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EDITOR’S  NOTE

f your relatives are like mine and you’re constantly being 

asked about something they saw on the news, you’ve come 

to the right place. Inside this issue, we’ve got everything you 

need to know about the new administration, from an analysis 

of President Donald Trump’s campaign strategy to a full 

summary of his Cabinet. Not entirely sure who Mike Pence is? 

We’ve got you covered. Confused about “the media?” We’ll 

walk you through it. 

It’s been a helluva year, and we’re almost halfway through. There 

are significant shifts in the global community, protests against 

governments around the world and violent struggles for power are 

being waged at the expense of civilian populations. Now’s the time 

to pay attention to what’s going on around you, for more than just 

keeping your grandma informed. If you can’t find what you’re looking 

for in the pages of our magazine, we’re lucky to be surrounded by 

fellow brilliant humans – some of my favorites are on this staff.

There’s no shortage of political activism at Drake. Our Bulldogs 

work for candidates on both sides of the aisle, study abroad in all 

corners of the world and learn about culturally and politically diverse 

environments. These different viewpoints strengthen our student 

body, and it’s important we recognize them on our campus. DPR is 

proud to be a nonpartisan publication, providing information on the 

policies you’re concerned about, or let’s be honest, confused about, 

and the issues you’re passionate about. If you feel like you’ve been 

on a political rollercoaster you can’t get off (we all do), we’re here to 

guide you along. 
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TURN THE PAGE. LET'S TALK POLITICS. 

              

  Sarah LeBlanc  

                Editor-in-Chief
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SOCIETY 
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For decades, Americans have been able to sit in 
their homes and watch protests unfold on the streets 
through television. They’ve seen police use fire hoses, 
tear gas and dogs on protesters during the Civil Rights 
Movement. They’ve seen riots after a young African 
American man was shot by a police officer. They’ve 
watched millions of women march for human rights 
on Washington and around the world. And they’ve 
participated, both directly and indirectly, as technology 
continues to advance. Americans can now do more 
than watch from their homes - they can contribute. 

The invention and expansion of the internet and 
various social media networks has resulted in a 
growing publicity platform for protests around the 
country. Prior to the Civil Rights Movement, most 
Americans received their information from the radio 
or newspaper. 

During the 1960s, more American households 
bought televisions and were able to watch the news 
every night. What the television brought to the table 
was immediacy, urgency and live content. For the first 
time, Americans saw video after video of the protests 

and marches. The speeches and declarations that 
they heard were finally accompanied by faces. Public 
support was unlike ever before, in part due to the 
increased publicity and use of new communication 
methods such as television.

The opening of the World Wide Web to the public 
in 1991 sparked an information revolution. Over 
the next several years, Americans would gain access 
to news stories from around the world, as well as 
databases full of information. Wherever they were, 
whenever they got online, they could keep up to date 
on current events.

In the spring of 2001 in Cincinnati, Ohio, mass 
protests and riots occurred after a young African 
American man named Timothy Thomas was 
wrongfully shot by a police officer. The ACLU had 
recently filed a lawsuit against the Cincinnati Police 
Department over claims of racial profiling. According 
to USA Today, 15 African-American men were shot 
in confrontations with Cincinnati Police Officers from 
1995 to 2001. The public’s response to the killing of 
Timothy Thomas was large, powerful and immediate. 
Protesters took to the streets, demanding the police 
officer responsible for Thomas’s murder be held 

THE RECENT TRANSFORMATION OF PROTESTS THROUGH 
TECHNOLOGY INVENTIONS HAS MADE COLLECTIVE 

COMMUNICATION FASTER THAN EVER.

accountable. The protests soon became riots, and the 
city government intervened. In a matter of days there 
were several marches, demonstrations and protests. 
Word of the news was broadcast nationwide and 
prompted many from around the country to show 
their support for the family of Thomas.

A decade later, protests were already showing signs 
of change. The Occupy Wall Street movement of 
2011 used social media as a way to garner attention 
and support before the media picked up on it. This 
movement to expose economic inequality between 
the U.S.’s rich and poor was first publicized by 
protesters in New York City. Activists used Twitter 
and Facebook to connect with other protesters as well 
as to share what was happening in real time. 

“Social media has been key. Without social media 
right now it’d be really hard to do what we do,” says 
Ed Fallon, the director of political activist group Bold 
Iowa. “We can’t really rely on the mainstream media, 
and you know we can do the old traditional phone 
tree or other methods like that, but I think… social 
media has been the real connector.”

Bold Iowa has done a lot of work to protect the 
environment from corporate interests seeking to 
profit off of the destruction of land, mainly through 
crude oil pipelines. They fought hard against the 
Bakken Pipeline, more commonly known as the 
Dakota Access Pipeline. When organizing protests, 
Bold Iowa works especially hard to have local news 
networks cover them. The recent invention of social 
media livestreams has dramatically transformed the 
ways in which they spread the word. 

The increasing size of protests can be attributed to 
not only the presence of social media but also new 
developments that help people connect even faster. 
Last year, Facebook released their Live function, 
which allows all users to livestream from their 
smartphones. Similar to how television changed 
the Civil Rights Movement, the presence of a live 
information feed connects protesters with viewers and 
bystanders, allowing users to show support and learn 
more instantly.

The use of social media as a communication tool 
helped with the emergence of satellite protests, 
meaning similar movements in different locations. 
For example, though the Occupy movement began in 
New York City, nearly identical protests popped up in 
many cities around the United States, with dozens in 
other countries. From Boston to Brussels, Occupy’s 
message was spread and carried by both word of 
mouth and social media. 

The Women’s March, which took place on January 
21, is another example of satellite protests. The 
Washington, D.C. group alone drew almost half a 
million people, and was accompanied by over 600 
sister protests around the world. According to The 

Washington Post, tallies have put the attendance for 
the United States marches at between 3 and 4 million 
attendees, with the global sum showing many more. 

Most social justice or political movements start out 
small, gaining traction and attention as they receive 
more and more news coverage. However, in cases 
where the local and regional media may be unwilling 
to report on — or even unaware of the existence of — 
a particular movement, social media plays a critical 
role in making protesters’ voices heard. Social media 
as a tool has also helped activists such as Adam 
Mason, State Policy Director for Iowa Concerned 
Citizens for Improvement (Iowa CCI), build on 
previous techniques and develop new ones. 

“We have learned a lot from past protests, for 
example the idea of banner drops from the Occupy 
movement,” Mason says. “Currently, we are looking 
for ways to show visible support for our initiatives and 
getting more people to show up to events and speak 
out about issues that matter to them…  We don’t really 
know what will happen. It’s something we are always 
trying to figure out, finding new ways to engage people, 
shake things up and wage these issues.”

Social media has been instrumental in organizing 
protests around the world. The Arab Spring, a 
series of uprisings and mass political protests 
beginning in 2011, may have started with a 
Facebook page, according to The Atlantic. 
The same article also reports that the 
use of social media in Tunisia allowed 
citizens to communicate despite mass 
internet censorship by the federal 
government. 

Protests have benefitted 
largely from the invention and 
expansion of social media, and 
participants are seeing more 
results, from gaining the 
acknowledgement of local, 
state and federal legislators 
to changing or even enacting 
policy. The use of social 
media to transform the way 
protests work has not gone 
unnoticed and continues to 
evolve each and every day. 

SOCIAL JUSTICE
THROUGHSOCIAL MEDIA

SOCIETY
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MEDIA MADNESS
EXPLORING THE CHANGE OF MEDIA CONSUMPTION AND THE EVER MORE 

DIFFICULT TASK OF REPORTING THE TRUTH. 

WRITTEN BY: KERSTIN DONAT
PHOTOGRAPHED BY: MARGOT STEVENS 

Pope Francis endorsed Donald Trump for president. 
Barack Obama signed an executive order banning the 
Pledge of Allegiance in schools across the country. 
Hillary Clinton is running an underground child 
trafficking ring through a Washington, D.C. pizza 
parlor. These are just a few of the most popular fake 
news stories that received millions of engagements on 
Facebook during 2016.

In the digital age, how we find and consume news 
is changing rapidly — in particular, many users are 
finding social media to be a convenient gateway into 
the day’s top headlines. But this shift to social media 
is also causing a shift in how content is presented 
to users. Rather than seeing an entire article, social 
media skimmers can limit themselves to reading just a 
headline or short sentence about the article. But with 
thousands of competing news outlets online, clickbait 
headlines and fakes news are bogging down the truth.

Research by the Pew Research Center in September 
2016 shows that there has been a rapid digital shift 
in Americans’ news habits. In the U.S., 62 percent of 
adults get news on social media. “That’s a transition 
that’s pretty far along at this point now,” says Luis 
Clemens, the senior editor for diversity at National 

Public Radio (NPR). “It might not even be fair to talk 
about transition — people in the news business are 
thinking digital first or at least digital equal.”

Most of NPR’s digital output is material specifically 
created for a digital platform. Similarly, Rekha Basu, 
a Des Moines Register opinion columnist with a focus 
on human rights and social justice, supports the claim 
that now, traditional journalism does not reach far 
enough. “It’s not enough to write a piece — one has to 
blog about it, Facebook about it, tweet about it,” Basu 

says. “Basically do all of those things because there are 
so many ways to connect with audiences, that it is not 
enough to just write.” 

Not only do news outlets have to think about 
reaching customers online in general, but more 
specifically through Facebook and Twitter. Chris 
Snider, an assistant professor in Drake University’s 
School of Journalism and Mass Communication with 
professional experience as an assistant managing 
editor for digital and innovation at the Des Moines 

Register, says, “Facebook especially has taken over 
everybody’s media consumption.” 

Results from the Pew Research Center support 
his statement. Two-thirds of Facebook users and 59 
percent of Twitter users obtain news through those 
respective platforms. 

As more and more people receive news through 
social media outlets, the question then becomes 
whether social media platforms have to label fake 
news. In the past, Facebook has maintained that it is a 
technology company, an online sharing platform, and 
thus does not interfere with content being shared from 
user to user. 

However, this approach is changing. In December 
of last year, Mark Zuckerberg acknowledged that 
Facebook is “more than just a distributer of news. It 
is a new kind of platform for public discourse.” Early 
in March, Facebook announced that it will flag news 
stories that are disputed by fact-checkers. These fact-
checkers need to be official signatories of the code of 
principles of the International Fact-Checking Network. 

This can be helpful for media organizations because, 
even locally, Facebook is the primary driver for traffic.  
Allen Vaughan, the Consumer Experience Director 
of the Des Moines Register, underlines that notion. 
“Only 11 percent of traffic comes through the Des 

Moines Register app,” says Vaughan. Furthermore, the 

Des Moines Register has “a thirty-to-one Facebook to 
Twitter” ratio, according to Vaughan. This means that a 
person seeing something by the Des Moines Register on 
Facebook is 30 times more likely to engage with that 
news than if they see it on Twitter. 

That engagement can be beneficial for news 
organizations. “it essentially makes the barrier for 
contact much lower,” says Clemens. “If the article is 
good, you can get shared incredibly wide, and as a 
journalist, you want to be read, listened to or watched.”

Only about a quarter of social media consumers 
click on the links to the actual news story. Most people 
read the headlines of the news they see on their social 
media platform and then move on without seeking 
further information. Several media sites have begun 
taking steps to accommodate this.

 “Some of these media sites are starting to put their 
actual content on Facebook,” says Snider. “We’re 
seeing a lot more videos because it is more likely 
that Facebook will show their content and a good 
consequence is that you are watching a little bit and 
you already are seeing a little bit more of the story.”

That is also exactly how Vaughan sees video. 
“Sometimes video might be the only way the Register 
gets to engage with that person, but it could lead to 
them liking or further engaging with us.”

As the reader’s habits are changing, the news sector 
is constantly revising its approach. Even the strategy 
of uploading a video is already adapting to what 
consumers and readers like. Vaughan further explains 
that The Register now makes videos without sound, 
but with subtitles because research has shown that 
anywhere from 60 to 80 percent of people say that 
they watch videos with the sound off. 

Not only are people more inclined to receive news 
through social media, but generally people now prefer 
recommendations generated by algorithms — as long 
as these algorithms are based on their own personal 
consumption. In short, people like that they read news 
that is preselected for them based on what they have 
read before. 

In fact, the Digital News Report 2016 showed that 
37 percent of U.S. participants liked having stories 
preselected for them based on past consumption, 
while 22 percent liked the selection based on editors 
and only 17 percent wanted to read a piece based on 
their friends’ consumption. These numbers imply that 
people are more likely to read stories they already 
agree with and thus are less inclined to read news 
from a perspective differing from their own.

Reaching a wide audience, then, can become tricky 
for news organizations. “(It’s a) tough situation to be 
in,” Snider says. “Especially when you throw in fake 
news sites or very left or very right leaning news sites 
that say things that are kind of outlandish or only have 
some sort of truth to them.” 

The issue then becomes that “there is fake news, 
and there is real news that people think is fake news,” 
says Snider. 

Furthermore, Clemens observes that it doesn’t help 
when “the President is referring to the media as the 
enemy of the state. On a day-to-day operational basis, 
it has made the job more challenging.” 

But Clemens makes clear that “a certain amount 
of criticism and disrespect comes with the territory 
because your goal is never to simply please someone 
or some group.” In fact, Clemens continues, everyone 
at NPR is trying his or her best to “be impartial and 
fair to the truth.”

 The idea of being fair to the truth is clearly stated 
in NPR’s ethics handbook and drives their reporting 
on a daily basis. They have even started annotating 
President Trump’s tweets, putting his statements into 
context and fact-checking them. 

Considering that the President tweets quite often, 
this exercise seems tedious to some. Republican 
Devin Nunes, the top Republican on the House 
Intelligence Committee, suggested to not take 
President Trump’s tweets literally, and Ben Shapiro, 
the editor-in-chief of the Daily Wire, argues the 
President’s tweets do not matter at all. Clemens, 
however, has a different viewpoint. “When the 
President decides to communicate with the people, 
even when it is in 140 characters, that’s news. And 
your goal is to cover the news.” 

Basu echoes Clemens’ claim. She believes that 
because Trump is in such a high-profile role as the 
president, journalists can’t stop reporting on him. Basu 
says that journalists would “neglect their responsibility 
as journalists if they do not report his tweets.” 

