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By Reem Khondakar

The only two women safe in Delhi 
are Sonia Gandhi and Sheila Dik-

shit,” read a bobbing placard amidst 
the protests outside the iron gates of 
the Indian presidential palace. The 
protests were sparked by the Decem-
ber 16th gang rape of a 23-year-old 
woman in Delhi. Over the pas t few 
weeks, the case has grown from a 
local story about six men, an iron rod, 
and a woman on a moving bus, to an 
international story about misogyny 
and women’s rights. 
     But how many times a year do 
rape  cases garner public attention? 
How often do we see the likes of the 
December 16th gang rape becoming 
headline news? As author Sonia Fa-
leiro contends, “It wasn’t the brutality 
of the attack on the young woman 
that made her tragedy unusual; it was 
that an attack had, at last, elicited a 
response.” In the first eleven months 
of 2012, 635 rape cases were report-
ed in Delhi, with only one ending in 
conviction. And on January 12th, a 
29-year-old woman was gang raped 
by seven men in an incident far too 
similar to the first. But for every rape 

case reported, how many are not?      
     With the limelight on India, and the 
growing international concern over 
how to prevent these crimes and bring 
the perpetrators to justice, much atten-
tion has been given to the Herculean 
task of fixing India’s judicial system 
(it can take up to ten years to process 
a case) and, more fundamentally, how 
to change a deep-rooted mindset of 
shame and dishonor that too often 
leads to the suicide of the rape victim.
     Yet as America watches on, our own 
Congress has allowed the Violence 
Against Women Act (VAWA) to ex-
pire. Since its introduction in 1994, the 
VAWA has protected millions of vic-
tims of sexual or domestic violence. 
     By providing for community 
system responses, ensuring federal 
prosecution for interstate victims, and 
securing buy-in from law enforce-
ment or social services, this piece of 
legislation has helped the U.S rate of 
domestic violence drop by more than 
60 percent, according to estimates by 
the Department of Justice. As CNN’s 
Ilyse Hogue reports, “Before VAWA, 
women saw little incentive and an 
ominous downside to reporting abuse.  
More often than not, their abusers 

saw no punishment, but victims faced 
losing jobs, homes, marriages and 
custody of their children.”
        The VAWA expired for the first 
time on January 2nd, 2013. Although 
the act cleared the Senate last April 
through a distinctly bipartisan effort, 
House Republicans obstructed it in 
late 2012. “The central nature of 
the objection was never fully spec-
ified in public,” admits NPR justice 
correspondent Carrie Johnson. The 
apparently controversial issues House 
Republicans took with the act were 
three new modifications that provide 
protection from sexual violence for 
members of the LGBT community, 
undocumented immigrants, and Na-
tive Americans. Though Senators Pat-
rick Leahy (D-VT) and Mike Crapo 
(R-ID) passed the bill that included 
these modifications, the Leahy-Crapo 
VAWA reauthorization bill failed to 
make it through the House. 
     The objections are not new. In 
2005, the VAWA nearly expired after 
House Republicans objected to added 
provisions for the LGBT community. 
It passed without the added protec-
tions. Under the current provisions of 
the VAWA, tribes cannot prosecute 

non-Indians responsible for domestic 
violence or abuse—even if they are 
married to their victim. Yet tribal 
lands have some of the highest rates 
of sexual abuse and domestic violence 
in the country. 

“Basically, right now, if you are a 
non-Native American man who beats 
up, sexually assaults or even kills a 
Native American woman on tribal 
land, you’ll get away with it,” writes 
Jonathan Capehart of the Washington 
Post. 
Attention toward violence against trib-
al women has long been a contentious 
issue. Just this past December, at the 
annual Tribal Nations Conference, 
President Obama stated, “With do-
mestic violence so prevalent on res-
ervations, we’re pushing Congress to 
restore your power to bring to justice 
anyone – Native American or non-Na-
tive American -- who hurts a woman.” 
Restoring power to bring perpetra-
tors of domestic or sexual violence 
so widespread and prevalent as that 
against tribal women to justice should 
not be a controversial issue. 

Continued on pg. 4
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EDITORIAL
GOOD RIDDANCE, 

‘WORST CONGRESS EVER’

The 112th Congress can pat itself 
on the back for the newly earned 

distinction as being “the worst ever.”  
According to Politico, which substan-
tiated this claim, the 112th Congress 
“has had few real accomplishments 
on the legislative front…[passing] 
the fewest number of laws created by 
the first session of a Congress since at 
least 1959.” 

While the title is appropriate 
for a Congress marred by partisan 
gridlock in the form of ideologues 
on both sides of the aisle, there is a 
problem with it.  By using the phrase, 
“the worst ever,” Politico has implied 
that there may be nowhere to go but 
up.  After all, would it be possible for 
this new session of Congress to be 
even worse than “the worst ever?”  
The short answer is yes.

The American public’s disdain 
toward Congress comes at no surprise 
given recent publicized examples – in 
fact, a poll released in early January 
from Public Policy Polls has a 9% 
Congressional favorability, lower than 
Americans’ support for cockroaches, 
root canals and even Lindsay Lohan.  

