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Special Election Issue

Our Swing State PredictionsFrom Red to Purple...to Blue? 
The Closest Swing States

By JacoB arem

	 The	map	of	the	2004	presiden-
tial	 election	 results	was	disappointing	
for	Democrats.	The	blue	states	hugged	
the	West	 Coast,	 the	 Great	 Lakes,	 and	
the	 northern	 Atlantic,	 while	 Republi-
cans	dominated	the	heartland,	winning	
every	state	 from	Idaho	 to	Florida	and	
from	Virginia	to	Arizona.	In	that	elec-
tion,	 the	 conventional	 wisdom	 was	
that	whoever	won	two	out	of	the	three	
big	 swing	 states—Florida,	 Ohio,	 and	
Pennsylvania—would	win	the	election.	
Sure	 enough,	 once	 the	 announcement	
came	 that	Florida	 and	Ohio	voted	 for	
Bush,	the	election	results	were	decided.		
	 This	 time	 around,	 due	 to	
Obama’s	 message,	 the	 war,	 the	 econ-
omy,	 and	 a	 long-list	 of	 other	 factors,	
the Democratic ticket has significantly 
more	support.	Senator	Obama	has	not	
revolutionized	the	electoral	map—Tex-
as	will	stay	solidly	Republican—but	he	
is	attracting	considerably	more	support	
in	many	states	than	Gore	or	Kerry	did.	
In	2004,	the	margin	of	victory	in	four	
states,	Wisconsin,	Iowa,	New	Mexico,	

and	New	Hampshire,	was	less	than	2%.	
These	four	states	are	all	no	longer	toss-
ups	but	are	viewed	today	as	safe	Obama	
states,	 with	 his	 campaign	 enjoying	
double-digit	leads	in	each.	In	addition,	
Obama	 has	 made	 inroads	 in	 several	
large,	 traditionally	 Republican	 states,	
described	 below.	 They	 are	 ordered	
here	by	projected	support	 for	Obama:	
Virginia	is	seen	as	the	most	likely	red	
state	to	turn	blue,	followed	by	Florida,	
Ohio,	 Missouri,	 and	 North	 Carolina.
	 Virginia.	 Virginia	 has	 not	
voted	for	a	Democrat	in	a	presidential	
race	 since	 1964.	 However,	 there	 has	
been	 rapid	 population	 growth	 in	 the	
northern	 Virginia	 counties	 closest	 to	
Washington,	 D.C.,	 which	 lean	 heav-
ily	Democratic.	In	2004,	Kerry	picked	
up	 the	counties	closest	 to	Washington	
as	 well	 as	 several	 in	 the	 southeastern	
part	 of	 the	 state.	 Popular	 Democratic	
ex-governor	 Mark	 Warner	 is	 running	
for	 a	 U.S.	 Senate	 seat	 and	 has	 been	
polling	 25	 points	 ahead	 of	 his	 rival.	

Continued on page 6

Voting Machine Irregularities Threaten a Repeat of the 
2000 Florida Debacle in Some Swing States

By ViVian cheng

	 In	under	eight	minutes,	An-
drew Appel can fix the presidential 
election	 results	 for	 most	 of	 New	
Jersey.	Appel	is	not	a	criminal,	but	
rather	a	Princeton	University	com-
puter	science	professor	performing	
research	 on	 electronic	 voting	 ma-
chines	 for	 the	 New	 Jersey	 lawsuit	
Gusciora v. McGreevey.	 The	 case	
challenges	 New	 Jersey	 to	 decom-
mission 10,000 allegedly flawed ma-
chines	used	in	18	of	its	21	counties.	
	 All	 Appel	 had	 to	 do	 was	
pick	 the	 lock,	 substitute	 a	 com-
puter	 chip	 with	 a	 fraudulent	 one	
created to fix the election, and re-
assemble	the	Sequoia	AVC	Advan-
tage—which	 he	 easily	 purchased	
online.	 The	 crime	 leaves	 no	 vis-
ible	 evidence	 and,	 unlike	 optical	
scan	 machines,	 cannot	 provide	 a	
paper	 record	 of	 legitimate	 votes.
	 Although	New	Jersey	is	sol-
idly	 blue	 in	 most	 electoral	 maps,	
Appel	 insists	 that	 such	voter	 fraud	
could	alter	the	election.	Recent	se-
curity	videos	from	New	Jersey	poll-
ing	 places	 revealed	 groups	 of	 un-
attended	 Sequoia	 AVC	 Advantage	
machines	in	four	different	locations.

	 Twenty-four	 states	 will	 be	
using	 such	 direct	 recording	 elec-
tronic	 voting	 machines	 in	 the	 up-
coming	 election.	 Together,	 these	
electronic	voting	states	account	for	
335	electoral	votes—more	than	the	
270	necessary	to	win	the	presidency.	
 Florida’s infamous butterfly 
ballot	left	hundreds	of	thousands	of	
voters	disenfranchised	in	2000.	The	
controversy	 resulted	 in	 increased	
public	attention	to	election	systems	
and	 the	Help	America	Vote	Act	of	
2002	(HAVA),	which	allocated	fed-
eral	funds	to	replace	punch-card	sys-
tems	with	electronic	ones.	Three	bil-
lion	dollars	later,	we	have	come	full	
circle	and	continue	to	use	question-
able	 election	 technology	 that	 puts	
a	 gamble	 on	 our	 country’s	 future.	
	 Voters	in	West	Virginia	and	
Arkansas	who	use	ATM-like	touch-
screen	machines	have	already	experi-
enced vote-flipping problems in this 
year’s	primaries	and	in	early	voting.	
It	began	when	a	voter	using	an	Elec-
tion	 Systems	 &	 Software	 (ES&S)	
machine	 noticed	 that	 his	 vote	 for	
one	race	was	actually	tabulated	to	a	
different	race	that	didn’t	even	exist.	
	 Then,	while	using	the	same	
ES&S	 machine,	 three	 voters	 in	

Jackson	 County,	 West	 Virginia,	
complained	that	when	they	tried	to	
cast	 a	 vote	 for	 Democratic	 presi-
dential	 candidate	 Barack	 Obama,	
a	 check	 appeared	 in	 Republican	
presidential	 candidate	 John	 Mc-
Cain’s	 box	 instead.	 An	 increasing	
number	 of	 voters	 are	 coming	 for-
ward	 with	 the	 same	 complaints.	
	 Ohio	 Secretary	 of	 State	
Jennifer Brenner has even filed a 
lawsuit	against	the	third	main	elec-
tronic	 voting	 machine	 giant,	 Pre-
mier	 Election	 Solutions.	 Premier	
is	 responsible	 for	 machines	 that	
dropped	 hundreds	 of	 votes	 in	 11	

of	 Ohio’s	 counties	 during	 the	 pri-
maries.	 The	 glitch	 occurred	 while	
uploading	 the	 machines’	 memory	
cards	 into	 vote-counting	 servers.
	 The	 Sequoia	 machine	 Ap-
pel	 researched	 also	 experienced	
discrepancies	 in	 vote	 tallies	 in	
this	 year’s	 presidential	 primaries.		
Although	 Sequoia	 attributes	 the	
errors to unqualified poll work-
ers,	 Ed	 Felten,	 another	 Princeton	
computer	 science	 professor,	 be-
lieves	 faulty	 design	 is	 to	 blame.
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By Josh Uhr

	 Four	 years	 ago,	 Pennsylva-
nians	lined	up	at	polling	sites	across	
the	state,	waiting	 to	cast	 their	vote	
for	 John	 Kerry	 or	 George	 Bush.	
That	 morning,	 they	 decided	 they	
would	rather	see	Kerry	in	the	White	
House.	Four	years	before	that,	they	
voted	for	Al	Gore,	and	prior	to	that,	
they	chose	Bill	Clinton	twice.	So,	if	
Pennsylvanians	voted	 for	a	Demo-
crat	 in	 the	 past	 four	 presidential	
elections,	 why	 is	 the	 state	 so	 im-
portant?	 For	 two	 reasons:	 the	 race	
is	 always	 close	 (with	 more	 than	
5.7	 million	 votes	 cast,	 John	 Kerry	
won	the	state	by	less	than	150,000)	
and	 the	 state’s	 21	 electoral	 votes	
rank fifth in the electoral college.
	 These	 realities,	 combined	
with	the	fact	that	Barack	Obama	is	
up	by	double	digits	in	the	state	ac-
cording	to	some	recent	polls,	mean	
that	 John	 McCain	 is	 throwing	 ev-
erything	 he	 has	 into	 Pennsylvania.	