While journalists have to continue to be impartial 
and report the news comprehensively, it is also the 
reader’s responsibility to stay informed and seek out 
news sources. Reading a headline on Facebook and 
assuming that it is true can be misleading — as the 
International Consortium of Investigative Journalists 
states, “fake news is not information that one 
disagrees with or simply disliked. Fake news is the 
deliberate spreading of information that is not true.” 
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There is a stereotype surrounding America’s two-
party system that suggests Democrats live in cities 
and Republicans live in small towns. In the 2016 
election, the Democratic candidate won a majority of 
the urban vote while the Republican candidate won 
more of the rural vote. However, it was the counties 
with intermediate populations that played a strong and 
surprising role in the election.

In Iowa, a number of counties fell in the middle 
range of population density per the 2010 census. A 
high population for a county in Iowa is considered 
as 65,000 people or more, while a low population is 
5,000 or less. Those that fall between the two extremes 
are considered middle range counties. These middle 
counties played a major role in the election, with some 
voting the opposite way they had in the recent 2004, 
2008 and 2012 elections.

“Trump was a change agent,” says Timothy Hagle, 
an American politics professor at the University of 
Iowa. “What was talked about a lot (during campaigns) 
was white, working-class voters, who maybe, because 
of their working-class roots might have tended to vote 
Democrat in years. But they just didn’t feel that the 
system was working for them — they didn’t feel like the 
economy was recovering for them.”

In Iowa, the total number of counties voting 
Democratic decreased dramatically this year, thereby 
increasing the Republican vote. According to The 

New York Times election recaps, in 2004, 31 of the 
99 counties in Iowa voted Democratic, in 2008, that 
number increased to 53 and in 2012, 38 of the 99 
counties voted Democratic, which was still enough for 
Barack Obama to win the state in the Electoral College. 

In 2016, however, only six of the 99 counties in Iowa 
voted Democratic.

This was a seemingly huge success for the Republican 
Party. They went from battling for about half the 

counties in Iowa to winning 93. This domination was 
reflected in rural communities, as Republicans took 
every county with less than 65,000 people in it.

Conversely, 2016 was a failure in Iowa for the 
Democratic Party. They were nearly swept and the six 
counties they did win had an average population of 
207,455 people, a respectably high number for Iowa. 
However, there were four counties with at least 84,000 
people in them that voted Republican: Dubuque, 
Dallas, Pottawattamie and Woodbury. These four were 
surprising, as most of them contain larger cities. 

Iowa State University Politics Department Chair 
Mark Shelley says that public perception played a 
strong role in the 2016 election, and Hillary Clinton’s 
may have cost her the most in Iowa — rural voters 
reacted negatively to her.

“Candidate perception is a huge factor — we 
picked up from a survey that Clinton wasn’t seen as 
trustworthy,” Shelley says. “While Trump was seen 
as less knowledgeable, he came off more sincere to 
working-class people.” 

This factor seemed to be significant for Trump — he 
was seen as someone who was nothing like what voters 
normally see in a presidential candidate, and working 
class people responded to it.

“People felt like the system wasn’t working for them. 
So they thought well, rather than voting Democrat 
again, we’ll switch to Republican and give Trump a 
chance,“ says Hagle.

While larger urban areas like Polk County stayed 
Democratic, smaller urbanized areas, especially those 
holding suburban landscapes, did not. Most notably, the 
northeast corner and western side of Iowa saw significant 
shifts in party alignment from county to county.

In the northeast corner, the Quad Cities and the 
surrounding areas voted more Republican than they 
had in a long time, despite a relatively high population. 

“The Quad Cities is more urbanized but it is working 
class people,” Shelley says. “You think of a lot of 

manufacturing and service jobs that are attached 
to their agricultural market. They were attracted to 
Trump because of his appeal to the working class to 
protect and grow that job sector.”

This was a common feeling for rural counties in 
Iowa, as well as some of the more urbanized counties. 
Hagle says other demographics also may have impacted 
those votes.

“In the northeast there is a large Catholic population 
that has been voting Democrat for a while, but Trump 
won nearly every county in that corner of the state,” 
Hagle says.

According to Hagle, Catholics have generally aligned 
as Democratic in Iowa due to historically negative 
feelings toward them from the Republican Party, 
leading to a state of political alienation.

2016, however, was a different story.
Over the previous three elections, the 11 counties in 

the northeast corner of Iowa — Blackhawk, Howard, 
Winneshiek, Allamakee, Chickasaw, Bremer, Fayette, 
Clayton, Dubuque, Delaware and Buchanan — 
overwhelmingly voted Democratic. Of these, Howard 
is the only county with a 
population under 10,000.

Despite this longstanding 
Democratic alignment, 
Blackhawk County was the 
only one of those 11 counties to 
vote for Hillary Clinton. In fact, 
the entire eastern area of the 
state dropped off significantly 
for Democrats. The counties of 
Johnson, Linn, Jones, Cedar, 
Dubuque, Jackson, Clinton 
and Scott saw a major change 
as well. While Democrats had 
regularly won this area, of the 
19 counties, Clinton won in 
only Linn, Johnson and Scott 
County. The area was a hub 
of urbanization that the party 
should have been able to rely on 
for votes, but something fell short in Clinton’s campaign.

Another noticeable change in voting trends came 
in the western half of the state. Although nearly all 
of Iowa west of Polk County has voted historically 
Republican in recent history, the 2016 election was 
particularly emphatic.

In 2004 there were just three counties at least as 
west as Polk that voted Democratic. In 2008 this 
number jumped up to 15. In 2012 it returned closer to 
past years, with five counties more west than Polk that 

voted Democratic. Then, in 2016 no counties west of 
Polk voted for Clinton.

The western half of the state has more rural areas, so 
the Republican leaning makes sense. However, other 
upsets didn’t seem to fit. Pottawattamie, Woodbury 
and Dallas County all have populations of over 84,000, 
which should have played into the Democratic Party’s 
hand, yet, Trump won all three of these counties. Even 
Webster County, which is a more urban area and voted 
Democratic in 2004, 2008 and 2012, voted strongly 
Republican for 2016.

These two main areas of the western half and 
eastern third, particularly the Northeast corner, played 
a huge role in the election. None of these counties 
have large urban centers within them, with the possible 
exception of the Quad Cities.

Trump turned out to be appealing to a large part of 
the United States. Not just in Iowa, but across all 50 
states. One of the reasons why previously moderate 
working class areas voted strongly Republican 
throughout the whole nation could have been the 
image of the two parties.

The Republican Party, 
despite a slower start, ended up 
operating better throughout the 
course of the entire election.

A popular debate throughout 
the election was about which of 
the two candidates was worse, 
with both parties capitalizing on 
the flaws of the opponent. Such 
a strategy played by both sides 
was reflected in the results.

In Iowa alone there were 
substantial swings in counties 
and areas all over the state. 
With a divided Democratic 
Party coming off eight years in 
the Oval Office and a candidate 
that came off as untrustworthy, 
something was bound to give.

Donald Trump and the 
Republican Party took excellent advantage of the 
historical and political climate surrounding the election 
to rally a large movement that increased in strength 
every day. They united the working class in areas all 
across every state, in both urban and rural counties, to 
win the election.

The 2016 presidential election was one of a kind, 
and Iowa was no exception. In most counties, Iowans 
responded to Trump’s successful campaign rather than 
a demographic history.

Candidate 

perception is a 

huge factor... 

While Trump 

was seen as less 

knowledgeable, 

he came off more 
sincere to working- 

class people.

Mark Shelley

SOME IOWA COUNTIES VOTED AGAINST THE GRAIN IN 2016.

The Rural/Urban Divide
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  When a drag queen steps onto the stage, all eyes 
are on her. From the hair to the dress to the makeup, 
her look is meticulous and on-point. She commands 
the stage and makes her presence known. She works 
the crowd, shows off her skills and collects her tips 
from the audience members 
extending dollar bills from 
the sides of the platform. 
However, hidden behind 
the performance is also a 
political act.

Drag itself is highly 
political. While it may not 
be as apparent as some 
divisive issues (such as gun 
rights, abortion access or 
gay marriage), a drag queen 
makes a political statement 
whenever she steps on stage. 
Though it may not be an 
ideological stance, drag at 
its core works to challenge 
perceptions of gender and 
puts gender expression at 
the forefront. With that, drag works in opposition 
to the status quo.  Drag also takes many forms: 
men portraying women, women portraying men, 
genderqueer individuals portraying various forms 
of gender expression — even women portraying 
exaggerated images of women.

However, it is important to note that a distinction 
exists between people in the drag community and 

people who are transgender. Drag is an interpretation 
and performance of gender — transgender people 
have a gender identity that does not match their 
assigned sex at birth. At the same time, these two 
concepts are not mutually exclusive and individuals 
can belong to both communities. 

Karen Leroux, a professor of history at Drake 
University, explains 
the difference between 
gender and sex. “Think 
about gender as the social 
meanings attached to 
sexual difference — gender 
being how we present 
ourselves, the practices 
we engage in, the way we 
identify in interpersonal 
relationships — as opposed 
to sex that might be more 
akin to how one was born 
anatomically,” says Leroux.

Drag and gender issues 
are deeply entrenched in 
history. Shakespearean 
plays were performed 
with all-male casts, with 

the female characters sometimes sporting a beard. 
Additionally, Thomas Hall perplexed courts in the 
19th century by accrediting gender to what clothing 
was being worn, after being faced with a community-
wide investigation. 

While drag is known primarily as an art in modern 
times, drag has taken many forms over the course of 
history. “Gender is historically-specific — it changes 
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HOW DRAG QUEENS HAVE BEEN A FORCE IN POLITICS THROUGHOUT HISTORY.  

over time,” Leroux says. “It’s culturally specific, 
it also changes across cultures, which would help 
make sense why Native Americans and white 
settlers in the colonial era had different ideas 
about what gender meant.” So, to define drag 
with strict boundaries fails to understand how 
drag is ever-changing. 

Essentially, drag acts politically by disavowing 
the mainstream — it challenges the concept of 
gender being a spectrum by taking myriad of 
forms. While this may not seem like the core issue 
at the ballot box, drag has shaped how society views 
and understands gender. Gender itself is a political 
issue, as illustrated by recent bathroom laws passed in 
North Carolina.

The drag community has also been politically active 
off the stage. Following a police raid at the Stonewall 
Inn in Manhattan, New York in 1969, Marsha “Pay 
it no mind” Johnson and Sylvia Rivera, both drag 
queens and women of color, were instrumental 
activists in the Stonewall Riots, a protest for LGBTQ+ 
rights that served as a milestone in the gay liberation 
movement. Following the protest, Johnson and 
Rivera established the Street Transvestite Action 
Revolutionaries (STAR), an activist group focused on 
gay, gender-nonconforming and transgender rights. 
STAR gave inspiration for LGBTQ+ groups to form in 
cities across the country. Because of this, the LGBTQ+ 
movement became more organized, allowing for larger 
political activity to be coordinated. In other words, the 
drag community now has a voice beyond the stage.

“As a drag queen, we have that ability, that voice,” 
says Domita Diva Sanchez, a drag queen in the Des 
Moines area. “Drag queens…have this leader role in 
the community, because (they) want to do something 
and get their community involved.” Having done 
drag for three years, Domita has seen a stronger 
push for activism by the drag community take place 
on social media.

Drag queens today are more prominent in society 
thanks to the work of Johnson, Rivera, and STAR, 
but also because RuPaul’s Drag Race has expanded 
the world of drag onto the airwaves. Now in its 
ninth season (and two All-Stars seasons), RuPaul’s 
Drag Race, a drag queen reality show competition, 
has bolstered the public image of over 100 queens 
since 2009. While the success of the show has not 
normalized drag in society, the increased exposure of 
this community has helped it expand, with many queens 
attributing their start in drag to RuPaul’s Drag Race.  

However, the 
prominence of 
this show to the 
drag community 
presents a 
perplexing 
quandary. With 
the show being 
viewed by more 
than just the drag 
community, it could 
be argued that 
drag has become 
mainstream, in 
that the show has 
moved from Logo 
TV (a channel primarily aimed at LGBTQ+ viewers) 
to VH1, receives outside press coverage and has a 
large viewership, drawing nearly 1 million viewers 
for its season nine premiere on VH1. “You see more 
people on the outside of the community knowing what 
it is,” says Domita.

However, that juxtaposes the show with the 
philosophy of drag, being that drag abhors what is 
mainstream. So, while the show is the most public 
example of drag, it can be contradictory in itself.

RuPaul just released a new song entitled 
“American.” With lyrics like “I am American, just 
like you” and “stand up for yourself, we’ve just begun 
the fight,” RuPaul’s song is emblematic of how drag 
is political. The song works to erode the stereotype 
of what it means to be an American, showing that 
America is comprised by more than just one type of 
person. It acknowledges the array of identities in the 
United States and asserts that those who do drag are 
no less American.

According to Marla Morris in Thinking Queer: 

Sexuality, Culture, & Education, drag as an art is 
effective at changing perception of gender by doing 
so in a ludic manner, since drag is often consumed as 

Think about gender 

as the social meanings 

attached to sexual 

difference — gender 
being how we present 

ourselves, the practices 

we engage in, the way we 

identify in interpersonal 

relationships — as 

opposed to sex that might 

be more akin to how one 

was born anatomically

Karen Leroux

STAGE LIGHTS
AND SOCIAL CHANGE
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humorous, playful entertainment at shows. While not 
all drag performers perform comically, those who do 
help expose drag to a wider audience. By portraying 
gender through an entertaining performance, drag 
creates an illusion for the audience and masks a 
resistance to gender norms, making the political 
message of drag more palatable to the audience. The 
philosophy of drag is not universally understood — so 
by performing in a ludic manner, drag capitalizes 
its political power when on stage by subverting 
its political message to its audience. When given 
a larger audience (like the VH1 viewership), the 
drag community is more effectively able to utilize 
its ludic nature. RuPaul’s Drag Race would not be 
as successful if it did not have engaging content, but 
that coincidentally expands the audience to drag as a 
whole — the viewership of RuPaul’s Drag Race relies 
on more than just the drag community. Therefore, 
by making drag more pleasing, the political message 
behind drag is translated to a wider audience. 

While the drag community has advanced gender and 
LGBTQ+ issues, the way drag is consumed in society 
is not perfect. Though drag serves as an interpretation 
and presentation of gender and is intended to disrupt 
the status quo, drag queens are still more prevalent 
than drag kings. Regardless of the progress the drag 

community has achieved, viewing the world of drag 
through a lens of intersectionality shows how different 
forms of discrimination overlap and relate to one 
another. A male-dominated drag community fails to 
fully empower its female and gender-nonconforming 
members by continuing to have drag colloquially 
thought of as men dressing up as women, while 
excluding those who dress up as men. Even RuPaul’s 

Drag Race contributes to this problem, having never 
had a drag king as a contestant and limiting applicants 
for the show to drag queens only.

