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On March 7, Toni Morrison, ’55 
M.A and Nobel Prize-winning author, 
returned to Cornell University for a 
public conversation with longtime 
friend and colleague Claudia Brodsky, 
Professor of Comparative Literature 
at Princeton University. The event, 
entitled “Reading the Writing,” took 
place in the Alice Statler Auditorium 
and was sponsored by the Department 
of Africana Studies and the Institute 
for German Cultural Studies. 
     Brodsky began the conversation 
by quoting an excerpt of Morrison’s 
December 2011 Ingersoll lecture at 
Harvard University Divinity School, 
called, “Goodness, Altruism, and the 
Literary Imagination.” 
     “You said, ‘Evil has vivid speech. 
Goodness bites its tongue,’ ” prompted 
Brodsky, asking Morrison to elaborate 
on the subject of goodness in contem-
porary literature. 
Morrison nodded and stated simply,  
     “True,” to the audience’s laughter. 
“We need more than that,” smiled 
Brodsky. 

      “I was always a little bored by 
demonstrations of evil,” said Morri-
son. While the typical “Blockbuster” 
decorations of evil had never meant 
much to her, goodness was compel-
ling. Pointing to Ernest Hemingway 
and F. Scott Fitzgerald, Morrison 
noted how goodness in contemporary 
American literature was more often 
than not associated with weakness. “I 
think what happened was World War 
I,” said Morrison,  “and certainly af-
ter World War II, when being a good 
person was trivial, almost silly.”  One 
of the challenges in writing, therefore, 
was to present goodness in a way 
that had not often been presented in 
literature. 
     “Bad is easy, but goodness is really 
and truly hard. You can’t seduce it. So 
writing and trying to find language for 
it has been all I have ever done in a 
novel,” Morrison said. 
     Morrison’s first novel, “The Bluest 
Eye,” published in 1970, and which 
tells the story of a young Black girl 
who desperately wishes for blue eyes, 
deals with the similar theme of giving 
“goodness,” a language in which to 
speak.  
     Commenting on her writing pro-

cess, Morrison talked about striking 
a balance between “what to withhold 
from the reader and what to dwell on.”
     “The meaning is in the structure. 
The ending is always what I have to 
know before I start, because that is 
where it’s going. I don’t always know 
the middle, but I know that it is in the 
way that is put together,” Morrison 
said. 
     Morrison also discussed her more 
recent works, such as the 2011 play 
Desdemona, co-written with Peter 
Sellars. Their objective was not to 
re-create Shakespeare’s Othello, but 
rather to study a character whom much 
of history had not paid attention to. 
     “Most people see Desdemona as 
this little white girl,” said Morrison, 
to much laughter in the audience, 
“but she runs away from home. She 
goes to war with Othello. That’s a 
very daring thing to do.” Morrison 
was also fascinated by Desdemona’s 
fascination with Othello. Although 
Desdemona refuses countless suitors, 
she likes Othello. 
      “He begins to tell her stories about 
his life, what he had experienced as 
a soldier, as a man, or a child,” ex-
plains Morrison, “And Shakespeare 

never describes those stories, but she 
responds with tears and trembling.”
     Told from the perspective of Desde-
mona in the afterlife, the play tackles 
these unwritten stories through the 
relationship between Desdemona and 
the presumably African nurse who 
raised her, Barbary. Although Barbary 
is only mentioned briefly in Othello, 
Morrison and Sellar highlight the 
relationship between Desdemona and 
Barbary in the play.
     “Everyone is dead, so they can say 
what was really on their minds,” joked 
Morrison, “but more importantly, they 
can learn from their experiences.” 
     The Los Angeles Times called Des-
demona,  “great, challenging, haunting 
and lasting work.”
     “Most people are unaware about 
how rigorously Toni researches her 
books,” said Brodsky, introducing the 
subject of Toni Morrison’s most recent 
novel, Home. 
     Home tells the story of a Korean 
War Veteran who returns to his home-
town in the pre-civil rights era. 

 Continued on page 4

Toni Morrison, M.A. ‘55 on Goodness and Evil
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EDITORIAL
The State of Cornell’s New 

Drinking Reforms One-Year In
Many balk at writing, 

even critiquing, contemporary alco-
hol paradigms and policies for fear 
that any castigation brands them with 
the scarlet ‘A’ for alcoholic.  Intrepid, 
this newspaper is not apprehensive to 
honor the American pastime of peti-
tion and speaking out. The purpose is 
to spark discourse to find the proper 
solution.

‘Skorton’s March against 
Greek-life hazing and other problems 
intensified after the death of nine-
teen-year old Brooklyn sophomore 
Georges Desdunes on 25 February 
2011, in the SAE house.  The univer-
sity was not named in the succeeding 
lawsuit, but according to Geoff Mulvi-
hill’s 24 August 2011 Huffington Post 
article, was castigated for promoting 
fraternity membership “without iden-
tifying any of the documented risks of 
pledging and membership.”  Skorton, 
among unquantifiable others, lament-
ed the loss of such a young soul and 
published an Op-Ed in the New York 
times one day before Mulvihill’s arti-
cle addressing the horrible situation.  
“This tragedy convinced me that it 
was time,” Skorton stressed, “to rem-
edy practices of the fraternity system 
that continue to foster hazing,” ram-
pant on Cornell and other campuses 
nationwide in violation of state laws 
and university policies.  Thus began 
the crusade to terminate Greek hazing 
by “ending pledging as we know it.”  

The move for change was 
campus-wide and undertaken by all 
levels of the collegiate hierarchy.  
Several fraternities redesigned their 
initiation models.  Both student and 
alumni leaders “assembled a task force 
dubbed RARE (Recruitment, Accep-
tance, Retention, and Education),” 
according to VP Susan Murphy’s No-
vember 2012 memo, aiming to create 
“a set of recommendations to change 
inappropriate and dangerous values, 
norms, and practices in the Greek Sys-
tem.”  According to Murphy, Skorton 
heard all the recommendations and 
conceived a comprehensive strategy 
to combat hazing.  