And	it	could	work.	First,	let’s	take	a	
look	at	Pennsylvania	state	politics.		
												Philadelphia,	in	southeast	Penn-
sylvania,	always	votes	Democratic,	
and	 the	surrounding	counties	often	
do	as	well.	Pittsburgh,	in	Allegheny	
County,	 also	 votes	 Democratic,	 as	
do	 some	 of	 its	 surrounding	 coun-
ties.	The	majority	of	the	rest	of	the	
state	 –	 the	 large	 geographical	 area	
in	between	Pittsburgh	and	Philadel-
phia	–	invariably	votes	Republican.	
John	 McCain	 will	 fare	 well	 there,	
as	did	George	Bush	four	years	ago.	
	 Winning	these	Central	Penn-
sylvania	 counties	 by	 wide	 enough	
margins–like	 Bush,	 who	 won	 over	
70	percent	of	the	vote	in	some	coun-
ties–will	 boost	 McCain’s	 chances	
of	carrying	the	state.	But	that	won’t	
be	enough	to	put	him	over	the	top.	
What	really	matters,	and	what	sepa-
rates	 McCain	 from	 Bush,	 are	 the	
counties	outside	of	Philadelphia.	It	
was	 voters	 in	 Montgomery,	 Dela-
ware,	and	Bucks	Counties	that	were	
responsible	 for	 Bush’s	 narrow	 de-
feat	 in	 Pennsylvania	 in	 2004.	 He	
only	won	44	percent	of	the	vote	in	
Montgomery	County	and	42	percent	
in	Delaware	County	then,	but	John	
McCain	thinks	he	can	do	better	than	
that.	 His	 campaign	 is	 aggressively	
courting	the	area’s	moderate	and	in-
dependent	 voters.	 He	 also	 appeals	
to	many	voters	on	the	Main	Line,	a	
collection of affluent Philadelphia 
suburbs,	 and	 voters	 in	 the	 Bucks	

County,	 who	 are	 likely	 to	 favor	
his	 tax	 plan	 to	 Barack	 Obama’s.
	 Realistically,	 McCain	 will	
lose	both	Delaware	and	Montgom-
ery	Counties,	and	most	likely	Bucks	
County	as	well.	And	he	knows	that.	
What	is	important	for	him,	howev-
er,	are	 the	margins	of	 these	 losses.	
Bush	lost	Pennsylvania	by	less	than	
3	percentage	points,	despite	his	large	
losses	in	these	counties.	If	McCain	
can	 win	 over	 a	 sizable	 chunk	 of	
Kerry’s	2004	suburban	Philadelphia	
supporters–if	he	can	effectively	nar-
row	the	margin	of	Barack	Obama’s	
victory	 there–then	 he	 will	 have	 a	
shot	at	carrying	Pennsylvania.	This	
is	certainly	within	the	realm	of	pos-
sibility,	given	his	efforts	in	the	area.
	 I	 live	 in	 Delaware	 County,	
and	when	I	was	home	for	Fall	Break,	
both	McCain	and	his	running	mate,	
Alaska	Governor	Sarah	Palin,	were	
campaigning	 nearby.	 Their	 televi-
sion	ads	were	a	noticeable	force	on	
the	airwaves,	and	I	was	shocked	by	
how	many	McCain/Palin	signs	I	saw	
on	my	neighbors’	lawns.	McCain	is	
pouring	money	into	the	Philadelphia	
region	as	if	his	path	to	the	presidency	
depends	on	it	–	and	it	very	well	may.	
	 While	 many	 underestimate	
McCain’s	chances	 to	win	Pennsyl-
vania,	 it	 is	 undeniable	 that	 Barack	
Obama	is	in	better	shape	than	Mc-
Cain	 in	 the	 state.	 McCain	 may	 be	
spending	lots	of	money	to	put	adds	
on	 the	 air	 and	 lots	 of	 time	 stump-
ing	 in	 front	 of	 large	 audiences,	
but	 so	 is	 Obama.	 He	 is	 outspend-
ing	 McCain	 in	 the	 region,	 and,	
over	 Fall	 Break,	 Obama,	 his	 run-
ning	mate,	Senator	 Joe	Biden,	 and	
his	 former	 rival,	 Senator	 Hillary	
Clinton,	 all	 made	 campaign	 stops	
within	 several	 miles	 of	 my	 house.	
	 The	numbers	alone	work	in	
Obama’s	favor.	The	polls	have	him	
comfortably	ahead	of	McCain.	But	
if	 you	 are	 wary	 of	 polls–and	 you	
probably	 are	 if	 you	 followed	 the	
Democratic	 primary	 season	 (does	

New	Hampshire	ring	a	bell?)–there	
is	 other	 evidence	 to	 suggest	 that	
Pennsylvania’s	 21	 electoral	 votes	
will	 go	 to	 Obama.	 This	 election	

year,	 the	 state	 is	 home	 to	 about	
1.2	million	more	registered	Demo-
crats	 than	 registered	 Republicans,	
compared	to	an	advantage	of	about	
630,000	 only	 a	 year	 ago.	 Further-
more,	while	McCain	must	do	well	
in	 the	 Philadelphia	 suburbs	 to	 win	
the	Keystone	State,	chances	are	that	
his	gains	there	(if	there	are	any)	will	
not	 compare	 to	 Obama’s	 gains	 in	
Philadelphia,	the	state’s	most	popu-
lous	 city.	 With	 over	 80	 percent	 of	
the	 vote,	 Kerry	 won	 Philadelphia	
by	 more	 than	 412,000	 votes.	 Be-
cause	of	its	large	African	American	
community	 and	considerable	num-
ber	of	college	students–two	groups	
of	 voters	 with	 whom	 Obama	 does	
particularly	 well–Obama	 can	 win	
the	 city	 by	 an	 even	 larger	 margin.	
	 The	winner	of	Pennsylvania,	
of	course,	will	not	necessarily	win	
the	 general	 election,	 as	 evidenced	
by	 the	 outcome	 of	 the	 presidential	
races	 in	 2000	 and	 2004.	 Winning	
the	state	is	only	a	start,	albeit	a	large	
one.	So,	as	long	as	the	race	remains	
close,	the	national	spotlight	will	be	
on	 Pennsylvania	 (and	 a	 few	 other	
select	 states)	 on	 November	 4,	 as	
people	from	across	the	country	look	
to	 see	 whom	 Pennsylvanians	 want	
as	 their	 next	 president.	 Winning	
the	Keystone	State	 is	a	key	part	of	
both	 campaigns’	 plans	 for	 victory.	
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A map of how Pennsylvanians voted in 2004. The dark areas represent 
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Barack Obama may be 
up in the Pennsylvania 
polls, but it’s too early 

to count McCain out in 
the state.

