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By Amy Frieder 

On August 28, 1963, Martin Lu-
ther King, Jr. gave his famous 

“I Have a Dream” speech during 
the March on Washington. On this 
historic day’s 50th anniversary, thou-
sands of citizens from around the 
country - including our nation’s first 
African-American president, Barack 
Obama - convened in Washington to 
commemorate the milestone in civil 
rights history. President Obama, as 
well as members of the King family, 
lawmakers, and civil rights leaders, 
addressed the crowd from the Lincoln 
Memorial, where Dr. King expounded 
his iconic speech.  Although the U.S. 
has seen a great deal of progress on 
civil rights issues since 1963 and 
institutional segregation is no longer 
legally practiced, we - as a nation - still 
need much improvement. 
     While it is true that we do have an 
African-American president, a major 
racial wealth gap ensues.  Although 
sources vary in specifying the exact 
numbers, the average black family’s 
net worth is approximately $6,000 
while the average white family’s net 
worth is nearly$110,000. “Wealth is 
how you grow; income is how you 
eat,” David Honig, the Co-Founder 
and President of the Minority Media 
and Telecommunications Council, has 
explained. Wealth also helps people 
start businesses and attain high sta-
tus in the world of business. Only in 
1998 did the first African-American 
become CEO of a fortune 500 com-

pany (Franklin Raines, CEO of Fannie 
Mae), and there are currently only 6, 
or only 1.2% of all Fortune 500 CEOs, 
who are African-American, according 
to CNN. Lastly, of the 442 billionaires 
in the U.S., only one is African-Amer-
ican: Oprah Winfrey. 
     Perhaps closing the academic 
achievement gap would help close the 
wealth gap. According to Education 
Trust, a Washington-based advoca-
cy group that promotes academic 
achievement, 60 percent of whites 
earn bachelor’s degrees within six 
years compared to 40 percent of Af-
rican-Americans.  The Department of 
Education had another disparaging 
study in 2009, where white students 
from K-12 scored on average 26 
points higher (on a 0-500 scale) than 
their Africa-American counterparts on 
all assessments of the Department’s 
National Assessment of Educational 
Progress.        
     Placed into a larger perspective, 
however, the results do not seem as 
unfavorable.  The Department of 
Education reports that between 1976 
and 2010, the percentage of Afri-
can-American college students rose 
from 9 percent to 14 percent and its 
National Assessment of Educational 
Progress shows some progress in nar-
rowing in the achievement gap since 
1978 - albeit slow progress. 
     The most daunting disparity, 
however, may be the incarceration 
rates of African-Americans in com-
parison. According to the NAACP, 

African-Americans constitute nearly 
1 million of the total incarcerated 
population (2.3 million) and are incar-
cerated six times more than whites; in 
fact, one in six black men have been 
incarcerated as of 2001. Additionally, 
even though African-Americans repre-
sent only 12% of the total population 
of drug users, they are 38% of those 
arrested for drug offenses and 59% of 
those in state prison for a drug offense. 
The list of shocking statistics contin-
ues and this imbalance is emotionally 
and economically detrimental to fami-
lies, extremely costly to taxpayers, and 
perpetuates racial stereotypes. 
     The courts can also influence prog-
ress on civil rights issues. This past 
summer, the judicial system made two 
major decisions that stirred up civil 
rights-related discussion in the media 
and public sphere: Shelby County v. 
Holder and State of Florida v. George 
Zimmerman. 
       

50-Year March Still Going  

Above Cayuga’s 
Watershed

By Aaron Bhole 

Cornell University organizes 
cooperative extensions in 

every county of New York, and 
our research spreads across every 
academic discipline and touches 
every corner of the globe. How-
ever, the degree to which Cor-
nellians study and address local 
off campus environmental issues 
such as Cayuga Lake ecology is 
surprisingly small. Many of the 
issues the lake faces are caused 
or exacerbated by Cornell? Cor-
nell may be far above Cayuga’s 
waters, but we should not be far 
above understanding Cayuga’s 
waters. 
     The Cayuga Lake Watershed 
Network seeks to “protect and 
improve the ecological health 
and overall beauty of the wa-
tershed” by joining private citi-
zens, businesses, and local gov-
ernments to identify threats to 
the lake and promote healthy 
solutions. 
      The watershed extends be-
yond the lake itself. Sources of 
pollution enter the watershed 
from all areas surrounding the 
lake.
     Two of the most important 
issues facing the lake originate 
from Cornell’s lake source cool-
ing, which began in 2000 to re-
duce the campus’ energy costs. 
Since the start of the project, ac-
tivists have monitored the proj-
ect, which draws cold water from 
deep within the lake, passes the 
water through heat exchanges, 
and releases the water into shal-
lower ends on the south side of 
the lake. 

Continued On Page 6Continued on Page 4
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EDITORIAL

Dear Silent Majority of Cornell,

We must not grow numb.

On August 14th representatives of 
Israel and of Palestine began talks with 
the goal of forming a long-term peace 
agreement.  The resumption of talks 
and the prospect of peace may seem 
like heartening signs, but one can be 
forgiven for failing to stand back with 
bated breath.  The 1993 Oslo Accords, 
ostensibly an impressive achievement 
of the peace process, have led to little 
more than the grotesque stagnation 
and decay of the very peace that the 
Accords were meant to support.  The 
2000 Camp David talks collapsed, 
sparking an uproar of violence that 
we now call the Second Intifada.  The 
2010 talks ended almost as soon as 
they began.  And now here we are, in 
2013, being told that this time it will 
be different, that these talks will lead 
to substantive progress on the way to 
lasting peace.  

