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Obama Grabs Key Republican Endorsements

Crossing Party Lines as Barack Makes Final Push

With the presidential election just a week away, it
seems that many conservatives have grown so disillu-
sioned by the gross distortion of “conservative” values
under the presidency of George W. Bush that they are
finding it difficult to justify voting yet another
Republican into office. And while, as John McCain
pointed out to Barack Obama during the third debate,
McCain is not George Bush, he is pretty damn similar.
In 2007, according to the Congressional Quarterly’s
Voting Studies, he voted in line with Bush 95% of the
time, far more in line with Bush than in past years.
Then, McCain made the grave mistake nominating an
anti-intellectual insult to women, Sarah Palin. And to
top it off, in the face of a possible loss, McCain allowed
his campaign to turn into one based upon fear tactics.
John McCain, once one of the most well-liked and
well-respected politicians in the United Sates, seems to
have changed. This not the man many Republicans
wanted in the White House during the 2000 election.
And as these changes become increasingly glaring,
more and more big name Republicans have defected
into the Obama camp.

First, some prominent members of Bush’s admin-
istration have come out to support Obama. In mid-
October Colin Powell, former Secretary of State under
George W. Bush and former McCain campaign contrib-
utor, endorsed Obama on Meet the Press. He cited con-
cern over McCain’s judgment in reference to McCain’s
handling of the economic crisis and his selection of
Sarah Palin as a running mate, while lauding Obama
for his “steadiness,” “intellectual curiosity,” and “depth
of knowledge.” In his appear-
ance on Meet the Press,
Powell pointed to Obama’s
inclusiveness; crossing race,
ethic, gender, and genera-
tional lines and believing “all
towns have values, not just
small towns.” This is a far cry
from the “real America” talk
Palin has been dishing out on
her stump speeches lately,
stating “We believe that the
best of America is in these
small towns that we get to
visit, and in these wonderful little pockets of what I call
the real America.” Powell also pointed out the negative
fear tactic approach to campaigning that McCain has
adopted in recent weeks.

Another member of the Bush administration to
support Obama is, less surprisingly, Scott McClellan.
The former White House Press Secretary under George
W. Bush, McClellan has been critical of the Bush
administration since leaving in 2006, publishing a
memoir titled What Happened. He endorsed Obama
this past weekend, stating he believes Obama is the best

man to change the way Washington works.
Other former Bush employees for Obama include

former White House Intelligence advisor for George W.
Bush, Rita Hauser, stating, “McCain will continue the
wrong-headed foreign policy decisions of Bush, while
Obama will take us in a new direction,” In addition,
Ken Adelman, who worked for George W. on the
Defense Policy Board, but also worked for Nixon,
Ford, and Regan, cited McCain’s judgment as his rea-
son for defecting to
Obama’s side—referring
to his handling of the eco-
nomic crisis and running
mate choice, just like
Powell did.

The laundry list of
Republican Obama sup-
porters includes many
other former government
officials. Larry Hunter, a
Reagan policy advisor and
self-proclaimed “lifelong
conservative activist,”
made his decision to vote
for Obama based upon
what he believes is
Obama’s superior ability
to “extract ourselves from
the bloody boondoggle in Iraq…avoid getting into a
war with Iran,” and his dedication to “preserve our
individual rights while dealing with real foreign
threats.” He believes, as many do, that McCain would
follow in George W. Bush’s footsteps, continuing a
“commitment to interventionism and constitutional

overreach.”
Douglas Kmiec,

head of the Office of
Legal Counsel for both
Reagan and George H.W.
Bush, explains his
endorsement of Obama
by saying, “As
Americans, we must
voice our concerns for
the well-being of our
nation without partisan-
ship when decisions that
have been made endan-

ger the body politic.”
Other notable Republican government officials for

Obama include Francis Fukuyama, Advisor to
President Reagan; Jackson Andrews, Republican
Counsel to the Senate; and Charles Fried, Solicitor
General of the US under Reagan; among others.
Elected officials, including former governors, mayors,
and congressmen have come out in support of Obama
also.

Perhaps some of the most interesting Obama
endorsements have come from conservative voices in

the media. Conservative author and journalist
Christopher Hitchens, once a critic of Obama based on
his connections with Pastor Jeremiah Wright, now sup-
ports Obama and calls Sarah Palin a “disgrace.”

Columnist for the Philadelphia Enquirer, radio talk
show host, and sometimes fill-in for Bill O’Reilly,
Michael Smerconish, published a piece in the
Philadelphia Enquirer detailing the reasons McCain has
lost his vote and Obama has gained it, including the

issues of terrorism, the econ-
omy, VP pick, opportunity,
and hope.

Lifelong conserva-
tive and former publisher of
the National Review, a popu-
lar Republican/conservative
magazine and web site, Wick
Alison has endorsed Obama,
stating “…today it is so-
called conservatives who are
cemented to political pro-
grams when they clearly
don’t work… This kind of
conservatism, which is not
conservative at all, has pro-
duced financial mismanage-
ment, the waste of human
lives, the loss of moral

authority, and the wreckage of our economy that
McCain now threatens to make worse.” 

Senior editor of the National Review, Jeffrey Hart,
has also endorsed Barack Obama, but the most signifi-
cant endorsement to come out of the National Review
family comes from Christopher Buckley. Son of
William F. Buckley, the founder of the National
Review and the father of modern conservatism,
Buckley left the magazine due to what he feels is the
loss of modern conservative values during the Bush
regime. He endorses Obama, saying “This campaign
has changed John McCain. It has made him inauthen-
tic… Obama has in him…the potential to be a good,
perhaps even great leader.”