The strategy is complex, but 
rests on a 3-pronged approach of 
prevention (education and changing 
the environment), Intervention (as-
suming responsibility), and Response 
(enforcement and implementation).  
The reform process is divided into 
three phases, with the three pillar 
values omnipresent.  Phase I was im-
plemented immediately, and sought 
to dismantle the “‘power differentials’ 
between members and initiates” to 
promote a more egalitarian society. 
It requires pledging and orientation 
be fixed with heavy restrictions to 
guarantee transparency and decrease 
the chance of danger.  Orientation is 
cut to six weeks, events need approv-
al, all infractions must be published 

electronically, and efforts began to 
increase alumni involvement.  The 
pledge model was scrapped in favor of 
a “membership development model” 
that promotes “the organization’s core 
principles.”

Phase II begins this spring se-
mester.  In it, the administration com-
mences discussions about a “range 
of other issues,” mainly including 
“live-in advisers in chapter houses.”  
Championed as “the most effective 
of the recommendations” by Kent 
Hubbel, the Robert W. and Elizabeth 
Staley Dean of Students, he argues 
it’s a “wonderful opportunity to have 
someone there who will be a sounding 
board, who could help you through a 
difficult moment.”  The phase also 
introduces “The One Greek Cornell 
Community Experience” to educate 
students interested in Greek life. 

Phase III begins in the fall of 
this year and all of next year, calling 
for the training and standardization 
“for live-ins […] chapter and alumni 
advisors.”  Alongside the advisors, 
RARE recommended the Adminis-
tration “work to determine the appro-
priate academic standards for” Greek 
life membership.

Skorton’s administration ac-
cepted many of RARE’s recommen-
dations, but it is the proposals NOT 
acknowledged by his executive that 
are the most interesting, for these are 
paramount in realizing the systemic 
flaws of the current policy.  The theme 
of RARE’s and other counsels’ recom-
mendations was ‘risk management,’ a 
policy acknowledging the alcohol en-
demic in our society and collaborating 
with the students as equal counterparts 
rather than subordinates to end hazing, 
binge drinking, and other problems 
resulting from excessive alcohol con-
sumption.  Skorton’s administration 
has chosen a more top-down inter-
ventionist reform approach, which 
suffers from systemic flaws corroding 
its efficiency.

The primary systemic flaw in 
the policy that dominos other short-
comings is the administrative pigeon 
toeing of the Greek chapters’ reform 
efforts.  Instead of a collaborative 
endeavor, Skorton’s administration is 
micro-managing the enterprise to in-
fluence a preferred outcome.  Initially, 
Skorton directed negotiations last year 
with the Greek chapters.  In his NY 
Times Op-Ed piece Skorton, recounts 
discussing ways “to develop a system 
of member recruitment and initiation 
that does not involve ‘pledging’” with 
Greek chapter leaders.  Interestingly, 
Mulvihill chronicles a slightly differ-
ent history, one where Skorton passes 
“few specifics” of “how pledging 
should be replaced,” emphasizing that 
degrading, “demeaning,” and “danger-
ous” acts must stop.  

To further ensure pre-deter-
mined designs, Skorton expanded 
the definitions of his cornerstone 

assaults—hazing and pledging—to 
encompass a galaxy of connotations 
and leave the Greek chapters very 
little sovereignty and no alternatives 
to his stratagem. Hazing, according to 
Article II Section A paragraph 1 letter 
F of our school’s Code of Conduct, is 
a forced protocol that could be seen by 
“a reasonable person” as “endangering 
the physical health of an individual,” 
causing mental distress, destroying 
private property, and involving “the 
consumption of alcohol or drugs,” or 
any substance in excess. Pledging, 
according to Skorton, is any “de-
meaning or dangerous act” required 
for membership. 

 These concepts are so cos-
mic, so elastic, that this paper strains 
to distinguish a silver of liberty for 
Greek chapters to design their own 
protocols.  This is not guiding, Skor-
ton, this is stewarding!
     Lastly, Skorton puts the icing 
on the cake with the training and 
installation of “live-ins,” or external 
chapter governors that are no Jiminy 
Crickets, and are on the side of the 
students in so much as King George 
III’s colonial magistrates were on the 
side of the colonists. 
     All this authoritarian regulation 
does is not to reduce the amount of 
drinking, but to drive it underground.  
This trend of autocracy actually fos-
ters a culture of ‘cover-up’ mirroring 
those in Iran and even in 1920s 
America. “Prohibition,” argues IRL 
Professor William Sonnenshtul, “sets 
up a situation where you encourage a 
game that’s going on and on.”   The 
song ‘Mr. Booze’ from the film ‘Rob-
in and the 7 hoods,’ demonstrates this 
point clearly and amusingly. 
     This veiled society is also nurtured 
by the glaring exemptions and contra-
dictions that afflict the policy, which 
serve as the second systemic flaw.  
Last year, Cornell broadened its 2002 
MAP (Medical Amnesty Protocol) 
to align closer with the New York 
Good Samaritan Law and the positive 
impact of amnesty, which according 
to a 2006 Gannett study, saves lives 
because without it students feel reluc-
tant  “to call for help in the event of 
an alcohol-related emergency” if he 
might incur “judicial consequences.” 
Deputy Police Chief of the Cornell 
Police Department Honon merits the 
new policy as saving kids from the 
“local criminal courts” and judicial 
action of the state “into an educational 
program for underage possession of 
alcohol and disorderedly conduct.  
This new augmentation to the policy 
also allowed off-campus students 
to be protected. Of course, Greek 
chapters must “agree to timely com-
pletion of assigned alcohol and/or 
drug education activities” to continue 
eligibility for Cornell’s protection. 