Fool me once shame on you; fool 
me twice shame on me.  How many 
times have we been fooled?  Who do 
John Kerry, Binyamin Netanyahu, 
and Mahmoud Abbas think they are?  
In the words of a 1960’s rock group: 
“We won’t be fooled again.”                                                                                       

But we must not grow numb.
A student at Cornell may read that 

statement with disbelief, or even 
laugh at its seeming absurdity.  Cor-
nell seems anything but numb to the 
conflict raging in the Near East.  It 
is impossible to avoid hearing the 
cacophonous echoes of the conflict 
across our campus.  The massive rally 
and counter-rally on Ho Plaza between 
Students for Justice in Palestine (SJP) 
and Cornell Israel Public Affairs Com-
mittee (CIPAC) on November 12th 
of last year drew the participation of 
hundreds, and the attention of all of 
Cornell.  No one could escape the roar 
on Ho Plaza: the deafening shouts, the 
bitter anger, the eventual involvement 
of the Cornell Police.  This does not 
seem like the behavior of a campus 
gone numb.  Nor was this action isolat-
ed.  In response to an event featuring 
Israeli soldiers sponsored by Hillel, 

SJP defaced the event’s promotional 
posters, writing its perspective in an 
alarming red: hardly the behavior of 
a numb campus.  Massive events are 
held by some to celebrate Israel, such 
as Hillel’s “Israel Day,” and by others 
to denounce it, such as SJP’s “Israel 
Apartheid Week.”   Despite the evi-
dence attesting to Cornell’s passion, 
this paper’s warning, its plea against 
numbness, ought not to be dismissed 
without due consideration.  It is not 
enough that people are acting; we must 
consider who is acting, and more im-
portantly who is not.  It is not enough 
that people are talking; we must also 
care about what is being said.  When 
angry, unproductive extremists co-opt 
the conversation the world suffers, and 
so does Cornell.  When we, the major-
ity, descend into silence and despair, 
the world follows us into descent and 
decay. 

Why after so many decades has 
peace remained elusive?  Why does 
the region continue to experience crip-
pling stagnation and the perpetuation 
of the status quo? Why is it that for 
many the talks currently taking place 
elicit not hope, but a cynical sense of 
déjà vu?  The answer, which to many 
may seem obvious, is that the affect-
ed parties which purport to strive for 
peace in fact have little interest in 
turning their rhetoric into action or ful-
filling their promises.  Peace requires 
substantive empathy, effort and hard 
concessions from all parties involved.  
It is much less difficult to continue the 
status quo than it is to make changes.  
Each side accuses the other of hypoc-
risy while portraying itself as a saintly 
victim.  The truth is that both sides 
are both victims and perpetrators of 
violence.  They are hypocrites.

Let’s look at the case of Israel.  
Prime Minister Binyamin Netanyahu 
repeatedly claims that he is in favor 
of a two state solution to the conflict 
between Israel and the neighboring 
Palestinians living in the West Bank 
and Gaza Strip.  But it is one thing to 
claim to desire peace and quite another 
to work towards that peace.  Under 
Netanyahu’s governance, settlement 
construction in the West Bank has 

continued unabated, even intensi-
fying.  Time Magazine called 2012 
“The Year of the Israeli Settlement.”  
Israeli settlements in the West Bank 
are an affront to the peace process 
because they quite literally shrink and 
marginalize the land available for a 
future Palestinian state, continuously 
wrapping around more and more of 
the West Bank like the contractions of 
a sinister snake.  Most damning of all 
are the words of Naftali Bennett, head 
of the rising right wing party Jewish 
Home.  His recent statements made 
explicit what settlement policy had 
communicated implicitly.  The New 
York Times quotes him saying that 
“The attempt to establish a Palestin-
ian state in our land has ended.”  For 
Bennett, “The solution is to speak in 
a clear voice, to withdraw our consent 
to a Palestinian state that everyone 
realizes isn’t going to be established,” 
Time quoted. Netanyahu has distanced 
himself from Bennett’s statements, as-
serting that “I am the one who decides 
foreign policy,” but no matter what the 
Prime Minister may say his actions 
betray the lies of his glib tongue.

Given the deeply disturbing policy 
stated by Israeli government officials 
it is all too easy to approach Israel 
with undivided condemnation and 
contempt.  Many do exactly that.  Such 
an uncritical reaction is simplistic and 
misguided, and is often hateful.

Let’s examine the case of Palestine.  
The most pervasive tactic of Palestin-
ians and activists supporting Palestine 
is the Boycotts, Divestment, and Sanc-
tion movement, or BDS.  According to 
its website the BDS movement urges 
“boycott [of] products and companies 
(Israeli and international) that profit 
from the violation of Palestinian 
rights…divestment [the selling of 
stock from these companies],” and 
calls “for sanctions against Israel.”  
At first glance BDS may seem to be a 
compelling tool.  Israeli settlement in 
the West Bank degrades the chances 
for peace and for a national Palestinian 
homeland.  

