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By The Citizen Staff

The Harvard Kennedy School (HKS) 
of Government attracts students with 
diverse backgrounds and experiences. 
This diverse student body includes 
quite a few seasoned campaign work-
ers with informed opinions on the cur-
rent state of affairs on both Presiden-
tial campaigns in the US. The Citizen 
interviewed five such students who 
have been involved with past Presiden-
tial campaigns to figure out what they 

By Alexandra Raphel, MPP ’14
Correspondent

Just in time for the Nov. 6 election, 
the Kennedy School’s Ash Center for 
Democratic Governance and Innova-
tion announced the launch of MyFair-
Election.com, a crowd-sourced effort 
to make voting in U.S. elections more 
fair and efficient for citizens. 

The Web site and smart phone app 
will allow people to anonymously 
provide feedback about the quality 
of their voting experiences, includ-
ing information about wait times, 
machine malfunctions and the 
demeanor of those running the polling 
stations. 

The Web site, originally set up in 

2008, was the brainchild of HKS Pro-
fessor Archon Fung, who teaches 
classes on social change and strate-
gic public problem solving. Fung also 
researches civic participation and gov-

ernment transparency, among other 
topics. He refers to MyFairElection.
com as “the Yelp of democracy,” giving 

By Zach Crowley, MC/MPA ’13 
Staff Writer

Four years ago President Barack 
Obama rolled into office as the elec-
torate reacted to a suddenly struggling 
economy after eight years of President 
George W. Bush.

At the midterm elections, with the 
economy not yet recovered and follow-

Continued on page 11

Campaign workers 
share insights on 

Elections 2012

The ‘Yelp’ of the polling stations: Crowdsourcing the vote

Polls point to 
close election

Continued on page 5
Students crowd into the forum to watch the first presidential debate. Like most elections at the Kennedy School, all eyes are on Tuesday’s 
results. Many students left for Ohio and New Hampshire to do some last-minute canvassing for their candidate.

Special Election Issue 
Election Roundup

Kennedy School counts down to election day

Hollie Russon-Gilman (left) and 
Professor Archon Fung (right) in 
front of a computer showcasing 
MyFairElection.

Continued on page 6

By Chrissie Long, MPP ’14, Staff Writer

Campaign contributions by Kennedy 
School faculty and staff overwhelmingly 
favor Barack Obama at a rate of 4.5 to 1. 

The President received 41 contribu-
tions from Kennedy School staff in this 
election compared with former gover-
nor Mitt Romney’s 9. The median dona-
tion was $1,000. 

The tendency for academic institu-
tions to lean left is not unusual. Accord-
ing to a Huffington Post survey of 635 
law professors, President Barack Obama 
won 94.7 percent of political contribu-
tions in 2008 to Sen. John McCain’s 5.3 

Continued on page 9

Wallets of HKS 
faculty/staff say 

‘Vote Obama’
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Third in a series of articles
By Jennifer Hoegen, MC/MPA ’13 
Staff Writer

Regardless of which candidate wins the 
election, bipartisan support is needed 
to move the United States forward on 
anti-trafficking legislation and services. 
Hopefully, the election season will spur 
politicians to jump into action and pay 
attention to the need to pass the Traf-
ficking Victims Protection Reauthoriza-
tion Act (TVPRA). 

Twelve years ago, the United States 
government passed the Trafficking Vic-
tims Protection Act (TVPA) of 2000, 
which created the first comprehensive 
US federal law to address human traf-
ficking. 

This landmark legislation was cre-
ated to address the 3 Ps — Prevent 
trafficking; Protect victims; and Pros-
ecute new federal crimes (as outlined 
in the TVPA). Key provisions of the act 
include the establishment of the Office 
to Monitor and Combat Trafficking in 
Persons within the US Department of 
State; creation of new crimes against 
forced labor and sex trafficking by force, 
fraud or coercion of minors; and estab-
lishment of T-visas, which allow victims 
of trafficking to become temporary US 
residents, to name a few.* 

The TVPA was reauthorized through 
the TVPRA in 2003, 2005 and 2008. 
With each reauthorization, both the law 
and funds to combat human traffick-
ing have been enhanced. The TVPRA 
2008 reauthorized appropriations for 
the fiscal years of 2008-2011. The US 
Congress has not yet passed the TVPRA 
of 2011, which will authorize appro-
priations for the fiscal 
years of 2012-2015. It 
was gaining significant 
bipartisan support when 
it was introduced in July 
2011. In December 2011, 
Representative Christo-
pher Smith, one of the 
original authors of the 
TVPA 2000, amended 
the TVPRA to make sig-
nificant changes.

The amendment came 
on the heels of controversy in which the 
US Department of Health and Human 
Services (HHS) denied the renewal of 
a financial grant to the US Conference 
on Catholic Bishops (USCCB) to aid 
victims of sex trafficking. From 2006 
through 2011, HHS funded USCCB. In 
2011, HHS changed the grant applica-
tion and began giving strong preference 
to applicant organizations that provided 
referrals for a full range of legal obstet-
ric care, including access to contracep-

tion and abortion. Since USCCB did not 
offer this, it was denied the grant. Grants 
were given to other non-profits that pro-
vide referrals, but none of these grant 
recipients had a track record as strong as 
that of USCCB. The decision created a 
firestorm. 

Rep. Smith was extremely outspo-
ken against the denial of this grant to 

USCCB. He argued that grants should 
be awarded to organizations with a stel-
lar track record of helping victims. 

To combat what he viewed as an abuse 
of power, he amended the TVPRA 
2011 to include a ‘conscience clause’ to 
prevent the government from denying 
grants to organizations based upon their 
moral or religious objections to provid-
ing particular services such as contra-
ception or abortion. 

Other amendments proposed in the 

TVPRA 2011 include the transfer of 
victim assistance programs, services and 
training for the identification and pro-
tection of victims of severe trafficking 
from the HHS to the US Department 
of Justice and removal of HHS from the 
Interagency Task Force to Monitor and 
Combat Trafficking. 

With these proposed changes, the 
bipartisan support has lagged and the 
TVPRA 2011 is yet to be passed. Con-
sidering what a landmark legislation 
this was for the US when introduced in 
2000 and how dependent victims are 
upon services provided through grants 
and services allocated through the 
TVPA, it is a shame that politicians on 
both sides cannot reach a compromise 
to pass the reauthorization. 

It is unclear whether the election will 
have any impact moving forward in 
passing this ‘stuck’ anti-trafficking legis-
lation as it does not seem to be a top pri-
ority in any of the debates or campaign 
commercials.

*Polaris Project, operator of the 
National Human Trafficking Resource 
Center hotline (1-888-373-7888) and a 
leading anti-trafficking and anti-slav-
ery NGO offers an excellent summary 
of the TVPA and TVPRA on its web-
site (http://www.polarisproject.org/
resources/resources-by-topic/anti-traf-
ficking-efforts).

Will the U.S. presidential election impact anti-
trafficking federal legislation? 
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By Zach Crowley, MC/MPA ’13 
Staff Writer

Spend enough time researching the 
Massachusetts Senate race online and 
you are bound to wind up at a blog entry 
where 17 of the 84 words are ‘douche-
bag’.  

All of the time-tested political tricks 
are in play, from war whoops to deadly 
accusations of tenured professorship.  
The gender baiting and name calling 
continues apace. This is a high stakes, 
emotional Senate race for the two major 

local parties. 
The Massachusetts Republican party 

hopes to keep their one high-profile 
office.  After Deval Patrick ended two 
decades of Republican gubernatorial 
control, Democrats occupy the posi-
tions of Governor, Lieutenant Governor, 
Attorney General, Secretary of State, 
Treasurer, Auditor, all ten federal Con-
gressional seats and the other Senate 
seat.  Aside from Sen. Scott Brown, there 
is nary a Republican to be found in the 
statewide or federal offices.

The Democrats, meanwhile, see 

Brown as a troubling mark on an oth-
erwise spotless resume. Massachu-
setts sports a national reputation as a 
Democratic stronghold for a reason – 
three-quarters of the state legislature are 
Democrats, and registered Democrats 
outnumber Republicans three to one.  
Even more emotionally damaging, the 
beloved and larger-than-life Ted Ken-
nedy held for decades the seat that Sen. 
Brown now occupies.  

After the unexpected defeat of Martha 
Coakley just a short while ago, Demo-
crats hope a different woman, Harvard 

Law Professor Elizabeth Warren, can 
knock Brown off of his national dais.

And gender is a big part of this cam-
paign.  A staffer for Warren earlier this 
year shook her head as she worried how 
to attract men to Warren’s campaign. 
“Boys like trucks”, she admitted, refer-
ring to Brown’s branded association with 
a rugged brown jacket and his pickup 
truck.  

And Joan Vennochi of the Boston 
Globe penned a biting column that cri-

Stakes are high in Massachusetts Senate race

“Considering what a landmark legislation 
this was for the US when introduced in 2000 

and how dependent victims are upon services 
provided through grants and services 

allocated through the TVPA, it is a shame 
that politicians on both sides cannot reach a 

compromise to pass the reauthorization”

– Jennifer Hoegen, MC/MPA ’13

Continued on page 3
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By Amelie de Montchalin, MPA ’14

Six months after the French Presiden-
tial elections, observing the American 
Presidential election gives one a feeling 
of much more preparedness and way 
less spontaneity. In a sense, the Ameri-
can society likes to put the same famous 
mass-market play on stage every four 
years.

The script is easy to follow as it 
focuses on a few topics only and places 
difficult issues out of the theater (such as 
climate change this time). Daily, the plot 
changes slightly to suit and please the 
“demographics” of the audience. Also, 
so as to comfort the spectators, the set 
and the costumes show no eccentric-
ity from the last shows. Only the second 
characters (such as the wives and the 
kids) seem to awaken some curiosity. 
Much advertisement is done on the play 
and numerous predictable critics spend 
hours dissecting the compliance of each 
of the characters with written choreog-
raphy.

In France, elections are organized to 
look more authentic – which does not 
mean that they are. The larger number 

of candidates (ten in the first round last 
April) leads to a higher complexity and 
variety in the issues debated. Moreover, 
given French collective faith in individ-
ual judgment, voters like to think they 
are not predictable and that they cannot 
be “reduced” to their demographics. For 
instance, a French candidate who would 
openly rely as much as an American one 
on spin doctors, local polling data and 
personalized communication would be 
called a manipulator, where this is seen 
as the hallmark of an efficient politician 
in the US.

This American political tradition 
undoubtedly leads to more pragma-
tism and simplicity. Here, political 
polarization does not mean systematic 
opposition. In France, two candidates 
would never say openly that they agree 
on something – whereas Obama and 
Romney had no trouble in doing so, pre-
ferring to spend time on helping voters 
to see where they differ. In France, 
everybody seeks thus to sound unique 
– without fearing to be ridiculous in 
doing so. In fact to prove his originality 
of view, we had one candidate explain 

(in all seriousness) that industrializa-
tion of the Moon was a goal to pursue to 
improve our economic situation.

The US pragmatism goes further: 
citizens and voters do not feel ashamed 
making explicit their individual inter-
ests and their choices. Bumper stickers 
and garden signs do not exist in France, 
where voters want to have the freedom 
to keep their vote secret. No company 
would ever take the risk to openly lobby 
for one or another candidate – even 
though they clearly try to weigh in on 
the platforms. No newspaper would 
say explicitly who they support – even 
though this is not difficult to assess read-
ing their columns.

This transparency here is the conse-
quence of a wide privatization of the 
public debate. Elections set the stage for 
a major battle of influence. Not to really 
improve the “common good” (this is the 
dream of French voters) but to make the 
future reality more helpful to carry on 
one’s business. Being French, I thus feel 
some discomfort in seeing “Big Money” 
orchestrating the democratic play Amer-
icans like so much.

Putting mass-market elections on stage

tiqued the first round of Warren’s televi-
sion ads – in Vennochi’s estimation the 
candidate had successfully convinced 
male voters that she was their worst 
nightmare; a “smarter-than-thou older 
woman”.  This has translated into the 
polling: Brown holds a sizable lead over 
Warren when it comes to male voters. 