The last few hours of the 
112th Congress in session perhaps 
epitomized the disarray and inability 
of recent sessions of Congress in per-
forming its fundamental job of gov-
erning.  Working into the wee hours of 
New Year’s Day, a last-hour fiscal-cliff 
averting bill proposed by the Senate 
was sent hastily to the House for a 
vote.  House Major Leader Eric Cantor 
verbally struck down this “last-resort” 
bill, scornful of the tax increases on 
those making over $400,000 a year.  A 
deal seemed dead, again, until House 
lawmakers finally decided to give the 
bill a simple up-or-down vote, which 
led to its passage.  Amidst this chaos 
on January 1, House Speaker John 
Boehner decided to avert discussion 
of the Hurricane Sandy relief bill yet 
again, more than two months after the 
catastrophe.  

This constant, selfish infight-
ing in Congress, most explicitly 
showcased in the current GOP House 
caucus – no doubt has left a bad taste 

in many mouths of the American pub-
lic.  And the blame can be squarely 
placed upon one specific group of 
Congressmen – the Tea Party Caucus.  
With its “government is bad” mantra, 
it has placed its focus on obstruction, 
rather than governance.  Most notably, 
it has created a clear divide within the 
Republican Party, already struggling 
with party identity issues after its dev-
astating 2012 election results. 

Yet, with all the blame that is 
consistently placed upon Congress, we 
often avoid blaming the true culprits 
– ourselves.  At the end of the day, 
these Congressmen and Congress-
woman work for and are elected by the 
American people.  Those forty-some 
obstructionists in the Tea Party Caucus 
were all elected by their respective 
congressional districts, who clearly 
believed in the same virtues and prin-
ciples as these elected leaders.  There 
has to be a fundamental change in 
American opinion toward many issues 
– whether economic or social – before 
we can alter the extremist landscape of 
the American Congress today.

Not all is bad news, though, as 
the 113th Congress consists of many 
noteworthy points for Liberals.  For 
one thing, Democrats picked up a 
substantial number of seats in both 
the Senate and the House.  Democrats 
welcomed two new Senators, retaining 
its majority status.  While the House 
is still controlled by Republicans, 
Democrats gained nine new members, 
from 191 to 200.  
 The 113th Congress will also 
be recognized as the most diverse 
Congress in America’s history.  There 
are a total of 101 women in Con-
gress, including a record twenty 
female Senators.  There are also 43 
African-Americans, 31 Latinos, 12 
Asian Americans and 7 openly gay or 
bisexual members.  Sen. Mazie Hirono 
became the first Buddhist and Asian 
American woman to serve as Senator; 
Rep. Mark Takano became the first 
openly gay person-of-color in Con-
gress; Sen. Tammy Baldwin became 
the first open gay Senator and first 
woman to serve in the position from 

Wisconsin; Sen. Tim Scott became 
the first African-American to serve as 
Senator of a southern state, South Car-
olina, since Reconstruction.  The list 
of “firsts” in the 113th Congress, which 
extend beyond these few examples, is 
promising.  Congress is finally begin-
ning to represent the ethnic makeup of 
modern-day America and the diversity 
in ideas and experiences along with it.  
 While electing a more diverse 
Congress is definitely a step in the 
right direction for America’s future, 
it would be foolish to think of it as 
the most important factor in solving 
Congressional gridlock.  America 
needs elected officials who do not balk 
at the thought of compromise and who 
do not let their own stiff ideologies get 
in the way of performing their elected 
duties of governing. Democratic and 
liberal members of Congress are not 
completely in the clear when it comes 
to blame.  Some members in the Dem-
ocratic caucus have opinions that are 
just as polarizing as those in the Tea 
Party.  These members need to reflect 
upon the American public’s distaste 
in partisan bickering, or risk being 
portrayed as outcasts like the Tea Party 
members.  

 We need a Congress filled 
with members who, although passion-
ate in their respective ideologies, are 
still able to work in a bipartisan and 
pragmatic fashion – which members 
of the Tea Party Caucus are clearly 
unwilling to do.  The election of a 
diverse array of voices to the 113th 
Congress sends an overwhelming 
message to these Tea Party conserva-
tives that opposition to their ideology’s 
narrow-mindedness and ignorance is 
alive and strong.If ideology becomes 
too extreme on either side of the po-
litical spectrum, the 113th Congress 
has the true possibility of being even 
worse than the “worst ever” 112th 
Congress.   

CP

In Support of Moderate Forces in Middle East
On Israel and Palestine Nathan Gelb-Dyler

On November 29th the United 
Nations voted 138-9 to grant 

Palestine the status of nonmember 
observer state.  This official recog-
nition is significant on a historical 
level; after decades of marginaliza-
tion, the Palestinians are at last rec-
ognized as a people with a state of 
their own.  The vote is also significant 
not just because of those who recog-
nized Palestine, but for those who 
did not: Israel and the United States. 
Beyond the powerful symbolism, the 
UN recognition opens the doors for 
potential change.  True peace in the 
region, however, will depend more 
on the choices Israeli and Palestinian 
leaders make in the months and years 
ahead, rather than on a vote from the 
United Nations.
 As a recognized state of the 
UN, Palestine can now bring al-
leged war crimes to the International 
Criminal Court to be investigated.  
After the 2009 Gaza War, the Pales-
tinian Authority attempted to do just 
that, but was ignored because the UN 
did not yet recognize Palestine as 
a state.  If the Palestinian Authority 
were to believe that Israel commits 
war crimes in any future fighting, it 
can now theoretically act to prose-
cute Israeli officials. 
However, this situation remains un-
likely for several reasons.  The Pal-
estinian Authority, the governing 
body which the UN now recognizes, 
has jurisdiction only over the West 
Bank, while most of the fighting oc-
curs on the Hamas-controlled Gaza 
Strip.  The people of the West Bank 
and the Gaza Strip are both Pales-
tinians, but their respective govern-
ments, the Palestinian Authority and 
Hamas remain separate and often-
times mutually hostile entities.  Fur-