Nevertheless, drag has become an institutionalized 
community, being ever-present to poke holes in the 
norm and encourage people to look beyond what is 
mainstream. Without drag, some of the progress made 
for the LGBTQ+ community would be lost. “I know 
people in the LGBTQ+ community are very expressive 
and feel comfortable in their skin,” Domita says. 
“Without drag, there wouldn’t be that push to being 
whatever you want. I just feel drag is a way to show 
yourself in a more dramatic sense.”

Drag’s status as a political act will continue as long 
as drag exists. Whether glittering on stage or starting 
a revolution in the streets, the members of the drag 
community are political influencers in every form. 
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Love him or hate him, Vice President Mike Pence 
has had an impact on American politics throughout 
the past year. As a former governor from Indiana, a 
pivotal swing state, Pence’s nomination came as a 
surprise to many Americans. However, with Pence’s 
political experience and background, the choice by 
the Trump campaign seemed to be strategic.

Michael “Mike” Richard Pence was born in 
Columbus, Indiana in 1959 to Irish-Catholic parents 
who identified with the Democratic Party. According to 
Bibliography.com, Pence completed his undergraduate 
degree at Hanover College in Hanover, Indiana, 
then went on to earn his law degree from Indiana 
University’s Robert H. McKinney School of Law.

While attending law school, Pence became a 
born-again Christian. He abandoned his Irish-
Catholic heritage and turned to devout Christian 
evangelicalism. After graduating with a law degree, 
Pence became an attorney at a private practice. 
Shortly after, Pence made two unsuccessful bids for a 
U.S. Congressional seat. 

In 2000, Pence successfully ran for the U.S. House 
of Representatives. After making small changes in the 
Indiana House of Representatives, Pence decided to 
run for governor. 

“Pence’s time as governor of Indiana 
demonstrated his conservative traditional 
Republican record,” says Fairfield University 
Political Science Professor Gayle Alberda. 

Some of Pence’s efforts as governor include actions 
that were not in favor of LGBTQ+ communities in 
Indiana. The Religious Freedom Restoration Act 
allowed for employers to discriminate based on an 
applicant’s sexual orientation. This law was protested 
by thousands of Hoosiers, according to IndyStar. 

Pence also acted on more moderate legislation. He 
signed a bill which allowed more small town bars and 
restaurants to obtain liquor licenses. Pence also cut 
taxes and invested more than $800 million in roads 
and schools throughout the state, according to the 
White House’s website. 

Pence initially endorsed Texas Senator Ted Cruz 
for president. Cruz, like Pence, had strong beliefs in 
a Christian god and views that strongly aligned with 
the platform of the Republican Party. However, after 
Ted Cruz dropped out, and after deciding not to seek 
reelection for Indiana’s governor position, Pence was 
officially deemed a candidate for Donald Trump’s 
vice presidential selection.

In terms of political balance, Pence was a crucial 
counterpart to Trump. While Trump has not had any 
political experience, Pence has decades of experience 
behind him. 

“Trump is not perceived as a conservative 
Republican, but Pence is. Pence also got along with 
Speaker Paul Ryan, which Trump did not always 
do,” Alberda says, which gave the Trump campaign 
the ability to rein in the voters that Trump alone 
struggled to reach, especially traditional conservatives 
in swing states. 

Since becoming the vice president, Pence has a 48 
percent approval rating, while President Trump has 
a 42 percent approval rating in Iowa. Iowa pollster 
Ann Selzer says this is because “Donald Trump is a 
polarizing figure, and Mike Pence is kind of an anti-
Trump in terms of temperament.” 

While Trump and Pence have not been in office for 
much time yet, it is key to note Pence’s importance in 
the executive branch. As vice president, Pence has the 
duties of being president of the Senate and overseeing 
procedural duties of the government. 

“If anyone is on a honeymoon in the executive 
branch, it’s Mike Pence because of his approval 
rating,” Selzer says. Although his approval rating is 
not considerably higher than Trump’s, the statistics 
suggest that Pence as the vice president pick was 
strategic to approval ratings among Americans. 

Pence has not made clear statements about his 
plans for the office of the vice president. While it can 
be assumed that he will bring his experience and 
knowledge of politics to the position, the modern 
political environment is sure to present challenges for 
both Pence and Trump. 

SECOND IN LINE
HOW A BOY RAISED IN A DEMOCRATIC HOUSEHOLD 
LANDED ON THE REPUBLICAN TICKET.
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DRAKE ALUMNUS NATE BOULTON TALKS 
WINNING AN OPEN STATE SENATE SEAT IN 

IOWA'S 16TH DISTRICT. 
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Drake Alumnus Nate Boulton talks winning an open 
State Senate seat in Iowa’s 16th District.

On the wall of Nate Boulton’s campaign office 
hangs a map of Iowa’s 16th District. This map started 
without a mark on it. But as time passed, it showed the 
hard work and passion that Boulton and his volunteers 
put into his victory. 

His campaign manager, Jordan Sabine, a senior 
at Drake University studying strategic political 
communications, was the mastermind behind this 
map. Sabine drew out her knocking door-to-door 
strategy on this map by dividing the district by 
neighborhoods, then the volunteers would start at 
one end and Boulton would start from the other end. 
Once a neighborhood was hit by both a volunteer and 
Boulton, it was fully colored in.

“It was really nice during the last few weeks of the 
campaign,” Sabine says. “It became kind of a game to 
see how fast we could get to coloring them all in. All 
the volunteers got really into it, and it was really fun 
for Nate to see how close we were.”

Boulton, a Drake Law School alumnus, won the 
state Senate seat for Iowa’s 16th District, beating 
Republican Mike Pryor and Libertarian Christopher 
Whiteing. The 16th District is made up of the 
northeast parts of Des Moines and Pleasant Hill 
and consists of roughly 61,000 residents. The state 
senator position was previously held by Democrat 
Dick Dearden. Sabine talked about how the campaign 
mostly focused on laying a good foundation for the 

Democratic primary. The 16th District is historically 
Democratic, so winning the Democratic seat in the 
primary was vital.

“My end goal is to run a presidential campaign, so 
the experience was amazing,” says Sabine. “It is really 
important to me to be electing young progressive 
leaders especially in Iowa.”

Boulton met Sabine at a number of events for then-
presidential candidate Governor Martin O’Malley, 
and eventually offered her a position as his campaign 
manager. Sabine took a year off of her studies at Drake 
and devoted all her time to the campaign.

“I had seen her work in Martin O’Malley’s 
presidential campaign and was not only impressed with 
her work ethic, but how she interacted with people, 
how she dealt with people and took on responsibility,” 
Boulton says. “When there was an opportunity to have 
her work on my campaign, I didn’t hesitate.”

In this last election, Boulton’s platform consisted 
of four major focuses:  workers’ rights, economy, 
education and natural resources. With a strong 
background in these areas, he has a lot of ambitions 
for what he wants to do as state senator. With the 
Republicans winning the House, Senate and the 
governorship, this has made the road ahead a little 
rockier for Boulton and the Iowa Democratic Party.

“It is not fun to be in the minority. I came here 
campaigning wanting to advance workplace rights 
and protections, and so far all we have seen is the 
inverse happen,” Boulton says. “But also it’s good 
motivation to make sure we do a better job at making 
the community understand the vision we have for the 
state as Democrats.” 

This is Boulton’s first term in office. He has spent 
the last 11 years as an associate attorney and a partner 
at Hedberg & Boulton, P.C., in Des Moines, where 
he specializes in workers’ compensation, employment 
law, labor issues and personal injury cases. Since his 
graduation from Drake Law School in 2005, Boulton 
has been actively involved in the law. He has served 
as an adjunct professor at Simpson College, William 
Penn University and Drake Law School. Boulton is 
also a former vice president of the Iowa Association for 
Justice and a former president of the Iowa Workers’ 
Compensation Advisory Committee. He continues to 
serve as a grader for the Iowa Bar Examination.

A lot of legislation passed this session has been 
conservative leaning, putting Democrats on the 
defensive. While this makes it difficult for senators in 
blue districts to follow through on their promises to 

constituents, it also allows the blame of any misstep to 
fall on Republicans. 

“Certainly there are ideological differences. In a 
lot of the workers’ rights cases that I am involved in, 
there is a pretty strict ideology that is at odds with one 
another,” Boulton says. “The biggest thing is we try to 
point out where the overreaches are.”

In areas where ideological differences pull parties 
further apart or in high-profile legislation, this strategy 
of overreaching can be seen from both sides, often as 
a form of compromise. Boulton has been trying to do 
his best for his areas of focus, but knows that winning 
the war is more important than winning a battle, and 
compromise is essential to move legislation forward 
and solve problems.

“Compromise is vital. Listening and understanding 
(are) vital. We can do things that are based in 
what we think is good policy, but have unintended 
consequences,” Boulton says. “That’s where hearing out 
the other side is really important. To make sure what 
you’re doing to accomplish your goal, doesn’t actually 
result in something unintended but really negative.”

Throughout his career, Boulton learned many 
valuable skills, like compromising and checking 
overreaches, that he now uses in his state senator 
position. He began his education on workers’ rights at 
Drake Law School. Boulton still reflects on his time at 
Drake and remembers the professors that sparked his 
interests in the areas that he got voted in on. But while 
he was a student, these interests were just being piqued.

Keith Miller has been a professor at Drake 
University’s Law School since 1979. Miller has taught 
Workers’ Compensation at Drake for over 30 years, in 
addition to practicing law in Kansas City for two years 
before entering academia. His other areas of expertise 
include torts, product liability and gaming law.  Miller 
has taken part in several publications and has sat in a 
variety of positions on several different committees. 

“His comments in the debates are genuine and 
based on facts. He doesn’t engage in the lamentable 
excesses that burden so much of our political 
discourse,” Miller says. “He is balanced, respectful of 
the views of others and an effective advocate.”

That respect, along with his hard work, dedication 
and education at Drake helped Boulton bolster votes 
for his current position. His platform reflected his 
expertise and passions.  While his first session in the 
state Senate is more than halfway over, Boulton still 
continues to be an ambitious representative for his 
constituents in Iowa’s 16th District.  

AN
UPHILL 
CLIMB
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INTERNATIONAL STUDENTS TALK ABOUT THEIR LIVES IN AMERICA AND THE ROAD AHEAD.
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Millions of people from around the world have come 
to the United States in search of a more prosperous 
life. Each of these people is driven by a different reason 
under different circumstances. Each faces obstacles and 
challenges to a new life. These difficulties can be both 
internal and external. Students who choose to study in 
the United States struggle with an internal dilemma: 
How to live with two conflicting identities. And 
in the current political climate, international 
students have found themselves embroiled in 
the intense debate surrounding Immigration. 

A survey done in 250 universities by the 
nonprofit organization American Association 
of Collegiate Registrars and Admissions 

Officers (AACRAO) found that the rhetoric used by the 
current administration has made international students 
hesitant on whether or not to come to the United States. 
While every story is unique and the road they have taken 
will lead them in different directions, they have found a 
community of their own here in the U.S.

When Nya Makaza was 3 years old, her family moved 
to Washington from Zimbabwe for work. For seven 
years, Mazaka knew the United States as her home and 
had few memories of her home country. 

“My parents said that they had a hard time explaining 
our origin to me,” 
Makaza says. 
“They kept telling 
me that we were 
African but to 
me, I was African-
American, and 
they were African. 
Those were 
confusing times in 
my head.” 

So when it came 
time to go back 
to Zimbabwe, 
the adjustment 
was tough and 
home felt foreign. 

Makaza recalls it taking almost four 
years until she became comfortable in a 
country that was unknown to her. By the 
time university became a reality, Makaza 
knew she wanted to attend it in America.

Legal immigration requires extensive 
research, paperwork and insurmountable 
standards for immigrants. For many 
international students, studying abroad is 

a luxury with high standards and price tags. For others, 
it is a way out of a rigid system. The parents of Drake 
University pharmacy student Nick Cao came to the 
United States from Vietnam as international students 
at a young age to move away from communist-occupied 
North Vietnam. 

“My grandparents on both sides had just enough 
money for them  to get an education and to build a better 
life here,” Cao says. “So it was a cycle of going to college, 
graduating, and making enough money to send back to 
another family member to come over.”

The United States gives international students a chance 
to build themselves up and away from home. Shuyan Jin 
was an exchange student last year at Drake University 
and is now a student at Longy School of Music at Bard 
College in Cambridge, Massachusetts. Originally from 
Gaizhou City, a small town eight hours away from 
Beijing, Jin left home to pursue her love of music.

“The first few weeks were the worst,” says Jin, who in 
school goes by her American name, Sarah. “I’m an only 
child and although I had to leave home to go to school 
back in China, this distance is harder.”

Jin went through many obstacles to further her 
studies. Studying in the U.S. meant a full course load of 
music, band practice and English lessons with abundant 
homework. The cost of tuition is also constantly on Jin’s 
mind. She does not come from an affluent family, so the 
challenge was finding a scholarship that could cover all of 
her costs.

“Music is competitive,” Jin says. “You (have to) prove 
that you are better than the other people in the room, 
and that is hard on you. Especially for me, I don't know 
people here, so it was very hard and stressful.”

For international students time is of the essence. In 
four years they must place themselves far ahead from 
the rest of the student body to achieve better class 
ranking, an internship that could lead to a job or a 
networking opportunity that could help their future 
goals and home country. 

“I am really into liberating all of these marginalized 
groups,” Makaza says. “I want to go to grad school and 
learn more about the world so that I could later go back 
to Zimbabwe and apply everything I have learned here.”

In the meantime, international students must tread 
carefully between their world and culture and that of 
which they now belong to. According to USA Today, 
the current administration’s stand on immigration could 
cost universities the number of international students 
enrolling this fall.

In their survey, AACRAO reported that nearly 40 
percent of universities reported a decline in applications 
by international students. According to the results, these 

students’ main concerns are that the travel ban could 
extend to include other countries and that the U.S. is no 
longer welcoming students from foreign countries. 

