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Each of us has been given the right to think independently and critically. 
We all have opinions, and luckily, as citizens of a democratic society, 
we also have the privilege to freely express them. The current polarized 

state of affairs provides the perfect opportunity for us to discuss, question, and 
reect upon issues of the world today.

How can we sit idly by when genocide is happening in Sudan and the diplo-
matic world skirts the word “genocide” in order to avoid material commitment? 
When the French government prohibits the wearing of religious head coverings 
in a supposedly free and democratic society? When a Palestinian girl joins the 
ranks of jihad because her house was demolished in an Israeli missile strike? 
When the world’s only superpower still cannot provide adequate and affordable 
health care to its citizens? When no politician dares admit that there is no quick 
x to social security or K-12 education? Although we all have our widely diver-
gent opinions on such issues, we are also united by a common thread: our inter-
est in becoming critically engaged and informed. 

The paper you are currently reading aims to do just that. From domestic 
policy to foreign affairs, we hope to provide an open forum for Penn students to 
voice their opinions on all social, economic, and political issues. All the articles 
you see in this issue are written by your fellow Penn students, who feel the urge 
to speak out, to share their views, and to spark debate. And I implore you to 
do the same. Conicting opinions do not make us weaker; they make us stron-
ger. As human beings, we can help each other, even those that live in places 
where they are persecuted for their opinions, by being aware of the issues 
and championing our causes. An unfortunate example is that the genocide in 
Rwanda would have been greatly mitigated had the West been more aware and 
engaged. Our governments are forced to act when each individual becomes 
informed and engaged in the issues, on both a local and global scale. We are 
all residents of Philadelphia, but let us also be citizens of the world.

So I urge you, my fellow classmates: step on the Soapbox and shout!

Daniel Sun (SEAS ‘07)
Executive Editor

Letter From the Editor Microscope on Stem 
Cell Research

                   By: Michael Rugnetta (SAS ‘07) 
              rugnetta@sas.upenn.edu

America has always prided itself on 
staying ahead of other nations-
militarily, economically, and ide-

alistically. Yet, many nations are poised 
to leap ahead of the United States in an 
area that is near and dear to the heart of 
many Penn students - science.  Last year, 
the U.S. House of Representatives passed 
H.R. 534 to prohibit both therapeutic 
and reproductive cloning, making viola-
tion of the law punishable by ten years 
in prison.  A less restrictive version of 
the bill, which would only ban therapeu-
tic cloning, was introduced but failed.  
The Senate versions of each bill are cur-
rently in committee.  As for now, Pres-
ident Bush’s decision stands, and only 
the 22 lines from stem cells derived after 
August 9, 2001 are available for federal 
funds. 

What makes this issue particularly 
controversial is not simply the way it 
forces politics, religion, and science to 
confront each other, but also the way the 
facts and terms surrounding stem cells are 
understood.  Staunch opponents of stem 
cell research consider the use of embryos 
as a means to an end; and no matter how 
good that end might be, it is immoral 
and should be prohibited.  This makes 
it very difficult for those who are pro-
stem cell research to try and find middle 
ground.  

On the one hand, reproductive clon-
ing is universally condemned by scientists 
and religious leaders alike.  But, thera-
peutic cloning, also known a somatic cell 
nuclear transfer (SCNT), which takes

... SEE “STEM CELLS” PAGE 7



...Homosexuality is completely unnatural; a same-sex couple cannot have a child together…

… But they can adopt and raise a child as their own...

THE CANADIAN WAY

            By: Stephane Levy 
stephane@sas.upenn.edu

My American friends always tell 
me that their country could 
learn a lot from my Canadian 

compatriots. I find this to be quite sur-
prising, particularly in light of the bar-
rage of jejune jokes concerning Eskimos 
and hockey to which they constantly sub-
ject me. Notwithstanding these carica-
tures, however, they really do see Canada 
as the antithesis of all negative attributes 
commonly attributed to America: uni-
lateralism, simplicity of thought and 
George Bush’s cowboy-like mindset. Yet, 
as someone who has spent most of his life 
in this perceived haven of enlightenment, 
I see little to admire. Canada is a weak 
and ambivalent country in the midst of 
cultural entropy; a second-rate socialist 
state that has succumbed to forces of lib-
eral elitism, moral relativism and politi-
cal correctness. Yes, Canada parades itself 
as the wise neighbor of America, but 

behind all its sophistry and pretense, it 
rings hollow at the core.