Continued on Page 5
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‘Stop -and-Frisk’ Police Protocal Canned 
  Law Enforcement Reem Khondakar      

Fifty years after Martin Lu-
ther King Jr’s iconic march in 
Washington D.C, last month’s 
ruling by Judge Shira Scheindlin 
(Cornell Law School, ’75) about 
the unconstitutionality of the 
New York City Police Depart-
ment’s ‘stop-and-frisk’ tactics  
re-magnetized the issue of civil 
rights in America. The nonju-
ry trial ignited questions about 
interpreting the Fourth Amend-
ment, which protects Americans 
“against unreasonable searches 
and seizures,” and also debates 
regarding the balance between 
public safety and civil rights. 
Perhaps most fundamentally, 
however, the ‘stop-and-frisk’ 
case questions what the next fif-
ty years will build: trust or fear? 
The case adds even more momen-
tum to a year filled with promi-
nent civil rights cases debated in 
the limelight. From the Supreme 
Court ruling on the Voting Rights 
Act and the Trayvon Martin case 
to the abolition of DOMA, 2013 
reminds Americans that, even 50 
years from 1963, America has a 
long way to go. 
 The official case, Floyd 
et al v. City of New York, went 
to trial on March 18, 2013. Da-
vid Floyd was stopped twice be-
tween 2007 and 2008 before en-
tering his home and patted down 
without his permission both 
times.   According to the Wash-
ington Post, he was “frustrated, 
humiliated -- because it was on 
my block where I live, and I 
wasn’t doing anything.” Floyd 

and the other plaintiffs represent 
millions of New Yorkers unjustly 
halted by police. The plaintiffs 
recounted their unreasonable 
treatment due to racial discrimi-
nation. More than 80% of people 
stopped by police between 2002 
and 2012 as part of the stop-and-
frisk policy were black or His-
panic, which is interesting, con-
sidering both groups comprise 
only 52% of New York City’s 
population. Only 6% of all stops 
led to an arrest, and another 6% 
in a summons, reinforcing the 
lack of necessity of the stops. 
Moreover, the ‘stop-and-frisk’ 
program substantially lacked 
detailed records of reasons for 
the stops. “Both statistical and 
anecdotal evidence showed that 
minorities are indeed treated 
differently than whites,” wrote 
Judge Scheindlin in her memo-
randum of the case, maintaining 
that minorities were “more like-
ly to be subjected to the use of 
force than whites, despite the 
fact that whites are more like-
ly to be found with weapons or 
contraband.” 
     The tension, of course, has not 
ended with the ruling. Six days later, 
Mayor Bloomberg defended his po-
sition in the Washington Post: “They 
have argued that police stops are 
discriminatory because they do not 
reflect the city’s overall census num-
bers. By that flawed logic, our police 
officers would stop women as often 
as men and senior citizens as often 
as young people.” Judge Scheindlin 
herself noted this argument: “If the 
police believe that a particular group 

of people is disproportionately respon-
sible for crime in one area, why should 
the police not target that group with 
increased stops?” (her emphasis). Cit-
ing the Equal Protection Clause of the 
Fourteenth Amendment, she refuted: 
“A police department may not target 
a racially defined group for stops in
general — that is, for stops based on 
suspicions of general criminal wrong 
doing that—simply because members 
of that group appear frequently in the 
police department’s suspect data” 
(her emphasis).  The Equal Protection 
Clause ensures the right of people 
to be treated equally by the law, re-
gardless of race. A program such as 
‘stop-and-frisk,’ which is undeniably 
applied in a biased way toward certain 
races, violates the clause.  
     Let’s take a step back. According 
to the New York Times, Commis-
sioner Ray Kelly, who now is one of 
the protocol’s most prominent defen-
dants, said ‘stop-and-frisk’  “sowed 

new seeds of community mistrust” in 
2000. This was before he assumed his 
position under Mayor Bloomberg. If 
even Commissioner Kelly maintained 
that ‘stop-and-frisk’ was a “dubi-
ous” method, then how does Mayor 
Bloomberg have any ground to say 
that the ruling was made based on 
“flawed logic?” The only flawed logic 
seems to be that the ‘stop-and-frisk’ 
tactic of the past decade is somehow 
not a form of indirect racial profiling. 
Many see Bloomberg’s statement 
that crime rates are lower because of 
stop-and-frisk as unviable because not 
only have crime rates been decreasing 
before ‘stop-and-frisk’ became a po-
lice tactic, but moreover the decline in 
crime rates is considered to be due to 
many sociological factors. 
     The City of New York maintained 
that highest crime rates happen in 
areas of high Black and Hispanic 
populations. But community polic-
ing is different from targeted biases. 
Much of what Judge Scheindlin took 
issue with was the fact that the police 
reports of the ‘stop-and-frisk’ were 
remarkably vague. Testimonies from 
police officers included behaviors 
such as “looking over their shoulder” 
and “adjusting their hip or their belt.” 
Indeed, it makes sense that only 6% 
of stops resulted in an arrest. 
     We shouldn’t search for a crime. 
When reasonable suspicion starts 
blending with racial discrimination, 
there’s a problem. Do we build a so-
ciety that enforces racial stereotypes, 
or do we build a society that trusts? If 
we build change from the ground up, 
then our sidewalks are literally the 
building blocks of progress. Let a new 
mindset sink in, one where society can 
actually have room to progress, maybe 
even where people can fix their belts 
without being frisked for it. 
 

