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 Orientation Week! Oh, the 
memories. First interactions with 
roommates, awkward meetings 
with resident advisors; taking in 
that first collegetown party, your 
first phone call to a friend at home; 
acting too cool for Orientation 
Week events, complaining about 
the short essay. (Sigh) We remem-
ber it all too well. 
 So, some advice from your 
wise, worldly Editors-in-Chief. 
Have fun! And really put yourself 
out there. Try to do something you 
wouldn’t normally do, while tak-
ing all the necessary safety precau-
tions, of course. Cornell has such 
an array of diverse activities: aca-
demic, extracurricular, and social 
opportunities abound, and it would 
be truly unfortunate to go through 
college without ever really leaving 
your comfort zone. See Jamie’s ar-
ticle below for great advice about 
classes, clubs, and more. And be 
sure to check out some of the fea-

tured groups on pages 7-8 for some.
 We’re both ecstatic about 
the upcoming year. Not only are we 
excited about coming back to Cor-
nell (Sam for his last year!) but this 
is also 2008 and one of the most 
important elections in our lives is 
only two months away. Do we want 
four more years of the old guard, 
four more years of stagnant, par-
tisan politicking? Or are we ready 
to usher in a new-age president, a 
senator who embodies change? 
 We hope that you will join 
us as we rally around the Obama 
campaign this upcoming semester. 
We’ll be supporting some of the 
Cornell Democrats’ events, as well 
as sponsoring keynote speakers and 
examining the upcoming election. 
Don’t agree with us, or want to shoot 
us a thought or comment? Email us 
at ProgressiveEditor@earthlink.net.

Continued on page 2

From The Editors’ Desk...

By Jamie FeigenBaum

 As I enter my senior year at 
Cornell, I find myself spending a good 
amount of time reflecting on my past 
three years above Cayuga’s waters, 
patting myself on the back for the 
good decisions I have made, and pon-
dering where I could have made im-
provements. I don’t regret any of my 
choices, (no matter how devastating or 
embarrassing they felt at the time), but 
with my time-tested wisdom, here is a 
list of 10 suggestions I wish I took to 
heart coming into my freshman year. 

10. No hooking-up with someone 
whose room must be passed to get to 
the bathroom! 
 While it might seem perfect 
and convenient to get involved with the 
cutie down the hall, be assured, if and 
when things go south, it will not be fun 
to see them multiple times a day as you 
pass by their dorm room just to shower, 
brush your teeth, or use the facilities. 
So while seeing your new hall-mate 
as a bed-mate might appear perfectly 
harmless at the time, remember that 
passing their room in your towel for the 
next year might not be a happy kismet! 

9. Partake in dorm events
 You are guaranteed to forget 
when these are happening and then be 

thrilled to discover the free food, stand 
around only with your friends, and then 
retreat back to your dorm room. But 
this defeats the purpose of full-dorm 
events. Granted, I met more people on 
late-night, burning-popcorn-induced 
fire evacuations than from organized 
dorm events, but nothing should have 
to catch fire for you to meet your 
neighbors. Make a friend on every 
floor or at least in every wing of your 
floor. You never know whom they can 
introduce you to or who you will meet 
on the way to and from their room. 
 
8. Eat lunch—even better, make 
meal plans 
 The daily grind gets tedious 
and eating alone not only looks lame 
but it also makes each meal just a way 
to stuff your body with sustenance and 
kill time between lectures. Make lunch 
plans. Make dinner plans. Make your 
meals fun social events. Studies say 
that people eat less when they eat with 
others—so not only will you become a 
social butterfly but you will also keep 
that Freshman 15 in check. Nothing 
energizes you more than laughing with 
your friends, so don’t be afraid to com-
mit to lunch and dinner plans, and al-
ways be open to inviting others along.

7. Seek help
 Trust your friends. Talk with 

them about how to solve problems 
in life, school, and relationships that 
you feel cannot be solved on your 
own. But if that fails, seek out other 
outlets—whether it’s from an RA, a 
TA, a professor, or Health Services. 
There is no harm is asking some-
one for help and you are not wasting 
anyone’s time. You matter and your 
feelings, concerns, and stresses are 
valid. The sooner you learn to recog-
nize that, the better off you will be. 

6. Break in your shoes 
 You’ve probably already no-
ticed that you do a lot of walking on 
campus, so do yourself a favor and make 
sure not to leave North Campus with-
out wearing shoes that feel comfort-
able. Run up and down the fire steps in 
your dorm (or around the town houses) 
in your new shoes while wearing socks 
to stretch them out before you even 
consider wearing those new kicks for 
a full day (or worse, night out). Even if 
you think you are only going to a near-
by fraternity for the evening, you never 
know when that trip will turn into a hike 
to Collegetown for a slice of pizza or a 
hop to another, more happening venue. 

5. Make friends with someone in 
every dorm 
 The easiest way to accom-
plish this is through your classes, so 

do not be afraid to speak up to the 
person who sits next to you, or to start 
up a conversation with a classmate 
on your way out (maybe suggest they 
join you and friends for your weekly 
Cascadeli lunch). Everyone you meet 
will probably have friends in their 
own dorm for you to meet, and you 
can then reciprocate by introducing 
your new friends to your floor mates. 
 
4. Find people to study with
 No one cares how bright you 
were in high school, and no matter how 
much you think you can study solo, you 
are probably kidding yourself (watching 
Entourage is not going to help you pass 
Bio 101), so make friends to divide and 
conquer those pesky essay questions 
and chapter reviews. Make sure to pull 
your own weight, and try to trust your 
study pals to do the same. Be sure to 
prepare for your study group—showing 
up not knowing anything will not help 
you or anyone else. Also, don’t hesitate 
to ask others to clarify what you don’t 
understand—teaching someone else is 
the best way to figure out what you un-
derstand and what you don’t. (Howev-
er, spending all your group study time 
complaining about how much you hate 
studying will not get you anywhere.) 

Continued on page 2
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Continued From Page 1

 Last year, we spent a lot of 
time on the presidential election, 
but also focused on key issues at 
Cornell, nationally, and abroad. 
Our writers and editors have a wide 
range of opinions and we welcome 
all types of progressives on staff, 
from Kucinich-backers to those who 
might still be on the fence about this 
election. We enjoy educated debate 
and acknowledge that these differ-
ences help make Cornell such a great 
campus at which to live and learn. 
 The Cornell Progressive will 
continue to be the campus outlet 
for progressive thought and analy-

sis this year. Our writers provide 
intelligent and provoking analysis 
on a range of topics, and we wel-
come your thoughts, insights, and 
opinions. If you have something to 
say, and want to give journalism a 
shot, try The Cornell Progressive. 
 This year we hope to fur-
ther expand our reach and add 
some new elements to the paper.  
We will continue polling the cam-
pus on a range of questions, as we 
want to know what Cornell students 
are thinking. Our poll results from 
the spring are detailed on page 6. 
We’ll also conduct interviews with 
campus professors and leaders, 
and can hopefully include some 

Arts & Leisure supplements to our 
news and political components.
 We will also make meet-
ings more fun and informal, with 
guest speakers, debates, and 
maybe a competition or two with 
other organizations. That is, un-
less The Cornell Review (found-
ed by Ann Coulter) is too scared 
to play us in a game of football!
 We hope you’ll join us at our 
first meeting of the year on Monday, 
September 1, at 5pm. (Location is 
TBA) Help us make this a great year! 

Sam Levine and Elie Bilmes 
are a senior and junior in the 
College of Arts & Sciences.

From the Editors’ Desk

Continued from page 1

3. Admit when you are not hav-
ing fun
 College is about learn-
ing—thus, learning about yourself 
and your limits is essential. Learn 
how many drinks you can handle, 
how many classes you can take, 
how many times a week you can 
get to the gym, how many RPCC 
cookies you can eat without feeling 
sick to your stomach—but the most 
important thing I learned fresh-
man year was to admit to myself 
when I was not enjoying myself. 
 There are some things in 
life that you have to do, but in your 
precious free time, it is important 
that you are doing things you like, 
and before you realize what activi-
ties you like, you will learn which 
you dislike. When a party is not 
bumping, admit that you want to 
leave. When a class is not what you 
hoped it would be, admit that you 
want to drop it. When a relationship 
feels like it is unfulfilling, admit 
that you want out. People respect 
people who know what they want, 
so—until you can figure out exactly 

what you are looking for—learn 
to recognize when something is 
not what you dreamed it would be. 

2. Join things 
 Meeting people in a non-ac-
ademic, non-dorm, sober state is an 
important aspect of college, so go 
to the Club Fair and sign up for any 
organization that piques your inter-
est. Sure, for years your e-mail in-
box will be flooded with messages 
from groups you are not an active 
member of, but it keeps your op-
tions open and keeps you informed 
of campus activities and events. 
Pick one or two activities that you 
really have a passion for and be-
come an active member. Unlike 
high-school, where clubs required 
little commitment, in college each 
activity is much more time-con-
suming, but also more rewarding. 

1. Give back
 If I could do anything about 
freshman year (and all of college, 
for that matter) over again, I would 
volunteer more. In many ways, 
your college years are very self-in-
volved—you are finding out who 
you are, taking advantage of your 

independence, and studying infor-
mation for the future—and there 
will be times when you realize that 
it has been weeks since you did any-
thing nice, helpful, and selfless for 
another human being. So while col-
lege is an extremely important time 
for self-discovery, try to keep the 
well-being of others in mind, too. 
There are tons of ways on campus 
and off to volunteer, and amazing 
service options for college breaks.
 
 So take my advice (or don’t), 
bur either way by this time next 
year you will not be able to imagine 
yourself attending any other school 
but Cornell. You will be thrilled that 
the Cornell Housing Office had the 
great insight to place you in the “best 
dorm” with “the coolest people” as 
if they knew who your best friends 
should be! I’m so jealous that, as 
freshmen, your whole college career 
extends before you, and trust me, 
by the time Fall Break rolls around, 
you’ll all be college experts ready 
to disseminate your own educated 
wisdom and advice. Best of luck!

Advice For a Great 
Freshman Year

CP

Get Involved!

We’re looking for writers, editors, layout, and 
public relations staff. 

Email ProgressiveEditor@earthlink.net for 
information about our first meeting.

Editors-in-Chief
Elie Y. Bilmes ‘10

Samuel R. Levine ‘09

Managing Editors
Nate T. Baker ‘11 (Executive)
Jacob M. Arem ‘11  (News)

Dan J. Smith ‘10 (National and Int’l)
Catherine T. Lussenhop ‘11 (Features)

Columnist
Will Rosenzweig ‘08, ‘11

Staff Writers
Jacob Arem ‘11, Nate Baker ‘11,

Catherine Lussenhop ‘11, 
Timothy Myers ‘09

Features Staff
Breanna Byington ‘11,

Jamie Feigenbaum ‘09, Ethan Felder ‘09

Contributors
Jesse Berkowsky ‘09, Vivian Cheng ‘11, 

Kasey Clavelle, Andy Howlett ‘07

Layout
 Eric Zatz ‘10

Treasurer
Eric Zatz ‘10

Pollster
Mike Goldstein ‘09

Web Design
Eric Zatz ‘10

Editors Emeriti
Shai Akabas ‘09,
Ethan Felder ‘09

Advisor
Edward Baptist, Government

 Founders
Thomas Leung ’02, Tsee Yuan Lee ’02, 

Tsee Yung Lee ’02

An Independent Student Publication

Funded in part by the Student Activity Fee. 
Published with support from the Center for American 

Progress / Campus Progress      

Comments and letters to the editor are 
always welcome at:

ProgressiveEditor@earthlink.net

The Cornell Progressive, an independent student organization 
located at Cornell University, produced and is responsible 
for the content of this publication. This publication was not 
reviewed or approved by, nor does it necessarily express or 
reflect the policies or opinions of, Cornell University or its 

designated representatives.