thermore, if Palestine investigated 
Israeli war crimes, such as the air-
strike that killed 10 members of the 
Al-dalu family, Israel might begin to 
investigate Palestinian war crimes 
perpetrated by Hamas, which include 
rockets launched into heavily popu-
lated civilian areas like mosques and 
hospitals.  Both sides have committed 
horrendous war crimes and it is un-
likely that either side will accuse the 
other.
 In response to the UN reso-
lution, Israel announced preliminary 
plans to build settlements in a section 
of the West Bank called E1. Surely, 
the Israeli government is aware of the 
critical nature of E1, an area which, 

if occupied, splits the West Bank into 
two. If Israel carries forth its plan to 
build settlements in E1, then the two-
state solution will crumble, as the 
West Bank would no longer be a con-
tiguous landmass.  Both the Europe-
an Union and the United States have 
condemned any settlement in E1.  
While these plans are certainly alarm-
ing, they will most likely never occur.  
Israeli officials understand the possi-
bly grave repercussions of E1 plans 
and later called these plans “sym-
bolism against symbolism.”  Israel 
had first announced plans to build in 
the E1 eighteen years ago, but never 
followed through with them.  Israeli 
Prime Minister Benjamin Netanyahu 
said, “We shall act further based on 
what the Palestinians do. If they don’t 
act unilaterally, then we won’t have 
any purpose to do so either.”  In other 
words: the Israeli announcement was 
a loud display of retaliation and pro-
test toward the UN for recognizing 
Palestine as a state. 
 While the UN recognition of 
Palestine may not have any concrete 
effects, at least not in the near future, 
it is symbolically significant. Only 
nine countries voted against the UN 
resolution, including Israel and the 
United States.  Israel and the United 
States both say that they want a two-
state solution, but their votes do not 
support this claim.  If Israel does not 
accept Palestine as a state, then how 
can Israel support a two-state solu-
tion?  

Former Israeli Prime Minister Ehud 
Barak spoke in support of the UN 
resolution: “It is time to give a hand 
to, and encourage the moderate forc-
es amongst the Palestinians.” 
 Barak’s statement reflects the sen-
timent that the world showed with 
its vote in November.  If a two-state 
solution is to occur, then nonviolent 
organizations like the Palestinian 
Authority need to be supported and 
recognized.  It is detrimental to the 
future peace when many Palestinian 
people recognize a terrorist group 
like Hamas as their ultimate repre-
sentation; likewise when the most 
powerful representative of the Israeli 
people is a rightwing hawk like Ben-
jamin Netanyahu.
It must be noted that Netanyahu’s 
party, Likud Beitenu, won between 
31 and 33 seats in the Knesset in the 
recent elections on January 22. Sig-
nificantly, however, the new centrist 
Yesh Atid party, won the second most 
seats in the Knesset, with at least 18 – 
a sign of hope for those who desire an 
end to conflict and antagonism.
As Americans, it is our responsibility 
to, as Ehud Barak said, “give a hand 
to and encourage moderate forces.”  
With our statements and our actions, 
let us condemn forces against com-
promise and peace, like Netanyahu 
and Hamas. Let us support the many 
heroes in the shadows fighting tire-
lessly for the light of peace. 

CP
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Cuomo Signs Stringent SAFE Act
CUProgressive  On GUN CONTROL

Continued from pg. 1

     What should be controversial is that 
despite the more than double sexual 
abuse rate of tribal women compared 
to non-tribal Americans, despite the 
murder rate of tribal women being 
nearly ten times the national average, 
and despite the Census Bureau’s re-
port that 88% of these crimes were 
committed by non-Indians, Congress 
has failed to pass any measure that 
would allow tribal courts to prosecute 
non-Indian defendants. Making mat-
ters more urgent, more than half of the 
time, according to the Department of 
Justice Declinations of Indian Coun-
try Criminal Matters, federal courts 
decline violent crime cases on tribal 
lands.
     The situation is no less dire for 
undocumented women or members of 
the LGBT community. A University of 

California Santa Cruz survey in 2010 
reported 80% of women in agriculture 
had been sexually abused. Provisions 
for these women would have included 
more U-visas, providing temporary 
legal status as the investigation went 
on. Members of the LGBT communi-
ty are also typically less likely to be 
helped. According to the Washington 
Post, less than 10% call the police after 
domestic abuse, and almost half are 
turned away from shelters. 
     As a November editorial from the 
New York Times noted, “If Republi-
cans are serious about repairing their 
party’s standing among women, gay 
and Hispanic voters… a good place to 
start would be for Republicans in the 
House to stop blocking reauthorization 
of the Violence Against Women Act.” 
For every rape victim halfway around 
the world our country turns its eyes 
to, there remain countless on this 

Only In Darkness Can We See The Stars
On Gun Tragedy Matthew Lynch

By Matthew S. Lynch

On December 14, 2012, Adam 
Lanza (20) burst through the 

Sandy Hook Elementary School’s 
doors in Newtown, Connecticut, 
and massacred 26 individuals before 
killing himself.  Within minutes, 20 
students and six adults lay slain in 
what has gone down in history as the 
second-deadliest shooting in US his-
tory since the Virginia Tech shooting, 
which left 32 dead. 