Continued on Page 6

Facts, Fiction and the Frightening Fiasco
ON FRACKING Nathan Gelb-Dyer

Drive through my hometown of 
Wilkes-Barre, PA, and feast your eyes 
on the many sights to be seen. There 
are plenty of parks, churches, small 
businesses, and everything else you 
might expect from a small suburban 
city.  But look a little closer, and you 
will find large hills, every inch cov-
ered with shimmering black stones.  
     The picturesque Susquehanna 
River, which flows through the city, 
is among the twenty most polluted 
rivers in the country, and America’s 
most endangered river, according to 
the group American Rivers.  The un-
employment rate of Wilkes-Barre is 
10.8%, far above the national 7.7%.  
For the past fifty years, Wilkes-Barre 
has been recovering from a fossil fuel 
hangover, trying to recover what is 
left after the coal industry took the 
area’s jobs, ravaged its landscape, and 
polluted its waters. 
     Continue your drive through Penn-
sylvania and you will eventually pass 
through the town of Dimock.  While 
at Cornell we take pride in our many 
water bottles and fountains which 
allow us to “Take Back The Tap,” the 
residents of Dimock unfortunately 
do not have this luxury.  In 2009, 
methane from fracking contaminated 
the town’s water supply, and a well 
exploded.  Ever since, Cabot Oil and 
Gas, and more recently the Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency, have 
delivered daily shipments of water to 
Dimock, whose local wells have been 

forever contaminated.
     Here in Ithaca, the problems 
of Pennsylvania may seem distant 
or remote.  But there are powerful 
forces that want to bring fracking to 
New York.  Pro-frackers maintain 
that fracking will be a boon for the 
economy, bringing thousands of jobs 
and large amounts of tax revenue.  
But who actually makes money from 
fracking, and, more importantly, who 
loses money from fracking?  Some 
beneficiaries are obvious—for gas 
companies and perhaps a handful of 
large landowners fracking will indeed 
generate an enormous amount of 
money.  But for others the possible 
economic effects are a little murkier.
     A study from Cornell’s own 
Professor Robert Oswald found 
that “Documentation of cases in six 
states strongly implicates exposure 
to gas drilling operations in serious 
health effects on humans, companion 
animals, livestock, horses, and wild-
life.”   
     This study confirms stories like 
that of North Dakota rancher Jacki 
Schilke, who, was forced to stop 
selling her cows after they began 
to mysteriously sicken and die after 
fracking began to occur near her 
ranch, As reported in The Nation, air 
testing on Ms. Schilke’s ranch found 
“elevated levels of benzene, methane, 
chloroform, butane, propane, toluene 
and xylene—compounds associated 
with drilling and fracking, and also 

with cancers, birth defects and organ 
damage.”  There are a wealth of sim-
ilar tales of fracking’s damage, from 
fish death in West Virginia, to cow 
deaths in Louisiana, North Dakota, 
and Pennsylvania.  Unfortunately, 
tragic stories like Ms. Schilke’s are 
quickly dismissed by the gas indus-
try as anecdotal evidence.  The gas 
industry says this, as it attempts to 
make scientific studies as difficult as 
possible—or even illegal.
     To “frackture” the shale rock which 
holds the natural gas, fracking com-
panies blast a fluid into rock, to form 
fissures through which the gas flows.  
What is in this mysterious fluid?  We 
don’t know.  We do know that it is 
filled with many toxic chemicals, 
but, because of lobbying from the 
conservative group ALEC, the com-
position of this fluid is considered a 
trade secret, and fracking companies 
do not have to disclose its contents.  
For this reason, it is impossible to 
study that the chemicals in fracking 
fluid may pose to humans, animals, 
and agriculture.  This remains the sta-
tus quo, even as fracking has proven 
unreliably safe, and heavily prone to 
leakage.
     When fracking companies attempt 
to infiltrate a new area, they seduce 
its residents with talk of easy money 
without cost.  “Sell us your land,” 
they say. “You’ll end up richer and 
you won’t even notice we’re here.”  
Only after it is too late do people 
realize that they have been deceived. 
Tax payers quickly find that any 
money they might have made from 
gas companies quickly vanishes, as 

they are left to foot the bill for the 
destruction caused by fracking, for 
in Pennsylvania there is no severance 
tax on natural gas.
     Admirable optimists and less than 
admirable gas-industry propagandists 
have touted natural gas as a “bridge 
fuel,” which will help reduce carbon 
dioxide emissions as the world tran-
sitions from coal to gas and finally to 
renewable energy.  The problem with 
this attractive vision is that it happens 
to be completely false.  Although 
burning gas produces 30-50% less 
carbon dioxide than coal, fracking 
also leaks methane, a greenhouse gas 
with twenty-one times the warming 
effect of carbon dioxide.  In the crit-
ical short term, methane’s warming 
effect is even more pronounced, at 
105 times the warming of carbon 
dioxide.  
     A Cornell study found that, when 
methane leakage is taken into ac-
count, fracking has a carbon footprint 
even greater than that of coal.  Fur-
thermore the excess supply of gas 
generated by fracking leads to higher 
consumption and will make the need 
to develop renewable energy sources 
seem less urgent.  
    A recent study from Cornell found 
that New York could undergo a com-
plete transition to renewable energy 
by 2030, and that this transition would 
be economically feasible.  Cornell 
professor Anthony Ingraffea wrote, “

 Continued on page 5
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Morrison

Continued from page 1

“They called it a police action, and 
you may notice,” she added, “that it 
is still going on.” The setting is at 
the height of McCarthyism, when 
scientists immorally experiment on 
minorities and the weak, and when a 
segregated America serves almost as a 
mirror of the battlefield Frank has just 
returned from. 
      “The whole country is like a battle-
field. He has been in a real battlefield, 
but he comes back and it’s another 
fight,” said Morrison.
     Only indirectly identifying the 
protagonist, Frank, as Black, Morri-
son’s segregated landscape is told in 
first-person.
     Morrison reflected on an earlier 

conversation with a friend on shell 
shock. “I said, ‘Don’t you worry about 
the guys who come back who are not 
shell shocked? You mean you just go 
over there and you come back and 
everything’s fine?’ I worry as much 
about the damaged veterans—I worry 
a lot about them—as I do about the 
ones who are not damaged, and it’s 
the same sort of thing with this man, 
Frank.” 
     Morrison is the Robert F. Goheen 
Professor in the Humanities at Princ-
eton University. She has received the 
Presidential Medal of Freedom. 
    2013 marks the 20th anniversary 
of Morrison’s winning the Nobel 
Prize in Literature. Having also won 
the Pulitzer Prize for her best-selling 
novel, Beloved, she is one of the most 
revered American writers today. 