The Cornell Progressive is a non-profit newspaper
pulished by Cornell students for the local community. We act 

as a forum for political discussion.  The viewpoints of our 
writers do not necessarily reflect the views of our advertisers 

or our editorial board.  

Visit our website and join our listserve to keep up to date 
with Cornell Progressive news, events, and deadlines.

WWW.CUProgressive.ORG



Aug. 22, 2008 3The Cornell Progressive

Unsolicited Legal Advice
By andy Howlett

 As I write this, I’m starting to 
feel very, very old.
 Back in the day – way back in 
the day, it seems – I was a columnist for 
the Progressive, and Turn Left before 
it. In my last column, penned immedi-
ately after my graduation, I gave some 
advice about how one could succeed 
while being a progressive at Cornell in 
a climate that, despite many miscon-
ceptions on the subject, was not alto-
gether friendly to progressive views. 
 This piece is a bit more for-
ward looking. I want to shed some 
light – a year deep into the experience 
– of the prospects for a Cornell pro-
gressive in law school. If you’re sitting 
in Olin café reading this, and have at 
one point or another wondered wheth-
er or not law school is the right call . . 
. well the next 1000 words are for you. 
 A lot of progressives from 
Cornell, including many former CP 
writers, decided, at one point or an-

other, that they wanted to go to law 
school. While it’s true that some peo-
ple end up doing Teach for America or 
the Peace Corps or some other form of 
public service, as well as taking jobs 
in the private sector to pay off those 
burdensome student loans, law school 
is an increasingly popular choice. 
 It’s got some appeal, I sup-
pose, for people like me who never 
really had any skills aside from a ge-
neric, undeveloped penchant for lib-
eral arts and a mild interest in politics 

and legal issues. People also think that 
a law degree is the best way to enter 
politics or some aspect of the pub-
lic policy arena. Others think, along 
those lines, that law school will be a 
great way for them to make a differ-
ence. Still others just think that the 
law will be “interesting” and will in-
volve the same sort of scholarship on 
which they cut their teeth at Goldwin 
Smith Hall. Finally, there’s the group 
that thinks that this will be another 
kicked-back couple of years during 
which they can “find” themselves and 
figure out what they really want to do. 
 Truthfully, these are all ter-
rible reasons to go to law school. If 
you don’t have the political pedigree 
and capital to enter politics in the first 
place, a Juris Doctor will do little to 
bolster your credentials (The Kenne-
dys didn’t succeed because they went 
to top law schools, they succeeded be-
cause they were Kennedys). And un-
less you do some research about what 
kind of a difference you want to make 
with your law degree (and how you’re 
going to make it after an additional 
$160,000 in debt), you may find a 
hard dose of reality guiding your hand 
as you sign on to a corporate law firm.  
 At my school, a lot of people 
come in wanting to be public defend-
ers or legal aid workers or interna-
tional human rights advocates, but 
not nearly as many come out with 
those jobs (and I myself may be in 
this category, I confess).  Three years 
and a small fortune can understand-
ably cause even the most dedicated 
crusader for justice to spend at least a 
few years trying to make real money. 
 Finally, studying law is noth-
ing – I repeat – absolutely nothing 
like taking a Government class at 
Cornell. I could write a whole other 
article (or book) on the academic 
frustrations of the American legal 
curriculum, the harsh grading curves, 
the complete lack of meaningful feed-
back, the tear-out-your-hair stress, 
the pages and pages of dry appel-

late opinions, the competitive atmo-
sphere of it all, and so forth, but that’s 
been done many times by others, so 
I’ll just leave it at this: law school, 
academically, couldn’t be more dif-
ferent than the college approach 
toward learning and scholarship. 
 So there’s a healthy dose 
of cynicism. Now the good news, 
if all of the above has not deterred 
you: you can still be a progressive 
in law school, and, in fact, the law 
is in desperate need of driven, dedi-
cated, and capable progressives. 
 In the first place, law school is 
a fantastic opportunity to understand 
the mystifying American judicial sys-
tem, a system that is the fundamental 
determinant of what justice and fair-
ness mean for our country. To study 
the law is to expose oneself to a de-
bate about those notions. Now, more 
than ever before, with our government 
bogged down in an illegal war abroad 
and infringing on constitutional pro-
tections at home, progressives need 
not only be a part of this debate; they 
need to win it. Today it’s unconstitu-
tional renditions and wiretaps, tomor-
row, who knows?  Intelligent liberals 
need to be part of this country’s legal 
landscape, or else John Ashcroft’s 
America will become a reality. 
 Relatedly, and just as impor-
tantly, studying the law is empow-
ering, and I mean that in a concrete 
sense, not the vague, fluffy, want-to-
change-the-world sort of way.  Let 
me explain by the way of a famous 
example. Eight years ago the U.S. Su-
preme Court effectively determined 
the outcome of a presidential election 
by decreeing that recounts in the state 
of Florida were an unconstitutional 
violation of equal protection and 
must be halted. After that moment, 
I always had a brooding sense that 
something was very wrong with this, 
but I was incapable of discussing the 
merits and intricacies of the decision. 
 After spending some time 
looking at the case, its precedents, 
and its purported justification and rea-
soning, I would say that Bush v. Gore 
was one of the most terrible Supreme 
Court decisions ever written in the 
history of this country, worse, from a 

legal perspective, than Scott v. Sand-
ford (holding that blacks were proper-
ty, not people) and Plessy v. Fergesson 
(legitimizing ‘separate but equal’ poli-
cies).  The opinion not only is poorly 
written and unworkable in future 
practice (as it would have the effect of 
invalidating basically every election 
that this country has ever had), but 
also stands directly against many of 
the oft-praised judicial philosophies 
of the justices that wrote it, who have 
so often called for judicial restraint 
and an end to expansionist modes 
of interpretations of constitutional 
doctrines such as equal protection. 
 Finally, working in the law 
lets you help people in some pretty 
cool ways. Since I have started I have 
worked with a legal aid office helping 

immigrant workers whom Verizon has 
cheated out of their money, provided 
legal advice to a non-profit working 
on educating the public on new tech-
nologies and alternative energy, and 
contributed to an amicus curiae brief 
demanding recourse on behalf of peo-
ple who were illegally kidnapped and 
tortured by the CIA and its unscrupu-
lous foreign collaborators. These are 
opportunities you will have both in law 
school and after you graduate. Even 
many lawyers who end up working 
for large private firms often contrib-
ute their services pro bono, working 
on many cases similar to the above. 
 As you can see, then, it’s 
kind of a mixed-bag. On the off 
chance you made it this far, and 
have more questions, shoot me an 
email (alh59). In the meantime, 
have a great year, and for those of 
you submitting to the hell that is the 
LSATs this semester . . . good luck!

Despite only being a short walk apart, the learning environment at 
Cornell Law School is completely different from that 

within Goldwin Smith Hall.

You can still be a 
progressive in law 

school, and, in fact, 
the law is in desperate 

need of driven, 
dedicated, and capable 

progressives.

Studying the law is 
empowering, and I 

mean that in a concrete 
sense, not the vague, 

fluffy, want-to-change-
the-world sort of way.

Protests outside the Supreme Court during deliberations for 
Bush v. Gore. From a legal perspective, this was one of 

the worst cases in Supreme Court history. CP
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Louisiana Primes a Generation of Creationists
By ViVian Cheng 

 While you were sipping ice-
cold lemonade and relaxing pool-
side this summer, Charles Darwin 
was writhing in his grave. The rea-
son: Louisiana Senate Bill 733. The 
“Louisiana Science Education Act” 
(LSEA) officially became law on June 
25, 2008, with the signature of Bobby 
Jindal, Louisiana’s Republican gover-
nor and speculated McCain running 
mate. Do not be fooled by the words 
“science education.” Not only is LSEA 
a ploy to promote doubt in evolution 
and the foundation of science alto-
gether, but it also undermines recent 
national efforts to bolster science, 
technology, engineering, and math 
(STEM) education in the United States. 
 Introduced by Louisiana 
State Senators Ben Nevers (D), A.G. 
Crowe (R), Neil Riser (R), and Francis 
Thompson (D), S.B. 733 calls for pub-
lic elementary and secondary schools 
to promote “critical thinking skills, 
logical analysis, and open and objec-
tive discussion of scientific theories 
being studied including, but not lim-
ited to, evolution, the origins of life, 
global warming, and human cloning.” 

First off, cloning isn’t even a theory; it 
is a research technique. Secondly, LA 
students were already learning critical 
thinking skills and logic in their classes 
without having to question science. 
 The real meaning of this new 
law is that science classrooms are 
now free to supplement standard ma-
terials – which are chosen by school 
boards – with whatever the teacher 
fancies. Astronomy teachers believe 
in astrology? Chemistry teachers be-
lieve in alchemy? These may be the 
new subjects Louisiana students learn. 
 Louisiana’s schools may 
leave students confused about science 
and unable to survive in the modern 
workforce.  Furthermore, LSEA will 
lead students to question the integ-
rity of science and therefore be dis-
couraged from pursuing additional 
education in STEM. In a slumping 
economy that is more and more reli-
ant on STEM advances, Louisiana is 
digging its own grave with this law.
 S.B. 733 is supported by the 
Louisiana Family Forum, “a group of 
pastors, policymakers, and concerned 
citizens” – not scientists or educa-
tors. The Seattle-based pro-Intelligent 
Design (ID) think tank, the Discov-

ery Institute, is also a champion of 
LSEA, going as far as to help write 
the bill and arrange for favorable tes-
timony. The Discovery Institute conve-
niently has its own “science” textbook 
named Explore Evolution, which is 
derived from Of Pandas and People, 
the controversial pro-ID textbook, 
also written by Discovery Institute fel-
lows. No wonder the institute was so 
enthusiastic to assist Nevers’ cause.
 LSEA contradicts our nation’s 
aim to reestablish competitiveness in 
STEM. Before Congress entered its 4th 
of July recess, 67 U.S. House members 
co-sponsored H.R. 6104, the “Enhanc-

ing STEM Education Act of 2008,” 
which was introduced by Represen-
tative Mike Honda (D-CA) and had 
support from both parties. Senator and 
presidential candidate Barack Obama 
(D-IL) concurrently introduced the bill 
(S. 3047) to the Senate. According to the 
National Center for Education Statis-
tics, in 2000, 93% of students in grades 
5-9 were taught physical science by a 
teacher without a major or certification 
in the physical science. Is it really a 
good idea to introduce more instability 
in science classes in times like these?
 Every scientific society that 
has made any statement about S.B. 733 
expressed opposition to the sweeping 
bill before Governor Jindal signed it 
into law. One such group is the Ameri-
can Association for the Advancement 
of Science (AAAS), the world’s largest 
general scientific society and publisher 
of the journal Science. AAAS represents 
the interests of 10 million scientists 

worldwide, including many professors 
at Cornell University. AAAS CEO Alan 
Leshner recently told CBS’s “Face the 
Nation” that, “the way we’re going to 
have smart, intelligent kids is exposing 
them to the very best science.” Howev-
er, Jindal’s signing of S.B. 733 will do 
just the opposite. ID and creationism 
are not science; unlike evolution, we 
cannot test for the presence of God or 
any other “designer.” Those concepts 
based on religious belief are fine to in-
troduce in philosophy or comparative 
religion classes – but not science class
 Ironically, Jindal was a bi-
ology major at Brown University. 
His former genetics professor, Pro-
fessor Arthur Landy, begged the 
governor to veto the bill. “Without 
evolution, modern biology, includ-
ing medicine and biotechnology, 
wouldn’t make sense,” argued Landy.
 LSEA is not Louisiana’s first 
attempt to teach students creationism. 
In 1987, the Supreme Court declared 
Louisiana’s “Creationism Act,” which 
prohibited the teaching of evolution 
without an equal amount of “creation 
science,” unconstitutional. Although 
LSEA does not explicitly single out cre-
ationism, it is clear that this is the bill’s 
intent, given Louisiana’s history and 
highly pro-creationism/ID population. 
 Other states, such as Florida and 
Oklahoma, have recently attempted to 
introduce creationism bills, and nearly 
all have died in state legislatures. Mich-
igan’s House introduced a bill similar 
to S.B. 733 this past May and the same 
bill was introduced to Michigan’s Sen-
ate in June. Neither received any fur-
ther action and this anti-evolution bill 
will most likely die in both state houses. 
 As the summer season winds 
down and students return to school, 
the country will certainly be watch-
ing Louisiana . Effective this com-
ing 2008-2009 school year, LSEA 
may change Louisiana education 
forever, undoubtedly for the worse.