McCain’s heavy 
campaigning in the 

state has kept it within 
reach.



Oct. 31, 2008 3The Cornell Progressive

My 2008 Election Predictions

Will RosenzWeig       On the trail

 Election day is finally here; a 
new	President	 is	on	 the	way.	But	be-
fore	 the	results	come	in,	here	 is	what	
I	 think	 will	 happen	 on	 November	 4.
	 There	are	two	important	ques-
tions	about	what	will	happen	on	Elec-
tion	Day:	does	John	McCain	have	any	
real	 chance	 of	 pulling	 this	 out,	 and	
assuming	 McCain	 loses,	 will	 Barack	
Obama	win	in	a	landslide?	In	order	to	
answer the first question, we must look 
where	Obama	has	closed	the	door	on	a	
potential	McCain	victory.	A	survey	of	
the	states	John	Kerry	won	in	2004	and	
the	 two	 states	Al	 Gore	 won	 in	 2000	
that	 Kerry	 narrowly	 lost	 (Iowa	 and	
New	 Mexico)	 shows	 a	 stunning	 lack	
of	 competitiveness.	 Yes,	 these	 states	
have	Democratic	traditions,	but	given	
that	George	W.	Bush	was	able	to	hold	
Kerry’s	 margins	 to	 3	 points	 or	 less	
in	 Michigan,	 Wisconsin,	 Minnesota,	
Pennsylvania,	 and	 New	 Hampshire,	
it’s	 rather	 remarkable	 that	 McCain’s	
smallest deficit is in New Hampshire, 
where	he	trails	by	an	average	of	about	6	
points.	In	the	other	four	states,	Obama	
is	 likely	 to	 win	 by	 double	 digits.
	 If	 we	 assume	 that	 all	 of	 the	
Kerry	 and	 Gore	 states	 are	 held	 by	
Obama,	 he	 would	 accumulate	 264	
electoral	votes,	only	6	away	from	the	
270	needed	for	election.	Of	the	states	
that	voted	for	Bush	twice,	a	large	num-
ber	 appear	 to	 be	 in	 play,	 but	 in	 most	
of	 them	 McCain	 has	 a	 solid	 chance	
of	 holding	 on.	 In	 Virginia	 and	 Colo-
rado,	however,	Obama	has	held	steady	
and	 substantial	 leads	 for	 the	 last	 few	
months.	He	is	currently	winning	by	an	
average	of	5	points	in	Colorado	and	8	
percent	 in	Virginia,	with	 the	most	 re-
cent	polls	showing	double	digit	 leads	
there.	 Winning	 either	 would	 bury	
McCain,	 regardless	 of	 whether	 he	 is	
able	 to	 peel	 New	 Hampshire	 away.
	 Adding	 to	 McCain’s	 troubles	
are	 the	 high	 rates	 of	 early	 voting	 in	
Virginia.	It	is	estimated	that	one	third	
of	Virginia’s	ballots	will	be	cast	before	
Election	 Day,	 and	 if	 Obama	 is	 lead-
ing by a statistically significant mar-
gin	 during	 that	 period,	 McCain	 will	
have	 to	 do	 more	 than	 merely	 draw	
even by November 4; he will have to 
pick	 up	 those	 8	 to	 10	 points	 among	
only	 two	 thirds	 of	 the	 electorate.

	 All	 of	 this	 is	 to	 say	 that	 Mc-
Cain	really	has	no	realistic	chance	of	
being	the	next	president.	If	we	are	con-
structing	 his	 most	 likely	 scenario	 for	
victory,	it	would	include	sweeping	the	
states	of	Indiana,	Missouri,	North	Car-
olina,	 Ohio,	 Florida,	 and	 Nevada,	 all	
states	where	he	is	either	even	or	slight-
ly	 behind,	 a	 daunting	 task	 in	 itself,	
then	pulling	off	an	upset	in	Colorado,	
followed	by	achieving	a	near	miracle	
in	either	Virginia	or	Pennsylvania	(into	
which	 McCain	 is	 pouring	 resources	
and	 where	 there	 is	 no	 early	 voting).	
In	 short,	 my	 expert	 opinion	 tells	 me:	
Barack	Obama	will	win	the	presidency.
	 The	 second	 question,	 frankly	
the	 more	 interesting	 one	 on	 election	
night,	(even	if	not	the	more	important	
one)	is	how	big	Obama’s	victory	will	
be.	It	appears	his	lower	bound	will	be	
the	Kerry-Gore	states	plus	Virginia	and	
Colorado	totaling	286	electoral	votes.	
While	this	would	be	a	nice	win,	it	would	
be	the	same	margin	Bush	won	by	in	his	
hardly	overwhelming	victory	in	2004.	
If	he	were	to	add	a	clean	sweep	of	the	
states	 listed	 in	 the	 preceding	 para-
graph,	however,	a	feat	far	from	impos-
sible,	 he	would	 achieve	375	 electors.
	 Amazingly,	 that	 might	 not	
even	 be	 his	 upper	 limit.	 There	 are	 a	
number	 of	 persuasive	 arguments	 that	
Obama’s	 standing	 in	polls	 is	 actually	
underestimated	 rather	 than,	 as	 many	
in	 the	 media	 have	 suggested,	 overes-
timated.	 In	 particular,	 there	 is	 a	 real	
volatility	 in	 the	 voting	 numbers	 of	
African-Americans,	 Latinos,	 and	 18-
24	 year	 olds.	 Those	 demographics	
are	 heavily	 Democratic	 and	 are	 cer-
tain	 to	 yield	 even	 higher	 percentages	
for	 the	Democrats	 this	year	 then	they	
have	in	past	years.	The	only	question	
is	 whether	 these	 groups	 will	 turn	 out	
in significantly higher numbers. This 
has	 particular	 relevance	 for	 African-
Americans	 in	 the	 south	 and	 Latinos	
in	 the	 west.	 Most	 respected	 pollsters	
have	 a	 tight	 likely-voter	 model	 that	
disproportionately	 screens	 out	 these	
voters,	 and	 with	 good	 reason.	 Their	
likely	 voter	 models	 are	 based	 upon	
past	voting	behavior,	with	adjustments	
made	for	this	cycle.	These	groups	often	
have	 disproportionally	 low	 turnouts,	
and	 many	 of	 them	 do	 not	 vote	 even	

