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Electoral College
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2016 Election Results

Electoral College Results
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urce: “America’ s electoral system gives the Republicans advantages over Democrats”, The Economist
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 Some thought that the electoral college would be a final check
against unqualified leader
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Projected winner in each county of the
UsS, 2018
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When counties are resized by
population
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“Gerrymandering”
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What is Gerrymandering?

Gerrymandering, explained

Three different ways to divide 50 people into five districts

50 1. Perfect 2. Compact, 3. Neither compact
people representation but unfair nor fair

60% blue, 3 blue districts, 5 blue districts, 2 blue districts,
40% red 2 red districts 0 red districts 3 red districts
BLUE WINS BLUE WINS RED WINS
M /WONKBLOG

Source: Washington Post Stanford UIllVEl'Slty
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Republican Advantage in Other
Branches of Government

House of Representatives
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Republican Advantage in Other
Branches of Government
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Voter Registration
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Georgla d\l\lﬁ‘cﬂ$:§

Democrat Stacey Abrams
Y
Republican Brian Kemp
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Enforcement of Restrictive Voter
Laws Iin Georgia

« “Use it or lose it” policy
o —EHMRELTWVEWNEERICHL THEREVLELSIET-

« “Exact Match” policy enacted in 2017
o REFZFRIIBEAHLEELITHRELFIX100%—HL T
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Voter Suppression under Brian
Kemp
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North Dakota Voter S
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Backdrop

Tough re—election race for
Democratic Senator Heidi
Heitkamp, against Republican
contender Kevin Cranmer

Image: NBC News

« RERDIDADEBOTL =6, ERARTRIZELDAHEENS
MHhot=,

e 20128 MHeitkampD ZE (X FHERDHHR—FEEBLLTLV-

o HINTDCranmerHfEF|, LBEIF TN EF

Stanford University -



Uncounted Votes in Florida
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Arizona GOP Sues to Limit Mail-in
Ballots in US Senate Race
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Who Supports Trump?

* Mounting evidence that Trump is the least ethical
president in modern American History
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Citizenship Question

In March, Commerce Secretary Wilbur Ross who oversees
the Census Bureau announced that he had decided to add a
question about citizenship to the 2020 census

o The decennial survey has not included a citizenship question
since 1950

18 states, the District of Columbia, several cities and a
handful of immigrant groups took the decision to court,
claiming the decision was motivated by discriminatory intent

o Critics say the question is unnecessary and designed to scare
immigrants and other minorities into not responding

o An inaccurate count would have severe and lasting consequences
as census data are used to draw electoral districts

Stanford University -



Citizenship Question: Ruling

 In a ruling on November 9, US District Judge George
Hazel said that the plaintiffs had properly supported
their claim that the Trump administration’ s decision
was motivated at least in part by discrimination
o Pointed to Trump’ s comment in January at a private
meeting with lawmakers distinguishing immigrants of colors —

“these people from shithole countries” —from white
immigrants from countries like Norway.

o The judge also noted Trump’ s “degrading comparisons of
immigrants to ‘animals’ who ‘infest’ the country.

Stanford University
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MOUTXRERFNGEREEZ =7
Is Trump country really better off

under Trump? No. It’s falling
further behind.

President Trump at a rally in Fort Wayne, Ind., on Nov. 5. (Jim Watson/AFP/Getty Images)

By Anthony W. Orlando
November 18

Source: Washington Post

Most Read Politics

1

Ivanka Trump used a personal
email account to send hundreds of
emails about government
business last year

White House discusses possible
Trump visit to troops in Iraq or
Afghanistan

From dire warnings to happy talk:
Trump changes his tune after the
midterms

Analysis

President Trump's crowd-size
estimates: Increasingly
unbelievable

L B e B

Analysis
3 takeaways from Trump’s testy
Fox News interview )
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FIEREERHE#LLY Corrupt =
Is Trump Corrupt?
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What is Corruption?
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The Corruption of America’s
Traditional Identity
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Strangers in their Own Land
(B DO THIA)