Steve Greenberg, Ventura County Star

The reality of this law 
is that teachers may 

supplement traditional 
science subjects with 

teachings of astrology 
or alchemy.

CP

Americans Unsettled By Rising Gas Prices 
By nathanial Baker 

 Although the price of oil 
dropped at the end of the summer, it 
has still dramatically increased over 
the past year, and the emerging oil 
crisis is the biggest economic prob-
lem that the world currently faces. 
 The United States, forerun-
ner in the consumption of world oil, 
is doing little to mitigate the crisis 
and wean itself off of carbon fluids. 
Meanwhile, President Bush has broken 
with his father (who signed an execu-
tive order in 1990 that banned coastal 
oil exploration) and his brother (an 
outspoken opponent of offshore drill-
ing when he was governor of Florida) 
and is attempting to strong-arm Con-
gress into opening up the Alaska Na-
tional Wildlife Refuge and waters off 
the east coast to domestic drilling. All 
of this in spite of the U.S. Energy In-
formation Agency’s (EIA) statements 
that domestic drilling would make no 
substantial change in the price of oil.  

 Even John McCain, the 
self-proclaimed maverick, has flip-
flopped from his original opposition 
to offshore drilling to promoting it, 

saying that it would have a “psy-
chological impact” on the American 
people, much like the “mental reces-
sion” that his prospective Treasury 
Secretary and former top aide Phil 
Gramm said was afflicting our nation.
 The McCain campaign is ben-
efiting from the bonus cash received 
by oil companies, who bumped up his 
donations from $116,000 in March, 
$283,000 in April and $208,000 in 
May to $1.1 million in June, three-

quarters of which came after his June 
16 speech calling for an end to the ban. 
McCain recently canceled a Gulf coast 
visit after an oil spill occurred close to 
where the senator planned on giving an 
anti-moratorium speech. But he hasn’t 
canceled his advertisements which 
dishonestly blame Senator Obama 
directly for four-dollar gasoline.  
 According to the EIA, ap-
proximately 16 billion barrels of oil 
are covered by the offshore morato-
rium, enough for oil companies to 
make a killing, but not a sufficient 
supply to make a noticeable difference 
for the American people at the pump.
 House Speaker Nancy Pelosi 
voiced her criticism of Bush and Mc-
Cain when she said, “The president’s 
proposal sounds like another page from 
the administration’s energy policy that 
was literally written by the oil indus-
try: give away more public resources 
to the very same oil companies that are 
sitting on 68 million acres of federal 
lands they’ve already leased.” Pelosi is 
referring to the number of oil and gas 

permits on federal land, which despite 
having doubled over the last five years, 
have had no effect on price or supply. 
 For most environmentalists 
and sustainability advocates, the name 
T. Boone Pickens might strike a cord.
A former geologist who made billions 
from drilling for oil in the U.S., Pick-
ens spent $3 million on the Swift Boat 
attacks that unethically attacked John 
Kerry’s reputation as an American sol-
dier in Vietnam. Now in a $58 million 
campaign, he is defying his right-wing 
allies in proclaiming that drilling for 
oil will not save us from five-dollar a 
gallon gas. He says he doesn’t mind if 
we do drill, as he would certainly make 
profits, but he believes that President 
Bush and other congressional Re-
publicans are misleading the public.
It’s high time for a new energy 
policy in this country, and sad-
ly, the McCain campaign only 
seems to offer more of the same.

The McCain campaign 
is benefiting from the 

bonus cash received by 
oil companies.
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It’s Not Just a Change Election; 
Things Have Changed in this Election

Will RosenzWeig       On the trail

 There is a strong human incli-
nation to assume that the present and 
the future will be like the past. There’s 
no better manifestation of this tendency 
than the electoral analysis of most poli-
ticians and political pundits. So even as 
everyone agrees this election is about 
change, many are blind to the fact that 
things have already changed. Stop 
looking to 2004 as a model; the 2008 
election will not resemble it in the least.
 It’s not surprising that the po-
litical classes are stuck in a 2004 state 
of mind. Most of the Bush presidency 
has been highly polarized, deeply par-
tisan, and remarkably static. From an 
electoral perspective, only three states 
changed their minds from 2000 to 2004. 
New Hampshire went for Kerry four 
years after voting for Bush, while Iowa 
and New Mexico switched to Bush af-
ter giving Al Gore their electoral votes 
four years earlier. Even in these states 
there was a hardly a change; the com-
bined percentage change (in either di-
rection) of these three states was a re-
markably small 4.48%, or just under a 
1.5% change per state. It seemed that 
both those who supported Bush and 

those who rejected him the first time 
merely dug in deeper the next go-round.
 Of course, the issues in the 
2004 campaign were radically differ-
ent than in 2000. Yet the narrative of 
perpetual red states against blue states, 
a narrative, incidentally, perpetuated by 
Barack Obama in his 2004 Democratic 
National Convention speech, was all to 
easy to run with. For those that forget 
what happened after Bush won reelec-
tion, here is a quick summary: Bush 
failed spectacularly in attempting to 
privatize social security, he horribly 
botched (or failed to care about) the 
recovery effort along the Gulf Coast 
after Hurricane Katrina, Americans 
became fed up with the war in Iraq, 
the Republicans became embroiled in 
a series of damaging corruption scan-
dals, the Democrats decisively won the 

2006 midterms by taking back both 
houses of Congress, the economy went 
to hell, Bush’s approval rating dropped 
to a paltry 25%, and millions of new 

voters came out to support one of two 
groundbreaking candidates in a his-
toric Democratic primary. Things have 
changed! Yet John McCain’s campaign 
is foundering badly because it is hang-
ing on to outdated notions of elec-
toral politics and the American voter.
 The current McCain messag-

ing on the airwaves, from surrogates, 
and even from the candidate himself is 
the prime example of how backwards 
the campaign’s thinking is. On June 
3, the night Barack Obama effectively 
captured the Democratic nomination, 
John McCain stood before a national 
TV audience and gave his infamous 
“green screen” speech. Although Ste-
phen Colbert comically poked fun at 
the colorful scenery, it wasn’t McCain’s 
juxtaposition with a vomit-green back-
drop that was awful about the speech 
(nor was it his creepy smile). The mes-
sage that pervaded the speech, com-
plete with the refrain “that’s not change 
we can believe in,” that change for the 
sake of change is a bad idea, was the 
real stinker. He did nothing to enhance 
his own image, present his own vi-
sion, or even come across as likeable.

 In speech after speech since 
that point, the repetition of the theme 
that Obama is untested, unready, na-
ïve, and a real risk for the American 
people has come from the lips of John 
McCain and his surrogates. “But is 
he ready to lead?” asked a recent ad-
vertisement, which also featured the 
images of Britney Spears and Paris 
Hilton before turning to Obama. Ig-
noring the obvious racial overtones 
of the piece -- the equation of two 
notoriously loose white women with 
a black man and the freeze frame of 
Obama’s face with the words “foreign 
oil” with “foreign” in much larger let-
tering than “oil ” -- the ad was a com-
plete misreading of the political winds.
 Although hailed by the news 
media as dirty but effective, this Karl 
Rove tactic is a campaign relic that 
should be in a museum rather than on 
the airwaves. Clearly the McCain strat-
egy is, as Obama put it, to point out that 
his opponent “doesn’t look like all those 
other presidents on the dollar bills.” 
Yet the political mood in the coun-
try demands freshness, newness, and 
change above all else. So while mak-
ing Obama seem like a risk may still 
be sound strategy, doing it overtly, and 
in such a callous way, merely weakens 
McCain’s already deteriorating image 
as an independent, honest, and hon-
orable moderate. Without that image, 
McCain would not be within fifteen 
points of Obama. Indeed, Mitt Rom-
ney, Mike Huckabee, and the rest of the 
GOP primary rodeo corral never were.
 The Rove disciples believe 
this will work because it worked for 
Bush in 2004. Yet Bush’s image of 
resoluteness worked perfectly with the 
national mood of uncertainty about 
national security at the time. Paint-
ing John Kerry as weak and risky was 
the right message then, but it’s not 
enough now. Things have changed.
 The McCain campaign’s iner-
tia toward the changing times extends 
to their conception of the electoral map. 
The New York Times recently ran a sto-
ry on television advertising spending 
by the McCain and Obama campaigns 
which revealed interesting patterns in 
the two campaign’s electoral strategies. 
Once again, McCain believes 2008 
will be just like 2004. Between June 3, 
when the general election essential be-
gan, and July 26, McCain had poured 
money into Pennsylvania, Ohio, Wis-
consin and Michigan and had consid-
erably outspent Obama in Minnesota, 
Iowa, and New Mexico. While Ohio 
is a tightly contested and critical race 
and Michigan may be McCain’s best 
opportunity to peel away a Kerry state 
from Obama’s column, the rest of the 
states listed were swing states in 2004 
but are almost certainly going to be 
Obama states in 2008. The pollster.com 
poll average has these states anywhere 
between a 6.5% Obama advantage in 
Iowa to a 12.5% blow-out in Minne-
sota. The political map has changed.
 Among the states that are far 
closer than Iowa in this election are 

North Carolina, Georgia, North Da-
kota, Montana, Indiana, Florida, Colo-
rado, and Virginia. In the first five of 
these seven states, Obama has spent 
considerable resources while McCain 
has not spent a dime. In Florida alone 
Obama has outspent McCain by more 
than $5 million to absolutely nothing, 
bringing the state within 1% in the lat-
est polling average. While the McCain 
campaign is in denial that many of these 
strong Bush states are now in play, the 
fact is that in poll after poll they are. 
 So even as some media outlets 
attempt to put 2008 in the neat little 
framework already established in 2004, 
by telling their viewers that this is a 
toss-up election that will come down to 
Ohio and Florida once more, or that the 
Democratic candidate is elitist and un-
proven, the electoral dynamics of the 
campaign continue to march to their 
own beat. John McCain needs to real-
ize that things have already changed 
in this election. Otherwise, things are 
really going to change in this country.

McCain’s speech was panned for his choice of background 
and his awkward smiles (CNN).

A breakdown of advertising spend-
ing by the two campaigns

(New York Times).