when	 they	 have	 strong	 opinions	 and	
tell	a	pollster	that	they	intend	to	vote.	
Yet	these	groups	have	been	excited	by	
Obama	(or	in	the	case	of	Latinos,	driv-
en	to	the	Democrats	by	a	hard-line	Re-
publican	immigration	stance)	and	will	
form	 a	 larger	 percentage	 of	 the	 elec-
torate	 in	2008	 than	 they	did	 in	2004.
	 To	what	extent	African-Amer-
ican,	Latino,	and	youth	voters	increase	
their	voting	strength	is	an	issue	of	no	
small	 matter.	 The	 two	 pollsters	 with	
the	 most	 robust	 outlooks	 for	 minor-
ity	 turnout,	 Big	 Ten	 polling	 and	 Re-
search	2000,	have	shown	Obama	sig-
nificantly ahead in Indiana in the case 
of	 the	 former	 and	 competitive	 in	 the	
Deep	 South	 state	 of	 Georgia	 in	 the	
case	 of	 the	 latter.	 Head	 pollster	 for	
Big	Ten,	Ann	Selzer,	(who	coinciden-
tally	nailed	Obama’s	8	point	spread	in	
the	 Iowa	 caucuses	 using	 her	 sample	
theory) is particularly confident that 
other pollsters are significantly under-
estimating	minority	groups	and	young	
voters	 this	 election.	 If	 she’s	 right,	
Obama	 could	 conceivably	 break	 400	
electoral	 votes.	 Regardless,	 the	 sig-
nificance of black turnout in southern 
states	like	Georgia	and	North	Carolina	
is	 crystal	 clear.	 John	Kerry	won	only	
about	15-20%	of	the	white	vote	in	the	
Deep	South	in	2004	and	Obama	is	not	
likely	 to	 do	 much	 better.	 Making	 up	
the significant difference will be done 
almost	 exclusively	 by	 black	 voters.
	 So	 the	 answer	 to	 the	 ques-
tion	 of	 how	 big	 an	 Obama	 landslide	
will	 be	 isn’t	 entirely	 clear.	 Much	 of	
the	 intrigue	 on	 election	 night	 will	 be	
seeing	 which	 pollster	 had	 it	 closest,	
whose	 survey	 sample	 was	 nearest	 to	
the	 actual	 turnout	 numbers.	 But	 in	
addition	 to	 the	Kerry-Gore	states	and	
the	 six	 Obama-leaning	 Bush	 states	
mentioned	 earlier,	 the	 Democrat	 has	
an	 outside	 chance	 of	 extending	 the	
map	 and	 winning	 Georgia,	 Montana,	
North	 Dakota,	 and	 West	 Virginia.	
This	would	put	Obama’s	upper	bound	
at	 a	 breathtaking	 401	 electoral	 votes.
	 So.	 What	 will	 happen?	 Well	
I’ve	made	it	perfectly	clear	that	I	think	
Obama	takes	all	the	Kerry-Gore	states	
plus	Virginia	and	Colorado.	I	also	hap-
pen	to	think	Obama’s	growing	elector-
al	 strength	 in	 the	 inner	west	 states	of	

New	Mexico	and	Colorado	means	he	
will	also	prevail	in	Nevada.	The	trends	
are	with	him	in	Missouri	and	Indiana	
and	his	amazing	success	in	other	states	
that	border	Illinois	suggests	he	will	win	
each	of	these	as	well	(quick	side	note:	
Obama’s	mere	competitiveness	 in	 In-
diana	 is	 nothing	 short	 of	 remarkable.	
Bush	 won	 the	 state	 by	 24	 points	 and	
no	 Democrat	 has	 won	 the	 state	 since	
Lyndon	Johnson’s	 landslide	 in	1964).		
African-American	turnout	and	a	com-
petitive	Senate	race	in	North	Carolina	
will	 also	 push	 Obama	 over	 the	 top	
there.	 He	 should	 fall	 short	 in	 West	
Virginia,	Montana,	and	North	Dakota.
	 That	leaves	traditional	Demo-
cratic	headaches	Ohio	and	Florida	and	
the	interesting	case	of	Georgia.	As	for	
the first two, I could envision either 
candidate	 winning	 by	 5	 points.	 Flor-
ida	 horribly	 fooled	 pollsters	 in	 2004	
and	 despite	 recent	 surveys	 showing	
Obama taking a small but significant 
lead,	the	state	seems	primed	for	anoth-
er	disappointment.	Ohio,	too,	seems	to	
live	 in	an	alternate	universe	 from	 the	
rest	 of	 the	 country.	 It	 has	been	dead-
locked	 for	 the	 entire	 general	 election	
season	despite	large	swings	in	the	na-
tional	polling.	It	seems	that	no	matter	
what	 the	country	at	 large	 is	 thinking,	
Ohio	is	and	will	continue	to	be	bitter-
ly	divided.	Finally,	Georgia	 is	a	 state	
few	 thought	 would	 be	 close	 but	 like	
North	 Carolina,	 a	 hard	 hit	 economy,	
reports	 of	 massive	African	American	
early	 voting,	 and	 a	 competitive	 Sen-
ate	 race	 have	 made	 a	 big	 difference.
The	 common	 denominator	 in	 all	 of	
these	 races	 is	 the	 level	 of	 minority	
turnout.	 If	 Blacks	 and	 Latinos	 make	
up	 the	 same	 percentage	 of	 voters	 as	
they	did	in	2004,	McCain	should	win	
all	 three	 states	 (and	 Georgia	 hand-
ily	 at	 that).	 	 However,	 if	 turnout	 is	
significantly up, Obama can win all 
three.	 Being	 optimistic	 about	 minor-
ity	 turnout,	 I’ll	 take	 Obama	 in	 Flori-
da	 and	Ohio	but	predict	 that	McCain	
holds	on	by	a	small	margin	in	Georgia.	
Thus	I	see	Obama	taking	in	375	elec-
toral	 votes	 and	 winning	 by	 7	 percent	
in	 the	 popular	 vote	 on	 Election	 Day.

CP

“It is not what we have that will make us a great nation;
it	is	the	way	in	which	we	use	it.”

Theodore	Roosevelt	
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Georgia: The Latest McCain Foreign Policy Blunder

By Jonathan Westman

	 At	 a	 rally	 in	 New	 Mexico	 in	
late	August,	John	McCain	announced	
to	 his	 supporters,	 “I	 am	 questioning	
[Obama’s]	 judgment.”	 The	 McCain	
campaign	 has	 continued	 to	 criticize	
Obama	 for	 his	 inexperience	 and	 im-
prudence.	 However,	 as	 Election	 Day	
nears,	Obama	 increasingly	 looks	 like	
the	candidate	who	is	ready	to	lead	the	
country	through	its	economic	quagmire	
and	problems	abroad.	One	must	 look	
no	further	than	McCain’s	handling	of	
the	Russo-Georgian	crisis	to	conclude	
that	he	is	poorly	equipped	to	deal	with	
serious	 international	 predicaments.
 The conflict dates back to the 
early	1990’s	when	South	Ossetia	and	
Abkhazia	 gained	 independence	 from	
Georgia	 in	 civil	 wars.	 Much	 of	 the	
international	 community	 has	 refused	
to	 recognize	 these	 territories	 as	 in-
dependent	 entities,	 while	 Russia	 has	
supported	 the	 enclaves	 both	 politi-
cally	 and	 militarily.	 In	 early	August,	
Georgian	President	Mikheil	Saakash-
vili	 sent	 troops	 into	South	Ossetia	 in	
a	surprising	attempt	to	reclaim	the	ter-
ritory.		Russian	Prime	Minister	Vladi-
mir	 Putin	 retaliated	 by	 sending	 an	
influx of soldiers into Ossetia and Ab-
khazia	 and	 bombing	 Georgia	 proper.	
	 To	gain	insight	into	McCain’s	
foreign	 policy,	 we	 must	 examine	 the	
people who influence his decisions. 
New	 Mexico	 Governor	 Bill	 Rich-
ardson	 asserted	 that	 McCain’s	 “cam-
paign	 is	 run	 by	 lobbyists	 that	 repre-
sent	 Georgia	 and	 other	 countries.”	
He	 was	 referring	 primarily	 to	 Randy	
Scheunemann,	 McCain’s	 chief	 for-
eign	policy	advisor,	who	has	 lobbied	
for	 the	 Georgian,	 Taiwanese,	 Mace-
donian,	 Romanian	 and	 Latvian	 gov-
ernments.	In	fact,	Scheunemann	once	
petitioned	 McCain	 49	 times	 in	 three	
and	a	half	years	on	behalf	of	the	Geor-
gian	 government	 and	 was	 rewarded	
with	hundreds	of	thousands	of	dollars	
by	that	same	government.	As	recently	
as	 April	 2008,	 Scheunemann’s	 busi-
ness	 partner,	 Mike	 Mitchell,	 signed	
a	 $200,000	 agreement	 with	 Georgia.	
	 McCain	 has	 taken	 an	 irre-
sponsible	 and	 potentially	 hazardous	
stance	 towards	 Russia,	 due	 in	 large	
part, to Scheunemann’s influence.
	 Shortly	 after	 speaking	 to	
Saakashvili	 this	August,	 McCain	 an-
nounced,	 “I	 know	 I	 speak	 for	 every	
American	 when	 I	 say	 to	 him,	 today,	
we	 are	 all	 Georgians.”	 While	 the	
Senator is justified in taking a posi-
tion	in	the	crisis,	he	was	certainly	not	
speaking	for	every	American,	nor	was	
he	in	a	position	to	do	so.	Saakashvili	
responded	 to	 McCain’s	 comments,	
imploring	 the	 United	 States	 to	 ac-
tively	 aid	 Georgia.	 That	 Saakashvili	
even	replied	to	the	Senator’s	remarks	
is	 disturbing	 because	 McCain	 does	
not	 determine	 U.S.	 foreign	 policy.
	 McCain	 has	 displayed	 un-
inhibited	 animosity	 towards	 Russia	
throughout	 his	 political	 career.	 He	
advocated	 removing	 Russia	 from	 the	
Group	 of	 Eight,	 an	 annual	 meeting	
of	 the	 leaders	 of	 eight	 industrialized	
nations,	 and	 once	 commented	 that	