Warren holds an even larger lead over 
women, however.  Her frequent assaults 
on Brown’s voting record affected his 
campaign. It forced the incumbent to 
bring forth his wife and daughters to 
defend him against Warren’s charges 
that he will vote with national Repub-
licans and shrink women’s rights.  His 
latest ad trumpets his support for the 
Lily Ledbetter Act, which is designed to 
create equal pay for women. 

No blow is too low in this race.  
Brown has called Warren a liar, a fraud, 

an opportunist who capitalized on a 
questionable Native American identity, 
and someone who cashed big checks 
for corporations as a lawyer. His assault 
on her identity raised some curiosity 
among voters, also reminding voters she 
comes from a foreign and distant place 
– Oklahoma. The Traveler’s Insurance 
story is equally murky for most of us. 

Warren has not been idle.  She has 
attached Brown with a label even more 
nefarious in Massachusetts – a national 
Republican. This matters in a state where 
62 percent voted for Obama and just 36 
percent for McCain in 2008.

Brown has worked hard to portray 
himself as a moderate, however. 

I spent some time on his Web site and 
could not find the word Republican any-
where. And though Democratic Mas-
sachusetts may have trouble believing 
it, his record appears to bear out claims 

of bipartisanship, at least on the surface.  
According to a Govtrack.com analysis, 
using co-sponsorship of legislation as an 
indication of party loyalty, Brown has 
acted to the left of nearly all Republicans 
outside of Maine Senators Snowe and 
Collins, and to the left even of a couple 
of heartland Democrats. 

Come Nov. 6, each party, state and 
national, will be holding their breath. If 
Republicans can hold onto Brown’s seat 
they will retain a prominent statewide 
voice and may see national gains as they 
seek control of the Senate. 

But if Warren triumphs, the victory 
will resound locally as confirmation of 
the Massachusetts liberal identity, while 
national Democrats will be further 
emboldened to advance and defend the 
major initiatives passed during Presi-
dent Obama’s first term.

Nation watches as Massachusetts decides its Senate seat
Continued from page 2
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http://shorensteincenter.org | @shorensteinctr

Stay up to date 
with the Shorenstein Center

@ShorensteinCtr facebook.com/ 
shorensteincenter

soundcloud.com/harvard/
sets/shorenstein-center

Speaker SerieS
 Election Day! 
Tuesday, November 6 
12 p.m.  
Taubman 275 
“The presidential 
election 2012: The 
Good, The Bad and the 
Ugly.”

mark mckiNNoN, media strategist; 
columnist, The Daily Beast; iOp Fellow.

Tuesday, November 13 
12 p.m.  
Taubman 275 
mikE allEN,  chief 
political reporter for 
politico, writes the daily 
playbook. 

Election 2012:  
The Big Questions
theodore h. white lecture on press 
and politics
with  
david brooks, columnist, 
The New York Times

and the awarding of the 
david nyhan prize for 
political journalism 
to cynthia tucker, columnist, 
Universal press Syndicate

Thursday, November 15, 6 p.m.   
John F. kennedy Jr. Forum

Theodore H. White Seminar
with DaviD Brooks, T.H. White Lecturer

Cynthia tuCker, winner of the 2012 Nyhan prize

John DiCkerson, chief political correspondent for Slate 
magazine and political director of CBS News

Jennifer hoChsChilD, Henry LaBarre Jayne professor 
of Government and professor of african and african 
american Studies at Harvard University

amy Walter, aBC News political Director

Moderated by alex s. Jones, Shorenstein Center Director

Friday, November 16, 9-11 a.m.   
charles Hotel Pavillion
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ing the advent of Tea Party politics, the 
country shifted to the right and Repub-
licans earned a majority in the House of 
Representatives. 

What will this year’s election 
bring? Right now, the answer is not clear. 

Early predictions that the Republi-
cans would take the Senate have sof-
tened and a slight Democratic majority 
is more likely. Similar expectations of 
a Democratic revival in the House are 
scaling back and the national election 
is murkier today than it was a month 
ago. In September, the President held a 
sizable advantage in advance of the first 
debate, before the polls started focusing 
on likely voters, rather than registered 
voters.

As of the final days of October, Gover-
nor Mitt Romney’s campaign had over-
taken Obama and led in most national 
polling among likely voters. However, 
the Obama campaign can take comfort 
in an apparent Electoral College lead 
and Obama advisor David Axelrod cited 
a perceived strong advantage for the 
President in the votes of those who sent 

in their ballots early.
Among the widely-cited national 

polls, Romney held slim leads in Gallup; 
Real Clear Politics (an average of 
national polls); Rasmussen; ABC/Wash-
ington Post; and AP/GFK, while Obama 
led in the PPP poll. The leads stretched 
from less than one point to the four 
points reported by Gallup. 

Gallup’s poll is noteworthy not 
only for the lead, but the discrepancy 
between registered voters and likely 
voters. While registered voters prefer 
Obama to Romney, 48 percent to 46 per-
cent, likely voters tend toward Romney 
at 50 percent to 46 percent. This is con-
sistent with historical precedent – a rule 
of thumb in American campaign politics 
is that Republicans tend to benefit as 
more registered voters stay home.

Meanwhile, in the battleground states 
where support for one candidate or the 
other is no foregone conclusion, the poll 
results featured on Real Clear Politics 
are kinder to the incumbent. Romney 
holds apparent polling leads in North 
Carolina and Florida, but those electoral 

votes would not be enough to unseat 
the President if he holds onto his appar-
ent advantage in Ohio, New Hampshire, 
Wisconsin, Michigan, Pennsylvania, 
Iowa, and Nevada. Virginia, meanwhile, 
showed most recently as a virtual tie, at 
47.8 percent each.

While the national results are not as 
promising as the President might hope, 
he may take solace in the state-by-state 
results. Perhaps for this reason, InTrade 
continues to expect the President to 
retain his seat at 63 percent odds.

The story is not only the Presidential 
race. 

The Democratic majority of 53 per-
cent to 47 percent in the Senate is at 
stake. Thirty-three seats are up for 
election and 23 were held by Demo-
crats. The Democrats need to win 21 of 
the 33 races to retain their majority. 

As of early October, Cook political 
reports saw a likely Democrat victory in 
17 races, a likely Republican victory in 6, 
and 10 seats were classified as a tossup. 
Similarly, as of August, the Sabato Crys-
tal Ball identified 17 likely Democratic 

victories, with 11 likely Republican vic-
tors and only 5 toss-ups. In general the 
movement on Cook has been toward 
favorable results for the Democrats and 
away from the Republicans, but the pic-
ture is not terribly clear. 

How about the House of Representa-
tives? Republicans currently hold a 
sizable 49-seat advantage in Congress. 
While early analysis from the spring of 
2012 offered a likelihood of Democrats 
retaking the House, more recent esti-
mates see Democrats falling shy. While 
Americans generally disapprove of the 
manner in which Congress conducts its 
business, with favorability ratings as low 
as 10 percent, each party seems to lose 
with no apparent political advantage 
accruing to either side. Real Clear Poli-
tics reports a steady dead heat between 
the parties in an aggregate of generic 
congressional votes around the country.

That leaves us with a tossup presiden-
tial election, an uncertain Senate major-
ity, and a likely Republican Congress. So 
much for the polling: the night of Nov. 6 
ought to be fantastically entertaining.

Romney carries the lead in most polls pre-Nov. 6
Continued from page 1
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By Daniel Yearwood, MBA/MPA ’14, 
Assistant Opinions Editor 

Throughout the election season much 
has been said about the 47 percent, the 
99 percent and the one percent. Little 
mention has been made of the 40 per-
cent: the percentage of the United States 
electorate that are unlikely to vote in 
tomorrow’s presidential election accord-
ing to a Suffolk University-USA Today 
survey completed in August 2012. Con-
sidered by many to be a citizen’s civic 
duty, the decision to vote is often taken 
by some as a foregone conclusion. 

Why would such a relatively large 
portion of the US electorate choose to 
abstain from the democratic process 
which determines the holder of the most 
influential political office in the world?

According to the Downs paradox, 
named after Anthony Downs of the 
Public Choice school of economics, 
the costs of voting, which includes fac-
tors such as the time spent learning 

about each candidate, their positions 
and the potential implications of their 
policy recommendations exceeds the 
expected benefits of the single ballot cast 
for a rational, self-interested voter. The 
chances of an individual voter exercis-
ing the pivotal ballot in an otherwise 
tied election are miniscule, leading 
the rational, self-
interested voter to 
abstain from the 
process altogether, 
particularly in a 
state that heav-
ily leans toward a 
candidate from one 
of the two major 
parties.

Of course a voter living in a swing 
state has a much greater likelihood of 
affecting the election result and may 
view this fact as motivation to head to 
the polls. But in the event that the swing 
state voter finds the alternatives on offer 
equally unappealing, should a ballot be 

cast? Low voter turnout is often anec-
dotally interpreted as a sign of disen-
chantment with institutional features of 
a political system and the decision to not 
vote can potentially send as important a 
message as a vote cast for any candidate 
on the ballot.

Staunch advocates of voting often laud 
the act of voting as 
one of the bedrocks 
of modern democ-
racy and frequently 
urge citizens to 
vote out of patriot-
ism or posit it as 
a requirement for 
civic participation. 
Some suggest that 

a failure to participate in the democratic 
process deprives any subsequent com-
plaints about government on the part of 
the non-participant. 

But suppose the non-participant were 
to cast a ballot for a candidate who ulti-
mately loses the election. Would the 

non-participant’s views have had more 
legitimacy had his or her candidate been 
the winner? If not, why would participa-
tion in the democratic process have been 
required to establish the legitimacy of 
the non-participant’s views if the legiti-
macy of these views is not a function of 
the outcome of the election?

To those of you that have already 
taken advantage of early voting or plan 
on heading to the polls tomorrow to 
cast your ballot; take pride in the exer-
cise of your franchise. This is a privi-
lege still unavailable to many in other 
parts of the world. But to those of you 
deciding not to vote tomorrow, whether 
through some cost benefit analysis of the 
impact of your single vote or because of 
your dissatisfaction with the available 
options, also take pride in your choice. 
Not only will you be part of a significant 
contingent of non-voters, but surely the 
judicious exercise of your right to vote 
includes the scope for withholding it.

In Defense of the 40%: A note on not voting in the U.S. elections

“...to those of you deciding not to vote 
tomorrow, whether through some 

cost benefit analysis of the impact of 
your single vote or because of your 
dissatisfaction with the available 

options, also take pride in your choice.”

– Daniel Yearwood, MBA/MPA ’14
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Editor’s Note: This is the third in a series 
of three columns leading up to the Nov. 6 
election. The Citizen requested opinion 
pieces from campus democrats and repub-
licans. The democrats failed to respond. 
The previous columns focused on foreign 
policy and healthcare.

Submitted by the HKS GOP Caucus 

Perhaps more than anything else, Barack 
Obama’s biggest failure as President has 
been restoring the American economy. 
With actual unemployment still over 
8 percent, and jobs reports constantly 
skewed to exclude Americans who have 
given up looking for work, our country 
is in need of a change.

As a successful businessman, Gov-
ernor Mitt Romney’s vast experience 
in both the private and public sectors 
is exactly what we need. He has clearly 
outlined his plan to turn America’s econ-
omy around. This article will address 
four of his major points.

1) Taxation

America has one of the highest corpo-
rate tax rates in the world, exceeding 
the OECD average by as much as 20 
percent. How can we expect our busi-
nesses to hire more people when they 
are paying 35 percent tax rates to the 

government? As history proved in the 
1980s, this is not a time for high tax 
rates. It is a time to cut taxes. And that is 
what Mitt Romney will do as President. 
In fact, he vows to reduce the corporate 
rate to 25 percent.

Moreover, Romney will help each 
individual American—not just busi-
nesses and corporations. Electing a 
president who will reform the tax code is 
particularly important this year because 
if Obama stays in office, the Bush tax 
cuts will expire and everyone will face 
massive automatic tax hikes. With Mitt 
Romney in the White House, Ameri-
cans can expect permanent cuts to their 
marginal tax rates by 20 percent. He will 
also eliminate the Death Tax in order 
to encourage investments and repeal 
the Alternative Minimum Tax (AMT), 
which has been especially harmful to 
middle-class Americans.