For many universities this represents a considerable 
monetary loss. Some programs and universities rely on 
international students who bring more than $32 billion 
a year into the United States economy, according to the 
Institute of International Education (IIE). The IIE also 
reports that last year, international enrollment exceeded 
one million — and while the numbers are not finite, they 
are somewhat concerning. 

With an uncertain future in the nation’s current 
immigration climate, international students are placed 
in a limbo where they have had to reinvent themselves. 
They are both the representation of their culture and the 
amalgamation of assimilation. On top of their courses 
and English lessons they learn to adapt to their new 
surroundings, and with both cultures they create a new 
world of their own.     

“I’m in both places and nowhere at the same time. 
I see Zimbabwe as home, but I also see (America) as 
home,” Makaza says. “Have you heard of third culture 
children? The idea comes from taking bits and pieces 
from different cultures and creating a culture of your 
own.  That’s where I am right now.”

THIRD-CULTURE
CHILDREN
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The inauguration of President Donald Trump has 
brought disdain for lobbyists into the mainstream, but 
negativity around the profession has been building for 
decades. To many, lobbying is only associated with 
dirty tactics and corrupt dealings. Crowds chant “drain 
the swamp” with vigor at rallies, but do they even 
understand what lobbyists do?

Lobbyists advocate on behalf of corporations, 
nonprofits, associations and many other organizations 
at all levels of government. The work lobbyists do 
benefits their clients, government and the public. 

According to the National Conference of State 
Legislatures, lobbying refers to the communication of 
data or analysis by someone other than a citizen acting 
on his or her own behalf to influence the decisions of a 
government actor. Protected by the First Amendment 
as a form of petitioning the government, lobbying is 
an effective way to influence legislators and a popular 
occupation in Washington. 

John Cacciatore is a multi-client lobbyist at the 
Iowa-based government affairs firm PolicyWorks. 
Representing a diverse group of clients, Cacciatore 
works to navigate the process of the legislature or 
executive branch to achieve success for his clients. 
Cacciatore describes his role as helping “clients make 
government work for them.” 

Cacciatore’s firm represents a multitude of clients, 
including the American Heart Association. Cacciatore 
gives the example of a patient suffering from heart 
disease when discussing the importance of lobbyists: The 
patient’s doctor prescribes a drug that will work best 
for their individual situation, but their insurance policy 
requires them to fail on several other drugs before they 
receive the one they need. 

“That heart patient can’t be at the statehouse everyday 
to look out for their own interests and craft language 
that will work for them,” Cacciatore says. “They can’t be 
there to count to 26 in the Senate and 51 in the House to 
get a bill to pass and get the governor to sign it.” 

That’s where lobbyists come into play: They help 
legislators understand what the public needs and they 
provide information on legislation. Lobbyists know the 
issues they are representing and are able to educate 
lawmakers. They are experts in understanding how to 
communicate, so people hear what others have to say. 

Without lobbyists, legislators couldn’t do their jobs. 
Legislators are not subject-matter experts, and they 
generally do not have a depth of knowledge on every 
issue presented in bills — nor do they have the time or 
resources on hand to study it themselves. So, they turn to 
lobbyists, who know both the legislation and background 
on the issue at hand.  This allows lawmakers to have 
information from both sides of the issue and make more 
educated decisions. 

Nothing gets Cacciatore going in the morning like the 
stench of hypocrisy. “I love politicians who like to trash 
lobbyists, then turn to them for information,” he says. 

Lobbyists are valuable because they understand the 
arena they are working in, usually based on years of 
legislative background and relationship building. They 
represent their clients’ best interests in government and 
provide knowledge on how government works and what 
is coming up on the legislative schedule. 

Registered lobbyists are closely regulated and have 
strict restrictions on what they can do as part of 
their lobbying efforts, both on the state and federal 
level. This attempts to prevent dirty lobbyists like 
Jack Abramoff, who plead guilty corruption charges 
including tax evasion and bribing public officials, from 
taking advantage of the system.

But in Iowa, the culture of lobbying itself is more 
beneficial to clean lobbying, as the system is built upon 
trust. So says Molly Phillips, the executive director and 
general manager of Iowa Public Television.

According to Phillips, a lobbyist’s job is to be “very 
informed on exactly what they are talking about” by 
being able to answer legislator’s questions and provide 
them with information. 

Phillips’s advice to new lobbyists is to be able to 
answer any possible question a legislator may have, and 
to never make up an answer if you happen to not know. 
She warns that “is how you lose all credibility and trust 
you have built up.” 

It is clear that for lobbying efforts to be successful, 
legislators must trust that the lobbyist is providing them 
with accurate, factual information that provides a fair 
interpretation of information. 

This picture of lobbying in our state’s capitol is vastly 
different from the picture painted by TV shows like 
Scandal or House of Cards and even President Trump’s 
rhetoric. While lobbyists’ work may be idealistic, it is 
not malicious. 

Public perception of the profession is largely 
negative, but the work that lobbyists do is fundamental 
to a successful democracy. Citizens’ voices need to be 
heard by their elected officials and legislators need to 
have education on the wide variety of issues they are 
faced with. 

Cacciatore believes much of the negativity emanates 
out of Washington, when “folks who don’t like 
government have tried to present arguments that 
government is not good for people.”

Throughout the campaign, Trump promised to rid 
Washington of lifelong politicians who routinely rotate 
between the public and private sectors in his effort 
to bring fresh blood into the city. But in doing so, 
Washington would lose valuable expertise and knowledge. 

“Draining the swamp” is a nice catch phrase that 
may garner enthusiasm, but the swamp is nowhere near 
being drained, and it probably shouldn’t be. 

WHEN IT COMES TO WASHINGTON INSIDERS, LOBBYISTS FIT THE BILL.
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 It seemed like a shock. Not the kind of surprising zap 
received from a joy buzzer, but an overwhelming blast 
brought on by sticking one’s finger into a poorly wired 
outlet. Donald Trump was now president of the United 
States. CNN anchors were flabbergasted. Republicans 
entered a state of revelry and merrymaking, while 
Democrats unleashed a collective howl of indignation. But 
in retrospect, the events of Nov. 8 seem so…obvious.

“I first started to think that he might go all the way after 
the New Hampshire primary,” says Nathan Paulsen, a 
Drake sophomore and former staffer for Jeb Bush’s primary 
campaign. This was the moment during the primary when it 
became plausible that Donald Trump, a man considered by 
many to have no shot at the presidency, had a clear path to 
the Oval Office. If his rivals had taken him more seriously, 
they would have seen that the 
“Trump train” had been targeting 
his strongest opponents for attacks 
first, rather than wasting his time on 
whoever happened to be the flavor 
of the week.

The first part of his plan was to 
find a market segment currently 
being ignored. A huge segment 
of blue collar, Midwestern men 
felt abandoned by Washington. 
These voters were hankering for an 
outsider to “drain the swamp,” even 
if that outsider was a billionaire who 
had spent most of his life living in a 
literal golden tower. “A lot of them weren’t so much policy 
based, but just wanted an outsider...someone who ‘tells it 
like it is,’” Paulsen says. 

According to Gallup, one of the few institutions in 
American society less trusted than Congress is the 
media. A recent Rasmussen poll showed that 48 percent 
of respondents believe that the media is biased against 
Trump, with only 31 percent believing that they are fair and 

objective. NBC News Director Chuck Todd admitted on a 
podcast called 1947 that “What we all knew as reporters 
and didn’t fully deliver was how hated the Clintons were in 
the heartland.” 

There’s a reason Trump spent less on his primary 
campaign than some gubernatorial races and barely 
more than half of what Hillary spent in the general. “He 
knows how to work the cameras,” says Haley Barbour, a 
former staffer for the Clinton campaign. “He always had a 
contentious relationship with the media.” 

From the minute he first declared his intention to run 
for president, Trump’s opponents often characterized 
him as a bully for his use of insults. Jeb Bush, who in a 
different election might be looked upon as the dignified, 
restrained candidate, became “low-energy Jeb.” Ted 
Cruz’s sweaty visage and beady eyes lent themselves easily 
to “Lyin’ Ted,” and the scandal-prone Hillary Clinton 

made for a conveniently 
“crooked” opponent.  

The long-term goal of these 
attacks seems to have been 
setting up a confirmation bias 
trap — every time Cruz got too 
dramatic while describing tax 
rates, the words “Lyin’ Ted” 
crossed the voter’s mind. Every 
time Clinton was hit with a 
scandal, images of “Crooked 
Hillary” being slipped a stack 
of Benjamins in some darkened 
boardroom wormed their 
way into countless brains. By 

taking a real flaw that each of his opponents possessed and 
magnifying it, Trump successfully controlled the narrative 
of the campaign.

The victory of our 45th president will be chronicled 
in history books. Words like “incomprehensible” and 
“unforeseen” will be thrown around with reckless abandon. 
But to dismiss it as a fluke is an error as egregious as any 
committed by one of his 22 electoral rivals.

MR. PRESIDENT
BEHIND THE TRUMP CAMPAIGN’S 

WINNING STRATEGY.

The More You Know: Trump’s Cabinet

Department of State: Rex Tillerson Department of the treasury: Steven Mnuchin Department of defense: James Mattis

Department of justice: jeff sessions Department of homeland security: john kelly Department of health and human services: 
Tom price

Department of housing and urban development: 
Dr. Ben carson

Department of Energy: rick perry Department of labor: Alexander Acosta

Department of transportation: Elaine Chao

Department of commerce: wilbur ross

Department of education: betsy devos Department of the interior: Ryan Zinke

Department of agriculture: sonny Perdue Department of veterans affairs: 
Dr. David Shulkin

• Worth: $325 Million

• Former CEO of Exxon 
Mobile

• Awarded “Order of 
Friendship” by Vladimir 
Putin in 2012

• Worth: $300 Million

• Former senior 
executive at Goldman 
Sachs

• Producer with credits 
in Avatar, American 
Sniper and X-Men

• Worth: $5 Million

• Four-star Marine Corps 
general who led U.S 
Command 

• Commanded forces 
after 9/11 terrorist 
attacks

• Worth: $6 Million

• Alabama senator for 20 
years

• Former federal 
prosecutor and 
Alabama Attorney 
General

• Worth: $4 Million

• 40 years serving in the 
Marine Corps.

• Extensive knowledge 
of border security and 
illegal immigration

• Worth: $10 Million

• Six-term congressman 
for Georgia

• Former orthopedist

• Worth: $29 Million

• Retired and renowned 
neurosurgeon

• Grew up in poverty in 
Detroit

• Worth: $2 Million

• Former governor of 
Texas

• Wanted to eliminate 
Energy Dept. post 
when running for 
president in 2011

• Head of Justice Dept. 
civil rights division 
under former President 
George W. Bush

• Former dean of Florida 
International University 
law school

• Worth: $24 Million

• Labor secretary under 
George W. Bush

• Directed Peace Corps 
and United Way

• Worth: $1.25 Billion

• Former chairwoman of 
Michigan state party

• Advocate for 
expanding charter 
schools and private-
school vouchers

• Worth: $800,000

• 20 years with Navy 
Seals

• Representative for 
Montana

• Worth: $2.5 Billion

• Former chairman of 
private equity firm

• Led Rothschild Inc. for 
25 years

• Former governor of 
Georgia

• Decade of experience 
in state legislature

• Served in Obama 
administration

• Undersecretary for 
health at VA

He always had 

a contentious 

relationship with 

the media.

Haley Barbour
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The Atlantic, https://www.theatlantic.com/politics/archive/2017/03/trump-cabinet-tracker/510527/
 Forbes, https://www.forbes.com/sites/chasewithorn/2016/12/22/heres-how-much-trumps-cabinet-is-really-worth/#68b9f94d7169 
<https://www.forbes.com/sites/chasewithorn/2016/12/22/heres-how-much-trumps-cabinet-is-really-worth/%22%20%5Cl%20%2268b9f94d7169>
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The war in Yemen just marked its second anniversary. 
While civil war in Syria has been highly publicized, the 
Yemeni conflict goes unrecognized as countless lives 
have been lost amid sectarian rivalry, drone strikes and 
al Qaeda’s presence. The war in Yemen is not just a 
matter of competing local factions — it has escalated into 
a global conflict involving Iranian weapons shipments, 
Saudi bombing runs and even the intelligence and 
support of the United States and its allies. These factors 
create what Albert Goldson, executive director of Indo-
Brazilian Associates, a global advisory firm, calls “a new 
Cold War in the Middle East.”

Since 2011, when Yemenis took to the streets and 
sparked the demise of former President Ali Abdullah 
Saleh's regime, the country has fallen to pieces.

“The Yemen conflict is very active,” says Drake 
University’s Politics Professor, Kieran Williams. “Of all 
the places where we’re active at the moment, that’s the 
one we should be knowing more about.”  

This is the background to the current conflict, which 
is premised in a long history of sectarian violence. 
Since Yemen unified in 1990, President Ali-Abdullah 
Saleh was responsible for integrating the Democratic 
Republic of Yemen in the South into the Yemeni Arab 
Republic, which he had led for many years in the North. 
Since then, the two states were held together through 
reciprocal agreements of patronage. Unrest in the south 
of Yemen would manifest itself later through an al-
Qaeda presence there and other insurgent groups like 
Ansar al-Sharia.

By 2004, rebels of the Houthi ethnic group in 
northern Yemen had begun taking action against 
Saleh’s government. According to Goldson, these sort 
of tribal connections have played and continue to play 
an instrumental role in Yemeni politics. The Houthis 
are primarily Zaydi Shi'a, a sect of Islam distinct from 
the Sunni forces in the rest of Yemen. Al-Qaeda had 
begun taking over many outlying Sunni areas around 
the capital of Sana’a. Given these forces and the 
growing pressure of the United States in its efforts to 
counter al-Qaeda in Yemen, President Saleh stepped 
down and his Vice President, Abed Rabbo Mansour al-
Hadi, took over as president with U.S. support in 2011.

The more recent flare in tensions resulted from 
disagreements over President Hadi’s administration. In 
July 2014, Hadi revoked fuel subsidies for Yemeni oil 
under pressure from the International Monetary Fund, 
which led to massive protests and demands for lower 
fuel prices championed by the Houthi movement.

By September the Houthis had moved south from 
their northern bases and taken the capital of Sana’a. 
Hadi’s resignation promptly followed and the Houthis 
claimed control of Yemen’s government. At this point, 
the strongly Sunni Saudi Arabia became increasingly 
worried about a Shia movement gaining ground to 
its immediate south. Along with eight other Sunni 
governments, Saudi Arabia mounted an air campaign 
to restore Hadi and undermine the Houthi advances. 
Logistical and intelligence support for this air campaign 
has been provided by the United States, the United 
Kingdom, and France. 