CP
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In Shelby County v. Holder, the the 
Supreme Court ruled in a 5-4 deci-
sionthat Section 4(b) of the Voting 
Rights Act of 1965 is unconstitutional. 
Congress enacted the Voting Rights 
Act in 1965 to combat discriminatory 
voting laws by requiring certain juris-
dictions to receive preclearance from 
the U.S. Attorney General or a three-
judge panel of the U.S. District Court 
for the District of Columbia before 
enacting changes in voting laws. Now, 
the federal government may no longer 
use the coverage formula to subject 
jurisdictions to the Voting Rights Act’s 
Section 5 preclearance enforcement 
when these jurisdictions attempt to 
alter their voting laws. 
     Now, the federal government may 
no longer use the coverage formu-
la to subject jurisdictions to the 
Voting Rights Act’s Section 5 pre-
clearance enforcement when these 
jurisdictions attempt to alter their 
voting laws. Critics of the Supreme 
Court’s decision attribute much of 
the progress in minority populations’ 
voting participation since Congress 
enacted the VRA to the Act itself, 
citing Justice Ruth Bader Ginsburg’s 
dissenting opinion that “throw-
ing out preclearance when it has 
worked and is continuing to work 
to stop discriminatory changes is 

like throwing away your umbrella 
in a rainstorm because you are not 
getting wet.”
     Lastly, the murder of Tray-
von Martin that resulted in the 
high-profile State of Florida v. 
George Zimmerman case, involv-
ing Zimmerman fatally shoot-
ing Martin believing the Afri-
can-American teenager appeared 
suspicious, incited a great deal of 
media attention and discussion on 
racial prejudice and ‘stand-your-
ground’ laws. The jury eventually 
acquitted Zimmerman of sec-
ond-degree murder and of man-
slaughter charges, leading to many 
protests and NAACP requests that 
the Justice Department file a civil 
rights charge.
     These cases highlight the contin-
ued presence of these issues from 
1963, today. John Lewis, who was 
the youngest speaker to address the 
estimated quarter-million people 
at the March on Washington in 
1963, is now a Democratic con-
gressman from Georgia and civil 
rights icon. Rep. Lewis lamented he 
never thought 50 years later many 
of the same issues in 1963 would be 
back on the table.”I thought we had 

completed the fight for the right to 
vote, the right to participate in the 
democratic process. I thought we 
were in a process of reforming the 
justice system.” 
     Even the non-racial grievances 
of 1963’s march echo today. Arlene 
Holt Baker, the Executive Director 
of the AFL-CIO, and Congressman 
Keith Ellison from Minnesota, who 
serves on the Economic Policy 
Institute’s Board of Directors, both 
emphasized at the Unfinished 
March Symposium that the March 
on Washington was not only a 
march for freedom, but also a 
march for jobs; the U.S. is capable 
of providing good jobs for every-
one and Americans who work full 
time should be able to feed their 
families. Today, 50 years later, the 
economy in general and unemploy-
ment/jobs are the biggest issues for 
Americans, according to an August 
2013 Gallup poll. 
     50 years have passed since MLK 
stood at those same steps where 
President Obama stood in August, 
yet even the first African-Ameri-
can president insists there is much 
more room for improvement. 
“When it comes to the economy, 

CP

But while the abolition of settle-
ments may be a sub-goal of the BDS 
movement, its ultimate goal is quite 
different than this ostensible aim. Be-
yond simply boycotting the products 
of West Bank settlements, BDS calls 
for the boycott of “Israeli sporting, 
cultural and academic institutions.”  
Here the true colors of BDS are 
revealed.  The boycott of a nation’s 
sports, culture, and academics is the 
denial of a country’s identity.  How 
does the BDS movement attempt to 
justify this blatant hatred?  Its website 
states: “Israeli cultural and academic 
institutions directly contribute to 
maintaining, defending or whitewash-
ing the oppression of Palestinians, as 
Israel deliberately tries to boost its 
image internationally through aca-
demic and cultural collaborations.”  
The hollowness of this claim should 
be obvious to all.  To those who buy 
into BDS hate-mongering, academic 
collaboration, like that between Cor-
nell and the Israeli Technion Institute 
of Technology’s construction of a tech 
campus in New York, is not about aca-
demics, knowledge, or progress, but it 
is instead propaganda meant to “boost 
its [Israel’s] image” and oppress Pales-
tinians.  To the BDS and its supporters, 
Israeli culture and cultural collabora-

tion with other nations, such as in art 
and music, is not about culture and art, 
but is again labeled as propaganda.  
Emphasizing the hateful, unproductive 
nature of BDS is their recent condem-
nation of the construction of a planned 
West Bank city named Rawabi.  They 
condemn this city, which is being built 
by Palestinian developers for Pales-
tinians to live in, because of the pur-
chase of cement from Israel, and the 
consultation of Israelis for technical 
knowledge.  As the New York Times 
notes, the Boycotts, Divestment, and 
Sanctions National Committee (BNC) 
“opposes any normal ties with Israel.”  
Apparently the BNC’s hatred of Israel 
is so intense that it cannot even support 
the construction of Palestinian homes.   
While robust and passionate criticism 
of Israel is warranted and sorely 
needed, the tactics of BDS, which 
essentially deny Israel’s right to exist, 
are anti-Semitic, continuing the many 
centuries in which the Jewish people 
were regarded as inferior and sub-hu-
man.  It is important to stress that 
individual proponents of BDS are not 
necessarily anti-Semites—even some 
Jews support BDS.  But the movement 
as a whole, and the movement’s rapid 
spread, is motivated by hatred of Jews 
and of Judaism, regardless of the in-

tentions of those who mean well, but 
have unfortunately fallen victim to the 
seductive sway of group-think.

