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letter from the editor

Sex and politics is especially pertinent on our campus. Benjamin 
Franklin, the polymath who founded our beloved university, 
interlaced international politics with truly international affairs. 
Students on campus today may take many positions on sexual 
questions of our day, and the articles in this magazine reflect that. 
Our authors, whose opinions span the political spectrum, cover a 
wide range of topics, from sex scandals to legislation that affects 
gender equality and sexual orientation. 

I am proud to introduce the first magazine produced by the 
2014 Executive Board and Staff. In this issue, and hopefully for 
volumes to come, Penn Political Review will provide the much-
needed bifocals to focus us beyond a myopic vision of the world. 
It is my wish to show our loyal readership of political junkies that 
politics extends far from the halls of Washington, D.C. And to 
those of you on campus who think you are apolitical: while your 
pillow talk might not include a discussion on an upcoming election 
or the national debt, your bed is just as political as mine. 

In our rapidly changing society, we are struggling with 
questions about how to protect our privacy, freedom, and 
individual rights while we simultaneously ensure our security. We 
may not expect privacy in the classroom, in the boardroom, or on 
the street. So do we have the right to expect privacy anywhere? In 
our bedrooms, and during our most intimate moments, does the 
government have the right to slip into the sheets with us?

The personal lives of those in power were not considered 
relevant until recently. In the past, presidents had affairs that were 
not disclosed or discussed in polite society. Now, every salacious 
fact ends up in the morning paper, on the news, and on the 
Internet. Some among us learn more than we really want. We all 
know which politician is associated with a blue dress, a foot nudge 
under a bathroom stall, or a hike on the Appalachian Trail.

Of course, sex coupled with politics is nothing new. Whether 
it’s in an election or in bed, we debate the age-old question: who 
gets to be on top? And where there is power, libidos rise. Henry 
VIII’s escapades are only one example of a government not only 
steeped in, but also shaped by, sex.  Today, we debate the proper role 
of women and LGBT rights in the military and in society at large. 
As we have come to expect less privacy, what is deemed public is 
increasingly blurry, and we grapple to find the appropriate role of 
our government in our most intimate interactions. 

Dear Reader,

Arynne Wexler
PPR Editor-in-Chief

Business and 
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FROM ASH, 
A QUIET 

CONFIDENCE 
RISES 

This year, One World Trade Center 
will finally open its doors to the 
world as rebirth incarnate, an 

immensely powerful symbol of American 
resilience and strength. It has endured 
its fair share of criticisms: its 1776-meter 
height is unauthentic and unambitious; it is 
alienating and dull; its fortified base smells 
of paranoia and fear. Yet the simple truth is 
this: nearly thirteen years after the fall of the 
Twin Towers, Americans have rebuilt their 
lives and moved on. The face of our nation 
has changed dramatically, and our collective 
national psyche continues to grapple with the 
effects of 9/11 and our military response. We 
have engendered and endured a tumultuous 
twelve years, and despite our divided politics, 
we are a much wiser nation today than we 
were in 2001.

Many of our present-day American 
psychoses, from foreign policy to domestic 
economic policy, stem from the titanic gap 
between our machismo overcompensation 
after the attack on the Twin Towers and 
the catastrophic lows of self-doubt and 
depression that followed. This aftermath 
includes our responsive constitutional 
violations, xenophobia, and overzealous 
investments. We were united by catastrophe, 
but in our hubris we sowed the seeds of 

STORY BY JONATHAN FRIED
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division. The Authorization for Use of 
Military Force Against Terrorists passed 
Congress by a cumulative vote of 518-1, 
while the Patriot Act, now considered one 
of the most controversial laws of the past 
decade, cleared the congressional hurdle 
455-67. We eviscerated Clinton’s surplus and 
held down interest rates, and we did so with 
little or no criticism. We shrugged off the 
malaise of the dot-com bubble and carried 
the boom of the 90’s forward because we 
were the greatest nation on Earth and we did 
not know what else to do. We looked into 
our unified soul and found power, strength, 
and resilience; but also fear, self-doubt, 
and uncertainty. We longed for justice, and 
marched to Kabul. We feared for our sons 
and daughters, and streaked across the skies 
to Baghdad. Whether wisely or not, we led 
boldly and embraced our global hegemony.

As we beat back the barbarians, we felt 
ourselves on the ledge of something new, as 
C.P. Cavafy so eloquently described in his 
1904 poem “Waiting for the Barbarians”:

Why all of a sudden this unrest
and confusion. (How solemn the faces   have 

become.)
Why are the streets and squares clearing quickly,
and all return to their homes, so deep in thought? 

Because night is here but the barbarians have not 
come.

And some people arrived from the borders,
and said that there are no longer any barbarians. 

And now what shall become of us without any 
barbarians?

Those people were some kind of solution.  
 

We beat back the barbarians and 
gave them the war we never knew they 
wanted. Osama bin Laden left a powerful 
legacy: neither a global caliphate nor an 
independent Palestine, but a Great Satan 
sapped of strength by a slow bloodletting 
in Iraq and Afghanistan. More importantly, 
he goaded us into overplaying our hand: 
American foreign policy in the period 2001-
2008 was characterized by unbridled hubris, 
unilateral action, and a general disdain for 
the subtleties of international diplomacy. 
Meanwhile, we were busy overdrawing our 
accounts: to pay for Medicare Part D, to 
finance new mortgages, and to inflate Jamie 
Dimon’s wallet. A Brown University analysis 
pinpoints the cost of the wars in Iraq and 
Afghanistan at over $4 trillion, but the true 

cost of 9/11 was far greater.
Perhaps for the first time since Vietnam, 

we glimpsed our own heart of darkness 
in our military response, and we turned 
away. We twisted the Constitution and the 
Geneva Convention, and strained the moral 
superiority with which we faced the world 
until cracks visibly appeared in its mantle. 
And even before the smoke had cleared, 
revealing Guantanamo, Abu Ghraib, and 
Park51, we began to doubt.

Today the War on Terror is ending, yet 
Islamic militarism is resurgent once again. 
Al-Qaeda in the Arabian Peninsula still 
retains the strength to prompt the closure 
of nearly twenty American embassies across 
the Middle East. The perceived failure of 
moderate Islamists in Egypt and Syria has 
given al-Qaeda new life. Finally, Iraqi security 
forces are still trying to wrest Fallujah and 
Ramadi from sectarian forces’ clutches, re-
fighting battles over ten years on.

Doubt still lingers in the American 
psyche. The Pew Research Center reports 
that, for the first time in decades, a majority of 
Americans believe that the US should “mind 
its own business internationally and let other 
countries get along the best they can on their 
own,” and that America plays a less important 
and powerful role as world leader than it did 
a decade ago.

These doubts persist even when there 
is reason for optimism. On January 23rd, 
the Brookings Institution issued its annual 
“Presidential Briefing Book.” Its opening essay, 
written by Robert Kagan and Ted Piccone, 
offered the following statement: “contrary to 
what the public has now fully absorbed as the 
conventional wisdom, the United States is not 
in decline but may be in the early stages of a 
significant upturn.” They are correct. American 
manufacturing is resurgent. American oil and 
gas production is smashing records. And 
America has led the global recovery from the 
Great Recession. Yet skepticism and doubt 
remain the “conventional wisdom.”

Gone are the exuberant optimism and 
excess of the score of years prior to the 
Great Recession; now, we are wiser. Now, 
claims The Economist, “Washington is 
changing. High strategy is out, a focus on the 
achievable is in… be in no doubt, this is a 
low-ambition era in American foreign policy.” 
Some, like Mr. Piccone, lament this trend, 
yearning for America’s strategic and moral 
global leadership. Others, however, see this 
measured, cautious foreign policy as a sign of 
national maturity.

Certainly, we struggle with our national 
identity. We struggle to find the right balance 
between security and privacy. We grapple 
with the contradiction between our self-
interest and our desire to flatten systemic 
inequality. And more than at any time 
since the Civil War, we hurl our arguments 
from and at opposite sides of the political 
spectrum. Disagreements are to be expected 
– indeed, they are essential – in a fully 
functioning representative democracy, but 
ours have grown to the point where spasms 
of rage periodically paralyze the American 
body politic. Yet we are learning to deal with 
our polarized politics, as evidenced by Harry 
Reid’s decision to go nuclear in the Senate, by 
recent bipartisan agreements on the budget, 
and by the repeal of the Medicare sustainable 
growth rate formula. More importantly, we 
continue to earnestly debate these issues, 
grappling with our core national values.

Pessimism, self-doubt, and division have 
not consumed us in the post-9/11 era. As 
always, America continues to press on, forging 
new milestones and innovations. Through 
PEPFAR, we struck a blow to AIDS. Through 
the ACA, we offered health insurance to 
dozens of millions of Americans. We elected a 
black president and slowly but surely learned 
to accept Muslims as citizens rather than 
outsiders. We mapped the human genome 
and connected ourselves with Google, 
Facebook, and the iPhone. We continued to 
look upwards in wonder and set our sights on 
Mars and the stars.

The lasting legacy of 9/11 is not one 
of division and decay: instead, it is one of 
introspection and the building of a measured, 
responsible confidence. 1WTC is the tallest 
building in the Western Hemisphere, but not 
in the world. Rather than smash all height 
records with an arrogant fist to the skies, 
American architects chose to dominate the 
New York City skyline with measured grace 
and symbolism, emphasizing the significance 
of our founding values its height. It will be a 
display of weary maturity, poised in stark relief 
to the relentless action and reaction of the 
previous decade. 

Jonathan will graduate in May with a B.A. in 
Political Science. He is the President of Penn 
Speakeasy, Penn’s only public speaking club, 
and is very grateful that the PPR editorial 
board decided to publish this article despite its 
unorthodox form.
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STORY BY ZACHARY SLAYBACK | ART BY TUYET-VAN HUYNH

to hide” has become the mantra of the 
21st century privacy apatheist. The Twitter 
handle @NothingToHide even documents 
this shirking of personal privacy.

