
BY VIVIAN CHENG

 All across the country, un-
decided voters are tuning in to learn 
about the fundamental differences 
between John McCain and Barack 
Obama. It is presidential debate 
season, yet there are only so many 
questions the major candidates can 
address. Noting that science and 
technology are the epicenter (nucle-
us, if you will) of many policy issues, 
two screenwriters, a physicist, a ma-
rine biologist, a philosopher, and a 
science journalist joined together to 
start Science Debate 2008, a grass-
roots initiative to make science the 
spotlight of a presidential debate. 
 After narrowing a list of 
over 34,000 questions down to 14, 
the selected questions were submit-
ted to Senators McCain and Obama. 
The questions addressed innova-
tion, climate change, energy, educa-
tion, national security, pandemics 
and biosecurity, genetics, stem cells, 
ocean health, water, space, scien-
tifi c integrity, research, and health. 

Innovation
 While thirty years ago the 
U.S. had the third highest propor-
tion of students receiving degrees 
in science and engineering, today 
we stand at number 17, signify-
ing that innovation is indeed much 
weaker than it used to be.  Obama is 
a loyal supporter of science, technol-

ogy, engineering, and mathematics 
(STEM) initiatives, as indicated by 
his introduction of the “Enhancing 
STEM Act of 2008” (S.3047) to the 
Senate. He believes that introduc-
ing quality science instruction early 
in education will stimulate a greater 
interest among students in science 
fi elds in the future. Obama’s plan 
includes more research grants for 
young scientists and an increase in 
“high-risk, high-payoff research.” 
 McCain focused on “stream-
lining burdensome regulations” 
and commercializing technologi-
cal advances to improve the econ-
omy. Without a plan to heighten 
interest in STEM, McCain’s low 
tax incentives for American re-
search would likely mean nothing.

Energy
 Both candidates understand 
the importance of introducing clean 
alternative energy to decrease our de-
pendence on foreign oil and address 
climate change. Obama has set am-
bitious goals, such as requiring 10% 
of electricity to be from renewable 
sources by 2012 and 25% by 2025. 
The Democratic candidate proposed 
incentives for all technologies that 
show promise, while McCain’s only 
clear plan is to build 45 new nuclear 
reactors by 2030. Although Obama 
has a more aggressive energy plan, 
scientists and policy makers alike 
are concerned about our ability to 

reach Obama’s grand ambitions. 

National Security
 National security is not an is-
sue typically associated with science. 
However, as terrorists use technology 
to build weapons, defense research is 
becoming a priority. Obama believes 
that his plans to enhance math and 
science education will be benefi cial 
to biosecurity research and that his 
incentives to accelerate alternative 
energy technologies will decrease the 
threat that our oil dependence puts on 
the nation. On the other hand, Mc-
Cain used the national security ques-

tion as an opportunity to show off 
his experience in and support for the 
military. He said he would strengthen 
the military, but did not incorporate 
the use of science into his answer. 

Genetics Research
 Genetics research has 
shown promise in improving hu-
man health and agriculture, but 
the technology comes with many 
ethical issues and potential risks. 

Continued on page 8
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The Economic Crisis: 
An Introduction

BY CATHERINE LUSSENHOP 

 If you’re anything like me, 
gentle reader, you’re a humanities or 
science major, you’re only tangentially 
aware of the economy, and this whole 
economic collapse has you scratch-
ing your head. Fannie who? Subprime 
mortgages? Bailout? What you do 
know, however, is that our situation 
is serious enough to have economists, 
politicians, and regular citizens alike 
contemplating another Great Depres-
sion. What’s a non-AEM major to 
do? I’m no expert myself, but I’ll try 
to help you sift through the jargon 
and get a feel for what is going on.
 Let’s start at the very begin-
ning. We are all familiar with the con-
cept of risk and reward. We are condi-
tioned to believe that taking a bigger 
risk should garner a bigger reward. It’s 
the American Dream, right? You have a 
great idea, you take a big risk on it, and 
you make tons of money, buy fi ve or 
six more houses, and retire to Florida. 
But wouldn’t the deal be even sweeter 
if you could get that big reward without 

taking a big risk? The fi nancial crisis 
we are in now boils down to a bunch of 
people trying to reap big rewards while 
they pass on the risk to someone else.
 The subprime lending fi -
asco lies at the center of the cur-
rent economic situation. The crisis 
arose from a fundamental change in 
the approach to mortgages. Mort-
gages operate on risk/reward basis. 
The buyer of the house risks between 
fi ve and ten percent down, but the re-
ward is a valuable piece of property.
 What would spur the banks to 
do this? Clearly the lender (the bank) 
is taking on more risk in this situa-
tion, because the chance of a default 
(where the borrower cannot make his 
payments) on the loan is higher. Since 
a greater risk is involved, the lender 
charges the buyer of the home a much 
higher interest rate on the loan. If the 
property value continues to rise, then 
even if the borrower defaults, the bank 
can still sell the property and profi t.

Continued on page 6

Science Debate 2008: Where Do Our Candidates Stand? 

Who will you vote for in the 2008 Presidential Election? 
(among voters) ± 4.6% N=446

Barack Obama- 74.2%
John McCain- 10.5%

Undecided- 13.9%
Other- 1.4%

Do you approve or disapprove of the job that President 
David Skorton is doing at Cornell? ± 4.2% N=527

Approve- 92.0%
Disapprove- 8.0%

Would you support lowering the legal drinking age to 18 
(which President Skorton recently objected to)? ± 4.2% N=534

Yes- 58.1%
No- 27.9%

Not Sure- 14.0%

More Results on Page Six...
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BY SAM LEVINE AND ELIE BILMES

In the Feburary 11, 2008, edi-
tion of the Cornell Progressive, one 
of your humbled Editor-in-Chiefs 
(Sam) wrote a column about his 
admiration for Senator McCain:

“Maybe I’m reaching here, but look-
ing back at that movie [referring to a 
favorite, A Few Good Men] and think-
ing about honor, courage, code, duty, I 
wonder whether any of those qualities 
exist in the cynical world of politics to-
day. When I listen to Senator McCain 
speak, or read about his trying expe-
riences in Vietnam, or write about his 
dedication to campaign fi nance reform, 
I get that same type of tingly sensa-
tion. There’s a feeling of security about 
Senator McCain, and in the unstable, 
oft-dangerous world in which we 
fi nd ourselves living, I’m not sure we 
would be smart to throw that away for 
the idealism of the Obama campaign.”

My, how time changes a per-
spective. What happened to the 
“maverick,” of whom New York 
Times columnist David Brooks 
wrote in a January column, “he is 
acutely aware of how corrupt social 
pressures encroach on individual 
integrity…McCain resists confor-
mity. He fi ghts fi ercely, though 
not always successfully, against 
political pressures in order to re-
main honest, brave, and forthright.”

Honesty? Explain your de-
cision to bring political consultant 
Tucker Eskew on board, Senator! 
Eskew, after all, was a key member 
of then-Governor George W. Bush’s 
South Carolina team in 2000, and 
was responsible for spreading vile 
rumors about McCain and his family.

In a 2004 column for the 
Boston Globe, McCain’s campaign 
manager in both 2000 and 2008, 
Rick Davis, recounts that “in South 
Carolina, Bush Republicans were 
facing an opponent who was popu-
lar for his straight talk and Vietnam 
war record. They knew that if Mc-
Cain won in South Carolina, he 
would likely win the nomination.”

Coincidentally, a series of 
anonymous push polls emerged, 
implying that McCain’s adopted 
daughter was an illegitimate black 
child. Indeed, Tucker Eskew’s bla-
tantly false, immoral campaign at-
tacks were one of the reasons that 
Senator McCain lost the Republican 
nomination in 2000. Eight years ago, 
McCain refused to even respond 
to such tactics, let alone indulge 
them. Eight years later, McCain as-
sociates directly with these people.   

Brave? Forthright? Is it brave 
to ignore the crucial issues facing ev-
ery American today in an attempt to 
lowball an opponent, as Senator Mc-
Cain did time and again in the third 

and fi nal debate? Every response 
from McCain was followed by an an-
gry, pointed attack on Obama: What 
about your relationship with Bill 
Ayers? (“I was eight, John.”) What 
about your clear affi liation with 
ACORN’s voter fraud? (“My cam-
paign had nothing to do with that.”)

We’re not saying that Sena-
tor Obama’s campaign doesn’t en-
gage in some of the same activities; 
a few of his attack ads also falsely 
portray Senator McCain’s positions 
or take a comment out of context. A 
few weeks ago, in Springfi eld, Mo., 
Obama warned darkly that George 
Bush and John McCain were go-
ing to try to frighten the American 
people by saying that, among other 
things, Obama has a “funny name” 
and “doesn’t look like all those other 
presidents on those dollar bills.” Mc-
Cain has never said that, or anything 
like that, and to portray him as a po-
tential racist is inappropriate. Still, 
these tactics have been far and in-
between for the Obama campaign. 
McCain’s tactics, on the other hand, 
(especially in recent weeks) smack 
of desperation. They are, as Co-
lin Powell put it on Meet the Press 
this past Sunday, both “deeply dis-
appointing” and “inappropriate.” 