“Obviously, we are involved with respect to providing 
intelligence currently to our allies,” says Goldson. 

“Right now, basically, it’s in a stalemate. From the Saudi 
perspective, it’s not very effective politically, because the 
stalemate in this war is extraordinarily expensive.” 

Since foreign support has come down on the side of 
Hadi, the war has come to a slow, deadly stalemate. Pro-
government forces held back the Houthis from Aden, 
a far southern port in Yemen. The government has 
also managed to hold on to the underpopulated east of 
Yemen with the help of coalition allies.

Amidst this chaos, al-Qaeda and ISIS have gained 
footholds in the ignored deserts of the east and 
established small territories of their own. According 
to BBC reports, the branch of al-Qaeda in Yemen 
is considered to be one of the most well-funded and 
possesses the most technical expertise. Their inroads in 
Yemen are considered a threat against global security, 
but their connections in the Gulf will likely persist 
regardless of how the war ends. 

“Ironically, it’s a very organic movement, which has a 
lot more influence than just religion or politics,” Goldson 
says. “Terrorists, whether it’s al-Qaeda or any other 
federation before them to be in that sort of environment, 
will try to make themselves a powerful tyrant.”

The Houthi side of the conflict has allegedly received 
support from Iran. Given that the Houthis are strongly 
Zaydi Shi’a and Iran is the strongest Shia state in the 
world, support from Iran would seem to be natural. 
Although Iran has also denied that they are currently 
involved in the Yemeni Civil War, shipments of guns 
manufactured in Iran have been found aboard ships 
headed toward Yemen.

“They don’t want to be seen to be Iran’s proxy,” 
Williams says. “It’s not necessarily in their interests to 
be seen as an extension, a Revolutionary Guard project. 
They’re actually doing a lot to maintain a certain 
amount of distance from Iran.”  

The Trump administration has sought to add some 
credence to the government’s claim to sovereign rule in 
part to weaken Iran’s allies in the region. By countering 
the Houthis in Yemen, Trump can bring home the 
promises made by his campaign consultant and former 

National Security Advisor, Michael Flynn, about the 
administration’s intolerance of threats by Iran. 

One of the first steps was to send a U.S. warship, the 
USS Cole, into the Persian Gulf to monitor the Bab 
al-Mandab Strait on Yemen’s southern tip, a chokepoint 
where 4.7 million barrels of oil per day are transported. 
The USS Cole has been assigned there in an effort to 
escort oil tankers and commercial vessels moving past 
Yemen’s coasts while also intercepting Houthi boats.

The current administration has also been ramping 
up a series of measures to keep Iran from gaining 
regional influence through the Yemeni conflict. From 
intercepting Iranian arms and supplies headed for 
Yemen, additional drone strikes have been ordered; 
military advisors have also been deployed to Hadi-
controlled Yemen.

These policies, however, did not begin with this 
administration — the United States has played a role 
through drone surveillance and aerial refueling to 
help Saudi Arabia in their bombing campaign against 
the Houthis. President Obama had helped plan these 
airstrikes until a global backlash emerged due to 
the civilian casualties it entailed. Goldson says that 
although the Yemeni Civil War itself has slowed to a 
stalemate, it should be noted that the humanitarian 
costs of Saudi Arabia’s bombing campaign have cost 
them dearly in the perception of the war internationally. 

So far, 6,800 people have died in the war and 
35,000 people have been injured. It is estimated that 
80 percent of the population needs some form of aid. 
Meanwhile, Yemen has become a new testing ground 
for potential regional leaders in the Middle East. 
Saudi Arabia is interested in securing a familiar and 
friendly country to the South, Iran wants a Shia country 
amenable to their worldview, the Houthis want a new 
government and the United States wants to avoid a 
failed state that would provide room for terrorist groups 
or a pro-Iranian government. Amidst these competing 
interests, the people of Yemen are left to languish.
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For Costa Rica, ‘pura vida’ is a phrase that sums 
up the free-spirited customs of the Latin American 
country. It’s more than just a motto or a phrase on a 
bumper sticker — it’s a way of life. 

Costa Rica boasts the most stable democracy in 
Latin America, along with one of the highest literacy 
rates in the region. However, looking inside the 
current political climate, not everything is as relaxed 
as it may seem.

“The Costa Rican people are trying to have… 
changes in the political area,” says Deborah 
Chavarría. “We are looking for changes.”

Chavarría has political experience working for the 
United Nations and running Segundo Mano, a social 
enterprise that works to empower women in areas of 
vulnerability by giving them the opportunity to start 
their own businesses. She spoke about the workforce 
needing higher pay, companies facing far too much 
bureaucracy and the problematic lack of funding for 
infrastructure.

Costa Rica has seen a dramatic shift in its political 
climate with the last presidential election in 2014, 
when Luis Guillermo Solís was the first candidate 
from a third party to be elected as president. As a 
former professor and political advisor, Solís founded 
the Partido Acción Ciudadana (PAC) in 2000, but 
the party never gained significant political power 
until 2014.

“For Costa Rican people, mostly young 
people, this was our opportunity to really make 
a change through our vote,” Chavarría says. She 
further explained that people were looking for more 
of a middle ground, and Solís offered that.

“We wanted to look for someone that can really 
represent the people and not the same elite families… 
that they have a lot of money and enterprises,” 
Chavarría says. 

The United States saw a similar movement of young 
people calling for a political revolution of sorts in the 
last presidential election, when interest in third-party 
candidates and politicians who didn’t fit within the 
strict two-party mold grew. The main difference is 
that in Costa Rica, the voting population was able to 
make that change and successfully elect a third-party 
candidate. Chavarría indicated that this might be 
because the Costa Rican presidency is determined by 
direct voting rather than an electoral college.

Sylvia Chaverri, who works as a High School and 
Custom Programs coordinator for International 
Studies Abroad in Heredia, also spoke about Costa 
Rica looking for a change.

“El pueblo, how we say it, el pueblo, it’s waking up,” 
Chaverri says, referring to the Costa Rican people.

Chaverri said her family changed political affiliation 
from the National Liberation Party (PLN) to PAC 
during the election in 2014 to support Solís. She 
stressed the importance of voting for diputados, 
or representatives, from the same party as an 

individual’s preferred presidential candidate. 
“It’s not really the president who does all the things,” 

Chaverri says. “The diputados are the ones who make 
the laws. If the president does not have the majority 
from his same political party, it’s going to get hard to 
change and make decisions throughout the four years 
of government that he will be having.” 

Currently, PAC does not hold the majority of seats in 
the Costa Rican Legislative Assembly — PLN currently 
holds 18 seats while PAC only has 13.  This lack of 
majority within the legislature might explain why not 
all of Solís’ plans are being executed.

“People had very, very high expectations of him, 
and he is not fulfilling them,” Chavarría says. “People 
are very naïve. They think that in four years a new 
government and a new political party will change what 
was made and what other governments were doing 50 
years ago.” 

While Solís has been able to increase access to 
health care and improve the measurement of poverty 
by creating a more inclusive measurement system, he 
has not done as much to improve economic issues or 
promote foreign investments in Costa Rica.

“As we say in Costa Rica, you can have a white sheet 
of paper, but if it’s got one black dot, everybody’s 

gonna see the 
black dot,” says Chaverri to 
explain how Solís’ presidency is perceived but the 
public. “They’re not gonna see the rest of the sheet as 
white.”

A fear is that since the changes have not been as 
swift as people would like, this could lead to the fall 
of PAC in next year’s election. But Chavarría really 
hopes not.

PAC places an emphasis on fighting corruption with the 
help of citizen participation with the party founded with 
anti-corruption in mind.  However, the platform has since 
expanded to include building infrastructure, supporting 
current health care and social security systems and 
promoting policies that help the environment.

PAC provided the Costa Rican people with an 
alternative to the National Liberation Party (PLN) and 
the Social Christian Unity Party (PUSC).  With PLN 
taking a stance far to the left and PUSC far to the right, 
PAC was the middle ground many Costa Ricans wanted.

As Chaverri says about Solís’ election, “Things 
were not changing, so yes, sometimes you need to 
change everything.”

AN INSIDE LOOK AT COSTA RICA’S 
FIRST THIRD-PARTY PRESIDENCY.

A Bulldog Abroad
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 The presidential election is not a popularity contest, 
despite what some might hope. In the 2016 presidential 
election, Hillary Clinton received nearly 3 million more 
votes than Donald Trump, according to the Associated 
Press. Yet it was Trump, not Clinton, who became the 
45th president of the United States. Trump won because 
he received more electoral votes (304) than Clinton (227). 

When Americans vote on election day, they are not 
voting directly for the president but rather for electors 
who cast the actual votes for president. This method of 
indirectly electing the president is what sometimes causes 
a difference between the Electoral College winner and 
the popular vote winner. 

There are two main arguments that have emerged in 
the debate about the Electoral College. One side views 
it as vital to ensuring that the winners of presidential 
elections are representative of the entire country. The 
opposing camp views the Electoral College as an anti-
democratic anachronism that has outlived its usefulness.

Don Kass belongs to the first camp. He was a 
Republican elector for George W. Bush in 2004 and for 
Trump in 2016. He currently serves on the Plymouth 
County Board. Kass was the subject of much attention 
in the weeks between last year’s presidential election 
and the official casting of electoral votes at state capitols 
across the country on December 20.

“I received 1,400 emails begging me not to vote for 
Trump,” Kass says. “I am a county supervisor and emails 
that were sent to me came through board portal so other 
members were getting them. I had to get the county IT 
guy to put a filter on it.”

Kass also started to receive letters in the mail urging 
him not to cast his electoral vote for Trump.

“The emails morphed into actual mail,” Kass says. “A 
steady sprinkle turned into a downpour, and I had to 
sort through mail to get water and electric bills. With the 
exception of one letter out of 42 pounds of mail, none 
were rude. No threats whatsoever.”

The efforts to lobby Kass to change his electoral vote 
were unsuccessful.

“We’re a republic, not a democracy,” Kass says. “(It’s) 
undemocratic to have to always be ruled by the kind of 
people we elect in California. If you take out California, 
Donald Trump wins the popular vote hands down.”

Kass’ argument in support of the Electoral College 
bears resemblance to that made by lawyer and author 
Tara Ross, who, in her book Enlightened Democracy: The 

Case for the Electoral College, argues that the Electoral 
College is an institution that preserves the federalist 
nature of the American republic and safeguards against 
the tyranny of simple majority rule.

In designing the system to elect the president, the 
Founders believed, Ross writes, “precautions were 
necessary, but these protective measures could not filter 
out the will of the public and replace it with the will of 
the few … The system should allow the majority to win, 
but it should not exclude the minority altogether.”

There are two main advantages to the Electoral 
College that protect the right of the minority to have 
some say in electing the president, according to Ross. 
She writes, “First, a presidential candidate cannot be 
elected simply by gaining a majority in a handful of states 
… Second, the minority is provided with several methods 
by which it may amplify its voice, allowing it to make a 
statement that would otherwise go unnoticed in a direct 
popular vote.”

Opponents of the Electoral College, however, contend 
that these advantages for the minority are much more 
muted today than they were at the time of the nation’s 
founding, and that other issues with the Electoral 
College offset these advantages. Carl 
McPherson, a member of the 
Iowa Democratic Party’s state 
central committee, argues 
that times have changed, 
and the Electoral College 
has outlived its usefulness 
and needs to be replaced 
by a direct popular vote for 
the president.

“It has served its purpose.” 
McPherson says. “In the days 
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when the population was concentrated in the industrial 
centers and the less populated states that didn’t have 
much of a vote, then the Electoral College was necessary.”

According to McPherson, the distribution of the United 
States’ population that created the need for the Electoral 
College no longer exists today.

“Now the population is spread so widely across 
the nation that we are not going to have places 
unrepresented in the voting (under a direct popular vote 
system),” McPherson says.

And, just as the problem of population distribution 
has been solved, the issue of educating the public on the 
stances of each candidate has been rectified with the rise 
of the internet.

“The Founders set up the Electoral College to say that 
the populace was not able to make the right decisions to 
get people with the right temperament, right knowledge, 
expertise and skills to be the right kind of person to 
be president,” McPherson says. “Today, you have the 
electronic capability now to know every darn thing about 
each person. We no longer have to worry about people 
making decisions about people they’ve never heard of or 
never seen.”

Furthermore, in contrast to Ross’ argument that 
the Electoral College prevents a handful of states 
from deciding the winner of the presidential election, 
McPherson contends that many small states are being 
ignored by the candidates under the current system.

“The Electoral College votes aren’t really 
accomplishing what the Founding Fathers had intended 
to have happen,” McPherson says. “Did the candidates 
go to Oklahoma? Did Hillary go to Oklahoma? No, they 
didn’t have the incentive.”

This lack of incentive is a result of the winner-take-all 
system for allocating electoral votes that all but two of the 
states in the country have adopted.

“One problem with the Electoral College right now is 
winner takes all,” McPherson says. “So if you won a state 
with 50.5 percent of the votes you get all the electoral 
votes. It’s essentially telling the other 50 percent that you 
don’t count.”

As Ross alludes to, big states with a decided partisan 
tilt often find themselves ignored, like some small states. 
But Kass points out that changing electoral trends can 
make some states relevant in the Electoral College again, 
and that there are different ways in which states can 
receive attention from presidential candidates.

“If you look at Texas this last election, Trump only 
won by nine points,” Kass says. “Let’s go back (to) four 
years ago (when) President Obama went to California for 
campaign fundraisers.”

Another issue with the Electoral College that has yet to 
arise in the modern era is a scenario where no candidate 
wins the 270 electoral votes required to win a majority 
and be elected president.

In the event of such a scenario, what Ross calls a 
“contingent election” is held. Each state has one vote 
in electing the president from the top three electoral 
vote getters. Each state casts its vote based on who 
the majority of its representatives in the House of 
Representatives vote to support. Each senator in the 
Senate gets one vote to determine the vice president from 
the top two vote getters.

Ross expressed skepticism about pursuing 
constitutional fixes to the contingent election in her book, 
however, writing, “Perhaps Americans should not tinker 
too much with the solar system of governmental power, 
particularly when they do so merely to avoid remote 
or rare problems such as those that could occur in a 
contingent election.”