Notwithstanding evidence of NSA 
employees and contractors spying on love 
interests, politicians and police harassing 
dissidents, and the collusion of the national 
surveillance apparatus with the national 
assassination apparatus abroad (i.e., 
extrajudicial drone-based assassinations), 
this declaration is usually motivated by a 
belief that government can be trusted to 

The 2013 revelations of Edward 
Snowden and other whistleblowers 
threw the issue of 21st century 

surveillance and privacy into the limelight 
of public discourse. 

Even with widespread distrust in our 
governments to follow the constitutional 
procedures binding them when collecting 
private data and information, a familiar 
slogan has come to the forefront. Usually 
combined with an apathetic support of 
widespread privacy violations by public 
and private entities alike, “I have nothing 

do what is right and not abuse the data of 
innocent people.

Even if government could be trusted 
with the data of those who have “nothing 
to hide,” we should still be concerned with 
keeping some information private from 
prying eyes for two reasons.

Privacy defines our relationships. 
Privacy is at the core of how we treat other 
people and what relationships we choose 
to enter and exit. Both the intimacy of 
a relationship and the authenticity of a 
relationship are defined by the amount 
and manner in which information is 
divulged.. The relationships we create with 
those nearest and dearest to ourselves 
are defined by voluntarily sharing a large 
breadth and depth of information. In 
contrast, our most detached relationships 
contain the least amount or least detailed 
information possible. A spouse is hurt 
upon discovering that her wife failed 
to tell her about her promotion, or an 
acquaintance is flattered upon being 
declared a confidant. The idea of divulging 
different information to different people 

WHY PRIVACY MATTERS

NOTHING
   TO HIDE?
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...EVEN FOR THE INNOCENT

“Privacy is more than just being 
able to hide what you don’t want 
out in the open. Privacy is how 
we define ourselves and our 
relationships.



controlling our relationships is not foreign 
to our intuitions. 

Consider a case of your neighbor 
knowing the details of your closest 
moments with your dying parents, or the 
feelings of joy and elation shared with 
your spouse on your honeymoon, or the 
anger and frustration directed towards 
an incompetent coworker. Even if your 
neighbor has no intention of sharing this 
information with any other parties, this 
imbues these moments with a feeling of 
coldness and artificiality. In short, this 
works towards removing the humanity 
from these relationships.

In the popular Netflix series House of 
Cards, Vice President Francis Underwood 
and his wife Claire manipulate others -- 
and oftentimes each other -- to claw their 
way to the top. Both engage in extramarital 
affairs -- but the other is always fully 
aware of those affairs. Through this, the 
Underwoods’ marriage -- though rife with 
sociopathy -- seems healthier than even 
the longest of relationships. The level of 
voluntary openness in their relationship 

creates a strong bond of trust, intimacy, 
and authenticity that would be absent if 
they broadcasted the same information to 
everybody.

Privacy defines us. Perhaps more 
important than our relationships, our ability 
to control what information we voluntarily 
release to the world helps us define 
ourselves. Deeper than an issue of mere 
self-censorship, this self-governance allows 
us to keep the spheres we deem “me” away 
from the spheres we deem “others.” Privacy 
creates a sphere of thoughts to which one 
can point and say, “this is uniquely mine,” 
even if that thought is shared privately by 
others. This deep level of self-governance is 
at the core of a robust market society that 
simultaneously encourages community. 

Just as the introvert may take the 
weekend off to read books and mentally 
recharge, the individual requires a space 
to withdraw and to separate from the 
community. It is here that the individual 
cognizes a rational scheme of ends and 
formulates a life-plan.

Were this sphere on public display, 

Spring 2014 | PENN POLITICAL REVIEW |  7 

or even under the gaze of gatekeepers, 
it would be impossible to formulate a 
coherent life-plan or scheme of ends. 
The always-shifting variables of, “what 
will others think?” and “what do others 
want?” coming from each individual in 
the community pulls the potential plans 
into incoherent messes, frustrating both 
the individual’s own self-conception and 
any possibility of a coherent community 
conception.

“Nothing to hide” may seem like a 
phrase of patriotic martyrdom, but it 
actively works against the core values of a 
free society. A society that wishes to flourish 
with a pluralistic set of relationships and 
plans must allow for what Justice Louis 
Brandeis called, “the right to be left alone.”

Zachary Slayback is a sophomore studying 
Philosophy. He is the co-president of 
Penn For Liberty.  He can be reached at                          
@zslayback and slayback@sas.upenn.edu.

NAT IONAL
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AN AFFRONT 

Can the federal government regulate 
intrastate commerce? Anybody 
with a basic understanding of 

U.S. constitutional law would answer 
an emphatic “no”: the constitution only 
affords the federal government the power 
to regulate interstate commerce. Article 
I of the constitution, which contains the 
commerce clause, reads: “Congress shall 
have power to regulate Commerce with 
foreign nations, and among several States, 
and with the Indian tribes.” This clause 
exemplifies one of the fundamental tenets of 
American political theory, federalism—the 
separation of powers between federal and 
state governments. The distinction between 
intra and inter is certainly not arbitrary nor 
a matter of semantics. The framers of our 
constitution understood that any intrastate 
economic affairs launched onto the circus of 
federal politics would be subject to the petty 
partisanship of Washington bureaucrats and 
politicians. Meanwhile, those who would 
stand to suffer from politically tinged federal 
regulation of intrastate affairs, intrastate 
residents, become sitting ducks.

In realistic terms, the federal government 
has increasingly assumed many new 
and even obscure intrastate regulatory 
responsibilities—wheat production quotas, 
labor standards, and, most relevant to the 
modern political landscape, a national 
minimum wage. In calling income 
inequality the “defining challenge of our 
time,” President Obama has called upon 
Congress to raise the federal minimum 
wage to make sure the “economy works for 
every working American.” Senators Tom 
Harkin (D-Iowa) and Congressman George 
Miller (D-California) are commanding the 
initiative to raise the federal minimum wage 
with legislation known as the Fair Minimum 
Wage Act which would raise the federal 
minimum wage from $7.25 an hour to $10.10 
an hour in a span of three years. Now, if we 
take a step back from the current political 

atmosphere, some might find it perplexing 
that a federal minimum wage even exists. 
After all, are wages not an intrastate affair? 
How does the federal government have the 
constitutional authority to regulate what the 
University of Pennsylvania pays its employees 
who live and work in Pennsylvania? How 
did the federal minimum wage, which did 
not even exist during America’s first 150 
years, become such a normalized element of 
current legislative affairs?

Up until the New Deal era, the Supreme 
Court had seen the federal minimum 
wage as unconstitutional, as an exercise of 
federal regulation over intrastate commerce. 
Finally, an FDR-friendly Supreme Court 
ruled in 1941 that a federal minimum 
wage, along with other labor regulations, 
was constitutional. The court, in United 
States vs. Darby Lumber Co., reasoned that 
unfair intrastate labor practices gave states 
a competitive advantage in the interstate 
commerce scheme at large, and thus were 
subject to federal regulation. Essentially, this 
case follows an important line of Supreme 
Court precedents during the New Deal that 
vastly expanded the power of the federal 
government. Since then, this enlargement 
of federal responsibilities like the minimum 
wage has given Washington lawmakers more 
opportunities to irresponsibly politicize 
issues that should be handled at the state level.

Anybody who has taken Intro to 
Microeconomics has learned that minimum 
wages can increase efficiency and societal 
well being when hiring firms have excess 
market power. Minimum wages can often 
be helpful at the state level, but should 
states with distinct labor markets, such as 
West Virginia and New York, have the same 
minimum wage? In an affront to federalism, 
the federal minimum wage has often been 
recklessly tossed around as a political tool, 
promoting the agendas of lawmakers who 
represent high-wage states at the expense of 
those who represent low-wage ones. In 1960 

for example, Representative John Lindsay of 
New York explicitly stated that he supported 
an increase in the minimum wage to protect 
the apparel industry in his district. In 
1966, Representative Joseph Resnick, also 
from New York, favored an increase in the 
minimum wage to protect Northeastern 
farmers, who were paid about $1.50 an 
hour, from their Southern counterparts in 
Mississippi, who were paid only $3.00 a day.

In recent years, national parties have 
exploited the minimum wage as a tool to 
advance partisan initiatives. Specifically 
during election years, the minimum wage is 
a perfect wedge issue for Democrats to paint 
Republicans as heartless defenders of the 
corporate world. Washington Democrats 
understand that issues like the minimum 
wage tap into the moral conscious of 
many voters, even if it is an issue better 
left to state governments. Of course, 
Republicans are also guilty of exploiting 
the moral consciousness of voters for 
partisan purposes with issues like abortion. 
Nevertheless, in his 2014 State of the Union 
address, President Obama called upon the 
country to support a new minimum wage: 
“Tom Harkin and George Miller have a bill 
to fix that by lifting the minimum wage to 
$10.10. It’s easy to remember, $10.10…. Give 
America a raise.” As the political season 
begins to heat up with elections looming, the 
federal minimum wage will surely enter the 
public arena as a divisive and partisan issue. 
Revisiting this article’s first question, can 
the federal government regulate intrastate 
affairs? Should the power to regulate wages 
be delegated to unaffected and insulated 
Washington politicians? The answer: an 
emphatic “no.”

Jordan is a freshman from Long Island 
studying Economics and Political Science.  He 
is a first-time writer for PPR and Marketing 
Director for Penn College Republicans.