Culture is notoriously difficult to 
define, never mind grasp. Rather than 
attempting to capture my country’s cul-
ture, therefore, I merely hope to provide 
a small glimpse into a mindset that per-
vades all walks of life in Canada; a 
slight opening that might give an out-
side observer a greater understanding of 
the “Canadian” way of doing business. 
I will recount a tragic event at a uni-
versity in Montreal 
that has evolved into 
an ongoing saga tex-
tured by many twists 
and developments. 
It is a story that is 
at the same time dis-
gusting, infuriating and frightening. It 
is a story that underscores a mentality 
that, although typically Canadian, is not 
unique to it. Indeed, others may say it’s 
rather “European.”

 Two years ago, a visit by former 
Israeli Prime Minister Benjamin Netan-
yahu to Concordia University quickly 

turned into a brutal and embarrassing 
debacle. Violent pro-Palestinian rioters 
blocked entry into the building where 
Netanyahu was to speak, harassing Jewish 
students and all others trying to gain 
access to the venue. Students were ver-
bally abused, shoved, kicked and physi-
cally assaulted, while  Palestinian activists 
were jumping on top of police cars, 
proudly waving Palestinian, Iraqi, 
Egyptian and Libyan flags amongst 
others. As the violence spiraled out of con-

trol, Prime Minis-
ter Netanyahu was 
forced to cancel his 
speech.

 Later that night, 
I watched the foot-
age of the incident 

on television and wondered if I lived in a 
third-world terrorist haven. This incident 
certainly belied the image of the peaceful 
and all-loving Canada: here were a group 
of thugs successfully using violence and 
hate to restrict free speech, while the 
Montreal police stood idly by. I felt 

SEE “THE CANADIAN WAY” PAGE 6...

Canada is a weak and ambivalent 
country in the midst of cultural 
entropy; a second-rate socialist state 
that has succumbed to forces of lib-
eral elitism, moral relativism and 
political correctness.

Once They’re Gone… 
They’re Gone Forever

          By: Jonathan Baker (SAS ‘06)
   jsbaker@sas.upenn.edu

The famous quote by Thomas Jef-
ferson that “the price of freedom 
is eternal vigilance” has never 

been more relevant than under the Bush 
administration. Repeatedly, we have seen 
the administration undermine regula-
tions, rules, and institutions that do not 
mesh with its ideology. Unfortunately, 
the environment is no exception to this 
policy.

One of Bill Clinton’s last acts as Presi-
dent was to set aside 58.5 million acres 
of wild forests as part of the Roadless Area 
Conservation Rule. This rule prevents 
mining and logging companies from 
building new roads in pro-
tected areas. This land-
mark decision, far from 
being a secret pact between 
environmentalists and the 
government, followed one of the most 
intensive public comment periods in his-
tory. Over 600 public meetings were 
held and 1.7 million official comments 
were received by the government, most 
of which supported the decision. 

Environmental issues rarely surface in 

national policy debates and are often 
depicted as a type of irrelevant hobby 
for liberals. The Roadless Rule, however, 
is an excellent example of why we all 
have a stake in the environment. Already, 

more than half of the 
192 million acres of 
national forest are open 
to mining, drilling, and 
logging. The Roadless 

Rule was aimed at protecting the remain-
ing third from these destructive practices-
leaving them available for recreational 
activities, providing wildlife habitat, and 
protecting rivers from pollution. 

While many would argue that nature 
SEE “ROADLESS RULE” PAGE 5...

