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A WORD FROM YOUR CRISIS
DIRECTOR:

Delegates,
Welcome to MUNCH XIX! My name is Niharika Vattikonda

and I will be your Crisis Director for the Democratic National
Committee, set in 2020, and I’m so excited to see what you
all will do with the complex mix of topics ahead of us.

A little about me: I was born in San Diego, California, and I
moved to Fairfax, Virginia (part of the ever-growing region of
D.C. suburbs) in middle school. I went to Thomas Jefferson
High School for Science and Technology. I’m part of the
Carolina International Relations Association Travel Team, the
Executive Branch of Student Government, and the Attorney
General Staff for the University Honor System.

I have been involved in Model UN for about seven years
now, and I’m so excited to be directing such an interesting
committee at MUNCH this year. As key Democratic players
in this committee, you will be tasked with supporting
candidates in local, state, and national elections to bring the
Blue Wave to 2020. As you focus on uniting the party across
ideological and socioeconomic divisions, I would urge to
continue learning about the obstacles that the DNC is
bound to face in the coming months.

For those of you who are new to crisis, unlike your chairs, I
won’t be on the dais. I will instead be managing the crises
that this committee will solve and responding to your
directives behind the scenes. I will be looking for creative
solutions that approach the issues at hand in
unconventional ways and draw from the lessons of previous
actions to develop more effective solutions in this
committee. For delegates’ crisis notes, I hope to see well
thought-out arcs that adapt to the changing crisis
environment while promoting your (and perhaps the
committee’s) best interests.

Good luck in your research, and if you have any questions,
feel free to reach out to me at
niharika.vattikonda@gmail.com. I look forward to seeing you
in February!

Sincerely,
Niharika Vattikonda
DNC 2020 Crisis Director

A WORD FROM YOUR CHAIR:
Dear Delegates,

My name is Jack O’Grady and I am pleased to welcome all
of you to MUNCH XIX. I will be your chair for the DNC 2020
committee and, believe me, I am very excited and interested
to see what this weekend has in store for us.

To start off, I want to give you some background
information on myself. I was born and raised in Silver Spring,
Maryland, which is a suburb of Washington DC; so while I
grew up in Maryland and love Old Bay and blue crab as
much as the next guy, I owe my geographic allegiance to
the illustrious DMV and if you, like most people, don’t know
what that is both myself and your CD Niharika would be
happy to explain it to you. I attended James Hubert Blake
High School and am currently pursuing a double major in
Peace, War, & Defense and Journalism here at Carolina,
hopefully looking at a future career in peace and security
studies. I am also currently the First-Year Executive of the
Carolina International Relations Association and the Social
Media and Marketing Outreach Assistant at UNC Study
Abroad.

I have been involved in Model UN since I was a junior in
high school and have never seen a committee as exciting as
this one. I think we can all agree that there has never been a
more interesting time to be an American citizen. Focusing
just on the Democratic Party, there is a resurgent
progressive movement seriously challenging the party
establishment, as well as the signi�cant fracturing of the
party base, which continues to plague Democratic
candidates. Both of these issues, as well as logistical
problems with funding and ground game, must be
addressed if the Democratic Party is to unite behind a
candidate and succeed come 2020. I encourage you all to
pay very close attention to current events as we progress
from the recent midterm elections, and consider how you
would solve the real-world problems our politicians must
confront. I am con�dent that we will walk away from our
committee with a better plan than what is actually being
drafted behind closed doors.

I hope you are all as excited as I am for this conference. If
you have any questions or concerns, please feel free to
contact me at jackogrady73@gmail.com. I can’t wait to see
everyone in February!

Sincerely,
Jack O’Grady
DNC 2020 Chair
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NOTES FROM YOUR CRISIS
DIRECTOR AND CHAIR

To start things off, it’s important that we clarify the exact
nature of this committee. As delegates within the MUNCH
DNC 2020 Committee you will be acting as members of the
Democratic National Committee throughout the upcoming
2020 congressional and presidential elections. The timeline
we will be working with begins on January 1st, 2020 with a
clear primary �eld of presidential hopefuls. Each candidate
you will be presented with represents a possible path for the
Democratic Party to take and it is your task as the DNC to
mediate between these possibilities and rally behind a
candidate while also managing a few key congressional
races and the shifting fundamentals of your party platform.
The committee timeline will continue through a primary
election, ensuing campaign, and ends with a General
Election in November 2020 decided from your own actions.
In order to keep things simple, we will be presuming the
GOP to run a campaign and platform very similar to the 2016
elections, crisis shenanigans notwithstanding. To clarify, the
crisis updates you receive will mostly concern the DNC and
Democratic Party concerns, but will also include updates on
the race as a whole and the GOP’s reactions to your
committee’s actions.

As delegates within this special situation you will be asked
to represent either members of the DNC’s leadership,
elected representatives within the Democratic Party’s
leadership, or presidential hopefuls. Your position within this
committee will impact your stance on the party’s future and
your ability to shape that future. We’ve included a list below
of the committee members and candidates you will be
representing and/or mediating between. It is important to
note that the list of DNC members, party leaders, and
presidential candidates included here will likely not be
representative of the actual party structure or primary �eld
when this committee takes place. We have frozen the DNC
and Democratic Party leadership at the time of the writing
of this background guide and constructed a list of
candidates from those who have already declared, those
who are very likely to, and those who we think add value to
your experience in the committee.

Besides the Presidential election, you as members of the
DNC must also focus on the Congressional races that are
arguably more critical to the party’s success as a whole. Your
responsibilities on these fronts as delegates within this
speci�c committee will be focused on the party’s ability to
get candidates elected as a whole and a few particularly
important races that we will ask you to address individually.
These races are both especially competitive and represent
an opportunity for the Democratic party to make substantial
symbolic and material gains by either �ipping a historically
Republican seat or maintaining a previously miraculous
victory.

SUMMARY OF 2016 AND 2018
ELECTION RESULTS

2016 PRESIDENTIAL ELECTION AND ITS IMPLICATIONS
FOR 2020

Many of the DNC’s current issues can be traced back to the
2016 election; a landmark election cycle for a multitude of
reasons. The race for the presidency began in earnest with
both parties’ primary �elds swelling to accommodate
countless candidates vying to replace Obama in the oval
of�ce. Despite the size of both �elds, most news outlets
predicted a clear frontrunner for the DNC early on in former
Secretary of State Hillary Clinton, while the GOP race was
expected to be hashed out between established political
veterans Jeb Bush, Ted Cruz, and possibly Marco Rubio.
However, the primaries did not play out as any expected,
with the entrance of Democratic Socialist Bernie Sanders
and real estate tycoon Donald Trump appearing to bust the
race wide open.