John McCain’s 
campaign is 

foundering badly 
because it is hanging 

on to outdated notions 
of electoral politics 
and the American 

voter.
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Guest Column:
When Crime Prevention Trumps Privacy Rights

By Kasey Clavelle

 In the spring of 2007, Nico-
las Chacon, a 20 year-old resident of 
Somerville, Mass., the home of Tufts 
University, carried out a string of sex-
ual assaults on women in the residen-
tial neighborhoods directly surround-
ing the university’s campus.  While 
all five attacks occurred off campus, 
two of the victims were Tufts stu-
dents who lived in nearby neighbor-
hoods, as is common among the uni-
versity’s upperclassmen.  
 Although Chacon was recently 
sentenced to 15 years in a state prison, 
what still concerns me about the at-
tacks of last spring is that the women 
of Tufts were not better informed about 
the presence of sex offenders in close 
proximity to the campus.  Medford 
and Somerville, the two cities that en-
compass the Tufts campus, are home 
to more than 100 registered sex of-
fenders, and yet the Tufts student body 
is given no information about their 
home addresses or work locations.
 Would it be a violation of the 
rights of sex offenders to provide stu-
dents on college campuses with access 
to a registry of sex offenders so they 
could be more alert while off campus? 
As a young woman at Tufts who fre-
quently walks through the surround-
ing neighborhoods, I wonder if these 
attacks could have been avoided if 
students were made aware of nearby 
offenders. If I knew the addresses of 
registered sex offenders near the Tufts 
campus I would think twice before 
walking near their homes. I would 
map alternate routes to off campus 
destinations or I would ensure that 
I had a friend with me if I could not 
avoid their houses. The recent attacks 
near my campus show me that regard-

less of how secure I may feel, I can 
never be too cautious with my safety. 
 The debate on this issue cen-
ters around an individual’s right to pri-
vacy. Online sex offender registries, 
meant to inform community members 
about past sex offenders living in close 
proximity to their neighborhoods, were 
first created after the passage of Me-
gan’s Law in 1996. This legislation was 
named for a seven-year-old New Jer-
sey girl who was raped and murdered 
by a repeat sex offender who, unbe-
knownst to the family, lived next door.
 Since the formation of these 
databases, civil liberties protection 
groups have consistently challenged 
the ethics of publishing the offend-
ers’ private information. Opponents 
of online registries argue that the 
availability of an offender’s per-
sonal information, including home 
address, is an invasion of privacy.
 In a September 2007 op-ed in 
The Los Angeles Times, Human Rights 

Watch director Jamie Fellner argues 
that online registries infringe on a 
person’s individual rights and that the 
information published on those sites 
should only be provided to people on 
a need-to-know basis. Fellner and oth-
ers argue that there must be a balance 
between ensuring the safety of com-
munity members while also protect-
ing the legal rights of the offenders. 
 As a liberal who believes 
strongly in the importance of civil liber-
ties, I would never argue that we should 

deny any person, sex offender or not, 
the right to his or her Fourth Amend-
ment rights. But when a man assaults a 
female student as she walks home from 
the library, I believe the community’s 
right to know about the threat he poses 
trumps his right to absolute privacy.  
 As a 19-year old woman living 
on a college campus in an urban envi-
ronment, I believe that I need to know 
about potential threats to my safety. 
There is no greater invasion of privacy 
than a sexual attack. A woman’s body 
is her most private possession, and  
once a person violates her right to that 
privacy, he, in turn, surrenders his own.
 The attacks on the Tufts cam-
pus are not unique; women on cam-
puses all overacross the country are 
becoming victims of sexual attacks by 
offenders living in their own neigh-
borhoods. In October 2006, Michelle 
Gardner-Quinn, a senior at the Uni-
versity of Vermont in my hometown, 
Burlington, was kidnapped, raped, and 
murdered as she walked back to her 

dorm after a night out with friends off 
campus. According to the National In-
stitute of Justice, 4,000 college wom-
en are victims of sexual attacks each 
year. The prevalence of such attacks 
proves that universities and police 
forces across the country need to take 
more serious  measures to protect stu-
dents from dangerous sexual predators.
 We must never ignore the 
rights of any citizens, regardless of their 
criminal record, but when a person vio-
lates another person’s body, I think it is 
the responsibility of the community to 
ensure that the victim’s rights are con-
sidered before those of the attacker.  In 
a single attack, a sexual offender can 
strip a woman of her dignity. Infring-
ing on sexual predators Fourth Amend-
ment rights is a necessary price our so-
ciety should pay to ensure the safety of 
young women against sexual violence.

Kasey Clavelle  is a sophomore at 
Tufts University in Medford, Mass.

While we did not conduct a campus poll 

for this issue due to summer vacation, 

here are some results from the spring.

If the 2008 Presidential Election is 

between Republican John McCain 

and Democrat Barack Obama, who 

would you vote for? (5/1/08. ± 5.3%, 

N=337)

Barack Obama - 62.9%

John McCain - 19.6%

Not Sure - 13.4%

I would not vote for either - 4.2%

Which political party do you affili-

ate with? (5/1/08, ± 5.3%, N=343)

Democratic - 44.6%

Republican - 18.1%

None (Independent) - 33.5%

Other - 3.8%

How would you describe your 

political ideology? (5/1/08, ± 5.3%, 

N=337)

Very Liberal - 14.8%

Somewhat Liberal - 31.5%

Moderate - 29.1%

Somewhat Conservative - 15.1%

Very Conservative - 3.0%

Other/Not Sure - 6.5%

Which Cornell men’s varsity sport 

is your favorite to watch?  (4/8/08, 

±5.3%  N=348)

Hockey- 37.4%

Basketball- 17.5%

Lacrosse- 6.3%

Football- 5.7%

Other- 7.2%

None- 25.9%

What is your favorite dining hall on 

Cornell’s campus? (5/1/08, ±5.4%, 

N=334)

Trillium - 21.9%

North Star Dining (Appel) - 14.1%

Robert Purcell Marketplace Eatery 

- 14.1%

Ivy Room - 9.9%

Terrace (Statler) - 8.7%

Risley Dining - 6.6%

Other - 24.7%

Should Cornell students be legally 

allowed to carry concealed firearms 

on campus?  (4/8/08, ±5.3%  N=348)

Yes- 7.2%

No- 86.5%

Not Sure- 6.3%

Skorton-o-Meter: Do you approve 

or disapprove of the job that Presi-

dent David Skorton is doing at Cor-

nell?  (4/8/08, ± 5.3%  N=348)

Approve- 94.8%

Disapprove- 5.2%

(Immediately after Super Tuesday) 

Which Democratic presidential 

candidate do you most strongly sup-

port in the primary elections (asked 

of Democrats only)  (2/11/08, ± 8.0%  

N=149)

Barack Obama- 49.0%

Hillary Clinton- 31.5%

John Edwards- 6.7%

No Preference- 12.8%

Tufts students were jarred by a string of sexual assaults occurring close 
to the university’s picturesque campus.

There is no greater 
invasion of privacy 

than a sexual attack.

Poll: Get To Know Your Campus
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Featured Progressive Groups

By etHan Felder

 If you are at all interested 
in traveling the country, helping 
ensure a sweeping Democratic 
victory in the 2008 presidential 
election, or simply meeting in-
triguing people, then the Cornell 
Democrats just might be the group 
for you. Oh, and did I mention that 
we also know how to have fun?!  
 If you asked a group of 
young people several years ago 
if they thought politics was a lost 
cause, they would have largely said 
yes. However, 2008 is different. 
Americans, and especially young 
people, care a lot about the direc-
tion of our country at this critical 
juncture in history. A costly, mis-
begotten war in Iraq in addition to 
major domestic challenges such as 
the economy and healthcare sys-
tem has drawn many apathetic citi-
zens back into the political process. 
Now is the time to seek the posi-
tive progressive change that our 
country has not seen for decades. 
 The Cornell Democrats 
embody the sentiment of Gandhi’s 
mantra, “You must be the change 
you want to see in the world.” We 
are an organization of progressive 
student activists who will not stand 

idly by as the Bush administration 
and the Republican Party destroy 
America’s reputation overseas 
while not doing anything at all to 
address the many economic, energy, 
and health concerns facing millions 
of Americans today. The group’s 
goals are to elect qualified, capable, 
and progressive leaders, educate 
the Cornell community about the 

issues affecting Americans every-
where, and encourage respectful 
political discussion and debate. 
 The Cornell Democrats 
will campaign this year to elect 
Democrats on the local, state, and 
national level. This election repre-
sents the first time in decades that 
progressives might have a govern-
ing majority at all levels of the fed-
eral government. Most recently, the 
Cornell Democrats have mobilized 

to elect Congressman Michael A. 
Arcuri in 2006 (from the nearby 
24th District), Pennsylvania Sena-
tor Robert Casey, and New Jersey 
Governor Jon Corzine. This year 
the Cornell Democrats are organiz-
ing to actively campaign for local 
congressional candidates in addition 
to taking big trips to battleground 
states like Pennsylvania and Ohio 
to campaign for Barack Obama. 
 In addition to campaigning, 
the Cornell Democrats will bring 
compelling speakers to our weekly 
meetings to engage in a back-and-
forth with students about politics, 
public policy, and what it takes to 
effectively run for public office 
today. On September 10, congres-
sional candidate, 24-year Navy 
veteran and cancer survivor Eric 
Massa will be addressing the Cor-
nell Democrats about his current 
run for Congress in the 29th  Con-
gressional District in western New 
York. The event will only be the 
first in a series of speakers that will 
feature dynamic and progressive 
public officials and opinion-makers.
 There is no such thing as 
a typical member of the Cornell 
Democrats. There are no manda-
tory activities or financial burdens 
placed on members. You decide how 

involved you want to be in helping 
to change America for the better. 
Only opportunity awaits those who 
get involved: opportunities to learn, 
work for change, and meet other 
young progressives who share a 
common interest. Meetings are ev-
ery Wednesday at 5pm in the Lewis 
Auditorium in Goldwin Smith Hall. 
The first meeting will be held on 
September 3. I hope to see you there.

Ethan Felder, former Editor-in-
Chief of The Cornell Progressive, is 
president of the Cornell Democrats.

Cornell Democrats Geared Up for An Exciting Semester

 Opportunities to learn, 
work for change, and 

meet other young 
progressives who share 

a common interest 
await those who get 

involved.

Congressional candidate Eric 
Massa will address the Cornell 

Democrats in September.
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A Brief Guide to LGBT Resources on Campus
By Breanna Byington

 Navigating the structures, 
groups, and resources available to les-
bian, gay, bisexual, and transgender 
(LGBT) students and straight allies 
can be difficult, especially for new 
students. In order to make that navi-
gation easier, I have provided a brief 
guide detailing the resources Cor-
nell offers and how to get involved 
with LGBT activism on campus.

LGBT Resource Center
 This friendly office is located 
in 282 Caldwell Hall. It offers a vari-
ety of LGBT-related books and mov-
ies to check out free of charge, as 
well as pamphlets and other informa-
tion on LGBT topics and concerns.

LGBT-L
 The LGBT-L e-mail list is 
one of the most valuable resources for 
new students. Information about group 
meetings, upcoming events, LGBT-re-
lated news, and more are advertised. To 
join, send an e-mail to lgbt-l-request@
cornell.edu. The subject should be 
blank, and the message simply “join.” 
People on the list remain anonymous.

Feminist, Gender, & Sexuality 
Studies
 This academic department often 
offers courses related to LGBT issues, 

and helps bring speakers to campus.

Direct Action to Stop Heterosexism
 DASH is a group devoted to 
stopping heterosexism and homopho-
bia on our campus through awareness-
raising events. It is unaffiliated with the 
QSU (see below), but often collaborates 
with other LGBT groups for events.

Queer Student Union
 The QSU is the recently re-
named umbrella organization housing 
most other LGBT groups. The name 
change from “Haven” marks an ef-
fort to make the LGBT structure more 
visible for students. As QSU presi-
dent Erik Fisher ’09 remarked, “The 
new name ensures that people will 
be able to quickly identify the orga-
nization as an LGBT-focused group.” 
 Fisher says students can ex-
pect to see a number of events this year 
from the QSU, including “a welcome 
reception during the first full week 
of classes, a dance near homecoming 
weekend, a prom in the spring, and a 
concert / dance party near spring break.” 
 Fisher hopes that other mem-
bers will also provide ideas. ,“You 
don’t have to be a member of a 
QSU group in order to propose an 
idea for an event.  Any member of 
the Cornell community is welcome 
to attend our meetings and present 
ideas…We can help make it happen.”

