300 Buddhist 
monks gathered in the Tibetan capital, 
Lhasa, to peacefully protest what they 
feel is the unjust Chinese domination 
of Tibet. The day marked the 49th an-
niversary of Tibet’s unsuccessful upris-
ing against the Chinese, during which 
the Dalai Lama, Tibet’s spiritual and 
political leader, was forced to fl ee to 
India. Over the following four days ru-
mors traveled swiftly throughout Lhasa 
that many of these monks had been ar-
rested, beaten, or even killed. These ru-
mors, many of which have not yet been 
confi rmed because of China’s press re-
strictions, incited destructive riots that 
engulfed Lhasa on March 14. Hoards 
of Tibetans quickly overwhelmed the 
police and went on a rampage, burning 
down dozens of shops owned by ethnic 
Han Chinese. The next few days saw 
more protests throughout other parts of 
Tibet. 

     With the Summer Olympics in Bei-
jing fast approaching, this is the type of 
confl ict that China’s communist leader-
ship wanted to avoid at all cost. During 
the fi rst day of the riots, Chinese securi-
ty forces were curiously absent, and the 
Tibetans faced little opposition as they 
burned and looted dozens of shops. 
Though there may have been indeci-
sion at fi rst among Chinese authorities 
regarding the proper response, the next 
day, it was evident that a massive secu-
rity crackdown was in store for the city 
of Lhasa. Riot police, paramilitary, and 
military units moved into the city, and, 
after threats of reprisal, around 100 pro-
testers surrendered and were taken into 
custody. Although death estimates vary 
depending on the source, according to 
The Economist, the confl ict may have 
claimed around 80 lives. 
  Anti-Chinese protests by Tibetans 
(especially Buddhist monks) have oc-
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BY TAL AKABAS

     What if there was an easy solution to 
our energy problems that would reduce 
greenhouse gas emissions, improve air 
quality in urban areas, and subsequently 
reduce our dependence on foreign oil? 
And what if this solution would not re-
quire any government regulations or bu-
reaucratic expansion? Would we avoid 
this solution because of “politics?”
       The solution is a carbon tax. Name-
ly, it would be a $2-3 per gallon tax on 
gasoline (or comparable energy), as 
well as a tax on emissions from power 
plants. Politicians could call it a “patriot 
tax” to appease the masses who believe 
that any legislation containing the word 
tax is inherently bad. How could any-
one oppose a patriot tax? 
      One reason that we are using too 
much oil is that its price does not include 
all its true costs. The price incorporates 
the fi nding, pumping, refi ning, and 

shipping of oil, but does not account for 
negative externalities — global warm-
ing, the destruction of natural habitats, 
and billions of dollars spent each year 
treating asthma and other health issues 
related to pollution.
   A carbon tax would promote energy 
conservation, which is the fastest and 
most productive way to reduce emis-
sions, and also encourage alternative 
energy use by making the prices of 
said solutions more competitive. The 
tax would effectively work within our 
free market system, instead of impos-
ing complicated regulations (such as 
the gas mileage requirements for auto 
manufacturers), which car companies 
and utilities hate anyway. A gas/carbon 
tax is an easy solution, and it is one of 
the only ways we can truly take a big 
step to combat this ever-growing energy 
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Editorial: Help Wanted Needed
BY ELIE BILMES

AND SHAI AKABAS

    In late March, we received an 
email from the Associate Editor of 
The Cornell Daily Sun asking us to 
recruit new Sun columnists from 
our staff. This would be a reason-
able request – after all, The Pro-
gressive staff features some of the 
best writers on East Hill – if not for 
a tricky little clause that prevents 
Sun contributors from writing for 
other campus publications. Our es-
teemed campus newspaper is facing 
a shortage of opinion writers, and 
its main plan of action is apparently 
to ask leaders of smaller publica-
tions like The Progressive and The 
Cornell Review to willingly purge 
their staffs.
    We respect The Sun’s right to 
actively recruit, but this despera-
tion should set off warning chimes 
in any Cornellian’s mind. Only a 
year or two ago, a Sun column was 
a coveted possession, open only to 
the best (or most well-connected) 
writers on campus. Newspapers like 
ours were shunned to Cornell’s hin-
terland of political publications, the 
awkward younger siblings of the 
128-year-old daily campus news 
outlet. The arrogance of The Sun 
staff was justifi ed, as their paper set 
the standard for quality collegiate 
journalism.
    This is no longer the case. Take 
away the crossword, the Sudoku, 
and Jenna B., and what’s left of The 
Sun? The paper’s news coverage is 
comprised of truncated Associated 
Press stories, with no interesting 
analysis from Sun staff. Despera-
tion has pushed the editors to string 

together a motley crew of colum-
nists to fi ll the opinion pages. Over 
one week in late March, The Sun 
needed to pull in a “contributor,” an 
“Assistant Design Editor,” a “Web 
Editor,” and a guest columnist, yet 
it still had one day with only two 
columns.
    The paper’s editorials have not 
been anything to email home about, 
either. The March 31 piece focused 
on Barack Obama’s race speech, 
but inexplicably arrived two weeks 
after the event. The editorial quoted 
Jon Stewart, referring to him as a 
“sage political philosopher.” The 
Stewart quote, however meaning-
less, was still an improvement over 
some of the editorial board’s at-
tempts to craft their own sentenc-
es. A February piece on the effect 
of the economy on students ended 
with this awkward prognostication: 
“The trading fl oor has long called to 
ambitious Cornellians, but that call 
is threatening to quiet in the coming 
months.”
    The editorialists again showed 
their ineptitude when they sought 
to portray the Eliot Spitzer ordeal as 
an example of disorder within the 
Democratic Party: “Spitzer’s resig-
nation is a setback for Democrats in 
general, but his is just the latest in a 
string of political missteps that have 
made the Democratic Party the par-
ty of uncertainty and political cha-
os.” Given the Republican Party’s 
parade of recent scandals (see Mark 
Foley, Larry Craig, Jack Abramoff) 
and their 29 Congressmen set to re-
tire this year, it seems obvious that 
instability is fi rmly nested in GOP 
land. It is ridiculous for The Sun to 
portray the race for the Democratic 

nomination as a source of dire cha-
os.
     Despite these mishaps, The Sun’s 
rich history of quality journalism 
has allowed it to remain a respected 
publication on the Cornell campus. 
We are as disappointed as The Sun’s 
alumni to see the ever-growing 
number of students who grab the 
paper exclusively for the Sudoku or 
the biweekly sex column (evidenced 
by the scattering of papers around 
Libe Café with one page removed 
and the rest practically uncreased). 
When Sun editors resort to sending 
condescending emails to other pub-
lications or publishing lavish “col-
umnists wanted” ads, they should 
realize that the paper no longer has 
the clout it once enjoyed. 
    The Sun has the opportunity and 
responsibility to serve the commu-
nity through an insightful treatment 
of the news, a niche that we cannot 
fi ll given The Progressive’s long 
production cycle. We’re sure Sun 
alumni E.B. White ’21 and Kurt 
Vonnegut ’43 would have enjoyed 
a good crossword in the morning, 
but they would have been more in-
terested in commentary on current 
events, diligent coverage of cam-
pus news, or incisive investigative 
reporting. If The Sun can return to 
these solid journalistic foundations, 
it should have an easier time recruit-
ing and retaining a talented team of 
essayists.
   Oh, and in case it wasn’t clear, 
we’d like to keep all of our writers.

CP

    In our March editorial, we lam-
basted the concealed carry resolu-
tion that was brought up last month 
in the Student Assembly. As our 
most recent poll shows, a vast ma-
jority of Cornell undergraduates 
agree with our position. 
     While we stand by the editorial in 
its entirety, we would like to clarify 
a general critique of the SA that ap-
peared at the end of the piece: “We 
look forward to a time when our 
student-elected representatives pru-
dently use their time and power to 
improve aspects of campus life.”
      In retrospect, this statement was 
a bit harsh. We did not mean to im-
ply that the SA never accomplishes 
anything for the student body, be-

cause such a statement would be 
untrue. 
     We do believe, however, that the 
SA wastes too much time discussing 
and debating silly, inappropriate or 
irrelevant topics. For example, just 
in the few weeks leading up to that 
March editorial, the SA had wasted 
over three total hours in its meet-
ings doing the following: holding 
a public forum which lamentably 
gave face time to JuicyCampus (and 
yes, that is the only possible conse-
quence a forum on that topic could 
have had since the SA has no power 
over the website), arguing with a 
university offi cial about the F-word 
policy that is enforced at Cornell 
hockey games, and debating a res-

olution that would ask President 
Skorton to help introduce guns to 
Cornell’s campus. Certainly these 
are not the most prudent uses of our 
student representatives’ time.
    In addition, when the SA does 
achieve something positive, there is 
so little publicity on the matter that 
few members of the student body 
are aware of what was enacted. If 
the SA wishes to gain widespread 
respect and interest from the stu-
dent body it represents, it must stop 
wasting its time on pointless issues 
and begin informing Cornell under-
graduates about concrete accom-
plishments.

Better PR and Time Management 
for the Student Assembly

CP
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Comments on Polls/Third Parties

 It’s incredibly frustrati ng to look at The Cornell Pro-
gressive, and see third parti es and their candidates, as well 
as more left  leaning politi cians, specifi cally excluded from 
your polling on nati onal electi ons. You did not even put Den-
nis Kucinich, for example, in the questi on that asked stu-
dents which Democrat they favored in the primary in your 
poll that came out while he Kucinich was sti ll in the race.  
 You also do not include the Green Party, for example, 
in the questi ons asking which party a student affi  liates with 
and which candidates and parti es they will support in the elec-
ti on. Please include other parti es and candidates. You are The 
Cornell Progressive, not The Cornell Review, The Cornell Dai-
ly Sun, or The Cornell Democrat. As a reader, I expect more 
than the status quo from a paper that claims to be progressive.

Ashley McGovern ‘09

Ashley,

We appreciate your thoughtful letter. We actually did in-
clude Dennis Kucinich among the Democratic candidates 
in our December poll, but he, along with several other can-
didates, did not receive a percentage that was statistically 
signifi cant enough to report on its own. We combined his 
supporters with those of the other candidates not receiv-
ing signifi cant amounts in an “Others” category. That is why 
his name did not appear under that question in the issue.

Your comment about including the Green Party is valid, and 
we included in our latest poll a place to indicate member-
ship in a political party outside of Democrat and Republican.

Thank you again for your input and for reading The Cornell 
Progressive. We always appreciate comments from our readers.

Shai Akabas and Elie Bilmes

We at The Cornell Progressive support 
and encourage any thoughts, ideas, ques-
tions, or comments. We want this paper 
to be a forum for discussion and reader 
activity. Our goal is to make political 
discourse and awareness part of the 

Cornell experience.