Over the course of the primaries, it became clear on both
sides that voters were looking for something far different
than what the nation had ever seen before. On the DNC
side, Sanders was pushing a brand of progressivism mostly
unheard of in mainstream American politics until this
election, and gathering huge crowds of young and
passionate voters to his rallies and to the polls. For the GOP,
Trump challenged the notion that the presidency required
any public service experience, as well as introducing a more
extreme and theatrical political style that resonated with
voters and forced other candidates to match his energy and
increasingly far-right politics. By the end of the primaries,
Clinton had held off a strong challenge from Sanders and
Trump had achieved a stunning victory in securing the GOP
nomination. Trump would go on to achieve another
stunning victory by winning the general election via the
electoral college, surviving a wave of personal scandals due
to the dedication of his voter base and the revival of Clinton’s
email issue in the last few weeks of the campaign. 2016 also
saw Democrats lose control of both the House and Senate,
leaving the GOP with effectively a monopoly over federal
power.

Pundits and politicians would go on to exhaustively
analyze the 2016 election, searching for reasons as to why a
political outsider and TV personality like Trump could have
won over a career civil servant like Clinton. Of course, there
continues to be the issue of alleged Russian interference in
the election; a claim which recent evidence unearthed by
the Mueller investigation is beginning to show may hold
water. Foreign meddling notwithstanding, there were a
considerable number of domestic factors that allowed
Trump to triumph, including low voter turnout, widespread
loss of trust in the DNC, splintering of the party’s voter base,
and a lack of adequate campaigning in swing states and
post-industrial communities. For our part, we have grouped
the issues that plagued the DNC in 2016 into two larger
categories: ideological tensions in the Democratic Party, and
voter engagement. This background guide elaborates on
both topics but is not exhaustive; other subtopics we do not
explain, and that would be good to conduct more research
on, include but are not limited to the role of third parties in
drawing away voters and the DNC’s public image. These
issues played a signi�cant role in the crushing defeat
Democrats were dealt in 2016, and must be addressed to
avoid another disaster come 2020.
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2018 MIDTERM ELECTIONS
AND WHERE THE DNC IS NOW

After losing both the House, Senate, and Presidency in 2016,
Democrats sought to regain control over Congress in the
2018 midterm elections and restore the legislature’s role as a
check on presidential power. Trump’s historically low
approval ratings, consistent throughout much of his term,
helped spark hope for a “blue wave” in November that
would see countless Republican seats in Congress �ipping
blue as citizens turned against Trump’s party. The blue wave
also carried hopes for the progressive movement gaining
ground among Democrats since Sanders close race with
Clinton; young, passionate progressives like Alexandra
Ocasio-Cortez quickly grew to de�ne the movement by
winning their primaries against establishment Democrats.
The differences between the DNC and the progressive
movement would go on to play a role in dampening the
blue wave by causing con�ict between candidates and
leaving some Democrats �ghting to �ip a seat with
signi�cantly reduced support from the main party
organizations due to their more radical stances.

Eventually, the midterm elections did come and go,
leaving Democrats now in control of the House but still
without a majority in the Senate. Democrats also picked up
signi�cant gains in governor races, unseating Republicans in
Kansas, Michigan, and Wisconsin. As with the 2016 elections,
questions of voter suppression and election tampering were
a central theme in many races, including Stacey Abrams’
close loss to Brian Kemp in Georgia, where Kemp’s position
of authority over the election process and anomalies in
voting behavior have raised serious concerns over whether
his win is honest. Despite the allegations of and - in the case
of North Carolina District 9 - the legal proof of voter
suppression or tampering, voter turnout reached record
numbers in 2018, a trend Democrats will want to work to
continue in 2020. Now that the dust has settled and
Democrats have federal power again, they will need to
�gure out how to win again and bigger in 2020, as well as
reconciling ideologic and generational differences between
members of their most diverse Congress yet.

KEY CONGRESSIONAL RACES
The following U.S. Senate races are likely to surface in crisis
updates, and as members of the DNC, these are the races
that stand to give Democrats a possible majority in the
Senate. In addition to the overall presidential race and these
key Senate races, expect that certain races for the House of
Representatives, which had some close calls in 2018, will
become ever more important as well.

ARIZONA - CURRENTLY HELD BY
REPUBLICAN JON KYL

In the 2018 midterm elections, Kyrsten Sinema became the
�rst Democrat to be elected to the Senate from Arizona in
three decades. In doing so, she �ipped the seat previously
held by Republican Jeff Flake and became the �rst female
senator from Arizona. (Taylor) Arizona’s second Senate seat,
previously held by the late Sen. John McCain, was �lled by
former Republican senator Jon Kyl. (Greenwood) However,
Kyl has said that he will not run for the position in 2020 and
some suspect that he may step down from the position
even earlier, leaving both Democrats and Republicans in a
confusing position. If Kyl steps down before the election, Gov.
Doug Ducey (R) would be able to appoint someone else to
�ll the seat, and some suspect that he may try to appoint
one of his political allies so that Ducey himself can eventually
run for the seat in 2020. (Diaz) Regardless, Democrats will
need to go through the primary process to �nd a candidate
who will be able to take on the Republican challenger in
2020 and, in the process, hopefully turn Arizona’s second
seat blue.

ALABAMA - CURRENTLY HELD BY
DEMOCRAT DOUG JONES

Sen. Doug Jones’ seat is one of two Senate seats held by
Democrats in states that Trump won in 2016, and the path to
successful re-election for Jones seems unclear. (Rogers) Rep.
Bradley Byrne has been publicly considering a run for the
Republican nomination for the seat, and it is possible that
Rep. Mo Brooks also runs for the nomination. The
Republican side is further complicated by the possibility that
former U.S. Attorney General Jeff Sessions might run for the
position after being �red by Trump; if he enters the race, the
Republican �eld for the nomination could shift dramatically.
Looking back at the 2017 special election for the seat, Doug
Jones only won by about a point and a half, even though his
opponent, Republican Roy Moore, was faced with multiple
allegations of sexual assault. The RNC is optimistic about this
election, and Republicans hope that by putting up a
stronger candidate with a clean record, this will be an easy
seat for them to pick up in 2020. For Jones to be successful
in this race, the DNC will have to help his campaign focus on
health care and trade while addressing his vote against
Kavanaugh’s con�rmation.
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MAINE - CURRENTLY HELD BY
REPUBLICAN SUSAN COLLINS

As the sole Republican in New England’s Congressional
delegation, Susan Collins is a prime target for Democratic
efforts to �ip one of Maine’s Senate seats. (Rogers) Collins
was one of the focal points of the Kavanaugh debate, and
when she ultimately voted in favor of his con�rmation,
several groups in her home state pledged to unseat her in
the 2020 election. (Carney) These groups have raised over
$3.6 million for any possible Democratic opponent to take on
Collins. Several state-level elected of�cials have expressed
interest in running for the seat, but none have yet to publicly
announce their bid for the Democratic nomination.
(Villeneuve) One name of particular interest has been Susan
Rice, President Obama’s former national security adviser.
While Rice is not currently a Maine resident, she has deep
ties to the state: her grandparents came to Maine from
Jamaica almost a century ago. Susan Collins is a strong
candidate who has successfully held onto her Senate seat as
a New England Republican, and expect that the RNC will be
dedicating substantial effort and funds to this race.