CP

CP

The Asian-American vote has 
flipped from supporting the Repub-
lican Party to overwhelmingly sup-
porting the Democratic Party. 
     For the first time in recent memory, 
political analysts actively discussed 
the significance of the Asian-Amer-
ican vote, following the 2012 elec-
tions.  Pundits gazed at the figure 
with amazement – a remarkable 73% 
of Asian American votes cast ballots 
for President Obama, surpassing 
Hispanic support for the President.  
While the Asian American constit-
uency may have been overlooked 
during the course of the campaign 
season, its voting pattern indicates 
that it has become a key component 
of President Obama’s re-election co-
alition.  This is troubling news for 
the GOP, which has largely taken 
Asian-American support for granted 
prior to this decade. 
     While Asian American voters still 
comprised only 3% of the total voting 
population in 2012, the Center for 
American Progress records that this 
number has increased by an astound-
ing 128 percent from 1996 to 2008.  
Furthermore, the Asian American 
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population is growing rapidly.  From 
2000-2010, it increased by more 
than 45%, surpassing the population 
growth of all other ethnic groups.  It 
is clear that the Asian American vote 
cannot be ignored for much longer, 
as it is poised to become an only in-
creasingly influential force in the 
years to come.
     Recent activities in the Republi-
can Party illustrate the implications 
of ignoring this constituency for the 
past two decades.  Asian Americans 
have long been characterized as nat-
ural fits for the GOP, and their votes 
mostly reflected these assumptions.  
PolicyMic explains, “As the highest 
earning ethnic group with the high-
est number of degree-holders, Asian 
Americans are also the most likely to 
embark on conservative-leaning pro-
fessions.  On paper, Asian Americans 
fit the GOP bill.”  It goes on to report 
that in the 1992 elections, “55% of 
Asian American vote went to George 
H.W. Bush, and in 1996, 48% went to 
Dole.  But in 2000, exit polls showed 
62% in favor of Gore.”  The transi-
tion of Asian Americans from voting 
largely Republican to overwhelm-

ingly Democratic helps to explicitly 
demonstrate two of the main suicidal 
tendencies the Republican Party has 
engaged in within the past few de-
cades.  
#1: GOP’s Rejection of Science
     Asian Americans remain a large 
presence in the science, technology, 
engineering and mathematical fields, 
contrasting with the GOP’s increas-
ing hostility to science and moderni-
ty.  Recall that in his 2012 presiden-
tial bid for the GOP’s nominee, Jon 
Huntsman made headlines as being 
the only Republican candidate back 
proven science, tweeting, “To be 
clear.  I believe in evolution and trust 
scientists on global warming.  Call 
me crazy.”  While this type of mindset 
may have proven unpopular in 2012, 
Huntsman-esque types may be the 
only hope for the GOP if they wish 
to woo back Asian-American voters.  
As the Daily Beast writes in “Why 
Asian-Americans Have Turned Their 
Backs on the Republican Party,” in 
regards to Asians shunning the GOP 
for its lack of support toward science, 
“apparently, a low-taxes-only agenda 
is no longer enough to woo a demo-

graphic whose median household 
income exceeds $90,000 by the time 
that they become third-generation 
Americans.”  
GOP as “Out-of-Touch” with Mi-
nority Communities
     According to the Center for Amer-
ican Progress, “by a 47 percent to 26 
percent margin, Asian American vot-
ers believed that President Obama 
cared about their community and its 
issues.  Conversely, only 14% felt that 
Governor Romney cared about the 
Asian American community, while 
45 percent felt that he did not.  The 
reasons for this can be seen through 
the Republicans’ hawkish stances on 
national security and defense.  As 
PolicyMic points out, the GOP’s fo-
cus on “increasing military spending, 
tightening border control, and pro-
posing a tough path to citizenship – 
not only perpetuates the image of the 
nativist Conservative hawk, but it also 
translates into a perceived (and often, 
practiced) hostility towards ‘the Oth-
er.’”  While these messages may not be 
directed at the Asian American pop-
ulation in particular, they undoubt-
edly come off as negative to minori-
ty groups in general.  Furthermore, 
there is a severe lack of Asian Ameri-
can representation within the Repub-
lican Party.  While the GOP regularly 
flaunts their “token Asian” represen-
tatives – Louisiana Governor Bobby 
Jindal and South Carolina Governor 
Nikki Haley, the Democratic Par-
ty elected six new Asian American 
congressmen and women during the 
2012 elections. 
Asian Americans’ shift from large-
ly supporting Republicans to over-
whelmingly supporting Democrats 
illustrates the GOP’s general discon-
nect from reality and its shift into 
far-right views.  Until the GOP wakes 
up and realizes that its stances are 
becoming increasingly unpopular 
among not only Asian Americans, but 
also the general public, its populari-
ty and general political leverage will 
continue to hemorrhage.

Fracking

Continued from page 3

     About extracting fossil fuel under-
neath New York state, people should 
be concerned about 50,000 wells; 
10,000 pads; 500 compressors and 
10,000 miles of new pipe -- and most 
of this underground. Our proposals 
are all above ground, all recyclable 
and, over the course of 15 years, very 
doable.”  
     If New York chooses to invest 
in dirty energy then this sustainable 
vision cannot happen 
     On the subject of anti-fracking 
activists, Mother Jones wrote that 
“There’s a war going on that you 
know nothing about between a co-
alition of great powers and a small 
insurgent movement. It’s a secret war 

being waged in the shadows while 
you go about your everyday life.”  We 
are all taking sides in this war, wheth-
er we actively advocate for one side 
or the other, or if we passively accept 
the status quo.  There is a choice to 
be made, between conservation and 
destruction, the wealth of the many 
or the wealth of the few, our future 
or the future of fossil fuel companies.  
Go ahead, take the next step.  The 
choice is yours.
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Cornell Group Heads From Campus Into Town 
On Cornell-Ithaca Relations  Matthew Lynch