Christopher Buckley finds himself in the company
of other Republican children and grandchildren of
iconic Republicans and conservatives who have decid-
ed to vote for Obama, including Susan Eisenhower,
daughter of Dwight D. Eisenhower; CC Goldwater,
daughter of Barry Goldwater; Julie Nixon Eisenhower,
daughter of Richard Nixon and granddaughter-in-law
of Eisenhower; and David Friedman, son of Milton
Friedman.

While these endorsements may seem like inconse-
quential personal decisions in the large scheme of
things, they speak of a large trend happening around
the country. People are, as McCain’s campaign slogan
touts, putting “Country First.” Many people who have
never voted for a Democrat in their entire lives are
crossing party lines with the hope the Barack Obama is
the man who can put America back on the right track.
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Economist Larry Kudlow at Fordham

I don’t know what it is that always draws me to the
presentations sponsored by the College Republicans.
Maybe it’s that I love Chad Chocci prance around in his
navy blazer and khaki pants, constantly fussing with his
brass buttons. Maybe it’s that I enjoy sponging off of
the Sodexo snack spread that they always seem to have
enough funding for. I’ve come to the conclusion, how-
ever, that the only way to galvanize one’s own beliefs
is to experience them through the eyes of those who
disagree with you. Either way, Larry Kudlow of
MSNBC’s Kudlow &Company, exalted free market
supporter and supply-side economist, was here to pon-
tificate on politics and economics in Keating 1st. 

Much to his credit, Kudlow expounded a realist phi-
losophy about the current election, though both he and
Sir Chocci kept referring to Obama as a socialist. He
spoke much in the past tense in reference to the McCain
campaign, admitting that, though he was known
McCain personally for twenty-five years or so, he
doubted his ability as a candidate even before he decid-
ed to run. In fact, Kudlow said he would rather write in
Madam Palin, noting that he had interviewed her mul-
tiple times about the positive movement for drilling in
Alaska which they obviously both support and starting
blogging about her viability as VP months before any
rumblings among the RNC. Küdlows to him. 

His criticisms about McCain’s platform did take an
insightful turn, in fact, when Kudlow made the point
that the Senator has not yet voiced support to drill for
oil in Alaska. Though he now talks about offshore
options, McCain hasn’t touched Anwar. In the same
vein, Kudlow pointed out that McCain also hasn’t
pushed any pro-life agenda, something that Kudlow
sees as one of the fundamentals of American conser-
vatism. It was, Kudlow explained, as if McCain didn’t
even really believe in such principles. Interesting,
given McCain’s more centrist leanings from years past,
before the electoral process turned both him (and our

beloved Chairman Obama, for that matter) into pander-
ing whores.

But let’s get back to Obama for a minute. Kudlow
was prudent enough to commend Obama on his elo-
quence and statesmanship, his very smart and shrewd-
ly-run campaign, but that was where any doting
stopped. He, like other laissez-faire economists, fear
the Fed’s big Red hands getting dirty with our money,
and see Obama as the har-
binger of just that.
Obviously pushing for lower
taxes that would give
Americans more of their
own money, thereby stimu-
lating the economy, Kudlow
advised, and I quote: “In pol-
itics, as in the New
Testament, it is better to
giveth than to taketh away.”
Furthering the creepiness,
Kudlow later expressed con-
cerns about what an Obama
White House might start
spending on government
programs and how some Americans are becoming big
supporters of his economic policies. In his own words,
he saw this enthusiasm as “religious,” then noting that
“there’s only one religion. Jesus started it.” I swear I
thought he was going to say money. 

Now, that out-of-place Bible reference brings us to
an interesting point about Larry Kudlow. He is, in
essence, a convert that came out of a twelve-step pro-
gram in the mid-1990s that replaced the cocaine and
alcohol he had grown so fond of with Jesus. He had
come into both of those agents of Satan during the
1980s (big fat surprise) working for Reagan’s White
House and CNN in Washington. His addiction became
such a problem that he was fired from his positions as
chief economist and senior managing director for Bear
Sterns (whoever they are) a decade later in 1995. A
roller coaster, especially for a quiet Jewish boy who
grew up outside of Englewood, New Jersey. Tales like

this really do break my kvelling heart. 
All of this certainly informs Kudlow’s “deep, abid-

ing love for America” that he harped on. He waxed lov-
ingly about our being the strongest economic power in
history, renown for our productivity, both of them
results of our vast and protected freedoms. His eyes
then glazed over as he praised the ideals of the
American Dream, the ability for a person to fall down

many times but still get back up, work
hard, and succeed. Apparently so,
Larry, especially after going from
snorting cocaine off of a hooker’s ass
to finding Christ. God Bless America.

However, I must tout Kudlow again
for some of his analysis of the eco-
nomic crisis. He noted that since the
very inception of our economy, there
has always been a crunch of some
form or another every twenty years or
so and the current situation is just the
next iteration of this phenomenon.
However, he did say that he “com-
muned with Alexander Hamilton” who
told him “Kudlow, just stick with it,”

this being an attempt to advise the crowd that, eventu-
ally, the economy will swing back up. Séance-y. 

All in all, the whole presentation was actually less
than thrilling, my politics aside. Starting after 8:30 in
the evening, it was apparently a bit late, both for
Kudlow and for the audience. Then again, this is not the
first time I sat in a College Republican crowd and felt
it was a bit dull. Even last year’s book-hawker
Humverto Fontova, who spoke with much enthusiasm
and indignation, was received with little more than
scattered applause or laughter. There is instead, I
observed, a fervent head-nodding amongst the listen-
ers, the same that you might see from a Televangelist’s
crowd or a taping of Oprah. I’m not sure what exactly
to make of that, but I will close with this: A man with
as much apparent stature and success as Larry Kudlow
could have at least had his suit tailored.