If you wish to express your viewpoints 
on any article in the paper, please send a 

letter to the editors at:

progressiveeditor@earthlink.net

WRITE FOR

THE CORNELL PROGRESSIVE!

MEETINGS EVERY MONDAY, 
5:00 PM IN ROCKEFELLER 189

“A GREAT DEMOCRACY MUST BE PROGRESSIVE 
OR IT WILL SOON CEASE TO BE GREAT OR A 

DEMOCRACY.”
--TEDDY ROOSEVELT

Letters to the Editor
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U.S. Electoral Politics: 
Live from Israel

SAM LEVINE       INTERNATIONAL WISDOM

    This past weekend I was in Tel Aviv 
with a few of my friends hanging out 
on the beach -- not the usual setting 
for an intense political discussion. But 
alas, I’m slowly learning that not much 
is business as usual in Israel. A few 
older Israeli men approached some of 
the girls (American girls are renowned 
for their frisky abroad behavior, and 
Israeli men for their aggressive fl irta-
tions), tried to engage my friends in a 
blabber of Hebrew-English, and quick-
ly giving up, offered to share some of 
their food. (One older man, Amit, even 
nonchalantly put half a gummy in his 
mouth and then tried to force-feed the 
other half to one of my more attractive 
friends!)
     Amused, if not a bit disgusted, I 
was completely caught off-guard when 
Amit turned to me with a serious ex-
pression on his face and began to ques-
tion me about the upcoming U.S. presi-
dential election: “So, who do you like? 
Who do you think will win?” I hesitat-
ed—the election has not been the fi rst 
thing on my mind lately—but quickly 
proclaimed my newfound allegiance to 
Barack Obama. (I’ve been all over the 
political spectrum, at one point even 
considering throwing aside my Demo-
cratic inclinations to vote for Senator 

John McCain, but I recently decided to 
jump back to the Obama camp.) Amit 
looked at me incredulously: “Barack? 
Isn’t he a Muslim?” 
    Using my broken Hebrew, I tried to 
inform Amit of the facts. Maya Soeto-
ro, Obama’s sister, has said that their 
step-father (who was born a Muslim in 
Kenya) was “not religious” and notes 
that the family attended mosque ser-
vices only “for big communal events.” 
Indeed, Barack has been associated 
with the United Church of Christ since 
the mid-1980’s, he describes himself 
as a Christian, and he says that he is 
“rooted in the Christian tradition.”
    Still, Amit wasn’t buying it. “I like 
McCain…he will be good for Israel, 
just like Bush,” he beamed. I was silent 
for a moment, wondered aloud how 
anyone could support our inept Com-
mander-in-Chief, and then questioned 
Amit about his support for McCain. 
(Paraphrasing…his English wasn’t 
good) “We will have to deal aggres-
sively with our friends in the West 
Bank and Gaza Strip; they are terror-

ists—we cannot negotiate with them. 
Bush, McCain – they understand this, 
and will support Israel when the rest 
of the world condemns us.” And what 
about Barack Obama? “Barack…I do 
not know where his allegiance is. He is 
a Muslim. That is enough for me.” And 
Hillary Clinton? “Her husband tried to 
negotiate a peace [referencing the Oslo 
Accords], and pushed Israel to concede 
territory and weapons…I think she will 
do the same. Does she really support 
Israel? I do not know…”  
    The Obama comments bothered me, 
but on some level, were understand-
able: Many Israelis I speak with tend to 
see politics in black and white terms: 
Israelis face a daily barrage of Qassam 
rockets that wreak terror upon innocent 
Israeli citizens in cities like Sderot and 
Ashkelon. Just the other week, there 
were documented Palestinian celebra-
tions in the West Bank and Gaza Strip 
after the massacre of Israeli students at 
a school in Jerusalem. 
    These events, and so much more, 
have hardened many Israelis to the idea 
of a lasting peace. The Israeli govern-
ment’s construction of the “security 
fence” around Israel’s borders (nearly 
two-thirds of the 490-mile fence is 
completed), and the widespread sup-
port that the project receives from the 
public, attest to this growing sentiment. 
The Palestinian leadership and people 
simply do not inspire much hope in 
Israelis today: The fl ickering light for 
peace that many Israelis saw in the past 
has now been replaced with rising pes-
simism and a sentiment of “guilty-un-

til-proven-innocent.” The same thought 
process seemed apparent in Amit’s 
analysis of the U.S. election. Barack’s 
Muslim heritage, as vague and irrevel-
ant as it may be, was enough for Amit 
to question his true allegiances.   
     Amit’s views may represent a grow-
ing trend, but many Israelis remain 
optimistic about the chance for peace. 
My cousin Orli told me that she looks 
back on the Clinton presidency fondly, 
not for what was, but “for what could 
have been. At least there was dialogue 
then, and a feeling of excitement for 
the future.” Indeed, President Clinton, 
along with Israeli Prime Minister Yit-
zhak Rabin and Palestinian Liberation 
Organization (PLO) Chairman Yassir 
Arafat, negotiated the fi rst ever, face-
to-face agreement between Israel and 
the Palestinians in the 1993 Oslo Ac-
cords. After intense pressure from Pres-
ident Clinton, the Palestinians publicly 
acknowledged Israel’s right to exist for 
the fi rst time, and Rabin agreed in prin-
ciple to remove Israeli forces from the 
Gaza Strip and the West Bank and to 
help arm PLO security forces.
   While the negotiations ultimately 
faltered, and violence erupted soon af-
terwards in the First Intifada, Orli still 
praises Clinton for his efforts. “It was 
the closest we have ever been to some-
thing real…today the circle of violence 
just continues unabated.”
     Back in January, fresh off a trip to 
the region, President Bush confi dently 
predicted that a Middle East peace 
treaty would be signed by the time he 
leaves offi ce. “I’m on a timetable,” he 

told reporters. “I’ve got 12 months.” 
So far, the Bush Administration’s ap-
proach has left few tangible results. 
President Bush and his advisors’ re-
fusal to engage Syria or Iran—or the 
organizations they support, Hamas and 
Hezbollah—in discussion (as morally 
right as that policy might be) has cre-
ated an effective stalemate at the ne-
gotiations table. With no one willing 
to take a leap of faith, it is diffi cult to 
create real change in a centuries-old, 
oftentimes brutal confl ict.
     Amit may be right; perhaps the Bush 
Administration’s hard-nosed approach 
(and one that Senator McCain would 
undoubtedly continue) is a last resort, 
but a necessary strategy. Negotiating 
a lasting peace in the region may very 
well prove impossible. Still, as I enter 
my sixth week living in the intense city 
of Jerusalem, I’m not yet willing to 
have my optimism squelched. President 
Bush’s idealism does not match his rig-
id approach: It’s time for a change, for 
someone to take a chance, and as scary 
as Senator Obama’s heritage may be 
to some Israelis, his presidency offers 
the greatest chance for a movement to-
wards peace in the region. 
    Orli sums this up well. “We may 
have failed in the past, but at least we 
tried.” It’s time for a new approach. 
To turn the oft-used expression on its 
head, “You can’t lose if you don’t try.” 
Well, you also can’t win if you don’t try. 
Sometimes it’s the effort that counts.     

CP

Obama speaks about the Middle East to the 
American Israel Public Affairs Committee (AIPAC) in early March.

An Obama presidency 
offers the greatest 

chance for a movement 
towards peace in the 

Middle East.
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WILL ROSENZWEIG       ON THE TRAIL
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    As Hillary Clinton rode a polarized 
electorate to campaign-saving victories 
in Ohio and Texas, the issues of race 
and gender emerged once again to keep 
us squirming in our seats on the ride to 
Pennsylvania. Clinton won the female 
vote by huge margins, while Obama 
continued to dominate the black vote. 
Clinton carried white and Hispanic 
voters easily, allowing for her ten-point 
margin in Ohio and her four-point vic-
tory in Texas. Early polls of Pennsyl-
vania already put Clinton in the lead by 
double digits, thanks to heavy support 
from white, working class women. The 
back-and-forth nature of this primary 
campaign has led it to be dubbed “mo-
mentum proof,” and it’s clear that mo-
mentum’s greatest foe is demographics.
    There has been a lot of hand wring-
ing about demographic differences. 
Nervous commentators wonder why 
working class whites and women 

won’t support a black man for presi-
dent and whether Bill Clinton’s con-
duct in South Carolina turned black 
voters away from Hillary. Underlying 
this jittery discussion is the fundamen-
tal anxiety Americans still have about 
discussing racial and gender discrimi-
nation. We would like to believe dis-
crimination and stereotyping are dead 
and gone so we can assuage ourselves 
that we and the people around us are 
perfectly egalitarian. When celebri-
ties make race-related comments that 
cannot be defended or brushed aside 
(Don Imus and Michael Richards 
come to mind), we strike with a ven-
geance, condemning those who would 
remind us of our society’s problems.
    For the most part, this is accept-
able. It’s far better that many should 
feel uncomfortable talking about ra-
cial issues than having no qualms at all 
about starting up a whites-only diner or 
hanging an African American from a 
tree. We need only go back half a cen-
tury to see that frightening America. 
    It is fairly absurd that the current 
electoral demographic divisions are 
being lamented to the level they are. 
On the night of the Maryland, Virginia, 
and Washington D.C. primaries, tele-
vision commentators were practically 
giddy that Obama had won white vot-
ers and eliminated, albeit temporarily, 
a racial gap. Those same pundits were 
somber after March 4, when Hillary 