The Roadless Rule, how-
ever, is an excellent exam-
ple of why we all have a 
stake in the environment.
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...A
llowing gay marriage would destroy the meaning of family and our social fabric…

Election 2004: 
A Quick Recap

           By: Jae Han (SEAS ‘07)
jaehan@seas.upenn.edu

Now that it is American policy 
to democratize evil nations, it 
naturally follows that our elec-

toral process should serve as a model 
for how a “mature” democracy should 
behave in elections.  I must say that we 
should be proud of what we have shown 
the people of Iraq and Afghanistan.  They 
should now know that instead of throw-
ing bombs and grenades at each other, 
it is better (and even downright fun) to 
throw mud at each other and giddily 
rejoice at how much of it sticks on the 
other guy.  

Although I can’t say that I didn’t enjoy 
it, there is no denying the fact that this 
was one dirty election, perhaps the dirti-
est in modern history.  But in case you’ve 
been living in Apathy-land for the past 
few months, I will give you a no-spin 
briefing of the candidates’ positions on 
the major issues.  Enjoy and may I wish 
you a happy Election Day and four great 
years to come.    

Issue: The war in Iraq
Bush:   What my opponent has to realize 
is that Iraq is a huge mess right now not 
because I’m incompetent, but because 
this is hard work!   Senator Kerry should 
know better than to criticize people when 
they’re doing hard work.  It sends them 
mixed messages and prevents them from 
working hard in their hard work.  I mean 
this is hard, hard work we’re doing.  In 
fact, if you looked up “hard work” in 
the dictionary, you’d find a map of the 
world with Iraq renamed as “hard work!” 

The only thing that matters here is that 
my opponent is a position-changing flip-
flopper who flip-flops as if it were his job 
to flip-flop.  First he votes for the war, 
and then he says he’s against it.  He says 
he voted for the $87 billion before he 
voted against it.  Need I say any other 
word here but flip-flop?

Kerry:   My position on the war has 
been clear and consistent from the onset.  
Even though it was blatantly obvious 
that the President was going to rush us 
to war without a plan to win the peace, I 
took the politically safe road of authoriz-
ing the President’s inevitable use of force 
against the defenseless Iraqis.  And now I 
can take the moral high ground in criti-
cizing him for not coercing and bribing 
enough allies before invading Iraq.  Look 
at what’s happened so far.  The U.S. has 
borne 90% of the casualties in a war that 
was started by us to ensure our own secu-
rity and survival.  If I’m elected President, 
I will do a much better job of coercing 
and bribing other nations to join us in 
this wrongest war in the history of wrong 
wars, because it is important that we have 
soldiers from other countries die instead 
of our own troops.  

Issue: The Economy
Kerry:   Let me begin our discussion 
of the economy by employing the time-
tested Democratic method of beating the 
class warfare drum so that every poor 
person in America can hear it loud and 
clear that George W. Bush is beholden 
to the corporate Satans of America.  He 
gave a tax cut to the wealthiest 1% of all 
Americans!  Let me just say this again so 
I can invoke as much purple fury from 
the financially inferior classes of Amer-
ica.  George W. Bush gave a tax cut to the 
WEALTHIEST 1% OF AMERICANS!  

I’ll say it one more just in case you’re deaf 
and didn’t hear me the first two times: 
He gave a tax cut to the WEALTHIEST 
1-FRICKIN’-% OF AMERICANS!  So 
to all you poor people out there who can’t 
stomach the envy of rich people getting 
richer, show up and vote for a change.  
And oh yeah, make sure you vote for me 
and not that Darth Nader guy who prob-
ably cares more about you than I do.        

Bush:   If you look at Senator Kerry’s 
record in the Senate, you’ll see that he’s 
voted to raise taxes centi-gadzillion times!  
Can you believe that?!  He actually thinks 
that the government needs to be strict 
at times and actually do the responsible, 
but politically unpopular job, of raising 
taxes when we don’t have enough money 
to pay for things.  Just think about 
it.  If it weren’t for Kerry and his left-
wing commies voting to block all those 
tax cuts, nobody in America would be 
paying any taxes right now!  C’mon, this 
should be common sense to all you dense 
poor people out there.  This is stuff even 
I can understand. 