Ukraine	 was	 “in	 Russia’s	 sights.”	 In	
two	 separate	 speeches	 this	 year,	 Mc-
Cain	remarked,	“I	looked	into	Mr.	Pu-
tin’s	eyes	and	I	saw	three	things	—	a	K,	
a	G	and	a	B.”	His	most	egregious	error,	
however,	is	his	insistence	that	Russia’s	
invasion	of	Georgia	was	unprovoked.	
	 Clearly	 this	 is	 a	 man	 who	
lets	 his	 emotional	 predisposi-
tions and lobbyist influences get 
in	 the	 way	 of	 common	 sense.	
	 The	 opinions	 of	 former	 Sec-
retaries	 of	 State	 James	 Baker,	 Henry	
Kissinger,	 George	 Schultz	 and	 Colin	
Powell	offer	 the	 strongest	 indictment	
of	 McCain’s	 treatment	 of	 the	 crisis.	
Even	 Kissinger,	 who	 is	 a	 McCain	
advisor,	 acknowledged	 that	 Georgia	
instigated the conflict and that it is 
in	 our	 best	 interest	 to	 act	 cautiously.	
Powell	 placed	 more	 blame	 on	 Geor-
gia,	 saying,	 “I	 think	 they	 acted	 fool-
ishly.	But	 it	 was	 also	 absolutely	pre-
dictable	what	the	Russians	would	do.	
You	could	see	them	stacking	up	their	
troops.	And	I	think	it	was	foolhardy	on	
the	 part	 of	 President	 Saakashvili	 and	
the	Georgian	government	to	kick	over	
this	 can,	 to	 light	 a	 match	 in	 a	 room	
full	 of	 gasoline.”	 Schultz	 feels	 that	
the	“drift	towards	confrontation	needs	
to	 be	 ended,”	 a	 sentiment	 echoed	
by	 Kissinger,	 Baker	 and	 Powell.
	 It	 is	 important	 to	 note	 that	
Russia	 is	 not	 blameless	 in	 this	 con-
flict. Putin overreacted to the deploy-
ment	 of	 Georgian	 troops	 and	 many	
politicians,	 including	 Obama,	 have	
sided	 with	 Georgia.	 They	 have	 done	
so,	 however,	 with	 the	 caution	 and	
prudence	necessary	to	deal	with	such	
a	delicate	situation.	Russia	and	Geor-
gia	 have	 had	 a	 tenuous	 relationship	
since	 the	 fall	 of	 the	 Soviet	 Union.	
While	 the	 actions	 of	 both	 govern-
ments	 are	 cause	 for	 concern,	 U.S.	
policymakers	 cannot	 risk	 alienating	
Russia	 over	 a	 border	 dispute.	A	 Mc-
Cain	administration	would	do	just	that.	

CP	

McCain speaks with advisor Randy Scheunemann on his campaign plane. Scheunemann
has lobbied McCain on behalf of the Georgian government.
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Why it Stinks to be a Republican in 2008
By Zachary neWkirk

	 Unless	 something	 terrible	
happens	between	now	and	November	
4,	the	Democrats	are	poised	to	sweep	
the	 table	 on	 election	 night,	 winning	
seats	in	the	Senate,	House	of	Repre-
sentatives	 and	most	 importantly,	 the	
seat behind the prized Oval Office 
desk.	It	is	a	great	time	to	be	a	Democrat.

	 Let	 us	 take	 a	 moment	 and	
look	at	our	vanquished	foe.	Try	put-
ting	 yourself	 in	 Republican	 shoes.	 I	
know this can be very difficult and 
God	forbid	I	ever	try	on	these	shoes	
again; they are a little uncomfortable 
in	the	competency	region,	a	little	tight	
around	the	honesty	section	and	quite	
scratchy	in	the	economic	department.	
Shoes	 are	 shoes,	 however,	 and	 we	
learned	 to	 stumble,	 trip	 and	 stagger	
with	 them	 on	 for	 a	 full	 eight	 years.	
	 With	 my	 new	 Republican	
footwear,	I	suddenly	became	nostalgic	
for	the	year	2004.	This	was	the	year	
George	W.	Bush	was	re-elected	and	the	
Republicans	gained	seats	in	Congress.	
It	was	a	great	 time	 to	a	Republican.	
	 I	remember	Jon	Stewart	ask-
ing	Sen.	Kay	Bailey	Hutchinson	(R-
TX)	 on	 his	 show	 if	 the	 Democrats	
had	to	bow	to	their	Republican	coun-
terparts	in	the	halls	of	the	Senate.	She	
responded	 with	 an	 arrogant	 smirk	
that	only	a	Texan	could	pull	off	(see	
George	W.	Bush	and	Wiley	E.	Coyote	
for	 reference)	 and	 said,	 “not	 quite.”	
	 It	 was	 a	 wonderful	 time	 to	
be	 a	 Republican.	 There	 was	 sup-
posed	 to	 be	 a	 permanent	 Repub-
lican	 majority	 in	 Congress.	 Com-
passionate	 conservatism	 reigned	
free.		 Trickle-down,	 free-market	
economics	 ruled	 the	 economy.	 Pro-
gressivism	had	lost	a	major	battle	in	
the	 culture	 war	 in	 2004.	 The	 damn	
lib-ruls were crushed and deflated. 
	 Then	 everything	 changed.	
	 What		happened?			Where			did	the	
permanent		Republican			majority	go?		
	 Something	quite	simple	hap-
pened.	 Republican	 policies	 took	 ef-
fect,	and	they	were	bad.	Catastroph-
ic.	To	some,	like	formerly-employed	
blue-collar	workers	 in	 the	Rust	Belt	
and	 thousands	 of	 New	 Orleani-
ans,	 these	 policies	 were	 disastrous.	
	 In	 the	 past	 eight	 years,	 our	
national	 debt	 doubled	 to	 nearly	
$10,000,000,000,000	 (that’s	 13	 ze-
roes,	 by	 the	 way).	 Five	 million	
Americans	 fell	 into	 poverty	 and	 7	
million	more	are	now	without	health	