MINIMUM WAGE:
TO FEDERALISM 

STORY BY JORDAN ROSMAN
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On November 8, 2013, one of the 
strongest storms ever recorded 
at landfall struck the Philippines, 

killing thousands of people and displacing 
millions. Just five days after Typhoon Haiyan 
slammed into the central Philippines, 
accounts of rape began to surface. Violeta 
Duzar, a survivor from Tacloban City, 
reported, “It’s the criminals who escaped from 
prison. They’re raping the women. Tacloban 
is a dead city.” Her testimony is an example 
of a tragedy surrounding natural disasters 
that isn’t widely publicized in the media: an 
increase in violence against women and girls.

Months later, the conditions in Tacloban 
are still dire. Thousands of families are living 
in small bunkhouses funded by the Filipino 
government, and authorities are still faced 
with the task of clearing massive debris and 
collecting, burying and identifying 2,500 
dead bodies in the city.

As cities such as Tacloban are rebuilding, 
women and girls remain vulnerable to 
sexual violence and trafficking. The United 
Nations Population Fund estimates that 5,000 
women were exposed to sexual violence in 
December alone.  Four million people were 
displaced in the aftermath of the typhoon, 
and thousands are still living in evacuation 
centers. These conditions create a potentially 
dangerous situation for women. As Nolibelyn 
Macabagdala, a Filipino social worker, said: 
“You have a lot of people in a crowded place, 
without much to do. There is no electricity, 
so a lot of [common] places are not well lit. 
These are all factors that put women and 
girls at increased risk for violence.” While it is 

difficult to monitor gender-based violence in 
these camps, the lack of female police officers 
may further deter women from reporting 
cases of assault. For example, in Tacloban 
City, of the 1,300 police officers deployed in 
the aftermath of the typhoon, only two were 
women.

Even before Haiyan, the provinces of 
Leyte, where Tacloban City is located, and 
Samar were identified as major trafficking 
spots. The lack of job opportunities and the 
chaos following the typhoon has made sex 
trafficking and violence more of an issue. 
Women barter sex for food and water, and 
sex traffickers easily tempt young girls with 
promises of employment. The mass exodus of 
people fleeing devastating regions for Manila 
has further exacerbated the issue. Many 
refugees travel without identification, making 
it very difficult to track missing people.

       Treating women and preventing further 
acts of sexual violence are imperative measures 
in the aftermath of the typhoon. Typhoon 
Haiyan destroyed or damaged hundreds 
of health care facilities and disrupted their 
services, putting the affected population in 
greater danger of illness and death. Women 
who face unintended pregnancies, maternal 
mortality and disability, and are vulnerable 
to unsafe abortion and STDs, consequently 
cannot receive adequate care. More than 
270,000 pregnant women face heightened 
risks from interrupted access to skilled birth 
attendants and safe birthing facilities. Around 
900 affected women give birth every day; 15 
percent are likely to experience potentially 
life-threatening complications.

In response to health concerns, the United 
Nations Population Fund has equipped the 
two remaining functional hospitals and 
three rural health units with equipment 
and medicines to ensure safe deliveries. In 
addition, the UN is preparing these facilities 
for the clinical management of rape for up to 
60,000 women. These hospitals are part of 
a larger effort led by the United Nations to 
provide aid to Filipino women in the form of 
hygiene kits, temporary maternal wards, and 
psychological counsel to victims of rape and 
displaced people. The UN’s Typhoon Action 
Plan is seeking $30 billion from donor nations 
and agencies to address these priorities.

This action plan was formed in the 
days following the typhoon when Britain’s 
International Development Secretary, 
Justine Greening, convened a conference in 
London to address the protection of women 
in emergencies. Greening said of the effort, 
“We’re on a big learning curve. What we’re 
trying to do is make sure that going forward 
we put the real focus on women and girls 
and keeping them safe in a way that hasn’t 
happened in the past enough.” Thirteen 
governments agreed to assume that women 
and girls are in greater danger of violence 
after natural disasters than men and boys, 
and that organizations should act quickly to 
prevent and treat it rather than waiting for 
confirmation that it has occurred.

While the conference represents a major 
step in prioritizing women’s rights, the effort 
to protect women from rape and provide 
maternal care in the Philippines remains 
inadequate in the months following the 

WOMEN IN THE WAKE OF NATURAL DISASTERS

TYPHOON
HAIYAN

STORY BY TAYLOR EVENSEN | GRAPHICS BY ZOE GOLDBERG

GLOBAL
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typhoon. Britain, Australia and the United 
Nations Central Emergency Response Fund 
have contributed only $3 million, and the 
United States has not pledged any money to 
the effort. This type of intervention is often 
not prioritized in an initial humanitarian 
response, as these risks are not considered life 
threatening.

The increase in gender-based violence 
following Typhoon Haiyan is not unique to 
the Philippines. These problems are common 
during natural disasters in developing 
countries. For example, the United Nations 
reported widespread sexual abuse and 
exploitation following the January 2010 
earthquake in Haiti. In the days following 
the disaster, women and girls were raped in 
refugee camps. High rates of sexual violence 
existed before the earthquake; 35,000 women 
and girls in Port-au-Prince were sexually 
assaulted in 2006 alone. However, in the 
aftermath of the earthquake, sexual assaults in 
Haiti’s capital were reported at a rate 20 times 
higher than other regions in Haiti. Two years 
after the earthquake, 370,000 people remained 
in displacement camps facing gender-based 
violence and inadequate health care. In a study 
published in 2012 by the Center for Human 
Rights and Global Justice, 14% of households 
reported at least one member as a victim of 
sexual assault since the earthquake.

Similarly, in July 2011, a drought in the 
Horn of Africa displaced millions of people 
and caused an influx of forced marriages and 
sexual violence. As 13 million people faced 
financial ruin and food shortages, families 
married off young daughters in exchange 
for goods. The International Peace Institute 
and the Africa Centre for Open Governance 
reported in 2011 that traffickers used drought, 
poverty, and conflict to smuggle people across 
the world with the promise of a better life.

The increase in gender-based violence 
following Typhoon Haiyan illustrates the 
unintended effect natural disasters pose 
against women. The collapse of traditional 
societal support, psychological strain on men, 
vulnerability of displaced women, and the 
structure of refugee camps all contribute to this 
sexual violence.

Arjun Jain of the UN High Commissioner 
for Refugees Office has said, “These storms are 
not just freak storms. They are probably going 
to hit many coastlines all over the world, and 
they are probably just going to get stronger 
over the next few years and over the next few 
decades.” The ramifications of natural disasters 
on women are very real, and they will continue 
to affect other countries in the future. As an 
international community, we desperately need 
to prioritize women’s rights by considering 
safeguarding women and girls as part of an 

“

initial humanitarian response. Providing 
basic standards of security in refugee camps 
and providing adequate maternal care would 
go a long way in preventing these issues. 
Women should also be included in the 
reconstruction process. Natural disasters are 
of course a tragedy, but that does not mean 
women should suffer even more than men.

While we should strive to prevent further 
acts of sexual assault through disaster relief, 
we must also address the issue in a time 
of nonemergency to preempt this sort of 
problem. Refugee conditions increase the 
likelihood of gender-based violence; however, 
violence against women ultimately has to 
do with a power hierarchy that is, in part, 
culturally based. Male attitudes of disrespect 
towards women are already in place before 
a natural disaster strikes. The World Health 
Organization estimates that 35 percent of 
women worldwide have experienced sexual 
violence in their lifetime. Providing care 
towards women and girls during disaster 
relief is just one step in addressing the larger 
problem of violence against women.

Taylor is a sophomore from California double 
majoring in Diplomatic History and Hispanic 
Studies.  She is currently a research intern at The 
Think Tanks and Civil Society Program.  She is 
an active member of The Vagina Monologues.
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In recent years, there has been much 
debate over whether women can attain 
gender equality by “leaning in” to 

their roles at home, in the workplace, and 
as mothers.  The plight of men who try to 
balance similar roles is most often left out 
of these conversations.  Countries have 
begun to address this void by giving new 
fathers paid time off as well as allowing 
parents to share paid parental leave.  These 
progressive policies have yielded benefits 
not only for the father and child, but also the 
mother who can retain equal participation 
in the workforce. Unfortunately, the United 
States trails most of the industrialized globe 
when it comes to paid parental leave. The 
Family and Medical Leave Act (FMLA), 
signed into law 20 years ago, does not 
offer any compensated leave to mothers or 
fathers, ranking it among the least generous 
countries in the world.  As a result, 
American men and women are more often 
forced to follow traditional gender roles.  
The United States can only close the gap and 
grasp the possibility of “having it all” when 
legislation promotes the empowerment of 
women in the workforce and men in the 
home.

The FMLA, adopted in 1993, grants new 
mothers and fathers 12 weeks of unpaid 
leave, making the United States the only 
industrialized nation that does not mandate 

paid leave for mothers of newborns. The 
act’s lack of utility is compromised by the 
fact that many people simply cannot afford 
to take an unpaid leave.  Moreover, 40% 
of workers cannot benefit from the law 
because it only requires companies with 50 
or more employees to comply.  Additionally, 
to get the benefit, employees must also have 
worked for the company for at least a year 
and logged 1,250 hours within the last 12 
months.

 Some states have chosen to supplement 
this comparatively minimal legislation 
with paternity leave laws of their own. In 
2002, California became the first state to 
guarantee six weeks of paid leave to new 
mothers or fathers.  New Jersey and Rhode 
Island followed, expanding the amount of 
paid leave to 12 and 13 weeks, respectively.  
Other states are proposing similar policies.  
Despite the expanding reach of the FMLA, 
the Bureau of Labor Statistics reports that 
only 11 percent of all private industry 
workers have access to paid family-leave 
in the United States. This financial burden 
compels people to make a choice between 
engaging in the workforce and engaging in 
the home.