Responding police offers 
helped evacuate children from the 
school and safely sequester them in a 
nearby firehouse until parents—after 
hearing the news—frantically de-
scended on the sanctuary to declare 
their young ones.  Students recalled 
being ushered into bathrooms and 
closets by teachers, and ordered to 
hide in corners by rescuing officers.   
Amidst the carnage, third-grader 
Alexis Wasik said that “[e]veryone 
was crying” as they heard the “police 
officers yelling.” Some adults stayed 
poised, such as kindergarten Janet 
Vollmer, who locked her classroom 
door and read the children a story to 
distract them until help arrived. 

Looking out over the blood-
bath, Newtown Police Lt. George 
Sinko solemnly asserted it as “most 
definitely the worst thing we’ve ex-
perienced in town.” Denise Corriea, 
mother of a Sandy Hook second-grad-
er, lamented about the lasting impact 
Adam Lanza will have on the commu-
nity.  “We lost a lot of babies today in 
this town, and there are a lot of very 
sad families,” she mourned.  She re-
layed the difficulty many parents will 
have trying to explain the event to their 
young children.  This tragedy will not 
be transient, and “[t]he kids are going 
to suffer from this,” Correia said.  

The killer, Adam Lanza, will 
forever be etched into Newtown’s 
history.  In addition to claiming Dawn 
Hochsprung (Sandy Hook principle), 
Mary Shorlach (Sandy Hook psychol-
ogist), Lanza was also charged with 
the death of his mother Nancy that 
same morning.  A relative told inves-
tigators, under anonymity because of 
the sensitivity of the case, that Lanza 
was diagnosed with either a form of 

autism or Asperger’s syndrome, a 
higher-functioning form of autism.  
Alex Israel, a former middle school 
classmate of Lanza’s, described him 
as quiet and reserved.  “You could 
definitely tell he was a genius,” Israel 
added, “He was really quite and kept 
to himself.”  

Geneticists teamed up with 
investigators to study Lanza’s DNA, 
according to a spokeswoman for the 
University of Connecticut Health 
Center, to offer reason for his ram-
page. The results are not “expected 
for several weeks,” placing the pub-
lication towards the end of January. 
The Chairman of the Department of 
Human Genetics at Emory University 
offers skepticism on the initiative, 
saying, “There is nothing you could 
look at that would give an answer.” 
He warns that this project will bare 
neither fruits nor conclusions because 
“We don’t know a gene that says ‘this 
person has schizophrenia,’” and pro-
vides a clear genetic answer. 

Shortly after the Sandy Hook 
massacre, Peter Lanza—Adam’s 
father—claimed his sons’ body.  He 

declined to specify where the body 
was buried, according to his spokes-
man, but he released a short statement 
saying that his family is “grieving 
along with all those who have been 
affected by this enormous tragedy […] 
‘Our hearts go out to the families and 
friends who lost loved ones and to all 
those who were injured.’”  

Flags flew half-staff and can-
dlelight vigils were planned across the 
country in tribute to the victims.  Local 
churches were filled with mourners. 
Even as the nation rallies behind the 
victims, mother of Dylan Hockely 
Nicole Hockley said that the commu-
nity was “just focusing on getting up 
each day.”

Law enforcement officers re-
covered four weapons from the school: 
a semi-automatic .233 Bushmaster 
rifle, a Glock, a Sig Sauer, and a shot-
gun, all purchased legally by Lanza’s 
mother.  This most recent massacre 
has re-kindled a heated debate re-
garding the public’s accessibility to 
guns.  President Obama, in response, 
assigned Vice President Joe Biden to 
organize a task force to deal with the 
firearm problem in America.

There is positive momentum 
striving to control this firearm epidem-
ic.  Former Arizona congresswoman 
Gabrielle Giffords, with her husband 
Mark Kelly, met with local and state 
leaders to discuss gun control legis-
lation, mental health identification, 
treatment, and “concerns for the ero-
sion of our societal values such that we 
are increasingly desensitized to vio-
lence.”  Connecticut Governor Daniel 
Malloy set a two-month deadline for a 
commission to address the state’s gun 
laws, mental health policies, and pub-
lic security issues.  “‘We don’t know 
the underlying cause of the tragedy,’” 

Malloy exclaimed, “is not reason for 
inaction.”

While a slight majority of 
Americans polled (52%) in an August 
2012 survey favor major restrictions 
on guns, opponents such as the Na-
tional Rifle Association diligently 
safeguard what they see as an essential 
right for every American.  