2) Trade

Another important component of our 
economic growth is expanding trade. 
Obama has done nothing but stall 
America’s trade network, while our 
competitors have strengthened theirs. 
Moreover, Obama has stood by as China 
continues to misappropriate western 
technology and manipulate its currency 

to the detriment of America.
In contrast, Governor Romney will 

help to create new jobs for Americans by 
expanding our trade network. Specifi-
cally, he will reinstate the Trade Promo-
tion Authority, complete negotiations 
for the Trans-Pacific Partnership, estab-
lish new trade agreements and create the 
Reagan Economic Zone.

With regard to China, Romney will 
take firm and immediate action. To 
begin, he will work to prevent ille-
gal Chinese goods from entering the 
American market. Second, Romney 
will increase USTR resources to pursue 
and support litigation against unfair 
trade practices. Finally, he will desig-
nate China a currency manipulator and 
impose countervailing duties.

3) Regulations: Eliminate Undue Eco-
nomic Burdens

Each year, the Obama administra-
tion imposes $1.75 trillion of regula-
tory costs on our country, thus further 
weakening our economy. As President, 
Romney will tear down these regula-
tory burdens, including Obamacare and 
Dodd-Frank—the latter of which he will 
replace with a more efficient system. 
Additionally, he will amend Sarbanes-
Oxley in order to assist mid-size compa-

nies who are currently facing outrageous 
regulations.

4) Debt

One last aspect of Romney’s economic 
plan that will be addressed here is deal-
ing with our ever-growing national debt. 
Obama’s unprecedented increases in 
federal spending have only contributed 
to sinking our country further. In con-
trast, Romney will cap federal spending 
at 20 percent of GDP and he will cut all 
non-security discretionary spending by 
5 percent.

Considering the daunting statis-
tics about unemployment, stifled trade 
and business expansion, and a stagger-
ing national debt, the choice to remove 
the culprit seems quite clear. America 
cannot afford four more years of Barack 
Obama. We need a new President who 
will restore our economy and lead us 
into a strong future.

From the editor: The student newspaper 
The Citizen strives to provide a space 
for all students to express their points of 
view. In these articles, the use of language 
is that of the contributor alone and does 
not represent the opinion of the newspa-
per staff. We suggest that articles in this 
section be viewed as an expression of 
opinion.

REPUBLICANS ON THE ECONOMY
Restoring America: Romney’s economic plan

people the chance to improve election 
experiences by rating their own.

Fung’s close collaborator is P.h.D. 
candidate and Ash Center Fellow Hollie 
Russon Gilman. At a dinner last spring, 
she learned about the MyFairElection.
com and was eager to get involved.

“A resource like this is more impor-
tant than ever,” Gilman says. Given the 
heated debate over potential voter fraud 
and voter protection this presidential 
election cycle, being able to pinpoint the 
troubled polling stations will be a great 

advantage. 
Gilman describes the platform as 

having three key functions. First, it 
allows people to deepen their civil 
involvement in a creative way. Once 
registered, people are free to say what-
ever they choose about the experience 
and even post pictures of polling places, 
when local law permits it.

MyFairElection.com also allows for 
greater accountability and transparency 
in the elections process, holding the gov-
ernment responsible for polling place 
issues that lessen the efficiency of the 

system or worse, disenfranchise citizens. 
Finally, after Election Day data has 

been collected, it will be made public so 
that policymakers, journalists and elec-
tion officials can use the information to 
make necessary improvements. Gilman 
believes MyFairElection.com presents 
a great opportunity for much-needed 
“non-partisan civic data analysis.”

Fung and Gilman worked diligently to 
get the platform up and running in time 
without a budget. This included asking 
web developers, including LegiNation 
Inc., to volunteer their time, and seeking 

out pro-bono legal services from the law 
clinic at Harvard. In addition, they made 
use of Ash Center resources, such as 
the expertise of communications expert 
Kate Hoagland who filmed a YouTube 
promotional video, and Fung published 
op-ed for the Huffington Post. 

Gilman believes all the hard work will 
be worth it and she is hopeful they will 
get a strong online turnout next week. 
“This could be a great opportunity, but 
only if people use it.”

Voting efficiency through crowdsourcing
Continued from page 1
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Star t  a t  Har vard .  Go  anywhere .

As a Harvard alum, you’re on a unique personal journey. Enhance 

that journey with the best-in-class travel rewards that only come from 

the Harvard Alumni World MasterCard®. Book any fl ight, hotel, 

cruise, or car rental, with no restrictions, blackout dates, or limitations. 

You’ll also help Harvard students begin their journey  with support for 

Harvard student scholarships. For more information or to apply for 

your Harvard Alumni Card, please go to www.har vardcard .com. 
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By Bryann DaSilva, MPP ’14 
Staff Writer

As I write this, anyone who cares about 
politics is, well, freaking out. Some are 
scared to death of China or Iran. Some 
are still tweeting about binders and Big 
Bird. Others are still clamoring for tax 
returns or college transcripts or some 
documentation that, even if released, 
wouldn’t matter very much in the elec-
tion. As scary as it is, it all comes down 
to a few battleground states and some 
seats in the legislature, and then we’ll be 
stuck with our ‘technically’ duly elected 
officials. So let’s leave the platitudes 
about single-issue voters and the Elec-
toral College for another day, because 
there’s something more important to say.

As I write this, I do not know which 
way this unsettlingly close race will go. 
But no matter who wins, we’re all at risk 
of losing. The middle class has lost all 
security, Congress has lost all decency, 

and I’ve all but lost my mind trying to 
make sense of it all. 

What I fear most over the next four 
years is not a Romney presidency 
(though I really wouldn’t prefer it). 
There is a greater threat. What I fear 
most is an opposition party, Democratic 
or Republican, that continues to act like 
children: Well-funded, purely partisan, 
and intentionally obstructionist chil-
dren.

Now, since we’re dealing with a child-
ish Congress, let’s go back to grade 
school for a second. I distinctly remem-
ber the phrase “united we stand, divided 
we fall.” And I remember reciting a nice 
little ditty every day before school. You 
might know it – some apparently have 
forgotten: “I pledge allegiance to the 
Flag of the United States of America, 
and to the Republic for which it stands, 
one Nation under God, indivisible, with 
liberty and justice for all.”

To the Republic. Notice that I didn’t 

pledge allegiance to Republicans. Nor 
to Democrats. Nor to Grover Norquist’s 
ridiculous tax pledge. That’s because, 
at the end of the day, we are Americans 
first and partisans second – or at least we 
should be.

By now we’ve all heard about about 
the Republican Party leadership meet-
ing where plans were set to sabotage the 
Administration and, by some extension, 
the country. Mitch McConnell dropped 
all pretense when he told the National 
Journal that “the single most important 
thing we want to achieve is for President 
Obama to be a one-term president.” 

It need not be so. McConnell’s number 
one goal isn’t truly to destroy Obama, or 
at least it shouldn’t be. Let’s be reason-
able and give him some credit. Let’s say 
that his goal really is to make America a 
better place. Someone just needs to tell 
him that opposing the President at every 
turn is not the only way to do that.

Unfortunately, elected officials who 

have sought to do the unthinkable and 
– gasp – reach across the aisle have 
received a different message from the 
electorate. The tragically absurd case of 
Dick Lugar comes to mind.

Lugar had a reliable base and a rela-
tively strong record. A six-term Repub-
lican Senator from Indiana, he made the 
mistake of working with then-Senator 
Obama on a nuclear arms treaty with 
Russia. His constituents had their first 
chance to react to this instance of bipar-
tisanship at the Indiana primary last 
spring. His punishment for working on 
something that Obama could claim even 
the slightest credit for was harsh. He lost 
what should have been an easy primary 
to Richard Mourdock, a radical Grover 
Norquist-approved Tea Party member.

Lugar’s heart-wrenching statement 
after the loss reminds us of what can 
be right with politics. “One can be very 
conservative or very liberal and still 

Making sure that no matter who wins this November, we don’t all lose

By Forrest Fontana, MC/MPA ’13 
Staff Writer

It is Wednesday, Sept. 19, 10:30 a.m.
I am standing on the street corner as 

the procession comes toward me.
The motorcycle brigade of Navy Seals, 

Special Forces, State Troopers passes.
Then the hearse approaches. Everyone 

is silent. Most are at attention. You can 
hear the sobbing.    

This scene is repeated, I’m told, all 
along the funeral procession route.  
Children are at the curbs of their school 
buildings, waving flags, right hand on 
their hearts.  The Police and Fire depart-
ments are in full dress.  Flags are at half-
mast.

Despite the warmth from the sun, 

there’s a feeling of emptiness that’s 
apparent.

The taillights are now beyond us, yet 
no one moves, not a word is said, till the 
procession turns out of sight.

Slowly people gesture, some embrace, 
some gasp, some slouch over.

I know the pain of burying a brother 
who died way too early in his 40s.  

I know the weight of watching parents 
bury a child – life’s natural order turned 
upside down - the crushing cruelty.  The 
heaviness will never pass.  

Where am I? I am in my hometown. I 
am in Winchester, Massachusetts.  

I am with my neighbors, standing 
there not as a town official, but as a resi-
dent, to honor one of our own: Navy 
Seal Glen Doherty who died honor-

ably, but horribly, in a ambush Sept. 11 
terrorist attack on the US Consulate in 
Libya.

Glen died a national hero, something 
my family cannot relate to, but I sense 
that this does not ease the sting.

My wife walks with me home, some of 
the neighbors engage in idle chit-chat.  I 
cannot. The surreal moment overtakes 
me.  

She asks me “Is the movie that 
bad?  Did he have to die?” She knows I 
have been paying attention to the news 
reports. She knows that I am skeptical. 

About the Writer:  Forrest lives with his 
wife and two daughters in Winchester, 
a suburb just north of Boston, where he 
is active in local politics as an elected 

member of the town’s Board of Selectmen 
and a Town Meeting voting member.  He 
was born in Peabody, Mass. and moved 
down South to attend Vanderbilt Uni-
versity.  He lived in a various parts of the 
United States before attending business 
school at Columbia University.  About 
twenty years ago, he returned to the 
Boston area and has been registered as 
an “Independent” ever since.  His profes-
sional background is as an Investment 
Manager, analyzing industries and com-
panies and investing money globally, as 
well as a small-business owner.  His focus 
at the Kennedy School is in the Deci-
sion Sciences and he is a newly elected 
member of the Harvard Graduate Coun-
cil.
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percent.
Nor does the partisan imbalance sur-

prise Ben Goldsmith, an active member 
of the campus Democrats.

“Democrats tend to put more faith 
in the ability of government to affect 
the world; Republicans tend to gravi-
tate towards the business and private 
sectors,” he said. “You’ll find the people 
who are interested in the work of a 
school of government tend to have more 
in common with the Democratic world-
view (making them more likely to be 
Democrats), while the people who work 
at a business school tend to have more in 
common with the Republican world-
view.”

However, if dollars won votes, 
Romney tops his opponent with 
$117,500 in HKS contributions versus 
Obama’s $80,800. 

Romney’s campaign fund from HKS 
was largely offset by a $75,800 donation 
from Harvard Business School professor 
Michael Porter who teaches PED-329: 
The Microeconomics of Competiveness: 
Firms, Clusters, and Economic Develop-
ment at the Kennedy School.

What happened to campaign contri-
bution limits? According to the Federal 
Election Committee, there is an overall 
$117,000 biennial limit, which is divided 
into $46,200 for candidates and $70,800 
to PACs and parties. Porter contrib-
uted $70,800 to Romney Victory, Inc. 
and $5,000 to Romney for President, 
Inc. Additional money was given to the 
Republican National Committee, which 
was not tallied in this survey. 

Of Kennedy School’s roughly 1,050 
faculty, staff and fellows, 4 percent made 
a donation of more than $50 to a presi-
dential campaign or public action com-
mittee this year. In the last decade, 163 
staff members have made a political con-
tribution (15.5 percent).