In contrast, other countries have 
devised paid parental leave policies that 
have proven to be highly impactful both for 
the family and the economy as a whole. The 

2013 World Economic Forum reported in 
October that countries with the strongest 
economies are those that keep women in 
the workforce after giving birth. The United 
Kingdom most recently recognized these 
benefits when it announced a November 
29, 2013 progressive law that enables 
couples to share parental leave after the 
birth of their child, promoting equal 
distribution of parenting responsibilities. 
At present, new mothers in the UK are 
permitted maximum of 52 weeks off, while 
new fathers are entitled to only two weeks 
of statutory paternity leave. Under the new 
act, the mother must still use the first two 
weeks, and then she can either transfer 
the remaining 50 weeks to her partner 
or, alternatively, parents can each take 25 
weeks concurrently or opt for one to take 
a period of time off and then the other. Of 
the 50 weeks permitted, 39 weeks are paid 
leave at the statutory minimum.[9] Deputy 
Prime Minister Nick Clegg said that the 
entitlements under the new legislation, 
scheduled to take effect in April of 2015, 
will help women avoid feeling conflicted 
between staying home or returning to 
work: “Women deserve the right to pursue 
their goals and not feel they have to choose 
between having a career or a baby.” 

The UK is not alone in recognizing 
the value of fathers who are involved in 
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“childrearing and mothers who remain 
in the workforce. Sweden’s parental leave 
policy, recognized internationally as 
the premier design for gender equality 
in care-giving and wage equity, grants 
couples 16 months off work following 
childbirth and entitles them to earnings-
related benefits of up to 80% of their 
income.  Sweden has also adopted a 
“daddy quota” that reserves part of the 
parental leave period exclusively for 
fathers – if the father does not take his 
allotted leave, the family loses it.  Norway 
and Iceland exhibit similar generosity in 
their quotas. In Norway, both parents 
take a two-week leave and then divide 
46 weeks of parental leave paid at 100% 
or 56 weeks paid at 80%.  Iceland offers 
each parent five months of paid parental 
leave, plus an additional two months that 
either can use.  In Germany, new parents 
can take up to 14 months of parental 
leave at 65% of their salary.  Australia, 
Brazil, France, Canada, Indonesia, the 
Netherlands, Saudi Arabia and Spain 
also offer paid maternity and paternity 
leave.  In such cases, paternity leave is a 
form of “social engineering: 
a behavior-modification 
tool that has been 
shown to boost male 
participation in 
the household, 
enhance female 
p a r t i c i p at i o n 
in the labor 
force, and 
promote gender 
equality in both 
d o m a i n s . ”  
That is, it 

influences domestic and parenting habits 
as they are forming, setting a precedent for 
years to come.

Comparing the FMLA to the paid 
parental leave policies of other countries 
shows an indisputable lag. The result of 
this lag is the unequal distribution of 
responsibility between care giving and 
labor market participation. Our European 
counterparts have nearly eradicated these 
issues through progressive leave policies. 
However, the United States does not have 
the infrastructure for a comprehensive 
social insurance system; thus, legislation 
reform is an up-hill battle. Other actions 
must be taken to rectify the legislative 

inadequacies and challenge the age-
old assumption that women, not 

men, should remain home once 
they give birth.

In an article published 
in The New York Times 
entitled, “When Mom and 
Dad Share It All,” journalist 
Lisa Belkin attempts to 

answer these questions 
through interviews 
with couples who 
strive to be “parenting 
peers” – parents who 
equally distribute 

domestic labor and 
c h i l d r e a r i n g . 

According to 
Belkin, these 

c o u p l e s 
stand for 
the simple 
m e s s a g e 
that “[g]
e n d e r 
should not 

determine the division of labor at home.”  
What she concludes, however, is that 
gender is a barrier, even am ong couples 
who desperately want to share housework 
and childcare equally.  According to 
Belkin, the disparity in housework and 
childrearing standards between men and 
women, the disinclination of employers to 
support fathers’ efforts to stay at home, and 
wage inequality that compels men to work 
longer hours than their spouses, mean that 
“sharing it all” might simply be unattainable.  
In essence, “ideal does not match reality” 
when it comes to shared parenting.

Whether or not generous and progressive 
parental leave policies will balance the roles 
of parenting and allow women to break 
free of their stereotype is unclear. What 
is clear, however, is that the United States 
must work toward achieving the economic 
and social benefits that paid parental leave 
policies offer in other countries.  Not only is 
legislative reform needed, but more women 
need to be in office to advocate for shared 
parenting, funds need to be appropriated 
to programs that support working women, 
and employers need to provide day care 
opportunities to reduce the financial burden 
of working parents. There is no justification 
for the dubious distinction the United 
States has earned as being one of the few 
industrialized nations that does not offer 
paid leave.

Jessie is a freshman from Chicago likely 
majoring in PPE. This is the first of hopefully 
many articles she will write for the magazine! 
Liza is a freshman from Chicago. She wants 
to major in Communications and had a 
wonderful first experience writing for PPR! 
Both are active members of The Vagina 
Monologues.

Paternity leave is a form of social 
engineering: a behavior-modification 
tool that has been shown to boost male 
participation in the household, enhance 
female participation in the labor force, and 
promote gender equality in both domains.
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the same as men are – both in the media 
and otherwise. Documentaries such as 
Miss Representation, which examines the 
impact of the dichotomized treatment of 
the female gender in the media, assert that 
the media’s portrayal of women is harmful 
to our youth and to future female leaders. 
Such documentaries advance that women 
and men should be portrayed equally and 
should face the same challenges in the 
media.

Conversely, nonprofits like EMILY’s List 
exist for the sole purpose of promoting 
female leadership in politics because they 
believe that women can and would make 
different and better leaders than men. 
According to this and similar sources, 
women are inherently more open to 
compromise and bipartisanship, which 
is one of several characteristics touted 
by these groups. According to Political 
Parity, on average, women sponsor and 
co-sponsor more bills than men do and 
are able to enlist more co-sponsors.  
Further, across both parties, women are, on 
average, 31% more effective at advancing 
legislation and also see success farther into 
the legislative process. It appears that the 
American public trusts women to take on 
key policy-making roles. Political Parity 
furthers,  “Women are ranked higher in 
public polling than men in five of seven 
key policymaking areas, including working 
out compromises, keeping government 
honest, standing up for what they believe 
in, and representing constituents’ interests.” 

Standards
Almost one year ago, then-Defense 

Secretary Leon Panetta ordered all 
military branches to open combat-

arms roles to women. Many view this 
decision as a step towards increased gender 
equality, but the shift has not come without 
a set of key questions that the military 
must now confront. One of these questions 
concerns the implementation of gender-
neutral standards during military training. 
Last November, the Marine Corps attempted 
to address this issue by adapting their 
physical training test so that both genders 
would have to perform a minimum number 
of pull-ups to pass. Previously, women 
had been allowed to perform a modified 
version of this test, in lieu of the pull-ups, 
because they would not need to perform 
in combat. While this move was intended 
to establish a gender-neutral standard for 
determining combat readiness, according 
to a recent article in The Daily Beast, 55% 
of female Marine recruits failed to meet the 
new standard. As a result, the Marine Corps 
had to backtrack and assess the best way 
in which to adequately integrate women 
into combat training. The author, Brian 
Van Reet, argues, “maintaining separate 
but equal fitness standards for women is 
not only inconsistent, it undermines the 
core value of fairness.” I am inclined to 
agree. In an age when gender inequality is 
constantly politicized, our nation stands at 
a crossroads where it will be forced to either 
accept certain aspects of gender inequality 
or to adopt arbitrary standards that both 

men and women must meet.  I find that 
the military’s conundrum mirrors one 
prevalent in society as a whole. “Fair” has 
become synonymous with “best,” but it’s 
clear that the fairest way may not always be 
the best way. Our society does and should 
continue to recognize that men and women 
are inherently different.

This is not to say that men and women 
should not have equal opportunities 
or that it’s impossible to find a solution 
that is both the fairest and the best way. 
However, “women’s issues” has become a 
politicized term encompassing anything 
and everything that has to do with the 
way that our society treats women with 
respect to men. By politicizing half of the 
population, we’ve forced ourselves into a 
corner where everything that has to do 
with women becomes a sensitive subject. 
As a result, society fails to engage in earnest 
conversations concerning the issue of 
gender equality for fear of being politically 
incorrect or crass.

During the 2008 presidential election, 
Hillary Clinton was incessantly scrutinized 
in the media for being too emotional or 
too womanly because these qualities would 
automatically presumably make her an 
inferior leader. Just a few weeks ago, Clinton 
was publically scrutinized for her choice in 
hairstyle, again, singling her out among 
her male counterparts. The portrayal of 
women in the media is by no means an 
untouched subject, but this is often because 
many feel that women should be treated 

Gender
STORY BY ARIELLE KLEPACH
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Finally, “The American public rates women 
above or equal to men in seven of eight traits 
considered crucial for leadership – women 
are perceived as outgoing, hardworking, 
honest, intelligent, creative, compassionate, 
and ambitious.” These groups tout the 
superiority of women as capable leaders 
due to our distinct characteristics, yet 
they are made up of the same people that 
are opposed and offended by the equal 
treatment of women in the military.

If we delve deeper into the logic 
surrounding several “women’s issues,” 
it becomes obvious that the argument 
necessitates the assumption that the 
two genders are distinct. Take the issue 
of abortion as an example. Pro-choice 
advocates assert that women should have 
the right to choose because pregnancy 
affects their bodies and their lives 
differently than it would affect a man, 
regardless of whether or not that man is 
her husband or long-term partner. Without 
this recognition of sexual distinction, the 
argument for a woman’s right to choose 
falls apart because if the man and woman 
were equal in the child-bearing experience, 
then the man would have just as much of a 
right to decide the fate of the child. 