The NRA came under heavy 
fire in the wake of the massacre for its 
stonewall stance on gun control.  For 
Wayne LaPierre, Executive Vice Presi-
dent of the National Rifle Association, 
more guns in the hands of moral citi-
zens will promote liberty.  “Schools,” 
claims LePiere, “remain a target for 
criminal gunmen because they are not 
protected by armed security,” contrary 
to the way air marshals protect airline 
passengers.  Guns, for LaPierre, pro-
vide a deterrence effect that he would 
like to see “in our schools to protect 
our children.” 

To ensure the safety of chil-
dren, the NRA proposed a National 
Emergency Response Program where 
“qualified police, military, security 
personnel and others organize to 
protect schools.”  The defenseless 
schools, for LaPierre, attract killers 
because it is a haven from where they 
can inflict the maximum mayhem 
with minimal risk.  “School safety is 
a complex issue with no simple, sin-
gle solution,” LaPierre declared, “[b]
ut I believe trained, qualified, armed 
security is one key component among 
many that can provide the first line of 
deterrence as well as the last line of 
defense.”  For LaPierre, the “picture 
of the future,” as Orwell put it, is “a 
boot stamping on a human face.” To 
garrison freedom, we must prostrate 
ourselves to the bayonet. 

CP

On January 15th, New York State 
Governor Andrew Cuomo signed 

into law the first sweeping gun control 
reform act throughout the fifty states 
in reaction to the December 14th Sandy 
Hook elementary school shooting that 
shook the nation. The law now stands 
as the toughest state gun legislation in 
the country.
     Provisions in the act, titled the New 
York Secure Ammunition and Fire-
arm Enforcement Act (or NY SAFE 
Act), include restricting high capacity 
magazines (greater than 7 rounds of 
ammunition) and expanding the defi-
nition of restricted assault weapons:
     Under the new statutes, assault 
weapons are defined as any rifle with 
a semi-automatic firing mechanism, 
a detachable magazine that holds 
ammunition, and any “military” 
characteristics such as: pistol grip, 
folding/telescopic stock, protruding 
pistol grip, thumbhole stock, second 
hand grip, bayonet mount, flash com-
pensator, muzzle compensator, muzzle 
brake, threaded barrel, and/or grenade 
launcher. The definition of assault rifle 
has shifted from its originally-defined 
regulation, wherein a rifle could still 
maintain only one military charac-
teristic.
     Further restrictions have been 
placed on various forms of semi-au-
tomatic pistols with any military ap-
plications, as well as semi-automatic 
shotguns with any military applica-
tions or common features such as fixed 
magazines with excess capacity of 7 
rounds or ability to accept detachable 
magazines. 
     For more information regarding the 
new rules, see the FAQ on the website 
of the NYS Governor’s office: http://
www.governor.ny.gov/2013/gun-re-
forms-faq
     Not all in the Cornell community 
took well to the changes in the New 
York State law.
     On the passage of the New York 
SAFE Act, Gun enthusiast, handgun 
safety instructor, and Manager of the 

Graduate Research Machine Shop at 
Cornell’s Laboratory of Atomic and 
Solid State Physics Nathan Ellis said, 
     “The second amendment to the 
United states constitution was never 
created to protect the hunting rifle, 
sporting shotgun, or coat pistol. It was 
demanded by representatives of newly 
formed states (New York being one of 
them who refused to sign without it) as 
a personal right for normal citizens to 
buy, store and be ready to defend with 

their lives, their property, and if called 
upon, defend this nation from threats 
both foreign and domestic. It can be 
twisted by scholars to mean many dif-
ferent things from that, but that is what 
it is for. If taken to its extreme in the 
unpopular, but literal interpretation, 
one might say it demands that citizens 
buy, store and have ready, fully auto-
matic weapons in their homes.
      “The state of New York has upheld 
the Federal laws related to firearms, 

passed in 1994, to this very day. I have 
trouble understanding why the fourth 
most restrictive state on firearms 
ownership, needed to place more re-
strictions on its law abiding citizenry. 
Up until the tragedies in Aurora, New-
town, and Webster, the big push for 
firearms restrictions in New York State 
was focused on illegal handguns. But 
yet, the NY Safe act does very little if 
anything to address these issues.
     “I am saddened to see that we as 
a great nation and as citizens  of the 
“Empire” state of New York,  have 
allowed our constitutional republic 
form of government to fail us. The 
passage of the NY SAFE act in NYS 
reminisces to me, of the monarchies  
of the 17th and 18th century. Closed 
door negotiations, midnight votes, 
and ‘letters of necessity’ to bypass 
the legislative process are what the 
kings and queens of eastern Europe 
used to protect their citizens from the 
evils of the world, or was it to protect 
themselves from the evil citizenry?
     “The new changes to the existing 
firearms laws in NYS still allow me 
to shoot in a competition, but do not 
legally allow me to practice for that 
competitive effort.  My analogy, is the 
competitive golfer who can play in the 
tournament with the bag full of ‘clubs’ 
(quotes intended because a club is 
a weapon, and that is what they are 
called in the golf game) but can only 
practice with three clubs selected by 
the government as safe…”
      The gun control debate remains 
immensely controversial not only on 
a level of safety, but on a much deep-
er cultural and political level.  While 
Governor Cuomo may have had rel-
atively easy success in passing New 
York’s new gun control law, similar 
laws may prove to be much harder or 
near impossible to pass in other states.  
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landmass neglected. Let us take the 
newfound spotlight on sexual violence 

in India to renew our commitment to 
battling it at home.  CP
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A New Definition of “The Wealthy”
Jihoon Lim ON THE FISCAL CLIFF