ran away with the white vote in Ohio. 
Our societal uneasiness with race 
has led to a deep discomfort with an 
electorate divided by demographics.
    Yet is it really that surprising that 
black voters would rally around an ac-
complished, impressive black candi-
date? Should it be puzzling that work-
ing class voters feel more comfortable 
with an older, experienced candidate to 
handle a volatile economy that could 
swallow them in one gulp? Is it so in-
explicable that older women would 
identify with a woman of their genera-
tion who has successfully overcome the 
struggle against gender discrimination 
and crashed through the glass ceiling, 
while younger women would not be 
moved by those same experiences, and 
instead they get excited by a younger, 
more inspirational candidate? Of course 
not. Life experiences necessarily in-
form our judgments and opinions of 
candidates, and there has been no elec-
tion close to this one in demographic 
and experience contrasts. The Clinton-
Obama contest cuts across not only 
race and gender, but age lines as well.
       That isn’t to say that race and gender 
should be ignored. In fact, this historic 
election has raised an important and 
often ignored truth about American so-
ciety that has permeated its coverage: 
Racism is condemned, misogyny -- not 
so much. The fi rst, although feeding 
into the nervousness with which many 
people treat the issue of race, is a great 
development for our nation with its 
shameful past. Racism is still there, 
and when it rears its ugly head, we as 
a country should swiftly denounce it.
     Sexism, on the other hand, is re-
ally as much of a national pastime as 
baseball or state fairs. Aggressiveness 
and confi dence are cultivated in men 
and shunned in women. Persistent am-
bition toward upward mobility is en-
couraged in men, while women of the 
same type are dismissed as “cold” or 
decried as a “bitch.” Women have to 
prove themselves as tough, they have 
to “act like men” to get ahead, while 
these characteristics are considered in-
herent for even the most feeble of men.
     The coverage of and reaction to 
Hillary Clinton’s campaign has em-
bodied all of this and much, much 
more. She was well aware of the chal-
lenges that women face when she en-
tered the Senate seven years ago. She 
took a seat on the Armed Services 
Committee, knowing that she had to 
earn respect on issues of national se-
curity. Now she’s been subjected to a 
year of scrutiny of her emotions and 
her outfi ts. Have you ever heard some-
one question Barack Obama’s choice 
of tie? Hillary, however, made news 

when she showed a little cleavage on 
the fl oor of the Senate last year, and 
her color combinations are analyzed as 
much as her position on the Iraq war.
     There is no more insidious example 
of this double standard than the verve 
with which the media links Clinton 
with the term “pantsuit.” I challenge 
you to read a Maureen Dowd column 
on Hillary that does not have the word 
“pantsuit” in it. (Hint: It can’t be done.) 
Pantsuit is a punch line, but there is no 
explicit reason why this should be, so 
there remains only the implicit one. 
That underlying message of course is, 
“Look! She’s dressing like a man! Ha 
ha.” Pantsuit has now become a throw 
away line, meant to elicit smirks and 
smiles, even if we can’t put our fi nger 
on exactly why it’s funny. Although it 

isn’t viewed this way, linking Clinton 
and her pantsuits ad nauseam is no 
less offensive than if the media “in-
nocently” brought up chicken when 
discussing Obama. In each case, the 
comments serve to belittle and dismiss.
    The list of misogynistic coverage of 
Clinton goes on and on. Her eyes’ be-
coming moist in New Hampshire was 
the lead story for every network nightly 
news program. Undoubtedly this kind 
of treatment has led to her solid margins 
among older women who know all too 
well what she has been going through. 
So instead of feigning bewilderment 
when voters fall along demographic 
lines, perhaps we should look inward 
to what is causing these divisions.

CP

Sexism is as much of 
a national pastime as 
baseball or hot dogs. 

Hillary Clinton’s rare show of emotion - in response to being 
questioned about why she ran for president - may have given her a 

boost in the New Hampshire primary.

“The Last Laugh”
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     In the wake of the dollar plummet-
ing to 0.64 Euro, after roughly half 
a century of dominance, the United 
States economy has lost its title as 
“world’s biggest.” The Euro zone now 
hosts the world’s largest economic 
output. Recession, economic slow-
down, “rough patch” (as President 
Bush likes to say) – call it what you 
will, this economy is in tatters. While 
recessions are just part and parcel of 
the business cycle, most economists 
agree that this one will be larger than 
most in recent memory. And just like 
the Great Depression, which was 
caused by policies like laissez-faire 
and deregulation, this one has also 
been wrought by misguided conser-
vative policies. Do I really have to 
be the guy that says that history is 
doomed to repeat itself? Evidently, 
yes.
     Sixty-two thousand jobs were lost 
in February, and the job outlook for 
the rest of the year is just as bleak. 
Infl ation has reemerged as a threat to 
our economy, after nearly two decades 
of successfully keeping the lid on it. 
Americans are losing their homes in 
droves. And after a period of econom-
ic prosperity that hardly saw any gains 
for the folks on Main Street (stagnant 
wages, exploding medical costs, and 
a negative savings rate), Wall Street is 
in dire straits. JP Morgan just bought 
out Bear Stearns at a dismal $10 per 
share (the original bid was a paltry 
$2), bringing the stock down from 
$60 only a few weeks before.

     The economy is looking so bad 
that Treasury Secretary Henry Paul-
son, a former CEO of Goldman Sachs 
and a solid conservative, declared 
that deregulation has failed us. “Wall 
Street and Washington both failed big 
time,” he said. “Wall Street invented 
new ways to make money by selling 
securities so complicated that no one 
could really follow which shell the 
pea was under.” 
     The sub-prime mortgage crisis was 
a direct product of deregulation. In 
1999, the law that previously forbid 
these practices was repealed by Presi-
dent Bill Clinton (who was down-
right conservative on fi scal issues 
– NAFTA, anyone?) and the Repub-
lican Congress.  As the housing mar-

ket collapses and people continue to 
default on their mortgages, the house 
of cards that this economy once was 
has fallen.
    The sub-prime mortgage crisis has 
caused foreign markets to devalue the 
dollar. Our trade defi cit has also con-
tributed to this. The dollar must fall to 
correct a trade imbalance, an imbal-
ance brought on by conservative poli-
cies that have rewarded companies 
for moving their operations offshore. 
    The falling dollar is one of the rea-
sons why gas prices have skyrocketed 
of late. With a dollar that is worth less, 
we have to cough up more of them to 
purchase foreign oil. Had we made 
a serious attempt to wean ourselves 
off of foreign oil, and not started the 
War in Iraq, oil prices may not have 
been such a major issue, but Big Oil 
won the hearts, minds, and purses of 
Republicans, and now we are literally 
paying the price.
    Of course, the War in Iraq did not 
cause this recession, but its stagger-
ing costs have handcuffed our gov-
ernment from redirecting resources 
to education, healthcare, renewable 
energy, and infrastructure. As we 
foolishly bide our time in Iraq and 
continue to baby-sit a civil war that 
we unleashed, we are forced to watch 
as our economy crumbles. A phased 
withdrawal could free funds to stimu-
late our economy, but our infl exible 
president has vowed to stay there un-
til “we get the job done” – whatever 
that means. Government contracts to 
Halliburton and Airbus (a French cor-
poration!) are not going to lift us out 

of recession. What we need is a seri-
ous effort to restructure this economy, 
because high-paying jobs are disap-
pearing, and this trend did not just 
start during the present slowdown.
    The solutions are there for anyone 

to see. We can pull out of Iraq and 
use the money to shore up our in-
frastructure and create green-collar 
jobs, while simultaneously kicking 
the habit of foreign oil. We can repeal 
laws that give tax breaks to corpora-
tions for moving jobs overseas. We 

can bridge the trade gap by crafting 
sensible trade policies that protect la-
bor and the environment. We can im-
pose regulations that stop Wall Street 
from making shortsighted, profi t-
driven decisions that hurt us all in the 
long-term. 
    Whatever we do, we absolutely 
must ditch the ideologically-driven, 
neo-liberal policies that have been 
ushered in since the Reagan era. 
James Carville’s greatest contribution 
to this world was the 1992 campaign 
slogan he crafted: “It’s the economy, 
stupid.” Well, it’s still the economy, 
stupid, and it’s high time that a solid 
Democratic bloc revitalize and re-
form this economy, just as we did in 
response to the Great Depression.

CP
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Just like the Great Depression, which was caused by laissez-faire governance and deregulation, this recession 
has also been wrought by misguided conservative policies.

Daytona Beach News-Journal

The staggering costs 
of the Iraq War have 

handcuffed our 
government from 

redirecting resources to 
education, healthcare, 
renewable energy, and 

infrastructure.

It’s the Economy, Stupid Republicans!
Perfect Storm of Misguided Conservative Policies Dooms Economy

RICH GETZEL      GOOD NIGHT AND GOOD LUCK

James Carville’s famous 
slogan still holds true.
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BY STEPHEN DAVIS

    It would be a tragic irony if the best 
speech Barack Obama has ever given 
ultimately ends up costing him the 
White House. This would not be a re-
sult of the content of the speech itself 
– which some commentators described 
as “brilliant” or “historic”– but because 
of glib analysis in the mainstream me-
dia over the speech’s actual message. 
While Obama’s speech was intended 

to begin a serious national dialogue 
on race to address longstanding frus-
tration and misunderstanding on both 
sides, cable news talk shows and net-
work newscasts have instead focused 
myopically on “whether Obama did 
enough” to distance himself from his 
controversial pastor, Jeremiah Wright.  
    FOX News and the usual cadre of 
conservative pundits are reveling in 
the Wright controversy. Sean Hannity 
called his speech a “fl imsy excuse,” 
and argues that tolerance for Wright’s 
“radical anti-Americanism” disquali-
fi es Obama as a presidential candidate. 
In recent weeks, FOXnews.com has 
featured headline stories on endorse-
ments Obama received from Louis 
Farrakhan and the New Black Panthers 
– endorsements over which Obama 
himself has no control, but which FOX 
believes identifi es him nevertheless as 

some kind of radical black separatist.  
    The major news networks haven’t 
been much better in their superfi cial 
analysis of Obama’s speech. Charlie 
Gibson of ABC asked, “Is it enough 
to reassure white voters?” Katie Cou-
ric of CBS questioned, “Does it make 
too many white voters uncomfort-
able?” The implied answer, as evi-
denced by responses given by the po-
litical correspondents and pundits to 
whom the questions were directed, is 

that his speech didn’t do enough to 
assure whites. Incessant media specu-
lation on whether or not white vot-
ers have become apprehensive about 
Barack Obama will only lead white 
voters to ask themselves whether or 
not they should be. Unfortunately, it 
would not come as a surprise if new 
poll numbers conform to the sim-
plistic narrative given by the media.
    Hoping that the Wright controver-
sy continues to fester, Hillary Clinton 
and her campaign have so far refused 
to comment on Obama’s speech, pass-
ing on an opportunity to put closure on 
the issue. This is more or less typical 
behavior from the Clinton campaign, 
which has been exploiting white xe-
nophobia against Obama for months. 
After Obama’s blowout win in South 
Carolina, Bill Clinton attempted to 
marginalize its importance by remind-

ing people, unprompted, that Jesse 
Jackson won the state in 1988. In an 
interview on 60 Minutes, Hillary Clin-
ton stated that nothing suggests Barack 
Obama is a Muslim “as far as I know.” 
And just before the Wright controversy 
surfaced, Clinton supporter Geraldine 
Ferraro dismissed Obama’s success as a 
result of his race, saying that he “is very 
lucky to be who he is.” As the Wright 
controversy – much less the entire his-
tory of our country – has shown, such 
a suggestion is completely ridiculous.  
    Conspicuously absent from media 
analysis of Obama’s speech was any 
consideration of the circumstances that 
would prompt a black pastor like Jere-
miah Wright to say “God Damn Amer-
ica.” Has the media forgotten the mur-
derous incompetence demonstrated by 
the federal government in its response 
to Hurricane Katrina? President Bush 
certainly has – he didn’t even mention 
New Orleans in either of his last two 
State of the Union addresses. Are the 
media blind to the shocking disparities 
in incarceration rates between whites 
and blacks, resulting primarily from 
discriminatory drug possession laws 
and racial profi ling? Does the media 
know about continued racial dispari-
ties in the application of the death pen-
alty, which may result in the execution 
of an innocent black man named Troy 
Davis later this summer? Does the me-
dia know that the United States Con-
gress, which has formally apologized 
to Japanese-Americans for internment 
camps during World War II, has yet to 
issue any apology to African-Ameri-
cans for slavery or segregation? And is 
the media completely oblivious to the 
systemic poverty in urban black com-
munities, and the de facto racial segre-
gation and inequality still prevalent in 
American high schools? If the media 
does know about these things, it cer-
tainly doesn’t seem to care about them.
    Given the historic legacy of racism 
and poverty that continues to plague 
black communities, is it really so sur-
prising that the pastor of a black church 
might condemn his country? Much 
of the controversy centers around 
Wright’s accusation that the U.S. gov-
ernment created the AIDS virus as a 
conspiracy to kill black people, but one 
1990 survey found that 30 percent of 