Meanwhile, women and men are held to 
the same standards in several other areas 
like academics. My SAT score needed to be 
just as high even though I am a woman. I 
take the same tests, write the same papers, 
and am held to the same standards as 
men are in the classroom. Society cannot 

in the Modern
Military

continue to pick and choose the aspects in 
which women are to be treated as equals 
and the situations in which they are to be 
given special treatment. So, my question is, 
when does the hypocritical dichotomy end?

        Entire books and fields of study 
are dedicated to addressing the two 
aforementioned examples. Yet, the purpose 
of this piece is not to make a point about 
abortion or standards in the classroom; 
rather, it is to address the existence of an 
infinite spectrum concerning the role 
of women in society. This debate has no 
beginning and no end. This argument is 
neither anti-feminist nor controversial. 
I firmly believe that women should be 
afforded equal opportunities to men. Yet, 
as we strive for political correctness and 
sugarcoat reality, we are short-changing 
every woman in this country by expecting 
her to fulfill the same role and image as a 
man. Deciding whether or not men and 
women are perfectly equal in all respects or 
accepting that men and women inherently 
inhabit separate spheres is an unproductive 
approach to reaching societal standards 
that are equally beneficial for both men 
and women. Perhaps it is best to address 
“gender roles” on a case-by-case basis, for 
selecting either side of this incredibly broad 
spectrum is sure to leave at least one group 
dissatisfied. 

This distorted view of reality presents 
barriers for women and their role in 
society. As for the American Military, I 
believe they must tread forward with an eye 

towards promoting the safest and most 
effective means of training our men and 
women in uniform. Their role is, first and 
foremost, to protect the American people. 
By establishing different standards for 
men and women in combat, the military 
is engaging in a form of affirmative action. 
And while the merits and disadvantages of 
affirmative action are still debated today, 
a public institution like the U.S. Military 
should not be in the business of advancing 
individuals into roles for which they are ill 
suited. By doing this, they are jeopardizing 
the effectiveness of the military and 
promoting an agenda that does not 
necessarily serve the best interest of the 
American people. I am sure that this is the 
first of several developments and changes 
that will occur on this front. The Pentagon 
recently reported that they are working 
towards ensuring that there will be women 
in all combat units by 2016. Yet, at a time 
when our military is fighting allegations of 
purposefully misreporting sexual assaults, 
the role of women in our nation’s military 
stands at a crossroads much like the one 
that America faces with respect to its 
standards for women in different areas of 
society. 

Arielle Klepach is a senior from Miami 
Beach, FL studying International Relations. 
She is the former President of College 
Republicans and the Editor-in-Chief of the 
Sigma Iota Rho Journal of International 
Relations.
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On January 26th, a Chinese court 
sentenced Xu Zhiyong, a prominent 
human rights advocate, to four 

years imprisonment for “gathering a crowd 
to disturb public order.” The Noble Prize 
Winning Liu Xiaobo is currently serving 
eleven years for “inciting subversion of 
state power.” While these stories have made 
international headlines, the status quo of 
human rights throughout China is equally 
flagrant. As noted by Human Rights Watch’s 
2014 World Report, China continually 
justifies human rights abuses by deeming 
them imperative for stability. Freedom 
of expression and religion are regularly 
accosted, as are women’s reproductive 
rights despite a revision of the Old Child 
Policy in November. China’s unprecedented 
economic growth has been at the center of 
America’s foreign policymaking in recent 
years. Nonetheless, foreign policy is highly 
multifaceted and requires attention to a wide 
variety of issues beyond economic ones. In 
short, the United States’ commitment to 

human rights in China is severely lacking. 
Greater diplomatic engagement in China, 
including open discourse, by the Untied 
States is both an obligation and imperative 
for the international community.

One of the reasons it has been so difficult 
for the United States to appropriately engage 
China on the issue of human rights abuse 
is that the two countries fundamentally 
disagree about the definition of human 
rights. The American understanding of 
human rights is founded upon the legacy 
of certain inalienable rights and is similar 
to the definition utilized by international 
organizations. The Chinese government, 
however, defines human rights as also 
containing economic and social rights, but 
only as they fit within the confines of Chinese 
“culture.” This disagreement in definition 
has been exemplified throughout recent 
history when China has viscerally responded 
to criticism. China perceives American 
criticism as an attempt to inhibit Chinese 
development, and in many ways China is 

accurate in this assessment. This is precisely 
why a separate, economically unrelated 
human rights dialogue is imperative.

In recent years, human rights talks 
between the United States and China have 
become but a faint dream. If the United 
States approaches dialogue with a strong 
message that it is also unthreatening to the 
Chinese focus on growth, mutually agreed 
upon goals can be more easily ascertained. 
The current Chinese government is highly 
effective at achieving goals when it wishes to, 
which is why goal-focused talks should be a 
high priority. Of course, all of this is easier 
said than done. Employing the right figures 
is essential to making human rights talks a 
reality. With new ambassador Max Baucus 
set for confirmation, and an American 
Secretary of State and Chinese President 
that recently took office, today’s diplomatic 
officials are a promising group. After years 
of inconsistent diplomatic direction on 
the human rights issue in China, Baucus 
seems to have a clearly defined outlook. He 

STORY BY JORDAN DANNENBERG
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STATE OF HUMAN RIGHTS 
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“As a world leader, the United 
States has the responsibility to 
ensure that human rights are a 
significant consideration when 
formulating foreign policy.

recently told the Senate Foreign Relations 
Committee “protection of human rights is 
probably the bedrock, fundamental goal.” 
Moreover, Baucus emphasized the need for 
“constructive engagement” and “common 
ground,” which will be essential parts of 
effective open dialogue.     

By providing stronger financial 
support to Chinese NGOs and non-profit 
organizations focused on human rights, the 
United States can provide direct assistance 
without having to directly engage with the 
Chinese government, which always poses a 
challenge. According to the Congressional 
Research Service, of the $279 million 
allocated by the State Department between 
2001 and 2010 for human rights, democracy, 
Tibetan communities, and the environment 
in China, the large majority of the money 
went to US-based organizations. While the 
work US-based organizations do is certainly 
important, the allocation of more funds 
to organizations actually located in China 
itself would allow for a more direct impact. 
The status quo of human rights in China is 
poor, but citizens are able to organize and 
protest more readily than any other time 
in recent history. American support for 
Chinese NGOs like Empower and Rights 
Institute, which aims to fortify leadership 
and grassroots networking and educate 
marginalized groups on rights protection, 
will help the Chinese citizenry to promote 

change from within. Also, supporting the 
training of skilled lawyers that help to ensure 
the rights of the Chinese citizenry can help 
to combat the abuses of the court system. 
Considering the Chinese government’s 
opposition to foreign criticism, empowering 
the Chinese population is one of the most 
promising remedies to the human rights 
problem in China.

In order to maximize change in China, 
the United States must project a consistent 
image on the matter of human rights by 
setting a better example for the rest of the 
world. In other words, the United States must 
have a record with which to back up calls 
for change. This means dealing with racial 
disparities in criminal justice, improving 
labor rights, resolving the roadblocks that 
have prevented the closure of Guantanamo 
Bay, and much more. These are divisive 
political issues in the United States, but 
reasserting American commitment to 

human rights in China can facilitate progress 
on these issues at home.

As a world leader, the United States has 
the responsibility to ensure that human 
rights are a significant consideration 
when formulating foreign policy. China 
is powerful and its influence is undeniable. 
But a powerful China does not necessitate a 
conciliatory America. The United States is 
the only world power influential enough to 
effectively advocate for change in China. This 
influence enables the United States to engage in 
independent human rights discourse without 
fear of economic turmoil. As evidenced by 
Presidents Carter and Reagan, human rights 
can be an effective part of foreign policy. Now is 
the time to work toward real change in China.

Jordan Dannenberg is a sophomore Political 
Science major from New York City. She is 
Vice President of Communications for UPenn 
Women’s Political League.
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In January 2014, the state of Israel 
unveiled a new Holocaust memorial 
in Tel Aviv, built to remember 

the gay and lesbian victims of Nazi 
persecution. Tel Aviv Mayor Ron Huldai 
and the German ambassador to Israel 
were both present at the unveiling, as 
well as former Tel Aviv council member 
Eran Lev, who inspired the building 
of the monument. Lev explained that 
the idea behind the monument was “to 
commemorate those victims of the Nazi 
regime in a universal way; namely, not 
only Jews but all individuals.”

Israel has long stood as a beacon in 
the realm of LGBTQ rights, particularly 
in the Middle East, where homosexual 
acts are often illegal and punishable up 
to and including death. In June 2013 
Tel Aviv hosted its 15th Annual Gay 
Pride Parade, attended by a record-
breaking 100,000 people. Named one of 
the “five most improved places for gay 
tolerance” by The Independent in 2008, 
and the “world’s best gay city” in 2011 
by gaycities.com, Tel Aviv has become 
a haven for the LGBTQ community. 
Jerusalem, the capital of the state of 
Israel, also hosts an annual gay pride 
parade.

However, similar to other nations 
such as the United States, there are 
certain shortcomings in Israel regarding 
LGBTQ rights that many feel can no 
longer be ignored. Recent instances 

of violence towards transgenders have 
prompted a broader discussion of 
both the progress and shortcomings of 
LGBTQ rights in Israel. 

In southern Tel Aviv, a woman 
recently harassed for being transgender 
noted that she “wasn’t seriously 
hurt,” but that the attack was “mostly 
humiliating.” This violence is not limited 
to Israeli society. Tel Aviv’s Nir Katz 
Center for Violence, Discrimination 
and Homophobia Reports has observed 
an increase in violence towards 
transgenders around the world, with 238 
transgenders murdered in 2013.