 The variety of organizations 
available and the reasons for join-
ing are as diverse as the students who 
participate. Fisher weighs in, “These 
groups give students an opportunity to 
meet new people, network with peers, 
discuss issues that are relevant to the 
LGBT community, participate in LGBT 
focused activism, and gives them a 
safe place to spend time and have fun 
with other LGBT Cornell students.”
 He adds, “There are many 
ways to get involved, anything from 
planning a major event on campus 
to attending a weekly meeting once 
in a while.  We are always looking 
for new ideas and new members.” 

Active   groups under the QSU include:

-CU Gay-Straight Alliance: a group 
for LGBT students and their al-
lies to meet and organize events

-LBQ: a social, discussion, and sup-
port group for lesbian, bisexual, 
and queer / questioning women

-OUTreach: a social, discussion, 
and support group for gay, bisex-
ual, and queer / questioning men

-faQ: an online peer mentoring ser-
vice offering support for lesbian, 
gay, bisexual, transgender, queer, or 
questioning students who are dealing 

with issues related to their sexuality

-ZAP!: a panel of LGBTQSA stu-
dents who share their stories to 
groups on campus in order to 
raise awareness of LGBT issues

-Mosaic: a group for LGBT 
people of color and their allies

Recently inactive or less active 
groups under the QSU also include:

-Greeks United: a group for LGBT 
students in fraternities or sororities

-Ga’avah: a group for Jewish LGBT 
students

 The Queer Student Union’s 
Executive Board, with representatives 
from each active subsidiary group, meets 
on Sundays from 2-3pm in the Willard 
Straight Hall International Lounge. 
Anyone can attend the meetings.
Groups generally exercise a confiden-
tiality policy to support students who 
are still in the coming-out process. 
More information about the QSU and 
LGBT groups can be found in the 
LGBT Resource Center and online.
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Guest Article: Change Is the Right 
Prescription for Peace in the Middle East

By Jesse BerKowsKy

 Progressives are forward-
thinking. They examine issues 
with prescience, show an abid-
ing desire for change, and osten-
sibly develop the creative strate-
gies required to affect that change. 
The term conjures up images of 
political crusaders, most notably 
Presidents Theodore and Franklin 
Delano Roosevelt (though the lat-
ter was a self-proclaimed “liber-
al”), who offered a fresh approach 
to the stale realities of their times.
 Today, it is hard to imagine 
an issue of international impor-
tance in more longstanding need 
of progressive, novel solutions 
than the Israeli-Palestinian conflict.
 Peace there seems as remote 
as ever. After a violent putsch last 
year, a Hamas regime committed to 
Israel’s destruction has broad con-
trol of Gaza, while the more moder-
ate Fatah party is, at best, tenuously 
empowered in the West Bank. Isra-
el refuses to negotiate with Hamas 
and demands that Fatah crack 
down on terrorist activity to prove 
itself as a legitimate interlocutor.
 But as this election sea-
son has proven thus far, change 
is the name of the game.
 On his whirlwind tour of 
Europe and the Middle East in July, 
Barack Obama seemed eager to 
transpose his presidential campaign 
mantra to the Israeli-Palestinian 
context. The change Obama envis-
ages for the continuing conflict in 

that region is a peace process that 
is both dynamic and effective. Vis-
iting Palestinian Authority (PA) 
headquarters in Ramallah, Obama 
pledged to Palestinian President 
Mahmoud Abbas that he would 
immediately engage in peace ef-
forts and would move quickly to 
promote peace if elected as Com-
mander-in-Chief in November.
 Some of Obama’s detrac-
tors, particularly within the Jewish 
community, claim that he is not suf-
ficiently pro-Israel. They cite his 
proclaimed willingness to negotiate 
with Iran, despite its nuclear pro-

gram, and his recent flip-flop on the 
“final status” issue of Jerusalem.
 I think that Obama is com-
mitted both to Israel’s security and 
to Israeli-Palestinian reconcilia-
tion. Some critics see these two 
objectives as mutually exclusive. 
Given the facts on the ground, they 
claim, peace is currently unattain-
able and Israel’s immediate concern 
should be its own security and not 
negotiations with an intransigent 
and divided Palestinian leadership.
 Justifiably, many people, 
especially Israelis, have been so 
“terror-blinded” that they have little 
hope for a peaceful solution in the 
near future. They are disheartened, 
and rightfully so. Their lives are 
regularly interrupted with news of 
terror attacks, and nearly every citi-
zen on both sides has lost someone 
or something in this longstanding, 
often brutal conflict. Indeed, an 
unfortunate creation of our times 
has been the euphemistic reference 
to any truly intractable situation 
as being “as difficult as achiev-
ing peace in the Middle East.”
 No more peace pro-
cess? Good riddance, say many, 
and can you blame them?
 Israel has signed on to the 
notion of “peace” and a “two-state 
solution.” But it is becoming in-
creasingly clear that those two 
terms may not be coexistent. Dr. 
Ruth Gavison, the distinguished 
Professor of Human Rights Law at 
Hebrew University Law School has 
recently suggested that “if there is 
no peace forthcoming, Israel [must] 
do what[ever] it takes to remain a 
Jewish state for as long as it takes.”
 In other words, security for 
its citizens is absolutely essential 
to the concept of a state – the only 
state in the world where Jews are 
not simply welcomed or tolerated 
as a minority, but have full control 
over all aspects of their lives as a 
majority in their own homeland.
 While I applaud Obama for 
his evenhandedness both in rhetoric 
and apportioning time while in Is-
rael, one image of the day-long visit 
still irks me. As the junior sena-
tor from Illinois shook hands and 
vowed to Abbas that he would rein-
vigorate a stagnant peace process as 
president, a portrait of Yasser Ara-
fat loomed on the wall overhead. 
CNN had a perfect angle and caught 
Arafat’s face smack above Abbas’.
 To me, this is exactly why 
Obama’s nebulous and hasty plans 
for Israeli-Palestinian rapproche-
ment are already doomed. Sure, it 

is just a picture. But Arafat was a 
terrorist. He stood for violence, du-
plicity, and corruption. He soundly 
rejected a groundbreaking offer 
from the U.S. and Israel to estab-
lish a Palestinian state, and instead 
enjoined his people to continue the 
armed struggle against Israel. And 
worse, he is still venerated among 
a Palestinian population whose col-
lective welfare he damaged more 
than any other individual ever did.
 One would think that Ara-
fat’s “moderate” successor, Mah-
moud Abbas, is a beacon of hope 
for a seemingly defunct peace pro-

cess. Not so fast. While certainly 
a marked improvement, Abbas 
readily displays some of Arafat’s 
most insidious characteristics that 
have unfortunately become in-
grained in Palestinian leadership.
 During the second of two un-
orthodox terrorist attacks last month 
in Jerusalem, Abbas was meeting 
with his Israeli counterpart, Shimon 
Peres, in an unprecedented visit to 
the President’s Residence in Jeru-
salem. After the meeting, Abbas of-
fered his denunciation: “I condemn 
the attack and, as always, I whole-
heartedly oppose all acts of terror.” 
 Now consider Abbas’ words 
and actions, not a week earlier, 
when Israel executed a prisoner 
exchange with Hezbollah, a Leba-
nese-based terrorist organization.
 For the remains of two kid-
napped Israeli Defense Force sol-
diers, Israel released a catalog of 
terrorists and the bodies of hundreds 
of Hezbollah militants killed during 
the 2006 war in Lebanon. Most no-
torious among the freed terrorists is 
Samir Kuntar. In 1979, in the north-
ern Israeli town of Nahariya, Kun-
tar shot and killed a young father, 
Danny Haran, and then brutally 
murdered Haran’s daughter, smash-
ing her skull with the butt of a gun. 
Abbas’ Fatah party organized a ral-
ly in the West Bank city of Ramal-
lah to celebrate Kuntar’s release as 
well as the return of the remains of 
Dalal Mughrabi, the Fatah woman 
who orchestrated the Coastal Road 
Massacre in 1978, which claimed 

the lives of 36. Abbas applauded 
this exchange, and sent warm greet-
ings to Kuntar. And in June, prior to 
Kuntar’s release, PA TV, controlled 
by Abbas, broadcast a picture in 
his honor.  It depicted Kuntar’s 
face beside a map of Israel com-
pletely draped in a Palestinian flag.
 For a man who claims to 
renounce terrorism and recognize 
Israel’s right to exist, these deeds 
seem incongruous. What matters 
most in achieving an enduring peace 
is the positive education of children 
and orienting the next generation 
toward cooperation and acceptance. 
And Abbas is doing little to move 
Palestinian society in this direction.
 Understandably though, 
Abbas operates in a society where 
openly pronouncing such things 
would place him in an unenvi-
able position at best, and get him 
shot at worst. That in itself should 
give every peace-seeking per-
son reason for pause. Perhaps the 
problem is not the relatively un-
important terms of a future peace 
deal, but rather the culture of hate 
that Arafat has left in his wake.
 At the negotiating table, 
President Clinton got burned by 
Arafat’s perfidy and dishonesty.  
Obama is a well-educated and tal-
ented politician, but he is also rela-
tively inexperienced at the interna-
tional level. I hope he took a good 
long look at that photo and recalled 
the history of the PLO, the legacy of 
Arafat. And I hope he realizes that 
a lasting accord cannot be reached 
with a leadership that continues 
to sow the same poisonous seeds 
in the soil of Palestinian society. 
The Palestinians deserve a leader 
who has the ingenuity and cour-
age to create foundational change, 
someone who ceases to espouse 
the same old philosophy that is so 
contrary to the pursuit of peace.
 This is the progress 
the conflict so desperately 
needs and the change Senator 
Obama should be advocating.

The author is Executive Vice Presi-
dent of the Cornell Israel Pub-
lic Affairs Committee (CIPAC).

During his trip, Obama 
seemed eager to 

transpose his mantra of 
change to the Israeli-
Palestinian context.

CP

Abbas has shown many 
of the same insidious 

characteristics as 
Arafat, making it hard 
to negotiate with him.
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Meet The New Lisa K!
The Cornell Progressive had a chance 
to speak with Sarah Jones, the new 
Assistant Dean of Students. Sarah re-
placed the popular Lisa K’Bedford 
as the head of Orientation Week.

Cornell Progressive: So, you’re the 
new Lisa K! Those are some tough 
shoes to replace.

Sarah Jones: (laughing) I never had 
the chance to meet with her, and actu-
ally haven’t even spoken with her yet. 
I just got here a little while ago! But 
I’m sure my OSC [Orientation Steer-
ing Committee] staff will tell me ev-
erything.

CP: Have you been involved with Cor-
nell in the past? What’s your academic 
background?

SJ: This is my first time working with 
Cornell. I did my undergraduate work 
at Middlebury, and received a graduate 
degree in higher education from Har-
vard University.

CP: Harvard? Eww…

SJ: (laughing) Well, I’ve heard great 
things about Cornell’s student pro-
grams and especially Orientation Week. 
It wasn’t a very tough choice at all. 

CP: Have you run orientation pro-
grams in the past? 

SJ: I have worked at Middlebury Col-
lege and Boston University on student 
programs and activities. Most recently, 
I was the director of student activities 
at Lesley University, where I coordi-
nated their orientation program, ran 
year-long student activities, and orga-
nized other special events, like family-
and-friends weekend.

CP: Why Cornell’s orientation pro-
gram?