 At rallies or campaign stops 
McCain (or his ill-prepared running 
mate, Sarah Palin) try to excite the 
crowd with anti-Obama rhetoric. 
His economic policies “sound a lot 
like socialism,” McCain told sup-
porters in Woodbridge, Va. Palin 
has even accused Obama of “pall-
ing around with terrorists,” referring 
to his relationship with Bill Ayers. 

It’s a shame too, because 
we still remember when John Mc-
Cain was perceived as a bi-partisan, 
tough-nosed, straight-talking politi-
cian. This week, when McCain made 
an appearance on “The Late Show 
With David Letterman,” he was fun-
ny, relaxed and self-deprecating. As 
New York Times columnist Gail Col-
lins wrote, “suddenly you remem-
bered — this guy used to be likeable. 
Back before he was trying to argue 

that what a country in economic col-
lapse needs most is tax cuts for the 
rich and an end to Senate earmarks.”

Senator McCain is out of touch, 
or at least—he’s out of touch with our 
generation. It’s more than just his un-
clear economic policy or his standard, 
party-line views on social issues like 
abortion and gay-marriage. It’s what 
he has come to represent, or perhaps 
more importantly, it’s what he has 
lost over the last few months. We 
always knew that McCain was part 
of the old-guard; his age and experi-
ence are written all over his tired face 
and carried by his worn shoulders.

But age and experience are not 
necessarily bad attributes. They are 
valuable commodities that have been 
lacking in the Bush Administration. 
If McCain had triumphed in 2000, 
there is little doubt that his adminis-
tration would have followed a sharp-
ly different path on issues such as the 
Iraq invasion, environmental policy, 
and torture. If McCain would be able 
to transcend party lines and offer an 
experienced hand at the economic 
and foreign policy crises this nation 
faces, perhaps there would be worse 
things than a McCain Presidency.  

Over the last few months, 
however, McCain become just an-
other Republican politician. When 
he started to care more about the 
polls and scoring political victories 
then he did about characteristics that 
many people thought he embodied 
(like honesty and fairness), the sena-
tor lost this election. Sure, there is 
something to be said for the oft-cited 
Machiavellian phrase, “the end jus-
tifi es the means.” But there’s also 
something to be said about character. 
McCain always had a great deal of 
fi ght in him, but this election season, 
he caved in to political pressure and 
lost his identity. And in doing so, 
he has tarnished his legacy. We just 
hope we can still watch A Few Good 
Men. We’ll shed a tear for you John.

A Test of Real Character: The Sad 
State of the McCain Campaign
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Republican Vitriol

WILL ROSENZWEIG       ON THE TRAIL

 John McCain is losing, and 
things are getting ugly. Yes, that in-
cludes his poll numbers, but mostly I 
mean his rallies and campaign events. 
In the desperate hope that if he throws 
enough mud something will stick, Mc-
Cain has brought out the well worn 
attack of Obama “palling around with 
domestic terrorist” Bill Ayers in the 
hope that undecided voters will come 
to their senses and vote for the whole-
some American hero instead of that 
scary, dark ‘terrorist’ from Chicago.
 What the last week of cam-
paigning has demonstrated, however, 
is that these unsubstantiated negative 
attacks have incited Obama haters 
while pushing undecided voters to-
ward the Democrat. Currently Obama 
is at his high point in the campaign, 
polling well over 50% and more 
than 8 points ahead of McCain in 
the fi ve-poll average of respected na-
tional tracking polls. And haters of 
all stripes are pouring into rallies of 
McCain and his running-mate Sarah 
Palin with the vitriol usually reserved 
for child rapists and mass murderers.
 Of course, these incensed 
Americans mostly likely believe that 
Barack Obama is just that and much 
more. On October 10, the New York 
Times reported that, “Crowds in Wis-
consin and Pennsylvania have repeat-

edly booed Mr. Obama and yelled “off 
with his head,” and at a rally in Florida 
where Ms. Palin appeared without Mr. 
McCain, The Washington Post reported 
that a man yelled out “kill him.” At the 
same rally, a racial insult was hurled 
at an African-American television 
cameraman. At the end of last week, 
African-American Rep. John Lewis of 
Georgia, a noted civil rights champion 

who marched on Selma, compared 
some of the McCain campaign’s tac-
tics to those employed by segregation-
ist George Wallace. My, how far we’ve 
come from the honorable campaign 
John McCain promised he would run!
 Frankly, it’s not surprising 
that things have turned out this way 
given the choices the McCain cam-

paign has made. Instead of running 
on the issues, the Republicans de-
cided to make Obama the key issue 
of the campaign, starting this summer 
with the notorious “celebrity” adver-
tisements and the false and petty in-
sinuations that he was unpatriotic. It 
was only a matter of time before the 
mocking and ridiculing of Obama de-
volved into insinuations that he was a 
terrorist, an “other” not to be trusted.
 The selection of Sarah Palin 
was the key decision that solidifi ed 
this course of action. Palin’s only 
qualifi cations to add to the ticket were 
her strong ties to the ultra-conservative 
and ultra-religious elements within 
her own party. When McCain rejected 
Mitt Romney and an appeal to voters 
on the economy or Tom Ridge and 
an appeal to moderates or even Tim 
Pawlenty and the argument of good 
governance and a fresh start, he aban-
doned any chance he had of running 
a positive, forward-looking campaign. 
Instead he embraced the radicalism, 
provincialism, and anti-intellectual-
ism of Sarah Palin and a vocal minor-
ity that forms the core of his party.
 A look at a McCain rally today 
is an unadulterated look at America’s 
id. Not surprisingly, the fi re is being 
stoked by Palin, a sub-conscious child 
herself in many respects. The fervent 

support she has received from those 
shouting unmentionables at GOP ral-
lies these days exists in spite, or per-
haps because, of Palin’s gross igno-
rance and frightening penchant for 
putting her beliefs and instincts above 
the law. It seems more and more that 
for the dwindling numbers supporting 
the McCain-Palin ticket, this election 
has ceased to be a choice between a 
man who will continue the war and 
a man who will end it, or between a 
man who will continue this coun-
try’s economic policies and a man 
who will change them.  Instead, it 
has become a choice between good-
ness, decency, and the American way, 
and a dark age (no pun intended) of 
fear, uncertainty, and godlessness.
 So even as the poll numbers 
make Obama’s prospects appear more 
and more rosy, taking a long look at 
those turning out for McCain’s rallies 
these days is worth the costs. It is a 
reminder that victory does not come 
merely out of triumph in November 
and change does not result simply be-
cause a majority will it. Obama’s amaz-
ing success over the last year should 
make us all optimistic about how far 
we have come, but shouldn’t delude us 
from realizing how far we have to go.

Instead of running 
on the issues, the 

Republicans decided 
to make Obama 

the key issue of the 
campaign.

CP

Cartoon: Kyle Rifkind
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A Blow to the War on Terror
BY MINAL KHAN 

 On an ordinary Saturday after-
noon, I received a call from my mother 
telling me that the hotel I had stayed at 
two months ago during a trip to Islam-
abad had been blown to bits. At 7:00 
p.m. on September 20, 2008, a monster 
truck carrying hundreds of pounds of 
explosives rammed into the gates of the 
Marriott Hotel in the Pakistani capital, 
carrying with it an estimated 1000 kg 
(one ton) of explosives. Scenes of fi re 
engulfi ng the building were broadcast 
on live television. The building was 
still fl aming as we spoke on the phone. 
 Just like that.
 But of course the bombing 
didn’t just appear out of nowhere. It 
had been extensively planned, plotted 
and sketched before it was carried out. 
How this came about, what led up to it, 
and the entire pre-attack minutiae are 
probably not of much signifi cance. It’s 

already happened. The post-attack ef-
fects are more important.  What does this 
mean for Pakistan-U.S. policy? How 
serious of an additional fracture is this 
to the already weakening War on Ter-
ror? Do McCain and Obama need to re-
think their strategy in dealing with Pak-
istan? These are the types of questions 
that have been raised since the event. 
 There are two facets of this 
militant attack that we need to exam-
ine. One is physical effect, the actual 
damage done in terms of lives and 
property. The second is the more ab-
stract, symbolic effect of this inci-
dent. What message does it send to the 
world and how important is it in the 
current whirlwind of foreign events?
 In terms of physical damage, 
the effect is sizeable. 53 people died 
in the attack and 266 were injured. 
Among these were foreign diplomats, 
journalists, and hotel staff. The damage 
to property runs to billions of rupees. 
Within seconds, the rupee plunged to 
an all-time record low of 78 against 
the dollar. The stock market index sank 
by 33 points and has now dropped 40 
percent since April. British Airways 
‘indefi nitely’ suspended all fl ights to 
and from Pakistan. Foreign diplomats 
in Islamabad packed up and fl ed within 
the week, if not immediately. Shock-
waves ruptured throughout the country.
 There is a lot more to say 
about the symbolic effect of this attack. 
Needless to say, it has delivered a mas-
sive blow to the War on Terror, leav-
ing it teetering and more off balance 
than ever before. It sends an explicit 