Why use so much space to discuss 
BDS, which of course should not be 
equated with the Palestinian cause as 
a whole?  Because a key impediment 
to negotiations and the peace process 
has been the lack of an official ac-
knowledgement from the Palestinian 
Authority of Israel’s right to exist as 
a Jewish state.  Until all parties ac-
knowledge each other’s fundamental 
right to exist, both in words and in 
deeds, peace will remain little more 
than a nebulous dream.

With the situation so bleak, it is 
tempting to turn one’s back and de-
spair, to avert one’s eyes and to walk 
away, numb.  It is this paper’s belief 
that in spite of, even because of the ro-
bust but profoundly polarized climate 
on campus, and around the world, 
that many passionate people, who are 
invested in and who care deeply about 
this conflict, have chosen silence.  To 
illustrate this point, I will offer an 
anecdote. At a meeting held approx-
imately a year ago of a group (which 
will remain unnamed) that sought to 
give a “radical” voice to those not 
heard from enough at Cornell, one 
member of the group suggested ap-

proaching Cornell’s Arab Student 
Association (ASA) for collaboration.  
At this suggestion two people attend-
ing the meeting, the president of SJP 
and a friend of his, exchanged a loud, 
mocking chuckle.  The president of 
SJP then argued against the proposed 
collaboration with the ASA because 
“they aren’t radical enough; they even 
want to talk to the Israelis.”  Perhaps 
lacking the time to fully process his 
statement, or perhaps intimidated by 
this influential campus figure, no one 
spoke out against this clear affront 
against dialogue and open speech.  

The culture of silence that has 
come to dominate Cornell must end.  
For every angry polarized member of 
CUIPAC and SJP there are dozens, 
perhaps hundreds, across Cornell 
who care deeply and who dream of 
a fair and peaceful solution for all 
parties.  It is time for this silent ma-
jority to be heard.  For the booming 
voice of Cornelians to be comprised 
not of the angry shouting of the few, 
but of the individual efforts of many, 
their voices joining as one, striving 
together for peace and for justice.  We 
must live by the words of Ghandi who 
urged us to “Be the change you wish 
to see in the world.”

Continued From Page 2 - EDITORIAL
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when it comes to inequality, when 
it comes to wealth, when it comes 
to the challenges that inner cities 
experience, [Dr. Martin Luther 
King, Jr.] would say that we have 
not made as much progress” in the 
civil and social, “and that it’s not 
enough just to have a black pres-
ident,” President Obama said at 
the march’s 50th anniversary. The 
president is right: having an Afri-
can-American president does not 
serve as proof that the civil rights 
struggle and the March on Wash-
ington for Jobs and Freedom are 
over. We must fight the institution-
al barriers that perpetuate the racial 
wealth and educational gaps. We 
must fight for reforms that combat 
disparate treatment and dispa-
rate impact in the judicial system 
so that incarceration tears fewer 
families apart. We must fight for 
fair voting laws, fair LGBT benefits 
laws, and all other laws that fight 
discrimination, because we are all 
fundamentally equal under the law. 
We must fight for economic justice, 
for wages that place Americans 
above the poverty line, and for fair 
jobs. It’s all part of the dream.

By Nathan Gelb-Dyller 

T The Syrian Civil War is a horrific 
nightmare, a bloody catastrophe 

on a scale that we secure Americans 
can scarcely imagine. The UN esti-
mates that 100,000 have been killed, 
including 6,561 children.  But out 
of this chaos, our Nobel Peace Prize 
winning president has arrived with 
a solution.  His answer to the egre-
gious slaughter—more killing.  That’s 
right, the executive branch is leading 
America to war yet again, the disas-
ters of Afghanistan and Iraq already 
forgotten. 
     The catalyst for this latest call to 
arms is the Assad regime’s alleged use 
of chemical weapons, Obama’s “red 
line” that he hastily spoke of one year 
ago.  Obama has failed to note why 
chemical weapons constitute a red-
der line than bombs, which kill just 
as easily.  But this should not come 
as a surprise; those who would make 
war have never needed more than 
the flimsiest of pretexts.  The White 
House says that there is “very lit-
tle doubt” of the use of weapons by 
the Assad regime, but despite what 
Obama may say, it remains ambig-
uous which side deployed chemical 
weapons.  UN official Carla del Ponte 
believes that a chemical weapons at-
tack in May was perpetrated by the 
Syrian Rebel Army, not the Assad 
regime.  And there are clear motives 
for the Syrian Rebel Army to launch 
a chemical attack again.  As the pub-