The numbers were calculated in a 
survey done by The Citizen, which com-
pared the HKS directory to the Federal 
Election Commission database at fec.
gov. Under federal law, all donations to 
a political entity greater than $50 must 
be reported to the FEC. When common 
names surfaced during The Citizen 
investigation and an immediate connec-
tion could not be made to HKS, indi-

viduals were left out.
Asked to comment on campaign 

contributions among faculty and staff, 
Associate Dean for Communications 
and Public Affairs Melodie Jackson said, 
“Membership in the Kennedy School 
community in no way diminishes our 
rights as citizens to participate in the 
political process. However, we do have a 
special obligation to distinguish between 
our roles and identities as citizens on 
the one hand and our roles and identi-
ties as individuals associated with this 
academic institution on the other. As a 
matter of policy, the School endorses no 
candidate and favors no party.”

At a place like the Kennedy school, 
where much of the conversation revolves 
around politics, the distinction requires 
a constant reminder, Jackson said. As 
long as none of the school’s resources are 
used toward a particular campaign, the 
school can maintain this distinction. 

However, the left-leaning ideology 
of faculty and staff has leaked into the 
classrooms, leaving many Kennedy 
School conservatives looking for greater 
diversity. 

“It’s a ‘known quality’,” said Scott 
Quigley who, like his decision to attend 
Brown as an undergraduate, chose to 
come to the Kennedy School because he 
wanted to be in an intellectual environ-
ment where people challenge how he 
thinks. “I listen critically for political 
spin that may cloud the facts and water 
down intellectual exchange,”

He said he would like to see greater 
conservative (not just Republican) 
representation, “Intellectual diver-
sity is a critical aspect of any institu-
tion of higher learning; students should 
demand it. However, to simplify our 
intellectual/political discourse into 
“Republican” ideas and “Democrat” 
ideas is the wrong way to look at the 
issue. Frankly, I believe the dysfunction 
in Congress currently is a result of fram-
ing issues around this simplistic divide, 
but that’s for another op-ed (See page 8).

Briana Tucci, an active campus 
Republican, agreed that the HKS should 
play a more active role in recruit-
ing GOP faculty members not only to 
“enable students and faculty to learn 
from diverse ideas”, but also to attract 
more Republican students.

“Even if there isn’t exactly 50-50 rep-
resentation, I believe that we can still 
achieve a stronger balance than the 
status quo,” she said.

The Kennedy school has not adopted 
a policy of recruiting from both sides of 
the aisle, Jackson said, adding that “we 
[do] aim for a diverse faculty.” 

“Diversity includes demographic 
characteristics as well as political and 
other personal preferences,” she said. 
“Importantly, a substantial fraction of 
our faculty (and of our student body) is 

not American and thus, political parties 
in the U.S. are not the only political pref-
erences represented at HKS.”

For Goldsmith, the composition of 
partisan preferences at HKS works. He 
said, “I’ve had several Republicans, sev-
eral Democrats, but more importantly, 
a lot where I have no clue about their 
political preferences.”

have a bipartisan mindset. Such a 
mindset acknowledges that the other 
party is also patriotic and may have 
some good ideas. It acknowledges 
that national unity is important, and 
that aggressive partisanship deepens 
cynicism, sharpens political vendet-
tas, and depletes the national reserve 
of good will that is critical to our sur-
vival in hard times.”

We need to work together no 
matter what happens this election 
season. Though these examples show 
intolerance of bipartisanship from 
only one side of the aisle, I mean this 
to be not just a rebuke of Republi-
cans but also a warning to Democrats. 

Should things not go blue this elec-
tion season, do not play the ridiculous 
politics that have infuriated us for the 
past few years.

Of course, it is important to hold on 
to your convictions – but it is essen-
tial that you try to find and focus on 
common ground. Do not act like chil-
dren, throwing temper tantrums and 
embarrassing the rest of us. Remem-
ber your grade school lessons.

I will say, though, they were slightly 
off about one thing in grade school. 
This idea of standing united but fall-
ing divided isn’t quite right. That’s 
because dividing is no longer an 
option. Instead, we need to trust each 
other and bind together. United we 
stand, united we fall.

A handful of students did a play on Gov. Mitt Romney’s infamous 
‘binders full of women’ quote to raise awareness about the need 
for more diversity among faculty. The binders appeared on the 
quad on Monday, Oct. 22.
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By Christina Marin MPP’14, 
Jaya Bhagat MC/MPA’13, 
Jennifer Hoegen MC/MPA’13 

International HKS students have had a 
healthy dose of the American campaign 
season and electoral culture over the 
past two months.  They have been inun-
dated with campaign ads; the latest poll-
ing news; a Forum flooded with students 
to watch and discuss the  presidential 
debates; invitations to fund-raisers; and 
heated discussions about which candi-
date ‘won’ a debate, made a serious gaffe 
or looked more ‘presidential’.  They have 
likely overheard heated conversations 
about the Electoral College, voter turn-
out, campaign strategies, media biases 
and negative ads.

American students are used to this 
culture.  After all, this is how election 
season is in the United States.  How-
ever, few American students likely have 
time or make time to reflect upon elec-
tion season and think about how it is 
perceived by the rest of the world.  We 
have taken this opportunity to ask our 
international friends and colleagues to 
share their thoughts.  Fortunately, many 
of them agreed to do so.  

Please view this as an opportunity to 
reflect upon the American culture of 
campaign season and to allow this to 
be the beginning of many interesting 
conversations.  Emotions tend to run 
high during election season, so while 
reading our international friends’ reflec-
tions, please keep in mind that we are all 
here at HKS to be part of an open and 
mindful learning culture where we can 
respectfully agree or disagree and where 
we are willing to listen to each other and 
exchange ideas.  

Marvin Kang, Singapore, MPP ’14

Witnessing the 2012 Presidential Elec-
tions unfold, I am surprised at the 
resources pumped into political adver-
tising.  Fancy YouTube videos and TV 
commercials that laud the successes of 
one candidate while ridiculing the follies 
of another are certainly not conventional 

publicity activities I am familiar with 
back in Singapore.

My intuitive reaction was to think that 
such endeavors seem to frame the elec-
tions as an overly-expensive popular-
ity contest.  Wouldn’t candidates with 
more resources at their disposal have a 
natural advantage in reaching out to a 
wider audience?  I could not reconcile 
how such expenditures could possibly 
be justifiable, regardless of the sources of 
funding.

Yet as Nov. 6 approaches, I start to 
realize that perhaps the fact that US elec-
tions are intricately braided with pop-
ulism, accounts for the level of political 
engagement with the citizenry; many 
people seem genuinely concerned with 
the political outcomes of the upcom-
ing elections.  Just a couple of days ago, 
an off-the-cuff conversation with the 
cashier at a local supermarket on differ-
ent aspects of living in the US converged 
into a brief discussion on healthcare 
policies advocated by the candidates!

I suppose such excitement has rubbed 
off on me too as I find myself increas-
ingly interested in the elections.  Even 
though I won’t be voting, I can’t wait for 
Nov. 6 to come!

Saadia Qayyum, Pakistan, MPP ’14

Never have I witnessed as much fanfare 
around elections as I got to see in the 
last two months at Kennedy School. 
From watching every presidential debate 
to religiously monitoring each and every 

political poll that exists in cyber space 
and everything in between, the enthu-
siasm of people at the school is just 
phenomenal. It’s amazing how every-
one is so passionate about the elections 
that even in the face of the impending 
hurricane, people were discussing the 
possible effect of the hurricane on the 
election results. For some, this question 
was as important as whether food would 
be served in the dining hall during the 
storm. I would have never have guessed 
or fathomed that these two questions 
would be ranked the same on the prior-
ity level.

What has surprised me the most is 
the inclination of the majority of the 
students towards one political party. I 
was expecting more diversity of opinion 
among the students, but on the contrary 
I found a large number of people leaning 
towards Democrats. I never realized that 
there were so many liberals at the Ken-
nedy School. 

Athol Williams, South Africa, MC/
MPA ‘13

Initially I thought the presidential 
debates belittled the candidates, reduc-
ing them to hapless gladiators engaging 
unwillingly in a demeaning fight just to 
earn a meal, and that it dumbed down 
the election process and the critical 
issues at stake by creating an atmosphere 
which appealed more to America’s fixa-
tion with reality shows than to serious 
debate. But by the time I had watched 

the third debate, I held a different view. 
It is admirable that presidential candi-
dates engage in public debate, making 
themselves vulnerable and requiring 
them to reveal far more of themselves 
than they ordinarily do. The debates give 
voters the opportunity to hear directly 
from the candidates, to hear them 
address issues in a (largely) unscripted 
setting. In its crudest form it is a sales 
pitch for votes, but it also serves as a 
reminder to politicians that they are 
accountable to the people; this serves to 
strengthen the American democracy. 

I also think there is great danger in the 
debates if voters judge the candidates on 
their performance on the night, much 
like they would a singing or dancing 
reality show, rather than on their ability 
to lead and deliver a government that 
truly represents the desires and hopes of 
its people. So I would caution that the 
winner of a debate does not necessarily 
point to the best president.

Elle Wood, Australia, MPP ’14

The Presidency is there for the taking 
and I’ve been surprised that more HKS 
students aren’t spending their week-
ends campaigning in New Hampshire 
or Ohio. For those Obama supporters of 
2008 who campaigned hard for change 
and were unhappy with the results, there 
seems to be nowhere to channel their 
energy or frustration.

Is the real problem that every vote for 
a minor party or independent amounts 
to a betrayal of the Republicans or 
Democrats? I guess it’s better to be disil-
lusioned and silent than to usher in the 
opposition, right?

This is puzzling to me, having grown 
up with preferential voting. In Australia, 
the mediocrity of our Labour Party can 
never be used as an excuse for progres-
sives to sit the election out. At our last 
federal election, the uninspired public 
split the major party vote down the 
middle and threw their support behind 
the minor parties.

The public seems to hate the minority 

Views from Abroad
How international students experience U.S. election season
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thought about the current campaigns*. 
This article presents key insights from 
these interviews. 

The student panel
Brian Chiglinsky, MPP ’14, worked as 
a volunteer on a state-wide campaign 
in Virginia. He also volunteered for the 
mayoral election in Washington DC in 
2010 working in the Democratic pri-
mary.

Ben Goldsmith, MPA ’13, also lived 
in Washington DC for five years before 
coming to HKS, where he campaigned 
for Barack Obama during the 2008 pres-
idential election. This year, he has fun-
draised for congressional races around 
the country and volunteered with the 
Obama and Warren campaigns.

Alex Yergin, MPP/MBA ’15, worked 
on the Bush-Cheney campaign. He has 
been involved in policy research as well 
as operations. He also worked on the 
Giuliani and McCain presidential cam-
paigns and greatly enjoyed the experi-

ence. He has also campaigned for several 
congressional candidates.

Reuben Kantor, MC/MPA ’13, began 
campaigning in 2005 for Governor 
Deval Patrick, first as a volunteer and 
later was hired as Deputy Field Direc-
tor. Kantor also worked on Governor 
Patrick’s re-election in 2010, addition-
ally helping get out the vote for Barney 
Frank in a tight race. He has experience 
running city council races in Boston, 
and was involved locally with Obama’s 
2008 campaign, getting Boston volun-
teers up to New Hampshire.

Robert Blanco, MPP ’14, was a field 
organizer in the 2008 Obama campaign. 
He was specifically involved with imple-
menting the paid canvassing program in 
Las Vegas, Nevada, with over 60 hired 
field workers, canvassing door-to-door 
on a daily basis and gathering critical 
information on voter patterns. In later 
years, he worked for a state senator in 
Sacramento, California.

Campaigning basics
The panelists agree that delivering an 
effective message using strong ground 
support and financial resources is the 
key to an effective campaign. Kantor 
emphatically states, “I think there are 
three broad parts that are critical to 
campaigns – messaging, fundraising and 
field.” He continues, “A candidate who 
is unable to raise money, will be slowed 
before even getting started. But it is 
pretty important to figure out the mes-
sage that explains what the candidate is 
about, and effectively deliver that.”