In response to the recent violent 
incidents towards transgenders in 
Israel, over 1,000 people took to the 
streets of Tel Aviv in a protest that 
they called “Take Back the Night.” 
Gila, a transgender advocacy group in 
Israel, organized the protest, urging the 
government of Israel to classify attacks 
like the one that occurred in southern 
Tel Aviv as hate crimes.

In 2013, the Israel Defense Forces 
allowed, for the first time, a transgender 
woman to serve in the army as a female 
soldier, setting a new precedent for the 
treatment of transgenders in the Israeli 
military, in which most Israelis serve 
after graduating high school.

Among Israel’s neighbors, including 
but not limited to Afghanistan, 
Iran, Lebanon, the Gaza Strip, Saudi 

Arabia, and Syria, homosexuality is 
outlawed. According to a 2012 report 
on state-sponsored homophobia by the 
International Lesbian, Gay, Bisexual, 
Trans and Intersex Association (ILGA) 
out of the 78 countries that criminalize 
consensual acts of sex between members 
of the same sex, five countries make 
homosexuality punishable by death, 
including Saudi Arabia, Yemen, and 
Iran.

Cyndi Lauper, an American pop 
icon and ardent gay-rights activist, met 
with leaders of the Tel Aviv LGBTQ 
community during a visit to Israel in 
January. Lauper, whose sister is lesbian, 
met with Shay Deutsch, the chairman of 
the LGBT Association. Deutsch relayed 
to Lauper that the LGBTQ community 
had progressed, with “more gay and 
lesbian candidates running for political 
office than ever before.”

Recent decades have witnessed 
immense progress in the treatment of 
the LGBTQ community throughout the 
world, with countries like Israel and the 
United States serving as examples for 
other countries to follow. There is much 
more progress needed, however, if the 
LGBTQ community is to achieve the 
ultimate goal of full equality.

Alexandra Friedman is a junior studying 
History from Atlanta, Georgia. She is a 
columnist for The Daily Pennsylvanian.
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 AN INTERVIEW WITH 

 JIM McGREEVEY
INTERVIEW BY ANTHONY CRUZ AND ARYNNE WEXLER
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Jim McGreevey served as State Assemblyman and then State Senator of New Jersey.  He 

subsequently served as the 52nd Governor of New Jersey from 2002 to 2004.  He is the first openly 

gay state governor in United States history. 
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You had a relatively early start in NJ 
politics. What encouraged you to be 
active in politics and run for office?

The old expression for the Irish is you 
become a priest, a poet, or a politician. 
So I couldn’t write, being a priest was… 
So a politician was natural. But it was 
a career that was very people-oriented. 
I felt that it could effectuate the most 
amount of change. One can have the 
most profound impact on the local level 
because that’s where people live, shop, 
worship, get sick, die. So it’s at that level, 
whether it is children’s inoculation, 
senior healthcare, improving quality 
of transportation, access to computers 
for public education. All of that is at 
the grassroots levels. That’s what’s 
so rewarding. It was to improve my 
community. 

Who were your role models?

My role model was Robert Kennedy. 
In fact, I have his campaign poster in 
my kitchen from the 1964 election. 
Robert Kennedy was always, perhaps, 
my favorite role model. He captured the 
spirit of the Democratic Party when Jack 
frankly was being rather conservative 
and concerned, rightfully so, perhaps, 
with the Democratic Southern vote.  It 
was Robert who encouraged him to 
reach out to Martin Luther King in the 
Birmingham jail. It was Robert who 
encouraged him to understand the plight 
of the poor, whether it was West Virginia, 
the Mississippi Delta, Appalachia, the 
Indian reservations. I think Robert was 
always able to push for a deeper and if 

advantage of having been governor for 
four years. She captured the media from 
both the New York and Philadelphia 
media markets, was a centrist Republican; 
perhaps the last centrist Republican.  So 
it was very much David versus Goliath. 
If only my slingshot aimed a little better. 
She was clearly the Goliath. It was as 
it was meant to be and I lost by 1%. I 
thoroughly enjoyed the campaign. 

This is atypical, but I thoroughly 
enjoy Governor Whitman. She is 
bright, thoughtful, and progressive 
on environmental policies, women’s 
issues, and LGBT issues. We differed on 
some of the more pragmatic concerns 
of auto insurance, property taxes, 
and education. Actually there were 
substantive differences, particularly 
on auto insurance, which was then a 
bread and butter issue. New Jersey had 
the highest auto insurance rates in the 
nation. The irony is that I believed in 
more of a deregulated market than she 
did. 

What’s it like being governor? 

You have to try to pick a few priorities 
and focus on them diligently and 
purposefully. And while it is difficult, 
you almost have to exclude so much of 
everything else because it is so difficult 
to move the ball uphill. The old President 
Truman had said, “Poor Ike is going to sit 
here.” Ike was the Supreme Commander 
of the Allied Forces during D-Day. He 
would say something and people would 
jump and get it down. Truman said “Poor 
Eisenhower is going to say do something 
and nothing is going to happen.” It has 
become even more fractious and difficult 
which unfortunately never ends. 

You would hope it would end on 
Election Day but today with the 24 hour 
news cycle it has worsened. It hasn’t 
done democracy and America any good. 
Every day we focus on a couple of things. 
What did I focus on? I focused on early 
childhood literacy. You have to have 
kids being able to be proficient by 3rd 
grade. If they are not proficient by the 
3rd grade, the game is over. If they do 
not have the necessary mastery to read, 
forget their language arts; they can’t read 

not more authentic connection with the 
American public. 

You had an interesting run before you 
became Governor; you lost the 1997 
Gubernatorial election by just 1%. 
What was that like to lose by such a 
slim margin and then come back to win 
in 2001?

It was perhaps my favorite election. 
We had nothing. We literally had spit 
and glue. I wonder if it could be done 
today. I say that parenthetically but 
also sadly because money has just 
become, particularly in the aftermath 
of the recent Supreme Court decision, 
a tidal wave of influence. This frankly 
is from business than from traditional 
democratic supporters. But it was a 
tremendous election. 

Governor Whitman, for whom I have 
great, deep respect and affection, I 
remember seeing on the front page of 
the Star Ledger and the New York Times. 
She had an incredible gala and she 
was dressed in an elegant, simmering, 
sparkling gown. She raised $400,000. 
That same night I was at the Veterans of 
Foreign Wars in Woodbridge Township 
and raised $17,000. 

There was very much a Don Quixote 
quality to the entire undertaking because 
we didn’t have access to resources; 
we didn’t have access to the media. 
McGreevey who? It was this mayor from 
this relatively mid-size community- 
Woodbridge, New Jersey, 100,000 
(people). Governor Whitman had the 

20 | PENN POLITICAL REVIEW | Spring 2014

“I would say communism 
is dead everywhere in the 
world except Cuba and the 
New Jersey auto market.



INTERV IEW

FALL 2013 | PENN POLITICAL REVIEW |  21 

their history, their science, and so they 
just ever increasingly fall further and 
further behind. So 3rd grade literacy 
was a great priority. It was something 
that I think enjoyed Republican and 
Democratic support. 

Second was the environment. New Jersey 
is the most crowded state in the nation. 
New Jersey is actually denser than India 
in terms of population against square 
footage. So saving the Highlands that was 
a critical priority. I am pro-development 
but pro-development in our urban 
areas where there was already existing 
infrastructure. So that was important. 

Auto insurance, that was to move to 
a deregulated auto insurance market 
where it would be based on people’s 
driving records not based on where 
you live or artificial rates. I would say 
communism is dead everywhere in the 
world except Cuba and the New Jersey 
auto market. It was absurd that our rates 
were so artificially stilted.  Our rates are 
not where they ought to be but they have 

come down. We are no longer number 
one, thankfully.

I enjoyed it. You have to have a herculean 
work ethic. It’s hell on your family. But 
the local level is the best. 

Did you ever want to run for U.S. 
Senate?

When I was a young person, yes! It is 
perhaps the greatest deliberative body 
since the Roman Senate. The U.S. Senate 
is the U.S. Senate. I think of Robert Byrd 
and great, legendary legislators. 

I wasn’t cut for the legislature. Being a 
legislator is a fundamentally different 
process than being in the executive 
branch of government. And they are 
different personalities. The legislative 
branch of government has a lot of 
substantive work, a lot of drilling 
down. But it’s collegial, it’s crafting 
compromise, and there have been 
some great legislators that were in the 
executive branch and probably some 

presidents that were great legislators. 
But it’s a very different skillset. 

You think of Michael Bloomberg as being 
a great mayor. It’s all about execution 
and getting it done. The process is never 
ending. If you like to shine your shoes, 
don’t become a legislator. Become a 
Mayor or a Governor because at the end 
of the day it’s about getting things done. 
There’s a beginning, there’s a project, 
you execute, and you get it done as a 
result. The legislative process – to sort 
of quote Samuel Clemens – you should 
never watch legislation or sausage being 
made. It’s ugly and messy. You have to 
be willing to be able to maintain your 
principles through this very messy 
process. 

I never really wanted to be U.S. Senator. 
It would drive me nuts. That being said, 
in fact I was with Senator Joe Lieberman 
last week, who was a great legislator. 
Politically being on the local level, 
there is a book called If Mayors Ruled 
the World by Ben Barber. I recommend 
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it to your readers. His point is that 
large government, whether it is the 
European common market, the United 
States federal government, Brazil, or 
China, the exciting things are happening 
on the local municipal levels. Great 
cities – whether you are talking about 
Shanghai, Beijing, New York, London, 
and San Paulo – are where 50% of 
the world’s populace now lives. They 
are not handicapped by the fractious 
partisanship of their respective federal/
national governments or economic 
alliances. They have to perform. They 
have to deliver services. It’s exciting. It’s 
tangible. It’s gritty. The local level has 
the greatest psyche satisfaction.  