The Deep Story

ARLIE RUSSELL ) . |
HOCHSCHILD Feels—as—if story of the right
STRANGERS
IN THEIR all p—
OWN LAND Y Mj%,’/) N\
HITLARY ==

FOR o\m E%M

SN D T o
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ANGER AND MOURNING ON THE AMERICAN RIGHT

A Journey to the Heart of Our Political Divide
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Waiting in Line
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The Line Cutters
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Catcalls
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The American Dream
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Behind the Deep Story: The Federal
Government and Free Market as Proxy
Allies
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How Democracies Die
(REEZT|ITIESCH-TRRHDH)

Are we living through the
decline and fall of the
world’ s oldest and most

DEMOCRACIES successful democracies?

i

Image: Amazon

By Daniel Ziblatt and Steven Levitsky
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How Democracies Die
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What Preserves Democracy?
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How Vulnerable is American
Democracy?
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Fateful Alliances
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Ex. 1: Adolf Hitler
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Ex. 2: Benito Mussolini
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Ex. 3: Hugo Chavez
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Ex. 3: Hugo Chavez
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Four Behavioral Warning Signs
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Populist Outsiders
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Democracy’s Gatekeepers
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Successful Gatekeeping
Ex. Belgium

In the 1936 general election, two authoritarian far—right
parties, the Rex Party and Flemish nationalist party
captured almost 20% of popular vote and challenged the
dominance of the three establishment parties: the

center—right Catholic Party, the Socialists, and the
Liberal Party.

Rex Party leader, Léon Degrelle
o A virulent critic of parliamentary democracy
o Departed from the right of the Catholic Party
o Attacked its leaders as corrupt

o Received support from Hitler and Mussolini
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Successful Gatekeeping

Ex. Belgium

e The Catholic Party decided to take a two pronged
strategy:

o Internally the Catholic Party leaders started more
vigorously screening candidates for pro—Rexist
sympathies and expelling extremists

o The party leadership took a strong stance against
cooperating with the far right, and united with the
Liberals and Socialists
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Successful Gatekeeping

Ex. Finland

e In 1929 the extreme right Lapua Movement burst onto
political stage

o The movement sought the destruction of communism by any
means necessary

e At first the center—right Agrarian Union flirted with the Lapua
Movement, finding its anti—-communism politically useful

» However, as the Lapua Movement grew more radical, Finland’ s
traditional conservative parties broke with it

* Inlate 1930, the bulk of the Agrarian Union, the liberal
Progress Party, and much of the Swedish Peoples Party joined
ideological rival, the Social Democrats, in ~Lawfulness Front”
to defend democracy against extremists
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Gatekeeping in America
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Gatekeeping in America

O

Charles Coughlin, an immensely popular anti—Semitic Catholic priest
whose fiery nationalist radio program reached up to 40 million
listeners a week

| ouisiana governor and senator, Huey Long, built a massive following
with his call to redistribute wealth

Senator Joseph McCarthy used Cold War fear of communist
subversion to promote blacklisting, censorship, and book banning, was
backed widely by the public

Alabama governor George Wallace’ s defiant segregationist stance
vaulted him to national prominence

Founder of Ford Motor Company, Henry Ford, was an extremist
demagogue who admired Hitler and Himmler and was awarded the
Nazi government grand Cross of the German Eagle. Despite popular

enthusiasm, was locked out of contention.
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Gatekeeping in America
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Presidential Primaries
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Invisible Primary
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Ineffective Gatekeeping: Donald
Trump
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Indicators of Authoritarian

Behavior

1. Rejection of (or weak commitment
to) democratic rules of the game)

Attempts to undermine the legitimacy
of elections, for example, by refusing
to accept credible electoral results

2. Denial of the legitimacy of political
opponents

Baselessly described their partisan
rivals as criminals, whose supposed
violation of the law (or potential to do
so) disqualifies them from full
participation in the political arena

3. Toleration or encouragement of
violence

Tacitly endorsed violence by their
supporters by refusing to
unambiguously condemn it and punish
it

Praised (or refused to condemn) other
significant acts of political violence,
either in the past or elsewhere in the
world
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Indicators of Authoritarian

Behavior

4. Readiness to curtail civil liberties of
opponents, including media

Supported laws or policies that
restrict civil liberties, such as
expanded libel or defamation laws, or
laws restricting protest, criticism of
the government, or certain civic or
political organizations

Threatened to take legal or other
punitive action against critics in rival
parties, civil society, or the media?