African-Americans believed that such a 
scenario was at least possible. There is 
a profound gulf in racial understanding 
between whites and blacks in America 
today, and Barack Obama, disregarding 
the advice of his campaign advisors, fi -
nally decided to address the issue head-
on, with courage and sophistication. 
    His speech touched on the legitimate 
anger and suspicion many blacks hold 
against whites, the police, and their 
government, but it also touched on an-
ger from working-class whites, who 
“don’t feel privileged by their race,” 
and who resent welfare and affi rmative 
action policies that exclude them “be-
cause of an injustice they themselves 
never committed.” But Obama em-
phasized that blacks and whites have a 
shared interest in progressive change, 
that the path to a more perfect union 
“requires all Americans to realize that 
your dreams do not have to come at the 
expense of my dreams; that investing 
in the health, welfare, and education of 
black and brown and white children will 

ultimately help all of America prosper.”
    At Barack Obama’s rally after his 
win in South Carolina back in Janu-
ary, his idealistic young supporters 
– black and white – chanted in unison 
that “race doesn’t matter.” Unfortu-
nately, Obama has discovered in re-
cent weeks that race does still matter 
– not just in his case, but for millions 
of Americans still suffering the in-
justices of a prejudiced society. Let’s 
just hope for his sake that the super-
delegates, who will ultimately decide 
the Democratic nomination, won’t be 
distracted or intimidated by the shal-
low headlines of our sound-bite media.
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Media Reaction to Obama Speech on Race 
Misses the Point

Obama, disregarding the 
advice of his campaign 

advisors, fi nally decided to 
address the issue of race 

head-on, with courage and 
sophistication. 

Barack Obama’s inspirational March 18th speech in Philadelphia 
concerning racial disharmonies was a groundbreaking attempt at 

bridging America’s racial divide.

“The farther one gets into the wilderness, the greater is the attraction of its lonely freedom.”

“It is an incalculable added pleasure to any one’s sum of happiness if he or she grows to know, even slightly and imperfectly, 
how to read and enjoy the wonder-book of nature.”

“We are prone to speak of the resources of this country as inexhaustible; this is not so.”

“It is not what we have that will make us a great nation; it is the way in which we use it.”

-- Theodore Roosevelt 
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BY ETHAN FELDER

       If you have been watching the news 
over the past few weeks, you’ll know 
that it has constantly been swirling 
around issues of extramarital affairs, 
race in America, and a pastor from 
Chicago. The media, in search of high 
ratings, is keeping the public’s focus on 
relatively inconsequential issues meant 
only to grab people’s attention: race 
and sex. A far more important story that 
went largely overlooked this week was 
Senator John McCain’s major foreign 
policy gaffe on his overseas trip to Iraq. 
     McCain, whom the media bows 
down to in part because of his sup-
posed foreign policy experience, made 
a speech claiming that (Shia) Iran was 
training (Sunni) al-Quaida fi ghters in 
Iran and then sending them back to 
Iraq. He repeated this falsity for about 
ten minutes until his campaign buddy, 
Senator Joseph Lieberman, whispered 
in his ear. McCain then announced 
that Iran is training “extremists, not al-
Qaeda.” McCain’s claim should have 
seemed odd to anyone who has even 
casually followed the news for the last 
three years, as the Iraqi Shias are not 
particularly fond of the Iraqi Sunnis.
     The fi rst aspect of this major gaffe 
that struck me is how John McCain, 
like President Bush and the rest of 
the Republicans, tries to confl ate all 
of the actors in Iraq and across the 
larger Middle East into one camp that 
they label “radical Islamic extrem-
ists.” The truth is that yes, from our 
perspective many of these groups are 
radical and anti-American. But failure 
to acknowledge their sectarian, ideo-
logical, and political differences is to 
misunderstand the differences in their 
agendas, the present situation in Iraq, 
and the broader political and religious 
currents sweeping the Middle East. 
     The confl ict in Iraq is far from a 
struggle between the U.S. and al-Qaeda 
terrorists, as the current administration 
and John McCain try to lead the public 

to believe. For example, we have a sit-
uation where former Sunni insurgents 
(who were “terrorists” a few years ago) 
turned on al-Qaeda in the Anbar prov-
ince in late 2007 after al-Qaeda tried to 
implement strict Sharia (Islamic law) 
in the Sunni areas (in addition to kill-
ing Sheikhs and local tribal leaders). 
       The Shia milita leader Muqtada al-
Sadr, who declared war on the United 
States in 2004, ordered his Mahdi army 
to stop fi ghting the U.S. and the Sun-
nis in the last year, and he extended the 
cease-fi re this past February (although 
recent developments in Basra and Bagh-
dad may cause a resumption of hostili-
ties. This Shia militia is largely respon-
sible for the ethnic cleansing that took 
place in Baghdad throughout 2006.
        Meanwhile, our grand experiment 
of democracy in Iraq has produced a 
situation in which our army is support-
ing a government under Nuri al-Mali-
ki’s Shia Islamist Dawa Party, a party 

that was responsible for the terrorist 
bombings of the U.S. and French em-
bassies in Kuwait in 1983, and that has 
long ties to Iran and Hezbollah (hav-
ing supported the 1979 Iranian Revolu-
tion). This is the regime that American 
taxpayers are paying billions every 

month to defend, and for which Ameri-
can soldiers are dying in the heart of 
Arabia. That’s right, we have allowed 
a political party that has attacked us in 
the past to come to power in Iraq. There 
has also been speculation that al-Maliki 
is an anti-Semite and that he supported 
Hezbollah in the Lebanon War of 2006. 
      To see up how much of a failure 
this adventure in Iraq has been, simply 
look at the political party that we have 
allowed the Iraqis to elect. The party’s 
platform declares the following: abso-
lute sovereignty belongs to God, Islamic 
injunctions are the basis of legislation, 
the legislative authority may not enact 
any law repugnant to Islam, and that re-
ligious authorities have veto power over 
executive and legislative actions. Let’s 
just say that this is much worse than if 
people like Jerry Falwell and Pat Rob-
ertson had veto power over the Unit-
ed States Congress and the president. 
       Whenever you hear Republicans 
talk about defeating al-Qaeda in Iraq as 
a means toward “victory” in the con-
fl ict, ignore them. As General David 
Petraeus has said himself, “you can-
not kill your way to victory.” There 
is no military solution to the prob-
lems in Iraq. Talking about the threat 

of al-Qaeda in Iraq and the nuisance 
of Iranian infl uence only downplays 
the real issues and players that will 
control the future of that country: 
the Kurds, the Shias, the Sunnis and 
their ethno-sectarian political parties. 
     The second reason that McCain’s 
gaffe deeply disturbed me was because 
it can mean one of several things, none 
of which are pleasant. McCain might 
have just made a mistake, but such 
an interpretation fails to take into ac-
count that he was talking about the 
al-Qaeda-Iran connection for nearly 
ten minutes before being interrupted 
by Senator Lieberman. More likely, 
McCain is trying to confl ate the two 
regional actors, as many Republicans 
attempt to do, by branding every group 
in the region “radical,” “extremist,” 
“terrorist,” and, of course, “Islamic.” 
     In the worst-case scenario, it is pos-
sible that McCain simply does not un-
derstand the situation as well as the me-
dia and the political pundits give him 
credit for. Just think about what the re-
sponse would be if Hillary Clinton or, 
God-forbid, Barack Obama made the 
same gaffe on a trip to Iraq. Every me-
dia outlet would have picked it up, and 
most Americans would know about it. 
Frankly, McCain got away with a ma-
jor mistake that could have cost him 
politically if not for the respect that 
the media gives him on foreign policy 
issues. Let us not forget that McCain 
thought that  the Iraq War would be 
an easy undertaking, and that he has 
praised President Bush for his “strong 
leadership and judgment” on the issue. 
From now on, McCain should be called 
“Tefl on John” for the media seeming-
ly allowing him to escape unscathed 
from the most signifi cant gaffe of the 
2008 presidential campaign thus far. 
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Tefl on John:
How Did The Media Miss a Huge Foreign Policy Gaffe?

CP
Lieberman had to correct McCain mid-speech after he made a

major blunder when discussing the situation in the Middle East.