message to the world that the terrorist 
threat is still very much out there. It is 
lurking in the mountains that form the 
border between Afghanistan and Paki-
stan. This is, to say the very least, dis-
appointing, considering the billions of 
dollars that we have poured into Pak-

istan’s vaults to stop this very threat. 
The bomb blast has weakened an al-
ready strained relationship between the 
U.S. and Pakistan. The U.S. doesn’t 
think Pakistan is doing enough to curb 

the activities of terrorists. And some 
Pakistanis see the violence as a result 
of American-backed attacks in the 
northern tribal areas. In a Jerry Spring-
er-style blame game, both countries ac-
cusingly point the fi nger at one another. 
 The suicide attack has helped 
make Pakistan a focus of the upcoming 
U.S. Presidential election. Obama has 
rightly pointed out that Bush and Mc-
Cain didn’t realize that the central front 
in the War on Terror is not in Iraq but 
in Afghanistan and Pakistan. McCain 
doesn’t agree; he makes the mistake 
of sidelining Pakistan as a low prior-
ity in U.S. policy, choosing instead to 
harp on tirelessly about the “surge” in 
Iraq. At this crucial stage in the War 
on Terror, Pakistan cannot be ignored.
 While Obama has promised 
to make Pakistan a central focus in his 
policy making, McCain has continual-
ly scoffed at him, dismissing Obama as 
“naïve” and “inexperienced.” After this 
attack, McCain should be forced to re-

consider his own positions. Obama has 
a simple policy: get the troops out of 
Iraq and into Afghanistan. Obama has 
called for at least two additional bri-
gades to redeploy to Afghanistan to re-
inforce U.S. counter-terrorism efforts. 
McCain clearly has different ideas. It 
is not Obama, but McCain who is na-
ïve to think that this war can be fought 
and won on the battlefi elds of Iraq. 
 Christopher Hitchens, a leading 
foreign affairs expert at the Hoover In-
stitution may sum it up best, “Pakistan 
is a problem. And Barack Obama seems 
to be the only candidate willing to face 
it.” Because at the very least, ladies 
and gentlemen, Obama has one thing 
right. He knows where this war is at.

Obama has rightly 
pointed that the central 

front in the War on 
Terror is not in Iraq 

but in Afghanistan and 
Pakistan.

It is not Obama, but 
McCain who is naïve to 
think that this war can 
be fought and won on 
the battlefi elds of Iraq. 

CP

The Marriott Hotel in Islamabad before (above) and after (below) an attack on September 20, 2008.
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In Visit to Cornell, Author Reveals Extent of 
Oil’s Infl uence on U.S. Foreign Policy

BY NATHANIEL BAKER

 Since the end of World War 
II, oil has arguably been the top 
priority in United States foreign 
policy, more important than democ-
racy, moral righteousness, and even 
American lives. In a presentation 
entitled “Blood and Oil,” author 
Michael T. Klare, backed up these 
claims with eerie footage of the na-
tion’s leaders in foreign and domes-
tic policy, from Henry Kissinger 
to Alan Greenspan, from Franklin 
Delano Roosevelt to George W. 
Bush. Mr. Klare’s bold statements 
are what we all know to be true but 
are too afraid to say. In watching this 
movie, one not only gains a better 
understanding of past foreign policy 
decisions, but can also predict the 
disastrous foreign policy decisions 
that will be made in the future. A 
change in our energy policy is not 
only a matter of quality of life, but 
essential to U.S. national security. 
 Every day more than 600 
million cars and SUVs burn over 
80 million barrels of oil. With less 
than fi ve percent of the world’s 
population, we in the U.S. con-
sume twenty-fi ve percent of the 
world’s oil supply. The addiction 
has become insatiable to the Ameri-
can people and has put pressure on 
the political system to provide a 
cheap and abundant supply of what 
the population wants and needs.
 Importantly, obsession with 
natural resources continues to have 
important ramifi cations on the Af-
rican continent, where violence is 
an extension of the resource war. 
Control over the diamond fi elds 
is what caused the bloodshed in 
Angola and Sierra Leone; in the 
Congo it was the battle over gold 
and silver; in Borneo and Cambo-
dia, timber. Racial and ethnic jus-
tifi cations are the ploys used by 
warlords and demagogues to gain 
support for their violent endeavors. 
 While those are the natural 
resource battles of the third world, 
in the developed world and the in-
dustrializing nations of contempo-
rary Asia, the most important natural 
resources are those used for energy. 
Energy is what makes the lifestyles 
of residents in western nations so 
lavish. Furthermore, demand for 
resources in nations experiencing 
stronger economic activity and in-
creases in GDP generate higher 
global demand for limited resources 
each year. In the United States, Asia, 
and Western Europe the most impor-
tant resources are natural gas, coal, 
and petroleum. Military force is not 
beyond the reach of any of these 
global powers when it comes to se-
curing the stable infl ows of energy.  
 Access to dense pockets of 
these resources has provided in-
tense riches to many third world 

countries where governments have 
become corrupt and unstable as a 
result. Oil, with its high demand, 
has been abused by foreign lead-
ers who are unwilling to redistrib-
ute the wealth that it generates. Mr. 
Klare points out that Nigeria, for ex-
ample, has earned over $340 billion 
in oil revenues since the 1970s, yet 
70 percent of Nigerians are forced 
to live on less than a dollar a day. In 
Angola 90 percent of government 
revenues come from oil exports, yet 
two-thirds of the population has no 
access to potable water. So much 
money in one place creates corrup-
tion among the elitists and violence 
among the desperate population.

Energy and the United States
 In 1859 pioneer developers 
struck oil in Titusville, Pa. Over the 
following 150 years, oil continued to 
play a bigger role in our economic, 
political, and social systems than any 
other factor. John D. Rockefeller’s 
Standard Oil Company was the larg-
est American corporation before it 
was broken up by Congress in 1911. 
Oil also gave rise to the Big Three 
American auto companies, DuPont 
and other chemical companies, and 
large airline and freight companies 
that generate much of the United 
States’ wealth and employ many 
Americans. Every economic reces-
sion since WWII has come on the 
heels of a global petroleum short-
age that resulted in price increases.
 It should frighten the Amer-
ican public that the driving force of 
their entire economy is deeply relat-
ed to the price and supply of a single 
natural resource. Also disturbing is 
that so little is really being done to 
decrease consumption and change 
over to renewable energy sources. 
Of the 99.960 quadrillion BTUs 
consumed by the United States in 
2006, 40 percent came from petro-
leum. Moreover, petroleum is the 
nearly exclusive energy source for 
transportation in North America 
and around the world. Indeed, a 
rise in the price of oil means a rise 

in the prices of everything else. 
  We have seen the empower-
ment that oil has brought to the Unit-
ed States. Nonetheless, very little of 
this natural resource comes from the 
United States itself. In fact 65% of 
the world’s oil comes from a solitary 
region halfway around the globe: 
the Persian Gulf. This is where we 
get twenty percent of our oil supply 
and where we will be getting a larg-
er and larger portion of our supply 
in the coming years. It is also one of 
the least stable regions in the world. 

Oil and American Foreign Policy
 At the beginning of the 
twentieth century the U.S. was one 
of the sole suppliers of oil. Then, by 
the end of World War II, it was be-
coming apparent that oil would need 
to be imported. Since that period oil 
has been the most important entity 
of the U.S. government and Ameri-
can citizens are more than willing to 
turn their backs when military force 
is used to secure its access. Mr. Klare 
writes that we are becoming more 
oil dependant in a time of long-term 
oil depletion and “thus increasingly 
vulnerable to the violence and dis-
order that accompanies oil extrac-
tion in politically unstable and often 
hostile oil-producing countries.” 
 While there are many con-
troversial explanations concern-
ing the invasion of Iraq in 2003, 

oil was undoubtedly a major is-
sue. How else could one explain 
why during Operation Iraqi Free-
dom the fi rst objective was to se-
cure control over the oil fi elds and 
refi neries in southern Iraq? More 
evidence points towards a goal of 
long-term military presence in the 
Middle East. The Project for a New 
American Century is a nonprofi t 
rightwing think tank that formed in 
1997 out of frustration over Presi-
dent Bill Clinton’s lack of global 
military assertiveness. The group, 
which included such high-profi le 
characters as Dick Cheney, Donald 
Rumsfeld, and Paul Wolfowitz, im-
mediately created the Committee 
for the Liberation of Iraq. Control 
over the rich oil pools of the Mid-
dle East became the central goal of 
this group. The electoral victory of 
George W. Bush in 2000 and the en-
suing attacks on the Pentagon and 
World Trade Center came as time-