With the American Taxpayer 
Relief Act of 2012, signed on 

January 2, 2013, the wealthy got the 
tax hike most Americans wanted.  In-
dividuals earning more than $400,000 
and a married couple earning more 
than $450,000 were subject to the 
39.6% marginal income tax rate.
     Now, wait a minute!  During the 
Clinton administration, individuals 
who made over $200,000 and a mar-
ried couple who made over $250,000 
were also included in the 39.6% tax 
bracket.  The Bush tax cuts reduced 
their tax burden from 39.6% to 35%.  
The Democrats won the extension of 
the current marginal tax rates for the 
middle- and lower-income individuals 
and households.  However, those earn-
ing between $200,000 and $400,000 
were marginalized: their marginal tax 
barely changed since 2001.
     President Obama wanted the Bush 
tax cuts to expire for those earning 
$250,000 or above, but the Congres-
sional Republicans deemed it “non-
sensical.”  The current numbers put 
into law, though unfair, are a result 
from the compromises with Repub-
lican extremists.  The new taxes will 
slightly mitigate income inequality, 
but the American people will have 
to accept that as of January 2013, the 
standard of being ‘wealthy’ starts at 
$400,000.
     The numbers do not lie, and in the 
past decade, the wealthy benefited 
most from the Bush tax cuts.   Re-
publicans have long insisted that their 
supply side economic models, which 
call for business/investor friendly tax 
policies (i.e. lowering taxes on the 
rich) will lead to balanced budgets.  
Interestingly enough, it was this par-
adigm that brought a record-level of 
budget deficit and federal debt.
      The marginal tax rates remained 
almost intact, but Tami Luhby of 
CNN Money warns that 77 percent of 

Americans will see tax increases with 
the expiration of the temporary payroll 
tax cuts and the beginning of President 
Obama’s Patient Protection and Af-
fordable Care Act (2010).  The federal 
government is expected to raise $600 
billion as tax revenue over the next 
ten years, but according to the New 
York Times columnist Paul Krugman, 
$600 billion over the next ten years 
constitutes only about 0.3 percent of 
the United States’ expected nominal 
GDP during that same period, which 
will amount to about $200 trillion.
     Regardless of how much they 
earn, people will feel the tax burden 
right from their first paycheck this 
year, and they will soon understand 
the government’s new standard of the 
wealthy.  What must be acknowledged 
is that the new taxes attempted to be 
fair, and that they reflect the degree of 
contribution that people should make 
as way to thank the government and 
the people for helping them become 
wealthier.
    In the next few months, Congressio-
nal and grassroot Republicans will be 
battling for steep spending cuts many 
feel compromised for the tax hikes that 
the Democrats “jammed down their 
throat.”  If the Republicans succeed 
in their efforts, Americans will see 
the government’s spending cuts from 
defense and ‘mandatory spending,’ 
such as Social Security and Medicare.  
One of the main problems that the fed-
eral government will have to address 
is how it will fund these entitlement 
programs, which could cost trillions 
of taxpayer dollars.
      In this volatile economy, budget 
sequestration in mandatory spending 
is dangerous because the boomer gen-
eration is starting to retire.  So why is 
Congress pushing for measures to cut 
mandatory spending?  A calculation 
from the Congressional Budget Office 
demonstrates that about 55 percent 

of the federal government’s revenues 
were used as mandatory spending in 
the fiscal year 2010.   Republicans will 
soon be demanding sequestration in 
order to reduce the budget deficit, even 
as more boomers turn to government 
for entitlement benefits – the pensions 
and health care that so many retirees 
have depended on since their creation 
and expansion in the 1930s and 1960s.
     The 112th Congress is blamed for 
holding the middle-class and the na-
tional economy as “hostages” during 
the debt-ceiling crisis, but what the 
113th Congress may end up doing fore-
shadows an embittering encore with 
the baby boomers. With the Tea Party 
Republicans in Congress viciously 
pushing for spending cuts, the finan-
cial burden will fall on the general 
U.S. population.  Spending cuts aimed 
at Social Security and Medicare will 
be less generous for the retirees who 
have little sources of income, and the 
tax burdens will be placed heavily on 
the laborers who are slowly decreasing 

in number.
     Who will be able to pay for the 
murderous medical bills while medical 
costs rise and government assistance 
wanes? A great number of seniors 
will not be able to pay for or receive 
an adequate medical care.  Only those 
who already have enough money will 
be able to afford a comfortable living, 
and a new definition of “wealthy” will 
be more pronounced as more boom-
ers retire. It will be those who have 
enough money to support themselves, 
even with the inflation and a stingier 
government that takes more away 
from them and gives back less, who 
will win.
     Who is winning right now in this 
fiscal cliff confrontation?  The sim-
ple answer is nobody, except for the 
wealthy.  With less cash in their hands, 
people will be more reluctant to spend 
money, but the newly collected taxes 
may not be enough to cover the med-
ical expenses in the years to come.  
The amount of debt that the federal 
government has accrued has become 
burdensome to fund for a large number 
of government programs, but the taxes 
and the prospective cuts will not nec-
essarily balance the budget, thereby 
creating a lose-lose situation.
      Both the Democrats and the 
Republicans must acknowledge that 
solely an increase in taxes cannot 
redeem a trillion dollar annual deficit 
into a surplus.  However, implemen-
tation of this new tax code serves as 
an initial step for a balanced budget.  
Even though Democrats will have to 
compromise on certain fiscal issues, 
with a new source of revenue and 
mitigated spending cuts they will be 
able to create a balanced budget.
       Unfortunately, because of the 
divided government and the dysfunc-
tional Congress, the newly implement-
ed tax rates and prospective spending 
cuts will stay in their place, at least 
until January 2015.
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OBAMA’S NEW ADMINISTRATION