McCain’s misstep
epitomizes the

Republican’s rhetoric 
on the War. 
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BY CATHERINE LUSSENHOP

     In my junior year of high school, 
I was putting up posters for National 
Coming Out Day with members of 
my school’s gay-straight alliance. As 
we were postering, a friend of mine 
approached me and asked, “Why 
do we need a National Coming Out 
Day if being gay isn’t a big deal?”
     I didn’t have an answer then. 
After all, wasn’t she right? Wasn’t 

that the goal? Wouldn’t it be won-
derful if being gay weren’t a big 
deal? Wouldn’t it be wonderful if 
there were no need for a National 
Coming Out Day? Since homopho-
bia isn’t really a problem anymore, 
can’t we do away with all of those 
gay days? Nobody commits violence 
against gay people anymore, right?
     Unfortunately, that is not the 
case. Last month, Lawrence King 
showed us that homophobia is still a 
problem. In Oxnard, California, the 
15-year-old King asked a classmate, 
14-year-old Brandon McInerney, to 
be his valentine. The next day, King 
was sitting in his school’s computer 
lab when McInerney walked in and 
shot King in the head. McInerney 
then ran from the building. King 
arrived at the hospital unconscious 
and was later declared brain dead. 
        Classmates at E.O. Green Junior 
High School said King did not care 
what others thought of him, and he 
often wore make-up and high-heeled 
boots to school. As a result, a group of 
male students frequently bullied him. 
And King is not alone: A 2005 Cali-
fornia Healthy Kids Survey revealed 
that California 7th graders were 50 
percent more likely than 11th graders 
to be harassed in school because of 
sexual orientation or gender identity. 
     As for McInerney, he will be tried 
as an adult and could face 50 years 
to life in prison, not including the 
extra one to three years added for 
the hate crime classifi cation. Masen 
Davis of the Transgender Law Cen-
ter was sympathetic. According to 
Davis, McInerney is “just as much a 
victim as Lawrence. He’s a victim of 
homophobia and hate.” McInerney 
wasn’t born with prejudice, but be-
cause of it he will likely spend most of 
his life behind bars. Hate doesn’t just 
hurt its victims, but it can also ruin 
the lives of those who perpetrate it.
       And Lawrence King has not been 
the only recent victim. A transgender 

woman named Sanesha Stewart was 
killed by her date, an ex-con who 
told police he went into a rage after 
fi nding out Stewart was transgen-
der. A 17-year-old named Simmie 
Williams was shot in the streets of 
Ft. Lauderdale. A 68-year-old gay 
man named Alexio Bello was found 
stabbed to death in his Florida home. 
A gay man named Adolphus Sim-
mons was killed outside his Charles-
ton, South Carolina, apartment in 
January. In Albuquerque, a transgen-
der woman named Patricia Murphy 
was shot in the head three times, and 

yet another unidentifi ed transgender 
woman was shot in Detroit. All those 
are from this year, and we are only in 
April. By the time you read this ar-
ticle, there will probably have been 
even more crimes of this nature. 
     John Cloud, in an editorial for 

Time magazine, attempted to assert 
that the situation is not as dire as 
gay groups like GLSEN (Gay, Les-
bian, and Straight Education Net-
work) claim. As evidence, Cloud 

quotes the statistic that 78 percent 
of gay and transgender students say 
they feel safe at school. “Only” 18 
percent said they had been assault-
ed due to their sexual orientation. 
What’s more, if a student reported 
an incident to faculty, the response 

was positive about 70 percent of the 
time. Of course, this is certainly bet-
ter than 20 years ago, but improve-
ment is no reason to kick back and 
declare victory over homophobia. 
     Cloud raises important arguments 
about the complicated notion of hate 
crime legislation, but he completely 
misses the mark with the statistics he 
uses about gay teens. For example, 
Cloud acknowledges that gay teens 
are often depressed, but he then dis-
misses this point by writing, “But 
what teen isn’t?” What Cloud fails 
to realize is that in addition to the 
normal up-and-down emotions of 
the teenage years, gay teens face 
the challenges of coming out to 
friends and family, and homophobia 
in school and at home, among other 
things. Such challenges cause enor-
mous emotional strain, even for teens 
in relatively accepting environments.
     The situation is improving, but 
we must not stop fi ghting for justice. 
As Ellen Degeneres said on her talk 
show, when the message is that you 
can be killed for being gay, we need 
to change the message. This doesn’t 
just mean not beating up gay people. 
It means not using the word “gay” as 
an insult or a synonym for “stupid,” it 
means not telling gay jokes, it means 
supporting your gay friends, and it 
means voting for candidates who 
value equality. So let’s keep chang-
ing the message, because a world 
where you can be killed for being gay 
is not a world in which I want to live. 
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The Consequences of Hate

Students at E.O. Green Junior High School are comforted at a memorial for King.

When the message is 
that you can be killed 

for being gay, we need to 
change the message.

The trend towards 
increasing tolerance is no 
reason to kick back and 

declare victory over
homophobia.

Students pass by a small memorial for King, who was
shot by a classmate last month.
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Poll: Obama maintains solid lead over Clinton
BY MIKE GOLDSTEIN                                       

A random sample of 2,000 Cornell undergraduates were selected from the entire Cornell undergraduate population and asked to complete this short poll relating to 
some current event issues, including the 2008 presidential election. We received a total of 358 responses, enough to accurately refl ect the views of Cornell undergrads. 
Be sure to note the margin of error for each question: It represents the range that a statistician would conclude, with 95% confi dence, includes the actual percentage 
of all Cornell undergrads who would select that answer. All responses were submitted from March 27-30. Overall, we at The Cornell Progressive are very pleased 
with the participation that we received in the poll, and we would like to personally thank all those students who participated. Congratulations to Sasha Korn ‘10, the 
winner of a Best Buy gift card for participating. And stay tuned for more undergraduate polls in upcoming issues of The Cornell Progressive.

Continued from page 1

Which Democratic presidential candidate do you more 
strongly support in the primary elections?

(Democrats only)  ± 7.3%, N=182

Barack Obama - 58.8%
Hillary Clinton - 25.8%

No Preference/Not Sure - 15.4%

If the 2008 Presidential Election is between Republican 
John McCain and Democrat Barack Obama, who would 

you vote for?  ± 5.2%, N=351

Barack Obama - 66.7%
John McCain - 14.5%

Not Sure - 14.2%
Neither - 4.6%

If The 2008 Presidential Election is between Republican 
John McCain and Democrat Hillary Clinton, who would 

you vote for?  ± 5.2%, N=351

Hillary Clinton - 54.7%
John McCain - 27.6%

Not Sure - 13.1%
Neither - 4.6%

Do you think that politicians should reveal scandalous 
news to the public before the media gets a chance to do so, 
such as the way in which New York Governor David Pater-
son recently admitted to his previous extramarital affairs?  

± 5.2%, N=351

Yes - 57.3%
No - 18.2%

Not Sure - 20.2%
Not familiar with the issue - 4.3%

Which Cornell men’s varsity sport is your favorite to 
watch?  ±5.3%, N=348

Hockey - 37.4%
Basketball - 17.5%

Lacrosse - 6.3%
Football - 5.7%

Other - 7.2%
None - 25.9%

If you could demolish one building on 
campus, which building would you choose 

and why?  ± 5.5%, N=312

Uris Hall - 26.9%
None - 15.7%

Baker Lab - 4.5%
Other - 53.9%

Some answers we received:

Warren--it is old, not technologically advanced, energy ineffi  cient, and is holding 
the AEM program back from really taking on Wharton.

Day Hall - but there is enough Big Red Tape there to patch it back together.

Low Rise 7. It’s the worst dorm on campus. Demolishing it would mean that no 
one would have to ever suff er living it ever again. It would be better for the fresh-
man classes to come.

Gannett because their services are worthless; they need real doctors and less birth 
control.

I would not demolish any building. Aren’t you libs concerned with conservation 
and being green?

Baker. It’s depressing enough having to be in a chemistry class without window-
less, faceless, drab hallways and rooms depressing you further.

Rand-- any student in there could probably design a better building.

Ujamma [because[ I hate race-based program houses; self-segregation is a huge 
problem at Cornell and in society in general.

Without a doubt, Uris Hall (NOT library). The elevators are slower than the time it 
takes to walk up the four fl ights of steps. The rooms are arranged in such a mat-
ter that...well one cannot even make sense of it. It is the strangest building on the 
inside and the ugliest from the outside -- and I always have at least one class in it 
each semester.

I would demolish every building that doesn’t look like it was built in the 1800s or 
early 1900s. New buildings cheapen our image.

Olin Library, because I’ve spent so many hours there over the years and it has been 
the site of so much misery.

I would demolish Balch. I think single sex housing is outdated and ignores sexual 
minorities.

   
   The Skorton-O-Meter

Do you approve or disapprove of the job that 
President David Skorton is doing at Cornell?

 ± 5.3%, N=348
Approve - 94.8%

Disapprove - 5.2%
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curred in Tibet for decades, but con-
frontations of this scale have not been 
seen since 1989, the year of the well-
known Tiananmen Square crisis. While 
it is diffi cult to pinpoint the intensity of 
the recent riots, the underlying cause 
can be found in the tensions that have 
existed between China and Tibet since 
China took control of the region in 
1959. 
     For many periods throughout its 
history, Tibet has existed as an autono-
mous, self-governing region. In 1951, 
the Dalai Lama, who is now living in 
exile, signed an agreement that incor-
porated Tibet as a part of China, but 
allowed it to retain its desired autono-
my. When Tibetans perceived that the 
Chinese had violated this agreement by 
becoming too involved in their affairs, 
they rebelled in 1959. The insurrection 
was crushed, the Dalai Lama fl ed to In-
dia, and China asserted formal control 
over Tibet. 
     Tibetans today still resent Chinese 
control over the region. According to 
Elliot Sperling of the East-West Center 
in Washington, a research organization, 
“the confl ict over Tibet’s status has been 
a confl ict over history.” While Tibetans 
believe that Tibet has traditionally been 
independent, the Chinese assert that it 
has always been an important region 
of China. Sperling argues that both of 
these historical narratives are in reality 
“recent constructions,” and that history 
has been manipulated by both sides.
     Buddhist monks are particularly re-
sentful of China’s attempts to interfere 
with Tibetan culture. Chinese authori-
ties, for example, force monks to un-
dergo “patriotic education” classes in 

which they are required to proclaim loy-
alty to Communist China and denounce 
the Dalai Lama, their spiritual leader. 
According to the Associated Press, 
China’s Public Security Minister, Meng 
Jianzhu, has pledged to further man-
date these classes. The Dalai Lama has 
called this type of Chinese intervention 
“cultural genocide.” While some Ti-
betans want Tibet to be an independent 
state, entirely separate from China, the 
Dalai Lama simply wants the region to 
have the autonomy to manage its own 
affairs under the Chinese system. 
     Since Tibetans remain very loyal to 
the Dalai Lama, Chinese offi cials have 
accused him of masterminding the re-
cent riots. Judging by the chaotic nature 
of the riots, this claim is ludicrous. The 
Dalai Lama vehemently denied hav-
ing played any role in the chaos, and 
he even threatened to resign as Tibet’s 
political leader if the violence were to 
continue. 
     Meanwhile, the Chinese Commu-
nist leadership has run a relentless 
propaganda campaign, portraying the 
Tibetans as violent attackers who mer-
cilessly assault the ethnic Han Chinese 
under orders from the Dalai Lama. 
Most Western news sources have been 
blocked from the region, and the Chi-
nese government has condemned the 
Western press for what they feel is 
biased reporting. Of course, it is diffi -
cult for Western news outlets to get the 
whole story because journalists are not 
allowed into the areas of confl ict. 
     In order to try to pacify Tibet after the 
protests in 1989, the Chinese leadership 
has put a lot of effort into the economic 
development of the region, as the gov-
ernment has done throughout the coun-
try. The logic behind the strategy was 

