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“I guess I think the reason the
election came out like it was because a lot of people are unhappy
with the state of America. I don’t
think it’s a good thing. I think
in general we need to be more
tolerant of others and find other
ways to solve our problems.”
Margaret Greene
Sophomore
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“I guess he’s smart in
business and economics.
If he just toned down the
things he says like racial
matters and other issues
such as illegal immigrants.
I’m pretty sure it was just
like an act to gain more
support and encouragement from those people
that felt that we need
more jobs.”
Patricia Stansberry
Senior
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“I am kinda scared for this
country. I’m a minority here
and I’m a Muslim so its scary
because I feel like it’s not safe
here...It is hard to see what’s
going on because of the racism
right now, but I feel like when
President Trump will come
in there will be more hatred
toward the minority groups.”
Israa Mashreque
Junior

“I feel like a lot of
people weren’t really
represented by either
of the two candidates. I feel like other
people could have
been represented.”
Jay Price
Freshman

“In one word, bad. I don’t
understand how someone with
zero political experience is
qualified or even eligible to run
an entire nation.”
Logan Etheredge
Senior

THIRD PARTies SHape Politics
by LINA SALEH

“P

olitical parties are just so completely entrenched in our government system that for
a lot of people, politics just doesn’t really
make sense without them,” Latin teacher
David Letts said.
For many Americans, it can be so difficult to imagine
politics without the two major modern political parties
that it’s often forgotten that these particular versions of
the Democratic and Republican Parties have only existed
since the 1960s. While Democratic blue and Republican
red are usually the only colors that stain the electoral map
in modern elections, third party advocates saw the 2016
election as a chance to bring new colors to American
politics.
Each election tends to have numerous little known
third party candidates decorating the ballots, but 2016 saw
the push of the Libertarian Party and the Green Party to
make themselves noticed in the mudslinging of the major
party candidate race. During the numerous campaigns
for the Republican nomination in the summer of 2015,
physician and political activist Jill Stein once again accepted
the nomination of the Green Party as she had in 2012. Following suit, the Libertarian Party in January of 2016 also
nominated their former 2012 candidate Gary Johnson, a
former Republican who served two terms as the governor
of New Mexico.
While Johnson and Stein attempted to highlight
themselves as another option against the highly controversial major party candidates Hillary Clinton and Donald
Trump, Letts found the overall impact of third parties during this election to be insignificant.
“I think they were inconsequential,” Letts said. “I
never got to know Stein very well throughout the process and I only really got to hear a few interviews from
Johnson.”
Regardless of any data found afterwards, the election
of 2000 serves as a reminder of the idea that third parties
could be a spoiler for American elections. This idea that
has perpetrated into the average view on third parties became a touchy issue for 2016’s main third party candidates.
“Why would you even say that,” Johnson angrily
shouted during a debate night watch party back in September. “We’re giving people a chance to vote for something as opposed to the lesser of two evils! You want to

waste your vote on Hillary or Trump? Go right head. We’re
not spoilers, we’re the first vote!”
With the widespread unpopularity of the major
party candidates, Johnson found support among people
considering third parties as their first choice, including
senior William Dotson.
“With Gary Johnson, I liked the fact that he promotes capitalism, but he sees things that are wrong with
it,” Dotson explained. “Like how he bashes trickle down
economics and how it doesn’t work for people with a
lower socioeconomic status and how he’s liberal when it
comes to social issues.”
Alongside Letts, Dotson agreed with the lack of attention given to third parties during the election.
“In the past, I didn’t really pay much attention to politics, so I probably wouldn’t have known too much about
third party candidates,” Dotson said. “But now I definitely
would have voted for Gary Johnson.”
Although Letts believed the third parties in this election to be inconsequential, he has found reason to support
third party candidates in the past, specifically when he
voted for Nader in the 2000 election. Regardless of this
vote and show of support, Letts doesn’t believe that an entirely new, permanent third party will emerge in the future.
“I think if a major third party emerges and manages
to actually happen, it’ll be a blend of the existing parties
and supercede one of the major parties,” Letts explained.
In addition, he believes that the American government
likely runs best on a two party system, in contrast to
nations such as Canada or Great Britain that have three
party systems.
“The challenge there is always to build coalitions,”
Letts said. “You can have a prime minister that represents
a particular party, but they’re only prime minister because
of that coalition that happens with other parties. Depending on the solidity of that coalition, they may not be able
to govern well.”
Third parties tend to center the debate on how
many choices the American people should have, as shown
through Jill Stein’s post-election argument against claims
that she and fellow third party candidate Johnson acted
as spoilers to Clinton and Trump. “The idea that ‘having
more choices is bad’ is a very dangerous idea,” Stein said
in an interview with ABC news. “What that says is that we

should
be limited to two state
sanctioned parties.”
In regards to the plans
of third parties in
the future, which
hope to continue
to provide Americans with some
form of a third
choice, the
question in the
distant future
of American
politics may not
be how many
political parties
should we have,
but instead
whether to
have them at all.