The third component of an effective 
campaign, and possibly the key dif-
ferentiator, is the field work. Kantor 
explains, “The ideal goal of a campaign 
is to identify enough supporters so that 
their votes on Election Day add up to 
a win. The goal in the field is to reach 
every single voter before Election Day, 
and every single supporter or likely sup-
porter on Election Day.” This is clearly 
a tough job that requires mobilizing a 
huge volunteer support base, since so 
much of campaigning involves volunteer 
outreach. “The volunteers come from 
friends, your family and everyone who 
believes in you.”

“The most important thing,” agrees 
Goldsmith, “is to stay on the message. 
But the other important thing is to be 
positive and present. Often times, people 
do not remember what you say but their 
impression of you. To the average voter 
it really comes down to whether or not 
they like the guy.” 

Research may be critical in fram-
ing and delivering the right message 
effectively. Yergin reminds us, “Policy 
research, the work I was doing, can help 
in deciding the course of the campaign. 
We live in an age where people can fact 
check stuff immediately, so you have to 
know your facts.”

The third component of an effective 
campaign, and possibly the key differ-
entiator, is field work. Kantor explains, 
“The ideal goal of a campaign is to iden-
tify enough supporters that you can 
count on Election Day so you can win 
the election. The goal in the field is to 
reach every single voter before Elec-
tion Day, and every single supporter or 
likely supporter on Election Day.” This is 
clearly a tough job that requires mobiliz-

ing a huge volunteer support base, since 
98 percent of campaigning involves vol-
unteer outreach. “The volunteers come 
from friends and families and everyone 
who believes in you.”

“What is important in a good cam-
paign,” adds Yergin, “is that the people 
working for you have to really believe 
in you. The candidate should be visible. 
A good candidate, like the CEO of a 
corporation, has to be a leader, not just 
for the voters but also for the campaign 
workers. Sen. McCain would come in 
regularly to the campaign, walk around 
and ask people how they are doing. 
When everyone has been working really 
long hours for very low salaries or no 
money at all, it makes a world of differ-
ence when the candidate comes in and 
shows he cares about you.”

Evaluating the Obama campaign
Chiglinsky, who has considerable expe-
rience campaigning for the Democratic 
Party, excitedly offers, “The Obama cam-
paign is incredibly powerful in mobiliz-
ing and empowering the campaign vol-
unteers at the local level. They pioneered 
the use of technology to build commu-
nity events in 2007 when the campaign 
manager used web videos to explain 
campaign strategy directly to each cam-
paign volunteer.” 

“What I really appreciate on the vol-
unteer side,” adds Kantor, “is how the 
Obama campaign approached this elec-
tion by investing in ground operations 
months ago. Even now, the Obama cam-
paign has much stronger field opera-
tions, evident in the investment that has 
been made in getting field organizers 
on the ground, building organizations 
locally and getting volunteers actively 
working in their communities.” Build-
ing on this point, Blanco points out, 
“The Obama campaign has done a fairly 
good job in preserving the ground level 
infrastructure from 2008. They did not 
have to build it from scratch. The same 
infrastructure was re-energized in 2010 
and is still being utilized in 2012. I par-
ticularly know that Nevada has a huge 
advantage with the know-how and sea-
soning that some of the campaigners 
developed.”

On the second dimension of mes-
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sage also, the campaign has fared well 
according to some. Goldsmith makes 
the case, “The President started early 
and has done a good job of reaching out 
to Democrats. He is well organized with 
grassroots organizations reaching wide 
and deep. I also think that in the last 
month he has especially done a good job 
of framing the Republican campaign in 
a bad light.” Kantor adds, “Until the first 
debate, Obama was clearly winning on 
the message front. Voters related to him 
more even though he is facing a tough 
economy. The Democratic Convention 
was a huge hit compared to the Republi-
can Convention, which just seemed like 
a debacle. Overall, Obama is a strong 
and trustworthy deliverer of the message 
and connects to the voters.” 

“I think the campaign is working great 
in terms of connecting to the actual 
voter base,” agrees Chiglinsky. “The 
Obama campaign is very good at tailor-
ing regional messages, reaching out to 
the voters and keeping in close contact 
with them. My family is down in south-
west Virginia, which isn’t really a strong 
hold for Democrats, but they are still 
regularly contacted by the Obama cam-
paign there.”

Chiglinsky continues, “At the macro 
level, the Obama campaign is also 
effective in creating multiple routes to 
achieve 270 votes due to strong cam-
paigning and a broad-based appeal, so 
that there is no must-win state for the 
campaign. This is something the cam-
paign manager stressed in 2008. I think 
that is a very powerful way to run an 
election. On the other hand, however, as 
an incumbent, it is going to be difficult 
to mobilize the same energy there was 
in 2008. A lot more Democrats are likely 
to be less energized because they would 
assume the President’s re-election is a 
foregone conclusion, and they need not 
mobilize to get out the vote.” This seems 
especially challenging in the context 
of young voters. Blanco explains, “The 
current Obama campaign has not done 
enough to energize young voters again. 
They probably assumed that people 

would come out just like in 2008. How-
ever, I have not seen the same level of 
enthusiasm.”

Evaluating the Romney campaign
The Republican campaign may not 
have generated as broad a support base 
but has a loyal following. According to 
Chiglinsky, “What works for the Repub-
lican campaign is that they have a much 
energized loyal base of support. Espe-
cially with evangelical voters, there is 
a very strong sense of voting commit-
ment. Even during the midterm elec-
tions, when the voter turnout across 
the board is lower, it is usually the older 
more conservative parts of the popula-
tion that turn out to vote. 

Also highlighting their unified front 
across party differences, Chiglinsky con-
tinues, “The Republicans have been very 
good about falling into line and pushing 
ahead for Mitt Romney even if he may 
not be the type of candidate that many 
on the right would have supported.” 
Not everyone agrees entirely though. 
According to Kantor, “I think there are 
moments where the base of the Republi-
can Party seems a little less inspired and 
less willing to go out there and fight as 
hard.” Goldsmith points out, “What has 
been clear to me watching this is that the 
Republican Party is not excited about 
Romney. The conservatives haven’t ral-
lied behind Romney and I think the 
campaign has failed to present a really 
inspiring message.”

A Democrat campaigner himself, 
Goldsmith does, however, give some 
credit to the Romney campaign stat-
ing, “I do think they have been pretty 
disciplined on the message side, without 
being pulled into too many side debates.” 
Kantor points out, “The Romney cam-
paign is tying into the disconnect of 
voters who don’t feel like the economy is 
working for them and are frustrated that 
the first to get saved from the economic 
collapse were the big banks.”

Other aspects of the message of the 
Romney campaign have run into trou-
ble. Chiglinsky elaborates, “I think a 
very difficult gap is growing between the 

Republican base and the general elector-
ate. A lot of the positions that the right 
has pushed and Romney has vocally 
supported are not very popular with the 
general population. The most damag-
ing stand that Mitt Romney has taken is 
on the auto bailout specifically in Ohio, 
which is major swing state in this elec-
tion. Supporting a Laissez-faire econom-
ics ideology to take a vocal stand against 
the auto bailout has been really tough 
for Romney to pivot in the general elec-
tions and convince voters in Ohio who 
are in tough economic conditions.” 

Another damaging position has been 
the Republican Party’s harsh stance on 
immigration, which given the growing 
population of Hispanic voters in the US, 
makes it very hard to bridge the divide 
going from the primaries into the gen-
eral election. Blanco cautions, “Romney 
needs to be careful because he is essen-
tially writing off Hispanics, although 
he has tried to moderate his stand a 
little bit in the debates. The Republican 
message in general for Hispanics was 
quite extreme, particularly during the 
primaries.” Adds Kantor, “I also think 
the Right miscalculated the anger that 
was generated in this election after their 
attempt to stifle the vote for people of 
color by changing voter registration 
laws. I wonder how that plays out, espe-
cially in Ohio and Florida.”

On the fundraising front though, 
most panelists agree that the Romney 
campaign has done a good job at raising 
a huge amount of resources. Blanco puts 
this in perspective by comparing with 
the John McCain campaign of 2008, 
“In 2008, based on what I observed in 
Nevada, the Obama campaign outspent 
the McCain Campaign everywhere — 
there were far more advertisements, 
paid employees, etc. But the Romney 
campaign has clearly raised a lot of 
money creating much more of a level 
playing field and maybe even tilting it in 
their favor slightly.”

Despite resources, however, the 
ground game of the Romney campaign 
has not been strong enough. Blanco 
reiterates, “Although I am not on the 
ground anymore, from what I have read, 
it appears that the Romney campaign 
still does not have the same level of 
infrastructure and ground game as the 

Obama campaign.” This is likely to prove 
a huge disadvantage to the Romney 
campaign in the weeks before Election 
Day which require intense involvement 
of volunteers for get-out-the-vote activi-
ties.

Predictions
Barring any major events in the week 
before elections, the panel mostly antici-
pates re-election for President Obama. 
As Chiglinsky explains, “The President 
is very likely to be re-elected, not only 
because the incumbent usually wins in 
American elections, but also because his 
challenger has failed to present a coher-
ent alternative.” 

Goldsmith points out, “The election 
really is a referendum on the President. 
It comes down to what people think of 
Obama, and I think the country is really 
polarized.” Kantor agrees, “I think this 
election, more than any other before, has 
such a clear difference in values between 
people who believe the government is 
there to help and those who believe the 
government just needs to get out of the 
way and disappear on everything but 
national security. That is why to me it is 
so amazing to know that there are still 
undecided voters out there.”

The debate does boil down to what 
might happen in swing states such as 
Ohio and Florida, which, as Chiglinksy 
puts it, “is such a small part of the elec-
torate in American elections that is actu-
ally open to being persuaded.” Kantor 
reflects, “Obama’s advantage in the 
ground game in the swing states is going 
to be meaningful. I think that he has 
turned his fundraising numbers around 
and has his base motivated.”

“It is going to be very close,” adds 
Blanco, “but the strong ground game 
and infrastructure is going to carry 
Obama through. The campaigns do have 
an impact, but they both have spent so 
much money on advertisements that the 
basic difference is going to be ground 
game and structure.” 

*The interviewees selected were the first 
five who responded to an email request 
for an interview and are not representa-
tive of the student body; for instance, 
the perspective from female campaign 
workers is absent.

E L E C T I O N  1 – 1 3  |  O P I N I O N S  14 – 1 5  |  S P O R T S  16 – 17  |  C U LT U R E  1 8 – 19

Incumbency advantage for Obama expected
Continued from page 11



ELECTIONCOVERAGE
THECITIZEN | Monday, November 5, 2012 13

By Chrissie Long, MPP ’14

Down with the donkeys and the 
elephants: It’s time for a new beast in 
American politics.

Disillusioned with the same old two-
party system, many Americans have 
begun looking for alternatives. 

Among them is political advisor and 
current fellow at the Harvard Kennedy 
School Mark McKinnon who says that 
our current political system is so frac-
tured that it is unable to address the big 
problems. He is proposing a new politi-
cal force with a socially-liberal and fis-
cally-conservative platform designed to 
overcome special interests and confront 
our antithetical political system.

While he waits for the ‘third party’ 
concept to catch on, McKinnon has 
set up and organization designed to 
encourage bipartisan solutions called 
No Labels. With more than 600,000 
members, No Labels is promoting vari-
ous reforms such as a coalition within 
Congress aimed at addressing some of 
the intractable problems facing the gov-
ernment.  

The Colorado-native, who worked 15 
years for the Democrats and 15 years for 
the Republicans, sat down with the HKS 
Citizen to discuss the genesis of the third 
party, key factors to success and why the 
timing is right for a new player.   

What got you interested in the idea of 
a third party? 