ly gifts for this infl uential group 
of neo-conservative extremists.
 The pattern continues. Just 
as the demagogues of Africa, busy 
securing their own interests, are 
able to rally the population to battle 
over what is unsuspectingly thought 
of as ethnic or ideological confl icts, 
the Bush Administration was able 
to arouse the America population 
and congressional leaders who were 
afraid of appearing unpatriotic. As 
explained earlier, the dwindling 
supply for oil motivates world lead-
ers to secure existing foreign wells 
by any and all means necessary. 
 Long before the invasion of 
Iraq in 2003, U.S. oil interests have 
motivated aggressive foreign policy. 
The Carter Doctrine of 1980 states 
that “an attempt by any outside 
force to gain control of the Persian 
Gulf region will be regarded as an 
assault on the vital interests of the 
United States of America, and such 
an assault will be repelled by any 
means necessary, including military 
force.” The danger of such a long-
term U.S. military presence in the 
Middle East should not be under-
stated. By remaining in that region, 
extreme political and religious fac-
tions become more anti-American 
and acquire more recruits who are 
willing to incite violence against  
foreigners. The terrorist attacks on 
September 11, 2001, were a result 
of the passionate resentment of the 
aggressive U.S. tactics in the Middle 
East, specifi cally  in dealing with 
our oil policy. Violence against the 
United States will continue if policy 
in that region fails to change. This 
requires the reduction of oil depen-
dence and implementation of long-
term sustainable domestic planning.
 Oil extraction not only 
causes tensions between the import-
er and the exporter, but also between 
the competing importers. While the 
U.S. imports twenty percent of its 
oil from OPEC nations, Western 
Europe imports 43 percent and Ja-
pan imports 68 percent. Alliances 
that may be strong now are sure to 
weaken as the global oil supply de-
pletes over the next several decades. 
Relationships with developing coun-
tries, whose economies are sprout-
ing, are guaranteed to proceed pre-
cariously. In the next twenty years, 
U.S. oil consumption is expected to 
grow from 20.7 million barrels per 
day to 28.3 million barrels per day. 
China’s oil consumption will rise 
from 7.3 to 12.8 million barrels per 
day and India, 2.1 to 5.3 million.

Continued on page 7

Leaders of powerful 
nations have not 

hesistated to use force 
to secure a steady 

supply of oil.
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Which political party do you affi liate with? ± 4.1% N=544

Democratic- 53.3%
Republican- 14.7%

None (Independent)- 30.5%
Other- 1.5%

Are you registered to vote? ± 4.1% N=543

Yes, and I will vote- 79.2%
Yes, but I will not vote- 1.1%

No, but I want to register in time to vote- 6.4%
No, and will not register in time to vote- 13.3%

Which Presidential candidate do you think would better serve as Com-
mander in Chief? ± 4.2% N=535

Barack Obama- 62.2%
John McCain- 23.6%
I have no idea- 14.2%

Which Presidential candidate do you think would better be able to 
handle foreign policy issues? ± 4.2% N=535

Barack Obama- 67.1%
John McCain- 21.9%
I have no idea- 11.0%

Which Presidential candidate do you think would better be able to 
handle economic issues? ± 4.2% N=535

Barack Obama- 73.1%
John McCain- 13.6%
I have no idea- 13.3%

In your opinion, who “won” the Vice Presidential debate? (among 
debate watchers) ± 4.7% N=421

Joe Biden- 84.1%
Sarah Palin- 4.7%
It was a tie- 11.2%

Who do you believe would be better able to fulfi ll the duties of Presi-
dent, if need be? ±4.2% N=527

Joe Biden- 94.3%
Sarah Palin- 5.7%

What is your opinion of Vice Presidential candidate Sarah Palin? 
±4.2% N=534

Favorable- 18.4%
Unfavorable- 81.6%

Do you believe that the Cornell Review should be forced to remove 
“Cornell” from its title (as some students demanded after they pub-

lished a controversially racist article)? ±4.2% N=534

Yes- 11.8%
No- 56.0%

Not Sure- 32.2%

Do you believe that there is an underlying problem of racism at Cor-
nell? ±4.2% N=534

Yes- 34.8%
No- 65.2%

Describe Sarah Palin in 5 words or less.
Popular Responses (out of 451):

inexperienced = 58
stupid/dumb/idiot/unintelligent = 49

unqualifi ed/incompetent = 48
ignorant = 19

hot/attractive/pretty = 18
unprepared = 15

hockey mom = 10

Notable Negative Responses:
“an insult to all women”

“Sees Russia from backyard.”
“She ain‛t Hillary...”

“unqualifi ed to be Wasilla mayor”
“terrifying”

“Bush in a dress”
“An uneducated ploy for votes.”

“a clueless, english language ruiner [sic]”
“Maverick imposter drenched in bigotry”

“A moose is smarter, eh?”
“hockey moms shouldn‛t run countries”

Notable Positive Responses:
“More experience than Obama”

“Intelligent, competent, and skilled.”
“A strong and dedicated woman”

“Shes not that bad.”
“VPILF”

Campus Poll: Obama and Skorton Remain Popular at Cornell
BY MIKE GOLDSTEIN

 In the fi nal poll conducted 
before Election Day, Cornell under-
grads responded in record numbers 
to have their voices heard. Out of 
approximately 2,000 students ran-
domly selected from the entire Cor-
nell undergraduate population, 544 
replied to this short poll focused 
on the 2008 Presidential election, 
but also including important ques-
tions about campus issues. Be sure 
to note the margins of error for each 
question; they represent the range 
that a statistician would conclude, 
with 95% confi dence, and also in-
clude the actual percentage of all 
Cornell undergrads who would 
select that answer. All responses 
were submitted from October 8-12.
 Some of the results from this 
poll are very telling. About 3 out 
of every 4 Cornell undergrad vot-
ers will cast their vote for Barack 

Obama. Only about 1 in 5 students 
have a favorable view of VP can-
didate Sarah Palin. (That’s even 
lower than President Bush’s current 
national approval rating!) About 
a third of Cornellians believe that 
there is an underlying problem of 
racism on campus. President Skor-
ton’s decision not to sign the “Am-
ethyst Initiative” (a petition calling 
for lowering the drinking age to 18) 
did not affect his standing among 
undergrads on campus as about 92% 
of students approve of Cornell’s 
president. Approximately 58% of 
students support lowering the drink-
ing age to 18 (with 14% undecided).
 There are also some in-
teresting demographic insights 
gathered in this poll.  Seniors and 
freshmen seem to have very differ-
ent views about racism on campus. 
While 44.9% of seniors believe that 
racism is an underlying problem at 
Cornell, only 27.1% of freshmen 

feel the same way. It’s possible that 
this difference is just due to random 
error. But with a margin of error of 
about 8.5%, a statistician can be 
about 95% certain that a difference 
between seniors and freshmen does 
exist on this issue. What would 
cause this disparity? Maybe racism 
on campus has declined in the past 
few years, and seniors are basing 
their views on earlier stints of rac-
ism. Another possible theory is that 
seniors have an additional 3 years of 
experience to encounter racism, and 
that many of the freshmen are (un-
fortunately) bound to come across 
racism at some point in their college 
careers. Regardless of the causes, 
this is a very staggering statistic.
 Also, it seems that Republi-
cans on campus are, as a whole, un-
sure about the competence of a Mc-
Cain-Palin presidency. Only 45.8% 
of our Republican respondents who 
plan to vote are committed to vot-

ing for John McCain. While an 
additional 31.9% are undecided, 
this seems to be a strikingly small 
amount of support by Republicans 
for their Presidential candidate. In 
addition, 77.9% of these Republi-
cans believe that Joe Biden would 
better serve the Presidency than 
Sarah Palin! It seems that many 
of these students watched the in-
famous Katie Couric interview.
 Overall, we at The Cor-
nell Progressive are very pleased 
with the record-breaking participa-
tion that we received in the poll, 
and we would like to personally 
thank all those students who par-
ticipated. Congratulations to Xenia 
Rudenko ‘11, the winner of a Tar-
get gift card for participating. And 
keep your eyes peeled for more 
undergraduate polls in upcoming 
issues of The Cornell Progressive.