Ross’ skepticism has solidified over time.
“I’m a lot older now, and over time I think I’ve become 

a lot more sympathetic for the reasons the Founders 
had for creating all of these different aspects of the 
presidential election system,” Ross says. “I view it as part 
of the checks and balances. I think we are best off just 
leaving it alone.”

Kass also doesn’t see much of an alternative to the 
contingent election.

“What else do you want to do? Tie breakers are a cold 
set of criteria,” Kass says. “If we’re tied on this, we go to 
that. If the election were that close, probably the really 
only appropriate way is to at least have people who were 
elected to make the decision do it.”

Hillary Clinton’s loss in the Electoral College while 
winning the popular vote has spurred the latest round 
of attempts to reform (or abolish) the system. A group 
of Democratic representatives in Alaska’s House of 
Representatives introduced a bill in March to have 
the state join the National Popular Vote Compact. A 
similar bill has been introduced in Oregon’s House of 
Representatives as well. 

States that belong to the compact pledge cast their 
electoral votes for the winner of the national popular vote, 
regardless of the popular vote winner in their individual 
state. However, the compact will only take effect if the 
electoral vote count of the states belonging to it reaches 
270. So far, 10 states and the District of Columbia belong 
to the compact, totalling 165 electoral votes.

It will be of great interest to American democracy in 
the years ahead to see if any states follow through on 
these initial bill introductions and join the compact. With 
constitutional action to reform the Electoral College 
unlikely to be taken by Congress, the compact represents 
the best hope for opponents of the institution. these 
initial bill introductions and join the compact. With 
constitutional action to reform the Electoral College 
unlikely to be taken by Congress, the compact represents 
the best hope for opponents of the institution. 
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In the back room of a Beaverdale bar, Democrats 
gathered for their monthly meeting to discuss politics 
and delight in the comfort of drinking with like-
minded people. As they waited for the formal meeting 
to begin, conversations focused on the election of 
Derek Eadon as chair of the Iowa Democratic Party.

At one table, a motley crew of a few union workers, 
an elderly couple and a Drake student shared 
personal stories about their experiences with Eadon. 
They all seemed sure that he was the right one for 
the job. However, their confidence wavered as the 
conversation crept toward the challenges Democrats 
face moving forward.  

The dialogue became fractured as each person 
lobbied for their own laundry list of lessons they 
thought the party needed to learn from 2016. As 
someone shushed the growing crowd and began 
to speak, one of the union men recognized their 
conversation had turned sourly pessimistic and 
quipped, “Well, I guess if things are this bad, they can 
only get better from here.” 

Defeat

In 2016, Democrats got beat, badly. Some states got 
it worse than others, but in Iowa, Democrats appear 
to be facing an existential crisis. Donald Trump 
won Iowa by 10 points, taking 93 of the state’s 99 
counties. Iowa is left with a Republican governor, 
state house, state senate and only one Democrat in 
the Congressional delegation. 

Elections have consequences. The 2017 Iowa 
legislative session has been marked by Republican 
victory after Republican victory on major issues such 
as collective bargaining and voter ID.

So, now what? Iowa has historically been a swing 
state. Democrats across the state look to the Iowa 
Democratic Party (IDP) to determine a new strategy 

for making Iowa Democratic again.  
In January 2017, the IDP chair Andy 

McGuire’s term ended and the party elected 
a promising new chair. But can a state party 
organization actually do anything about addressing 
its own worst standing in decades?

A New State Party Chair

The first step in solving any problem is recognizing 
there is one, and new State Party Chair Derek 
Eadon hasn’t shied away from that. At a forum at 
Grandview University during the IDP chair race this 
January, Eadon said, “What we have to understand 
is what we’re doing here in Iowa as Democrats is 
fundamentally not working.” He argued that the party 
abandoned their grassroots and needs to fix that.

Eadon beat six other candidates to become the new 
chair of the Iowa Democratic Party in January 2017. 
The chair is elected by the 50-member State Central 
Committee. Many of the party-faithful worried 
the chair race would fracture the party between 
those that supported Bernie Sanders and those that 
supported Hillary Clinton in the contentious 2016 
Iowa Caucus. However, Eadon won as the consensus 
choice, getting votes from both camps. 

At 33 years old, Eadon is known by Iowa 
Democrats as one of the best organizers in the state. 
He was the first organizer President Barack Obama 
hired in Iowa in 2007, and went on to be a regional 
field director for the 2008 campaign. In 2012, 
he served as the Iowa state director for President 
Obama’s reelection campaign.  

Eadon has had a keen sense for the missteps of 
Democrats in the past and seems ready to take 
advantage of the energy and support for progressive 
causes to change the way the party operates.

At the same Grandview candidate forum, Eadon 
said, “(Democrats) have to acknowledge that we lost 
because we lost people. We lost the voters. The silver 
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lining in that is the fact that people are ready to 
have a tough conversation about what it means to be 
a Democrat today, in Iowa and across the country. 
We need to refocus on our message and create a new 
plan for moving forward.” 

Challenges Ahead

Structural change is hard. For starters, Eadon 
has to address the factional split and the urban-
rural divide, and he has to modernize the party’s 
operations. He also has to help identify and develop 
a bench of candidates, identify new resources for 
fundraising from both inside and outside the state 
and convert the wave of grassroots activism against 
President Trump and Iowa Republicans into reliable 
Democratic voters.  

Eadon then has to find a way for the three vice 
chairs, the 50-member State Central Committee, the 
district-level organizations, the 99 county chairs, the 
countless neighborhood and city-wide democratic 
organizations, the College Democrat chapters and the 
12 statewide constituency caucuses to work together 
and do more. He also has to maintain and leverage 
strong working relationships with like-minded issue-
based organizations and progressive groups.

While there are many challenges ahead, Eadon is 
equipping himself with an impressive staff at party 
headquarters, including his longtime colleague Kevin 
Geiken as executive director. His team represents a 
new generation of leadership for the party, and they 
have a mandate to move Democrats forward.

Factional Split

The 2016 Iowa caucuses created opposing factions 
within the Democratic Party. Bernie Sanders’ 
campaign brought in energetic new voters to the 
Democratic fold and excited many on the progressive 
wing of the party. Hillary Clinton had a solid base of 
longtime supporters who were fighting for her early 
on. As Sanders’ revolution grew and the Iowa Caucus 
drew near, tensions rose between the two sides.  

Sanders’ supporters grew frustrated about 

establishment Democrats who supported Clinton 
and blocked his path to victory. To many Sanders 
supporters, this establishment, old-guard support 
meant an unfair advantage for Clinton. Much of 
the frustration was taken out on the former IDP 
Chair, Andy McGuire. Many Sanders supporters 
felt McGuire’s prominent role in Clinton’s 2008 
campaign proved she could not be impartial. 

After a close caucus night where Clinton won by 
just three-tenths of a percent, McGuire declined 
requests to the audit results. Since caucuses are 
different from elections, there was no precedent or 
requirement for McGuire to audit results. However, 
many were frustrated with her decision and felt it was 
a suppression of Sanders’ chances in the primary. The 
resentment lingered among many Sanders supporters 
through the general elections. 

Eadon won his election by building a coalition 
both of voters who caucused for Clinton and voters 
who caucused for Sanders. But Democrats will 
not know until the 2018 primaries if the party 
has moved on from the factional split. If some 
candidates identify themselves as Sanders versus 
Clinton people, it could leave party resources 
fractured going into the general election. Even if the 
party does move on, questions remain on whether 
or not the new voters that got excited about Sanders 
will show up to vote for the Democrats.  

Rural and Working-Class Iowa

Republicans, led by Trump at the top of the ticket, 
swept nearly all rural and blue-collar voters in Iowa. 
Wapello County is a shining example of a rural, 
working-class area that went for Trump. Wapello 
County has been trending Republican in the last 
few cycles, but Obama won it in 2012 by 12 points. 
Trump flipped the county with a 33-point swing, 
beating Clinton 58 percent to 37 percent. This theme 
followed to nearly every rural and working-class 
county in Iowa: Trump claimed 32 of the counties 
Obama won in 2012.  

In an interview with a Carroll County newspaper, 
Eadon noted that he understands there isn’t a map 

What we have to understand is what 

we’re doing here in Iowa as Democrats is 

fundamentally not working.

Derek Eadon

for political success in Iowa without rural Iowa. 
When speaking with the Des Moines Bureau, Eadon 
said, “We just have to be present and listen in these 
communities. We can’t just have candidates going to 
some of these bigger areas … I would encourage our 
candidates to travel the state as much as possible, 
listen to these folks, their concerns and talk about … 
how we are going to benefit their pocketbooks.”

Eadon also thinks the Trump presidency will affect 
rural voters in tangible ways. Eadon mentioned the 
Iowa-commodity-boosting Renewable Fuel Standard 
as an issue farming communities will “keep a close 
eye on.” 

By being present in rural and working class 
communities, listening to their concerns and 
presenting a positive alternative vision, Eadon thinks 
they can win back rural Iowans.  

Modernizing the Party

There is another initiative Eadon will likely take on 
that did not get voiced often in the race for party chair: 
modernizing the party’s operations. Eadon needs to 
upgrade the party’s digital strategy to keep Democrats 
informed and engaged throughout the year.  

“I think we’re living in an era in which 
information is given out instantaneously,” Eadon 
said to the Daily Iowan. “You have to make sure 
that you’re not only controlling the conversation and 
educating people in real time, but you want to use 
social media (and) websites to organize volunteers 
and get information out.”

Eadon could also use digital strategy to grow the 
party’s fundraising base. Starting with Howard 
Dean’s campaign for president in 2004 and its 
revolutionary use of the internet to collect donations, 
Democrats have been on the forefront of using the 
internet in new ways to raise money and connect 
with voters with Barack Obama and Bernie Sanders 
both capitalizing on this new strategy. For Eadon, 
he can reach out to activists with online small-dollar 
donation drives.  

The newly elected Vice Chair Andrea Phillips 
told the Daily Iowan that they are also looking at 
cost-effective ways of modernizing their internal 
operations, such as using more cloud-based servers to 
coordinate with county party chairs across the state. 
With a new generation of leadership at the helm, the 
Democratic party will look to bring their operations 
into the 21st century.  

First in the Nation

Eadon’s most fundamental job requirement is to 
make sure the Iowa Caucus remains first in the nation 
in the presidential nomination process. The Iowa 
Caucus makes the state a must-visit for every potential 
presidential candidate, tremendously elevating the 
political power of Iowans.  

Eadon confirmed with the new Democratic 
National Committee Chair, Tom Perez, that the Iowa 
Caucus will remain first in the nominating process, 
which keeps Iowa’s position safe for now, but it could 
be at risk if the state is not competitive for Democrats 
in the next couple cycles.

A Path Forward

While solving these complex problems, Eadon 
also faces many other challenges. He still needs to 
help build a bench of candidates for all levels of 
elected office, from city councils and county boards 
of supervisors to congressional and gubernatorial 
offices. Republicans have been very effective at 
creating a pipeline for young talent to rise through 
the ranks, Lieutenant Governor Kim Reynolds and 
Senator Joni Ernst both started in county government 
and rose from there.  

Eadon also needs to capitalize on the growing 
enthusiasm and engagement of activists in Iowa in 
response to President Trump and Republicans. He 
has to find a way to tap into grassroots activism and 
grow the Democratic base of volunteers and voters. 
He has to be careful to not co-opt the movement and 
gain the resentment of community organizers.

Many questions remain concerning whether the 
state party actually has any power to change things, 
or if Iowa is just a lost cause for Democrats. There is 
a worry that Republicans have a cultural connection 
in Iowa that runs deeper than anything Democrats 
can reach.

Nevertheless, Eadon is willing to make a fight for it. 
These existential questions will linger for Democrats 
in Iowa, but he is offering a path forward. At the end 
of an election, there is a winner and there is a loser 
— in 2018 and 2020, Democrats will see more clearly 
what their political future looks like in Iowa.
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HOW THE DEMOCRATS ARE FACING THE FUTURE ON A 
NATIONAL SCALE. 
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Democrats have had a hard time winning elections 
across the country in recent years. Republicans now 
control 32 state legislatures, hold 33 governorships and 
control both Houses in Congress and the Presidency. The 
recent presidential primary was especially divisive for 
the Democratic Party, driving a wedge between Hillary 
Clinton and Bernie Sanders supporters. A general sense 
of discouragement and displeasure can be felt with 
Democrats across the country, but after the tough 2016 
cycle and scandal within the party leadership, Democrats 
are coming together and are even more fired up and 
ready to go, organizing around and marching for issues 
they hold dear. 

Not only are marches, protests and activity at the 
grassroots level blooming, but the Democratic National 
Committee (DNC) is in a time of transition as well, 
having just elected new leadership in February of 2017. 
Eight candidates campaigned for the DNC Chairmanship 
position between November and February, showcasing 
the diversity that Democrats claim to reflect: black, 
Latino and white candidates, candidates of different 
genders and representing multiple generations, from 
millennial to Baby Boomer.

 In order to win, a candidate must gain a majority of 
votes from the 447 DNC members, which include state 
party officials, activists and donors and a few elected 
officials. If no majority is reached, a second (or third 
or fourth) ballot is cast after eliminating candidates 
who receive the lowest amount of votes. The two front 
runners, Minnesota Representative Keith Ellison and 

former Labor Secretary and shortlisted candidate for Vice 
President Tom Perez, campaigned in a close race. After 
the first round of votes, Perez was one vote shy of earning 
a majority, but after the six other candidates dropped out 
of the race, Perez earned 235 votes to Ellison’s 200 on 
the second ballot and won the chairmanship, immediately 
naming Ellison as the Deputy Chair. 

Throughout the campaign, Perez and Ellison reflected 
the divisions present during the Democratic presidential 
primary between Clinton and Sanders supporters. The 
previous DNC Chair, Representative Debbie Wasserman-
Schultz, had played a role in these divisions during the 
national campaign. After WikiLeaks released emails 
exposing negative sentiments toward the Sanders 
campaign, claims of corruption caused the chairwoman 
to resign, and Donna Brazile was placed in the interim-
chair position. This scandal caused an uproar during 
the last months of the primary campaign and cast a 
shadow of skepticism on the power of the DNC, of which 
the voting members act as super delegates during the 
nominating convention. A polarizing DNC chair race 
could have continued public distrust in the DNC. 