The following are several House races that were very close
in 2018 and should be considered carefully when looking at
the 2020 electoral map for the House of Representatives:
("House Election Results 2018" CNN)

NORTH CAROLINA 9TH

TEXAS 23RD

VIRGINIA 5TH

MAINE 2ND

POST-INDUSTRIAL
COMMUNITIES IN SWING

STATES
THE RUST BELT SHIFTS AWAY FROM
DEMOCRATS
Before the 1980s and Reagan’s sweeping economic reforms
spelled the end of labor union’s critical position within
industrial society the Rust Belt, a collection of states
spanning most of the American northeast, had been
dominated by the Democratic party and its worker-friendly
politics.1 At the time, the Northeast was a region of booming
prosperity: Detroit had yet to fall into structural disrepair, coal
was still enough to support Appalachian communities, and
factory work was a dream of many young people who still
believed in institution's ability to deliver on the American
Dream.1 Almost everything that de�ned this period of
Northeastern economic security has been degraded or
otherwise utterly destroyed by a collection of post-industrial
ailments including the rapid movement of American
factories to overseas locales, the epidemic of urban decay in
former metropolises like Detroit, the list could go on for ages
but the end result is that post-industrial communities’ faith
in governmental and institutional ef�cacy has been seriously
harmed by decades of persistent decline.

Despite this, Rust Belt communities had resisted the
movement among rural, uneducated whites to shift
Republican for many years, voting in large numbers for
Obama in 2008 elections.1 For the most part, Rust Belt
voters remained focused on what had always mattered
most to them: issues of social class.1 In 2008 and 2012, voters
in this area were able to look past Obama’s race and viewed
him as a champion of the working class.1 The region’s history
of Democrat-backed unions �ghting Republican-backed
businesses had kept social capital largely in the hands of
Democrats, who continued to be seen as champions of the
everyman, willing to �ght to keep big business out of small
towns.1 However, this changed in 2016 as Trump’s 2016
victory has largely been attributed to the turning of post-
industrial communities against the Democratic party.1
Hillary struggled to earn votes in the Rust Belt and lost key
swing states such as Michigan, Wisconsin, and Iowa; all
states affected by the decline of industry changing the face
of the nation and its politics.1 The rhetoric coming out of
these communities now is largely populist and anti-
establishment, viewing Trump, rather than Democrats, as
the man ready to �ght for the everyman despite his
innumerable big business connections. (2)

The reasons for the Rust Belt’s signi�cant shift away from
the Democratic policy vary among pundits and scholars but
all are important to understand if the DNC is to successfully
reclaim this critical section of their voter base. The two most
prominent arguments focus on the Rust Belt’s recent
embracement of populism, reasoning that this stems either
from the growth of non-partisan place politics that followed
the decline of Northeast cities and industry, or from the
increasing hopelessness of post-industrial communities and
their intense need for a �gurehead in the wake of economic
and social crises, especially the opioid epidemic.
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PLACE MARKETING AND THE RISE OF
POPULISM
The Rust Belt before Reagan was de�ned by unions
protecting local business and large corporations trying to
work their way into the system.1 This dichotomy thrived for a
long period, as cities like Detroit saw rampant success in
automobile factories and workers in smaller towns retained
a sense of economic security through the work of unionists.
However, the 80s saw an unprecedented manufacturing
crisis as well as a wave of �nancial deregulation allowing
corporations to merge into nearly unstoppable entities able
to push de-powered labor unions aside in the rush for
capital.1 This, coupled with the change in the
administration's stance on urban welfare, left Rust Belt
communities incredibly vulnerable, reeling from a massive
loss of jobs, wealth, and cornerstones of their community as
unions fell into decay and factories began moving overseas.1

Faced with these issues, local governments shifted their
politics away from the business quarrels of the past to a new
policy of economic development, seeking to �nd a means
for revitalizing their fading towns.1 For most policymakers at
this time, development meant effectively packaging and
selling their community to grant-making agencies as well as
corporate subsidiaries looking to expand.1 Local statecraft in
this new era has been described as an extremely “technical
affair,” focused primarily on making towns and communities
as welcoming as possible to corporations and a rising class
of young, working professionals.1 This translated to large
public subsidies for corporations, intense grant-seeking
behavior, and the installation of new cultural projects that
didn’t serve the historical, local community, but instead
sought to attract young professionals to live and work in
these developing towns.1

While many of these new development strategies were
partially successful in creating wealth, primarily for the
business owners and young professionals who moved into
these communities, they had the effect of alienating
struggling residents from their local governments.1 The
bene�ts coming into post-industrial communities �ew to
the top of the socioeconomic ladder, as corporations
enjoyed substantial public subsidies and pro�ted off of
laborers often in desperate need of work willing to accept
lower wages and poorer conditions. Residents of these
communities were then in large part removed from local
politics, alienated by local elites who had shifted their policy
focus outwards to attract corporations rather than inwards
to deal with growing social problems within communities.1
The traditional community-centered union and business
leaders of the past were effectively gone, replaced by
politicians who residents saw as serving a “technocratic,
corporate-friendly elite” rather than legitimate local
interests.1

Under these conditions, populism was able to thrive as
residents channeled their anger at their loss of control into a
strong resentment for the establishment they viewed as
having abandoned them for pro�t.2 Looking at this analysis,
scholars argue that it was post-industrial communities
feelings of cultural and political invisibility that made them
turn to Trump; who not only promised to tear down the
establishment they had come to resent, but also gave them
a level of national attention they had not received for
decades.2 As Democrats kept their focus on city centers and
more prominent communities, Trump’s success can be
viewed as stemming from his intense campaigning in
largely forgotten towns, where even lip service was at times
enough to garner votes.

SOCIOECONOMIC DECAY AND
POPULIST PROMISES
Another argument for the rise of populism in post-industrial
communities focuses on the more tangible and severe
social and economic crises that have devastated residents.
The previous section already outlined the nature of the
decline of Northeastern industrial towns, but the speci�c
extent of this decay is important to grasp if Trump’s
popularity is to be understood. Manufacturing employment
in the industrial heartland was reduced by as much as 1.2
million jobs from 1979 to 1983, and a similar reduction
occurred from 2001 to 2010, causing communities to lose
another estimated 1.2 million jobs.3 And these episodes of
job loss have been associated with many more long-term
negative impacts on the local economy, including “weaker
non-manufacturing employment growth, a larger rise in
unemployment, and weaker per capita income growth
during and after both episodes of manufacturing
employment declines.”3 While the unemployment level in
the industrial heartland has largely normalized, the real per
capita income of residents has dropped considerably below
past averages and modern comparisons.3 The industrial
heartland’s real per capita income is more than 8 points
below that of other regions that also experienced substantial
job losses during the Great Recession.3