If you want to do something that 
is purpose driven and something 
meaningful, such as making sure that 
you have quality pre-K education 
and watching those kids read, it is far 
more rewarding than passing a piece 
of legislation. While it may have a 
substantial impact, it is more ephemeral 
in terms of demonstrative benefits. 

We saved the Highlands, which has 

produced 50% of New Jersey’s drinking 
water.  We changed auto insurance. 
But there was nothing more impactful 
than when I would walk into a home 
in Woodbridge, New Jersey where a 
senior citizen lay on a hospital bed in 
her living room talking about the quality 
of nursing support services that this 
township was given. To her, that was 
everything. That’s my plug for municipal 
government. We have great mayors in 
America: Eric Garcetti in Los Angeles; 
Rahm Emmanuel in Chicago; Steven 
Fulop in Jersey City. Washington has 
an attraction, but there is nothing like 
rolling up your sleeves and getting your 
boots dirty on the local level.

When will we see near-universal 
acceptance of gay rights and marriage? 
Do you believe in our lifetime? What 
direction do you see the Republican 
Party moving in?

I think among your generation it’s there, 
it’s over, it’s gone. It’s not even a debate. I 
remember being eight or nine and being 
just scared in coming to the realization 
that I was gay. Never did I think as a 

teenager or as a young adult that I would 
ever see gay rights advanced the way it 
has. But I think your generation gets it 
– they’re smart, they’re quick, put the BS 
aside. 

But I don’t see the Republican Party 
embracing gay rights. It’s really 
disappointing and frustrating. I have 
many good friends of mine that are 
Republican that vote Democratic 
because they can’t get past, nor should 
they, the Republican position on LGBT 
rights. A quarter of the Republican 
National Committee was, when I was in 
office, Evangelical Christians. I happen 
to be Christian, but I am also a gay man. 
I believe faith is about the transformative 
experience to live life in a more godly 
way. But if you are going to allow your 
political party to ascribe to a particular 
religious notion which is limiting, 
whether it’s against women, gays, any 
particular group. That to me is worse 
than being sad. It’s defeating for the 
party, which is a negative consequence 
for the nation. And sadly, it also has a 
negative consequence for all those kids 
that grew up in Republican families that 
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I said, “Thank  you  for  your 
courage. I  didn’t have the 
courage to do what you 
did. That’s why America is 
going to be better.”

being gay is less than. There is a direct 
punitive impact on the psychological 
health and well-being. 

One of my favorite movies is Lincoln. 
I think I have watched it probably nine 
times. It was great. You think this is 
the party of Lincoln. This is the party 
of perhaps the greatest President who 
fought for freedom with agility and grace 
and the advent 13th amendment.  If you 
look at the Republican Party today, it is 
how far they have fallen from that place. 
They are almost unrecognizable. This 
was the party of Lincoln! It was founded 
on the premise of freedom, civil rights, 
of getting the state of the way, the dignity 
of every person. Lincoln wouldn’t know 
his party. It’s sad and it hurts the nation. 
We should have two strong, viable 
parties that produce quality candidates. 
You think of the Republican Party 
and you think of Dwight Eisenhower 
and Richard Nixon. Nixon – led the 
War on Cancer, establishment of the 
EPA. Compare Nixon’s platform to the 
Republican Party of four years ago. 
Nixon is the progressive by light years, 
which is strange.  

Is the media too intrusive in the lives of 
politicians?

It is what it is. I think the British are 
always 5, 10 years ahead of us. So watch 
where the tabloids are there and see 
where we are headed. There is an ethical 
question of whether it is fair. But I will 
tell it’s done though. Many good people 
don’t get into the arena simply because 
the collateral damage brought upon 
one’s family and friends is simply not 
worth it. You think of what this nation 
would’ve been without FDR. One of the 
oldest families in this nation: Dutchess 
County, New York, Secretary of the 
Navy, Governor of New York, President. 
You think of what this nation could have 
been without the Kennedys and the 
Bushes for that matter. 

So the danger is if the press becomes so 
invasive it either becomes just a purview 
of the wealthy and/or people, whether 
they are middle-class or wealthy, think 
it’s just not worth the invasion of my 
life. But the 1st amendment is so critical 

and having a strong, vigorous press is 
everything.  But I think the French sort 
of have it right on the personal side. Is it 
strictly related to a public matter, public 
function? Then it is relevant. 

Can you speak to your journey of 
becoming a priest and your work with 
female prisoners?

My grandmother always said “the only 
things that last are those done with love.” 
So that for me, being the more authentic 
force in life, doing what I am doing now, 
working with men and women in prison 
as well as ex-offenders. It is inspiring 
and one of the best things in my life. 
This one kid, Rafael, his mother was a 
prostitute and his father was a cocaine 
addict. We spoke for 12 minutes from 
the heart and it was among the most 
powerful, moving, dramatic things I 
have ever heard. There was not one dry 
eye in the room. His life was brutal and 
every day was a fight for survival. I was 
so profoundly moved. 
 
The important thing for America to 
understand is that we all don’t start 
the race from the same place. So when 
people look at others in poverty or 
welfare. My family was Irish Catholic 
middle-class family. I was a prosecutor 
after I graduated and tough on crime. 
Now I am on the other side, a 180 degree 
turn. 

The real problem in life is that people 
don’t understand about the criminal 

justice process. There are two basic 
principles. One: people live the behavior 
that is patterned for them. So when 
you are dealing with a young woman 
growing up in a Camden housing project 
and people are running, gunning, and 
doping, that’s what she patterns. She’s 
not sitting down and thinking of having 
virtuous ethics. She sees everyone else 
selling drugs, doping, and running. 

This one 12 year old girl, Ashley, was 
sent by her mother to conduct drug 
deals for years. You could not blame 
her for joining a gang because that’s the 
only option for survival. Any rational 
person would argue that anyone in such 
a position what do what they have to 
do to survive while trying to preserve 
their humanity.  The simple point is that 
we replicate the moral behavior that is 
patterned for us. The notion that either 
a) that these people are bad people or 
that b) they are miraculously going to 
change in prison with people, some of 
whom are really, bad, is an absurdity. We 
learn our morality from the environment 
around us. 

It’s understanding that if you don’t break 
the barriers of housing and employment 
for those formally in prison, these 
people will have a chance to get back on 
their feet! We have more people locked 
up than any other nation in the world. 
We have more African-American males 
locked up in the United States than 
South Africa did during the height of 
apartheid. Right now, 1 out of every 99 
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Americans is in prison. It’s insane and 
incredibly expensive. NY State for the 
first time this year will spend more on the 
prison system than on higher education. 
That is an ominous warning sign because 
there is a finite amount of resource. You 
could send somebody to University of 
Pennsylvania for a year for the cost of 
putting someone in a prison cell. We 
have to be aware of what we’re doing 
to 1% of Americans. Parenthetically, 
children of inmates are six times more 
likely themselves to be felons. So if we do 
nothing there is a significant probability 
that the problem will worsen. 

What do you think about politicians like 
Spitzer and Weiner who seem to be trying 
to make their way back into politics?

I’ll leave you with Saint Matthews: “Judge 
not, that ye be not judged.” Politics can 
be a powerful addiction. It can be such 
a force for good. Remember Cincinnatus 
after his public service returned to the 
farm. This is the notion that politics 
is something temporal. Now we have, 
internationally, the rise of the professional 
political class. It goes from generation to 
generation like a family business. That is 
disconcerting because it ultimately ought 
to be about service, the public good. 

How can we achieve that?
 
Well the money thing is dangerous. 
Whether it’s Democrats or Republicans, 
it’s just dangerous. I think the Citizens 
United case was a debacle, a debacle 
for democracy. Whether it’s wealthy 
Democratic or Republican patrons, you 
will always find somebody. I think it stilts 
the public debate. 

At the same time I have great hope. 
Republicans really over-played their 
hand on bringing the nations to brink 
of defaulting on their loans. I think 
Ted Cruz is just reckless. I don’t care if 
you are conservative, extreme, but you 
cannot be irresponsible. I think there will 
be a political price to pay. I remember 
being a young man working in the NJ 
State Legislature and working for an 
Assemblyman. When he would go to the 
bathroom, he would give the gavel to the 

ranking Republican on his committee. 
I worked for Governor Tom Kean who 
was a Republican. He is a great, moral 
leader that hired me, a young, obviously 
partisan Democrat. He just did it because 
I was good. It was a different time. I look 
now and think we need to get back to that 
virtue. Tom Kean won overwhelmingly 
because he did do the right thing. 

Can you speak to being the first openly 
gay state governor in US history?
 
Well it was an ugly way to get there. For 
me, I don’t think I could’ve ever run as 
openly gay. At that point, I was just tired 
of running and not being who I was. To 
embrace my truth in that one moment 
was the most liberating and healthy thing 
I have ever done in my life. After which, 
the consequences be suffered, but for that 
one brief shining moment it was shining 
grace. 

I received letters from all over the country 
supporting me. My friend Kevin Jennings 
had me speak to kids. I remember talking 
to this young girl that was lesbian. She 
was in school in Idaho and she came out 
and these boys kicked her down a flight 
of stairs and grabbed her by the crouch 
and said, “You are going to like this.” Her 
teacher did nothing and her principal did 
nothing. She said to me “What should I 
do?” And for a second I thought, “I wish 
you stayed in the closet, because what 
parent wants their child suggested to that 
brutality and ugliness?” I was emotionally 
overwhelmed. I said, “Thank you for your 
courage. I didn’t have the courage to do 
what you did. That’s why America is going 
to be better.” So that’s why I am so hopeful 
because the next generation gets that.  
We travelled so far as both a nation and 
internationally. We have Pope Francis!  
Such a breath of fresh air throughout the 
world. 

Do you think the reaction to your 
resignation was any different because 
you came out as gay?