Overall Message:  
Kerry:   George W. Bush has misled us 
in Iraq.  The rest of the world hates us 
because of him.  I can get the world 
to hate us a little less.  As for domestic 
issues, all you have to know is that he 
favors oil companies, insurance compa-
nies, drug companies, and any other 
company that you think is rich and evil.

Bush:   John Kerry is a flip-flop.  John 
Kerry is a liberal.  And John Kerry is 
a mixed-message sender.  So vote for me 
because I am firm, resolute, steadfast, unwav-
ering, unhesitant, decisive, and every 
other word in the thesaurus that means 
the same thing.  Did I mention that Kerry 
is a flip-flop?                  t
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… Family is based on love, not just mothers and fathers...



...S

ame sex families would create psychological problems for the children involved…

… Research have shown that children raised in gay homes do not have a higher 
occurrence of psychological problems than do children raised in traditional homes...

ROADLESS RULE
...CONTINUED FROM PAGE 3

has an intrinsic value, there are several 
practical reasons for preserving these 
areas. Over 149 million people partici-
pated in active outdoor activities last year, 
which supported an $18 billion outdoor 
recreation industry. These protected areas 
also provide habitat for 1,600 threatened, 
endangered, or sensitive plant and animal 
species. Additionally, the forest head-
waters and streams provide 
drinking water for 60 mil-
lion people. 

So what does this 
immensely popular (except 
to logging and mining com-
panies) initiative have to 
do with the Bush admin-
istration if it was made in 
the Clinton era? As I’m sure you have 
guessed, George W. Bush announced his 
intention to repeal this rule last July. Yes, 
after cutting positions from the EPA, 
appointing industry officials to key envi-
ronmental oversight jobs, weakening the 
clean air act, allowing power companies 
to draft energy policy, George W. Bush 
is now going after a third of our national 
forests. Ignoring the 98% of public com-
ments that supported the rule, George W. 
Bush is giving timber companies access 
to pristine forests under the guise of fire-
protection. Those who follow the situa-
tion closely will realize how the roadless 
rule does not compromise fire fighting 
efforts. 

Now is the time when a compara-
tively small amount of action on behalf 
of concerned citizens will reverberate for 
generations. Until November 15, public 
comments will once again be accepted 
regarding the Roadless Area Conserva-
tion Rule. I encourage everyone to fur-
ther look into the matter. A good place to 

start would be www.ourforests.org. Even 
if you aren’t an environmentalist, hope-
fully you will see how we all have a vested 
interest in preserving our last wild places 
to ensure that they can continue to pro-
vide necessary services to us and to the 
generations that follow. 

After you have educated yourself, take 
some action. Take the time to write a 
letter to the editor or to your Senator 
or Representative. Sign a comment card 

that the Penn Environ-
mental Group will be cir-
culating over the next 
few weeks. If you are 
more ambitious, grab 
some posters or extra 
cards and get your friends 
involved. 

If enough people 
decide to speak on this matter, then 
George W. Bush will have no choice but 
to accept the fact that Americans value 
their natural heritage and will not accept 
the exploitation of these lands at their 
expense.                  t 

g o t  o p i n i o n s ?
Contribute to The Soapbox!

Articles (including responses to articles in this issue), car-
toons, poems, photographs... they are all welcome!

The Soapbox is Penn’s new and only comprehensive political commentary. 
A non-partisan and impartial Board of Editors chooses a selection of incisive and 

provocative pieces to be published in each issue. We accept topics on any 
social/economical/political issue.

Please visit us online at dolphin.upenn.edu/~soapbox 
for more information, or email us at soapbox@dolphin.upenn.edu

Issue 2 is scheduled for publication in Spring 2004

The Crisis in Sudan

             By: Blair Kaminsky (SAS ’05)
     blairk@sas.upenn.edu

With the death toll in the tens of 
thousands and the number of 
refugees reaching well over a 

million, the humanitarian crisis in Sudan 
is a serious one requiring a great deal of 
attention and action.