Praised repressive measures taken by
other governments, either in the past
or elsewhere in the world?
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Collective Abdication
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Collective Abdication
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Subverting Democracy

Ex. 1: Alberto Fujimori

* Ran for senate in 1990 with no plan to be president

o When no party would nominate him, he created his own and
nominated himself

o Short of funds, he threw his hate into the presidential race to
attract publicity for his senate campaign

* 1990: Hyperinflation, violence from the Shining Path had
created crisis in Peru

o Most Peruvians were disgusted with established parties, and
Fujimori, a political nobody, surged in polls

* Fujimori finished second and qualified for a runoff against Mario
Vargas Llosa who was backed by the entire establishment
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Subverting Democracy

Ex. 1: Alberto Fujimori

* When Fujimori won, he had few friends in politics and was
distrusted by traditional media

 Congress, controlled by opposition parties, failed to pass any
legislation

 Instead of negotiating with the leaders of congress he lashed
out at them and began to bypass congress, turning to
executive degrees

* In November 1991, he sent a package of 126 decrees for
congressional approval

o Congress demurred, and passed legislation curbing his power

o On April 5, 1992, Fujimori announced on TV that he was dissolving
congress and the constitution
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Capturing Referees
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Capturing Referees

o Alberto Fujimori’ s intelligence advisor Vladimiro
Montesino blackmailed hundreds of opposition politicians,
judges, congressmen, businessmen, journalists, and
editors with videotapes of them paying or receiving
bribes, entering brothels, or engaging in other illicit
activity

o In Argentina, Juan Péron impeached three justices, who
were conservative opponents, of the five—member
supreme court on the grounds of malfeasance (a fourth
resigned before he could be impeached). Péron then
appointed four loyalists
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Capturing Referees

o In Hungary, the Orban government expanded the size of
the Constitutional Court from eight to fifteen, changed
the nomination rules so that the ruling Fidesz party could
single—handedly appoint the new justices, and then filled
the new positions with Fidesz loyalists

o In 1999 the Chavez government called elections for a
constituent assembly that, in violation of an earlier
supreme court ruling, awarded itself the power to dissolve
all other state institutions, including the court
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Sidelining Opponents

O

In Malaysia, Prime Minister Mahathir Mohamad used a politically loyal
police force and packed judiciary to investigate, arrest and imprison
his leading rival, Anwar Ibrahim on sodomy charges in the late 1990s.

In Venezuela, opposition leader Leopoldo Lopez was arrested and
charged with inciting violence during a wave of antigovernment
protest in 2014.

In 2011, Ecuadorian President Rafael Correa won a $40 million libel
suit against the owners and editor of a major newspaper, El Universo,
for publishing an editorial that labeled him as a dictator.

As key media outlets are assaulted, others grow wary and begin to
practice self-censorship. When the Chavez government stepped up
its attack in the mid—2000s, one of the country’ s largest television
networks. Venevision, decided to stop covering politics. Morning talk
shows were replaced with astrology programs, and soap operas took
precedence over evening news programs.
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Sidelining Opponents

O

In July 2000, less than three months into his presidency, Putin summoned
twenty one of Russia’ s wealthiest businessmen to the Kremlin, where he
told them that they would be free to make money under his watch—but
only if they stayed out of politics. When billionaire Boris Berezovsky, the
controlling shareholder of ORT television station did not heed his warning,
the government revived a long—dormant fraud case and ordered
Berezovsky’ s arrest. Another oligarch who ignored the warning was
Mikhail Khodorkovsky, head of the giant Yukos oil company. Khodorkovsky
began to generously finance opposition parties. In 2003, Khodorkovsky
was arrested for tax evasion, embezzlement, and fraud, and imprisoned
for nearly a decade.