lication Counterpunch argues, “It 
would behoove them to stage a chem-
ical attack that the Americans could 
quickly attribute to the Assad regime, 
and begin fueling the drones and 
launching destroyers. Otherwise, the 
government might subdue all the fac-
tions ranged against it, consolidate its 
power, and be that much more diffi-
cult to unseat.”  But none of this mat-
ters to Obama, or to the war-mon-
gers in the White House.  They smell 
blood, and they lust for more.  
     Even if all of their dubious assump-
tions prove to be true, there is no es-
caping the fundamental truth that 
killing cannot be stopped with more 
killing. Obama, the great soothsayer, 
has framed war with Syria as a “lim-
ited, narrow” military strike to deter 

future chemical weapons use, but 
anyone who possesses even the faint-
est memory of Afghanistan or Iraq 
can attest to the preposterousness of 
this claim.  Eliot Cohen, a professor at 
John Hopkins University, explains “If 
the U.S. does something and Assad is 
left standing at the end of it without 
having suffered real serious, painful 
enough damage, the U.S. looks weak 
and foolish.”  Iraq too was supposed 
to be “limited, narrow,” as was Af-
ghanistan.  If the U.S. invades Syria, it 
will not be limited or narrow; the war 
will likely drag on for many years, 
and thousands more will be sacrificed 
to the U.S. war machine.  
     There may be one last bastion of 
hope left to save us from this disas-
trous bloodbath.  Obama has asked 

for Congressional authorization be-
fore dragging the nation into war.  
But the prospects of Congress voting 
against the war are slim.  On the right 
are the war-hawks, who would not 
vote against war lest their patriotism 
or masculinity be questioned.  On the 
left are those who lack the spine to 
challenge a president who every day 
betrays the values of the party that 
elected him twice.  Even if Congress 
musters the courage to veto Obama, 
war may still win the day.  The presi-
dent has asserted that he is only seek-
ing Congress’s approval as a formality, 
and has the authority to act on his 
own.  If Obama carries through with 
his threat to bypass Congress then he 
will have shown, once again, how lit-
tle regard he has for human life, or the 
U.S. Constitution.

By Reem Khondakar

It’s all a numbers game. One in ev-
ery 7 Americans today uses food 

stamps.  That’s nearly 48 million 
Americans, half of whom are un-
der 18, who depend on about $133 
per month for groceries. Officially 
known as the Supplementary Nutri-
tional Assistance Program (SNAP), 
government funded nutrition pro-
grams for the poorest have been a 
key part of the Farm Bill since 1973 
(food stamps made up about 80 per-

cent of the Farm Bill). But on July 11, 
2013, after months of the GOP citing 
necessary budget cuts and necessary 
“separation” of nutrition from the 
larger goal of the Farm Bill, the House 
passed a Farm Bill (216-208) which 
removed the SNAP from the legis-
lation. No Democrats voted for the 
bill. This was after a proposed $20.5 
billion cut to the program failed to 
pass in June. Between 2007 and 2012, 
partly due to fewer eligibility restric-
tions and the 2009 stimulus benefits 
boost, SNAP spending has increased 

from $35 billion to $80 billion. The 
current plan will remove about 5 mil-
lion Americans from the program 
and cut spending by $20.5 billion. 
So yes, it is a numbers game, but the 
numbers that the GOP sees don’t give 
a clear picture of how SNAP cuts in-
crease poverty, inequality, and change 
the face of public health in America. 
According to a study relating diabe-
tes and poverty by the Health Impact 
Project, “low-income children with 
access to SNAP are less likely to have 
problems such as obesity, high blood 

pressure, heart disease, and diabetes 
as adults,” –not to mention mental 
health effects. According to Think 
Progress, in 2011 SNAP helped lift 
nearly 5 million people out of pov-
erty. These cuts have effects beyond 
just nutrition for low-income fami-
lies. Let’s hope that by September 30, 
when the current SNAP expires, the 
House and Senate can see beyond the 
numbers.

Photo Courtesy of Fox 13 News: Salt Lake City 
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 The Cayuga Lake De-
fense Fund and other groups 
demonstrated the lake source 
cooling’s release of phosphorus 
into the ecosystem causes an in-
crease in the amount of algae and 
seaweed in inlets and the south 
side of the lake. Other groups 
contend that the cooling project 
also alters the temperature of the 
shallow water in such a way that 
is detrimental to current aquat-
ic life. Opposing environmental 
groups, however, counter that 
the amount of phosphorus the 
University releases is minimal 
compared to other sources
that the cooling project also al-

By Ian Cohen 

The liberal crowd has long seen 
itself as the home for social jus-

tice, whether that be in protecting 
civil rights and liberties or fighting 
against economic inequality. The vic-
tories of the past few months in the 
Supreme Court, at least in terms of 
civil equality for the LGBTQ com-
munity, have proven that agenda to 
be robust, its underlying players al-
ways on the battlefield. In the area of 
economic inequality and social im-
mobility, however, the liberal agenda 
has effectively stagnated in the face 
of the problems of the 21st century. 
Attempts at raising minimum wage 
have failed, health care reform has 
proven insurmountable, and costs of 
education continue to rise.
     The question thus remains: what 
are we to do about the amassing of 
economic immobility in this the ‘land 
of opportunity?’
     The question became ever salient 
recently due to a recent study about 
social mobility, The Equality of Op-
portunity Project, published by eco-
nomics professors from Harvard and 
UC Berkeley. Their aim was to un-
derstand what caused the stagnation 
of economic mobility in the United 
States, setting out to prove the impor-
tance of tax expenditures on those of 
lower income in the alleviation of this 
immobility. Their findings proved far 
more interesting. 
     It has been a common refrain, at 
least on the left and among some in 
the right wing intelligentsia, that the 
United States has far lower social mo-
bility than the majority of developed 
countries. Unfortunately, they say, a 
child born poor in the US is far less 
likely to rise to the middle class in the 
United States today than a compa-
rable individual would be able to in 
France, Belgium, Denmark, and Ger-