The widespread economic stagnation that has af�icted
post-industrial communities in recent decades has
contributed to a level of economic anxiety that many
scholars believe contributed to residents willingness to
embrace a political strong-man like Trump.2 While Obama’s
presidency did lead to steady and in places substantial
economic recovery from the depths of the recession, the
growth in post-industrial communities was markedly slower
and, when all is said and done, simply did not meet the
expectations of many residents still living in struggling
communities.3 While the reasons for why past policies were
unable to recover income as well as they recovered jobs
could be debated for another 50 pages, the most important
effect was that they provided ample fodder for Trump to
prey on when looking to divide the Democrats from a
signi�cant portion of their voter base. Years of economic
disappointment had turned post-industrial voters away
from a political establishment they believed had failed them
and towards a populist leader who made attractive promises
of strong economic recovery.
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The effects of the industrial heartland’s economic struggles
reached far beyond real per capita income as well, as the
region has also been hit with various social crises impacting
the standard of living within damaged communities. One of
these crises is the opioid epidemic currently ravaging
America, predominantly in rural, uneducated, and white
areas.4 The opioid epidemic has had a disproportionately
devastating effect on post-industrial communities not just
within the industrial heartland that’s been primarily
discussed in this background guide; the appalachian region
and many parts of new england are especially impacted by
rampant drug abuse.4

Caption: Map showing states impacted hardest by opioid
epidemic5

Post-election studies have shown a connection between a
county’s mortality rate and the percentage by which it
supported Trump in 2016. Of the 3,106 counties included in
the study, all of which have been substantially impacted by
the opioid crisis within the Northeast region, Trump did
better than Romney in 79.5 % of counties.4 In high mortality
counties in the industrial heartland, Trump did better than
Romney in 88.5% of counties, 91% in Appalachia.4 High
mortality rates for opioid overdoses also correlates with
economic stagnation and unemployment, revealing
another connection between the widespread �nancial
struggles of post-industrial communities, social crises, and
support for the Trump administration.4

CONCLUSION
Taking both major arguments into account, it is clear that
the industrial heartland and other post-industrial
communities have felt abandoned by local politics, let down
by Obama’s campaign of hope, and now invisible while
battling through an unprecedented drug epidemic. All of
these issues have contributed to the growing sense of
unrest and resentment that makes populism so attractive to
anxious communities. It’s important for delegates to
understand the role Trump was able to �ll for voters within
these communities as a voice of hope for people who had
long had very little to hope for. Trump’s outlandish claims
and bullish rhetoric may have fallen on deaf ears for the
Democratic party’s metropolitan voters and representatives,
but they clearly caught the attention of voters who had
spent decades hearing the same, tired promises while living
through the same stagnant, and now increasingly fatal
conditions. How the DNC elects to win back the faith of this
alienated base will be critical to their success in the 2020
elections. Already, an uptick in Democrat support in pro-
Trump manufacturing communities has been labelled as
one of the critical shifts that allowed Democrats to retake
the House.6 It is up to this committee to decide what to do
with this momentum, and whether these forgotten
communities will no longer invisible or whether they will
once again return to the comforts of populism and support
Trump for a second term.
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THE PROGRESSIVE MOVEMENT
AND IDEOLOGICAL TENSIONS
IN THE DEMOCRATIC PARTY

THE ORIGINS OF THE MODERN
PROGRESSIVE MOVEMENT
When Bernie Sanders stepped up to a notedly ramshackle
podium placed unceremoniously in the middle of
Burlington, Vermont to announce his campaign for the
Presidency, few expected him to give Hillary Clinton the
close race we ended up witnessing, and even fewer
anticipated the enormous impact he would end up having
on the ideological structure of the Democratic Party itself.
For many Americans, then, it seemed that Sanders and the
progressive wave that followed him had come out of the
political woodwork to offer solutions never thought possible
in an America so known for its commitment to free-market
capitalism. However, this is not the case, the modern
progressive movement did not start with Sanders nor are its
values entirely original; America has already experienced two
previous well-de�ned progressive eras, the �rst one dating
back to the �nancial crisis of 1893, calling for the
government to address the massive social inequality and
�scal irresponsibility that had run destructively rampant
during the Gilded Age.1 The second progressive era in
American politics is de�ned to follow the Roaring Twenties
and grew out of the ensuing Great Depression and
subsequent radical policy changes present in FDR’s New
Deal; much like the last era, this progressive movement
sought reduced income inequality, stronger labor unions,
and introduction of harsher regulation.1

The pattern should now be relatively clear: the ideological
pendulum of American politics appears to swing steadily
between Progressive and Conservative politics, driven and
de�ned by diametrically-opposed eras of small and big
government, each one ushered in by the destruction of the
other.1 Following this logic, Sanders rise to prominence, and
the spread of the progressive movement in general, are best
understood as reactions to the pendulum’s strong swing to
the right over the past 30 or so years since Ronald Reagan
was elected President. Reagan’s Presidency marked the
effective death of the Progressive era that had followed the
New Deal and continued with Lyndon Johnson’s Great
Society and even some of Richard Nixon’s domestic policies.
The widespread �nancial deregulation that occurred under
Reagan destroyed any remnants of the New Deal era both in
policy and political thought, as many Americans living under
the shadow of communism in Europe and Asia embraced
free-market capitalism wholeheartedly, pushing the
Democratic Party towards the center and leftist groups out
onto the fringes.1

However, just as the Gilded Age resulted in the �nancial
crisis of 1893 and the Roaring Twenties led to the Great
Depression, the global deregulation of capital that followed
Reagan eventually contributed to the Great Recession: an
economic crisis that many Americans are still recovering
from. In the aftermath of this massive collapse of the
American and global economic order the progressive
movement as we know it today began to push its way back
into the mainstream. The Occupy Wall Street movement
could be and has been viewed by some to mark the
beginning of the modern progressive movement; when far-
left ideology was re-introduced to American political culture
and gained surprisingly popular support from a population
still reeling from the recent failure of far-right politics.

However, given the current state of American
government, it is reasonable to ask if this era of politics
correlates historically to a transition from conservative to
progressive political dominance, why the electorate selected
a right-wing populist leader in Donald Trump instead of
swinging the pendulum back towards the left as would be
expected. The Great Recession occurred a decade ago and
the modern progressive movement is still just a vocal
minority within the Democratic Party, rather than de�ning
the platform as progressives did in previous eras.1 To
understand why the modern progressive movement is
experiencing such hardship gaining ground within the
Democratic Party, and why reconciling the new progressives
with the established centrists may be essential to victory in
2020, it is critical to understand what occured in 2016 and
what the current points of con�ict are between progressives
and the DNC that are preventing the two groups from
presenting a united front.