Oh, definitely. Sometimes even the 
press asked questions like: “Are you 
HIV positive?” The answer is no, but 
would you ask someone straight “do you 

have a venereal disease?” It was all just 
frustrating, but it’s changing a bit now. 

Governor Christie has been in the 
national spotlight for the last several 
years. While popular with many, he has 
come under scrutiny for various things. 
What do you have to say of Governor 
Christie’s record for NJ?
 
Well I’ll just say this, and to take myself 
out of politics intentionally because I 
just want to focus on prison reform. On 
the question of increasing accessibility 
for addiction services, the Governor has 
a great track record. He is kind enough 
to visit where I work at Hudson Jail. 
Mary Pat Christie comes to spend time 
at integrity house with no press, no 
reporters. Governor Christie has a deep, 
personal commitment to the treatment 
for addiction. I think that Governor 
Christie’s perspective is that addiction is 
disease.  70% of Americans behind bars 
are addicts. That is an incredible statistic. 
On the sole issue of addiction treatment, 
which is of significance to me, he has 
been tremendous.

What advice do you have for those that 
wish to go into public service? 
 
Be exposed to it before you make that 
commitment. I think that’s important. 
So you know the scope, the breadth, the 
depth of this substantial commitment 
that you are about to embark on.  There 
are many different levels of public service. 
There is elected, appointed, agency. 

Secondly, do the next right thing. It’s 
always about doing the next right thing. 
You have to make the next rightful and 
moral decision. It will always put you in 
good standing.

Third, you have to find the right spouse. 
It’s hell on your family and tough on 
your kids. You have to find the right 
blind. Governor Christie is so blessed 
with Mary Pat Christie because she is an 
incredible woman. 

This interview was conducted in early 
January and contains minor edits for 
clarity and grammar.
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Do you plan on running for President 
again or pursuing politics in the future?

I have not decided. I know the country 
could use a strong leader. I will always be 
interested in politics because I care about 
the US. It’s a big responsibility to have 
public office and I am very busy with my 
own businesses. So we’ll see.

Dysfunction in Washington has reached 
a new time high, especially with the 
shutdown and fights over Obamacare. 
How do you feel about the state of our 
current politics?

I think they are a mess. There is no 
leadership and the people have lost 
confidence in our President and the 
government as a whole. It’s not a positive 
situation.

Do you believe that the Republican 
Party is broken? Is there any room for 
moderates?

Not broken, but not in a good state either. 
Leadership seems to have disappeared on 
all fronts.

What are your views about the re-
emergence of China on the world stage? 
Is that, ultimately, a good or bad thing 
for the US? In the business world, what 
does China do well?

China is exceptionally shrewd at the 
manipulation of currency. They have 
made a huge amount of money that 
way. China is definitely a power to be 
reckoned with.

What are your views on Dodd-Frank 
and Wall Street reform in general? Is 
there good regulation or does it often 
serve as an impediment? 

Any reform on Wall Street is bound to be 
complicated and ultimately ineffective. 
Part of the game is to use the system for 
personal gain. That’s a fact of life on Wall 
Street. 

Could you tell us about your 
undergraduate experience at Penn? 
What advice do you have for Penn 
students that want to make it big, either 
on Wall Street or in Washington?

The Wharton School is the finest school 
of its kind. I learned a great deal there 
and have great respect for it. Anyone 
who gains admittance is in a fortunate 
position. The best advice I have for 
students is to find something you love 
doing. Passion is absolutely necessary in 
order to succeed, and in order to survive 
the bad times. It provides the tenacity, 
energy and momentum that will allow 
you to accomplish your goals. 

***
Donald Trump graduated with a Bachelors 
of Science in Economics from the Wharton 
School of Business in 1968.

This interview was conducted in early 
February and contains minor edits for 
clarity and grammar.

AN INTERVIEW  WITH

DONALD TRUMP
INTERVIEW BY ANTHONY CRUZ

HHH
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As ambassador to Switzerland were you of 
FATCA?

Well it was U.S. law so I supported it in that 
respect. We did try to work hard to let the 
Treasury Department and Department 
of Justice know the potential unintended 
consequences of FATCA. When it first came, 
the regulations weren’t written. The way it was 
going to be implemented could make all the 
difference in the world. What we didn’t want 
it to do was force more American citizens to 
renounce their citizenship to avoid FATCA 
implications. When we did the Town Hall 
meetings and I asked the question: “How 
many of you have had trouble with your 
Swiss bank account?” Every hand went up 
because it was routine for Swiss banks to 
close the accounts of Americans so as to 
not have to deal with FATCA. They would 
fire Americans who worked there. We had 
divorces because American women married 
to Swiss men who owned their own family 
businesses, if she had signing authority, 
then that would give, through FATCA, the 
American government the right to invade his 
books. So 3there were a lot of early problems 
with it, but most of them were worked out. I 
think right now its largely a non-issue.

How was the FATCA controversy resolved?

Just before I left we had an agreement with 
the Swiss government on how FATCA was 
going to be implemented going forward. 
That really took bank secrecy of the table. 

How would you describe the current state 
of relations between the U.S. and other 
European states after the NSA scandal?

We decided to come home May 29th 
because we knew another ambassador 
was coming. We have a daughter who’s a 
freshmen at Rice and wanted to come back 
and learn how to speak American again. 
Now, its almost December and there’s still no 
U.S. ambassador over there. If I would have 
stayed much longer I would have had to deal 
with the Edward Snowden issue. I think the 
NSA stuff has been very problematic for U.S. 
relations with many other countries. To the 
best to my knowledge there was never any 
allegation of us listening to Swiss leaders. 
Maybe its because Switzerland doesn’t have 
a head of state (laughs) and that gave us an 

 AN INTERVIEW WITH 

AMBASSADOR DON 
BEYER

INTERVIEW BY LUIS FERRE AND BRYAN HOANG

HHH

Don Beyer served as the United States Ambassador to Switzerland and Liechtenstein from 2009 to 2013. He also served 
as Lieutenant Governor of Virginia from 1990 to 1998.
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“It was more fun under George 

Allen. I got to be the leader of 

the loyal opposition.

As ambassador to Switzerland, were you for 
FATCA (Foreign Account Tax Compliance 
Act)?

Well it was U.S. law so I supported it in that 
respect. We did try to work hard to let the 
Treasury Department and Department 
of Justice know the potential unintended 
consequences of FATCA. When it first came, 
the regulations weren’t written. The way it 
was going to be implemented could make all 
the difference in the world. What we didn’t 
want it to do was force more American 
citizens to renounce their citizenship to 
avoid FATCA implications. 

When we did the Town Hall meetings, I 
asked the question: “How many of you have 
had trouble with your Swiss bank account?” 
Every hand went up because it was routine 
for Swiss banks to close the accounts of 
Americans so as to not have to deal with 
FATCA. They would fire Americans who 
worked there. We had divorces because 
American women married Swiss men who 
owned their own family businesses. If she 
had signing authority, then that would give, 
through FATCA, the American government 
the right to invade his books. So there were 
a lot of early problems with it, but most of 
them were worked out. I think right now it’s 
largely a non-issue.

How was the FATCA controversy resolved?

Just before I left we had an agreement with 
the Swiss government on how FATCA was 
going to be implemented going forward. 
That really took bank secrecy off the table. 

How would you describe the current state 
of relations between the U.S. and other 
European states after the NSA scandal?

We decided to come home May 29th because 
we knew another ambassador was coming. 
We have a daughter who’s a freshman at 
Rice and wanted to come back and learn 
how to ‘speak American’ again. Now, it’s 
almost December and there’s still no U.S. 
ambassador over there. If I would have 
stayed much longer I would have had to deal 
with the Edward Snowden issue. I think the 
NSA stuff has been very problematic for U.S. 
relations with many other countries. To the 
best of my knowledge, there was never any 
allegation of us listening to Swiss leaders. 
Maybe it’s because Switzerland doesn’t have 

a head of state (laughs) and that gave us an 
advantage in this case. So we had no head 
of state to listen to. But I know it has been 
very unpopular in the Swiss press. The Swiss 
are very private and privacy is an enormous 
issue. You see it with bank secrecy, that’s the 
essence of privacy. You’ve also seen it with 
the two FBI agents we had there. They would 
often go to the Swiss Department of Justice 
and say, “Here are these bad guys we know 
are in your country and that have terrorist 
connections. Go do something about it.” 
And they would say, “Privacy. Unless we 
know that they are doing something bad in 
Switzerland right now we’re going to respect 
their privacy.” 

According to American Citizens Abroad, 
you held numerous town hall meetings 
for U.S. citizens in Switzerland to voice 
out their concerns. What was their most 
recurring concern?

Thematically, their biggest concern was that 
no one represents them in Washington. 
That there were no members of Congress 
that represent Swiss overseas, no person in 
the whole executive branch who owns that 
portfolio. So they feel that American policy 

which often affects them, like FATCA, is 
done without any of their input. Individually, 
the number one thing was that the Justice 
Department’s cases against the Swiss banks 
had affected their ability to manage their 
own banking accounts in Switzerland. 
Voting parameters for U.S. citizens to vote in 
U.S. elections was also a common issue.  

You served as Lt. Governor of Virginia 
under Republican George Allen. How was it 
serving as a Democrat under a Republican 
administration?

It was very different. I had four years under 
Doug Wilder – who’s a Democrat – and then 
four years under George Allen. It was more 
fun under George Allen (laughs). I got to 
be the leader of the loyal opposition. Under 
Wilder I had to play the role of the supportive 
leader and subordinate and do whatever he 
asked me to do. Sort of what Joe Biden does 
with Barack Obama. Under Allen, I got to be 
the John Boehner under President Obama. 
Wow, that’s a terrible example (laughs). Both 
men were friendly to work with. George 
Allen was affable, never threw me under the 
bus. I often didn’t get invited to things, but 
that was ok (laughs).
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