CP
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BY LLOYD ELLMAN 

  The national disarray lead-
ing up to the October 2 Vice-
Presidential debate suggested 
that it would be groundbreaking. 
 Our politicians were attempt-
ing to toss $700 billion in taxpayer 
money to massive fi nancial institu-
tions in the form of a bailout pack-

age. Sarah Palin continued to prove 
herself unqualifi ed for anything but 
late-night parody. Joe Biden shot 
his mouth off once again. Barack 
Obama expanded his lead over 
John McCain in national polls. The 
stage was set for the VP candidates 
to make or break the election with 
some ignorant quip or misrepresent-
ed fact. Shockingly, the collective 

response was a resounding “eh.”
 Even the contrived contro-
versy over moderator Gwen Ifi ll’s 
forthcoming, allegedly pro-Obama 
book “The Breakthrough: Politics 
and Race in the Age of Obama” failed 
to stir the pot once the debate ended. 
 Polling indicated that view-
ers felt Joe Biden was more expe-
rienced, more comfortable with 
his party’s political agenda, and a 
better speaker. Somehow, similar 
praises were given to Palin, who 
some felt “redeemed” herself. She 
did look the part, and occasionally 
recited applicable facts; yet her 
answers were largely in response 
to questions of her own devising. 
 Amid occasional winks, 
waves and gratuitous use of “Mav-
erick,” Palin refused to answer 
certain questions. Specifi cally, we 
saw this with the topic of global 
warming, about which she “[didn’t] 
want to argue about the causes.” 
Biden occasionally pointed out 
her question dodging, as did mod-
erator Ifi ll, but many questions re-
mained unanswered, and neither 
pressed Palin for a direct answer.
 In the days before the debate, 
strategists suggested that Biden had 
to attach the McCain-Palin cam-
paign to the Bush administration. 

Biden pushed this theme from the 
fi rst question, continually refer-
ring to McCain voting “90 percent 
of the time with President Bush.” 
 The economy was a ma-
jor point of contention through-

out. Biden continually repeated 
the Obama campaign statistic that 
people earning less than $250,000 
would not face any tax increase. 
Palin continually replied that it was 
really her plan that would cut taxes. 
 By general consensus, Joe 
Biden improved his rapport with 
the American public. His confi -
dence and 36 years of congressional 
experience enabled him to handle 
the requisite issues with ease, and 
his familiarity with John McCain’s 
political history placed newcomer 
Palin in a diffi cult situation. Gov-

ernor Palin was well coached and 
could generally parry Biden’s at-
tacks, but the disparity in experi-
ence between the two was obvious. 
Fortunately or unfortunately, Palin 
held back any truly controversial re-
marks, though she couldn’t refrain 
from one “Say it ain’t so, Joe,” and 
a shout-out to the third graders at 
Gladys Wood Elementary School. 
 With these lines, according 
to her supporters, Palin improved 
her reputation with the American 
public. In the days leading up to the 
debate the McCain campaign praised 
Joe Biden’s speaking capacities in 
an attempt to downplay Palin’s, 
well—more humble abilities. Ap-
parently Palin “redeemed” herself 
after her recent interviews by sim-
ply not saying anything outlandish. 
 Somehow, this seems to 
have worked. Although Obama’s 
approval ratings improved in the 
days following the debate, the trend 
seems to be more related to the 
sagging economy than to his run-
ning mate’s debate performance. 
In other words, with all the hype 
and buildup, the debate between 
Palin and Biden did staggeringly 
little to infl uence either party’s 
hope for success in November.

 CP

VP Debate Has Little Effect on Race Outcome 

Polling indicated that 
viewers felt Joe Biden 
was more experienced, 
more comfortable with 
his primary’s political 
agenda and a better 

speaker.

Continued from page 5
These numbers are sure to draw the 
attention of foreign policy leaders. 
 The negative impacts of 
international oil dependence on 
the global political arena are glar-
ing. It is impossible to know just 
how many lives have been lost and 
deeply upsetting to consider what 
they were lost for. If dependence
on foreign oil continues, many 
more violent acts against the Unit-
ed States and other oil-dependent 
states are inevitable. Luckily, there 
are ways to reduce oil consump-
tion and, as a result, lower our need 
for a Middle East presence and 
susceptibility to war and violence.
 
Future Development Goals 
 The United States is able 
to maintain affl uence as a result of 
high consumption and control over 
the supply of oil.  In 2006, the U.S. 
consumed over twenty million bar-
rels of oil per day. The next highest 
consumer in the world was China, 
with less than half the rate of con-
sumption in the U.S. This reckless 
consumption is unsustainable in 
the long run. It has negative rami-
fi cations domestically from pollu-
tion and social exclusion in cities, 
and negative impacts around the 

world such as global warming and 
intense international aggression.
 The Carter Doctrine and the 
Project for the New American Cen-
tury are examples of the aggressive 
policies that our country is willing 
to take in order to secure oil sup-
plies overseas.  We can assume that 
while other countries like China 
and India become more depen-
dent, they too will become aggres-
sive in their tactics of securing oil. 
 These aggressive policies 
put at jeopardy our political alli-
ances and create unstable political 
and religious factions that resent 
U.S. presence and that do not fear 
violent resistance. Our oil depen-
dence strangles our political and 
humanitarian righteousness and 
places us in entangling alliances 
that are bound to hurt in the future, 
if they have not hurt us already.
 Blood and Oil was only 
one hour long but it was full of 
important information that every 
progressive, or rather that every 
American, should know about and 
understand. Klare has the abil-
ity to make you laugh, yell, and 
cry and you will walk out of the 
theatre with a sense of urgency.

CP

The Politics of Oil

Biden occasionally 
pointed out Palin’s 

question dodging, as 
did moderator Ifi ll, but 
neither pressed Palin 
for a direct answer.
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Continued from page 1

In a strong real estate market (which 
we had until recently), subprime 
loans offer banks an opportunity to 
obtain higher returns faster. Either 
the borrower fulfi lls his high inter-
est rate payments, or he defaults, but 
the bank does not have to panic, be-
cause it can now sell the property for 
more than the original price.   
 So, due to the housing boom, 
loans from banks were widely avail-
able, even if one had a bad credit rat-
ing. As a result, more and more people 
took out loans to buy houses, causing 
property values to rise (on account of 
increased demand) even more than 
they already were in the strong market. 
This meant that our “housing bubble” 
continued to grow, with real estate ap-
proaching unsustainably high values. 
 Why would people buy hous-
es that they couldn’t afford? While 
some people simply entered their 
mortgages with full knowledge of the 
risks they were taking, many borrow-
ers were victims of predatory lending. 
Predatory lending describes a variety 
of dishonest or, in some cases, out-
right fraudulent practices committed 
by lenders. Many of these cases oc-
cur when lenders sucker buyers into 
agreeing to loans on which they do not 
fully understand the terms. The most 
common victims of the banks’ preda-
tory loans are those in the lower class-
es and those who are less educated. 
 So, subprime loans (often 
achieved through predatory lending) 
offered lenders a big reward for a rela-
tively low risk, provided that home 
values continued to rise. The housing 
boom would not last forever, though, 
and the banks knew this. They re-
sponded to this uncertainty by creating 
a new, mysterious credit instrument. 
Banks packaged many mortgages to-
gether into securities (fi nancial value) 
that could be bought and sold. They 
packaged some risky mortgages with 
some less risky ones and sold them off, 

collecting a certain profi t and effec-
tively passing on the risk. Investment 
banks joined the party, buying up these 
mortgage packages and then, in turn, 
selling them to investors for a profi t. 
 Around two years ago, the 
housing bubble reached its peak and 
real estate prices began to drop. De-
faulted subprime mortgages became a 
problem for the banks, because the real 
estate had dropped in value and the bank 
that was currently holding the mort-
gage (maybe after it had been passed 
around a couple times) was forced to 
eat that loss. As defaults increased, 
banks were in a bad spot. Many of their 
assets were in the form of the strange, 
meaningless bundled mortgages that 
had been passed along over and over 
again. These bundles were very hard to 
evaluate, and, as such, banks didn’t re-
ally know how much money they had. 
 During normal times in our 
economic system, banks frequently 
lend money to one another, and that 
keeps our economy rolling along 
smoothly. However, when banks fi nd 
that they can’t trust each other’s assets 
(because they consist of these mortgage 
bundles that may or may not pay off), 
they decrease lending. When United 
States accounting rules demanded that 
banks show a reality behind their as-
sets, (some real money actually gained 
from these mythical mortgage bun-
dles), they couldn’t produce. Eventu-
ally, some banks, like Lehman Broth-
ers, couldn’t get any loans, and so they 
went under. If a bank goes under, the 
money that the American people have 
stored with that bank is no longer safe.
 There’s an infl ammatory video 
fl oating around on YouTube right now 
that lays the fi nancial crisis at the feet 
of the Democrats. It cites something 
called the Community Reinvestment 
Act (CRA) as a prime cause for the 
current crisis. The CRA was an attempt 
to end the practice of redlining, where 
banks avoided making loans to low-
income communities, often ones with 
high percentages of minorities. The in-