In Hungary, after winning a parliamentary majority in 2010, the ruling
Fidesz party rewrote the constitution and electoral laws to lock in its
advantage. It adopted new majoritarian electoral rules that favored the
largest party (Fidesz) and gerrymandered the country’ s electoral districts
to maximize the number of seats it would win. It banned campaign
advertising in private media, limiting television campaigning to the public
broadcast station, which was run by Fidesz loyalists.
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Democracy in Times of Crisis

o In the aftermath of 9/11, George W. Bush saw his approval rating
soar from 53% to 90%

o In Sep. 1999, shortly after Putin was named prime minister, a
series of bombings in Moscow and other cities killed nearly three
hundred people. Chechen terrorists were blamed, and Putin
responded by launching a war in Chechnya and a large—scale
crackdown. However, there is some debate over whether the
bombings were committed by Chechen terrorists or by the
Russian government’ s own intelligence service. What is clear
however, is that Putin’ s political popularity received a major
boost.
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Limitations of Constitutions
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Democratic Norms

Mutual Toleration: the idea that as long as our rivals play by
constitutional rules, we accept that they have an equal right to exist,
compete for power, and govern. We might disagree with political rivals,
but we recognize them as decent, patriotic, law abiding citizens. When
norms of mutual toleration are weak, democracy is hard to sustain.

Institutional Forbearance: avoiding actions that, while respecting the

letter of the law, obviously violate its spirit.

 Ex. Presidential term limits: before ratification of the Twenty
Second Amendment in 1951, nothing in the Constitution dictated

that presidents step down after two terms. But George
Washington’ s retirement after two terms in 1797 set a powerful

precedent
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Birth of Democratic Norms in the
us
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Institutional Forbearance
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Institutional Forbearance

Use of Filibuster: The filibuster as a procedural weapon of last
resort

o Prior to 1917, this rarely happened

o According to one count, only 23 filibusters occurred
during the entire 19th century

“Folkways” in Congress

* The Senate can block presidents from appointing cabinet
members or justices, but for most of history, the Senate has
deferred to president to fill their cabinet and open Supreme
Court seats

o Only 9 cabinet nominations were blocked between 1800-
2005

o The Senate never once prevented the president from
filling a Supreme Court seat between 1866—2016

Stanford University
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Historical Challenges

« America s democratic institutions were challenged on

several occasions during the twentieth century

o During the Great Depression and WWII, Roosevelt’ s attempted court—
packing scheme, and his reliance on unilateral action (use of more than
3000 executive orders during his presidency) posed a serious challenge to
traditional checks and balances. Roosevelt’ s executive excesses triggered
bipartisan resistance.

o McCarthyism in the early 1950s threatened mutual toleration

o Authoritarian behavior of the Nixon administration
 All contained by democratic norms

 Also by racial exclusion. As long as the political community was
restricted largely to whites, Democrats and Republicans had much
In common
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The Unraveling

e On March 16, 2016 Barack Obama nominated appellate
judge Merrick Garland to fill Supreme Court Justice
Antonin Scalia’ s seat.

o US Senate refused to event consider the nominee

o Within a year, with a Republican in the White House, Senate
Republicans quickly approved conservative justice nominee, Neil
Gorusch

* Process of norm erosion started long before Trump
announced his candidacy
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Pre-Trump Norm Erosion