Christian Ucles, a former campaign and Democratic 
Party staffer in Iowa, Minnesota and Texas, claims the 
Clinton-Sanders division was not as prominent as made 
out to be. “It was mostly about style,” Ucles says. “It 
wasn’t necessarily a fight between Hillary and Bernie, 
but what type of style do you want to see the leadership 
take on.”

The presence of the divide came mostly from 
endorsements of Perez and Ellison, the most prominent 
being President Obama favoring Perez and Bernie 
Sanders endorsing Ellison. Perez seemed to be supported 

TURNING TABLES by many “establishment” Democrats while Ellison was 
supported by the more progressive Sanders crowd. From 
Iowa, Mike Gronstal, the former Majority Leader in the 
Iowa Senate, and Congressman Dave Loebsack endorsed 
Ellison (though both were Clinton supporters in the 
Caucus). Senator Tom Harkin and former Governor Tom 
Vilsack endorsed Perez. 

Scott Brennan, a former Iowa Democratic party chair 
and current voting member of the DNC, explained that 
this DNC chair election was unique because there was 
not a Democratic president. When the sitting president 
is a Democrat, he has the power to appoint the chair of 
the DNC, as Obama appointed Florida Representative 
Debbie Wasserman Schultz to be chair in 2012.

Brennan recalled that for the past eight years, the DNC 
“exist(ed) to ensure that President Obama gets reelected 
in 2012 and…promote his agenda. Now we don’t have 
a President (to support).” Without President Obama’s 
leadership, the DNC is 
free to decide on its own 
what actions to take over 
the next four years. Perez 
and Ellison will have 
the ability to nominate 
75 at-large members 
to the DNC, who will 
face confirmation from 
the rest of the body and 
shape the decisions made 
by the DNC. 

Going forward, the 
biggest challenges the Democratic Party will face are the 
organizing, messaging and fundraising operations they 
run throughout the country. According to NPR, three 
counties in Pennsylvania, 22 counties in Wisconsin, 12 
counties in Michigan and 31 counties in Iowa flipped 
from Obama-won counties in 2012 to Trump-won 
counties in 2016, all with majority white, working-class 
residents. Trump’s populist and economic messages hit 
home in the Midwest and across the country, drowning 
out the more socially progressive messages from the 
Democrats.

During both of their campaigns for chair, Perez and 
Ellison stressed the importance of local organizing and 
investment in local party structures in order to reach 
every individual in the United States. Ucles noted that the 
new leaders of the national party — and most of the state 
parties — are young minorities, but the votes Democrats 
failed to earn during 2016 were those of the white 
working class. How does the Democratic party, being 
led by a Latino and African-American Muslim, reach out 
to white people and convince them that the issues that 
affect minorities are generally the same as those that 
affect them? Honing this message will be necessary for 
Democratic success in the future.

“The DNC has got to get back to figuring out how to 
talk to people,” Brennan says. “The places that Hillary 
Clinton lost, where if she’d won, she’d be President — 
it’s because we stopped talking to people like Iowans.” 
These Iowans tend to be people who are predominantly 
white members of the working class. 

Yet even when the Democrats are talking to people, 
their message always seems to be off. Brennan recalled 
the 2014 elections in Iowa, when the party had good 
messages. But this time? Not so much. “We were 
throwing 14 different messages at you and nobody 
knew what we stood for,” Brennan says. “In 2016… our 
message was ‘Hillary’s not Trump,’ people still want to 
vote FOR something and we didn’t give them enough to 
vote for.”

The newly elected Iowa Democratic Oarty chair, Derek 
Eadon, is hopeful that the DNC will begin to invest in 
state parties again and allow the states to take the lead 

in messaging and strategy within 
their own states.

“We need to have a plan, here 
in Iowa, for what a victory looks 
like for us,” Eadon says. “We have 
to be very aggressive in showing 
these national entities the work 
we’ve done, this is where we hope 
to be, can you be a partner on 
this rather than waiting for the 
DNC to come in.”

State parties work nonstop to 
foster party support throughout 

their state and know which messages work and which do 
not. The DNC and its nominee may decide on a national 
messaging strategy, but state parties are best equipped to 
tailor that message to their own state.

Eadon says that the DNC will “be more supportive 
of state parties directly because the midterms will be 
more state-specific.” This support may be in the form 
of a listening tour across the states, but also through 
monetary support for the parties. 

Ucles says that fundraising strategies will change 
under the new party leadership, describing more synergy 
between the states and the DNC when planning high-
dollar fundraisers, instead of the past uncoordinated 
efforts. Perez and Ellison may also attempt to broaden 
their donor base instead of relying on one-time, high-
dollar donors. A Sanders-esque, low-dollar fundraising 
effort will help to sustain a new and involved DNC while 
allowing more people to feel a part of the party.

As the midterms of 2018 quickly approach, Perez and 
Ellison will have to jump into their new roles quickly. 
State parties are already recruiting and supporting 
candidates running for office and will need the support of 
the national party to achieve victory.

The places that Hillary 

Clinton lost, where if she’d 

won, she’d be President — it’s 
because we stopped talking 

to people like Iowans. 
Scott Brennen
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While there was significant national attention to 
election integrity in this past election, Iowans had 
stayed largely out of the fray. In fact, Secretary 
of State Paul Pate said in October 2016, “Iowa is 
one of the best states in the nation both for voter 
participation and voter integrity.” Despite saying this, 
Pate recently proposed a bill that would update Iowa’s 
electoral system. 

Pate’s proposal has several key components. First, 
all voters must present ID in order to vote, which 
could include a driver’s license, military ID or 
passport. Free IDs will be given to registered voters 
who do not currently have some form of government-
issued ID. Additionally, voters would use electronic 
signature verification at the polls, and absentee 

voting would be restricted to 120 days before an 
election. There would also be audits of results 
after every election, ongoing training for election 
staff, requiring certification of county auditors 
compliance with state law and the elimination of 
straight party voting. According to Sen. Robby Smith 
(R-Davenport), chairman of the Iowa Senate State 
Government Committee, the bill is expected to cost 
around $350,000 and could affect the 85,000 Iowans 
without a form of government issued identification. 
Democrats predict much higher costs. 

The National Conference of State Legislatures 
(NCSL) has a Voter ID History webpage that explains 
that nationally, voter ID laws have existed since 
the 1950s. South Carolina passed an identification 
law in 1950, although it did not require photo ID. 
Others states followed through the 1970s. By 2000, 

Voting 
UPdate

BILLS TIGHTENING VOTER ID LAWS PROTECT ELECTORAL INTEGRITY BUT RISK DISENFRANCHISEMENT.
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14 states had laws on the books 
asking voters to present some 

type of identification to vote. 
Georgia and Indiana were 

the first to create laws that 
were considered strict, 

requiring voters to 
present identification 

instead of just 
requesting. Similar 
to the bill being 
considered in Iowa, 

if a voter lacked the 
identification, they 

could cast a provisional 
ballot and return later 

with proof of identify. 
These were first seen in 

2008 following the Marion 

County v. Crawford case. 
Since then, voter ID bills have 

accelerated rapidly. 
Crawford ruled that voter ID 

restrictions were constitutional 
on its face, meaning it considered 

whether the idea of voter ID 
restrictions would be overly onerous 

on voters in all circumstances. However, 
this left opportunities to strike down 

specific laws as applied, meaning claims 
that parts of the laws were unconstitutional 

in their effect on specific groups was still possible. 
Such a case did happen with North Carolina’s 
restrictions being struck down in 2016 on 
discrimination grounds, with the judge ruling the 
law targeted “black voters with ‘almost surgical 
precision.’”  PBS Frontline reports that similar laws 
in Texas, Wisconsin, Kansas and North Dakota 
have all been struck down in federal courts the past 
year as well, although all those states are appealing 
the decision. Those decisions were based on racial 
discrimination, including Texas for discriminating 
against blacks and Latinos, and North Dakota for 
discriminating against Native Americans. Currently, 
34 states have some form of voter ID law in place, 
although they differ in how strict they are and 
whether or not the identification needed has a photo 
on it. Iowa’s bill would be considered strict due to 
the requirement to show identification with a photo 
when voting. This puts the restrictions on similar 

footing to laws in Indiana, Georgia, Tennessee, 
Kansas, Mississippi, North Dakota, Virginia, 
Wisconsin and Texas. The remaining 25 states with 
some form of ID requirements vary significantly, 
with plans that include non-photo IDs to ones that 
allow people without IDs to vote anyway.  

Proponents of requiring voter identification have 
several arguments. The first and perhaps most 
important claim is that without voter ID, votes will 
be cast fraudulently. This can take several forms, 
ranging from voter impersonation to, as President 
Trump argued in a Washington Post interview, 
having people vote ten times. Other arguments 
are based around the idea that voters should feel 
confident about election integrity, which in turn may 
boost turnout. Additionally, some claim that the 
state requires ID for many tasks, such as needing 
photo identification to ride on an airplane. If the 
state can require that, according to proponents of 
ID laws, why not make sure voters are who they say 
they are?  

While the proposal is meant to ensure the 
integrity of elections, many are concerned it might 
disenfranchise people of color, the transgender 
community, the elderly and college students. The 
free IDs for registered voters are meant to alleviate 
those concerns and protect the constitutionality of 
the law, since courts have struck down voter ID bills 
that require a fee for an ID on the grounds that it 
constitutes a poll tax. However, concerns persist over 
turning people away from the electoral process for 
little to no improvements in election integrity. 

Others claim that laws already on the books prevent 
the voting fraud this bill is targeting. Dr. Kieran 
Williams, professor of political science at Drake 
University, explains, “The only fraud ID can prevent 
is impersonation, which almost no one in their right 
mind would do since it’s a serious felony.”

Former Secretary of State Matt Schultz investigated 
voter fraud in 2014, finding only a few cases in 
Iowa. The Electoral Integrity Project, based out 
of Harvard Kennedy School of Government and 
University of Sydney, ranked Iowa second in the 
nation for electoral integrity. Finally, the Associated 
Press found only ten instances of improper ballots 
out of 1.6 million, with most being accidental and 
misunderstandings. 

States have significant leeway to regulate their 
election process, but the Supreme Court has given 
some guidance on the constitutionality of voter ID 
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laws. In Crawford, the Supreme Court upheld 
an Indiana voter ID law with complaints similar to 
the ones being heard in Iowa, namely that the voter 
ID restrictions would pose an undue burden on 
vulnerable or economically disadvantaged groups.

As Dr. Williams explains, the court ruled that 
“IDs are generally not an undue burden…justifiable 
by a compelling state interest in the integrity of its 
electoral process.”  Additionally, there does not 
need to be any evidence of voter impersonation: 
Protecting the appearance of electoral integrity is a 
sufficient state interest. 

The only voter ID law that 
has been struck down by 
a court of last resort — the 
final word in law — was in 
Missouri, where the Missouri 
Supreme Court struck 
down the restrictions on 
the grounds that it violated 
the equal protection clause 
of their state constitution. 
Karen Shanton, writing for 
the NCSL, argues that since 
Section 5 of the Voting Rights 
Act was struck down in Shelby 

County vs Holder (2013) — the 
Supreme Court ruling that the 
formula for preclearance was 
unconstitutional — it has been 
harder to challenge voter ID 
laws. Section 5 placed the burden of proof on states 
deemed to have a history of voting discrimination, 
meaning those states had to prove any changes to 
voting laws would not have a discriminatory effect. 
Section 2 places the burden of proof on opponents, 
making it significantly more challenging to strike 
down the laws. 

According to opponents of voter ID restrictions, 
these bills can cause significant disenfranchisement. 
The ACLU estimates that 11 percent of U.S. citizens 
do not have government-issued photo identification. 
People of color, the elderly, poor and rurally 
located people disproportionately lack identification 
and face a difficult time finding the means to get 
one. The U.S. Government Accountability Office 
(GAO) found in 2014 that those who have recently 
registered to vote also experience a larger decrease 
in turnout. Finding the documents needed to obtain 
an ID — such as a birth certificate — can cost money 

and requires transportation to the appropriate 
office. The GAO estimated that the cost to get a 
driver’s license can range from $14.50 to $58.50. 
While this may not sound like a lot to many people, 
others argue it is just a more sophisticated form of a 
poll tax. 

Just as voter ID laws seem to enhance the 
perception of election integrity, they also reduce voter 
turnout due to the laws perceived complexity. The 
GAO found that voter ID laws either have no effect 
on turnout or a statistically significant decrease of 

1.5 to 3.9 percent, depending 
on the structure of the 
requirements. It is for these 
reasons that opponents of 
voter ID restrictions suggest it 
disenfranchises voters.

House File 516 has passed 
through the House, and the 
Senate passed an amended 
version on March 24, 2017.  
The two bills will likely be 
reconciled — a process by 
which the two chambers 
hash out differences in their 
bills to come to an agreed 
upon final version — and 
Governor Branstad is expected 
to support the resulting 
legislation. A Des Moines 

Register/Mediacom Iowa 
poll conducted in February found that 69 percent of 
Iowans support the idea of presenting ID for voting, 
while 28 percent oppose it. 

While many states have been reforming their 
voting procedures in the past decade, courts have a 
mixed record on the legality of voter ID laws. Thus, 
it is difficult to say where voter ID laws will stand 
in the future. However, as long as the Supreme 
Court maintains its position from Marion County v. 

Crawford, which holds that states have an interest 
in election integrity, the bill in its current form will 
probably pass the standard the courts have applied 
to voting rights by not placing an undue burden 
on voters. While many groups are promising to go 
to court over these restrictions for the potentially 
disproportionate disenfranchisement it can cause, 
only time and additional court rulings will tell if this 
proposed bill and others like it will go into effect. 

The only fraud 

IDs can prevent 

is impersonation, 

which almost 

no one in their 

right mind would 

do because its a 

serious felony.

Dr. Kieran Williams
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In Iowa, sanctuary jurisdictions are one of the hot 
button issues for this legislative session, but the issue 
remains ambiguous. While the courts decide the fate of 
President Trump’s travel ban, his executive orders on 
illegal immigration have been lost in the shuffle, leaving 
many confused. 

A sanctuary jurisdiction refers to a city, county or 
state that will not comply with the federal policies 
and laws on immigration. One of the most common 
policies mentioned when talking about sanctuaries are 
the detainer requests issued by the Immigrations and 
Customs Enforcement Agency (ICE), which essentially 
asks local law enforcement agencies to hold a 
suspected undocumented immigrant for 48 hours more 
than their charge requires so ICE can take custody.