ability to obtain loans had driven these 
communities deeper into poverty. Pres-
ident Jimmy Carter signed the Act into 
law in 1977.  The Wall Street Journal 
editorial page pushes the view that the 
poor, poor banks were pressured to lend 
to these risky minorities who weren’t 
going to be able to pay anyway, thus 
leading to our current subprime crisis.
 The problem, as Daniel Gross 
reveals in Newsweek, is that most of 
the subprime loans causing our current 
problem weren’t made by entities that 
were regulated by the CRA. These enti-
ties had no obligation to make the sub-
prime loans that they did. Gross also 
points out that “the CRA didn’t force 
mortgage companies to offer loans for 
no-money down, or to throw under-
writing standards out the window, or to 
encourage mortgage brokers to aggres-
sively seek out new markets.” In other 
words, the legislation did not unreason-
ably handcuff lenders’ ability to estab-
lish profi table terms on these loans that 
they were encouraged to make. The 
law merely gave them an incentive to 
reach out to low-income communities 
that were struggling to make ends meet. 
 While naysayers may claim 

that multibillionaires were the victims 
because they were somehow forced to 
make high-risk loans to minorities, in 
reality, today’s problems cannot be laid 
at the feet of this policy. The banking 
industry mismanaged its money, and, 
fueled by greed, tried to push its prof-
its ever higher with predatory lending 
and meaningless mortgage bundles.
 Of course, there are many oth-
er aspects to this economic meltdown. I 
won’t delve into the controversial bail-
out plan or the expanding global eco-
nomic crisis here, but what we should 
learn from the tale presented above is 
that the banking industry needs regula-
tion. We must drive out the ludicrous 
banking culture that deceives home-
buyers in order to cut a higher profi t. 
We must stop the widespread storing of 
assets in the form of ridiculous imagi-
nary credit instruments like mortgage 
bundles. To employ a well-worn cli-
ché, we have to start protecting those 
on Main Street, not just the investors 
on Wall Street, and then, maybe af-
ter America recovers from this mess 
we can avoid another subprime crisis.

Continued from page 1

Obama supports stronger regulatory 
oversight to ensure that genetic devel-
opments such as DNA testing and gene 
therapy are accurate and safe for human 
use. He also highlighted his support for 
the Genetic Information Non-Discrimi-
nation Act of 2008 (GINA), which pro-
tects Americans from discrimination 
based on genetic information in terms 
of employment and insurance coverage. 
 McCain’s concern is maintain-
ing privacy since genetic information 
expands and complicates human re-
cords. Scientists agree with this issue, 
since loopholes in GINA are starting 
to garner attention. McCain also hopes 
to use genetic engineering to “provide 
real assistance for those in some of 
the poorest regions who lack access 
to adequate food sources.” McCain’s 
ambitions are respectable, but he needs 
an actual strategy to execute his plan. 
For example, without the oversight 
Obama calls for, McCain’s hopes for a 
“new Green Revolution” may lead to 
the exploitation of small-time farmers 

if large agricultural companies are al-
lowed to patent genetic technologies. 
 
Stem Cells
 Obama was quick to say he will 
lift President Bush’s ban on government 
funding of human embryonic stem cell 
research through executive order. He 
understands that restricting the stem 
cell lines to only those created after 
August 9, 2001, suffocated medical ad-
vances that could be saving lives today. 
McCain strongly opposes the “inten-
tional creation of human embryos for 
research purposes.” However, such 
an ethically problematic practice is 
not even in question. What Obama 
supports is using the abundance of 
embryos stored in in-vitro fertiliza-
tion clinics that will eventually be 
destroyed if not used for reproductive 
purposes. McCain champions research 
in amniotic fl uid and adult stem cells, 
but he does not realize, as Obama 
states, that these alternatives “do not 
have the versatility of embryonic 
stem cells and cannot replace them.” 

Taking Sides
 After learning each can-
didate’s scientifi c intentions for 
our country, 62 American Nobel 
Laureates wrote an open letter de-
claring their support for Obama. 
 “Senator Obama understands 
that Presidential leadership and fed-
eral investments in science and tech-
nology are crucial elements in suc-
cessful governance of the world’s 
leading country,” the letter states. 
 Noted signatories include 
James D. Watson, who shares a No-
bel Prize in medicine for discover-
ing DNA’s structure, and David Bal-
timore, who shares a Nobel Prize in 
medicine for discovering reverse tran-
scriptase, a key to understanding Hu-
man Immunodefi ciency Virus (HIV). 
 Science Debate 2008 is sup-
ported by over 125 million Americans. 
Major endorsers include the American 
Association for the Advancement of 
Science (AAAS), the Council on Com-
petitiveness, the National Academy 
of Sciences, the National Academy 
of Engineering, and the Institute of 

Medicine. Over 175 leading American 
universities, including Cornell Uni-
versity, signed the initiative as well. 
 After receiving both candi-
dates’ answers to the questions, Sci-
ence Debate 2008 asked its support-
ers to give each candidate separate 
grades for each of their answers. As 
of October 6, 2008, the majority of 
voters are giving Obama A’s for all 
of his answers, while McCain is re-
ceiving a majority of F’s for all of his. 
 Despite these results, and no 
matter which candidate you support, 
Science Debate 2008 clearly demon-
strates that science is a major topic 
that is worthy of Presidential debate.

Full answers to each question may 
be found at: http://www.sciencede-

bate2008.com/www/index.php?id=42.

Treasury Secretary Henry Paulson at a recent press conference.

Economic Crisis Due in Part to Deregulation

CP
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Nobel Science Laureates Line Up Behind Obama
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BY ZACHARY NEWKIRK

 While the country watches 
the presidential race unfold dramati-
cally over the last few weeks of cam-
paigning, there are a number of less 
visible yet highly important races 
occurring throughout the country.
 Some of the most important 
races involve the U.S. Senate. There 
are currently 35 contested Senate seats, 
only 12 of which are held by Demo-
crats. Republicans must defend 23 seats.
 Since neither of New York’s 
seats are up for election this year, the 
U.S. Senate may be off our minds. 
However, this is an important year 
for Senate races because the Demo-
crats have a realistic chance of reach-
ing the coveted sixty seats needed 
to prevent a fi libuster in Congress. 
 Currently, the Democrats and 
Republicans are split at 49 senators 
each with two independents, Joe Lieber-
man (Conn.) and Bernie Sanders (Vt.), 
caucusing with the Democrats. This 
gives the Democrats the most tenuous 
majority possible in the Senate, 51-49.
 This November, the Demo-
crats have a serious shot of picking up 
9 seats to get to the fi libuster-proof 60. 
Although diffi cult and fairly unlikely, 
a 60-member Democratic Senate could 
pass President Obama’s progressive 
agenda with little threat of a fi libus-
ter from Senate Republicans or block 
President McCain’s policies if needed. 
The question is not whether the Dem-
ocrats will gain seats; it is how many 
seats will they gain? The Republican 
brand is so unpopular this year that they 
will sigh in relief if they only lose four.
Here is a list of likely Democrat-
ic pick-ups and competitive races:
 Virginia: Long-time Repub-
lican John Warner is retiring and will 
probably be replaced by former Demo-
cratic governor Mark Warner (no rela-
tion). In a battle of former Governors, 
Warner polls safely ahead of former 
Republican governor Jim Gilmore.  The 
Democrats will handily win this seat. 
 New Mexico: Rep. Tom Udall 
(D) faces Rep. Steve Pearce (R) over re-
tiring Republican Pete Domenici’s seat. 

It is an almost guaranteed Democratic 
victory with a top Republican leader 
saying “you don’t waste money on rac-
es that don’t need it or you can’t win.” 
 Colorado: Tom’s Coloradoan 
cousin Rep. Mark Udall (D) faces for-

mer Rep. Bob Schaffer (R) in a closer 
race. Schaffer did not help his case 
early in the election cycle when, in an 
advertisement, he declared his love for 
Colorado in front of a backdrop of Mt. 
McKinley in Alaska! The race will prob-
ably end up a Democratic victory unless 
Schaffer pulls off an amazing stunt like 
adding Sarah Palin to his ticket. Just 
kidding, no one would be that stupid.  
 New Hampshire: Former gov-
ernor Jeanne Shaheen (D) faces Sen. 

John Sununu (R). Sununu narrowly won 
their last contest six years ago when his 
campaign illegally jammed Shaheen’s 
get-out-the-vote phone operations. 
Shaheen has been consistently ahead 
in polls, though one recent Rasmus-
sen poll had Sununu leading, 52-45. It 
may very well be another close race, 
but most likely a Democratic victory. 
 The Democrats are almost guar-
anteed to win the above four seats, put-
ting them at 55-45. Winning the next fi ve 
seats will put them at 60-40! Hooray! 
 Alaska: The incumbent sena-
tor, Republican Ted Stevens, has been 
in offi ce for decades but for the fi rst time 
has a serious challenger in Anchorage 
mayor Mark Begich (D). Faced with 
corruption charges and a federal in-
dictment, Stevens is highly vulnerable 
against his popular and much younger 
opponent. The seat is leaning Demo-
cratic currently, but a lot hinges upon 
the outcome of Stevens’ corruption tri-
al. Surprisingly, the governor of Alas-
ka running for the vice presidency has 
not helped Stevens much in the polls.
 Oregon: Sen. Gordon Smith 
(R) is facing a serious challenge from 
state house speaker Jeff Merkley (D). 