* Newt Gingrich

o When Gingrich arrived in Washington in 1979, he launched an
insurgency aimed at instilling a more combative approach in the
party

o He became a role model to a new generation of Republican
legislators whose ideology, aversion to compromise, and willingness
to obstruct legislation helped speed the end of the traditional
“folkways”

o His leadership helped establish “politics as warfare” as the
GOP’ s dominant strategy

o With Gingrich as Speaker of the House, the GOP adopted a “no
compromise’ approach

o Filibuster use reached an epidemic level during the first two years
of the Clinton presidency
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Acceleration of Politics as Warfare

* House Majority leader Tom DelLay

o Packed lobbying firms with Republican operatives and

instituted a pay—to—play system that rewarded lobbyists with
legislation based on their support for GOP officeholders

* The Bush Administration
o Governed hard to the right

o Congressional Democrats eschewed bipartisanship
cooperation in favor of obstruction

o The informal practice of “regular order” which assured the

minority party opportunities to speak and amend legislation
was largely abandoned

o Share of bills introduced under “closed rules” prohibiting
amendments, skyrocketed
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Acceleration of Politics as Warfare

e At the state-level
o Texas redistricting plan 2003

o Texas Republicans drew up a redistricting plan designed to
gerrymander African American and Latino voters into a small
number of democratic districts while adding Republican
voters to the districts of white incumbent Democrats,
thereby ensuring their defeat.

e Mutual toleration challenged by right—wing media
personalities
o Rush Limbaugh, Ann Coulter

o Right—wing media’ s rhetoric of intolerance picked up by
leading Republican politicians and accepted by Republican

voters in 2008 election
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Acceleration of Politics as Warfare

* The Tea Party
o The birther movement

« GOP becomes the "party of no”

o Led by group of young House members including Paul Ryan, Kevin
McCarthy and Eric Cantor

* Spike in Senate Obstructionism after 2008
o 385 filibusters initiated between 2007-2012

o Confirmation rate of presidential circuit court appointments fell
from 90% in 1980s to barely 50% under Obama

o Democrats voted to eliminate the filibuster
o President Obama responded with unilateral executive actions

o In 2015, Mitch McConnell urged states to ignore Obama’ s
regulatory order limiting greenhouse gas emissions
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Intense Polarization

* Over the last quarter century, Democrats and
Republicans have become deeply divided by race,
religious belief, geography, and even way of life

 Rise of partisan animosity
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Origins of Intense Polarization

For most of the 20t century, American parties were
ideological big tents with diverse constituencies and a wide
range of political views

In 1964, the Civil Rights was embraced by Lyndon Johnson,
and opposed by presidential candidate Barry Goldwater

O Defined Democrats as the party of civil rights and Republicans as
the party of racial status quo

Post 1965 realignment: partisanship and ideology converged,
the GOP becoming primarily conservative, and the Democrats
becoming predominantly liberal

No longer ideological big tents
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Origins of Intense Polarization

* Areas of overlap gradually disappeared

o Senators and representatives cooperated less frequently,
and voted consistently with their own party

 Parties representing different communities, culture, and
values

o Civil Rights Movement, massive wave of immigration in the
1960s

o Republican Party remained almost entirely a party of whites

o Became the party of evangelical Christians after Roe v.
Wade

 Parties divided over deeply polarizing issues of race and
religion
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The Republican Party

Republican voters rely more heavily on partisan media
outlines

Right wing media helped to legitimize the use of uncivil
discourse

Fox News commentators and right—wing radio
personalities uniformly adopted a "no compromise”
position, attaching any Republican politicians who broke
with party line
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The Republican Party

e Hard-line positions reinforced by well-funded conservative
interest groups

* Where Democratic party has grown increasingly diverse, the
GOP has remained culturally homogenous

* The party’ s core White Protestant voters for nearly two
centuries comprised the majority of the US electorate and

were politically, economically, and culturally dominant in
American society.

o White Protestants have become a minority of the electorate—and
declining.

o “status anxiety” leads to a style of politics that is overheated,
over—suspicious, overaggressive, grandiose, and apocalyptic.
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Trump Against the Guardrails