many. Nonetheless, according to The 
Equality of Opportunity Project, this 
picture is far too simplistic. Whereas 
the United States as a whole may have 
some of the lowest economic mobili-
ty measures in the developed world, 
all regions were not created equal. 
Salt Lake City, Des Moines, San Jose, 
and New York City may not osten-
sibly have a lot in common, yet they 
all have stellar measures of econom-
ic mobility for major metropolitan 
areas. In fact, the measures for Salt 
Lake City are comparable to those of 
Denmark and Sweden (very high).  
But what is it about Salt Lake City 
that makes that so? Obviously, it’s not 
the socialist policies of the Mormons. 
Similarly, what is it about the cities of 
Atlanta and Indianapolis that make 
their mobility indicators so low as to 
be nearly unheard of in the developed 
world?
     The intention of the study was to 
prove the effectiveness of tax expendi-
tures but the picture that it created has 
been far more complex. Public policy 
as it happens could only explain so 
much.  The researchers proved that 
there were various positive correla-
tions with government expenditures 
on the poor. The progressivity of the 
local tax system, for instance, was 
found to be highly correlated. Pro-
grams such as State Earned Income 
Tax Credits, which effectively lower 
the tax burden on those of the low-
er-income working population, were 
also somewhat positively correlated. 
On the whole, regions with higher 
progressivity in government spend-
ing (more public services designed 
for the poor / public investment in 
the poor) were generally correlated 
with higher mobility. Regions with 
higher quality K-12 education were 
also highly correlated with higher 
levels of mobility. Nonetheless, the 
researchers continued to feel that the 

full story wasn’t being told. 
     So, how can we account for Salt 
Lake City, if not for some secret Mor-
mon socialism? The answer lies with 
two major factors, both sociologi-
cal rather than economic in nature: 
family structure and “social capi-
tal.”  The latter refers to the measure 
of strength of social networks and 
the institutions that promote them. 
In Utah, the predominance of the 
Church of Jesus Christ of Latter Day 
Saints (aka the Mormons) has created 
something of a perfect storm in this 
regard: strong family units (monog-
amy vs. polygamy were outside the 
scope of the study) in a social con-
text defined by interactions individu-
als make at the church / community 
level. The church not only acts as a 
spiritual but a social center, wherein 
people of all walks of life, and more 
importantly all incomes, come to 
mingle, talk about sports, exchange 
business cards, and receive council.  
The importance of the position of the 
Church can be exemplified by the ex-
perience of former presidential can-
didate Gov. Mitt Romney, who held 
a noteworthy position in the LDS 
Church hierarchy during the 1980s 
and early ‘90s.  During the campaign, 
multiple stories surfaced of his efforts 
in counseling troubled members of 
the church – helping with everything 
from drug addiction to loss of jobs, 
ironically.  Mormon Utah is only a 
particular example and of course not 
all cities should or even can follow its 
example. These circumstances may be 
truly peculiar to Salt Lake City. This 
hasn’t stopped cities as different from 
SLC as NYC to become comparable 
success stories. The key is the ability 
of the less economically fortunate to 
easily comingle with the more social-
ly fortune. 
     So what should we doing to pro-
mote social mobility? If structure and 

intermingling prove to be the most 
important factors, there are a number 
of possible avenues policy-makers 
can take. For instance, the stark con-
trast between cities like Atlanta and 
New York City might just prove that 
more important than any particular 
church membership might be the lit-
eral ability of poor workers to travel 
to wealthier districts where higher 
paying jobs are more easily found.  
Unfortunately, many individuals fall 
victim to an economic geography 
stacked against them: horizontal-
ly sprawled cities with huge sprawls 
of poorer neighborhoods can make 
travel more difficult than smaller, ver-
tical cities with comparable amounts 
of lower income citizens. Additional-
ly, both New York and Atlanta have 
public transportation; however, New 
York’s subway system is much more 
comprehensive in its spread over the 
city, while Atlanta’s is designed more 
as a commuter rail, leaving many 
poorer communities with a very long 
commute that can make getting to 
work on time while raising children 
nearly impossible. 
     What about on the front of family 
structure? Should we be promoting 
traditional values, following the Mor-
mon example? Well, it might be im-
portant to remember that Utah ranks 
quite high in social mobility but ab-
solute #1 in internet porn use in the 
country . Clearly, more than any par-
ticular church membership or belief 
system, the importance lies in creat-
ing an atmosphere in which families 
can prosper and in which individu-
als can easily become parts of larger 
groups and voluntary associations 
that not only bring people togeth-
er, but mix individuals of different 
backgrounds. Along these lines, the 
recent victories for gay marriage and 
LGBT-led families can only be a step 
in the right direction, opening oppor-
tunities for not only couples to stay 
together and institutionalize their re-
lationship but also opportunities for 
otherwise parentless children to find 
a stable home environment with par-
ents that are eager to care for them. 
     A true concern with social mobility 
could bring liberal and conservatives 
together on potential policy compro-
mises. If this study has proven any-
thing it is that spending on the poor is 
not enough to promote social equali-
ty; on the contrary, the type of spend-
ing can be crucial. If we can together 
find a way to use taxpayer dollars to 
promote civic engagement (including 
religious engagement), thereby in-
vesting directly in improving the so-
cial capital of distressed communities, 
we can make an important change in 
the direction of so many individuals’ 
lives in United States.
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ters the temperature of the shal-
low water in such a way that is 
detrimental to current aquatic 
life.  Opposing environmental 
groups, however, counter that 
the amount of phosphorous the 
University releases is minimal 
compared to other sources such 
as agribusinesses runoff.  These 
groups believe the energy saved 
by the project negates the effect 
of the phosphorus released into 
the lake. Regardless, the New 
York State Department of Envi-
ronmental Conservation and the 
University are now working on 
a 2.1 million dollar project fi-
nanced by Cornell to determine 
the sources of phosphorus enter-