       Chuck Hagel, President Obama’s 
new appointment as Secretary of De-
fense, represents the general attitude 
of wariness toward war held by the 
country as well as the Obama Ad-

ministration.  As a Republican, Hagel 
is a benefactor of President Obama’s 
ongoing efforts in hopes of bipartisan 
cooperation in Washington.  Howev-
er, backlash toward Hagel’s nomina-
tion came mostly from members of 
his own party: the Republican Party. 
    Prior to being nominated as the new 
Secretary of Defense, Hagel served 
two terms in the Senate representing 
Nebraska, where he bucked his par-
ty’s mainstream defense views and 
became a leading voice against the 
War in Iraq, even comparing the war 
to Vietnam where he had served as a 
Sergeant.  In July 2007, Hagel was one 
of only three Republican Senators in 
support of a Democrat-led proposal 
for an Iraqi troop withdrawal with-
in 120 days.  His strong opposition 

against the War caused backlash from 
his own party and served as a main 
reason behind his decision to not 
endorse fellow Republican and close 
friend, John McCain, during his 2008 
presidential run. 
   His opposition to the Iraq War is 
not the only reason for the criticism 
of his nomination from his own par-
ty.  Many Republicans and Demo-
crats alike have claimed that Hagel is 
a weak supporter of Israel, pointing 
to his past statements criticizing the 
powerful “Jewish lobbyists” in Wash-
ington.  Republican Senator Lindsey 
Graham claimed that, if confirmed, 
Hagel would be the “most antago-
nist Secretary of Defense toward the 
State of Israel in our nation’s history.”  
Hagel has also been opposed to sanc-

tions against Iran, instead calling for 
stronger efforts of face-to-face negoti-
ations.  Democrats take problem with 
Hagel’s anti-LGBT comments in 1998 
when he opposed President Clinton’s 
nomination of James Hormel as U.S. 
Ambassador to Luxenbourg, claim-
ing that he was too “openly, aggres-
sively gay.”  He has since apologized.
 Although Hagel’s confirma-
tion is likely to be passed, the criticism 
he has endured proves worrisome, as 
he may begin his term as Secretary 
of Defense without the full respect of 
many of his colleagues.  However, his 
anti-confrontational views make him 
a refreshingly non-neoconservative 
voice in the GOP – and align well 
with the President’s foreign policy 
and defense views.  

     President Obama nominated John 
Brennan his top counter-terror-
ism advisor as the head of the CIA.    
John Brennan worked with the Ara-
bic-speaking world all his life under 
the Clinton, W. Bush, and now the 
Obama administrations. He is also 
the architect behind the military’s 
Unmanned Aerial Vehicle (UAV) 
program in the war on terror.  He 
has been at the center of discussions 
about the use of drones in Pakistan 
and Yemen, with their possible use in 
Yemen. 
     John Brennan, as per under the 

     Jack Lew may seem like an entirely 
uncontroversial, even uninteresting, 
appointment to the position of Secre-
tary of the Treasury; however, there is 
much more to this man’s story than 
meets the eye. This Orthodox Jewish 
native of Forest Hills, Queens, NY, 
was senior policy advisor to former 
Speaker of the House Tip O’Neill, 
working in the House Democratic 
Steering Committee on a number of 
now ever-salient issues such as Medi-
care, Social Security, Energy, and 
Taxes. Under President Bill Clinton, 
Lew was Special Assistant to the Pres-
ident, drafting legislation involving 
health care as well as the national 
service initiative. During the Clin-
ton Administration, Lew also served 
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C H U C K  H A G E L  -  S E C R E T A R Y  O F  D E F E N S E

J O H N  B R E N N A N  -  D I R E C T O R  O F  T H E  C I A
Constitution, will undergo heavy 
scrutiny from the U.S. Senate.  He 
is a controversial figure; each polit-
ical side frightened of his speeches 
about the liberal use of Drones and 
Middle East warriors.  The left see 
him as a Bush-era war hawk; view-
ing drone strikes as legal under the 
Authorization for the Use of Military 
Force (2001) and under internation-
al humanitarian law because it fails 
to “ban the use of remotely piloted 
aircraft” from being used as “lethal 
force against our enemies outside of 
an active battlefield.”  In addition, 

drone strikes strum an ethical chord 
with Brennan because they minimize 
“collateral damage,” keeping mother’s 
sons off the ground.
     Conservatives worry about Bren-
nan’s acceptance of Islamist fighters, 
seeing him as soft on terrorism and 
trying to end the war against Islamist 
fighters.  His lifetime experience with 
the Arabic-speaking world is also 
something of suspect, especially his 
speech on distinguishing between 
brainwashed fundamentalist and a 
‘jihadist.’  The road will be tough for 
the defensive realist, but in a modern 

world, we might need someone who 
thinks in circuits.  