Each state, based on its population,
is allotted a portion of the 538 total
available electoral votes. A candidate, then needs a majority of 270
to win election to the presidency.
The map above reflects the number
of electoral votes allotted per state,
as well as the District of Columbia.

TEENS TAKE ON
					 THE ELECTION
by LINA SALEH
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or senior Charlotte Crotwell, who
turned eighteen before November
8th, voting in the 2016 elections was
a foregone conclusion.
“I’ve just always felt that it was
something I had to do,” Crotwell explained.
While Crotwell always knew she would
be casting her ballot this year, not everyone
in her age group holds the same opinion on
participating in politics. Within the realm of
political conversations, it’s often believed that
young people don’t have the drive to head to
the voting booths. Whether it’s local, congressional, or even presidential elections, statistics
confirm that 18 to 24 year olds are less likely
to vote than other age groups.
“Historically, it’s just always been older

people who are
more likely
to vote,”
social
studies
teacher
Bradley Ross
said.
As a result
of this imbalance in
voting age, a bipartisan group of scholars
convened by CIRCLE,
the Center for Information and Research on Civic
Learning and Engagement,
came together after the 2012
elections to investigate data on
civic knowledge, voting behavior,
and the educational experiences of
Americans 25 years old and under.
While they point out numerous
causes behind low youth voter turnout,
Ross had one reason in mind for the lack
of participation in young voters.
“There are some young people who
think it won’t affect their lives, or that it’s
just too big of a hassle,” Ross said.
Ross also cited the hassle of voting as
being an issue when he was first able to vote.
“During the 2008 election, I was still
in college, and I would’ve had to drive about
four hours away to vote,” Ross said. “Right
now I would do that, but at the time, I
didn’t see that as a high priority.”
While Ross agrees that he should
have seen voting as crucial, he remembers his uncertainty then. “For me, it
was just being unsure about the voting
process and having to do it by myself that
made me nervous, which was probably the
biggest reason I didn’t vote back then,” Ross
said.
According to CIRCLE’s report, uncertainty about how to vote and a lack of civic
engagement are the main issues for limited
turnout among youth voters. However, for
students like Alan Fuentes, who also turned
eighteen before the election, there were
other reasons for not getting involved in the
voting process.
“I just felt like this particular election
wasn’t worth it,” Fuentes explained. “The two
candidates didn’t have much going for them.
If there had been different candidates, then I
probably would’ve voted.”
Despite the controversy over the candidates, Crotwell believes that there are many
important aspects of the election that voters
should consider. “For a lot of people, this kind
of election makes them not want to vote,

“It is really kind of confusing
because it is hard to keep up with
what is going on. Everyone is just
acting really crazy because Trump
is President now and Obama is
saying goodbye. It is just really
different how this is affecting
everybody.”
Kelila Blackwell
Sophomore
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but I still feel like it’s important to go out and
cast my vote,” Crotwell said. “Even if my vote
doesn’t matter as much, since different states
can go different ways, there are still a lot of
local elections that can be really important
and more personal to how your life goes.
Even if they’re less flashy, they can still have
the same effect.”
However, Ross believes that youth participation in politics is on the rise.
“I think young people are getting a lot
better about voting, or at least they’re saying
they’re getting a lot better about it,” Ross
said. “Right now, I think with current events,
especially with social media and the internet
being so prominent...I think that the candidates are becoming more accessible.”
This accessibility, Ross explained, gives
young people more of a chance than ever
before to involve themselves in the political process and have a better understanding
before heading to the polls.
“It used to be when the president made
a speech, maybe not everyone got to hear
that speech or got to know what was said,”
Ross said.
While social media can make it easier
for people to engage in politics, the prevalence of false news reports this past election
requires young and older voters alike to
scrutinize the authenticity of information.
The CIRCLE report also found that for
young people in the 2012 election, only ten
percent of voters between 18 to 24 met the
standard for informed engagement.
“Teachers face an inhospitable climate
for civics; tests and standards that do not reward discussing current events, considerable
resistance from parents to anything touching
politics, and a national political climate that
alienates young people...” Director of CIRCLE
Peter Levine stated in the report.
Although the political climate has grown
more controversial since the release of that
report, Ross feels certain that every person,
from the day they turn 18 until death, should
value their right to vote.
“Being able to vote and the democratic
process is one of the great things that makes
America what it is,” Ross explained. “Not
every country gets a say in who their leader
is going to be and we’re one of the great
countries that allows us to choose someone
who we think is going to best fit the needs of
our country for the next four years. Even if
you turn eighteen on the day of the election,
your voice should be heard.”
“You have the right for political participation,” Crotwell said. “So, if you want to have
any influence in government, then you need
to let your voice be heard.”