SJ: I’ve worked closely on a number 
of different orientation programs, and 
always felt that ‘welcome week’ at 
Cornell was an exceptional orientation 
program. New students are basically 
given a book that is 50 pages long and 
told: you’re required to attend 20% of 
this stuff, but the other 80% is your 
choice. You can take advantage of any-
thing here! We want students to take 
chances, to explore something new, to 
go learn about something or interact 
with someone they normally wouldn’t. 
Also, unlike many other schools, the 
student staff for orientation week is not 
compensated at all. I think that helps 
bring back the most dedicated students, 
who are really here for all the right rea-
sons.

CP: What are those right reasons?

SJ: I think the OSC feels like they are 
making a real difference in new stu-
dents’ college experiences. They are 
some of the first undergraduates that 
freshman will meet, and honestly, they 
can influence the next four years for 
some kids. In my opinion, Orientation 
Week really sets the tone for a success-
ful, fulfilling college experience. If you 
have a poor experience, that could taint 
a portion of your college experience. It 

is all about getting off on the right foot! 
We try to give you that leg up during 
Orientation Week.

CP: What types of programs will be 
offered during Orientation Week?

SJ: Well, let me highlight a few for 
you. We have an explorer series, where 
professors give 1-2 hour lectures on 
specific topics. We have a discovery 
series, where student groups get to 
present the work they do. For example, 
Cornell Outdoor Education is offering 
a program on tree climbing. There will 
be chemistry sessions for non-science 
majors on the lawn—why not spend 
an hour or two outside, learning about 
cool chemistry experiments? You might 
even get a chance to blow something 
up! There a lot of opportunities for new 
students to get involved.

CP: Many schools don’t have this 
type of Orientation Week. Personally, I 
think that’s really unfortunate. Orienta-
tion Week is probably the best week of 
the school year! Why don’t you think 
more schools have adapted a similar 
approach?

SJ: (laughing) No pressure, ehh?! 
Well, I think there are a lot of different 
approaches to orientation programs. 
At Cornell, everyone moves in on the 
same day, so that makes it much easier 
to coordinate events. I also think a big 
part of Cornell is this idea of, “what are 
you going to do? What mark do you 
want leave on this school?” Incom-
ing freshmen want to learn right away 
about the array of opportunities avail-
able for them at Cornell. Orientation 
Week works so well because we get to 
introduce students to all these other op-
portunities at Cornell.

CP: Which aspect of Orientation are 
you most looking forward to?

SJ: I’m just so excited about the whole 
week! It’s always satisfying to see all 
your planning go into action. I really 
want the Orientation Leaders to feel 
like they helped make a real difference, 
whether it’s by helping a student, par-
ent, or organizing an event. This is my 
first time at Cornell. I can’t think of a 
better environment to be introduced to 
Cornell!

Interview conducted by Sam Levine.

Newcomer Sarah Jones is in 
charge of Orientation this year.

Obama Takes the Right 
Approach to Health 

Care Reform
By dan smitH

 For the first time in 15 
years, comprehensive reform of the 
United States’ health care system is 
back on the systemic agenda. With 
rapidly rising insurance premiums 
and continual growth in the ranks 
of the uninsured, accompanied by 
the 2008 presidential election, a 
major health care overhaul could 
be on the horizon. Both John Mc-
Cain and Barack Obama offer plans 
that embrace the need for major, 
rather than incremental, reforms.
 Each candidate, accord-
ing to their stated goals, aims to 
provide quality, affordable, and 
portable health care to Ameri-
cans, but the similarities end there. 
Two significant areas of divergence 
between the plans lie in the role 
of employers in financing health 
insurance and the extent of public 
programs in the reformed system.
 McCain wants to shift away 
from the largely employer-based in-
surance system we have today to one 
in which individuals buy their own 
insurance on the open market. He 
sees little need to expand public pro-
grams like Medicare and Medicaid 
and would (perhaps) cut them. Any 
further government involvement 
would be delegated to the states.
 Obama, on the other hand, 
wants to expand the role employ-
ers play in financing health care 
and sees expanded government 
programs as a necessary supple-
ment to private insurance. The 
main goal of his plan is to achieve 
universal health coverage. Over-
all, Obama’s plan is both signifi-
cantly more effective at lowering 
costs and increasing access to care.  
 A cursory examination of 
basic health care statistics explains 
why there is a broad consensus 
for some kind of significant health 
care reform. Between 1996 and 
2006, the amount the US spent on 

health care doubled, and if cur-
rent trends persist, spending is ex-
pected to double again by 2017 
(Antos et. al 2008). High costs are 
making insurance increasingly un-
affordable to workers. Between 
1999 and 2007, a 114% increase 
in premiums far outpaced the 27% 
growth in wages (Ginsburg 2008). 
 The number of uninsured 
Americans, currently at 47 mil-
lion, is up nearly 8 million since 

2000 and is continuing to climb. 
About 80% of those uninsured are 
members of families with at least 
one worker (Antos et al  2008).
 In addition to the large num-
ber of uninsured, there are also a great 
many Americans who are underin-
sured, and can not afford to pay for 
their health care costs when they get 
sick. Around 50% of bankruptcies, 
in fact, are partly caused by health 
costs (McInturff and Weigel 2008).
 There are broad economic 
costs as well: it is estimated that 
somewhere between $65 and $135 
billion is lost yearly due to the de-
creased productivity of sick work-
ers (Antos et al 2008). In addition 
to hurting the US economy, it is de-
plorable from a moral perspective 
that so many do not have access 
to quality health care in one of the 
wealthiest countries in the world.
 The US health care system 
is so fractured that fixing it requires

Continued on page  12

The wastefulness and 
inequity that epitomizes 
our current health care 

system is a national 
embarrassment – it is 

time that we fix it.

McCain talks health care reform at an Ohio hospital.
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By timotHy myers

 Climate change is often over-
shadowed as a political issue by issues 
which have consequences much more 
palpable to the American public. Rare-
ly does Barack Obama -- and much less 
so John McCain -- mention more than a 
few words about the impending calam-
ity (I repeat: calamity) that will result if 
human-induced climate change is not 
abated. Oddly, it seems most people 
agree with the consensus among sci-
entists that global civilization is edging 
closer to self-destruction, and that our 
dependence on fossil fuels is at the heart 
of the problem and must be overcome.  
 Why, then, is there not more 
outcry? How is it that a problem with 
global consequences that should tran-
scend partisan quarreling has not unified 
the people of a supposed democracy? 
Why is it that it was not until July that 
the Environmental Protection Agency 
(EPA) decided that climate change pos-
es a serious threat to public health? And 
why is it that despite the EPA’s over-
due report on the apocalyptic effects of 
unabated climate change, the agency 
has decided it is not yet appropriate 
to regulate greenhouse gas emissions?
  To fruitfully answer these 
questions requires an understanding of 
the psyche of the American public as it 
pertains to climate change. First the pos-
itives. I believe that many people have 
a genuine concern for society’s impact 
on the planet, and particularly for soci-
ety’s overreliance on fossil fuels. Their 
genuine concern is necessarily coupled 
with their efforts to minimize their own 
environmental impact and to encour-
age others to do just the same. They 
recognize that human-induced climate 

change can be partially curtailed by a 
collective effort to transform capitalist 
society’s culture of mindless and ex-
cessive consumption. The sustainabili-
ty movement at Cornell epitomizes the 
efforts of people with such a mentality. 
 But there are many more 
people with a passive concern for the 
threats posed by unabated climate 
change. They may think that it is unrea-
sonable to aim for a dramatic change in 
culture as a means of curtailing those 
threats. It is not possible, they say, to 
solve the climate crisis in this way. So-
ciety will adapt to whatever changes 
in climate occurs. The powers of sci-
ence and technology surely will over-
come the climate crisis, so they say.
 I believe that the mass media’s 
coverage of the climate crisis has in-
stilled a sense of complacency in this 
latter group of people. Oddly, this 
should be the opposite intent of jour-
nalists -- at least the few who are a 
part of the mass media. Documentaries 
like CNN’s “Planet in Peril” and news 
stories with righteously alarmist tones 

have emphasized the gravity of the cli-
mate crisis. But because of the paucity 
of stories documenting the lack of ac-
tion being taken to truly abate human-
induced climate change, many Ameri-
cans may not realize that  the gravity 
of this crisis is exponentially magni-
fied when one considers that the Unit-
ed States is essentially doing nothing 

to solve it. They may also not realize 
that we currently have the capabilities 
to significantly reduce and ultimately 
end our reliance on fossil fuels for en-
ergy production and transportation. 
 So it is ignorance fueled by 
poor journalistic standards that has 
caused an overall sense of complacency 
and, in essence, passivity, with respect 
to the climate crisis. That is my theory, 
briefly explained, as to why there is no 
urgency among the American public to 
address what is currently the greatest 
threat to the welfare of human civili-
zation -- not to mention the planet.
 As for why this threat has not 
transcended partisan politics seems 
quite obvious to me. The G.O.P. has 
been traditionally pro-big-business -- 
no matter what the environmental and 
societal consequences -- and many in 
the party must believe that to take a 
stance in favor of curbing greenhouse 
gas emissions would equate to being 
pro-environment and/or anti-big-busi-
ness. But emissions must be signifi-
cantly reduced if we are to sustain our 
civilization and preserve our planet. If  
one does not support this, he must be 
uninformed, or, I guess, anti-civiliza-
tion or anti-planet or something twist-
ed of that nature. I hope not the latter. 
 There is no more time for squab-
bling over whether the climate crisis is 
as dire as it is often portrayed by people 
like Al Gore and many in the media. 
It is. The naysayers should be left be-
hind, and those who remain must rally 
for the common good. In July, Al Gore 
set the primary goal for our country to 
be for 100% of our electricity to come 
from renewable energy sources within 
ten years. Let us strive for it. If the sta-
tus quo does not change for ten years, 

many scientists say, the most negative 
effects of continued greenhouse gas 
emissions will  become irreversible.
 Barack Obama and John Mc-
Cain have voiced some support for 
Gore’s grand challenge. Yet Obama’s 
official target is for renewable energy 
to account for 25% of U.S. electric-
ity consumption by 2025, while Mc-

Cain has set no such target. For us 
to have any chance of achieving the 
former vice president’s goal, or more 
generally of solving the climate cri-
sis, we must do more than simply 
elect Obama as the next president. 
What we must do as a nation is ditch 
the War on Terror and engage in 
what Time coined the War on Global 
Warming. Our priorities must change.
 The  War on Terror, of course, 
is a phony war fueled by irrational fear. 
And despite most Democrats’ opposi-
tion to the Iraq War -- which to some 
is considered a major front in the War 
on Terror -- they have seemed submis-
sive to the Bush administration’s new-
speak concerning “Islamic extremists,” 
“threats to our freedom,” and other 
ambiguous and misleading language 

that the Administration has used to de-
fine and market its War on Terror. But 
we should no more concern ourselves 
with the illusory threat of terrorism 
than worry about real and omnipres-
ent threats such as getting hit by a car, 
food poisoning, and the like. We can-
not be sedulous or resolute in our ef-
forts to combat human-induced climate 
change until we let reason, not fear, 
dictate our main concerns. If we ever 
reach that point, though, we can ex-
pect to sufficiently reduce greenhouse 
gas emissions only if laws are changed 
and a carbon tax is implemented.  
 So it is quite an endeavor we 
must undertake to solve the climate 
crisis. And until it is realized, those 
who genuinely are concerned about 
the fate of our world should continue 
to try to minimize their own and their 
community’s ecological footprint. Of 
the naysayers who say, for example, 
my choosing to use a travel mug rather 
than a disposable plastic cup to drink 
coffee out of is meaningless, I wonder 
what choice they would make if they 
could see the hapless condition of an 
African who recently contracted ma-

laria as a result of the warming planet; 
or perhaps if they could witness the ter-
rible fires that devastated California in 
July, also a result of the warming planet.
 The enemy in the War on Global 
Warming is ourselves. This may not be 
so palatable to contemplate, but it must 
be grasped for us to be successful in 
our endeavor to abate climate change. 
We cannot change our way of life if 
we are engulfed by complacency and 
a blindness to see that our unsustain-
able modus vivendi poses an immense 
threat to the life of the planet. Nor can 
we do so if we are bloodied by the tal-
ons of despondency. It is with hope that 
we must undertake this grand endeavor, 
hope that someday the manifestations 
of our selflessness will be realized.