BERNIE SANDERS, 2016, AND MAJOR
CHALLENGES TO THE DNC
While the rumblings of a new progressive wave �rst gained
public attention when thousands of people took to
occupying city areas as a protest of unregulated capitalism,
the movement took full political shape with Sanders’
unprecedented 2016 campaign. Over the decades since
Reaganomics and the Cold War had sti�ed American
interest in big government and effectively made the term
“socialist” a political curse word, the Democratic Party had
shifted itself to a center-left position, correlating with the
decay of institutions like labor unions that made leftist
policies viable.1 From the position of moderation, the
Democratic Party was able to make signi�cant political
gains in putting Bill Clinton and Barack Obama into of�ce,
but it’s base continued to leak voters for reasons described in
the above section as well as for the party’s lack of tangible
policy victories.
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Following the Great Recession, Obama appeared unable
and, to many, unwilling to punish the irresponsible �nancial
sector that had contributed the most to the crisis, as bankers
walked away unprosecuted and no new policies were rolled
out to change the economic paradigm that had allowed this
disaster to happen. Whereas in past centuries a �nancial
crisis had motivated leaders, usually Democrats, to shift their
views and pursue sweeping and at times quite radical
reform, the party either could not, or would not, seek a
change to the status quo in this case.1 While the economy
eventually recovered, partly due to the Obama
administration’s policies, citizens were left feeling that
nothing signi�cant about the country had changed, leading
to the growing disdain for a political “establishment” many
view as unresponsive to actual people’s needs and
interests.3

From this sentiment grew the current national wave of
populism, which sparked countless new movements,
including the progressive movement Sanders is the
�gurehead of. Yes, while populism is most closely associated
with Trump’s voter base, the Sanders campaign and its
followers also adhere to an ideology steeped in populism.
Sanders’ campaign challenged the status quo of politicians
funding their bids with massive donations from political
action committees and wealthy donors; his bid for election
was funded and ran largely by average citizens, framing
itself as a movement by and for the people.3 This is one of
the de�ning traits of the modern progressive movement; it
is a grass-roots, fundamentally populist movement.3 For a
multitude of factors that don’t mandate a full explanation
here, the Democratic Party resisted the historical tendency
to swing the pendulum left after a national economic crisis,
instead choosing to entrench itself as a center-left party and
not seek any substantial reform to the system as a whole.1 So
instead of reform coming from the government, it is now
coming from the citizenry who make up a majority of the
modern progressive movement’s supporters and many of its
most prominent candidates.2

Sanders may have been a seasoned politician but one of
the current leaders of the movement, 29-year old former
bartender Alexandra Ocasio-Cortez, shows that modern
progressives are focused on electing ideas over experience.3
Members of the Democratic Party elite, such as Donna
Shalala who competed for a Miami seat on the platform of
her decades of public service experience, now �nd
themselves having to de�ne and defend their commitment
or non-commitment to liberal, progressive ideas.3

The main effect of this has been the rise of a new class of
young, progressive democrats �ghting to pull the party
further and further towards the left.2 This new progressive
wave did see some electoral success in the 2018 midterms,
notable victories include Ocasio-Cortez, Ilhan Omar, and
Rashida Tlaib, but has yet to gain substantial ground in
terms of policy.4 While this could reasonably be attributed to
a lack of time in of�ce for these newly inducted progressive
congressman and woman, their inability to propose an
alternative candidate to Nancy Pelsoi reclaiming
speakership and her subsequent shut-down of Ocasio-
Cortez’ Green New Deal initiative is a sign that, despite their
growing popular support, progressives are set to have a
dif�cult time getting their reforms through Congress.4

CURRENT POINTS OF CONFLICT
It is important to note that the progressive movement, while
somewhat uni�ed by common ideology, is constructed of
various different coalitions and organizations all in political
competition with each other as well as with the established
Democratic Party leadership.3 Two of the biggest names in
the movement are Brand New Congress (BNC) and the
Justice Democrats.3 The BNC was formed by members of
Sanders campaign as a means of continuing the national
conversation he had helped start and has no political party
af�liation, being just as willing to support a Republican as a
Democrat as long as the candidate advocates for a
progressive agenda.3 This commitment to non-partisan,
ideology-focused politics has put the BNC in direct con�ict
with the Democratic Party, who denied BNC candidates use
of popular fundraising platforms, challenging the notion
that progressivism could ever really transcend party
politics.3 Still, the BNC was critical in orchestrating a nation-
wide push for ordinary citizens to run for of�ce, even
“discovering” Ocasio-Cortez when her brother nominated
her as candidate to the organization.3

The Justice Democrats are a far more traditional
organization than the BNC, at least in that they align with a
political party, comprising a group of democrats working to
realign the Democratic Party along more progressive
principles.3 Many of the founding members of the BNC have
migrated to working with the Justice Democrats over
frustrations of being left out of fundraising efforts due to
their non-partisan stance, helping make it by far the most
widely-recognized progressive organization within the
Democratic Party’s shadow.3 21 of the 68 Justice Democrats-
endorsed candidates won their respective primaries, with 7
of those going on to win their general elections in the 2018
Midterms.3 Although Kara Eastman and Ammar Campa-
Najjar were able to force close races in their districts, the
Justice Democrats were not able to �ip any swing seats, with
most of their political noise coming from the primaries
where candidates like Ocasio-Cortez unseated
establishment Democrat incumbents.4

Besides the BNC and Justice Democrats, the progressive
movement includes a multitude of other organizations,
including but not limited to Democracy for America, the
Progressive Change Campaign, and NextGen America.3 All
of these organizations are committed to the basic principles
of modern progressivism, although they of course have their
differences on some key policies and still have to compete
for donations and in�uence.3

While there is notable disagreement within the
progressive movement, the most critical con�ict comes
between progressive candidates and the Democratic Party.
Many progressive candidates are younger, more outspoken,
and more liberal than the average Democratic Party
incumbent and have faced major pushback for being too
leftist or often just too loud. Tlaib’s calls to “Impeach the
motherf**ker” when discussing President Trump is a good
example of this, as her disregard for the ingrained civility of
political discourse earned the ire of establishment
Republicans and Democrats alike, while many younger
voters and progressive representatives applauded her
frankness.
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Before they’re even in of�ce, progressive candidates face
resistance from the Democratic Party, largely through the
arm of the Democratic Congressional Campaign Committee
(DCCC) that has intervened in House races to try and
prevent a “less-electable” candidate from winning the
primary.3 Analysis by the Brookings Institute shows that the
DCCC intervenes mostly to support the victory of Centrist
candidates, an observation supported by real-world
evidence when you examine a few key races.3 One such race
is the race for Nebraska’s 2nd Congressional District, where
the DCCC and other party groups backed incumbent and
hard moderate Bard Ashford over political newcomer and
strong progressive Kara Eastman.3 Eastman actually went
on to win the primary, although she eventually fell to
Republican Don Bacon in the general election.3 Either way,
the evidence shows that the DCCC and the Democratic
Party in general does not have con�dence in progressive
candidates ability to win in swing or historically red districts,
nor does it seem to believe that these candidates, many of
them young, will be ready to lead once they arrive in
Washington.