insurance.	 The	 rich	 were	 given	 tax	
cuts	while	 the	price	of	gas	 skyrock-
eted.	 We	 spent	 billions	 of	 dollars,	
over	 four	 thousand	 American	 lives,	
and	 hundreds	 of	 thousands	 of	 Iraqi	
lives	 on	 an	 unnecessary	 and	 illegal	
war.	At	the	same	time,	the	war	in	Af-
ghanistan	has	gone	 sour	and	Osama	
bin	Laden	still	remains	at	large.	Our	
respect	 in	 the	 world	 has	 diminished	

in	the	face	of	“bring	it	on”	bravado.	
Those	 at	 the	 highest	 levels	 of	 gov-
ernment	have	authorized	torture	and	
only	 recently	 have	 they	 acknowl-
edged	 the	 importance	 of	 global	
warming.	 These	 are	 the	 workings	
and	 results	 of	 Republican	 policies.
	 Gosh,	those	days	of	a	“perma-
nent	 Republican	 majority”	 seem	 so	
long	ago.	If	only	we	knew	in	2004	what	
the	next	 four	years	would	bring,	we	
might be very well fighting for Presi-
dent	Kerry’s	second	 term	right	now.
	 It’s	 not	 a	 good	 time	 to	 be	 a	
Republican.	 It	especially	hurts	 to	be	
a	 Republican	 in	 2008	 knowing	 that	
by	 the	 time	2009	 rolls	 around,	 their	
party	 will	 be	 in	 further	 disarray.		
Their	defeated	presidential	candidate	
will	be	 forced	 to	straight-talk	some-
where	 else.	 Their	 numbers	 in	 Con-

gress	will	shrink	for	the	second	elec-
tion	in	a	row.	Their	former	president	
will	be	banished	to	history	books	as	
an	utter	disgrace.	Their	corporate	tax	
breaks	 will	 end	 and	 gays	 will	 con-
tinue	 to	get	married.	They	will	 look	
at	 their	 despicable	 2008	 campaign	
and	 notice	 that	 many	 of	 their	 own	
party	 endorsed	 the	 Democrat,	 while	
others	 moved	 toward	 McCarthyism.	
	 Still	in	my	Republican	shoes,	

I	look	at	the	political	landscape.	I	shed	
a	tear	and	take	a	moment.	Thankfully,	
I	have	the	choice	to	take	off	my	Re-
publican	shoes	and	I	rejoice	with	my	
fellow	progressives	at	the	next	four	to	
eight	years	of	real	leadership	and	the	
“Republican	Rout”	of	2008.	For	actual	
Republicans,	well,	welcome	to	2004	
for	Democrats.	Revenge	is	so	sweet!
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	 “Imagine	your	pocket	calcula-
tor	couldn’t	make	up	its	mind	whether	
1+13+40+3+4	 was	 60	 or	 61.	 You’d	
be	 pretty	 alarmed,	 and	 you	 wouldn’t	
trust	 your	 calculator	 until	 you	 were	
very sure it was fixed. Or you’d get a 
new	 calculator,”	 Felten	 said	 in	 an	 in-
terview	 with	 The Daily Princetonian.
	 Although	 we	 can’t	 imagine	
our	 daily	 lives	 without	 electronics,	
perhaps	 complex	 technology	 should	
be	 kept	 out	 of	 our	 voting	 process.	
	 Unfortunately,	 paper	 ballots	
are	 susceptible	 to	 voting	 troubles	 as	
well.	 Swing	 state	 North	 Carolina	 is	
home	 to	 one	 of	 the	 most	 confusing	
ballots.	While	straight-party	voting	al-
lows	 for	quicker	voting	and	 increases	
turnout	 for	 down-ballot	 contests,	 it	
may	deceive	voters.	States	 like	North	
Carolina	 have	 straight-party	 voting	
rules	 that	 counter-intuitively	 exclude	
a	vote	for	president.	In	order	to	cast	a	
vote	for	every	contest	this	way,	a	voter	
must	separately	mark	a	vote	for	presi-
dent	 in	 addition	 to	 the	 straight-party	
vote. To make this even more baffling, 
in	some	states	like	Texas,	casting	both	
votes nullifies your vote for president. 
	 North	 Carolina’s	 tricky	 bal-
lot	 is	 responsible	 for	 the	 abnormally	
high	 number	 of	 voters	 who	 went	 to	
the	 polls	 but	 neglected	 to	 cast	 a	 vote	
for	 president	 in	 the	 2000	 and	 2004	

elections.	 Even	 with	 such	 evidence	
of ballot design flaws, the fact that 
straight-party	 voting	 does	 not	 include	
a	vote	for	president	appears	last	in	the	
ballot’s	 list	 of	 detailed	 instructions.	
	 As	 swing	 states	 register	 re-
cord	 numbers	 of	 new	 voters,	 confu-
sion	 will	 certainly	 be	 in	 the	 air	 come	
November	4.	The	majority	of	Florida’s	

voters are voting for the first time, and 
most	Floridians	will	be	trying	out	their	
third	 voting	 system	 in	 eight	 years.	
	 In	an	attempt	to	minimize	the	
voting	uncertainty,	ballot	design	experts	
have been educating election officials on 
how	to	avoid	voter	confusion	since	July.	
	 Senators	 Diane	 Feinstein	
(D-CA)	 and	 Robert	 Bennett	 (R-UT),	
however,	 believe	 stronger	 measures	
are	still	needed.	The	Senators	are	hop-
ing	to	amend	HAVA	with	S.	3212,	the	

Bipartisan	 Electronic	 Voting	 Reform	
Act	 of	 2008.	 The	 bill	 calls	 for	 every	
state to have a verification system 
available	for	mandatory	audits	of	fed-
eral	elections,	as	well	as	standards	for	
emergency	contingencies,	poll	worker	
training,	 and	 testing	 laboratories	 for	
voting	 equipment.	 It	 also	 allocates	
$30	million	 in	federal	grants	for	veri-
fication technology research and test-
ing,	and	for	state	spending	towards	the	
satisfaction	 of	 the	 bill’s	 conditions.
	 Whether	 there	 will	 even	
be a definite victor the morning of 

November	 5	 is	 uncertain,	 but	 Ap-
pel	 warns	 against	 giving	 up	 on	
America’s	 voting	 system	 too	 soon.
	 “Everybody	 should	 go	 out	
and	 vote.	 Just	 because	 those	 vot-
ing	 machines	 can	 be	 hacked	 doesn’t	
mean	 they	 probably	 have	 been,	 and	
if	 you	 don’t	 vote	 then	 you’re	 cer-
tainly	 disenfranchised,”	 he	 said.