For local Ithacan high school stu-
dents, spring will usher in more than 
pollen, schizophrenic weather, and 
warmer temperatures.  The Ithaca 
High School administration is pairing 
with the Cornell Roosevelt Institute, a 
student-run think tank on campus, to 
offer high school students an outstand-
ing introduction to politics. CRI has 
two separate programs-its Ithaca High 
School Program and its High School 
Scholars Program.  The ultimate hope 
is to teach students that their scholastic 
high-school status does not and should 
not disqualify them from national 
discourse.
     The Cornell Roosevelt Institute is 
one of many chapters participating 
in the Roosevelt Institute Campus 
Network, a program under the larg-
er Roosevelt Institute.  Alan Smith, 
director of the Campus Network, 
calls the Institute “a student policy 
organization,” and the Campus Net-
work wing as a way for Roosevelt to 
engage students in political discourse 
that empowers these “young people 
as leaders and promotes their ideas 
for change.”  On campus, the club is 
comprised of two wings: the analysts 
write blogs for the website and policy 
proposals for the six (1 for each center) 
biannual journals, and the advocates 
try to advance the values of the club 
to the greater campus.  
     Matthew Clauson, Executive Vice 
President of the club, lauds the organi-
zation as the best one “for engaging in 
policy.”  During his time as Director of 
the Domestic Policy Center, he found 
the club to be “a good outlet for stu-
dents to voice their opinions” locally 
and nationally. Members who are 
accepted have an interest in anything 
pertaining to politics and a desire to 
help the club fulfill its mission of en-
gaging the Cornell student community 
in policy-related discourse, regardless 
of discipline. 
     Janisa M., the club’s environmental 
center director for both its analysts 
and advocates, is teaming up with 
her advocate Erin Nunan to go into 

IHS to educate the students about the 
environment this coming Earth Day.    
The high school students will hear 
from other advocates about how they 
got involved in the environment. “We 
were planning on having a presenta-
tion,” Janisa said, but plans are still 
in the works. 
     Erin got the idea from her trip to the 
Galapagos Islands, where she worked 
with kids of military officials ordered 
to relocate to the Islands.  “I worked 
with one of the Sergeants,” Erin said 
enthusiastically, “and we worked with 
lots of local professionals” doing dif-
ferent activities to teach the kids about 
global issues and “the importance of      
Galapagos city management.”  
     There is a sense of global purpose 

that fuels this program. “It’s our gen-
eration,” Janisa said spiritedly, “that 
needs to get into the fight for sustain-
ability.” The previous industrializing 
generations “were not freaked out 
about the environment,” Erin adds, 
and it is up to the Millennial genera-
tion to take the branch.  
     The intent of the project is not 
indoctrination, but simply education 
and exposure.  “They don’t get a lot of 
exposure to it,” Erin laments, so “we 
are educating about environmental 
issues” and “the paths they can take.”      
At the club’s second general body 
meeting, the initiative was presented 
as a way “to show high school students 
why it is our generation that needs to 
be involved in protecting our environ-

ment, and that there are many ways to 
do this.” Janisa and her advocates will 
attempt to illustrate that nature accepts 
help from any creed or discipline.   “If 
we get one person to get into envi-
ronmental studies in college,” Erin 
relays, then the program’s objectives 
will have been met. The point is to 
expose, enlighten, and educate: not to 
propagandize environmentalism.  
     The second program currently being 
conducted by the Cornell Roosevelt 
Institute is its High School Scholars 
Program, which is accepting rolling 
submissions of students’ pieces until 
Friday April 5th. The aim is for high 
school students to gain experience in 
writing and research and, in turn, helps 
to enhance their writing portfolio for 
college.  Similar to a writing contest, 
winners are selected and then have 
the chance to work with the director 
of the policy center the students’ work 
most coincides.  Students’ work will 
be included in this semester’s Looking 
Ahead campus journals.
     The program was conceived at CP

the Roosevelt Campus Network NE 
Conference in NY, when members 
of the executive board noticed the 
strength of other branches’ advocacy 
wings.  “We collectively realized that 
[advocacy] was an area in which we 
had been lacking,” Clauson recounts. 
Since then, the program serves as an 
effective conduit for club unity and 
community outreach.
     Both programs have sailed in fair 
seas so far, and it seems there waters 
will stay calm during the voyage.  
Clauson is optimistic about the pro-
gram’s reception at the school and 
believes students “will be excited 
about this opportunity.”  Janisa and 
Erin were ecstatic about the science 
department head’s enthusiasm, claim-
ing he “he wants us to come back,” 
even calling them “to come back twice 
this year!  The club hopes to build a 
solid foundation with the school and 
to improve its outreach to the commu-
nity, ultimately guiding this program 
to live on for future semesters. 

Photo Courtesy of Roosevelt Campus 
Network 
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Booze Policy & The Tragedy of Sisyphus
 EDITORIAL CONTINUED from page 2