that if people enjoy economic security, 
they would be less likely to participate 
in protests like those that occurred in 
Tiananmen Square that same year. 
     While some would argue that pros-
perity in parts of China has indeed 
prevented political protests, this has 
not been the case in Tibet. According 
to basic economic assessments, the 
economy of Tibet has been growing 
rapidly for years. Many Tibetans feel, 
however, that the Han Chinese have 
benefi ted most from this economic 
growth. Tibetans resent certain gov-
ernment projects, such as the building 
of a railroad connecting Tibet to other 
parts of China: It brings in more Han 
Chinese immigrants and has not led to 
a decrease in food prices as the govern-
ment promised.
     In order to appease Tibetans in the 
short term and prevent violent con-
frontations in the future, the Chinese 
government needs to develop a much 
more humane and comprehensive plan 
for Tibet. The solution cannot be solely 
economic – it must be political. To be-
gin with, the Chinese should open up 
a dialogue with the Dalai Lama. Only 

through Tibet’s spiritual and political 
leader can the Chinese have any hope 
of connecting with and infl uencing the 
views of Tibetans. Ultimately, the Dalai 
Lama’s desire to have an autonomous 
Tibet that remains a part of China is 
a sensible compromise: Tibet would 
remain an integral part of China and 
Tibetans would enjoy the freedom to 
maintain their own cultural and politi-
cal way of life.
     Chinese authorities must also be 
careful not to deal with the present situ-
ation too harshly. They must exercise 
restraint and avoid infringing upon ba-
sic human rights. Such restraint might 
prevent a Tibetan backlash in the future. 
If reports emerge of widespread human 
rights abuses by Chinese authorities, 
nations like the U.S. should threaten to 
boycott the Olympics. Most important-
ly, the Chinese government should end 
hard-line practices, such as mandating 
the “patriotic education” classes that 
are so repugnant to the Tibetan people. 
Policies like this are what made Tibet-
ans want to separate from China in the 
fi rst place.    

Tibetans Protest Chinese Governance
Continued from page 1

BY TIMOTHY MYERS

     Many scholars and economists from 
both ends of the political spectrum 
agree that our crippled, deteriorating 
economy is, plainly, a result of conser-
vative governance. Indeed, Dr. Loren 
B. Thompson, chief operating offi cer 
of the Lexington Institute, a free mar-
ket think tank, notes, “Clearly, that old 
Reagan magic of tax cuts, free trade 
and deregulation isn’t working.” 
     Thompson, a conservative, considers 
that since “nobody on Wall Street seems 
to think beyond the next fi scal quarter,” 
the CIA’s 2007 World Factbook helps 
to explain the failures of Reaganom-
ics—or, more generally, the economic 
policies of the right. The guide says of 
the U.S. economy, “Long-term prob-
lems include inadequate investment in 
economic infrastructure, rapidly rising 
medical and pension costs of an aging 
population, sizable trade and budget 
defi cits, and stagnation of family in-
come in the lower economic groups.”
     Paul Krugman, a Princeton Uni-
versity liberal economist and New 
York Times columnist, explains, “Like 
Ronald Reagan, President Bush began 
his term in offi ce with big tax cuts for 
the rich and promises that the benefi ts 
would trickle down to the middle class. 

Like Reagan, he also began his term 
with an economic slump, then claimed 
that the recovery from that slump 
proved the success of his policies. And 
like Reaganomics - but more quickly 
- Bushonomics has ended in grief.”
     But the sorry state of our econo-
my can be attributed to more than just 
the reactionary economic policies that 
have benefi tted millionaires, billion-
aires, and corporate juggernauts. No-
bel-winning economist Joseph Stiglitz 
and Harvard University’s Linda Bilm-
es estimate in a recent analysis that the 
Iraq War will ultimately cost $3 tril-
lion, just a tad more than then-Defense 
Secretary Donald Rumsfeld’s estimate 
prior to the invasion of $50 to $60 bil-
lion, or even than President Bush’s top 
economic adviser’s estimate of $200 
billion, which, at the time, Rumsfeld 
called “baloney.”
     The cost in treasure of the Bush 
Administration’s fantastic neoconser-
vative objective in Iraq is just one cost 
of the war, but it is perhaps the only 
cost that prevents the realization of the 
American Dream. Guaranteeing equal 
economic opportunity for all Ameri-
cans is simply not possible when the 
Administration spends $12 billion per 
month on the Iraq War and slashes 
funding for economic uplift programs 

that the GOP calls unnecessary, big 
government junk.   
     The Bush Administration’s funda-
mental refusal to address global warm-
ing is yet another reason we fi nd our-
selves in a recession (Depression, dare 
I say? Consider that a record 28 mil-
lion Americans currently rely on food 
stamps to survive, and that 50 million 
Americans lack health insurance.) 
White House Press Secretary Dana 
Perino once said in a press conference, 
“It is true that many people die from 
cold-related deaths every winter. And 

there are studies that say that climate 
change in certain areas of the world 
would help those individuals.” Fortu-
nately, Al Gore has helped convince 
most Americans that global warming 

threatens our very way of life, but, un-
fortunately, that means little if no ac-
tion is taken at the federal level. 
    The need to “green” and upgrade 
our nation’s infrastructure—much of 
which was created in its current form 
as a project of the New Deal— pro-
vides the opportunity for the creation 
of hundreds of thousands, perhaps 
millions, of green collar jobs. Former 
President Bill Clinton framed the issue 
best: “It is in my view, for the United 
States, the greatest economic opportu-
nity that we’ve had since we mobilized 
for World War II. And if we do it right, 
it will produce job gains and income 
gains substantially greater than those 
produced in the 1990s when I had the 
privilege to be president.”
     We should not need economists and 
experts to tell us why our economy is 
in bad shape. Anyone with a little com-
mon sense and who doesn’t let ideology 
obscure reality (this excludes anyone 
from FOX News or The Weekly Stan-
dard) should realize that the collective 
policies of the Bush Administration, 
inspired by Ronald Reagan, have done 
everything to favor the elite and the 
powerful, but nothing to solidify an 
American middle class.

Republican America: How Not to Govern

GOP policy has regressed us into a 
time redolent of the Gilded Age.
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China has sought to keep recent Tibetan protests out of the media.
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problem. All we need is some politi-
cians with enough smarts to pull their 
heads out of the sand and sell it to we 
American gas “addicts.”  
    The tax revenue could be used in 
various ways. One possibility is to di-
rectly pay for the adverse affects of 
pollution, either by subsidizing health 
care for asthma victims, supporting al-
ternative energy research, or improving 
public transportation. Another proposal 
is to return the money collected from 
the tax back to tax payers by rebating 
an equal amount to each tax payer. The 
money could be placed in individual 
retirement accounts, thereby enabling 
every American to start a retirement ac-
count without disrupting social security 
-- this would help offset the negative 
effects of high energy prices on poorer 
families, while still encouraging energy 
conservation.

     As many people begin to recognize 
the extent of our environmental woes, 
the presidential candidates have intro-
duced environmental plans. But none 
of the candidates have been taking the 
environment seriously enough to com-
bat the immense proportions of the is-
sue. 

     All of the candidates’ proposed alter-
nate energy plans are primarily centered 
on a cap and trade system. While a cap 
and trade system for carbon emissions 
would work well, it is inferior to a tax 
for several reasons. First, cap and trade 
is much harder to implement, and re-

quires more oversight. Also, a cap and 
trade system does not generate any rev-
enue, while consumers would shoulder 
the same burden in both systems.
     Many of the issues our nation faces 
today are directly connected to energy 
usage and pollution, including national 
security. For example, Iran generates 
much its national revenue from oil 
sales. Iran spends roughly half of that 
money on subsidizing products for its 
citizens in order to prevent a revolution. 
The rest is spent  on terrorism, nuclear 
programs, etc. If we cut the price of pe-
troleum in half, say good-bye to Iran’s 
nuclear mischief and their support for 
Hezbollah. The price of oil must go up 
before it comes down. Why not earn 
some revenue and save the environ-
ment instead of funneling cash to Iran 
and ExxonMobil?
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The Case for a Pragmatic Gas Tax

American politicians need 
to pull their heads out of 
the sand and support the 
only sensible solution to 

our energy crisis.

Continued from page 1

BY BREANNA BYINGTON

     With all the talk about change 
and hope in the debates surrounding 
the presidential primaries, the fact 
that neither of the top two Demo-
cratic candidates supports gay mar-

riage stands as a bitter disappoint-
ment to lesbian, gay, bisexual, and 
transgender (LGBT) individuals. 
Instead, both Hillary Clinton and 
Barack Obama support same-sex 
civil unions as a fair and equal al-
ternative to marriage.
      True, there have been reassuranc-
es of equivalent rights for couples 
in same-sex unions, reassurances 
of valuing LGBT individuals (and, 
implicitly, their votes), reassurances 
that everything will be equal under 
the law. And certainly, gay marriage 
is not the only issue that affects 
LGBT individuals, and should not 
be the sole test of whether or not a 
candidate is gay-friendly. A host of 
other issues are arguably even more 
important to the LGBT community, 
including anti-discrimination poli-
cies and hate crime laws. The ques-
tion of gay marriage, however, is 
often the conveniently prepackaged 
LGBT-relevant political issue that 
appears in debates.
       Out of political necessity, Obama 
and Clinton, in order to win the 
nomination and eventually the pres-

idency, need to appeal to political 
moderates who are more comfort-
able with the term “civil unions.” 
But in supporting civil unions only, 
they set this country up for another 
round of “equality” through sepa-
ration. The last round produced an 
unsightly blemish on our historical 
mask of guaranteeing equality for 
every individual. 
       We should have learned our les-
son before: Separateness is inher-
ently unequal.
    The haphazard assortment of 
benefi ts that are now awarded to 
gay couples in civil unions are 
nothing but a feeble attempt at imi-
tating marriage rights. There is no 

consistency across states, meaning 
that gay couples visiting a different 
state, when caught in a pinch, can 
be denied the rights they have in 
their home states. One must won-
der, then, what Obama and Clinton 
mean when they say that they sup-
port civil unions. Do they only sup-
port the hypothetical idea of civil 
unions, or do they support this slap-
dash dishing out of limited rights 
to gay couples in only some states? 
Would either of them make guaran-
teeing civil unions with full mar-
riage rights to all LGBT citizens a 
priority in offi ce?
    Seemingly, both candidates are 
taking the easy way out on the is-

sue of LGBT rights. They respond 
in the politically safest way, without 
addressing the nuances of the diffi -
culties faced by LGBT couples and 
individuals. In doing so, they re-
fl ect the political atmosphere of the 
United States, where issues involv-
ing LGBT people are non-issues, 
signifi cant only around elections as 
a way to mollify LGBT voters. This 
failure to deviate from standard 
politics reveals that perhaps neither 
candidate can deliver more than a 
disappointingly empty message of 
change for their LGBT supporters.