A sanctuary jurisdiction is similar to what the city 
government of Iowa City is doing. Iowa City law 
enforcement will not ask an individual about their 
immigration status and will not use any resources to 
enforce immigration law. Some also consider Polk 
County a sanctuary jurisdiction since it does not 
comply with ICE detainers in cases without a warrant.

However, both Iowa City and Polk County have gone 
out of their way in the past to make clear that they are 
not sanctuary jurisdictions. According to Jody Mashek, 
the legal services coordinator for the American Friends 
Service Committee, part of this is posturing. They can’t 
say they are a sanctuary jurisdiction without risking the 
loss of federal funding according to Trump’s executive 
orders. However, there is no set definition of what 
qualifies as a sanctuary jurisdiction.

In Iowa, House File 265 is similar to Trump’s order, 
but it also fails to define what a sanctuary jurisdiction 
is. The bill prohibits the state of Iowa and any state 
agency from adopting or enforcing any rule that limits 
the enforcement of any federal immigration law. 

Proponents of this bill say the aim is to enforce 
the law and get rid of safe havens for criminals. 
Representative Steven Holt (R-Denison) is the floor 

manager for House File 265. According to Rep. 
Holt, the bill would want essentially all ICE detainers 
complied with, even without a warrant. 

“This bill stipulates that if ICE issues a detainer, they 
need to hold them until ICE picks them up,” Holt says. 
“The idea that this would require them to violate the law 
is not valid because ICE has to follow the law, too.”

However, according to the American Civil 
Liberties Union (ACLU), there is no obligation for 
law enforcement agencies to listen to ICE detainer 
requests. They are simply requests. Is that limiting 
or restricting the enforcement of federal immigration 
law? Whatever the case may be, some argue that these 
detainers do more to alienate the undocumented 
immigrants who “just came here for a better life.”

Kenia Calderon has been a Des Moines resident 
since her early teen years. She is a student senator at 
Drake University and an undocumented immigrant. 
She came from El Salvador in 2005, when her parents 
brought Calderon and her two siblings to the United 
States. Calderon is in the United States under part of 
the Deferred Action for Childhood Arrivals (DACA) 
program, but her parents have no such protection.

“My dad has his own business. He had about $1,000 
worth of tools that were stolen from our house,” 
Calderon says. “I tried to get him to at least report it to 
police but he wouldn’t.” Calderon said he feared what 
might happen if he reported it.

“People who are just here for a better life are 
not who I’m concerned about in a sanctuary city 
situation,” Holt says. “Why would someone with a 
violent criminal past not seek out the places that are 
a safe haven? That’s a no brainer and that’s what we 
are trying to prevent.”

This issue won’t go away anytime soon, but people like 
Jody Mashek see hope for undocumented immigrants.

“That’s the face of the future. These individuals are 
hardworking and they are family oriented, regardless 
if they are from Mexico or from Iraq,” Mashek says. 
“They want to be here in Iowa because it’s a safe 
place to be.”

Finding Sanctuary
A DISCONNECT BETWEEN FEDERAL LAW AND ITS IMPLEMENTATION 
COULD LEAVE MANY DISPLACED.
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In response to public reactions to government 
policies, companies have taken a side on controversial 
issues such as transgender rights, the refugee crisis 
and immigration. Boycotts have been called against 
popular institutions, with Starbucks under fire for 
supporting refugees and Target facing losses after 
allowing transgender employees and customers to 
choose which bathroom they use. Companies that 
take a side on polarizing topics may face retaliation in 
the form of social media outrage and loss of profit — 
something Uber learned in February.

The two main competitors in the modern ride-
sharing market are Uber and Lyft. Though the two 
services are very similar, Uber currently operates 
in more cities in the U.S. than Lyft, and tends to be 
slightly cheaper for customers, according to a report 
by CNET. In the past, Uber has also been a much 
more popular choice for riders than Lyft. In July 2016, 
Uber completed 62 million trips in the U.S., compared 
to Lyft’s 13.9 million rides in the same month, 
according to a report by Fortune. But in recent weeks, 
this status-quo has been flipped.

On Jan. 27, 2017, President Donald Trump issued 
an executive order banning immigration from seven 
Muslim countries: Iran, Iraq, Syria, Yemen, Somalia, 
Sudan and Liberia. This ban acted as a freeze on all 
travel in and out of the U.S. for people from those 
countries, despite possible dual citizenship or green 
card status of the affected people. 

After Trump signed the executive order, protests 
occupying U.S. airports broke out nationwide, 
according to CNN. The protest at New York City’s 
John F. Kennedy International Airport took the form 
of a travel ban, but not like Trump’s alleged travel 
ban. The New York Taxi Workers Alliance publically 
requested that all drivers, including Uber and Lyft 
drivers, not pick up or drop off any passengers at the 
JFK airport on January 28 from 6 p.m. to 7 p.m. This 
announcement was made on the official Taxi Workers 
Alliance Twitter account. “We cannot be silent. We 
go to work to welcome people to a land that once 
welcomed us,” the taxi union tweeted. The goal of the 
protest was to temporarily strand travelers without a 
car at the airport after their arrival.

Despite the Taxi Workers Alliance’s boycott, Uber 
still sent drivers to JFK. Uber also tweeted that they 
would be dropping any surge charges that would have 
otherwise occurred to make sure they were being fair 
to their customers. But Uber’s actions were taken as a 
tactic to undercut the Taxi Workers Alliance’s protest, 
therefore allegedly supporting the immigration ban, 
according to CNBC.

Shortly after, the Twitter campaign #DeleteUber 
began, consisting of users posting screenshots 
of themselves deleting the app along with posts 
condemning the use of the app.  The #DeleteUber 
campaign got contributions from celebrities such as 
comedian Lena Dunham and American Horror Story 

star Denis O-Hare. 
The #DeleteUber campaign also seemed to boost 

app store downloads of Lyft. Ranking number 39 in 

the app store the day before the boycott, Lyft rose 
to number seven the day after the boycott began, 
according to TechCrunch.

“I haven’t really noticed a drop in customers,” says 
Uber driver Cheyenne Jamison.  Jamison has been an 
Uber driver in the Des Moines area for six months.  
“It would probably be hard for people that are used to 
taking Ubers everywhere to try and find other rides.”

The success of the #DeleteUber campaign is 
dubious. According to Mashable, 200,000 users 
deleted the app from their phones. However, this is 
just a fraction of Uber’s monthly active users, which 
was 40 million as of October, according to Mashable.

But Uber’s problems aren’t just limited to the 
#DeleteUber campaign. Uber CEO Travis Kalanick 
has been under scrutiny since he was put onto 
Trump’s economic advisory council, according to 
CNN. The council is comprised of CEOs from some 
of the most successful companies in the U.S.  Being 
under such a close watch from the public because of 
his association with Trump, Kalanick tweeted “At 
Uber we’ve always believed in standing up for what’s 
right. Today we need your help supporting drivers who 
may be impacted by the president's unjust immigration 
ban.” Attached was a link for any drivers or family 
members of drivers affected by the ban where they 
could tell Uber that they were an affected employee.

In addition, Kalanick established a $3 million legal 
defense fund for the affected drivers and their families.  
According to CNN, Kalanick will also pressure the 
president to “stand up for what is right” while serving 
on the economic council.

On the other hand, Lyft saw the situation at JFK 
and the #DeleteUber campaign as an opportunity. 
Lyft announced they would be donating $1 million to 
the ACLU over the course of four years, and released 
a statement that voiced their support for immigrants 
while speaking out against Trump.

Lyft also used the incident to launch services in 
over 40 new cities, including Des Moines, reports 
the Des Moines Register.  Although Lyft is fairly new 
to the Des Moines area, driver Charles Franckewitz 
believes that most of the riders in the initial few weeks 
were likely using Lyft as an alternative to Uber.  “We 
had a lot of new customers right away (after the 
#DeleteUber campaign), but it’s pretty steady now,” 
says Franckewitz.

Lyft headquarters attested to Franckewitz’s 
statement. “We saw a spike in people downloading our 
app after the incident, but it’s died down a bit,” says 
Lyft Ambassador Justin Ezor.

It remains to be seen whether or not the 
#DeleteUber campaign will have a lasting impact on 
either company — however, as of early April Uber was 
ranked at number 12 in the app store for downloads, 
while Lyft was sitting at number 38. Uber’s rating 
by users was was also down, at an average of 3 stars 
thanks to influx of one-star reviews in the past several 
months, while Lyft was averaging 4.5 out of 5 stars. 
Though Uber seems to be back on top as far as total 
downloads go, its poor rating in the app store may be 
a lasting effect of the #DeleteUber campaign.
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President Donald Trump’s campaign and first 
three months in office have been marked by 
numerous controversies, including his views on 
environmental policies. His selection of Scott Pruitt 
as administrator of the Environmental Protection 
Agency was met by backlash and many voters have 
been dissatisfied with Trump’s views and comments 
on the issue of climate change, labeling him and 
Pruitt as climate change denialists. 

Despite Trump’s apparent dismissal of issues 
surrounding climate change, however, Iowa’s solar 
energy business owners and experts are confident that 
the market will remain strong because of promising 
state tax incentives.

“The tax incentives are huge for us,” says Tyler 
Bacon, president of CB Solar, a Des Moines company 
that sells and installs solar panels. “Almost all of our 
customers are in it for the tax relief rather than the 
green energy side of things.”

Tax credits in Iowa for solar energy include a 100 
percent tax exemption on solar system purchases, 
50 percent installation costs covered by the state on 
purchases, $0.125 paid to customers for every kilowatt 
hour of energy they produce, and net metering, which 
allows customers to store the energy their systems 
created during the summer to use in the winter. 

Trump has been publicly skeptical of climate 
change, often stating that renewable energy is not 
a wise investment. Instead, he has advised that the 
country focus more on improving fossil fuel industries 
to generate revenue.

David Osterberg, University of Iowa professor of 
occupational and environmental health, says that 
Trump’s business and personal ties to the fossil 
fuel industries — such as investments in Chevron, 
Exxon, Occidental Petroleum and others — may have 
impacted his stance on the issue, but the policies 
should remain.

“It’s safe to say that Trump is very much interested 
in coal and gas… both he and the Republican 
Congress he brought in,” says Osterberg. “They have 
done unfortunate things for that industry.”

While some of the options Trump supports may 
not be as sustainable or eco-friendly as solar power, 
they do provide cheaper energy that brings the cost 
down for customers across the country. However, 
there aren’t any tax credits or incentives for using 
natural gas because it is so much more cost-effective 
to produce.

Interest in tax relief brings a lot of business, but if 
the tax policies were to change or the incentives were 
removed, it could bring a fall in renewable systems.

“It is logical to think that (Trump) will have some 
impact on the renewable market because he’s in 
with big oil,” says Tim Kruse, owner of Green Light 
Renewable services. “But if he were to take away the 
tax credits for residential or commercial renewable 
systems, that could do real damage.”

Green Light Renewable is a small solar company 
in Iowa founded and operated by Kruse. They design 
and install custom solar panel systems for both 
residential and commercial customers.

The efficiency of energy systems will be what keeps 
the industry growing, despite the possible efforts of 
Congress or the president.

SOLAR COMPANIES AND IOWA CITIZENS TAKE ADVANTAGE OF 
INCREASED TAX INCENTIVES, CHALLENGING CHEAP, WIDESPREAD 
NATURAL GAS.

Solar Surge
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“Renewable companies don’t really 
need to do anything to help themselves 
because the technology is already 
doing it for them,” Osterberg says. “The 
renewable energy industry has become so 
efficient that the market will move us in the right 
direction on its own.”

The market moves the energy economy in the 
direction the citizens need it to, which is why natural 
gas became so popular — people needed energy all 
over the place. Harvesting natural gas and moving it 
around the country underground is fast, cost-effective 
and has historically been safe, according to the 
American Gas Association.

Solar energy business owners might be hoping 
that technology will protect their market as well. 
While the tax credits attract customers, the 
effectiveness of the systems provides a blanket of 
support for the companies.

“As far as I’ve seen, the market seems safe because 
it is so efficient,” Kruse says.  “When a system pays 
itself off in, give or take, 10 years, but lasts for 40 or 
50, that’s a good investment every time.  So as long as 
the tax incentives remain in place we should continue 
to grow.”

The state tax incentives apply to both residents and 
businesses, and seem to be the biggest reason people 
are installing their own systems. However, AGA has 
data that shows natural gas has saved the United 
States a lot of money in the recent past.

According to the AGA Playbook, a resource for 
current and prospective customers, “Low domestic 
natural gas prices have led to savings of almost $50 
billion for customers who have used natural gas for 
heating, cooking and clothes drying over the past 
four years.”

However, the playbook does not discuss tax 
benefits and deals strictly with raw numbers. The 
book indicates that natural gas is about one fifth as 
expensive as solar electricity. 

Despite ADA’s claims, the generous tax incentives 
for solar energy add up and the tax relief gives the 
power to homeowners and business owners who 
purchase solar systems. There seems to be a misnomer, 
however, between who is thought to be purchasing 
renewable energy systems and who actually is.

“It’s 
not just liberals 
with money who love the environment,” Osterberg 
says. “It’s everyday people who put solar panels on 
their house because they want to, knowing that it will 
benefit them financially.”

The working class is benefiting the most from this 
market — a demographic that Trump has promised to 
listen to and work for.  Similarly, these are also the 
people who work in the energy field.

Gary Hlavka, a Des Moines resident who 
purchased a 20-panel solar system for his home 
last winter, says that his family made the decision 
ultimately because of the cost-saving opportunity.

“I pay $79 a year for my electricity bill, and I get 
$30 of that back because I bought the solar panels,” 
Hlavka says. “It’s very lucrative to have your own 
solar system. It really makes me wonder why more 
people don’t invest in one.”

Many consumers may be unaware of Iowa’s tax 
policies for converting to solar energy or don’t want 
to bother with the hassle of the installation and the 
switch. Others may be unable or unwilling to make an 
investment they are uncertain about, with the concept 
of solar energy still relatively new and the future of 
the industry unknown.

Bacon seems hopeful that solar energy will survive 
the Trump administration because most of the 
companies he deals with are in the southeast corner 
of the country, which he says may give the market 
some cushion with big companies in red states. “I 
find it hard to believe that he would go against his 
jobs promotion and try to kill a growing industry in 
his base states,” Hlavka said.

Iowa solar energy experts are currently optimistic 
about the future of their industries but no one can 
know what future changes or policies might bring. 
For now at least, solar energy seems to be paying off 
in Iowa.
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