The notion that, in the greatest democ-
racy in the world, there are only two 
choices is deeply ironic. But it is also 
problematic. We have a duopoly in our 
country of two parties that have held 
power forever. And there are a lot of 

consequences to that. What we have 
today is a system, run by two parties, 
which is completely paralyzed by hyper-
partisanship. We can talk for hours on 
how and why it got the way it is, but 
certainly the two parties in power share 
a responsibility for the system that we 
have. I believe there are a lot of good 
people in the country who do not sub-
scribe to either the Republican Party 
ideology or the Democratic Party ideol-
ogy. Increasingly, more people describe 
themselves as independent. They would 
like an alternative and today they do not 
have any. I am quite certain that if they 
had that alternative at the right place 
and right time in the right form, they 
would respond in large numbers. 

What is the central problem to the par-
ties we have now?

I can summarize it in one word – paral-
ysis. The current party system is not 
responding to the problems that we face. 
We have big-time problems that need 
big-time solutions whereas the current 
system is just incapable of responding. 
Now, there are lots of reasons for that. 

There is the Citizens United verdict 
(Citizens United v. Federal Election 
Commission, 558 U.S. 310 (2010)), with 
the Supreme Court decision flooding 
special interest money into the system. 
It is driving people to polar extremes. 
There is one side talking about less rev-
enue and the other side talking about 
more spending and nothing in the 
middle. I think that someone advocating 
that hybrid solution is exactly what the 
American people want and what needs 
to happen. 

There are a lot of good people [in gov-
ernment]. But because of the nature of 

it today, [politicians] are 
more interested in scor-
ing political points for 
their parties than they 
are trying to achieve any 
progress for the country.

Why don’t you think 
we can reform our cur-
rent system? Why can’t 
we change the Repub-

lican or Democratic parties to be more 
of what you are looking for?

Because special interest money is 
rewarding what I call bad behavior, par-
tisan behavior. The whole system is set 
up to reward more partisanship, not less. 

Is a third party really feasible?

Yes, it is. It has to be the right time and 
the right place. Americans Elect tried 
last year unsuccessfully. But they did a 
lot of interesting things and paved the 
way for possibilities in the future. I think 
it is quite feasible for it to happen in 
2016. 

What would need to be in place for it 
to happen?

The key really is ballot-access, funding, 
and a candidate. The last time we had 
everything except for a candidate. We 
just couldn’t get a good candidate to step 
forward.

Who would be the ideal candidate? 

Someone like Mike Bloomberg, or Jon 
Hunstman. Basically, people who are 
well-known, centrists; practical and 
bipartisan.

You had mentioned that to have a third 
party you need to have the funding 
for it. What is to prevent or separate 
the special interests from coming in to 
fund a third party in a campaign?

[Special interest groups] are not inter-
ested in progress. They are interested in 
the status quo. And they are interested 
in maintaining the power structure as it 
is because they like it. They do not want 
it to break up. They do not want change. 

What is your research focus during the 

four months at HKS? 

I have been doing a lot of work over 
the past few years looking movements 
to disrupt and dislodge the current 
power structure in American politics; 
to give people more voices and more 
choices. That is part of what I am doing 
here. We are looking at all the differ-
ent sorts of movements and the people 
who are involved and trying to advocate 
for reforms to the current system. That 
includes a third party.

What has been your greatest surprise 
coming into HKS? 

I guess what I am pleasantly surprised 
to see is that students have not become 
cynical about the system. I think this 
next generation has a real – what I 
would call – civic DNA. They are prag-
matic and they are disappointed by the 
political system, but they are finding 
new ways to advocate and create change 
either through NGOs [or other organi-
zations]. It is just not necessary to adopt 
traditional routes and avenues. I am 
encouraged by the resiliency of the next 
generation to fix a lot of what is broken.

Not satisfied with the blue or the red? 
HKS fellow proposes third party

Mark McKinnon leads a study group focused 
on analyzing possible reforms to the current 

political system. The study group meets 
every Wednesday from 4-5:30 p.m. at the 
Institute of Politics in Room L166 of the 

Littauer Building in HKS.

Mark McKinnon
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By Irene Shih, MPP ’13
Staff Writer

I’ve been thinking about the term “first 
world problems,” an obligatory hashtag 
we must wear to show our awareness of 
privilege. It’s an immaculate badge of 
immunity. It grants us street cred. We 
may not have lived through terrors of 
other worlds, but we know they exist 
and Mother, May I Milk That.

I use it all the time, not even spar-
ingly. As in, “My new Macbook is lag-
ging #firstworldproblems” or, “Stayed 
up till 5am working on 
my research paper #first-
worldproblems” and my 
very favorite: “So much 
work I don’t even have 
time to type out #fwp.” See 
what I did there? So many 
layers of wit.

(Excuse me while I take 
a moment to ‘Like’ that in 
my head.)

But it’s not the illusion 
of street cred that wor-
ries me. It is worrisome, but I also think 
it’s more of the same. It’s very human 
to want others to hear our story and 
acknowledge that we have a right to 
share it even if we speak from a perch of 
privilege. So we throw in the necessary 
ingredients that will allow us to keep our 
voice.

I think what concerns me more, actu-
ally, is that pain is pain is pain. And 
joy is joy. And the instinct to commu-
nicate whatever we feel – somehow 
and to someone – deserves considera-
tion. When that pain is, “I lost a loved 
one” – even if it comes from the most 
privileged person you can imagine – it 
is immediately allowable. We immedi-
ately make room for the person to feel 
and express and experience that pain, in 
front of us. (If they so choose.) It’s not a 

transferable pain, but it is a translatable 
one. We understand it even if we do not 
viscerally feel the same. Announcements 
like these – “I lost a loved one” – do not 
require street cred, need not come with a 
FWP hashtag.

But we draw the line. Somewhere 
between “I lost a loved one” and “I broke 
a nail” – we draw the line. Some things, 
we deem, are not worth expressing. Do 
not deserve the oxygen it asks of us. Or 
we draw the line at WHO gets to say 
what. “I hate my life” is more okay if 
you’re impoverished than if you feast 

every day. “I’m feeling sad today” is 
more acceptable if you live with abuse, 
or if you have depression, or if you’ve 
just lost a loved one – than if you are and 
have none of the above but simply miss 
a friend. We assign value to pain, and 
quietly suggest who should (and who 
needn’t) apply hashtags to their updates.

I had to think about this recently. I’d 
been feeling some angst about my twen-
ties, struggling with a seemingly inane 
climb to things I’m not sure I want. Fish-
ing, and finding it’s not fish I’m after. 
Perplexed, as I always am, by adulthood. 
How quickly it came knocking and how 
little we – certainly I – have bothered to 
process all that comes with it. Some-
where among my altogether too many 
Facebook posts about this angst, some-
one replied, “But you’re a Harvard stu-

dent.” Implying, of course: “How could 
life be THAT hard?”

Her instinct is not wrong. She 
reminded me, actually, of my days as 
a teacher. I remembered especially the 
eighth graders I taught. I used to wonder 
how they – in their pubescent micro-
cosm of acne and mercurial social lives 
and afternoons by Wal-Mart and even-
ing dates on Facebook and SO MUCH 
EYELINER (so much) – could be so 
endlessly unhappy. In my first months 
of teaching, I immediately assumed 
their angst was shallow and would pass. 

Certainly if there were greater (by 
my judgment) issues percolating 
beneath – such as abuse or blatant 
bullying or poverty or mental and 
physical disability – I would be right 
there to support them. But every-
thing else – eye-rolling and mut-
tered jokes and boys who don’t like 
you back and parties you aren’t 
invited to – those were shallow 
distractions. They were first world, 
teenage problems. #FWTP.

My initial conversations with 
these students usually began with, “It 
could be a lot worse.” I wasn’t always 
wrong to believe this. Sometimes, it 
damn well could be a lot worse, Rob-
erta*, because “that nail will grow back 
and I am not going to discipline the 
wall that you scratched out of boredom 
for breaking it.” Other times, I wasn’t 
so sure. Imaginative Iris had a wonder-
ful mom and a protective older brother 
and was sweet and beautiful inside and 
out. She ran circles around me every 
Monday, excited to share about her 
weekend. But later in the fall she wrote a 
letter to me, tucked into my copy of The 
Little Prince. “Ms. Shih,” it began. “This 
is a real story about a ghost. That ghost 
is me. Why do I feel so alone?”

There are just things we don’t know, 
couldn’t possibly see, from the outside. 

Profound ideas waiting for a champion, 
bubbling pain cowering in crevices. 
That tender, fragile humanity in all of 
us. It’s almost impossible to tell which 
comes from what, even if all I look and 
see is a happy, beautiful, loved young 
woman. Even if all you see of me is a 
self-absorbed Harvard elite. I may well 
be that, but I may well be more, too. And 
without a conversation – without many 
conversations – what gives us the right 
to be sure?

I don’t want to end my musing on that 
note. Don’t get me wrong – everything 
I write is ultimately about me. I can’t 
help it. I’ve been wired and then nur-
tured to think about myself more than 
I think about everyone else combined. I 
don’t like that and I’m learning to strike 
a better balance. But it’s still true, and I 
don’t want to pretend it isn’t.

That being said, I wrote this because 
I’m terrified of dismissing someone else’s 
pain and experience, of taping their 
mouths shut with words like, “Wow, that 
is such a first world problem. Your life 
is better than you realize.” That may be 
true, but the fact that they are in pain 
means that it doesn’t feel true for them. 
And maybe I need to listen more. To let 
them speak, and share, and be. Maybe 
when someone puts their hand out in 
hopes that I’ll hold it, I should just hold 
it. It’s not my platform to make a speech. 
It’s a couch for us to sit on, inhale some 
coffee, and have a conversation.

*Student names have been replaced to 
ensure privacy. I have never taught an 
Iris nor a Roberta.

Irene Shih is a second-year MPP and 
aspiring professional writer. Her blog, 
http://whatshihsaid.com, elaborates on a 
range of issues from political to personal. 
Please send feedback to her at  
irene_shih@hks13.harvard.edu. 

First world problems and the fragile humanity in all of us

Column: What Shih Said
(Musings from a Former Editor)

“I used to wonder how they – in their pubescent 
microcosm of acne and mercurial social lives 

and afternoons by Wal-Mart and evening dates 
on Facebook and SO MUCH EYELINER (so much) 

– could be so endlessly unhappy. In my first 
months of teaching, I immediately assumed 

their angst was shallow and would pass.”

-Irene Shih
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By Zach Crowley, MC/MPA ’13
Staff Writer

Sandy came ashore at around 8 p.m. on 
Oct. 29. 

Like some absurd mash-up of Bieber 
and Neptune, she announced her arrival 
in advance with lashing winds, pound-
ing surf, YouTube videos and breath-
less beached newscasters. School was 
canceled and, in between the kicks and 
laughs of my child, I had time to think. 

I found myself pondering the strange 
feeling of security granted me by our 
modern American life, and a sharp con-
trast with the overblown complaints of 
the electorate that will come to fruition 
in just a few days.

The morning of Sandy-fall my wife 
and I revisited our decision not to lie 
in stores of drinking water. Was that 
wise? In the late afternoon I heard at last 
the heavy crack of a branch I had long 
awaited. I jumped to the window, and 
saw nothing of consequence. 

When I left the living room for the 
kitchen and left my wife and son at the 
drawing table, I calculated how quickly 
I could (with imaginary superhuman 
strength) force my way past the wreck-
age should one of the backyard trees 
crash through our roof. 

As the day wore on and we kept full 

power, I found myself regretting that I 
had not joined some volunteer or civic 
group or profession that works on days 
like this to help keep people safe. 

How glorious it might be to exert 
strength and mind in a selfless task? 
Certainly less tedious than a full day 
spent inside with a sniffly two year old. 
But I was also content to sit in front 
of the weather anchors and snack on 
humus while my son kicked at his trains. 

We made a fire because we had bought 
the firewood, but our heart was not in 
the task. A part of us hoped of course 
that the storm would just pass us by. 
Another part of us – nurtured no doubt 
by one of the behavioral psych mind 
tricks I have read about at the Kennedy 
School – wished ardently that our trip to 
Home Depot had not been in vain. 