McCain Negativity Backfires:

by Max Siegal
ASSISTANT NEWS EDITOR

Touring rural regions, areas that she herself has
labeled “real” America, Sarah Palin has been manical-
ly trying to frame her opponent, Barack Obama, in any
number of negative lights. While she came out swing-
ing at the RNC with cute catchphrases and a convinc-
ing delivery, she has since failed to garner any real pos-
itive attention from the mainstream press, reaching a
nadir when she blurted out that Obama had been “pal-
ing around with terrorists” on the stump in Colorado.
The comment was in direct reference to Obama’s rela-
tionship with former domestic terrorist William Ayers,
but the statement brings up a totally unanswered ques-
tion: what are voters supposed to derive from that com-
ment? Are we to believe that Barack Obama is some
anti-American radical who has ingeniously decided to
act on his hate of our Country by very successfully run-
ning for our nation’s highest office? The notion is, of
course, completely absurd, and treads on dangerous
political ground with undecided voters and swing vote
moderates who might not take to superficial fear-mon-
gering while living under the shadow of potential eco-
nomic melt-down. In recent stump speeches, she’s been
harping on the myopic central fears of rural America,
mainly that Obama stands for a radical re-assessment
of core “American” values; that he’s secretly a social-
ist; and finally, a friend to terrorists.

After the economic crisis unraveled the post-conven-
tion boom for the Republican ticket, John McCain
became a politically amorphous candidate, assuming
and dropping several political identities in a month’s
span. He finally managed to gain footing in the third
debate. That debate was inarguably McCain’s best
debate performance. Many falsely attributed the rela-
tive success to McCain’s more aggressive performance,
but in reality, this was the first debate where McCain

emerged with an apparent political philosophy. In that
debate, John McCain appeared to have finally settled
on playing the role of the classic conservative, a fiscal-
ly stingy supporter of small government. The move
seems like a wise one, Republican’s haven’t seen a true
conservative emerge from the ranks to assume national
stardom in years, and in the wake of a 200 billion dol-
lar bailout, the concept of one seems refreshing. 

During that month-long period of unstable identity
shift, one factor on McCain’s ticket remained constant,
Sarah Palin’s increasingly negative assaults on Obama.
The end result of Palin’s attack spree has gained the
Republican’s an energized minority in rural America,
and a tsunami of bad press and distracting questions
from the majority. The fact that McCain has had to
spend more time fielding questions about his choice of
running mate and her outlandish accusations rather
than reiterating his stances on issues is costing him cru-
cial face-time as the days drift towards November 4th.
Even amongst his own supporters, McCain has had to
take time out of his stump to correct his audience mem-
ber’s shouts of “Arab,” “Muslim,” and “terrorist.” All
of these things serve to significantly hamper any shot
the Republicans have at garnering any late momentum.

Now that McCain has established himself as an
advocate for traditional conservative causes, Sarah
Palin has continued her role as an attack dog, turning an
economic issue into a social one (no pun intended).
Now Palin has been working with Cold War-era fears
of Marxism and socialism by directly relating them
with Obama’s economic policies. While Palin has been
careful to only call Obama’s policies socialist, others
close to McCain and within the greater Republican
Party have been more candid in their attacks.
Representative Michelle Bachmann (R-Min.), a
McCain surrogate has extrapolated this political attack
to its most obvious, most McCarthy-esque, and most
dangerous conclusion, by stating outright that Obama

has been engaging in “anti-American” activities. She’s
even gone so far as to publicly call for a “penetrating
investigation” to take reveal “anti-American” members
of Congress, which brings up very obvious, and very
ugly historical connections. When asked about
Bachmann’s comments, McCain claimed ignorance in
the situation and refused to condemn them. 

McCain’s underlings running wild beneath him in
this manner have attracted the more hideous and ugly
fringes of backwoods America. It is among these
fringes that Palin is most popular, and to whom she was
obviously designed to appeal to. Unfortunately for
McCain, the crowds that his running mate has been
drawing have served as simply another distraction to
his core messages. Ugly footage of McCain supporters
handing out bumper stickers incorrectly labeling the
Democratic contender as being Muslim and then sup-
posing that that makes him a terrorist have repelled
moderates who might have otherwise been drawn in to
McCain’s newly defined classical conservative mes-
sage.

This election has seen McCain being accused of run-
ning “the least honorable campaign in history,” a claim
that is patently untrue. It is true, however, that given the
fact that he’s running against the first major Black can-
didate with a name like Barack Obama, some sensitiv-
ity needs to be applied in running the usual Rove-style
attacks. In the end, in playing color-blind, McCain and
Palin have overlooked critical nuances in how to
employ negative politics in this election, and its costing
them, and the polls are showing it. This style of politics
is horribly out-dated—what worked in 1950 and in
2004 isn’t working in 2008, and this adherence to this
kind of political manipulation done the Republican
ticket more harm than good. While Palin speaks to
crowds in rural Florida deriding Obama as a terrorist,
she may inadvertently be handing him the White
House.

by Charles Hailer
CO-EDITOR-IN-CHIEF
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Swingin’ Voters and Swingin’ States: 

Few would disagree that the American military’s
so-called surge has succeeded in suppressing the vio-
lence that has devastated Iraq over the past five years.
In terms of the sheer number of attacks, the number of
civilian and military casualties, and of the overall lev-
els of violence, the massive injection of manpower into
the cities and towns of Iraq has certainly been a bit of
hope in what is an otherwise dark chapter of our recent
history. Few would disagree with that.