There is an overall 
sense of complacency 

and, in essence, 
passivity, with respect 
to the climate crisis.

Fighting over details has 
eaten up valuable time.

We will have no chance to put out the fire until we realize we 
are all fueling it. (watersecretsblog.com)

mwcog.org

CP
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Urban Poverty, Suburban Sprawl, 
and the Obama Solution

By JaCoB arem

 Presidential candidates ig-
nore cities, or so says Professor 
William Goldsmith, who teaches an 
introductory class on the American 
city in Cornell’s City and Regional 
Planning program. Over 80 percent 
of Americans live in metropolitan 
areas, but urban policy is never a 
central issue, Goldsmith argues.
 When he last said this, 
in fall 2007, he was correct, but 
nowadays at least one presiden-
tial candidate does focus on cit-
ies. “Urban Policy” makes Senator 
Barack Obama’s short list of im-
portant issues, taking its rightful 
place among 22 other areas under 
the “Issues” section of his website.
 Indeed, comparing the list 
of issues on Obama’s website to the 
list on the website of Senator Mc-

Cain reveals a few interesting facts. 
Many issues make it on to both lists, 
including the economy, health care, 
immigration, and Iraq. Some—such 
as “Second Amendment” and “Space 
Program” are only on McCain’s.
 But there are many catego-
ries on Obama’s list which are not 
even mentioned on McCain’s—
civil rights, poverty, women,  and, 
as mentioned earlier, urban policy. 
That is not to argue that McCain 
does not care about poverty, civil 
rights, or urban development, but 
it does mean that his campaign is 
less focused on these issues, and 
implies that it has invested more 
resources into the space program 
than into fixing American cities.
 American cities are in dire 
need of reinvention. For many, the 
word “urban” has become epony-
mous with poverty and crime. Doz-
ens of American cities from Balti-
more to St. Louis have seen their 
populations plummet and their 
job bases disappear. In their place, 
suburbs have sprawled for miles 
beyond cities, housing residents 
who are increasingly dependent 
on their gasoline-guzzling cars. 
 While this suburban growth 
continues to have negative social 
and environmental consequences 
by promoting de-facto segregation, 
swallowing up rural land, and strain-
ing American wallets with $4-a-gal-
lon gasoline, decades of federal and 

state policies continue to undermine 
cities and exacerbate this trend. 
 Take these examples. A 
simple tax law has been credited 
for the replacement of pedestrian-
friendly, main-street retail with car-
dominated shopping centers (see 
Tom Hanchett’s spring 1998 article 
in The Long Term View). Or, de-
spite the popularity of our interstate 
highway network, sections of it 
slash through urban neighborhoods; 
for example the Cross-Bronx Ex-
pressway destabilized a commu-
nity and accelerated the decline of 
the South Bronx (see Robert Caro’s 
The Power Broker). An excessive 
number of interstate highways and 
beltways facilitated long com-
mutes, encouraging people to live 
far away from their places of work.
 Some cities, such as Port-
land, Ore., and Sacramento, Ca-
lif., have declared much of their 
region off-limits to development, 
concentrating new construction in 
certain areas. Overall, however, 
development in the U.S. continues 
largely unabated. Cities such as 
New York and Boston have man-
aged to reinvent themselves and 
are enjoying population and em-
ployment growth, but they, too, 
would benefit from a clearer ar-
ticulation of federal urban policy.
 In other words, there are 
two main problems confronting 
American metropolitan areas today. 
The first is that many cities have 
declined, and are now characterized 
by poverty and abandoned build-
ings. Linked to this is the second 
problem, that the primary form of 
development which has replaced 
cities is car-dependent suburbs 
where land uses are scattered. Good 
luck walking to a supermarket from 
a typical suburban subdivision! 
 Senator Obama has plans 
to tackle both these problems if 
elected. Most importantly, he plans 
on creating a White House Office 
on Urban Policy to coordinate all 
federal urban programs. This of-
fice would go a long way to helping 
cities by, for example, pushing for 
increased federal assistance for af-
fordable housing and mass transit.
 For the first issue, the decline 
of urban neighborhoods, Obama 
recognizes the need to provide ad-
equate housing, education, and em-
ployment opportunities. Although 
many presidential candidates would 
also say that, few have, like Obama, 
lived extensively in cities. Obama 
worked as a community organizer 
in Chicago for years and saw first-
hand the disinvestment, decline, 
and poverty of urban America. As 
a result of this experience, com-
bined with his own background, 

Obama is more aware of the prob-
lems facing the African-American 
community, whose poverty rate 
of 24% is twice the national rate.
 The famous speech Obama 
gave on race issues in America 
shows that he is concerned about 
problems usually ignored during 
campaigns. He is well aware of 

the incarceration crisis in America, 
where get-tough policies have re-
sulted in the world’s highest incar-
ceration rate—5.6 million Ameri-
cans are in prison or have served 
time. The fact that Obama, through 
his proposed prison-to-work in-
centive program, even recogniz-
es this as a problem is a novelty.
 Obama is also more aware 
of the second major problem—
widespread suburban forms of de-
velopment. He notes on his website 
that “one-third of Americans live in 
neighborhoods without sidewalks 
and less than half of our country’s 
children have a playground within 
walking distance of their homes.”
 Obama introduced the 
Healthy Places Act to help local 
governments confront these prob-
lems. Having services within walk-
ing distance of homes would go a 
long way to addressing problems 

from the American obesity epi-
demic to the high price of gasoline. 
Obama promises to “re-evaluate 
the transportation funding pro-
cess” to reduce car-dependence.
 Obama does not ignore rural 
America and has a smaller website 
section on promoting economic op-
portunity there. However, 80% of 
Americans live in metropolitan ar-
eas and most population growth oc-
curs there as well. Therefore, it is 
logical to devote more resources to 
cities and suburbs than rural areas.
 Many of Obama’s oppo-
nents dismiss his message of new 
ideas and change as empty cam-
paign rhetoric, but Obama is seri-
ous about making cities a national 
priority and tackling urban poverty 
and decline. He has a 12-page plan 
to invest in and revitalize Ameri-
can cities, while McCain’s web-
site ignores cities or treats them as 
secondary issues. That means that 
under a McCain administration fed-
eral policies toward cities would 
probably remain uncoordinated, 
ineffective, and counterproductive. 
Obama, on the other hand, readily 
acknowledges that urban poverty 
and suburban sprawl are problems, 
and has invested much time and 
energy in pressing for solutions.
 I’m not saying that Obama 
would, in his first term, bring a 
Wegmans to Collegetown and 
Amtrak service to Ithaca, so that 
we can all leave our cars at home. 
But he might in his second term! 

Obama is serious 
about making cities a 
national priority and 

tackling urban poverty 
and decline.

American cities are in 
dire need of reinvention.

We at The Cornell Progressive 
support and encourage any thoughts, 
ideas, questions, 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

CP
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Continued  from page 9

major change and comprehensive 
solutions. Opinion research indi-
cates that a large number of Ameri-
cans agree with this assessment. 36 
percent of the national electorate 
supports “radical change” and a ma-
jority believes that the health care 
system should at least be “reformed” 
(McInturff and Weigel 2008). Per-
haps responding to these views, 
both major presidential candidates 
have proposed solutions that would 
significantly alter the status quo.
 One of the main goals of 
McCain’s health care proposal, 
as stated on his website, “is to re-
store control to the patients them-
selves.” He envisions a health care 
system that prioritizes individual 
choice and thus necessitates indi-
vidual, rather than group coverage. 
In order to achieve this, he wants 
to “reform the tax code to offer 
more choices beyond employer-
based health insurance coverage.”
This part of his plan has drastic im-
plications for our health care sys-
tem. McCain wants to eliminate 
the tax exemption that employees 
enjoy if their employer provides 
their health insurance. Currently, 
the money that employers take from 
their employees to pay for their 
health care is deductible for the em-
ployer and not subject to the income 
tax, but after McCain’s tax code re-
form, this money would be treated 
as taxable income (Ginsburg 2008). 
To compensate workers for the 
money that they would effectively 
lose, he gives individuals a $2,500 
tax credit and $5,000 for families.
 The tax exemption that Mc-
Cain proposes to eliminate has been 
around since the World War II era 
and has had a significant impact 
on how our employer-based sys-
tem has developed. Because of this 
provision, it is cheaper for employ-
ers to buy health insurance than it 
would be for employees to purchase 
it themselves since the money the 
employees spent would be subject 
to the income tax (Tully 2008).
Without this tax exemption, the in-
centives for employer-based cov-
erage would no longer exist and a 
number of employers, faced with 
rising health costs, would no longer 
provide insurance (Antos et al 2008). 
Many workers would therefore 
need to buy individual coverage for 
themselves on the open market at far 
greater cost than McCain’s tax credit.
 The Obama plan, with the 
principal goal of “covering every 
American,” takes a very different 
approach with regard to the role of 
employers in the health insurance 
system by proposing a “play-or-
pay” mandate for employers. Un-

der this system, companies would 
be required to either provide insur-
ance for their employees (play) or 
pay into a fund that would support 
insurance for those not covered by 
their employers. Whichever option 
the companies chose, they would 
be paying directly or indirectly for 
their employees’ insurance. Small 
businesses would be exempt from 
this play-or-pay mandate. Rather 
than phasing out employer-based 
coverage, as McCain would do, 
Obama’s plan puts employers at 
the center of health care financing.   
 Both the McCain and 
Obama approach have advan-

tages and disadvantages, but the 
Obama plan would be more effec-
tive at lowering costs and would 
benefit a larger number of people.
As McCain emphasizes on his web-
site, his plan would indeed give 
individuals greater autonomy in 
choosing their insurance. For ex-
ample, he would allow people to 
purchase insurance across state 
lines. For healthy 25- year-olds, 
such an open market system would 
be especially appealing because 
they would have the option of buy-

ing a cheap plan with few benefits.
For older or sicker people, how-
ever, buying insurance individually 
on the open market is not so easy. 
Because McCain would allow in-
dividuals to purchase insurance 
across state lines, sick people in 
New York (a state that has stringent 
minimum benefit standards) could 
not necessarily rely on the premi-
ums of healthier people to pay their 
expenses because healthy people 
could easily buy a cheaper plan 
in Pennsylvania (a state with less 
stringent standards) (Tully 2008). 
 One of the reasons Mc-
Cain desires more individual/con-
sumer choice is that he believes 
many individuals would naturally 
choose cheaper plans that are best 
suited for their needs. In promoting 
health savings accounts, he states 
that families “are more capable of 
making their own decisions and 
often decide against unnecessary 
options.” The logic behind such 
“consumer-driven” plans, which 
feature high deductibles and low 
premiums, is that money will be 
saved since people will not eager-
ly opt for numerous unnecessary 
procedures if they have to pay for 
them out of pocket (Gould 2008).
The reason this logic is faulty, how-
ever, is that expensive, lifesaving 
procedures are responsible for in-
creased health care costs, not small 
unnecessary procedures (Gould 
2006). Also, with high deductible 
plans, people would spend less 
money, but they would be forgoing 
the preventative care that could save 
them from needing expensive pro-

cedures in the future (Fraga 2008).  
 Employer-provided insur-
ance, which the Obama plan would 
expand, also has inherent advantag-
es that would be lost under the Mc-
Cain plan. For one, many employ-
ers who provide health insurance 
cover all of their employees and 
charge the same amount for premi-
ums regardless of age or health sta-
tus (Antos et al 2008). In this way, 
a risk pool is formed in which the 
money that the young and healthy 
pay is used more by the old and sick.
For older employees or the un-
healthy, this is a clear advantage 
because they are able to pay much 
less then they would have to if 
they were purchasing individual 
insurance. For the sick and healthy 
alike, there is also a benefit to hav-
ing employers navigate through 
the complex transactions involved 
in purchasing insurance (Ginsburg 
2008). Experienced employers are 
much more likely to get a good deal 
from an insurance company than in-
dividual consumers who might not 
even know what questions to ask. 
 Covering a large group 
through an employer plan is also 
much more cost effective than cov-
ering individuals. According to one 
study, for individual plans, 60-80% 
of premiums go towards adminis-
trative costs as opposed to medical 
needs. For medium sized firms by 
contrast, 15-20% goes towards ad-
ministrative costs and for large firms 
it is only 5-8% (Ginsburg 2008).

