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Message From  

the External  
Vice-President 

Arsine Grigoryan 
 

My Fellow UPSA members! 
 
As Cal students, as political science majors, and 
more importantly as citizens, I trust that all of 
you have exercised your right to vote this month! 
 
Hopefully, most of you have attended our Peer 
Advising Night in preparation for your Tele-
Bears. If you have missed it, you can always 
visit our wonderful advisors for help. For those of 
you who attended our Great Debate, I hope that 
it was an educational experience and played a 
role in helping you better decide on who to vote 
for. 
 
Soon, we’ll be hosting the Student-Faculty 
Dinner, which allows you to have dinner with 
your professors and GSIs in a more informal 
setting. You must be a paid member to partake 
in this social event. I encourage all of you to 
attend. You can talk about whatever topic you 
wish with the people who educate you. It’s a 
great opportunity to meet other GSIs and 
Professors that may teach your class next 
semester and of course, it wouldn’t hurt to know 
them in advance. You’ll also be able to interact 
with other students and enjoy delicious food. 
Don’t miss out! 
 
I hope your midterms and papers are going well. 
Study hard but always remember to have fun 
and participate actively in the Undergraduate 
Political Science Association. 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Message From  

the Newsletter 
Editor-in-Chief 

Alex Hirsch 
 

For many of us political science undergraduates 
at Cal, this will be our first time voting in a 
Presidential Election. The historic nature of the 
candidates in this election, coupled with the 
extraordinary challenges that our next Chief 
Executive will face, makes this an exciting time 
to exercise our most fundamental duty in a 
democracy. 
 
Many eyes from around the world are watching 
the competition between Barack Obama and 
John McCain. The world has become a smaller 
place in this era of globalization and other 
nations know that the winner of the election will 
be in a position that affects them militarily, 
diplomatically, and as has been powerfully seen 
in the past few months, economically. 
 
In this issue, Nick Harris critiques the Electoral 
College that has been used to select the 
President for over 200 years. Erik Peinert covers 
one of John McCain’s last-ditch strategies as he 
tries to make an underdog victory. Matt Gillooly 
writes about the challenges a unified 
government can tackle if Barack Obama wins. 
Casondra Koufos describes the dangers the 
powerful Chinese economy faces from the 
global economic crisis. Kevin Amirehsani reports 
on the controversial Ergenekon trial that is 
ongoing in Turkey, the vitally situated country on 
the crossroads between East and West. 
 
On behalf of the entire “Monthly Politick” staff, I 
invite you to read on. 
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CALIFORNIA: Your 
Vote Doesn't Matter 

By Nick Harris 
 

Our nation has a unique system of electing our 

Presidents through the Electoral College, where 

state are given a number of electoral votes based 

upon the stateôs population. 

 

This system has an abundance of characteristics 

that harm the democratic process and prevent a 

majority of the people from exercising their right 

to actively participate and shape the democracy 

that they live in. 

 

The first and most fundamental problem with the 

Electoral College is it completely ignores the 

popular vote. In November 2000, this nightmare 

scenario became a reality. For the first time in 

the 20
th
 century, the candidate who lost the 

popular vote became President. Could 

democracy be anymore denigrated? George 

Bush, receiving less than 48% of the peopleôs 

vote, won the election, despite the fact that the 

majority of the nation had voted against him. 

 

 
 

Second, the Electoral College hinders the 

candidates from speaking to the people of all 

states by shifting their focus to the ñswing 

statesò. This leads towards an excessive  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

difference between campaigning in swing states 

and campaigning in other states. In the election 

this fall, the three largest statesðNew York, 

California, and Texasðreceived fewer numbers 

of visits and less campaign money compared to 

smaller states, such as Pennsylvania and Ohio. 

 

Finally, the Electoral College goes against the 

very basic rights of ñone man, one voteò. By 

dividing the states up into electoral votes, we 

have created a system  where people in certain 

states have a vote worth more than people in 

other states. For example, Wyoming has a 

population of around 500,000, and has 3 

electoral votes. This means that each vote is 

decided by approximately 166,000 people. On 

the other hand, California has a population of 

around 37,000,000, and has 55 electoral votes. 

This means that each vote is decided by 

approximately 673,000 people. In other words, 

this system gives people in Wyoming close to 4x 

the voting power of people in California. 

 

 
 

Thus, I come to my conclusion. California: your 

vote doesnôt matter. 
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Blaming Socialism, 

Helping Socialism 
By Erik Peinert 

 

Unless polls are even less reliable than the 

weatherman, John McCain is unpopular right 

now. His most recent campaign strategy, 

accusing Obama of being Socialist, is the only 

tactic that seems to have stuck at all, even 

among his base. At McCain rallies, the buzz 

words of the Cold War are back (Socialist, 

Marxist, Communist, etc.), along with McCainôs 

repetitive usage of Obamaôs ñspread the wealth 

aroundò comment. Combining both his current 

unpopularity and the current state of the US 

economy (or peopleôs perceptions of it, 

depending on whom you are speaking with), his 

recent campaign strategy may do more to 

advance the cause of Socialism than it will do to 

hinder it, and it will surely not get him elected. 

 

First, I need to explain what I mean when I say 

Socialism because of the enormous number of 

various definitions floating around. Socialist 

parties around the world, most specifically the 

ones in Europe, are focused on making sure that 

there are safety nets within society, so that 

people who lose their jobs, get sick, or get 

injured are cared for. Though government 

ownership of everything was certainly what the 

Soviets advocated, it is not the current state of 

the ideology. So, with this in mind, social 

security is a socialist program. Indeed, at the 

time of its creation, such accusations were made. 