    However, in ‘protecting’ us, the 
administration manufactures a situ-
ation where its word rules. We see 
the ramifications of this in the TEP 
fiasco.  On 9 Jan 2013, the administra-
tion renounced its recognition of the 
fraternal chapter after pledges were 
hospitalized by a “mentally scarring” 
and “sexually humiliating” incident 
during the hazing process, according 
to a Cornell Daily Sun article that 
same day.  This article will not focus 
on debunking one side or the other, 
but show how Cornell’s conduct 
should raise concerns regarding its 
amnesty program.  
 Associate Dean of Students 
Travis Apgar conducted the ban-
ishment not because alcohol was 
consumed, for that’s “protected by 
medical amnesty,” but because there 
was hazing, which is not.  The “IFC 
policy only shields fraternities and 
their members from judicial conse-
quences imposed by the IFC itself, 
said Apgar, feeling his Review Board 
had free reign in this circumstance.  
Chris Sanders ’13 explains Apgar’s 
sidewinder move in an earlier 13 
November 2012 Daily Sun article 
by offering background into the ad-
ministrative superstructure.  Apgar’s 
Review Board, he said, is “not bound 
by the Judicial Administrator’s or the 
IFC’s medical policies,” these latter 
policies according to Sanders “protect 
individuals and organizations from 
punishment when they call for help 
during an alcohol-related emergen-
cy.”
Here, Apgar’s actions help spotlight 
the flagrant exemption in the policy: 
hazing.  In our Code of Conduct, as 
I have mentioned before, hazing and 
alcohol consumption are not mutually 
exclusive.  This gives the adminis-
tration a great loophole for enacting 
punishment like it did with TEP if the 
pace the action under a ‘hazing’ ban-
ner. According to the opinions of two 
professors, who preferred to remain 
anonymous, “calling 9-1-1” ultimate-
ly “did not exempt the fraternity from 
facing possible judicial action as a 
result of the hospitalizations.” 
Critical of the administration’s chosen 
path, ILR professor William Sonnen-
stuhl laments “the exemptions they 
put in the policy for hazing is sort 
of counter-intuitive to the amnesty’s 
purpose.”  The policy becomes highly 
ineffective in its objectives and fails, 
through all its efforts, to change the 
drinking culture. This paper can only 
speculate on the amount of cover-up 
that will happen after this realization.
To be fair, both Skorton and the ad-
ministration care about the students, 
but they are hogtied by the national 
law. The administrating is trapped 
with speaking out of both sides of 
its mouth between cracking down on 
underage drinkers and hazing, and 
silently supporting amnesty and risk 
management, undermining its own 
effectiveness. 
 “There is only a small minori-

ty of students,” Sonnenstuhl argues, 
“that drink in a fashion that is harm-
ful to themselves or other people.” 
A policy with inherent illogicalities 
encourages radicals to gain influence 
or clout and drive the student drink-
ing culture.  Sonnenstuhl labels this 
a curse of “pluralistic ignorance,” 
where kids “drink far more than they 
need to consume” because they’re 
only teachers are the radicals, who fail 
to educate them on moderation.  This 
problem is magnified with Skorton’s 
addendum regarding the prohibition 
against freshman entering ‘wet’ frat 
parties.  Like with the 18th amend-
ment, the freshmen don’t abide by the 
restriction and gravitate to the new 
sources, now in college town and/or 
dorm rooms.  The problem becomes 
decentralized and the policy tougher 
to enforce. 
 “Everything is happening in unsuper-

CP
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As the Syrian civil war’s death 
toll steadily climbs towards 30,000 
and 1.2 million Syrian refugees have 
been displaced from their homes, the 
issue mainly remains a discussion in 
the realm of US politics. 
     That’s not to say that the Obama 
administration has neglected 
the crisis completely. The US 
government has spent $82 million on 
humanitarian aid to Syrian refugees, 
helping an estimated 780,000 people. 
The US is the largest contributor 
to the UN High Commissioner for 
Refugees and other international 
organizations providing aid inside 
Syria and in Turkey, Lebanon, and 
Jordan, which are providing safe 
havens for refugees. However, 
according to David Robinson, State 
Department Deputy Assistant for 
Population, Refugees, and Migration, 
medical supplies and food aid are not 
enough: “Humanitarian problems, 
particularly of this scope, don’t have 
humanitarian solutions, they have 
political solutions.”
     Yet, the US has failed to solidify 
any tangible political solutions. 
Worse, Russia and China perpetuate 
the UN Security Council’s frustrating 
stalemate as they diplomatically 
shield Syrian President Bashar al-
Assad’s regime in vetoing three 
resolutions that could have imposed 
sanctions. Despite the lack of progress 
from UN Security Council efforts, 
President Obama speaks in support 
of Assad’s opposition, idealistically 
imagining an outcome whereby 
Syria is “united and inclusive, where 
children don’t need to fear their own 
government and all Syrians have a 
say in how they are governed.” After 
all, he says, “that is what America 
stands for.” 
Besides an idealistic society where 
any given country in the Middle 
East enjoys the political rights and 

civil liberties that we Americans do, 
what else does America stand for? 
Besides feeding our magnanimous 
desire to provide philanthropic aid 
for refugees, what other American 
interests would intervening in Syria 
serve?
     The United States’ image in the 
Muslim world is in desperate need 
of repair. Favorable opinion ratings 
of the US plummeted all over the 
Muslim world after the war in Iraq 
began, falling from 61% to 15% 
in 2003 in Indonesia, for example. 
Popular Arab opinion also criticizes 
the US of hypocrisy, revering 
values like liberty and democracy 
while simultaneously supporting 
regimes (including that of former 
Egyptian dictator Hosni Mubarak) 
that do not respect these values. 
Furthermore, the furious uproar 
from the blasphemous “Innocence of 
Muslims” YouTube video mocking 
Islam’s prophet Muhammad resulted 
in attacks on US diplomats and other 
violent protests, attributing the video 
to the US as a whole rather than to 
one American individual exercising 
his right of free speech. Repairing the 
United States’ image in the Muslim 
world is imperative for US security 
and diplomatic relations, and these 
factors cannot improve when the US 
makes minimal effort in repairing a 
terrible image.
   Intervention in Syria could 
rehabilitate the image of the United 
States in the eyes of an Arab public 
that has vocalized opposition 
to the repressive Assad regime. 
Demonstrating that the US shares 
interests and foreign policy objectives 
in common with these countries 
would help bridge the problematic 
gap of understanding and diplomacy. 
Qatar, Saudi Arabia, and Turkey, as 
well as other Sunni Muslim countries, 
strongly support the majority Sunni 
Muslim Syrian rebels. On the other 