Shiny flashlights waited unused on 
our ‘safety ledge’. Crackers and snack 
bars sat just out of our toddler’s grasp. 
What if a tree fell on some house 
nearby? Not to hurt anyone, but some 
minor damage, perhaps, enough to 
require some neighborhood rescue. 
How swiftly I would run through the 
door, a chance for heroism – but then I 
realized, would I know it had even hap-
pened? The possibility of drama was 
intoxicating, just as I knew the actual 
event, if it occurred, would no doubt be 

less enjoyable. (It never did.)
Sandy came and left broken tree limbs 

and stranded passengers behind her. 
Millions lost power. Boats tore from 
their moorings. Waves washed over 
seawalls and into homes. At least 50 
people died. One sailor who worked 
on the HMS Bounty is still missing, 
another was found dead. People were 
injured. Many people spent a horrible 
night wrestling with the impacts of the 
storm. This was not just another silly tel-
evised event.

But that night, as I fascinated about 
a falling tree limb, I wrestled with how 
I hated to be perverse about a somber 
event; wishing for entertainment from a 
natural disaster even as I forced myself 
to be serious and somber and respectful 
of the plight of less fortunate others. 

But Sandy drove me to a study of con-
trasts. So much of modern mainstream 
American life is about an assurance of 
safety and security. Bountiful food upon 
the store shelves; clean water and hos-
pitals at our command; police and fire-
fighters and civic order the expectation,  
not the exception. 

But what about those Americans who 
struggle in inner-city slums or rural 
poverty, who do not have ready assur-
ance of health, of wealth, of community? 
Every day for them is lived in a situation 
less safe, less comfortable, less consist-
ent than ours. Or, what about those in 
developing countries who lack modern 
infrastructure and amenities? We have 
seen the devastation that follows when a 
big storm chances on those shores. 

The news reports of Sandy will no 
doubt touch on the damage caused by 

the storm. Emergency management 
crews will dutifully catalogue the dollar 
figures; pour over incident reports, 
ensure our essential infrastructure is 
working safely and healthfully. 

Nameless state, local and federal crews 
will organize, manage and clean up the 
mess. The coast guard will patrol our 
waters and chase down drifting boats, 
bring aboard floundering ship captains. 
Rescue workers will rush supplies and 
means of safety to those on the coast 
who are trapped by the over-reaching 
surf. 

Private energy workers will stead-
ily restore power, home by home. These 
are the heroes of the day. In the end, a 
storm that could have caused so much 
damage of greater consequence will have 
been reduced to some manageable thing, 
a challenge met by the steady cogs of 
American civil life.

And still, despite our absurdly-fortu-
nate lot in life, despite our efficiency of 
public order; come the results of Nov. 6, 
millions of Americans will voice emo-
tional complaint about our government 
and society; will demand more; will 
expect to pay less; and will ignore the 
bigger picture. 

The next time a massive storm comes 
around, and they are in its path, will 
they crow lustily for austere budgets, 
or will they seek aid from their gov-
ernment, from their fellow men and 
women? Perhaps they will do both. After 
all, this is America, where anything is 
possible.

In context: Superstorm Sandy plows up the east coast

Zach Crowley got a sample of the hurricane-thrill he was looking 
for when he woke up the next day to find a tree limb had pierced 
his shed.

By Benjamin Weinryb Grohsgal, MPP ’14
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By The Citizen Staff

Kennedy School students secured the 
title of this year’s graduate kickball 
champions, defeating ten other graduate 
school teams from across Harvard. The 
2nd annual Graduate Student Kickball 
Tournament was sponsored jointly by 
the Graduate Commons Program and 
the Harvard Graduate School of Educa-
tion.

 A total of 11 teams from various Har-
vard graduate schools including the edu-
cation school and the law school made 
their presence felt on the sprawling 
lawns of the Harvard Soccer Stadium. 

There were two teams representing 
HKS — the ‘Kennedy MPAs’ and ‘HKS 

Connected’ (no affiliation with the Let’s 
Connect movement). With members 
drawn from all four programs at the 
school as well as external fellows/experts 
(in true HKS tradi-
tion), HKS Connected 
came out victorious 
and were declared the 
champions of the tour-
nament.

The team was off to 
a rocky start with half 
the members not even 
fully aware of the rules 
of the game and an 
injury within the first 
five minutes of play. 
Yet, the team showed 
resilience and its per-
severance paid off as 

it cleared the first hurdle of the elimina-
tion round. 

Thereon, a haphazardly assembled 
team found its rhythm and repeat-
edly beat the drums of victory to reach 
the final round where it faced the team 
representing Harvard Law School. 
Although the entire team displayed tre-
mendous talent and spirit, the undeni-
able star of the evening was Andrew 
Blackman (MPA/ID) who caused a 
home run or run batted in (RBI) every 
time he kicked. The final game was 
nerve-wrecking with the law school 
giving a tough competition, but HKS 
Connected emerged victorious yet again, 
winning the game and the tournament 
7-4. In addition to the honor of secur-

ing the title of Harvard 
graduate school kickball 
champions, the team 
also won free movie 
tickets. 

HKS Connected: 
Ishani Mehta (MPP1) 
- Captain; Lauren Abel 
(MPAID1); Andrew 
Blackman (MPAID1); 
Mihir Mankad (MC/
MPA); Balakrishnan 
Madhavan (MPA1); 
Sean McBride (MPP1); 
Adrienne Murphy 
(MPP1); Sandra 

Naranjo (MPAID1); Max Pomeranc 
(MPP1); Ananth Raj (MPA1); and Chris, 
Jeremiah and Kurt (external experts). 

Max Pomeranc pitches a fierce ball as the fielders stay on guard

HKS team conquers kickball league

The team celebrates as Andrew Blackman scores a home run

Mihir Mankad doesn’t miss a catch around the pitching area

Adrienne 
Murphy’s 
brilliant catch

 The champions 
raise the ball

Teams congratulate each other after the final match
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government they’ve created, but nobody 
really knows why: far from being a legis-
lative disaster, the parliament has man-
aged to keep the lights on and pass some 
pretty serious reforms in the process!

Peter Harrington, England, MPP ’14

What is most striking about this election 
is the gap between the rhetoric, and the 
mood of the voter. The US is in the bleak 
second Act of an epic economic drama. 
People are tired. Belts are tight. Fatigue 
and frustration have replaced hope and 
change, and trust in politicians is lower 
than ever. 

In the face of this, both sides need 
to fire up their base to win. That is why 
they are desperate to convince the public 
that they face a fight for the soul of the 
country. But whether that turns out to 
be true after the election depends more 
on the House, and what happens within 

the Supreme Court and the Republi-
can Party. The truth is that there is less 
difference between the candidates than 
anyone cares to admit.

America puzzled the world in 2000, 
left us gasping for expletives in 2004, 
and inspired us profoundly in 2008. In 
2012 the world, and Americans, are too 
busy surviving to let the pantomime 
affect them too much. It is still winter in 
America. Expect a lot more emails, a low 
turnout and a wafer-thin margin.”

Gianna Montinola, Philippines, 
MC-MPA and Mason Fellow ’13 

Presidential elections in America are 
very interesting because there are facets 
to the process that a foreigner is exposed 
to for the first time. For starters, the 
battle is only between the candidates 
of two parties and there are only three 
types of voters – the Democrats, the 
Republicans and the undecided. The 

electoral debate is also focused on issues 
and platforms rather than personalities, 
which unfortunately is the case in my 
country. 

I was surprised to learn in my digital 
class that the total percentage of nega-
tive television advertisements for both 
candidates is as high as 80 percent and 
that these are designed to target the 
undecided voters. The extent to which 
the candidates use technology to obtain 
data, to fundraise or to market them-
selves is also very enlightening. 

Needless to say, it is a fantastic learn-
ing experience to be observing this elec-
toral process while in the United States, 
especially at the Kennedy School.

Elisa De Anda Madrazo, Mexico,  
MPA ’14

Just as in the US – and mostly every-
where else – in Mexico, media plays a 
critical role in the presidential election. 

Through their editorial line, the predic-
tion polls they present and the amount 
of coverage, media has become not only 
the stage where the presidential cam-
paigns develop but an important influ-
ence on the final turnout. 

In this regard, there is one differ-
ence that I want to note. In the United 
States, it is common to see media public 
endorsements – recently The New York 
Times and the LA Times for Obama and 
the New York Post and Boston Herald 
for Romney – while in Mexico, de facto 
endorsements take place but they are 
never public. 

Having de facto media endorsements 
in Mexico create a  lack of transparency 
for the possible biases the media can 
have and it does not give the citizens the 
ability to make an informed decision on 
which information to consume. 
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By Karly Schledwitz, MPP ’14 
Staff Writer

On Oct. 20 and 21, Harvard hosted 
the 48th annual Head of the Charles 
Regatta, the world’s largest two-day 
rowing event.

The Kennedy School Student Govern-
ment (KSSG) hosted a tent on Sunday 
that was located in Reunion Village, on 
the Boston side of the river, along with a 
series of other tents with food, commen-
tary and seating. One hundred and sixty 
two HKS students attended, bringing 
with them close to 120 guests.

Three Kennedy School students rowed 
in the competition this year, all racing in 
Saturday’s competitions. Unfortunately 
the tent date was set for Sunday’s races 
in advance, but many students came out 
on Saturday as well to cheer on their 
classmates.

Carolyn Erickson is a mid-career 
student attending HKS as a part of the 
Army’s Strategic Education Develop-
ment Fellowship. After admiring rowers 
on the Charles this summer, Carolyn 
approached Cambridge’s Community 

Rowing Incorporated, where she learned 
to row in their program for military 
persons funded by the Department of 
Defense. 

After just a few months of prepara-
tion, her team won a spot in the lottery 
on the ‘Women’s Club 4’ 5k competi-
tion. Carolyn particularly enjoyed the 
energy and support from the race, “It’s 
like Lollapalooza for rowing because 
rowing is just not a famous sport. So it 
was really cool because there were a lot 
of people out. It was so awesome to feel 
the energy.” 

Second year MPPs, Roman Lentz 
and Mike Tozer, competed in the Men’s 
Championship Doubles. 

Lentz started rowing for Roman’s 
former rowing club in Germany, Heidel-
berger Ruderklub. Oct. 19 was a special 
day for him as it marked 10 years to the 
day from Lentz’s first competition at the 
Head of the Charles. After moving to 
Cambridge, he wanted to repeat what 
he remembered as a fantastic race with 
amazing weather and a great crowd. 

Tozer began rowing as a high school 
student in the U.K., but this year’s Head 

of the Charles marked his first compe-
tition in 10 years. He rowed as part of 
a fundraiser for the nonprofit he works 
with in Honk Kong, Crossroads Founda-
tion. Both Roman and Tozer particularly 
enjoyed the chance to row against sev-
eral Olympic rowers whom they admire. 

In her first responsibility as Vice Pres-
ident of Student Affairs, Maggie Wil-
liams organized logistics for the student 
event with the help of other KSSG mem-
bers. The interim student government 

acquired the tent and reservations, while 
Williams took over the day-of food and 
ticketing. 

Williams says that KSSG especially 
wanted to make this event free in 
response to complaints from students 
last year about the price of KSSG events 
and suggestions for more events for fam-
ilies. Williams says she is continuously 
taking suggestions for new event ideas 
and improvements and welcomes emails 
from the HKS community. 

Taking the lead: Three students compete in the Head of the Charles

HKS students Roman Lentz and Mike Tozer row in the 48th annual Head of the Charles Regatta.
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By Rebecca Yang, MPP ’14 
Assistant Culture Editor

Sabur is an eclectic restaurant featuring 
inventive dishes and exotic flavors from 
a variety of Mediterranean lands and 
the Balkans. The atmosphere is roman-
tic and intimate and the décor is lovely, 
furnished with handmade decorations 
from Bosnia. 

There are a few ‘misses’ with the 
food, but the rest of the creative menu 
makes up for it. 

Standout appetizers include the 
grilled shrimp wrapped in vine leaves, 
served with a spicy saffron rouille. The 
slight smokiness of the grill enhances 
the flavor of the crisp vine leaves 
wrapped around succulent pieces of 
grilled shrimp. Dip the skewer in the 
slightly-spicy saffron rouille and you 
have a delicious, explosively flavored 
appetizer. 