Supported by the Sudanese govern-
ment, the Janjaweed militia is murdering 
and raping civilians, destroying food sup-
plies, bombing civilian targets, and cut-
ting off international humanitarian access.  
This ethnically-based violence has left 
countless victims starving and homeless.

While U.S. Secretary of State Colin 
Powell has declared the crisis in Sudan a 
genocide and both U.S. presidential can-
didates have claimed that they have action 
plans to ease the crisis, the U.S. has not 
done enough to stop the violence.

...SEE “THE CRISIS IN SUDAN” PAGE 8 

Ignoring the 98% of 
public comments that 
supported the rule, 
George W. Bush is 
giving timber compa-
nies access to pristine 
forests under the guise 
of fire-protection.
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THE CANADIAN WAY
... CONTINUED FROM PAGE 3

nauseated, not because of what the riot-
ers did, but because of what the police, 
the Concordia officials and my fellow 
citizens did not do. Sadly, I had come to 
expect no better. I could not believe that 
while this spectacular display of coercion 
was in its midst, the riot squad seemed 
inclined to let everything run its course as 
though it was below them to intervene. 
It seemed as if the passers-by were too 
fearful of passing judgment even when 
confronted with this blatant display of 
violence. The end result was a group of 
coerced students left helpless in a shame-
ful conflagration of hate, intimidation 
and fear.    

Now, nearly two years later, I  have 
received word of this story’s epilogue. 
Concordia officials have barred another 
former Prime Minister, Ehud Barak, from 
appearing on campus for a Hillel spon-
sored engagement, citing their inability 
to ensure the entire community’s safety. 
After the disastrous Netanyahu incident, 
one would imagine that the administra-
tors would have felt a strong incentive 
not only to make amends 
with Jewish students, but 
to restore its tarnished 
reputation as well. Instead, they have 
caved to the wishes of those who merely 
hinted at the possibility of renewed vio-
lence. There are two problems with this 
decision. First, the truthfulness of the 
University’s claim is suspect. Prime Min-
ister Barak has made appearances at cam-
puses across the globe, most recently 
at Yale. While security is always a con-
cern, measures can certainly be taken 
to protect the University community, a 
view incidentally reiterated by the Royal 
Canadian Mounted Police (R.C.M.P.). 
Second, even if security were indeed the 

formal issue, it should have only added 
a greater imperative not to buckle in 
face of threats. Yet, the conclusion to be 
drawn from the administration’s inverted 
reasoning is that because some members 
of the Concordia community are apt to 
resort to violence, other groups of stu-
dents, in this case Jewish one,  are to be 
deprived of their rights to hear a speaker. 
Could they not have arrested or, at least, 
brought before a disciplinarian council 
those who threatened violence? I guess it 
is simply easier to punish the commu-
nity at large in lieu of the real culprits. 
The civility of Hillel members and of 
the rest of the Concordia community has 
made them vulnerable to such perver-
sions of justice. They will never threaten 
violence. Their full embrace of free speech 

and democratic ideals has ironically led 
to the usurpation of their right to engage 
in civil discourse. 

 Ultimately, neither logistics, fairness, 
nor logic for that matter,  really influ-
ence a Concordia administration that has 
acted in the most Canadian way possi-
ble. It chose the easiest path, and placed 
a higher premium on the avoidance of 
confrontation than on the fight for jus-
tice and freedom of speech.  The Uni-
versity, a place where free speech should 
be most sacrosanct, has allowed itself to 
be hijacked by a group of thugs. Isn’t 

it comforting that some terrorist sympa-
thizers have effectively established con-
trol over who can and cannot speak at a 
Canadian university? But the administra-
tion has deftly sidestepped violence and 
religious tension, and for them, that’s all 
that matters. 