hand, Shia Iran (as well as Lebanese 
Shia radicals Hezbollah) support 
Assad and his regime, whose Alawite 
affiliation is an offshoot of Shia Islam. 
This split in the Muslim world could 
potentially prove very dangerous if 
these other countries get involved.
     Thus, intervening in Syria could 
help prevent a bloody, multinational 
sectarian war that would create vast 
instability in the region. Iraqi Sunni 
insurgents have already entered 
the conflict, and according to Iraqi 
tribal leaders, “there is already some 
indication that Sunni insurgents in 
Iraq have tried to coordinate with 
Syrian fighters to set off a regional 
sectarian war.” Historical examples 
of the centuries-long crusades, the 
seemingly never-ending Israeli-
Palestinian conflict, and the 
various suicide bombings driven 
by radical Islamic Jihad exemplify 
the extent to which religion serves 
as a uniquely strong motivation 
for acts of violence and everlasting 
antagonism. The instability from a 
multinational war would drive up oil 
prices, and thus stagnate economic 
recovery from the recent recession 
worldwide. The resulting ubiquitous 
damage would hurt families, who 
experienced a “13% and 17% 
increase in gasoline and fuel heating 
oil prices, respectively” between 
2010 and Mubarak’s resignation, as 
well as businesses, impaired from 

lower consumer spending. Political 
instability in the Middle East 
translates to oil price instability in the 
global market: violent unrest in Libya 
caused oil prices to leap by 14% in 
one week in 2011. A sectarian war 
in Syria could potentially exacerbate 
the issue from a Syrian civil war to a 
long, bloody, multinational war that 
would create regional instability and 
impair the global economy.
     Lastly, intervening in Syria would 
weaken Hezbollah and Iran. Rami 
Khouri from the American University 
of Beirut says Hezbollah will 
undoubtedly have to “face a really 
huge challenge if the Syrian regime 
falls,” as it would lose a crucial 
supplier of funding and weapons. 
The regime’s fall would also result 
in a weaker Iran, as Iran would lose 
its forefront ally in the region as 
well as its proxy through which it 
threatens Israel using Hezbollah. 
Isolating Iran would be strategically 
beneficial, as it would pressure 
President Ahmedinejad to allow 
the previously refused UN nuclear 
inspections to occur. Preventing Iran 
from obtaining nuclear weapons is 
vital to US security and coincides 
with the security interests of Israel, 
our major regional ally.
    While US politicians continue to 
deliberate on the best path of action, 
thousands of Syrians continue to flee 
their homes, the death toll ever rising. 
While the West verbally supports the 
Syrian people, condemns the Assad 
regime, and provides philanthropic 
aid, Iran, Russia, and China offer 
much more powerful aid in the form 
of weapons and diplomatic shielding. 
Obama’s “support for the right of the 
Syrian people to achieve freedom 
remains abstract and academic,” says 
Louay Safi of the Syrian National 
Council. The Council has credited 
Obama with “saying the right things,” 
but that’s not enough - “more action 
is needed.” After all, humanitarian 
problems to this extent require 
political solutions, and if improving 
our nation’s image, protecting US 
security, preventing economic 
stagnation from a surge in oil prices, 
and preventing Iran from acquiring 
nuclear weapon capabilities are all 
possible byproducts of intervening 
in the Syrian crisis, then the US 
could save Syrian lives while serving 
American interests. To me, that is 
“what America stands for.” 

Beyond a Humanitarian Issue
ON INTERVENTION IN SYRIA Amy Frieder
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vised places,” an anonymous student 
and teacher echo.  Landlords and 
Ithacan students both back professor 
Sonnenstuhl’s claim that the situation 
“is now much worse in town than it 
was in the fraternities.” 
The third and final systemic flaw of 
this policy is that its not customer 
friendly.  The inaccessibility was 
maddening, taking a week of constant 
prowling to understand it. Students 
were stupefied when asked to define 
our hazing policy.  One anonymous 
student detailed what he saw as 
two competing ‘definitions’ of the 
process: an official and a colloqui-
al. “The technical definition,” the 
student argued, is “outlined by the 
university in some handbook that no 
one has ever read,” so cosmic “it isn’t 
even worth entertaining as a legiti-
mate characterization.”  The second 
changes from person to person, “rel-
ative to the individual experiencing 
it,” so what one sees as “enjoyable” 
might “creep one kid out.” 

To promote safer drinking, the Cor-
nell administration must conform to a 
consistent alcohol policy and present 
the information in a very accessible 
place (either online or in a handbook, 
etc.).   The ‘consistent policy’ this pa-
per proposes is one that treats Greek 
life students as adults and exercises 
peer control so students can re-design 
their own drinking culture. 
No progress can be made if students 
feel tarred by the administration “with 
the variable of ‘binge drinking,’” be-
comes it almost becomes a self-fulfill-
ing prophecy.   Students fear to orga-
nize “because they make the implicit 
assumption that by organizing” they 
will be tagged as “heavy drinkers,” 
and so no advancement manifests.  
The administration needs to realize 
that not all students bare this cross.  
According to a Gannett study, 77% of 
students on campus are ‘responsible’ 

 drinkers, including both moderate 
and abstinent drinkers.  
Students are the real managers of 
the culture, and because of the cov-
er-up many feel necessary, radicals 
have hijacked the philosophy behind 
college drinking and drove it into 
the ground. “We need to congregate 
around the idea that not all students 
drink,” Sonnenstuhl urges, and begin 
to recognize those athletes, a cappella 
groups, and the Greek system “exer-
cise some control over their members’ 
drinking.”   The existence of radicals 
is symptomatic of an authoritarian 
approach, and the only cure, besides 
more cowbell, is greater cooperation. 
Therefore, the purpose of adminis-
trative reform needs to be re-directed 
from squashing the radicals to pro-
moting the moderates for effective 
change.  Empower students to “take 
responsibility” in “exercising peer 
control” to discourage cover-up and 
facilitate “more responsible behav-
ior,” an anonymous professor advises.  