CONCLUSION
Despite the Democratic Party’s clear apprehensions about
the viability of progressive candidates, the movement is
clearly here to stay and will likely be a big factor come 2020.
Progressives in Congress are already pushing key issues,
staying persistent despite Pelosi regaining the speakership.
These issues include health insurance (most progressives
support a single-payer healthcare system), abortion, gun
control, minimum wage, the Green New Deal, and many
others that push the envelope more in terms of their
radicalness than the core ideology they follow. It’s clear that
most Democrats support the basic principles of
progressivism (affordable healthcare, reproductive rights,
environmental importance, etc.), but the con�ict arises
mostly in the extent and the speed with which progressives
want to enact these principles. The sentiment felt
throughout much of the movement is that change is
needed now, and if the Democratic Party doesn’t �nd a way
to enact this change or appease the growing amount of
voters demanding it then it risks even more fragmenting of
its base right before an election cycle.
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DEMOCRATIC VOTER
ENGAGEMENT
Lessons Learned in 2018 Democrats recorded massive
successes in the 2018 midterms; while �ipping the House
has helped create a check on Republican legislative and
executive power at the federal level, understanding the
state-level debates about voting legislation will help
Democrats be better positioned to have greater wins in
2020. The entire election cycle, from primaries to the general
election, was characterized by very strong Democratic
enthusiasm both in primary turnout and fundraising; the
Republicans were unable to match this enthusiasm,
particularly in the House races. (Taylor) Beyond pure voter
enthusiasm, the Democratic Party nominated several
moderate candidates in very competitive elections to try to
�ip a few more seats. While the DNC should be proud of
itself for gains made in the House, it’s equally important to
recognize that Democrats possibly underperformed in
Senate elections and the fundamental concern of the white
working-class electorate shifting right haven’t exactly been
resolved by the 2018 midterms. (Frostenson)

Some of the victories of the 2018 midterms for Democrats
weren’t even House or Senate races: ballot initiatives to
expand voting rights were a crucial focus this year. Florida,
one of four states that denies ex-felons the right to vote,
passed a ballot initiative to restore voting rights to almost 1.4
million possible new voters. (Gross) This proposition is
particularly important since Florida has shaped the results of
several elections at the national level, and enfranchising this
new population presents an opportunity for the Democratic
Party to invest time and resources to capture Florida’s votes
in 2020. While Florida is a prime example of voters pushing a
measure to expand voting rights, corruption and voter
misinformation was a problem for many voters in 2018. One
particularly concerning story that emerged during the 2018
election cycle was that of alleged election fraud in North
Carolina’s 9th Congressional District. (The Charlotte Observer
Editorial Board. “Hold a new election in NC’s tainted 9th
District,) The Charlotte Observer called for a new election to
be held in NC-9, citing evidence of widespread ballot fraud
conducted by political operatives who gained access to a
substantial number of voters’ absentee ballots. The DNC will
of course be tasked with running candidates in traditional
electoral races, but that is not enough to lead voters to a
Democratic victory; understanding the voting rights
legislation at the state level and being proactive with
election fraud concerns will also be priorities for members of
the DNC.

LEGISLATIVE EFFORTS TO RESTRICT
VOTING RIGHTS
While Democrats have made great strides in getting out the
vote for the 2018 midterms, Republican-controlled
legislatures across the country have increasingly passed
measures that could restrict the ability to vote for millions of
Americans. For example, North Dakota passed a law this
past year requiring all voters to provide a street address in
addition to the standard identi�cation requirements.
(Kimmelman) The law has disproportionately prevented
Native Americans who live on reservations from voting, as
they often only have a P.O. box rather than a street address.
In another more prominent example this past year, Georgia
enacted the “exact match” law for voter registration, which
requires that all voter registration information is an “exact
match” of the information maintained by the state. (Gross)
Using a nickname, making a spelling error, leaving out a
middle name, and many other seemingly simple errors are
all grounds for a voter registration being �agged under
Georgia’s system. Since election of�cials in Georgia are
predominantly white, voting rights lawyers have argued that
the exact match law unfairly targets African-American,
Asian-American, and Latino voters who may have unfamiliar
names. Keep in mind, Georgia and North Dakota are just
two of the states that have passed voting restrictions that
have disproportionately targeted minorities, and expect that
several other states with Republican-controlled legislatures
will continue to make moves to restrict the right to vote.

These legislative efforts to make it more dif�cult to vote in
certain states can be traced back to the 2013 Supreme Court
decision in Shelby County v. Holder. The case at hand was
about the 1964 Voting Rights Act, and the provision that
states with a history of voter discrimination would have to
get approval from the U.S. Attorney General or a panel of
district court judges before making any changes to state
laws governing elections or voting rights. The purpose of the
review was to ensure that the states of concern did not pass
any measures that would restrict voting rights on the basis
of race. Essentially the sections 4(b) and 5 of this law aimed
to ensure that the states continued to be in compliance with
the remaining provisions of the Voting Rights Act. In a 5-4
decision, the Supreme Court held that those provisions of
the law were no longer necessary, even though the
additional supervision may have been critical in the 1960s
and 1970s. The Court held that requiring only certain states
to seek approval to make changes in election law goes far
beyond the powers of the federal government, as states
should be given authority over their own elections. This
decision has allowed states to have greater discretion over
voting rights legislation, and the DNC has to make sure that
legislation targeting the right to vote is challenged, both in
state legislatures and the courts.
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Conclusion The 2018 midterms were, as many have pointed
out, a success for Democrats in the House. However, the
DNC needs to put forth a plan for Democrats in 2020 that
will maintain the House majority while picking up seats in
the Senate, both of which would ideally be part of the
overarching plan to �ip the White House. But elections are
not merely about which candidate is selected to run and
how much funding the campaign is given; Democrats need
to be proactive in ensuring that all people who are eligible to
vote are able to and that the party is making concrete efforts
to reach out to populations beyond the traditional
Democratic base, including groups that have made moves
to leave the Democratic sphere of in�uence.

When looking at Democratic voter engagement as a
whole, it’s important to note that this falls into two
categories: expanding the right to vote through legislation
and improving current voter education efforts. For the �rst
task, the DNC has to be prepared to keep a close eye on
state legislatures that are moving forward legislation that
would create unnecessary restrictions on the right to vote or
redistricting that dilutes the power of populations that
generally tend to vote blue. By working within the body and
with reliable progressive and Democrat partners, the DNC
should also be ready to mount legal challenges against
some of the laws that have been or will be passed by
Republican-controlled legislatures. Voter education efforts
have to be made more comprehensive as well--simply
getting people to register to vote is not merely enough to
ensure that these registered voters will actually make it to
the polling station on election day. Democrats need to give
serious thought to Get-Out-The-Vote efforts to understand
how to get people from the voter registration form to the
actual ballot, and making sure that ballot counts.
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PORTFOLIO POWERS
MEMBERS OF THE DEMOCRATIC
NATIONAL COMMITTEE
Ken Martin - Vice Chair, ASDC President

Ken Martin is the Vice Chair of the DNC and the President
of the Association for State Democratic Committees (ASDC).
(“A Message from ASDC President Ken Martin,” Association
of State Democratic Committees) The ASDC focuses on
strengthening state parties to help Democrats win at the
state level and beyond; state chairs and vice chairs from all
U.S. states and territories represent the interests of state
parties at the national level in the ASDC. Martin is also the
chair of the Minnesota Democratic-Farmer-Labor party and
has worked on electing progressives both in his home state
and at the national level.