But the success of the surge has
become a rallying cry that carries with it
dangerous implications for the future. In
recent weeks and months, presidential
hopeful John McCain, an ardent supporter
of the strategy, has begun hammering his
opponent, Barack Obama, for his opposi-
tion to it. Obama was wrong, says Senator
McCain, and had the country followed his
plan for a withdrawal timeline, Iraq would
be burning to the ground. And perhaps he
is right. Maybe if the surge had not been implemented
and the process of extricating ourselves from the desert
had begun in earnest in 2006 and 2007, Iraq would
have been torn apart by sectarian violence, would have
become a base for Islamic extremism, or would have
been dominated by Iranian influence. We will never
know. Whether or not he is right is not important in this
context, but rather how he says it. “Senator Obama,”
McCain said boldly in the first of their three debates,
“refuses to acknowledge that we are winning in Iraq.”

The idea that this war can still be won is, to put it
bluntly, dangerously misguided. Regardless of how
effective our current strategy has been in quelling
resistance in Iraq, this war has long since transcended
the oversimplified paradigm of “victory” or “defeat.”
No matter how graceful our exit or how much good we

salvage from our occupation, we can never say we won
this war.

It is beyond argument at this point that the war was
wrong in and of itself, regardless of one’s opinion on
the “what do we do now?” question. The country was
led to war under false pretenses; we rallied around our
government and military, scared of “a smoking gun in
the form of a mushroom cloud.” Thousands of our men
and women in uniform have been killed, and tens of
thousands more wounded. The United States has spent

over $600 billion thus far, and we are still spending $10
billion every month. And the Iraqis have paid a far larg-
er price, in the form of over 100,000 civilians killed
and a devastated homeland. Our standing amongst our
longtime allies in the world has been diminished;
America is no longer seen as a force for good, but
rather as a unilateral and arrogant world bully. Even
worse is the damage to our already fragile image in the
Muslim world. If Al-Qaeda needed recruiting videos,
we’ve just beamed them six years of footage.

There is, however, something good that can come
from all this. Forty years ago, this country was mired in
a war that has drawn many comparisons to Iraq. We
didn’t have many clear reasons to be in Vietnam, it
seemed unwinnable, and thousands of our boys were
dying. Despite Richard Nixon’s claim of “peace with

honor,” when the Vietnam War came to an end in 1973,
most Americans realized we had lost and that the war
had been a tragic mistake. As a result, a whole genera-
tion was galvanized against the idea of another such
quagmire, fully understanding the problems inherent in
military adventurism. The one good thing, then, that
came out of a decade of pointless bloodshed and
destruction was the lasting lesson it taught us about
war. We had, at least for a while, learned from our mis-
take.

And the same thing can happen today.
Despite all the terrible things that have
come from our mission in Mesopotamia, a
bit of solace can be taken in the hope that it
has been so awful, so disturbing, that we
will not enter lightly into such a war again.
That is what is so troubling about the cur-
rent talk of “winning” in Iraq. If success of
the surge causes us to forget the illegitima-
cy of the war itself, we have lost entirely. If
the perception of this war is not entirely
negative, if the collective memory doesn’t

make us cringe just a little bit, it is all the more likely
that we will once more forget our past and be doomed
to repeat our mistakes.

During the same debate mentioned previously,
Senator McCain told the audience that “The next pres-
ident of the United States is not going to have to
address the issue as to whether we went into Iraq or not.
The next president of the United States is going to have
to decide how we leave, when we leave, and what we
leave behind. That’s the decision of the next president
of the United States.” Indeed he’s right, the decision to
invade Iraq is in the past. But it is crucially important
that the next president understand the folly that was
Iraq; it is the only way we will not repeat the mistake
once again.

As former elections have demonstrated and as the
current election further emphasizes, politics are mere
sport. Our representatives compete financially to
secure national power for themselves and for their gen-
erous patrons.  This election has adopted the general
thrust of change, but we cannot convince ourselves that
rhetoric will directly translate into action or that we
stand on the precipice of revolution.  Only complete
economic collapse, which does seems possible, or a
draft will spark such revolution. We may be further pla-
cating ourselves by electing a candidate that we like
and of whom we are able to believe the good, idealistic
things that we hear. Our mistake will be to believe that
just because Barack Obama is inspiring and appealing
he will be able to solve the monumental, watershed
problems that we face.  Is that realistic to expect of any
one person?  And can this be achieved by the socialist
means which Mr. Obama truly proposes but won’t so
frankly indicate?  We do not have access to the either
parties’ internal polls, so we cannot say unequivocally
who the next president will be.  It seems that with each
passing day, however, John McCain’s campaign contin-
ues to lose ground that will be impossible to reclaim
before November 4th. If people can understand then
that the election of Barack Obama will neither immedi-
ately solve the systematic mismanagements of the
machine that permitted the collapse of Wall Street and
an unpopular and drawn-out war filled with documen-
tations of abuses of power and human rights violations,
nor catapult us into a post-racial utopian society, then
what can we expect to change and how much of that
change must we engender on our own?  Most signifi-
cantly, will the nontraditional voting trends observed in
this election, which parallel social shifts, reshape the
politics of our map? 

That state of Ohio represents a microcosm of the
electoral populace. The state contains a number of
urban centers, like Cleveland, composed mainly of vot-
ers under thirty and minorities that will be in fierce
opposition with the state’s more agricultural regions

that typically vote with the right. In swing states, like
Ohio, college pollsters have studied the idea of an indi-
vidual’s tendency to  ‘swing’ between one candidate
and another and found that while Barack Obama
appeals to many  Republican and moderate voters,
those voters must feel reassured that other members of
their peer group will also be voting Democrat. This
reassurance can come in the form of a pro-Obama sign
in the front yard of a neighbor who might not have been
assumed to support the Democratic Party.  