Voters in West Virginia 
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To	win	this	state,	Obama	will	have	to	
perform	very	well	 in	 the	Washington,	
D.C.,	suburbs	while	attracting	more	of	
the	 rural	 vote	 than	 Kerry	 could.	 The	
fact	 that	African-Americans	 make	 up	
20%	of	the	state’s	population	improves	
Obama’s	 chances	 of	 winning	 Virgin-
ia’s	13	electoral	votes.	As	of	 late	Oc-
tober,	 RealClearPolitics	 gave	 Obama	
an	 8	 point	 lead	 in	 the	 state.	 Virginia	
is	 the	 most	 likely	 of	 the	 traditionally	
red	states	to	turn	blue	in	this	election.
	 Florida. For	 McCain	 to	 win	
the	presidency,	he	needs	Florida	and	its	
27	 electoral	votes,	 but	he	 is	 currently	
polling	behind.	Bush	won	Florida	by	5	
points	 in	 2004,	 and	 in	 2000	 the	 state	

was	 excruciatingly	 close.	 It	 is	 a	 large	
and diverse state; it is part southern, 
part	New	York	 retiree,	 and	part	Latin	
American.	 Obama	 has	 advertised	
heavily	in	the	state	and	has	mounted	a	
successful	voter	registration	drive,	reg-

istering	250,000	new	Democratic	vot-
ers	(the	Republicans	registered	80,000	
new	 voters).	 Most	 polls	 give	 Obama	
a slight lead in the state; RealClear-
Politics	 estimates	 he	 has	 a	 2%	 lead.
	 Ohio. The	 battleground	 of	
battlegrounds,	 Ohio,	 whose	 20	 elec-
toral	votes	decided	 the	2004	election,	
is	often	considered	to	be	the	most	im-
portant	 swing	 state	 in	 the	 nation.	 No	
Republican	 has	 ever	 won	 the	 presi-
dency	without	also	winning	Ohio.	The	
loss	of	manufacturing	jobs	and	worries	
about	 health	 care	 have	 pushed	 polls	
in	 Obama’s	 favor,	 but	 some	 of	 the	
white	 working-class	 voters	 who	 sup-
ported	 Hillary	 Clinton	 in	 the	 prima-

ries	may	be	ambivalent	about	Obama.	
RealClearPolitics	 gives	 Obama	 a	 3%	
lead,	 but	 this	 is	 a	 true	 swing	 state.
	 Missouri.	 Missouri,	 with	 11	
electoral	votes,	last	voted	for	a	Demo-
crat	in	1996.	It	is	considered	a	bellweth-
er	 as	 it	 has	voted	 for	 the	victor	 in	25	
of	the	past	26	elections.	This	was	once	
considered	a	safe	state	for	McCain,	but	
Obama	has	recently	been	polling	ahead	
there	and	attracted	a	crowd	of	100,000	
people	to	a	rally	in	St.	Louis	on	October	
18.	Democrats	in	Missouri	usually	win	
St.	 Louis	 and	 Kansas	 City	 while	 los-
ing	rural	counties,	but	Democratic	U.S.	
Senator	Claire	McCaskill	won	in	2006	
by	campaigning	in	rural	areas.	Obama	

has	been	doing	the	same,	and	it	seems	
to	be	working.	RealClearPolitics	gives	
Obama	a	2-3	point	lead	over	McCain.
	 North Carolina.	 Democrats	
usually	 ignore	 North	 Carolina	 and	
its	 15	 electoral	 votes.	 It	 is	 a	 cultur-
ally	conservative	southern	state	on	the	
eastern	 end	of	 the	Bible	Belt	 and	has	
not	voted	 for	a	Democrat	 since	1972.	
While	 Kerry	 lost	 the	 state	 by	 12	 per-
centage	points,	 it	 is	now	considered	a	
swing	state.	The	state’s	population	has	
grown	by	1	million	people	since	2000,	
fueled	by	a	booming	high-tech	 indus-
try	 and	 a	 friendly	 business	 climate.	
Many	of	 the	newcomers	are	Northern	
transplants,	 while	 others	 are	 Hispan-
ics.	Both	groups	 tend	 to	 favor	Demo-
crats.	 RealClearPolitics	 estimates	 that	
Obama	 has	 a	 2%	 lead	 in	 the	 state.
	 The big picture.	 Obama	
looks	 set	 to	 win	 Virginia.	 He	 also	
stands	 a	 chance	 in	 swing	 states	 like	
Ohio	and	Florida,	as	well	as	tradition-
ally	 Republican	 states	 like	 Missouri	
and	 North	 Carolina.	 However,	 he	
doesn’t	need	to	win	all	of	these	states	
to	 win	 the	 election.	 Most	 polls	 have	
him	with	 a	 comfortable	 lead	 in	 every	
state	 which	 Gore	 won	 in	 2000,	 total-
ing	 264	 electoral	 votes.	All	 he	 needs	
is	 six	 more	 electoral	 votes—by	 win-
ning	 Colorado,	 for	 example,	 which	
appears	 likely—and	 he	 is	 over	 270.

From Red to Purple…to Blue?
The Closest Swing States
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Voting Machine Irregularities Threaten a Repeat of the 
2000 Florida Debacle in Some Swing States

Andrew Appel fiddling with the motherboard of his Sequoia AVC
Advantage. Photo courtesy of Alex Halderman.
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The 2008 electoral map based on polling data as of October 15. 
The lightest colored states are considered toss-ups. 
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By steVe PoVeda

	 Let’s	face	it.	Although	we	are	
in	economic	turmoil,	the	government	
bailout	of	Wall	Street	was	not	neces-
sary,	 especially	 when	 the	 only	 citi-
zens	we	were	 rescuing	were	greedy	
New	 York	 bankers	 who	 have	 been	
ripping	 us	 off	 for	 years.	 Our	 presi-
dent,	 or	 should	 I	 say,	 King	 George	
the	 IV,	 has	 taxed	 us	 without	 repre-
sentation	by	using	our	tax	dollars	for	
a	bailout	that	was	opposed	by	over	90	
percent	of	people.	Talk	about	democ-
racy!	And	what	kind	of	 ‘change	 for	
America’	 do	 our	 presidential	 candi-
dates	expect	by	supporting	this	bail-
out?	 Don’t	 they	 know	 that	 the	 only	
way to solve this financial crisis is by 
understanding	where	it	came	from?	
	 We	 hear	 of	 foreclosures,	
banks,	 subprime	 mortgages,	 but	 no	
one	 is	 talking	 about	 the	defense	 in-

dustry	 and	 how	 our	 economy	 has	
been	sinking	in	large	part	due	to	our	
mismanagament	of	military	funds.		
	 We	 hear	 on	 the	 radio	 and	
throughout	 the	 popular	 media	 that	
Democratic	 candidates	 want	 troops	
withdrawn	from	Iraq.	Military	with-
drawal is definitely on the table, but 
our	 presidential	 candidates	 sadly	
question	 even	 that,	 and	 both	 want	
to	 increase	 the	 size	 of	 our	 military.	
What	 ever	 happened	 to	 corporate	
withdrawal?	Ralph	Nader	is	the	only	
candidate	 who	 ever	 mentions	 this.	
Have	 Senators	 John	 McCain	 and	
Barack	Obama	avoided	that	concept	
altogether?	Why	are	they	so	hesitant	
to	cut	the	bloated	military	budget?	
	 The	Bush	administration	has	
enforced	the	image	that	Republicans	
have	painted	since	the	era	of	Ronald	
Reagan:	the	Republican	Party	is	 the	
party	of	defense	spending	and	hand-
ing	 out	 big,	 government	 contracts.	
So,	what	about	our	Presidential	can-
didates?	Will	 they	 continue	 this	 de-
fense-spending	tumult?	Naturally.	Is	
our	media	really	so	naïve	as	to	think	
that	 both	 senators	 would	 cut	 loose	
ties	 from	 defense	 contractors	 like	
Lockheed	Martin	who	have	been	ma-