 Trump has demonstrated hostility toward the referees
(law enforcement, intelligence, ethics agencies, courts)

o Firing of James Comey

o Attempt to establish a relationship with US Attorney Preet
Bharara, whose investigations into money laundering
reportedly threatened to reach Trump’ s inner circle

o After Attorney General Jeff Sessions recused himself from
the Russia Investigation and his deputy, Rod Rosenstein
appointed the former FBI Director Robert Mueller as special
counsel to oversee the investigation, Trump publicly shamed
Sessions, reportedly seeking his resignation.

o Discrediting Mueller investigation

o The president took an indirect swipe at the judiciary in
August 2017 when he pardoned the controversial former
Arizona sheriff Joe Arpaio, a political ally and hero to many

of Trump’ s anti-immigrant supporters
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Trump Against the Guardrails

* Efforts to sideline key players in the political system
o Attacks on critics in the media as “fake news”

o During his first week in office, Trump signed an EO
authorizing federal agencies to withhold funding from
sanctuary cities that refused to cooperate with the
administration’ s crackdown on undocumented immigrants

o Creation of the “Presidential Advisory Commission on

Election Integrity” chaired by Mike Pence and run by Vice
Chair Kris Kobach

o Pushing forward stricter voter ID laws that
disproportionately affect low—income minority voters who are
overwhelmingly Democratic
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Trump Against the Guardrails

* Flouting of unwritten rules:
o Nepotism
Conflicts of interest
Open challenges of the legitimacy of elections
Abandonment of the basic rules of political civility

Lying (PolitiFact classified 69% of his public
statements as mostly false. Trump has made at least
one false or misleading public statement every single
day of his first forty days in office)

o Routine use of personal insult, bullying, lying, and
cheating has inevitably helped to normalize such
practices
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The Fate of our Democracy

* The Behavior of Republican leaders:
o Republican leaders could choose to remain loyal

o Containment: back the president on many issues, but
draw a line at dangerous behavior

o Congressional leaders could seek the president’ s
removal: politically costly, as it could provoke

accusations of treason from fellow partisans, and derail
the party’ s legislative agenda

- Up to this point Republicans have responded to Trump

with a mix of loyalty and containment, but now moving
towards containment
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The Fate of our Democracy

* Public Opinion

o When an elected leader has a high approval rating,
critics jump on the bandwagon, media coverage softens,
judges grow more reluctant to rule against the
government, even rival politicians tend to keep their
hands down

o When government approval rating is low, media and
opposition grow more brazen, judges become
emboldened to stand up to the president, and allies
begin to dissent
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The Fate of our Democracy

* Public Opinion

o Ex. West Virginia: most pro—Trump state in the union
with a 60% approval rating in the first half of 2017. In
the face of his popularity, opposition to him withered in
West Virginia, even among Democrats. Democratic Joe
Manchin voted with Trump 54% of the time through

August 2017, more than any other Democrat in the
Senate
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The Fate of our Democracy

* Crises

o Major security crises increase support for the
government

o Judges are reluctant to block presidential power grabs
in the midst of crises
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How Do We Save Democracy?

* Anti—-Trump forces should build a broad pro—democratic
coalition

e Political leaders have two options:
o Take society’ s divisions as a given and try to counteract
them through elite—level cooperation and compromise

o Overcome polarization by focusing on racial and religious
realignment, and growing economic inequalities

* The GOP must regain leadership control in: finance,

grassroots organization, messaging, and candidate
election

o The party must free itself from the clutches of outside
donors and right—-wing media
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Restoring Democracy
Ex. West Germany after WWII

e The formation of Germany’ s center—right Christian
Democratic Union out of the wreckage of a discredited
conservative and right—wing tradition

e The CDU separated itself from extremists and
authoritarians, and broadened and diversified its base,
recruiting both Catholics and Protestants
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Biggest Challenge

Few societies in history have managed to be both
multiracial and genuinely democratic

Building a multiethnic democracy in which no particular
ethnic group i1s the majority and where political equality,
social equality and economies that empower all have
been achieved, is a huge challenge.
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