ing the lake as well as the degree 
of effect that the lake source 
cooling project has on the local 
ecology.
     Higher phosphorus levels also con-
tribute to the presence of the invasive 
species hydrilla verticillata, originally 
a plant from East Asia. Since it first 
appeared, Hydrilla have expanded to 
clog inlets and waterways through-
out the lake. The plant grows in 
dense mats and roots deep into the 
lake bed. Boat propellers and manu-
al harvesting exacerbate the problem 
because cutting up the asexual plant 
and dispersing it only aides its botan-
ical blitzkrieg of the sleepy aquatic 
hamlet. The Cayuga Lake ecosystem 
is in danger. A blue algae produced 

by the plant could kill local birds, and 
the hydrilla itself blocks out sunlight 
that would normally nourish native 
plants, which provide the habitats for 
native fish species. The local fisheries 
and recreation companies are expe-
riencing decreased revenue and ex-
pect to see more loss in the future if 
the problem is not resolved. In 2011 
the City of Ithaca closed the Cayuga 
inlet to test a herbicide directed at 
hydrilla. Bio controls were consid-
ered, but many bio controls involve 
the addition of other invasive species 
such as Carp. Since then, the hydrilla 
problem continues unabated, as other 
plans are being developed to counter 
the invasive species. Even local citi-
zens are joining the warzone as many 
individuals have joined the Hydrilla 
Hunters, which is affiliated with the 
Hydrilla Task Force of the Cayuga 
Lake Watershed Network.
     The aquatic life is not the only de-
pendents affected by the bombard-
ments on the shores of the watershed. 
The effects of hydraulic fracturing in 
surrounding areas, the possible col-
lapse of the salt mines which run un-
der the lake, pollution by the old Ca-
yuga Coal Power Plant, nitrates from 
unregulated Concentrated Agricul-
ture Feeding Operations, Lansing 
septic sewage leakages, and other im-
portant watershed ecology problems 
need to be addressed and understood. 
If you are interested interacting with 
the watershed and learning more 
about the current status of the Lake 
ecology, try to participate in the up-
coming Can You Canoe Cayuga event 
on September 14th.. Can You Canoe 
Cayuga is a group paddle sponsored 
by the Cayuga Lake Watershed Net-
work and Cayuga Medical Center 
which organizes journeys of various 
lengths through the lake with stops 
at key rest areas.  All participates will 
finish at 5pm in Cass Park and enjoy 
a fabulous dinner. Volunteers from 
Cornell’s Biology Service Leaders and 
other local organizations will present 
paddlers with information related to 
lake ecology issues. Registration clos-
es on September 7th. How much lon-
ger will Cayuga Lake have its pristine 
waves of blue?

The Cornell Progressive Introduces Its “Open Mic” Series!

Each month, you have the opportunity to submit your piece to 
our journal!  You can write about an issue you feel passionate 
about, critique the journal, or respond to our Question Series 

on our website!  

Any undergraduate student from any school or year is welcome to submit a piece!

Pieces must be relevant (within the month the piece is written) and responses professional.  
All samples must be between 300-500 words.  
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 ““The state attorney general of 
New York is suing Donald Trump 

for $40 million, claiming that Don-
ald Trump University is not a real 

university. The state claims it’s not 
a real college because students get 
very little education and were un-
able to find jobs after they gradu-
ated. Sounds like a real college to 

me.” –Jay Leno

“According to a new poll , 
over 50 percent of New 

Yorkers say they won’t vote 
for Anthony Weiner no 

matter what. The other 50 
percent say they’re going to 
wait until they see all the 
other candidates’ penises. 

It ’s called comparison shop-
ping.” –Conan O’Brien 

“The makers of drones want the me-
dia to stop calling their unmanned 

aircrafts ‘drones.’ They don’t like 
the name drones. The manufactur-

ers said, we prefer the term ‘surprise 
visitor.’” –Conan O’Brien 

“Some unelected, activist judge has 
rejected Stop and Frisk on the bizarre 

theory that minorities have the consti-
tutional right not to be stopped at ran-

dom and manhandled by strangers. 
Despite the fact that when the Consti-
tution was written, minorities weren’t 
even invented yet.” –Stephen Colbert

“The Republicans in Congress vot-
ed to repeal Obamacare for the 40th 
time today. It’s really now less a gov-
erning philosophy and it’s more like 

Charlie Manson applying for parole” 
–Bill Maher 