The upper class can identify with Mr. Obama’s
advanced education and is not alienated by it in the way
that we saw earlier in the election with charges from the
right of elitist intellectualism, but in many ways,
Barack Obama’s socialist leanings are viewed by the
white upper middle class as a threat.  

We all know that individual for whom race is an
issue in this election.  While Barack Obama may be the
clearly better choice at this point, we can see these indi-
viduals undergoing an internal struggle as they attempt
to reconcile their position in a society that has made
advancements toward racial and social equity but is far
from the post-modern racial world we would like to
believe we have achieved.  With roughly one week left
until the election, we can only hope that the upper mid-
dle class will be able to override its fear and hesitation
in time to vote for Mr. Obama and realize that many of
the charges against him—as unpatriotic and as main-
taining domestic terrorist ties—are nothing more than
our own racial euphemisms that pose no real threat.

In addition to the trends that can be observed in
battleground states, we must also look to the South.
Virginia, a conventionally red state, has been con-
firmed blue in this election. The south has not strongly
supported the Democratic party since the 1976 election
of Jimmy Carter and has since been written off as
unyieldingly conservative. The collapse of the financial
and housing markets has certainly divided people and
will be the single most important issue in this election
rather than party loyalty and social issues, like gun con-
trol or abortion. So important do the voters consider an
empathetic response to their difficult economic situa-

tions that before the financial meltdown, McCain might
still have been able to win. He is viewed now as too
remote from the situation and as having played a chief
role in the deregulation that allowed such financial mis-
management to proliferate unchecked.  The Democratic
Party has been steadily losing the southern white work-
ing class for years. Simultaneously, this class has
steadily lost social footing since the mid-70s with the
shipment of jobs to overseas markets and workers.  In
such a time when both groups need each other so des-
perately, will they be able to put aside hard feelings and
reunite in time for the election?

Finally, one must count the people who might not
get a chance to vote, as secret and secure voting is not
necessarily ensured under our electoral process any-
more. Recently, in Michigan, the conservative Attorney
General, Mike Cox, issued a statement saying that all
first-time voters must vote in person.  This, incidental-
ly, presents a problem for college students attending
school out-of-state who would be required to return
home in order to cast their ballot.  The constitutionali-
ty of this decision is under fire, as it seems an obvious
attempt to disenfranchise an entire voting demographic
that would not have likely voted for the GOP.

Other accounts of electoral manipulation are less
overt and may come in the form of an overwhelmed
town hall that simply cannot accommodate their long
lines of voters or the voters that will not be able to sac-
rifice three hours on November 4th in order to wait in
line. In Galveston, TX, an area in which almost 50,000
people were displaced by the recent hurricane, there
remains the question of how these people will get to the
ballots or even receive their mail if voting absentee.  

Analysts maintain that about ninety percent of peo-
ple will vote with their party regardless of candidate
choice.  Thus, it is that vacillating ten percent that will
need to be convinced in the next week, both of the
necessity of their vote and of the ideological, symbolic,
and pragmatic importance of this election, an impor-
tance which is so clearly demonstrated on a national
scale in the dramatic shifts in electoral trends that have
potentially reframed the state of the nation.

by Bill Donahue
CO- EDITOR-IN-CHIEF
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In a news cycle bombarded with coverage of a reces-
sion, a Presidential election, and depressing tidbits of
war and murder, a landmark New York decision slipped
through the cracks of national news. In less busy times,
the City Council vote to extend terms for the mayor and
council members by four years would garner coverage
centered on it’s value and significance, but the masses
simply have other things to think about. The decision,
however, will have lasting implications in New York and
beyond.

Mayor Michael Bloomberg’s decision to petition for
extended term limits was tossed around in the preceding
months after it became clear that he would not run for
President, but it gained credence after the economic
implosion. A former Wall Street trader and self-made
millionaire, the independent mayor has billed himself as
the man most capable of stymieing the recession’s
effects on New York, and asked New Yorkers to offer
him the ability to do so. City Council agreed with him,
albeit reluctantly, voting 29-22 to at least offer
Bloomberg the chance to run again. While some council
members, including speaker Christine Quinn, urged
New Yorkers to make their voices heard during the city
elections, others denounced it. “The people will long
remember what we have done here today, and the people
will be unforgiving,” Mr. de Blasio said. “We are steal-
ing like a thief in the night their right to decide the shape
of their democracy. We are forgetting who we work for.”

The idea is not without precedent, but the decision
is. Twice in the mid-nineties, New Yorkers voted to limit
the mayor and council members to two successive terms,
a move that aligns itself with basic democratic theory.
No one person or group should have enough time to
shape the system, with eight years set as the watershed
mark. However, the Council
vote speaks to the severity
of the economic situation
while also acknowledging
the fractured nature of the
system. A Quinnipiac poll
suggested that almost ninety
percent of New Yorkers
favor a public referendum,
but they were not afforded
the opportunity to do so,
severely limiting the civil
rights that most voters are
accustomed to. Instead, the
City Council vote is legally
binding. While potential
legal injunctions are expect-
ed in the coming weeks, it
seems unlikely that the term
limits bill will not pass, but
New Yorkers have already
made their voice heard.  As
the decision was announced
on Thursday afternoon,
cries of “Shame on you!”
and “The city’s for sale!” were audible on the Council
balcony. While these individuals will not get a direct say
in this vote, they represent the discomfort that many
have with such a unique decision. 