This peer control gives more ‘bang 
for the buck’ than despotism.  It rests 
on a collectivist ethic stressing an 
“obligation to help other members 
in terms of talking to students about 
a serious drinking problem.”  It is 
antithetical to our American values of 
self-control and laissez-faire, but peer 
involvement can be a crucial saving 
grace if exploited correctly. Testifying 
to this, another anonymous student 
relayed most students he’s met “have 
come aware because frat brothers talk 
to each other.”   
Already on campus there are exam-
ples of this paradigm being used.  
Sigma Pi Epsilon’s “Balanced Man” 
program replaces the traditional 
pledging period with a “sufficiently 
structured, supportive experience 
with a brotherhood of high achievers, 
close friends, and mentors to provide 
personal and professional guidance,” 
armoring their graduates to handle 
the world beyond the 14856.   The 
focus is on self-actualization, not 
inebriation.  Other groups include 
Cayuga’s Watchers and ‘Sober Mon-
itors,’ informal extra-juridical orga-
nizations composed of Cornelians 
that unite under an aim to prevent 
party escalations before the police 
get involved or someone is seriously 
injured.  These volunteers remain 
abstemious, according to another 
anonymous student, during parties 
and prove that Big Brother doesn’t 
always mean Orwellian.
Alcohol, like death and taxes, will 
always be here.   The liquid is both a 
catalyst for emerging adults to forge 
their own identity within a new pop-
ulation, and for a darker exploitation 
to stupefy, impair, and subjugate. 
The extreme drinkers are a minority 
(approx. 10-15%), but they cast a 
serious spell over the one-quarter of 
the undergraduate population (3,3992 
out of 13,995).  With such a sizable 
population, Apgar’s zero-tolerance 
fervor is noble but as effective as 
pleasing the knights of NI. 
Ultimately the administration must 
encourage the moderates to exercise 
peer-control and marginalize the 
radicals.  This technique has already 
worked in the railroad trade, the air-
line industry, and the Metropolitan 
Transit Authority.  This technique is 
also being used currently at Cornell 
with groups like ‘Sober at Cornell,’ 
but there needs to be more effort.  
Kenyon College and Dartmouth col-
laborate with their students to make 
sure they are heard, and Cornell 
should take heed from their deans.  
End the pluralistic ignorance, because 
if you don’t teach kids how to prop-
erly handle matches, they will burn 
themselves.  

photo Courtesy of Collegeview
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The lasT ThoughT

It is that time again, the moment when Democratic politicians pull out all the stops and go for something tru-
ly revolutionary. I’m speaking of course of President Obama’s call for an increase in the minimum wage. I apol-

ogize if I got your hopes up. Unfortunately for the liberal wing’s policy apparatus, nothing new ever tends to arise. 
     Whether or not raising the minimum wage is a good option is in this discussion irrelevant. There are pundits, even econ-
omists aplenty, who are willing to submit studies that prove or disprove that the policy increases unemployment. One’s par-
ticular stance boils down almost entirely to ideological leaning. Massachusetts Senator Elizabeth Warren recently stated, 
citing one study, that had the rules of economic models actually held (i.e. if wages followed productivity), the minimum 
wage would be $22. Whether that is true is up to your conscience. The jury is out when it comes to the facts and figures. 
    Nevertheless, it seems apt at a time like now to note that the 
argument currently being held is not over the creation of a new 
policy but over the continuation of a national policy that has ex-
isted in various forms since the late 1930s. The policy, in other 
words, was devised in a time when the laws of economics were 
only beginning to be understood. It should not be too much to ask 
for politicians and policy wonks on the center-left to design new 
policies that take into account our particular circumstances and 
the knowledge that has accumulated over the past sixty-five years. 
    It may not seem obvious that liberals have been picking up 

“Liberals have been picking up the same 
playbook for the past half  century” 

“The policy was devised in a time 
when the laws of  economics were only 

begining to be understood.”
from the same playbook for the past half century – in the so-
cial issues arena, we have made great strides. One look, how-
ever, at the Liberal Democratic legislative record in domestic/
economic policy over the last few years should prove the point. 
Some of our most touted policies were actually not even our own. The so inaptly termed Obamacare, as we all now know, was ac-
tually a plan designed by the right wing Heritage Foundation, and was later executed by former Massachusetts Governor and “se-
verely conservative” Mitt Romney. Calling it a social democratic takeover of the health care industry is just using poetic license. 

   The Dodd Frank Financial Reform Bill, though it had some 
gems of its own, was largely business as usual. It only went 
as far as rebuilding some of the foundations of the strictures 
previously placed on banking activity. The Obama Adminis-
tration recapitalized banks, just as the status quo desired, but 
did not go so far as breaking up the “Too Big To Fail” banks, 
even with (believe it or not) agreement between the far left and 
far right. Ironically, the refrain in the political center and left 
has thus been, “why have we not reinstated Glass-Steagall?” 
- Glass-Steagall referring to a particular regulation on banks 
that existed between 1933 and 1999 that divided investment 
and commercial banks. It fell on deaf ears that at the time that 
the bill for its repeal was signed, the particular rule was no 
longer being officially recognized or enforced by regulators 
in the Federal Reserve. This may have been because the Fed 
was colluding with the banks... or it could have been because 
the rule was outmoded and did not take into account reality. 

“The Minimum Wage is an outmoded policy for the problem it adresses.”  
    Similarly, the minimum wage is simply an outmoded policy for the problem it addresses. Social inequality and pov-
erty in the U.S. is an issue with real consequences that must be addressed. Nonetheless, so many other policies have 
been produced to address the problem since the 1930s: in 1968, Richard Nixon threw around the idea of a Negative In-
come Tax law with a minimum income tax rebate that would result in every household having a certain base income no 
matter what their situation-- an almost liberal Rawlsian proposal. Seem far fetched? It wouldn’t be the first time Pres-
ident Obama stole from conservatives. And at least in this case, liberals wouldn’t have to deal with conservatives and 
business leaders kicking and screaming about the distortion of artificial wage increases on their employment models. 

“It is time the Democrats have a 
rethink themselves” 

   In 1985, then re-elected President Ronald Rea-
gan said that “The tide of history is moving irresist-
ibly in our direction. Why? Because the other side is 
virtually bankrupt of ideas.” Unfortunately, the Gip-
per might have been right.  Changing times require new policies and revised ideologies. The Republicans are start-
ing to realize that we are no longer living in the 1980s. A libertarian fervor is beginning to overcome the sup-
ply side, pro military factions of the Reagan Republican Party. It is time that Democrats have a rethink themselves.

Ian Cohen       Liberals: Time for a Policy Rethink
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