When I voice my support for Pres-
ident Bush to my friends here in the 
U.S, they seem flummoxed. They often 
reply, “…but you’re Canadian…you’re 
so European,” as if being Canadian or 
European were synonymous with some 
higher form of enlightenment that magi-
cally reveals the idiocy of President Bush. 
I tell them that precisely because I know 
the Canadian way all too well, I feel an 
obligation to stand up to those in Amer-
ica who seek to ingrain the same weak 

and corrupt mindset into 
the fabric of this wonder-
ful country. In the end, 

people like Canadians only because we 
never offend anyone. This does not strike 
me as a virtue. It is quite easy to never 
offend anyone when you stand for noth-
ing, when you bow in the face of pres-
sure, when you play all sides of every 
conflict. It is quite fortunate for my 
country’s leaders that our ambivalent, 
irresolute ways are mistaken for the dip-
lomatic finesse the U.S is said to lack. 
It is fortunate for Concordia’s officials 
that their shameful weakness will be mis-
taken by many for fair-mindedness and 

... CONTINUED NEXT PAGE

C Y N I C A L L Y  Y O U R S . . .
“My American dream turned out to be a soap bubble.” 

~ George Grosz, German Artist

“I‛m not an economic protectionist, I am an economic nationalist, I am an 
economic patriot!” 

~ Pat Buchanan, Former Presidential Candidate

I will stand here and declare my allegiance to President Bush. 
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… The state has no business in the bedrooms of its citizens...

...We must stand up for our moral beliefs! We must draw the line…



...Gay marriage will never be fully recognized, it is too stigmatized…

… But if gay marriage becomes legalized, it will 
also become less stigmatized and more accepted....

... CONTINUED FROM PAGE 6

balance. But to all my friends who see my 
home country as a model to be followed, 
let me tell you: everything that you think 
is right with Canada is all that can poten-
tially go wrong in the U.S. For this is 
what happens when you act “Canadian,” 
when you slavishly appease and accom-
modate. You lose the very things that you 
cherish most. 

Yes, it is preferable to avoid confron-
tation. But if our own values are tram-
pled upon in the process, what are we left 
with? What good is a peace that for all 
its superficial calm, insidiously rips at the 
very seams of our way of life? Indeed, I 
find it quite odd that the concept of the 
“just peace” has all but disappeared from 
our lexicon. At one point, when the brave 
men and women of this world fought the 
war machine of Nazi Germany, it was 
clear that a peace based on submission 
and moral weakness was not an option. 
Today, in this age of elite liberalism where 
the Canadian and European “way” is so 
much in fashion, we have unfortunately 
confounded the essence of a just society 
with its superficial manifestations. Social 
harmony, the absence of confrontation, 
peace itself - these are not our ultimate 
goals. But rather, they are a product of a 
society that is fair, just, and honest at its 
core. Canadians obsessively seek out these 
outward traits of a free and just society, 
all the while ignoring the basic values that 
sustain them.

 To all my American friends who wish 
they had my diplomatic government and 
fair minded society, go to Concordia, go 
live in Canada. I will stand here and 
declare my allegiance to President Bush. 
He is right: there are some things so pre-
cious that there is no room for compro-
mise, nuance, or accommodation.     t

STEM CELLS
...CONTINUED FROM PAGE 2

place in a Petri dish and does not entail 
the full development of an organism, 
might seem more permissible.  SCNT 
does not result from the fertilization of 
an ovum with a sperm but from the 
transfer of a complete set of 46 chromo-
somes into an egg which has had its own 
genetic material removed.  Moreover, 
when the stem cells are removed from 
the embryo the genetic 
material is still utilized, so 
technically the material 
that makes the embryo 
unique is not destroyed.  

However, in spite of 
these specifications, many 
still believe that any 
embryo, whether it is cre-
ated through fertilization 
or SCNT, is an individual with certain 
rights; and that preventing it from fully 
developing qualifies as destruction of life 
and therefore is immoral.  This vividly 
demonstrates how the power of belief 
transcends anything that we can prove or 
redefine scientifically.  Although, when 
it comes to belief, it really is not a ques-
tion of right or wrong.  It is up to us to 
examine our beliefs and to ask ourselves 
whether our beliefs make our lives and 
our society more enriching and stable 
or if they restrict certain freedoms and 
possibilities.  