Regardless of political theory and ideology, the
decision dramatically changes the political situation in
New York come 2009. While Mayor Bloomberg is cur-
rently riding huge approval ratings hovering around sev-
enty percent, many are suggesting that the manner in
which he sought the term limits extension will turn vot-
ers against him. His potential challengers will certainly
attempt to utilize the Mayor’s billionaire status to sug-
gest he is out of touch with regular New Yorkers. Weiner
said after the announcement that he is definitely running
for Mayor; “The middle class and those struggling to
make it in this city deserve to have a voice. They had
their voice taken away from them today, and I’m going
to fight to be that voice.” New Yorkers have been
unashamed to vote for the billionaire in the past, though,

and many will still see him as the steady hand to guide
New York during the recession. In fact that is
Bloomberg’s strength. However, while his strong ideals
have won him praise across party lines in New York, his
newfound dirtier tactics have been met with criticism. 

While most people are obviously pleased with his
years in office, New Yorkers are distinctly prone to
fighting for values in the city political system, after
years of mafia kickbacks and union scandals. This slim-
iness gives potential challengers more steady footing.
While it would have seemed ludicrous for candidates
run against Bloomberg a few weeks ago, there seems to
be an ethical and moralistic justification for challenging
the most dominant figure in New York City politics.
Bloomberg, however, has been insistent and unapolo-
getic about his desire for a third term, lacing his com-
ments and speeches with comments that he is simply
doing the people’s work. However, he tirelessly sought
the backing of leaders across New York’s wide business
and entertainment spectrum against the wishes of his
confidantes who believed he was simply ruining his
legacy. One by one however, and in cohesion with the
timing of the economic collapse, Bloomberg has con-
vinced  many people that he is the only candidate primed
to run the economic capital of the world, based on his
prior experience and the need for continuity. 

Bloomberg’s support runs so deep in City Council
that he has already knocked off one would-be mayoral
candidate, Speaker Quinn, who would have run and
been the early favorite but for Bloomberg’s newfound
intention. In unison with other prominent New York
political figures, including former mayor Ed Koch and
former governor Mario Cuomo, she lobbied to
Councilmen and women for Bloomberg and attempted
to secure their votes. In doing so, she probably made
herself the frontrunner for the 2013 mayoral race.

For now, however, New Yorkers are left to discuss
Bloomberg’s mini-coup and
the whirlwind manner in
which the Mayor success-
fully secured the right to run
for a third term, and why a
public referendum material-
ized. While many people
may be bothered about the
Mayor’s intentions based on
the old-school democratic
foundational thinking of
attempting to arrest any one
person’s power, but most are
bothered by the means.
Even beyond whipping out a
dirty bag of tricks, the
Mayor stepped aside from
his usual people-first rheto-
ric and overlooked them,
looking to the big money
donors first to give their ver-
bal backing, while gauging
the public interest without
asking them directly. Of
course, Bloomberg’s popu-

larity may have made it a no-brainer anyway, but the fact
that he never bothered to ask flies directly in the face of
democracy. In fairness, democracy and pragmatism do
not necessarily go hand in hand,  but given the opportu-
nity, New Yorkers would have preferred the option to
have their say, especially since they said no twice
already.

“Those of us who work on both sides of City Hall
must now move forward with the important decisions
that face us, particularly finding ways to soften the fall-
out from the economic downturn and balancing our
budget as revenues decline” said Bloomberg on
Thursday. Ever the realist, after the announcement he
spoke not about the result, but how he remains an effec-
tive mayor. Only the future will tell if he once again will
become a three-time elected mayor, something that will
secure or severely damage his legacy. At least this time
New Yorkers will have a chance to make their voices
heard. 

by Alex Gibbons
STAFF LIAR
Bronx, NY- In a tragic turn of events, the dead bod-
ies of eighteen neglected children were recently
found in a deflated moon bounce used for recreation-
al activities during homecoming weekend at
Fordham University.  The children, all apparently
tiny and bothersome and not particularly fond of
football, were left at the inflatable moon bounce so
that their alumni parents could fully enjoy the splen-
diferous events of homecoming Saturday.  However,
once a steady amount of rain began falling on the
Rose Hill campus late Saturday afternoon, operators
of the inflatable moon bounce were forced to shut
down the attraction.  As the air slowly seeped out of
the uncomfortably plastic frame, and the blankets of
heavy tarpaulin began to suffocate the children, the
ignorantly bliss parents continued their celebrations,
drinking heavily amongst an exclusive crowd at
Dagger John’s, or surrounded by the Fordham stu-
dent body at MugZ.  When reached for comment,
one of the unfortunate parents responded “what the
shit are you talking about?  I’m still totally fucked up
right now!  Tony, Tony, hit the beer bong…dude I am
so wasted right now.  I fucking love you guys.”

Bronx, NY- Security Officers working the desk at
Fordham University’s main security compound were
befuddled to receive a grainy emergency call early
Saturday morning from a distressed inhabitant of the
Belmont neighborhood.  The caller, whose voice
sounded both scared and concerned, lamented upon
the folly of a “Kegs N’ Eggs” celebration at an area
bar not beginning until 10:30 AM.  The conversation
that took place between the caller and the Fordham
University security officer continued as follows:

Fordham University Security: Hello,
Fordham Security, is there an emergency?

Caller: Well, it’s not an emergency, but do
you know why this stupid bar doesn’t open until
10:30, because that is some pussy ass shit.

FUS: Sir, are you calling to complain about
a bar not being open at 10:00 AM?

Caller: FUCK YOU! [caller hangs up]

The Security officer, disturbed from the jarring
telephone conversation, used caller I.D to call back
the angry man, who was later revealed to be Joe
McCain, brother of Republican Presidential candi-
date, Senator John McCain.  When reached for fur-
ther comment, Joe McCain responded: “I am very
sorry for the harm I have caused the campaign over
this fiasco.  I thought that my cell phone was on
mute, and was very irritated at the overwhelming
lack of ‘tang.”  