jor	donors	to	their	campaigns?	
	 The	truth	is,	military	spending	
will	most	likely	remain	high.	We	al-
ready	know	how	McCain	stands,	but	
it	is	imperative	to	realize	that	Obama	
does	not	offer	very	different	options.		
The	senator	seems	to	be	caught	in	the	
middle,	 as	 he	 wants	 to	 end	 the	 U.S	
presence	in	Iraq	but	as	a	result	would	
have	 to	 halt	 defense	 contracts	 pres-
ently	there,	which	would	mean	a	cut	
back	on	American	 jobs	 in	 those	de-
fense	 companies.	This	 would	 inevi-
tably	go	against	his	message	of	cre-
ating	 jobs.	 Ideally,	neither	president	
wants	to	appear	to	favor	a	policy	that	
would	cut	American	jobs.	
	 So	what	is	all	the	commotion	
about?	Dwight	D.	Eisenhower	said	it	
best	in	his	farewell	address	in	1961,	
“In	 the	 councils	 of	 government,	 we	
must	 guard	 against	 the	 acquisition	
of unwarranted influence, whether 
sought	or	unsought,	by	the	military-
industrial	complex.	The	potential	for	
the	disastrous	rise	of	misplaced	pow-
er	exists	and	will	persist.”	
	 How	misplaced	has	the	Bush	
‘doctrine’	been?	An	unnecessary,	 il-
legal	war	 in	Iraq!	A	failed	policy	 in	
Afghanistan!	Osama	Bin	Laden	still	
at	large!	And	to	think	that	all	of	that	
money	 could	 have	 been	 used	 to	 di-
rectly	 strengthen	 our	 economy	 and	
infrastructure.	We	cause	uproar	when	
we	 hear	 of	 the	 government	 bailout,	
but	right	under	our	noses,	every	day,	
bills	are	passed	to	fund	wars	that	burn	
holes	in	taxpayers’	pockets.	We	as	a	
nation	already	spend	more	money	on	
national	security	than	the	rest	of	the	
world	combined!	
	 Some	 argue	 that	 it	 is	 insult-
ing	to	our	troops	to	not	pass	bills	to	
fund	their	activities.	Is	it	not	an	even	
bigger	insult	to	place	them,	unneces-

sarily,	 in	 harms	 way?	 Our	 defense	
spending	 could	 very	 easily	 be	 used	
for	domestic	purposes.	For	the	mili-
tarists	out	there,	we	need	to	place	our	
money	on	legitimate	defense	purpos-
es; we simply cannot afford to conit-
nue	to	throw	money	away.	We	are	at	

a	point	in	history	where	our	defense	
budget	is	the	highest	its	ever	been,	but	
yet	the	number	of	Navy	ships	and	Air	
Force	combat	planes	is	lower	than	at	
any	 point	 since	 1945.	 Where	 is	 all	
our	 money	 going?	 Oh,	 that’s	 right,	
we	answered	that:	defense	contracts	
that fill the pockets of defense com-
panies who only seek profit through 
continued	U.S.	presence	in	Iraq.	
	 Washington	 lives	 under	 this	
military-industrial	 complex	 and	 our	
nation	needs	to	break	away	from	this	
mentality.	If	not,	the	threat	of	serious	
economic	 downfall	 will	 become	 all	
too	real.	We	have	people	in	our	coun-
try	who	lack	health	care,	streets	and	
highways	 that	 need	 serious	 rework,	
and	 an	 education	 system	 that	 needs	
funding	 to	 compete	 internationally.	
We	as	Americans	need	to	understand	
and	 set	 our	 values.	 We	 need	 to	 be-
come	 aware	 of	 how	 the	 corporate	
companies	really	drive	Washington.		
	 We	will	fall	into	a	1984-like	
world	 should	 we	 continue	 on	 this	
path	of	waging	wars	simply	to	make	

companies	like	Raytheon,	Lockheed	
Martin	 and	 Halliburton	 happy.	 This	
idea	 that	 only	 wars	 will	 keep	 our	
economy	up	is	theoretically	based	on	
the	 fact	 that	 they	 provide	 jobs.	 But	
this is illogical; to fund the military, 
they	need	our	tax	money.	Instead,	we	
need	 to	 put	 our	 tax	 money	 towards	
more	 critical	 programs.We	 must	 let	
whomever	is	elected	president	know	
that	 our	 money	 needs	 to	 be	 for	 us.	
The	 current	 Wall	 Street	 meltdown	
shows	 us	 exactly	 how	 quickly	 and	
how close a financial disaster is to 
becoming	 reality.	 Defense	 spending	
must	be	cut	now	more	than	ever,	but	
someone	has	to	be	the	bearer	of	bad	
news:	 neither	 “mainstream”	 candi-
date	will	cut	our	military	budget.

Dwight’s Warning: Why Won’t Either Candidate 
Address the Military-Industrial Complex?

We as a nation already 
spend more money on 
national security than 
the rest of the world 

combined.

 In his farewell speech, President Dwight D. Eisenhower warned of the 
growing influence of what he termed the Military-Industrial Complex.

On military spending, 
Barack Obama is 

caught in the middle.
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Yesterday,	Palin	told	a	bunch	
of	third	graders	that	the	vice	
president	 ‘runs	 the	 Senate,’	
which	 the	 vice	 president	
does	 not	 do.	 Not	 knowing	
what	the	job	is?	Even	Presi-
dent	Bush	will	 tell	you,	 the	
vice	 president	 doesn’t	 run	
the	 Senate.	 The	 vice	 presi-
dent	 runs	 the	White	House.	
--Jimmy	Kimmel

Senator John McCain was on the program last night. And I don’t know about this. 
He kept referring to me as “That One.”  --David Letterman

Despite enormous fluctuations 
in	 the	Dow	Jones	 average	 this	
week,	billionaire	investor	War-
ren	 Buffett	 announced	 Friday	
that	 he	 will	 continue	 to	 invest	
in	 the	 stock	market	during	 the	
current financial crisis. So re-
member,	 everyone,	 this	 is	 no	
time	to	panic,	as	long	as	you’re	
the	richest	man	on	earth.	
--Amy	Poehler

And in describing her beautiful Alaskan home,
Sarah Palin said that when she stands on her porch, 
she can see the moon. You know what that means? 
She is now qualified to be an astronaut. --- Jay Leno

In	a	speech	earlier	this	week,	John
McCain said, “I’ve been fighting for 
the	 United	 States	 of	America	 since	 I	
was	17	years	old.”	Then	he	said,	“Of	
course,	 back	 then,	 it	 was	 called	 Pan-
gea.”	 It	 was	 a	 land	 mass	 that	 slowly	
separated.	--Conan	O’Brien

I	 like	 being	 here	 because	 it	
seems	 like	 here	 and	 in	 our	
last	 rally	 too	 --	 other	 parts	
around	this	great	Northwest	-
-	here	in	New	Hampshire	you	
just	get	it.
--Sarah	Palin,	Laconia,	New	
Hampshire,	Oct.	15,	2008

Barack Obama said 
today, again, he 
wants to raise taxes 
on the rich. That’s 
provided if, by No-
vember, anyone is 
still rich.  -- Jay Leno

On Wednesday, Barack Obama danced 
live by satellite for the Ellen Show to 
show he’s not a Muslim, but rather 
very, very white.
--Seth Meyers

They are also building 
schools for the Afghan 
children so that there is 
hope and opportunity in 
our neighboring country 
of Afghanistan.”
--Sarah Palin, speaking at 
a fundraiser in San Fran-
cisco, Oct. 5, 2008