Even those who argue in favor of stem 
cell research will contend that the so-
called destruction of human embryos 
is “worth it” in order to pursue poten-
tial cures for Parkinson’s or Alzheimer’s 
disease.  However, rarely is it proposed 
that embryos are simply cells and that it 
does not matter what we do with them 
(curing Alzheimer’s or changing one’s 
eye color would both be equally permis-
sible uses).  The idea that these cures 

are “worth it” presupposes 
that embryos do in fact 
have some worth.  There-
fore, all those taking part 
in the stem cell debate 
have beliefs that lay some-
where or other on a con-
tinuum.

Those on the most 
conservative side of the 

continuum see a slippery slope that 
immediately leads to the direst social 
and moral consequences, and therefore 
would never set foot on it.  But others see 
a slippery slope on which we can keep 
our footing.  Allowance of therapeutic 
cloning and SCNT is that foothold.  Sci-
entific redefinitions do not silence our 
beliefs and dehumanize us, but instead 
challenge our beliefs so that we can better 
apply them to objective reality, enrich 
ourselves, and thereby make our beliefs 
stronger and more human.         t

Staunch opponents of 
stem cell research con-
sider the use of embryos 
as a means to an end; 
and no matter how good 
that end might be, it is 
immoral and should be 
prohibited.
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THE CRISIS IN SUDAN
... CONTINUED FROM PAGE 7

Similarly, the international commu-
nity has responded but without taking 
sufficient meaningful action.  For exam-
ple, a recent EU delegation to Sudan 
said that Sudan has not provided ade-
quate protection for civilians in Darfur, 
the area directly affected by the crisis, 
but the EU has not yet set a deadline for 
imposing sanctions.

According to Holocaust survivor and 
scholar Elie 
Wiesel, the 
S u d a n e s e 
crisis pres-
ents a chal-
lenge and 
opportunity 
for those 
who want 
to rid the 

world of serious tragedies.  He asks, 
“How can a citizen of a free country not 
pay attention? How can anyone, any-
where not feel outraged? How can a 
person, whether religious or secular, not 
be moved by compassion? And above all, 
how can anyone who remembers remain 
silent?”

While the international community 
may not yet have significantly rallied 
behind this imperative, students across 
the nation are organizing effective meth-

ods of increasing awareness and raising 
funds for relief.  At Georgetown, for 
example, students have created an orga-
nization that hosts high-profile speakers, 
organizes letter-writing drives and sends 
out a weekly newsletter informing con-
stituents about current events in Sudan.  
Even more importantly, dozens of other 
universities have adopted the model and 
created their own division of George-
town’s group, STAND (Students Taking 
Action Now Darfur).

Penn students have also joined in 
this effort and there is now a coalition 
of Penn STAND mem-
bers working to spread 
awareness on campus 
and motivate students 
to persuade elected offi-
cials to take action in 
Sudan.  While this is 
certainly only a begin-
ning, the group has a 
large member base and 
some important plans 
for the next few months, 
including an informa-
tional panel on Nov. 
18. 

The passion, energy 
and momentum of stu-
dent groups like Penn 
STAND proves that 
with enough motivation, 

meaningful action can be taken.  Hope-
fully, the international community will 
realize this sooner rather than later.

For more information or to join Penn STAND, 
please contact Anna Mayergoyz 
(annadm@seas.upenn.edu)           t
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LIKE WHAT YOU SEE HERE?

THINK YOU CAN MAKE IT BETTER?

j o i n  t h e  s o a p b o x  s t a f f !
We are currently looking for enthusiastic individuals 

with interest in the following areas:

1. Business (Finance, Marketing and Publicity)
2. Productions and layout design

3. Web design
4. Editing

All staff are editors and take part in the article 
selection process. Please e-mail us at 

soapbox@dolphin.upenn.edu to express your interest.

Supported by the Suda-
nese government, the 
Janjaweed militia is 
murdering and raping 
civilians, destroying 
food supplies, bombing 
civilian targets, and cut-
ting off international 
humanitarian access.  
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...This will become one of the most controversial issues in the next four years…

… So where do we go now?