For something more mild-flavored, 
the hummus is an excellent choice. 
Uniquely blended with yogurt, the 
hummus has a tangier and lighter tex-
ture than most generic hummus. The 
cold eggplant appetizer, featuring firm 
and subtly-spiced eggplant and slight 
briny flavor from olives, is also very 
good. The grilled Balkan sausages 
with yogurt sauce are nicely spiced 
and feature a delightful smoky flavor. 
Extra time and care is involved in the 
preparation of the Burek hand-pulled 
dough that arrives as a circular flaky 
pastry fresh from the oven, filled with 
delicately spiced beef, potatoes and 
onions. 

For entrees, the slow-cooked lamb 
stew with vegetables and natural jus 
is a must. It is authentically cooked in 
a sach, a black conical cooking vessel 
traditionally used in Bosnia, Yugosla-
via, Serbia and Croatia. Sachs are best 
known for cooking lamb, but can also 
be used to cook fish, rice, vegetables 
and even baking bread. The sach works 
just like a tagine: moisture accumulates 
in the conical ceiling while cooking, 

and drips back down into the dish, so 
that flavor in the dish becomes increas-
ingly concentrated as the dish is cook-
ing. The proof is in the concentrated 
flavor of the succulent and tender lamb, 
potatoes and mushrooms. 

The seared sea scallops with crab 
polenta cakes, asparagus, moscato 
and truffle butter sauce is an interest-
ing dish, and with slight tweaking, it 
could be better. The scallops are nicely 
browned on the outside and tender 
on the inside. The crab polenta cakes 

are flavorful: crispy on the outside and 
with chunks of tender crab and polenta 
on the inside. Although the sweetness 
of the moscato did enhance the natural 
sweetness of the scallops, the truffle 
butter sauce was slightly overpowering. 

Vegetarians will not be disappointed 
here: Sabur offers an entire separate 
vegetarian menu; the fare just as good 
as the non-vegetarian. Highlights 
include the roasted garlic polenta with 

wood-grilled artichokes, spinach, 
tomato and olives. The spinach is well-
cooked, the tomatoes are fresh, and 
the polenta is a perfect texture – not 
too mushy and not too firm. The dish 
is topped with a drizzle of mild olive 
oil that balances with the acidity of the 
dish. The vegetable tagine is wonder-
ful and very comforting, perfect for a 
chilly fall or winter day. Dusted with 
sweet cinnamon, this mouthwatering 
plate features slowly-simmered veg-
etables with couscous, sliced almonds, 

chopped dates and 
sultanas in a luscious 
sauce that brings the 
entire dish together. 
The dish is a great 
study in textural and 
flavor contrasts: a 
smooth and savory 
sauce plays off the 
crunch of the sliced 
almonds and the sweet 
chewiness of the dates 
and sultanas. 

Dessert is not a 
highlight of the meal, 
but it will not derail 
the overall experience. 
The glazed apricots 
stuffed with mas-
carpone and sliced 
almonds are light 
and slightly sweet –a 
good way to end the 
meal. The fig bak-
lava is a unique take 
on baklava, featuring 
lots of cinnamon and 

walnuts, but sadly, the dry pastry lends 
itself to a status of a lackluster dessert.

Sabur has been open for 11 years and 
has amassed a solid neighborhood fan 
base. The restaurant hopes to expand 
its eclectic offering by introducing 
Serbian cuisine to its menu early next 
year. Sabur’s intimate atmosphere and 
inventive food is perfect for a week-
end dinner with family and friends or 
a date. 

Sabur
    

212 Holland St, Somerville, MA 02144 
(Teele Square), (617) 776-7890, www.
saburrestaurant.com

Cuisine: Mediterranean, Balkan

Prices: Appetizers, Soup, and Salad 
($6.00-$10.00), Entrees ($16.00-
$23.75), Dessert ($6.00-$8.00)

Hours: Monday-Thursday (9 a.m. - 12 
a.m.), Friday-Saturday (9 a.m. - 2 a.m.), 
Sunday (Closed)

Features: Takeout, Outdoor Seating

Recommendations: Grilled shrimp 
wrapped in vine leaves served with a 
spicy saffron rouille, slow-cooked lamb 
stew with vegetables and natural jus, 
vegetable tagine over couscous with 
sultanas, almonds, cinnamon and dates

Payment Options: Cash, Credit Cards, 
Checks

Parking: Private Lot

WHY IT’S AN HKS FAVORITE: A 
10-minute walk from Davis Square, 
Sabur allows you to sample delicious 
fare from a variety of Mediterranean 
lands in an intimate dining environ-
ment.

Yang’s Eats
Sabur: A neighborhood gem in Teele Square

 
 
  
    
    

WHAT THE STARS MEAN: 
Ratings reflect my reaction 
primarily to food, with 
ambience, service, and price 
taken into consideration.

Poor
Mediocre
Acceptable
Very Good
Outstanding

Sach, a black conical cooking vessel 
traditionally used in Bosnia, Yugoslavia, 
Serbia and Croatia

Slow-cooked lamb stew with vegetables and natural jus
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By Nick Wilson, MPP ’14, Staff Writer

There may be no better political theatre 
than the creative storytelling and myth-
making broadcast live 24-hours a day 
during the current presidential election 
season, but SpeakEasy Stage’s produc-
tion of Bloody Bloody Andrew Jackson 
comes pretty close for those of us who 
just can’t get enough horse-racing and 
realpolitik. Instead of suffering through 
songs by Toby Keith, 3 Doors Down and 
Taylor Hicks at Romney campaign ral-
lies, audiences of this political pageantry 
get to enjoy a fist-pumping emo rock 
score while exploring the legacy of our 
blood-letting seventh President.

On the surface, the musical attempts 
to answer the question posed by our 
wheelchair-bound, pink Crocs wearing 
narrator, “Was Jackson a great presi-
dent, an American hero or a genocidal 
murderer?” The brawling, dueling, 
slave-owning Andrew Jackson became 
a national hero for his role in the War of 
1812. Tired of an unresponsive bureau-
cracy controlled by northeastern elites 
who ignored the needs of Americans on 
the frontier, Old Hickory attempted to 
bring the presidency to the people. With 
a corrupt system mobilized against him 
and facing seemingly impossible chal-
lenges including the “Indian Problem,” 
the audience must accept the uncom-
fortable task of exploring the legacy of 
the founder of the Democratic Party.

At the show’s core, however, is an 

attempt to address the role of populism 
in our present day political system. 
When writer Alex Timbers and song-
writer Michael Friedman first pro-
posed an emo rock musical about King 
Andrew I and adolescent America in 
2006, it was really meant to poke fun at 
President George W. Bush. When Jack-
son is denied the presidency in 1824 
despite winning the most popular and 
electoral votes, it’s hard not to think of 
Bush v. Gore during “The Corrupt Bar-
gain” musical number.

“John Calhoun says, ‘We need to find 
a scheme to keep the power in the 
hands of the chosen few.’

John Quincy Adams says, ‘If my dad 
was president, I 
should get to be 
president too.’

Henry Clay says, 
‘I’ll make you 
president if you 
make me Secre-
tary of State.’

Alexis de Toc-
queville says 
something in 
French that none 
of us can trans-

late.

All you educated 
people, you can 
talk of liberty. 
But do you really 
want the Ameri-
can people run-
ning their own 
country?... Let’s 
Dance!” 

When I saw the 
musical’s world 
premiere in Jan. 
2008 at the Kirk 
Douglas theatre 
in Los Angeles, it 
seemed like per-
fect commentary 
for the populist 

campaigns of Huckabee and Edwards. 
When the show made its journey from 
LA to Off-Broadway and then On-
Broadway in 2010, it seemed like sharp 
commentary on the rise of Sarah Palin 
and the Tea Partiers. With the Obama 
and Romney election coming down to 
the wire, there’s no better time to experi-
ence the play that explores what it means 
to be an American and the challenges of 
being a direct representative of a divided 
people. 

Don’t let me give you the wrong 
impression. Bloody Bloody Andrew 
Jackson is not all talk of corruption, the 
spoils system, and the forcible relocation 
of Native Americans during the Trail of 
Tears. For every uncomfortable truth we 
are forced to confront about our bloody 
history, there’s a couple cheerleaders 
making out in the Oval Office and an 
irreverent couplet like, “Would you like 
to see my stimulus package? I’m gonna 
fill you with Popula-jizz-m.”

Normally relegated to the director’s 
chair, this project allowed writer Alex 
Timbers to embrace his inner history 
nerd (he studied at Yale, but we won’t 
hold that against him). With allu-
sions to Reagan’s Morning in America 

ads, political activist Susan Sontag and 
French philosopher Michael Foucault, 
there are plenty of Easter eggs for the 
political nerds among us. Songwriter 
Michael Friedman uses the rock and 
post-punk score to explore the politics 
of pop music as well as the role of pop 
music in politics. The Green Day musi-
cal American Idiot will surely come to 
mind when enjoying the loud, irrever-
ent songs and nasal delivery throughout 
Bloody Bloody Andrew Jackson, but this 
musical benefits from actually having 
something to say.

The Boston premiere of the most rel-
evant show this political season features 
a comically-gifted cast under the direc-
tion of Paul Melone and an electrifying 
set designed by Eric Levenson. Musical 
director Nicholas James Connell does 
a commendable job as bandleader, but 
his solos fall a bit flat in comparison to 
the laudable vocal performances by the 
rest of the cast. Gus Curry possesses the 
intensity, rock star presence and vocal 
talent to pull off the challenging role of 
Andrew Jackson. 

The Era of Jacksonian Democracy 
may be long gone, but the legacy of the 
deeply controversial and complicated 
veto-wielding President is still unset-
tled. The script continued to evolve as 
new scholarship emerged on this polar-
izing figure responsible for expanding 
our territories and preserving the union, 
as well as the deaths of countless Native 
Americans. Jackson may be on the $20 
bill, but his role in shaping our current 
political system often goes unnoticed. 
It’s about time this important period in 
our nation’s history got the pop-culture 
treatment. As the show’s poster prom-
ises, “History just got all sexy pants.” 

Bloody Bloody Andrew Jackson runs 
through Nov. 17 at the SpeakEasy Stage, 
Boston. Tickets are available at speak-
easystage.com with student rush tick-
ets available for $14 at the Box Office 
window an hour before curtain. 

Nick Wilson is an MPP1 who writes 
about food, drink and culture at  
TreasureMA.com.

Election season gets bloody: Exploring the legacy of 
Andrew Jackson through song at SpeakEasy Stage

Andrew Jackson (Gus Curry, far left) takes on the Washington Establishment (from left: Joshua 
Pemberton, Ben Rosenblatt, Tom Hamlett and Ryan Halsaver) in a scene from the SpeakEasy Stage 
Company production of Bloody Bloody Andrew Jackson, running now thru Nov. 17 at the Calderwood 
Pavilion at the Boston Center for the Arts. Photo Courtesy of Craig Bailey/Perspective Photo.

Actors in a scene from Bloody Bloody Andrew Jackson, a political musical playing at SpeakEasy Stage, 
which gives the audience an in-depth look at the president on the $20 bill. From left: Evan Murphy, 
Joshua Pemberton, Gus Curry and Tom Hamlett. Photo Courtesy of Craig Bailey/Perspective Photo.
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Sarah Estill, MPP ‘13 with 

friend Noah Bronstein pose as 

Prohibitionists.

HKS students pose before the party.

Tracy Hsu, MPP ‘14 and  
Phillip Tizzani, MPP ‘14 as  
McKayla Maroney.

ask what you can BOO!

Second Year MPP Jann Spiess as 
Mitt Romney and his infamous 
Binders of Women.

First year MPPs Dan Bowles,  
Dhruv Khullar, Robert Swendiman, 
and Scott Quigley fight supernatural 

crime as Ghostbusters.

20 THECITIZEN | Monday, November 5, 2012

E L E C T I O N  1 – 1 3  |  O P I N I O N S  14 – 1 5  |  S P O R T S  16 – 17  |  C U LT U R E  1 8 – 19