A self-proclaimed moderate Republi-
can, Smith has tried to distance himself 
from the national Republican Party 
in numerous ads. It is a toss-up seat. 
 Minnesota: The (in)famous 
Al Franken (D) is challenging bland 
Sen. Norm Coleman (R). Franken has 
been plagued by issues ranging from 
his old jokes, tax evasion, and sex-
ism but in recent polls he has gained 
serious ground. Norm Coleman still 
holds the lead in most polls but Fran-
ken has a shot, especially if he rides 
Obama’s popular coattails to victory. 
 Mississippi-B: Long-time 
senator Trent Lott (R) retired sud-
denly last year, perhaps to avoid the 
Democratic landslide in 2008 or take 
advantage of a change in Senate re-
volving door policy. His replacement 
was little-known Roger Wicker (R), 
who is being challenged by popular 
former governor Ronnie Musgrove 
(D). It will be diffi cult for Musgrove 
to win, however, as Mississippi is one 
of the most conservative states in the 
U.S. However, he has a serious shot 
if he can ride Obama’s successes and 
capture the African-American vote and 
a sizeable proportion of the white vote. 
 North Carolina: In what I 
hope will become an epic battle of 
‘Pant Suits,’ Sen. Elizabeth Dole (R) is 
being challenged by state senator Kay 
Hagan (D). The Democrats launched 
an effective ad campaign saying Dole 
was 93rd in effectiveness in the Sen-
ate. This seems to have struck a chord 
among North Carolinians and Hagan 
has led in several recent polls. It is 
still a toss-up, but is a more likely 
Democrat pick-up than the above two. 
 Georgia: The race between 
incumbent Republican Saxby Cham-
bliss and Democrat Jim Martin is 
tighter than expected and may be the 
surprise election of the year. Although 
a Martin victory is indeed a long shot, 
I added this race because it very well 
could change hands. Recent polls 
show Martin gaining on Chambliss 
and a huge turnout for Obama could 
push Martin over the top to victory. 
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Landslide Election? Democrats Have Chance 
to Gain Supermajority in Senate

BY JOEY ANDERSON

 It doesn’t take very much gas 
to travel from our loveable little bub-
ble of Cornell to communities worlds 
away. Migrant workers, who are busy 
churning the regional economy, are 
also enjoying the beautiful New York 
autumn and preparing for winter.  
While our studies make it nearly im-
possible for us Cornellians not to turn 
our backs on the outside world, a few 
small cohorts of students are reaching 
out and helping to better integrate these 
communities into American society.
 Friends of Farm Workers, a 
group of 30 students dedicated to mi-
grant issues, travels weekly to one of 
seven different farms, all within 40 
minutes of campus, to tutor farm work-
ers in English. Whether the workers 

speak no English or are nearly fl uent, 
the experience for both tutors and stu-
dents is very positive. Isabelle Hutch-
ings, the group’s president, has always 
been interested in migrant issues and 
has many friends at home from migrant 
families. “One of my favorite aspects 
is interacting with the farm workers,” 
she says. “It is a worthwhile invest-
ment because you develop stronger 
relationships with them over time.”
 Migrant workers lead hard-
working lives, often in bad condi-
tions. A study done by the Cornell 
Farmworker Program in C.A.L.S. as-
sessed several different aspects of farm 
worker life, including their needs, im-
migration issues, social and economic 
interactions, health, culture, and future 
prospects. The study reported that the 
workers often live in labor camps or 

other temporary residences, where 
overcrowding and unclean facilities 
pose health risks. On a brighter note, 
they do have access to education, 
though it is limited in some rural ar-
eas. The A.B.C.D. program is one ex-
ample of a pre-school program for mi-
grant children. This type of education 
supplements public education, where 
migrant children are often behind their 
peers due to frequent school changes. 
Despite the harsh conditions, the mi-
grant families persevere. They are very 
hardworking people, often sending 
money back to their families at home.  
 One of the biggest obstacles 
facing the migrant workers is dispel-
ling the misconceptions that surround 
them. They tend to be thought of as one 
group of people, disregarding the fact 
that they are individuals with an array 

of different backgrounds and stories. 
Migrant workers have also been scru-
tinized for their lack of assimilation 
into our society, a dilemma that is out 
of their control. They work very hard 
to “make it” in America, and do not 
assimilate either because they all take 
similar jobs or, in many cases, because 
they lack the resources and opportuni-
ty to branch out. This is one point that 
Hutchings feels very strongly about. 
“They are working very hard doing 
very hard manual labor, and the fact that 
they also add the challenge of learning 
English says a lot about their desire to 
assimilate,” she said. Fortunately, this 
dedicated group of students at Cornell 
is making a signifi cant difference in the 
lives of many of these migrant workers. 

Cornell Students Active With New York Migrant Worker Community
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Democratic Senate leaders have a chance to work with a
60-seat majority beginning next year.

This November, the 
Democrats have a 

serious shot at picking 
up 9 seats to get to the 
fi libuster-proof sixty.
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BY VIVIAN CHENG

 Beauty pageants? Not so 
progressive. Male beauty pag-
eants…a little closer. On October 
3, thirteen contestants faced off in 
a full cast dance, a swimsuit com-
petition, a talent round, and a fi nal 
question and answer session for the 
coveted title of “Alpha Phi Ivy Man 
2008.” The sorority, Alpha Phi, 
holds this competition annually 
to award scholarships and support 
women’s cardiac health. 
 So how progressive are 
these chosen men? To fi nd out, The 
Cornell Progressive asked the con-
testants for their most progressive 
idea. 
 Duane Mitchell—whose 
talent was being American—has a 
vision for fi xing higher education 
in America. He believes that pro-
fessors need to stop students from 

just memorizing facts and to stop 
“teaching for the exams.” In the 
long run, putting “a heavy compo-
nent on learning concepts and ac-
tually understanding what you’re 
doing” will be more valuable for 
the country, Mitchell said. Per-
haps we should consider Mitchell’s 

thoughts, as the Trinidad citizen is 
successfully majoring in “econom-
ics and pimping.”  

 Diego Sosa has concerns 
about education as well. Sosa is 
distressed over the deteriorating 
conditions of low-income inner-
city schools. “Because they’re from 
a bad area they don’t do well in 
school,” Sosa said. “Then the gov-
ernment doesn’t give them books, 
so how can they get good grades?” 
Sosa hopes we can help these un-
der-funded public schools and “stop 
the cycle.”
 Forget the $700 billion bail-
out plan, Javan Barbo has a quick 
and easy solution to our country’s 
current fi nancial crisis: “give me 
your monies.” Meanwhile, Mac 
Bishop shadily provided a stock 
tip—American Apparel. 
 On the other hand, Kevin 
Drummond has an all-encompass-
ing solution to the country’s trou-
bles. “Next election…female presi-
dent. That’s all,” Drummond said.  

Andrew Barnell has a different ap-
proach. “I think whoever wins Ivy 
Man should run for president,” he 
said. Agreeing that the Ivy Man con-
testants have the makings of world 
leaders, an Alpha Phi chimed in, 
“instead of presidential debates, the 
nominees should go through an Ivy 
Man competition!” Now, let’s all 
just take a moment to picture John 
McCain standing next to Barack 
Obama in a swimsuit competition. 
  The most eccentric sug-
gestion, however, came from Tim 
Wickham. “We should ban all tin 
soup cans because can openers 
cause too many fatalities,” Wick-
ham said passionately. 
 Finally, if you want to know 
how progressive this year’s Ivy Man 
is, you’ll have to ask Erik Munck 
yourself. 

The Cornell Progressive 
asked the contestants for 

their most progressive 
idea. If you want to know 

how progressive this 
year’s Ivy Man is, you’ll 
have to ask Erik Munck 

yourself.

  Progressive Ivy Men of 2008?

Election Buzz Words Word Find
By Jamie Feigenbaum
“Tip-a-canoe and Tyler, too!” “Whacko Jack-o” “It’s the economy, stu-
pid” What all of these slogans have in common is their historic roles in 
getting presidential candidates elected. Since the beginning of elections, 
catch phrases and buzz words have been around to infl uence the psyche 
of the American public. Here is a chance to hunt down the words that you 
are sick of hearing from the 2008 Election Season. 