Phoenix, Arizona- Upon realizing that his running
mate was actually Sarah Palin and not, in fact, Joe
Lieberman, Republican Presidential candidate
Senator John McCain keeled over and died of a fatal
heart attack late Friday afternoon.  The candidate,
who was apparently eating his late afternoon snack
while reading an edition of The New York Times, saw
a picture of himself standing next to Palin at the
Republican National Convention and asked his wife,
Cindy, who “that crazy woman with the beehive”
was.  Upon learning that the strange woman was
actually his running mate, Senator McCain fell face
first into his pre-chewed bowl of prune oatmeal.
When asked how this would affect the Republican’s
campaign, senior McCain advisor Nancy
Pfotenhauer responded, “Honestly, I really can’t see
this changing our campaign strategy.  The general
plan, from now on, is to prop John up by a podium
and play some pre recorded speeches behind him.
Ever see Weekend at Bernie’s?  It’s basically the
same idea.”
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by Sean Bandfield
STAFF ENCYLOPEDIA BRITANNICA

by Sam Wadhams
STAFF CHERUB

Politics is a dirty game.  A group of Vietnam vets can
spread false claims about presidential candidate’s war
records.  Push pollers can claim affairs and illegitimate
children against primary opponents.  Politics is a game
of slighting, distortion, and outright lies.  However,
some of the most transcendent
moments in politics occur when
politicians get caught in the
midst of their lies.  Watergate.
Monica Lewinski.  Larry Craig.
Every Congressman that’s ever
molested a page. People getting
caught with their pants down is
weird and the lies and double
dealing of politics is tremen-
dously interesting.

Take the case of Ashley Todd,
a College Station, Texas native
and McCain campaign volunteer
in Pittsburgh. Last week Ms.
Todd claimed to have been
mugged and assaulted for her political views, culminat-
ing with her attacker carving a large “B” on her face,
ostensibly representing Democratic Presidential candi-
date Barack Obama. She was allegedly at the ATM
when a man snuck up behind her, put a knife to her
throat and demanded her valuables. She gave him
money and he walked away, only to return after seeing
the McCain ’08 sticker on her car. He then beat her,
pinned her to the ground, and after telling her she was
“going to be a Barack supporter now,” carved the afore-
mentioned “B” into her face. Todd then went to a
friend’s house, where she waited half an hour, called the
police, and described her assailant as a 6’4”, 200 lb.
African American male. There was only one inconsis-
tency in her story: it wasn’t true.  Not a word of it.

Ms. Todd admitted on the 23rd that she had fabri-
cated the attack, claiming to have a history of mental
illnesses. Allegedly she was driving along, looked in
her rear-view mirror and saw the B carved into her
face, claiming the first thing that appeared in her mind
was the name Barack Obama.  Ms. Todd further claims
to have no idea who actually carved the B into her face,

but suspects she did it her-
self. It is worth noting that
the B in question was, in fact,
backwards, and would only
have made sense to carve if
you were none-too-bright
and looking in a mirror.  For
example, even the mostly
poorly educated of attackers
can usually muster up the
educational background to
properly align the second let-
ter of the alphabet on their
victim’s face, whereas per-
sons who are on an emotion-
ally disturbed blackout trip
tend to find it more difficult.

Now this is not a forum to mock the emotionally dis-
turbed, nor is this an opportunity to use the actions of a
vaguely associated individual to discredit any part of
the McCain campaign.  This is a forum to catch liars
and drag them through the proverbial street for dishon-
oring the hallowed profession of journalism and swin-
dling the American people.  But it is hard to overlook
the fact that this girl, who was a College Republican
working on the McCain campaign would disfigure her-
self in the fabrication of a false crime simply to try to
discredit her candidate’s opposition.  In an election in
which McCain has tried to paint Obama as dangerous
by association, what greater incident could they spin
than an innocent young (white) female McCain sup-

porter being assaulted by an urban (black) Obama sup-
porter.  I am not a proponent of playing the race card,
but it appears much of the right wing are. Josh Painter,
a blogger on the conservative website redstate.com said
that the incident was a result of the “Obama thugocra-
cy” and questioned when Obama “…urged his support-
ers to get in their face, did it not occur to him that some
of his more deranged followers might take him literal-
ly?” And another conservative website stoptheaclu.com
referenced the “robbery” as an example of Obama sup-
porters following his mantra to “spread the wealth.”

But what does this mean?  Is it the work of a sole,
deranged McCain fanatic who wanted to do everything
in her power to give him the office of the presidency?
Or does the wild-fire spread of this implausible story
represent some racial dissonance that we have all tried
to avoid during this historic campaign? I mean, there
are few things that could fire up Southern and
Midwestern white males, the Republican Party’s
largest demographic, more than the idea of a white
woman being assaulted by a black man.  The fact that
the man happened to have been a supporter of Barack
Obama, who is also black, only makes the story more
likely to inflame buried simmering racial tensions.
Certainly Obama’s historic candidacy represents a
tremendous step forward for racial unity in America,
but it has also awakened backwoods fringe folks terri-
fied of anyone in the office that isn’t a white guy.  

This was certainly an insane act, and it fits in with
insane times. But how can the prospect of a relatively
mild-mannered Columbia and Harvard Law educated
47-year-old from Chi-city really inspire the kind of ter-
ror and insanity that would cause someone to carve up
their own face?  Does Ashley Todd really think that
Barack Obama has had a secret plan to destroy America
all along, and that that plan was contingent on him
becoming the President of the United States?  Really?