In only supporting 
civil unions, the country 
is setting itself up for an-
other round of “equality” 

through separation.

Separate But Equal? 
Democratic Candidates Fall Short

Demonstrators in Massachusetts show their support for gay marriage.

CP

A carbon tax would help lower gas 
prices as we reduce our dependence 

on foreign oil.
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The Biggest News Story of the Year!
Big Money, Unbridled Power, and Sex

BY NATE BAKER
 
            When the news of former New York 
Governor Eliot Spitzer’s sex scandal 
-- he was caught in a wiretap arrang-
ing a hotel liaison with a high-priced 
prostitute -- reached the public, it 
shocked even his staunchest enemies.  

     Spitzer, who resigned on March 
12, graduated from Princeton Uni-
versity and Harvard Law School. 
He was known as the Sheriff of Wall 
Street for his moralistic fervor and 
his ability to bring  corporate corrup-
tion to justice. He was one of the few 
who were willing to fi ght the well-
funded gun manufacturers, and he 
even issued a report that blacks and 
Latinos in New York City were twice 
as likely as whites to be stopped on 

the street by police, which outraged 
then-Mayor Rudy Giuliani (even 
though Spitzer’s report was true).
      Of course, Spitzer was also no-
torious for being a fi ghter with his 
words, and upon becoming gover-
nor, he gained a multitude of new 
enemies from the State Assembly 

and Wall Street, both Democrats and 
Republicans. Regardless, Spitzer 
was well known for his moral eth-
ics and he fought against what he 
saw as the wrongs of the New York 
state government. This all came 
crashing down when, like so many 
other politicians, Spitzer was caught 
in an all-too-familiar sex scandal.  
     When the story of the involve-
ment with a pricy prostitute was dis-
covered, it headlined just about every 

major newspaper in the country, and 
even became a big story internation-
ally. It appears that when the news 
media is called upon to do their real 
job, informing the public of the do-
ings of the government, they would 
rather turn to what gets them ratings. 
The man didn’t even use public mon-
ey to fund his scandalous ventures!
       Spitzer’s actions, as well as the ac-
tions of many other politicians, have 
consistently been the number one 
focus of the news media in America 
for weeks following the discovery 
of each scandal. Spitzer’s scandal is 
only a personal problem, however, 
and not one that the nation ought to 
dwell on. Although what the former 
governor did was wrong, especially 
the fact that he was involved with 
a prostitution ring, the importance 
of this to the nation is miniscule.  
    While the American death toll in 
Iraq passes 4,000, while millions 
are suffering around the world from 
poverty, while the country’s military 
budget soars and millions of dollars 
are being cut from education, and 
while so many things of great impor-
tance are being kept on the sidelines, 
Governor Spitzer’s, Senator Larry 
Craig’s, and former President Bill 
Clinton’s sexual appetites come to 
the forefront of the country’s agenda.
     Did former Governor Spitzer de-

serve to be embarrassed in the public 
eye? Yes. Ought he to have stepped 
down? Yes. The public, however, 
must be weary of the news that the 
mainstream media feeds to them. 
What headlines papers, magazines, 
and television stories for weeks and 
weeks might not be the most haunt-
ing story out there and often times 
has little or no effect upon our own 
lives. Sadly, what the media fi nds 
more important than real news is 
simply money, power, and sex.   

Kosovo: Winners and Losers
BY JC SHEPPARD

         Kosovo declared independence from 
Serbia on February 17, 2008. Prime 
Minister Hashim Thaci announced 
the unanimous vote for independence 
with hope and fortitude: “From today, 
we are proud, independent, and free.”
     Not so, according to some big Eu-
ropean players. Russia, in particular, 
pledged staunch support for Serbia in 

their fi ght to keep Kosovo an integrat-
ed part of their country. Among other 
technicalities, the argument that oppo-
nents make is that because there was no 
bilateral agreement on independence, 
Kosovo’s declaration is therefore ille-
gal and in violation of international law. 
        Most of the European Union views the 
situation differently, regarding Serbia as 
an oppressor because it will not support 
Kosovo’s declaration of independence. 
The U.S. was a major supporter of 
Kosovo’s independence from the start.
          Russia is one country in disagreement 

with the U.N. over Kosovo’s indepen-
dence, but others are slowly coming out 
of the woodwork to join the opposition, 
notably Spain, Slovakia, Romania, and 
Cyprus. Serbia has been issuing diplo-
matic threats, explicitly telling Croatia 
that they “cannot count on good rela-
tions with us” after the Croats recog-
nized Kosovo as an independent state.
   Seemingly, the odds are against 
Serbia as more countries jump to le-
gitimize Kosovo. Many think that 
pressure from the U.S. is the driv-
ing force behind these recognitions 

– if countries want to gain favor from 
the U.S., they must accept Kosovo 
as a free and autonomous country. 
        In the end, Serbia is the one that will 
suffer by refusing to accept defeat. Ser-
bia has been in line for a bid to the Eu-
ropean Union for some time, and eco-
nomic success in Europe is becoming 
increasingly dependent on admission 
to the E.U. Unfortunately for Serbia, 
its bid to the E.U. will be stalled until 
they accept Kosovo’s independence. 
It boils down to this: no recognition 
of Kosovo, no admittance to the E.U. 

       For Serbia, losing their future place 
in the European Union could be the most 
damaging effect of the entire Kosovo 
situation. Will they allow their pride to 
thwart their economic expansion? For 
a country like Serbia, where the aver-
age yearly income is only U.S. $3,280, 
losing their bid to the E.U. over Koso-
vo could be an economic catastrophe.
     The former Yugoslavia has been 
breaking into separate nations over 
the past ten years. Many conclude 
that Kosovo’s independence marks 
the end of this dissolution. Serbia has 
taken a fairly big hit, with regard to 
territory, emerging from the commu-
nist years, as it lost Montenegro in 
the summer of 2006 (causing diffi cul-
ties during the last World Cup, as their 
soccer teams were still Serbia-Mon-
tenegro), and now Kosovo two years 
later. It’s no wonder their pride is hurt.
     Kosovo comes out of this ordeal 
as an obvious winner. Its major sup-
porters include the U.S., the economic 
powerhouse of the world, and the Unit-
ed Nations. They have their indepen-
dence, whether or not it is recognized 
by the stubborn Serbs. Serbia’s dam-
aged pride may sting, but not as much 
as the economic fallout they will face 
by losing their bid to the E.U., should 
they refuse to recognize Kosovo.  

Elated ethnic Albanians celebrate Kosovo’s recently declared 
independence in the city of Pristina.

Serbia’s bid to the 
European Union may 

be on the line if it 
continues to refuse 

recognition of Kosovo.
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Ashley Dupré, the escort whom Spitzer hired.

The New York Daily News, like 
many other media outlets, turned 

to nonstop Spitzer coverage in 
the wake of the scandal.
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BY CATHERINE LUSSENHOP
 
 If you haven’t yet heard, Barack 
Obama’s pastor said some pretty divisive 
things about race and America after 9/11. 
Obama responded with an eloquent speech 
about the state of race in America today. 
He stated his disagreement with some of 
Wright’s remarks, but stressed his respect 
for Wright and the large role that the Rev-
erend had played in Obama’s life. Obama 
described the anger that many in the black 
community feel over being treated unfair-
ly because of race, but he also added, “a 
similar anger exists within segments of the 
white community” who have not felt par-
ticularly privileged by their race. Obama 
addressed a sensitive subject with empa-
thy, grace, and, best of all, honesty. 
 Upon hearing Pat Buchanan’s re-
sponse, however, one would think that 
Obama had laid every problem within the 
black community at the feet of Buchanan 
himself. Now, Pat Buchanan is certainly 
not a bastion of reason and logical think-
ing, but it is still important to address his 
remarks. Buchanan completely ignored the 
horrors of slavery, instead arguing that the 
slave ships brought 600,000 Africans to a 
place where they could fi nd “Christian sal-
vation.” Yeah, that’s what the slave trade 

was about. The story of forced labor at the 
expense of people who were thought to be 
subhuman is just an old wives’ tale. 
 Buchanan then made what was 
probably one of the most indefensible 
statements ever written: “No people any-
where has done more to lift up blacks than 
white Americans.” To prove his point, he 
cited programs like welfare, food stamps, 
and the Earned Income Tax Credit, which 
were supposedly “designed to bring the 
African-American community into the 
mainstream.” 
 First of all, the programs weren’t 
created specifi cally for the black com-
munity. Rather, they are a safety net for 
any American who fi nds him or herself in 
need. Of course, many poor neighborhoods 
are overwhelmingly black, so people in 
those neighborhoods may well utilize the 
programs more. It is unclear as to exactly 
what Pat Buchanan thinks the reason be-
hind disproportionate black poverty is, but 
Barack Obama sure has an idea: “Legal-
ized discrimination…meant that black 
families could not amass any meaningful 
wealth to bequeath to future generations.” 
Obama cited the exclusion of black work-
ers from unions, the denial of Federal 
Housing Administration (FHA) mortgages 
to black families, and the violent preven-

tion of black property ownership as  forms 
of this legalized discrimination. 
 And why are black people so often 
concentrated in these poor areas? In the 
1930s, the government passed the Nation-
al Housing Act. Offi cials then whipped out 
their city maps and divided 239 American 
cities into distinct color-coded sections, 
usually along racial lines. Then, as Obama 
said, they denied FHA mortgages to those 
in the “undesirable,” red-outlined zones; 
these were almost always black families. 
The process, called “redlining,” is no lon-
ger legal, but the consequences persist to-
day. In a modern example, the fabled Daley 
political machine in Chicago systematical-
ly provided sub-par city services to black 
neighborhoods well into the 1970s, and, 
some contend, to a lesser extent, through 
this very day. Poverty wasn’t a result of 
“laziness” or some sort of inherent differ-
ence among the races. 
 So no, Mr. Buchanan, you’ve prob-
ably never assaulted a black person. You’ve 
probably never even done any redlining. 
But the “It’s not my fault, so it’s not my 
problem” attitude is doing just as much 
harm. 