O B A M A N I A T O
H B I L L A R Y E R
R O P E M O E P E L
T P C I A M O U R I
E N I K V H N G T P
M E C L E N R N S S
Y E T R R Y S I N T
N Y M I I A M R I I
A S A M C S O O A C
R Y A S K M I H M K
E G N A H C R S L R

Hockey Mom
Lipstick
Maverick
Main Street
Shoring Up
Hope

Crisis
Change
Obamania
Billary
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THE BACK BURNER 
General Colin Powell voices support for Senator Obama

By Sam Levine 
 On Sunday, October 19th, General Colin Powell was Tom Brokaw’s key-note guest on Meet the Press. General Powell, after 
outlining his thought-process, announced that he would vote for Senator Barack Obama in the upcoming election. The endorsement by 
Powell, a retired four-star Army general and chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff under the fi rst President Bush, was called “the most 
important endorsement of the campaign so far” by former presidential advisor David Gergen. Former Republican Speaker of the House 
Newt Gingrich echoed these sentiments on ABC’s This Week with George Stephanopoulos, “What that just did in one sound bite, is it 
eliminated the experience argument.” Democratic strategist Donna Brazile added her two cents.  “This is an endorsement that has enor-
mous dividend for Sen. Obama, not only in helping to erase any remaining doubts about his national security agenda, his experience, but 
also it says that he wants to govern in a different way -- different than, say, past administrations where you relied on just his base or his 
party. ... It says that he’s going to reach across the aisle. And perhaps this is a good way for Sen. Obama to put that message out in the 
closing weeks of the campaign.” 
 Senator Obama wasted little time in publicizing his latest primetime endorsement. He told a crowd of 10,000 in Fayetteville, N.C 
that he was “beyond honored and deeply humbled to have the support of General Colin Powell.” Below is the most important part of the 
transcript from Meet the Press.  
 MR. BROKAW:  General Powell, actually you gave a campaign contribution to Senator McCain.  You have met twice at least 
with Barack Obama.  Are you prepared to make a public declaration of which of these two candidates that you’re prepared to support?
 GEN. POWELL:  Yes, but let me lead into it this way.  I know both of these individuals very well now.  I’ve known John for 25 
years as your setup said. And I’ve gotten to know Mr. Obama quite well over the past two years.  Both of them are distinguished Ameri-
cans who are patriotic, who are dedicated to the welfare of our country.  Either one of them, I think, would be a good president.  I have 
said to Mr. McCain that I admire all he has done.  I have some concerns about the direction that the party has taken in recent years. It has 
moved more to the right than I would like to see it, but that’s a choice the party makes.  And I’ve said to Mr. Obama, “You have to pass 
a test of do you have enough experience, and do you bring the judgment to the table that would give us confi dence that you would be a 
good president.”
 And I’ve watched him over the past two years, frankly, and I’ve had this conversation with him.  I have especially watched over 
the last six of seven weeks as both of them have really taken a fi nal exam with respect to this economic crisis that we are in and coming 
out of the conventions.  And I must say that I’ve gotten a good measure of both.  In the case of Mr. McCain, I found that he was a little 
unsure as to deal with the economic problems that we were having and almost every day there was a different approach to the problem.  
And that concerned me, sensing that he didn’t have a complete grasp of the economic problems that we had.  And I was also concerned at 
the selection of Governor Palin.  She’s a very distinguished woman, and she’s to be admired; but at the same time, now that we have had 
a chance to watch her for some seven weeks, I don’t believe she’s ready to be president of the United States, which is the job of the vice 
president.  And so that raised some question in my mind as to the judgment that Senator McCain made.
 On the Obama side, I watched Mr. Obama and I watched him during this seven-week period.  And he displayed a steadiness, an 
intellectual curiosity, a depth of knowledge and an approach to looking at problems like this and picking a vice president that, I think, is 
ready to be president on day one. And also, in not just jumping in and changing every day, but showing intellectual vigor.  I think that he 
has a, a defi nitive way of doing business that would serve us well.  I also believe that on the Republican side over the last seven weeks, 
the approach of the Republican Party and Mr. McCain has become narrower and narrower.  Mr. Obama, at the same time, has given us a 
more inclusive, broader reach into the needs and aspirations of our people. He’s crossing lines–ethnic lines, racial lines, generational lines.  
He’s thinking about all villages have values, all towns have values, not just small towns have values.
 And I’ve also been disappointed, frankly, by some of the approaches that Senator McCain has taken recently, or his campaign ads, 
on issues that are not really central to the problems that the American people are worried about. This Bill Ayers situation that’s been going 
on for weeks became something of a central point of the campaign.  But Mr. McCain says that he’s a washed-out terrorist.  Well, then, 
why do we keep talking about him?  And why do we have these robocalls going on around the country trying to suggest that, because of 
this very, very limited relationship that Senator Obama has had with Mr. Ayers, somehow, Mr. Obama is tainted.  What they’re trying to 
connect him to is some kind of terrorist feelings.  And I think that’s inappropriate.
 Now, I understand what politics is all about.  I know how you can go after one another, and that’s good.  But I think this goes too 
far.  And I think it has made the McCain campaign look a little narrow.  It’s not what the American people are looking for.  And I look at 
these kinds of approaches to the campaign and they trouble me.  And the party has moved even further to the right, and Governor Palin 
has indicated a further rightward shift.  I would have diffi culty with two more conservative appointments to the Supreme Court, but 
that’s what we’d be looking at in a McCain administration.  I’m also troubled by, not what Senator McCain says, but what members of 
the party say. And it is permitted to be said such things as, “Well, you know that Mr. Obama is a Muslim.” Well, the correct answer is, he 
is not a Muslim, he’s a Christian.  He’s always been a Christian.  But the really right answer is, what if he is?  Is there something wrong 
with being a Muslim in this country? The answer’s no, that’s not America.  Is there something wrong with some seven-year-old Muslim-
American kid believing that he or she could be president?  Yet, I have heard senior members of my own party drop the suggestion, “He’s a 
Muslim and he might be associated terrorists.” This is not the way we should be doing it in America.
 I feel strongly about this particular point because of a picture I saw in a magazine.  It was a photo essay about troops who are 
serving in Iraq and Afghanistan.  And one picture at the tail end of this photo essay was of a mother in Arlington Cemetery, and she had 
her head on the headstone of her son’s grave.  And as the picture focused in, you could see the writing on the headstone.  And it gave his 
awards–Purple Heart, Bronze Star–showed that he died in Iraq, gave his date of birth, date of death.  He was 20 years old. And then, at the 
very top of the headstone, it didn’t have a Christian cross, it didn’t have the Star of David, it had crescent and a star of the Islamic faith.  
And his name was Kareem Rashad Sultan Khan, and he was an American. He was born in New Jersey.  He was 14 years old at the time of 
9/11, and he waited until he can go serve his country, and he gave his life.  Now, we have got to stop polarizing ourself in this way.  And 
John McCain is as nondiscriminatory as anyone I know.  But I’m troubled about the fact that, within the party, we have these kinds of 
expressions.
 So, when I look at all of this and I think back to my Army career, we’ve got two individuals, either one of them could be a good 
president.  But which is the president that we need now?  Which is the individual that serves the needs of the nation for the next period of 
time?  And I come to the conclusion that because of his ability to inspire, because of the inclusive nature of his campaign, because he is 
reaching out all across America, because of who he is and his rhetorical abilities–and we have to take that into account–as well as his sub-
stance–he has both style and substance–he has met the standard of being a successful president, being an exceptional president.  I think 
he is a transformational fi gure.  He is a new generation coming into the world–onto the world stage, onto the American stage, and for that 
reason I’ll be voting for Senator Barack Obama.
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And now [McCain] tells us that he’s the one who’s gonna to take on the old 
boys network. The old boys network? In the McCain campaign that’s called a 
staff meeting. Come, on! --Barack Obama

Political experts are saying that to 
succeed in the vice presidential de-
bate, Sarah Palin needs to show that 
she has the same concerns as every-
day Americans. For instance, Palin 
planned to start the debate by say-
ing she’s really troubled by John 
McCain’s choice for vice president. 
--Conan O’Brien

Well, let’s see. There’s -  of course 
- in the great history of America 
rulings there have been rulings.

--Sarah Palin, unable to name a 
Supreme Court decision other 
than Roe v. Wade, interview with 
Katie Couric, CBS News, Oct. 1, 
2008

And fi nally, we would like to remind our 
audience that due to the historically low 
expectations for Governor Palin, were she 
simply to do an adequate job tonight - at 
no point cry, faint, run out of the building, 
or vomit - you should consider the debate 
a tie. --Queen Latifah as Gwen Ifi ll on
Saturday Night Live

The big question, I don’t know if 
anyone has asked yet, while Sarah 
Palin is yammering it up with Joe 
Biden in St. Louis, who’s keeping 
an eye on the Russians? I feel very 
unprotected right now.
--Jimmy Kimmel

Did you see that interview with Katie 
Couric? Oh, man. Katie Couric asked 
Sarah Palin what newspapers she 
reads, and she could not name a sin-
gle newspaper that she reads. Which 
wouldn‛t be so bad if she didn‛t have a 
degree in journalism. 
--Jay Leno

I believe marriage is 
meant to be a sacred in-
stitution between two 
unwilling teenagers. 
–-Tina Fey as Sarah Palin 
on Saturday Night Live
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