J O H N  K E R R Y  -  S E C R E T A R Y  O F  S T A T E

J A C K  L E W  -  S E C R E T A R Y  O F  T H E  T R E A S U R Y

Many of us remember him for his 
2004 race against incumbent Presi-
dent George W.Bush, yet President 

Obama’s Secretary of State nominee, 
Senator John Kerry has long been a 
key player in Washington politics and 
on the world stage. With outgoing 
Secretary of State, Hillary Clinton’s 
approval ratings toppling over 70%-
- perhaps the highest of any current 
politician-- nominee John Kerry will 
have ‘big shoes to fill’ so to speak. 
     Yet, as someone with a long his-
tory of international involvement and 
opinion, John Kerry may well be suit-
ed to fill the role. In addition to being 
Chairman of the Senate Foreign Re-
lations Committee since 2009, Ker-
ry has maintained an active voice in 
U.S. foreign relations since his criti-

cism of the Vietnam War in the early 
1970s. After returning to the U.S. in 
1969 as a decorated war hero, Kerry 
made his congressional debut in 1971 
as the first Vietnam Veteran to argue 
before the Senate Foreign Relations 
Committee to end the war. Kerry’s 
involvement in the Anti-war move-
ment culminated in a demonstration 
at the Capitol building, where he and 
a thousand other fellow veteran threw 
their war medals over the fence of 
the Capitol. Upon later questioning, 
Kerry explained that his motivations 
were not sparked from violence, but 
rather a desire “for peace and justice, 
and to try and make this country wake 

as the Deputy Director of the Office 
of Budget and Management and was 
member of the negotiating team for 
the administration during the budget 
balancing era of the late 1990s.
     Outside of the realm of public ser-
vice, Lew was acting Chief Operating 
Officer of Citigroup’s Alternative In-
vestment Unit, a proprietary trading 
group, placing Lew at the center of 
the financial world in 2006. This may 
run against the wishes of many on the 
left, who have felt that the Treasury 
Department has long been a gov-
ernment wing for Wall Street. This 
would not be surprising considering 
many famous Treasury Secretaries 
came out of Wall Street: Hank Paul-
son, Goldman Sachs; Robert Rubin, 

Goldman Sachs; Don Regan, Merrill 
Lynch – just to name a few. Ironically, 
Obama’s current Treasury Secretary 
Timothy Geithner, who is often por-
trayed as a shill for Wall Street, has 
never worked in finance in the private 
sector. 
     As New York Times Columnist 
and Nobel Laureate economist Paul 
Krugman said (in an interview on 
PBS with Bill Moyers), “What the 
President needs right now is a hard-
nosed negotiator and rumor has it, 
that is what he’s got.” According to 
Bill Moyers, as stated in the same in-
terview, Lew has “Depression Art” on 
the walls of his office, art contracted 
by the government under the auspic-
es of the Works Progress Administra-

tion of that era – a historical nuance 
that might prove to show Lew’s pro-
gressive nature more than any note 
on his resume. 
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up once and for all.”
     Kerry’s earliest political involve-
ment with Vietnam opposition set 
the tone for his international rheto-
ric. An early outspoken critic of the 
Iran-Contra drug trafficking and hes-
itant of U.S. use of force in the Mid-
dle East, Kerry has long maintained 
a moderate position on U.S. involve-
ment in foreign affairs-- a position 
he ran upon in the 2004 presidential 
election. His Foreign leadership style 
can hopefully best be summarized by 
his quote in 2003: “Do not rush to 
war, take the time to build the coali-
tion, because it’s not winning the war 
that’s hard, it’s winning the peace.” 
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 “Today’s inauguration marked 
the first time ever a president 

used the word gay in an inaugu-
ration speech. It was the part of 
the speech where Obama point-

ed at the Washington Monument 
and said, ‘’Whoever designed that 
thing must have been pretty gay.’” 

–Conan O’Brien

“The National Journal says 
Joe Biden maybe the most 
influential vice president 
in history. Is that really a 

compliment? Isn’t that like 
being the tallest hobbit?”  

–Jay Leno

“Wal-Mart made plans to hire 
100,000 U.S. Veterans. Which 

can only mean one thing: Wal-
Mart is going to invade Costco.” 

–Conan O’Brien

“U.S. customs officials recently dis-
covered 310 pounds of  marijuana 

hidden in some frozen carrots. That’s 
one way to keep kids away from 
drugs – put them in vegetables.” 

–Jay Leno

“An economist is suggesting that the 
U.S. Treasury mint a trillion-dol-

lar coin and deposit it in the federal 
reserve – which is how ‘The Lord of 

the Rings’ starts, isn’t it?” 
–Jimmy Kimmel 

“President Obama’s inauguration is 
coming up. During next week’s in-

auguration, he will be sworn in with 
not one, but two Bibles. Relax, Mr. 

President. We get it. You’re not a 
Muslim. You’re overcompensating.” 

–Conan O’Brien