Pat Buchanan Explains All
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The Illusion of Experience
BY TIMOTHY MYERS

 It was recently discovered that Sena-
tor Hillary Clinton has exaggerated and em-
bellished, on multiple occasions, her expe-
riences during a visit to Tuzla, Bosnia, in 
March 1996. To be sure, Bosnia was a war 
zone at that time, but her account of having 
been “under fi re” when she landed at Eagle 
Base is absurd. In fact, recently discovered 
video of the landing and the subsequent wel-
coming ceremony reveals no sniper fi re and 
shows Clinton and her daughter, Chelsea, 
gaily strolling off the plane and across the 
tarmac. The Clinton campaign had stood by 
her recount until the video leaked; the for-
mer fi rst lady now says that she “misspoke” 
and that the incident proves that she is “hu-
man.”  
 Clinton has repeatedly distorted 
what actually occurred during the landing 
and ensuing ceremony, ostensibly to justify 
that she has passed some sort of self-admin-
istered commander in chief test (the con-
tents of which have yet to be released by the 
Clinton campaign). In a rally in Dubuque, 
Iowa, on December 29, Clinton said, “We 
landed in one of those corkscrew landings 
and ran out because they said there might 
be sniper fi re.” Two months later, on Feb-
ruary 29, Clinton said that the welcoming 
ceremony “had to be moved inside because 
of sniper fi re.” And most recently, prior to 

the leak of the video, she said, “I remember 
landing under sniper fi re. There was sup-
posed to be some kind of a greeting cere-
mony at the airport, but instead we just ran 
with our heads down to get into the vehicles 
to get to our base.”
 This latest Clinton gaffe, while ex-
tensively reported, stands not alone. Clinton 
claims to have played a major role in the cre-
ation of the State Children’s Health Insur-
ance Program (SCHIP), yet The Washing-
ton Post reports, “during months of SCHIP 
negotiations in 1997, her name rarely sur-
faced in news accounts. Clinton never testi-
fi ed before Congress or held a news confer-
ence on the bill. When Sen. Orrin G. Hatch 
(Utah), the lead GOP negotiator of the chil-
dren’s health bill, heard reports that Clinton 
was depicting herself as SCHIP’s main ad-
vocate, ‘I had to blink a few times,”’he said. 
Hatch said he doesn’t recall a single conver-
sation with Clinton about SCHIP, not even a 
mention of her name. ‘If she was involved, I 
didn’t know about it,’ he said.”
 Clinton also claims that she was “in-
strumental” in the Northern Ireland peace 
process. Yet Peter King, an Ulster Unionist 
Party negotiator at the Good Friday talks in 
1998, has said, “Hillary Clinton was totally 
invisible at the actual negotiations.” And 
Nobel Peace Prize winner Lord Trimble of 
Lisnagarvey, a province in Northern Ireland, 
has called Clinton’s claim a “wee bit silly.”   

 Clinton contends that she “negoti-
ated with Macedonia to open up its border 
to refugees from Kosovo.” Yet The Chicago 
Tribune reports, “The Macedonian govern-
ment opened its border to refugees the day 
before Clinton arrived to meet with govern-
ment leaders.”
 And so it should be clear that Clin-
ton’s candidacy is built not on actual expe-
rience, but on the illusion of experience. 
Indeed, it is an illusion that her years as 
the fi rst lady of Arkansas, fi rst lady of the 
United States, and her seven years as a New 
York senator amount to “35 years of expe-
rience” that automatically qualify Senator 
Clinton to be “ready on day one.” Doesn’t 
anyone know that Senator Barack Obama 
was a constitutional law professor, a civil 
rights attorney, and a community organizer, 
and has been both a state and U.S. senator? 
Apparently the Clinton campaign values 
staged political appearances comparable to 
“Mission Accomplished” over a deep un-
derstanding of the Constitution, a defense 
of discriminated minorities, a highly suc-
cessful voter registration campaign in a 
poor Chicago community, and serving in 
more than one public offi ce. 

CP
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American Death Count in Iraq Reaches 4,000: 
In Memorium: Iraq by the Numbers

3,990: American troops who have died in Iraq since the start of the war. 

[icasualties.org, 3/17/08]

29,395: Number of U.S. service members that have been wounded in hostile action 

since the start of U.S. military operations in Iraq. [AP, 3/11/08]

60,000: Number of troops that have been subjected to controversial stop-loss 

measures. That means those who have completed service commitments but are 

forbidden to leave the military until their units return from war. [U.S. News and 

World Report, 2/25/08]

5: Number of times the 3rd Battalion, 4th Marine Regiment has been sent to Iraq. 

They are the fi rst Marine Corps unit to be sent to Iraq for a fi fth time. [San Fran-

cisco Chronicle, 2/27/08]

2,100: Number of troops who tried to commit suicide or injure themselves in-

creased from 350 in 2002 to 2,100 last year. [U.S. News and World Report, 2/25/08]

12: Percent of noncommissioned Army offi  cers who reported mental health prob-

lems during their fi rst Iraq tour. [Los Angeles Times, 3/7/08]

27: Percent of noncommissioned Army offi  cers who reported mental health prob-

lems during their third or fourth Iraq tour. [Los Angeles Times, 3/7/08]

88: Percent of current and former U.S. military offi  cers surveyed in a recent inde-

pendent study who believe that the demands of the war in Iraq have “stretched the 

U.S. military dangerously thin.” [Foreign Policy/Center for New American Security, 

2/19/08]

94: Percent of Army recruits who had high school diplomas in Fiscal Year 2003. 

[Larry Korb, The Guardian, 10/12/07]

79: Percent of Army recruits who had high school diplomas in Fiscal Year 2007 

[Larry Korb, The Guardian, 10/12/07]

67: Percent of captains the Army managed to retain this year, short of its goal of 

80 percent, and in spite of cash bonus incentives of up to $35,000. [Senate Armed 

Services Committee hearing, 2/26/08]

1,188: Number of global terrorist incidents from January to Sept. 11th, 2001. [Ameri-

can Security Project, “Are We Winning?,” September 2007]

5,188: Number of global terrorist incidents from January to Sept. 11th, 2006. 

[American Security Project, “Are We Winning?,” September 2007]

30: Percent increase in violence in Afghanistan from 2006 to 2007. [Reuters, 

10/15/07]

21: Number of suicide bombings in Afghanistan in 2001. [Center for American 

Progress, “The Forgotten Front,” 11/07]

139: Number of suicide bombings in Afghanistan in 2006, with an additional 

increase of 69 percent as of November 2007. [Center for American Progress, “The 

Forgotten Front,” 11/07]

30: Percent of Afghanistan controlled by the Afghan government. [Associated 

Press, 2/27/08]

2,385: Days since Sept. 11th, 2001, that Osama Bin Laden has been at-large.

$50 billion to $60 billion: Bush administration’s prewar estimates of the cost of the 

war. [New York Times, 12/31/02]

$12 Billion: Direct cost per month of the war. [Washington Post, 3/9/08]

$3 Trillion: Total estimated cost of the Iraq War. [Washington Post, 3/9/08]

$5 trillion to $7 trillion: Total cost of wars in Iraq and Afghanistan accounting for 

continued military operations, growing debt and interest payments and con-

tinuing health care and counseling costs for veterans. [McClatchy newspapers, 

2/27/08]

61: Percent of Iraqis that believe the U.S. military presence makes the security situ-

ation in Iraq worse. [Agence France-Presse, 3/17/08]

127: Number of journalists killed in Iraq since March 2003. [Committee to Protect 

Journalists]

$33.51: Cost of a barrel of oil in March 2003. [Energy Information Admin.]

$105.68: Cost of a barrel of oil on March 17, 2008. [NYMEX]

35,000: Number of private security contractors operating in Iraq. [Human Rights 

First, Private Security Contractors at War]

180,000: Number of private contractors operating in Iraq. [Human Rights First, 

Private Security Contractors at War]

3: Number out of 18 Bush administration benchmarks met by Iraqi government as 

of January 24, 2008. [Center for American Progress, 1/24/08]

18: Number of provinces President Bush said would be secured by Iraqis as of No-

vember 2007. [President Bush speech, 1/10/07]

8: Number of provinces actually secured by Iraqis as of January 2008. [National 

Public Radio, 1/7/08]

8: Number of times a majority of the Senate has voted to change course in Iraq.

7: Number of times Republicans in Congress have blocked changing course in Iraq.

1: Number of vetoes issued by the White House over changing course in Iraq.

Statistics provided by Sen. Harry Reid.
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Vice President Dick Cheney was also 
in Iraq this week. Cheney told the 
Iraqi government that their leaders 
have to show some progress on both 
their domestic and economic fronts. 
And the Iraqis said to Cheney, “Uh, 
you fi rst.” --Jay Leno

Vice President Dick Cheney...you know where he is right now? He’s in Baghdad. While 
he was in Iraq, he said that it’s a successful endeavor. At least I think that’s what he said. 
It was hard to hear over the explosions. --David Letterman

Other campaign stories this week: 
Geraldine Ferraro had to leave the 
Clinton campaign after a big kerfuf-
fl e in which she continually insisted 
that the only reason Barack Obama 
was doing so well was that he was 
black. Everybody knows that’s a 
HUGE advantage when seeking na-
tional offi ce in this country. 
–Peter Sagal, host of NPR’s “Wait, 
Wait, Don’t Tell Me!”

There’s a chance that John McCain will pick Condoleezza 
Rice as his vice president. Well actually, I think that’s a 
perfectly balanced ticket. Right? I mean, he’s white, she’s 
black. He’s a man, she’s a woman. He’s always steamed, 
she’s Rice. You see what I’m saying?  -- Jay Leno

Congratulations to John McCain, he wrapped up 
the Republican nomination this week. And we 
know this is offi cial now because Mike Huckabee 
dropped out and said he was joining forces with 
John McCain. Oh, great, you’ve got one guy who 
doesn’t believe in evolution, and another guy who 
remembers it. --Bill Maher

Big news out of the Pentagon. The 
Pentagon just published a report, 
just a couple of hours ago, that offi -
cially confi rms that there was never 
any link between Saddam Hussein 
and al-Qaeda. The report is entitled, 
“Oops, Our Bad.” 
--Conan O’Brien

Ralph Nader announced he is 
running for president again. 
His announcement has fi lled 
millions of people with ex-
citement and hope. And these 
people are called Republicans. 
--Craig Ferguson

Barack Obama...apparently trying 
to distance himself from his church. 
And today, Mitt  Romney said, “Hey 
good luck with that! Let me know 
how that works out for you!”  
--Jay Leno

Today, Barack Obama criticized John McCain for mistakenly saying that Iran was sending 
aid to al Qaeda in Iraq, which is not true. And afterwards, President Bush told McCain, 
“Don’t worry about it. I didn’t know that either.” --Jay Leno

Ralph Nader announced he‛s running 
for president again. Immediately 
after the announcement, the guy 
sitting next to Nader on the park 
bench told him to shut up. 
--Conan O‛Brien
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