College, but that’s a whole ‘nother can of corn). One
alternate method is known as a Two Round system, or
Runoff Voting. In a Runoff election, the electorate
casts votes for their top candidate, just like in a Simple
Plurality. However, if no candidate receives an
absolute majority of votes (50% plus one), which is
often the case, all of the candidates except the two with
the highest number of votes are eliminated. The top
two candidates then move on to round two, where the
electorate votes again, and the candidate with the most
votes wins. (Fun Fact: Up until this year, Georgia (the
state, not the country) employed a Runoff Voting sys-
tem in Federal elections.)

In other words, if Sven receives 15% of votes in the
first round, Herschel receives 20% of votes,
Methuselah receives 30% of votes, and Schlomo
receives 35% of votes, then Sven and Herschel are
removed, and Methuselah and Schlomo move on to the
next round (if any candidate received more than 50%
of votes in the first round, he would automatically
win). In the second round, Methuselah receives 40% of
votes, and Schlomo receives 60% of votes, making
Schlomo the new Mensch In Charge. 

Of course, there are problems aplenty with Runoff
Voting as well. Because Runoff Voting doesn’t take the
OMOV philosophy into account, the would-be winner
of a Simple Plurality election has a chance of losing in
the second round (which, again, could be a good or a
bad thing). Also, since Runoff Voting disperses votes
among more candidates, radical candidates have a bet-
ter chance of making it to office, often to the surprise
of voters. One such example of a surprise pairing in the
second round came in the French Presidential election
of 2002. The French, who use a Runoff Voting system,
expected the second round to be split between Jacques
Chirac and Lionel Jospin, but instead found them-
selves stuck between voting for Chirac or Jean-Marie
Le Pen. This surprised voters, since Le Pen and his
party, the National Front, were seen as being right-
wing extremists, and Chirac was not exactly the most
liked candidate. In the end, Chirac, who won less than
20% of votes in the first round, swept the second round
with a landslide 82% of votes, thus winning the elec-

tion. The French people had successfully convinced
each other to “vote for the crook, not for the fascist.” In
other words, when given a choice between voting for
Richard Nixon or Richard Nixon, they chose Richard
Nixon.

Another fun method is known as Preferential Voting.
In such a system, voters get a list of candidates, which
they then number in order of preference (tied rankings
usually aren’t allowed). This type of voting can come
in handy when voting in multiple winner elections
(Highest preference candidate becomes President, sec-
ond highest preference becomes Vice President, etc.).
And for anyone who is concerned about American cit-
izens trying to organize their candidates in order of
preference when they can’t even stick a fucking pin
through a piece of fucking paper (See: Florida, 2000
Presidential Election), fear no more; there’s a way to
make Preferential Voting redneck-proof! With “above
the line voting,” voters can, if they choose to, simply
check a single box that represents a previously defined
order of preference. 

Preferential Voting shares some qualities with
Approval Voting, another method in which more than
one candidate is marked. However, with Approval
Voting, voters mark all candidates that tickle their
fancy, and the candidate with the most votes wins.
Though certainly more inclusive than other methods,
some analysts criticize Approval Voting as being most
beneficial to those mediocre candidates that people
wouldn’t love enough to put as number one in any
other system, but wouldn’t hate enough exclude in the
Approval system.

So, as we see, no system is without flaw. While our
Presidential electoral system works most of the time,
we shouldn’t dismiss the other possibilities out there.
Maybe we should just scrap our whole electoral
method, and go for the ultimate reform: let FUrez
Hilton appoint our president! After all, that dude knows
everything about everything, and even four years after
appointment, when everyone else has simply moved on
with their lives, you know that he’s still gonna be
crackin’ jokes about the president. Seriously people,
isn’t that what America is all about?
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Not a Red Sox fan. 

Well folks, election season is ‘round the bend, and all
this political talk has surely made you think long and
hard about exercising that one fundamental human right
we Americans cherish so deeply: the right to sit back and
let a bunch of faceless politicians elect our Commander
in Chief for us. Exercise that right, my friends, because
our men and women in uniform are out there dying for
it. 

Actually, the fact that we don’t directly elect our pres-
ident kinda makes you wonder if there’s a better system
out there. Now there are about a million and four differ-
ent methods for voting, and while I certainly don’t
endorse any one method as the almighty un-fuck-up-
able electoral system, I think that a little examination
into alternative methods could prove quite valuable.

The system we enjoy/despise in the good ol’ U.S. of
A is known as a Simple Plurality system. In such a sys-
tem, voters choose their one candidate of preference,
and the candidate with the most votes (the candidate
with the “plurality”) wins. Simple enough, right? Well,
actually, no. While the Simple Plurality system sub-
scribes to the OMOV philosophy (One Member, One
Vote) and therefore doesn’t count any one person’s vote
more than any other’s, it tends to create a strictly two-
party system (this can be a good or bad thing, depending
on who you talk to). This phenomenon is explained by
Duverger’s Law, which states that a Simple Plurality
electoral system makes it difficult for smaller third par-
ties and other radical parties to garner enough votes to
be major contenders in an election. For an example of
this phenomenon, one need only examine our current
political system, with Republicans on the right,
Democrats on the left, and George Washington in the
middle, spinning in his grave like a hamster on amphet-
amines. 

While a Simple Plurality system works great for
American Idol, governmental systems are a bit more
complicated (which is one reason our Founding Fathers
decided to totally fuck us sideways with the Electoral

I Faked Being Attacked By An Obama Supporter...
And All I Got Was This Lousy “B” On My Face

The Electoral College:
Brilliant in 1787, Sloppy in 2008Brilliant in 1787, Sloppy in 2008
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