Continued on page 14

Employers Are Key To Obama’s Plan For
Universal Health Care Coverage

Senator Barack Obama tours a cardiology research lab in Iowa City. (AP photo/Charlie Neibergall)

Obama’s plan would 
be significantly more 

successful than 
McCain’s in improving 
the insurance system as 

a whole in 
the long term.
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Heckuva Job, FEMA?
By CatHerine lussenHop

 We remember it all too 
well: crowds of New Orleans citi-
zens crying out for help, endless 
overhead shots of the dilapidated 
Superdome, and the overall inept 
reaction of the Federal Emergency 
Management Agency. When rivers 
began to rise in the Midwest this 
summer, many expected a repeat. 
But according to many residents, 
FEMA’s relief efforts were surpris-
ingly competent this time around. 
 In early June, heavy pre-
cipitation caused Midwestern riv-

ers to overflow and break levees in 
several places. Twenty-four were 
left dead, and floods caused an es-
timated $6 billion in damages. Iowa 
was hit hardest,, with officials in 
northern Iowa calling the floods the 
worst since the 1940’s, when the le-
vees were originally installed.  But 

FEMA swooped in with 200 gen-
erators, 13 million sandbags, and 
over 3 million liters of water. When 
a water treatment plant was wiped 
out in Mason City, Iowa, FEMA got 
right to dispensing bottled water 
to citizens. The agency was quick 
to send checks and assess dam-
age in order to fast-track federal 
funds to hard-hit towns and cities. 
 Even those who rarely have 
kind words for the current adminis-
tration praised FEMA. Sen. Claire 
McCaskill (D-MO) expressed 
her support for FEMA: “I think 
they’ve made a world of improve-
ment both in terms of their pre-
paredness and in terms of their at-
titude,” she told MSNBC on June 
23. Sen. Dick Durbin (D-IL) was 
also appreciative of FEMA’s work.
 But not everyone in the Mid-
west was as impressed with FEMA. 
Some felt that the agency gave them 
a false sense of security. In 1999, the 
small town of Gulfport, Ill., had been 
assured by several sources, includ-
ing FEMA, that their levees were 
safe. Some people dropped their 
flood insurance or began building 
new property. As resident Juli Parks 
recounted to ABC news, “They all 
told us, `The levees are good. You 
can go ahead and build.’ We had so 

much confidence in those levees.” 
 On June 17, the levees broke, 
flooding the small town of about 
750. Only 28 property owners had 

flood insurance. While some resi-
dents heard from FEMA as soon as 
disaster struck, others felt stranded. 
A Cedar Rapids couple had to wait 
over a week before FEMA returned 
their calls. Auto body worker Jeremy 
Schirm, 36, whose entire basement 
flooded, was also discouraged. “I’m 
still waiting to hear a response from 
[FEMA],” he told ABC in late June. 
 Overall, by most metrics, 
FEMA’s response to the Midwestern 
floods was much better than its re-
sponse to Katrina. But Katrina was 
a much bigger, more vicious storm. 
Nearly 2,000 were confirmed dead, 
and the hurricane caused over $80 
billion worth of damage to New 
Orleans and the surrounding area.

 According to some, how-
ever, the real reason that the Mid-
west floods didn’t become the next 
Katrina was good-old Midwest-
ern know-how. A letter writer to 
the Minneapolis Star Tribune on 
June 23 may have discovered the 
reason for FEMA’s improved re-
sponse: “The difference is our fel-
low Midwesterners are picking 
themselves off the ground, brush-
ing themselves off, and getting to 
work. Their first instinct is not to 
blame government; their first in-
stinct is to help each other out and 
try to put their lives back together.” 
 It is difficult to follow this 
line of reasoning when confronted 
with the facts of Katrina’s sheer de-
structive force. Both disasters were 
terrible, but the floods were not at 
all on the same scale. FEMA may 
have improved, and the agency 
should be commended for the gen-
eral promptness of aid to the Mid-
west, but it would take another 
disaster like Hurricane Katrina to 
truly assess whether FEMA’s in-
ternal problems have been solved.
 Hopefully, for the 
sake of our citizens, we won’t 
have to find out anytime soon!

It would take another 
disaster like Hurricane 
Katrina to truly assess 

whether FEMA’s 
internal problems have 

been resolved.

Cedar Rapids firefighter Jeremy Wagner rescues a cat during the June floods. (The New York Times)

While some residents 
heard from FEMA as 

soon as disaster struck, 
others felt stranded.
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Continued from page 12

 Because employer plans get 
more services for the money paid, 
it would likely still be advanta-
geous for young and healthy indi-
viduals to use an employer plan 
(which benefits the old and sick 
more) instead of an individual plan. 
 To better understand the 
benefits of the play-or-pay health fi-
nancing system as it would exist un-
der the Obama plan, it is necessary 
to discuss the role the public sector 
will play. In order to provide cover-
age for those not insured under an 
employer plan, individual plan, or 
those who can not afford coverage, 
Obama would set up a “national in-
surance exchange.” This would be a 
government-regulated marketplace 
through which individuals would be 
able to choose from a menu of pri-
vate plans as well as a public plan 
similar to Medicare. It would essen-
tially be a large risk pool in which 
all individuals involved would be 
able to get insurance for set pre-
miums regardless of age or health 
status (Ginsburg 2008). With such a 
large pool of participants, the health 
care costs of the sick would be ef-
fectively financed by the healthy. 
 The national health insurance 
exchange that Obama would create 
represents an intricate combination 
of private and public control. Many 
private insurers would be involved, 
but they would operate under regu-
lations determined by the govern-

ment. They would be prohibited, for 
example, from denying coverage 
from someone based on preexisting 
conditions. In addition to the nu-
merous private plans that individu-
als could choose from, they would 
have the option of obtaining pub-
lic insurance. In this marketplace, 
instead of competing by denying 
people coverage and thus reducing 
pay-outs (this would be prohibited), 
insurance companies would have 

to compete based on the quality of 
their services and their efficiency. 
 Compared to Obama’s 
plan, McCain’s provides for little 
additional public involvement in 
the health care system. He does 
not propose to expand Medi-
care, Medicaid, or SCHIP, and 
would likely cut those benefits.
 The one area in which he 
does involve government is in at-
tempting to cover those with preex-
isting conditions that render them 
uninsurable on the open market. 
McCain proposes to subsidize state 
efforts to create high-risk pools 
whose purpose would be to cover 

the unhealthy. Such high-risk pools 
already exist in a few states such 
as Maryland. So far, however, they 
have proven to be unsuccessful – 
the premiums are too high for most 
to pay, and the programs are still 
facing future solvency problems 
(Sack 2008). Though McCain has 
stated that the expansion of these 
high-risk pools would cost $7-10 
billion a year, some experts think it 
could cost significantly more (Sack 
2008). Thus, these pools would ei-
ther be extremely costly, or inef-
fective due to a lack of funding. In 
terms of creating a safety net for 
those with preexisting conditions, 
Obama’s plan more effectively gets 
to the root of the problem by pro-
hibiting insurance companies from 
denying coverage for such people.     
 Though neither the McCain 
nor the Obama health care plans 
are perfect, Obama’s plan emerges 
significantly better after a cost-ben-
efit analysis. While McCain’s plan 
would require less in the way of 
start-up costs, Obama’s plan would 
likely result in significantly higher 
long-term savings. The benefits, 
though difficult to measure, include 
a healthier work force; a much larg-
er insurance pool through which 
to distribute costs; lower adminis-
trative costs (which are currently 
driving health spending increases); 
and money saved from emphasizing 
preventative care and thus avoiding 
the costs of expensive emergen-
cy room visits that are especially 
common among the uninsured.

 McCain’s plan would be 
more expensive in the long term, in 
part because it does not provide for 
universal coverage. The uninsured 
would continue to drive up costs by 
relying expensive emergency room 
visits, and there would be less of 
an emphasis on preventative care. 
McCain’s plan would also lead to 
higher administrative costs, result-
ing from a greater level of indi-
vidual rather than group coverage.
 With our health care sys-
tem in shambles, increased public 
demand for reform, and a presi-
dential election fast approaching, a 
critical window of opportunity for 
comprehensive health care reform 
has opened. For the first time since 
the 1994 failure to enact a univer-
sal health care plan under President 
Clinton, there is a broad consen-
sus among the general public and 
major political players that health 
care in the US needs to be fixed.
 Both McCain and Obama 
have proposed plans that amount 
to significant change. Obama’s 
plan is not only better in terms of 
cost-reduction, but it acknowledges 
that access to health care should be 
a moral right of citizenship. In a 
country as rich as the United States, 
it is immoral and unacceptable to 
have so many uninsured and un-
derinsured. The wastefulness and 
inequity that epitomizes our current 
health care system is a national em-
barrassment – it is time that we fix it.
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I was concerned about a couple of steps that the Russian government took in the 
last several days. One was reducing the energy supplies to Czechoslovakia.
–-John McCain, referring to a country that has not existed for 15 years,
July 14, 2008

Paris Hilton’s mother is very upset because 
John McCain has put Paris in his campaign 
video. You know about this? Isn’t that
amazing? Of all the videos Paris Hilton has 
been in, this is the one mom’s upset about?
--Jay Leno

We have a lot of work to do. It’s a very hard struggle, particularly given the 
situation on the Iraq-Pakistan border.
–-John McCain, referring to a border that does not exist, July 21, 2008

Barack Obama said if he becomes president he 
will replace the White House bowling
alley because it’s something he would never 
use. Yeah, apparently, this is the same reason 
President Bush got rid of the White House
library. --Conan O’Brien

From the way he triumphed in the primaries in 
America, I would say he is a man of many strengths 
- physical, mental and political.
–-German chancellor Angela Merkel on Barack 
Obama

There’s excitement in the air over the 
Olympics...also lead, arsenic, 
benzene.     --David Letterman

President Bush went to Iowa
today. Of course, people from Iowa 
were a little confused. They weren’t 
sure which disaster President Bush 
was talking about, the floods, or his 
presidency. --Jay Leno

Mike Luckovich, Atlanta Journal-Constitution

Steve Sack, Minneapolis Star-Tribune

I think it was in the Rose Garden 
where I issued this brilliant statement:

If I had a magic wand -- but
the president doesn’t have a magic 
wand. You just can’t say, “low gas.”

--George W. Bush, Washington, D.C.,
July 15, 2008