Maria Elena Durazo - Vice Chair
Since 2013, Maria Elena Durazo has served as Vice Chair of

the DNC, focusing on organizing labor interests and
immigrant communities. ( “Maria Elena Durazo,” Democratic
National Committee) She is one of Los Angeles’ and
California’s political power players and has spent her life
transforming the politics of the region to focus on organized
labor. (Jim Newton. “Labor’s Maria Elena Durazo and a Life of
Activism”) The �rst female head of the Los Angeles
Federation of Labor, Durazo is now national union UNITE
HERE’s vice president for immigration, civil rights, and
diversity.

Michael Blake - Vice Chair
Vice Chair Michael Blake hails from the South Bronx,

where he has represented his hometown in the New York
State Assembly since 2014. A broadcast journalism graduate
from Northwestern University, Blake has worked in
grassroots organizing for eleven states and has worked in
key positions for state legislative races and on both of
President Obama’s campaigns. He served as the National
Deputy Director for President Obama’s 2012 “Operation
Vote” and has extensive experience with public
engagement, particularly with minority communities.

Rep. Grace Meng - Vice Chair
Vice Chair Grace Meng is the Congresswoman

representing New York’s 6th District (Queens) and is one of
the Democrats serving on the House Appropriations
Committee. Rep. Meng has pushed the DNC to expand
public outreach, particularly with Asian-American
communities; she has argued that the DNC needs to
engage more with ethnic and in-language media. Rep.
Meng has also stressed the importance of reaching out to
millenials and moving away from the traditional model of
campaign surrogates who are only on the trail right before
an election.

Karen Carter Peterson - Vice Chair of Civic Engagement
and Voter Participation

Vice Chair Karen Carter Peterson works speci�cally with
preventing voter disenfranchisement and improving DNC
operations to increase voter turnout. Given the way the 2018
midterms went, Peterson is faced with a push from several
states to curb voting rights along with unfair and unethical
practices at polling places across the country. Her
experience as the �rst female chair of the Louisiana
Democratic Party and as a representative of New Orleans
will come into play as issues regarding racial discrimination
in voting become more prominent.

Jason Rae - Secretary
Secretary Jason Rae was elected to the DNC at the age of

17 and has served in his current post for the past 15 years. As
one might expect from his role as Chair of the DNC Youth
Council, Rae has been critical in engaging young voters
within the party, an issue that will come up again in 2020
and beyond. He has also been part of the DNC’s effort to
better engage with the LGBT community at all levels of
government and supports greater transparency from the
party.

Bill Derrough - Treasurer
Treasurer Bill Derrough has decades of experience both

raising money for the Democratic Party and with supporting
the �nancial health of several private companies. His
professional background is in assisting with restructuring to
prevent loss of jobs while helping companies pay back their
creditors. Most notably, he worked on the American Airlines
2013 reorganization; his leadership preserved jobs and
pensions, and American Airlines was able to pay their
creditors back fully. Derrough is involved with several other
causes as well, including LGBT legal rights, AIDS patient care,
education, and the Catholic community.

DEMOCRATIC PARTY LEADERSHIP
Nancy Pelosi - Speaker of the House

Known to many as the �rst female Speaker of the House
and one of the most powerful women in contemporary
American politics, Speaker Nancy Pelosi is a skilled legislative
leader. Pelosi has constantly pushed for economic reforms
to help the middle class, stronger regulation of Wall Street
and corporate America, increased access to healthcare, and
American energy security, among dozens of other issues.
With the Democrats having gained control of the House,
Pelosi will look to advance the party’s legislative priorities
while being sure to bridge the ideological gaps within her
caucus.

Chuck Schumer - Senate Minority Leader
A born and bred New Yorker, Senate Minority Leader

Chuck Schumer started out as a member of the New York
State Assembly before moving on to represent New York’s
9th Congressional District (Brooklyn and Queens). As the
lead sponsor of the Violence Against Women Act, the Brady
Bill, and the Hate Crimes Prevention Act, Schumer has been
very active in the �ght to reduce crime rates across the
country. He continues to advocate for reducing college debt,
protecting entitlements, improving infrastructure, and
expanding consumer protections.

Tina Kotek - Democratic Legislative Campaign
Committee Chair

Having represented residents of Portland in the Oregon
State House of Representatives for over a decade,
Democratic Legislative Campaign Committee Chair has
substantial experience pushing forward Democratic
legislative priorities at the state level, including a redesign of
the welfare program, expanding LGBTQ rights, prioritizing
family-oriented programs that support paid leave and
childcare, and raising the minimum wage. As Democrats
look to move forward a progressive legislative agenda,
including bold goals to increase the minimum wage, offset
the costs of higher education, and expand access to
healthcare, being able to �nd a cohesive legislative direction
for the party will be one of Kotek’s largest responsibilities.
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Rep. Ben Ray Luján - Democratic Congressional
Campaign Committee Chair

Hailing from New Mexico’s 3rd Congressional District, Rep.
Ben Ray Luján is the Democratic Congressional Campaign
Committee Chair and oversees this organization’s efforts to
maximize the number of Democrats in the House of
Representatives. In nearly a decade of service in Congress,
Luján has prioritized economic and health insurance
reforms, along with expanding consumer rights and
keeping interest rates on student loans low.

Sen. Chris Van Hollen - Democratic Senatorial
Campaign Committee Chair

Senator Chris Van Hollen from Maryland is relatively new
to the Senate, but has over twenty years’ worth of legislative
experience at the state and national level. As the Democratic
Senatorial Campaign Committee Chair, Van Hollen will
oversee efforts to not just maintain the current party
balance but to also �ip additional seats to give Democrats a
majority in the Senate. His legislative priorities have included
transportation development, education, health care access,
and economic reform.

CANDIDATES FOR THE DEMOCRATIC
PRESIDENTIAL NOMINATION
Elizabeth Warren

On December 31, 2018, Massachusetts Sen. Elizabeth
Warren announced her exploratory committee for a possible
2020 run for president. With almost a year to go before Iowa,
Warren’s announcement marks the �rst formally
anticipated presidential campaign. In her announcement,
she focused on greater regulation of corporate America and
a need for Democrats to get back to being the party of the
people, while stressing the importance of economic reforms
to help the middle class. Warren has been an outspoken
critic of Trump throughout his candidacy and presidency,
and she her role in dealing with the aftermath of the 2008
�nancial crisis, she has been known to many as a
progressive star in the party.

Kamala Harris
Senator Kamala Harris from California hasn’t yet been

clear about her intentions to run for the Democratic
presidential nomination, but many political insiders believe
that she may soon add her name to the likely long list of
Democratic presidential contenders. On CNN, she said that
she would be making a decision on a possible run “soon,”
which a California radio station pinpointed to be around
Martin Luther King Jr. Day. An unexpected star of the
current Senate, Harris pushed the party to take greater
leadership on immigration issues, Planned Parenthood,
criminal justice reform, and more. Moreover, as the
Democratic voter base becomes more concerned with
identity issues, Harris may have the legal, legislative, and
personal experience to be a serious contender in 2020.

Joe Biden
With the name recognition of the vice presidency, many

believe that Joe Biden would instantly be a frontrunner in
the �eld of contenders for the Democratic presidential
nomination, if he chooses to run. However, if he does choose
to throw his hat in the ring, expect that this would create a
substantial clash between Biden’s more centrist views and
the views of younger, progressive Democrats that may enter
the �eld as well. His allies argue that Biden is best poised to
take on Trump successfully in the general, and Biden
himself has focused on a push to bring back Midwestern,
white working-class voters into the Democratic party.

Kirsten Gillibrand
New York Senator Kirsten Gillibrand hasn’t made a formal

declaration of her candidacy for the Democratic presidential
nomination, but she has made substantial moves to build a
campaign operation, including planning a visit to Iowa and
reportedly hiring her campaign director, communications
director, and deputy communications director. Her ties to
powerful Democratic donors and a re-election in 2018 have
left her with over $10 million to put towards a possible
presidential run. While it seems as though she has all the
resources of a run, she did previously promise that she
would serve out her full six-year term, starting with her re-
election in 2018.

Bernie Sanders
After the 2016 presidential election, Bernie Sanders

seemed like the most viable option in 2020, a view that
many of the more progressive members of the Democratic
Party held. While Sanders’ views on economic reform and
his emphasis on a grassroots campaign were unusual for a
candidacy in 2016, his progressive ideas have increasingly
been adopted by a substantial part of the party, and some of
his supporters may move towards campaigns of their own. If
Sanders is to be successful, he must be able to distinguish
himself from the younger, more diverse base of possible
candidates that share his more left-leaning ideas.

Julián Castro
On January 12, 2019, former Secretary of Housing and

Urban Development Julián Castro announced his intent to
compete for the Democratic presidential nomination. His
status in the Democratic Party was cemented by his keynote
speech at the 2012 Democratic National Convention, and
Castro was on the shortlist of vice presidential picks for
Hillary Clinton. Castro’s fundamental issues with Trump
center on the immigration debate and the rhetoric that
Trump and the GOP have used to describe immigrants.
Castro enters the �eld as the only declared Latino in a party
where the Latino voter base has been ever more important
in �ipping seats based in the Southwest United States in
particular.
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Beto O’Rourke
Texas congressman Beto O’Rourke is reportedly leaning

towards a presidential run, but perhaps unsurprisingly for
this Democratic star in Texas, he has not yet made any of the
traditional early moves in Iowa or New Hampshire. His
reluctance to commit to running could put him at a
disadvantage as other Democrats begin to announce his
run, but as a border-state Democrat, O’Rourke could be
crucial in 2020, especially since the current shutdown has
been focused on Trump’s plan for a border wall. O’Rourke
has been especially engaged with the issue of immigration,
meeting with asylum seekers and immigrant children; at
the same time, some of his most ardent supporters have
begun putting together the campaign infrastructure in the
absence of a clear signal from Beto himself.

Cory Booker
New Jersey Senator Cory Booker, like many of his would-

be competitors, hasn’t yet made a public decision to run for
president in 2020, but according to his allies, the campaign
framework has been assembled and is ready for him to start.
Booker’s team is narrowing down the �eld of potential
campaign managers and senior staffers for early primary
states, and the team has been involved in substantial
outreach in Iowa and New Hampshire. It’s very possible that
while he hasn’t yet announced, Booker is the furthest ahead
in campaign efforts in the early primary states that he needs
to win.

Amy Klobuchar
Minnesota Senator Amy Klobuchar perhaps isn’t as well

known as some of the other names of 2020 contenders, but
Iowa polls have shown her to be a legitimately competitive
candidate. Her questioning during the con�rmation
hearings for Justice Brett Kavanaugh put her in the national
spotlight, and in a year where it seems very likely that there
will be at least one woman on the ticket, Klobuchar might
be a top contender. She hasn’t yet made substantial moves
in establishing a campaign framework, but her advantage
comes from her Midwestern background; being able to
connect with voters in the region is critical for any
Democratic candidate.

Tulsi Gabbard
Representative Tulsi Gabbard from Hawaii announced her

intent to run on CNN on January 11, 2019, ahead of a likely
formal announcement of her candidacy. A veteran of the
Iraq War and a member of the House Foreign Affairs
Committee, Gabbard made sure to stress domestic policy
issues, such as healthcare, criminal justice reform, and
climate change, in her conversation with Van Jones.
However, her campaign will be centrally about the “issue of
war and peace,” said the formed DNC vice-chairwoman
turned Bernie Sanders supporter.

CURRENT SITUATION:
Due to the new claims by Denmark and other nations to
areas of the Arctic, many bordering states have begun to
militarize the region despite the international standards
provided for by UNCLOS.

Since 2007 when Russian scientists placed a Russian �ag
on the seabed of the Lomonosov Ridge following an
exploratory expedition, Russia has been spotted �ying air
patrols of strategic bombers like the Tu-95 or Tu-160 and
long-range anti-submarine warfare patrol aircraft.
Additionally, in 2008 the Russian navy announced its
resumption of warship authority in the area. Vladimir Putin
made a statement in 2013 while announcing the new naval
base in the Arctic that it was important Russia assert control
over the Northern Sea Route.

Russia is not alone in militarizing the Arctic. The United
States’ multipurpose nuclear submarines are constantly
patrolling the oceans of the Arctic. Also, it has been
proposed the US National Arctic Navy begin an intensive
Arctic training and establish new ground and undersea
surveillance stations. China, despite having no borders on
the Arctic, has sent their icebreaker to Arctic seas twice.
South Korea is preparing icebreakers to enter the region and
Canada has increasingly deployed troops to the area.

POSITION LIST
1. UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

2. CHINA

3. RUSSIA

4. FRANCE

5. UNITED KINGDOM

6. AUSTRALIA

7. BRAZIL

8. CANADA

9. DENMARK

10. FINLAND

11. GERMANY

12. GREECE

13. INDIA

14. ISRAEL

15. ITALY

16. JAPAN

17. MEXICO

18. NETHERLANDS

19. NORWAY

20. REPUBLIC OF KOREA

21. SWITZERLAND

22. TURKEY