By the same token, universal healthcare is a 

socialist ideal. While this is an extremely 

watered down idea of what Communism and 

Socialism are, it is the state of things right now. 

McCain is lumping them into the same group, 

for the obvious reason that it helps his campaign 

more. He said in a radio interview recently, ñAt 

least in Europe, the Socialist leaders who so  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

admire my opponent are upfront about their 

objective.ò European leaders are hardly avid 

followers of the Communist Manifesto. McCain 

has been careful to only use this attack in 

reference to Obamaôs tax plan and let his 

supportersô Cold War Era fears do the rest. 

 

However, considering current opinions of the 

economy, the ideal of Socialism, at least in the 

form of Obamaôs tax plan, is less of a scare to 

voters. The first main socialist programs we 

have in the United States are from the New Deal, 

which was the result of an economic crisis. Just 

the same, the European governments adopted 

their social welfare programs at about the same 

time, as the result of the Great Depression and 

the devastation of World War II. So, with people 

panicked over the possibility of losing their jobs 

and pensions, rallying against ñspreading the 

wealthò may not be the most effective strategy; 

at such times, a safety net can sound like a pretty 

good idea. This tactic may help in some 

miniscule way, but it will not get him elected. 

 

Also, if he is actually concerned about Socialism, 

it is counterproductive. McCain has made this 

issue of Socialism a very salient issue in the past 

several weeks in an attempt to center the vote on 

this issue. Nonetheless, he is most likely to lose 

no matter what. In making the election about 

Socialism, and losing, he will have given the 

Democrats, should they so choose, a green light 

to put more socialist policies in place. There is 

also a degree of ñthe boy who cried wolfò in this 

situation. Since this will most likely be 

remembered as a last-ditch scare tactic by a 

losing candidate, he may be ignored if he raises 

objections when such policies are actually being 

put in place. 
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A Respite from the 
ñDo-Nothing-

Congressò and 
Divided Government 

By Matt Gillooly 

 

As the 2008 Election campaigns began, nobody 

seemed to foresee the impending implosion of 

the global financial markets, the sky-rocketing 

national debt, the discontent with the war in Iraq, 

or the immense and near total unpopularity of 

the Republican brand. These events can 

potentially propel Democratic candidates to a 

nearly insurmountable position over the 

Republicans in order to achieve a filibuster-

proof majority in the Senate. If the Democrats 

achieve unified government with a filibuster-

proof majority, they will be positioned to 

achieve broad solutions to the most pressing 

issues today. However, because of the nature of 

these institutions, there will be political and 

practical limitations on what they can achieve. 

 

For the past 60 years, divided government has 

become the norm. Recently, this divided 

government has become increasingly partisan 

and contentious. The American people have 

become frustrated with the partisan bickering 

and want solutions to the looming, unsolved 

problems of the day. To solve these difficult 

challenges, the government needs to institute 

coordinated, long term actions that are made 

possible under a unified government. 

         

In the past, the government came together out of 

necessity to offer solutions through extensive 

government actions such as the New Deal. For 

example, in 1934 President Roosevelt and the 

Democrat-controlled Congress created the New  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Deal programs to respond to the Great 

Depression and attempt to overcome the worst 

crisis facing the Union since the Civil War. 

Similarly, the next several years of government 

will likely have an Obama Presidency with a 

filibuster-proof majority in Congress, which will 

mean that even if Republicans try to stop 

legislation they oppose from being voted on the 

Senate floor, the Democrats can file cloture and 

end debate on a bill. Thus, it will be much easier 

to pass bills that Democrats support that will 

likely need to be as broad and transformative as 

the New Deal programs in order to respond to 

the aforementioned problems facing the United 

States. 

 

The benefit of this unified government will be 

that bills that would never have passed otherwise 

with divided government will pass and will do 

so with greater efficiency. However, the 

Democrats will also have to coordinate the broad 

filibuster-proof majority to get anything done. 

Another practical problem is that there will be 

no constraint on Democrats to limit pork barrel 

projects and government spending could quickly 

spiral out of control. The Democrats will also be 

constrained by the towering national debt that 

has been created in the past 8 years of 

Republican control. 

 

Perhaps most importantly, many of the problems 

the Democrats have to try to solve are broader 

than the United Statesô ability to solve. For 

example, ending the global recession requires 

greater coordination with other nations and will 

not end simply by creating programs such as the 

New Deal. 

 

Though unified Democratic government offers a 

historic opportunity to solve our current pressing 

problems, this government is still constrained by 

practical and political realities that even a 

ñhyperactive Congressò will not be able to 

completely solve and will require long-term 

governmental commitment. 
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Experts Remain 
Ambivalent about 
Chinaôs Economy 

By Casondra Koufos 

 
Recession. Many of us cringe at the thought of 

hearing this word, and to economists, it 

invariably means one thingðdecline. Is China 

immune from the global recession which has 

struck the rest of the world? Chinese investors 

assure us that its economy remains sound, but 

others claim the global crisis will have a large 

impact. As a country whose GDP growth has 

averaged 11% per year, China remains an 

important business partner in the global 

economy. 

 

According to China View, the global financial 

crisis is ñset to affect the real world economy, 

including the Chinese economy.ò More notably, 

the financial crisis is anticipated to affect 

Chinaôs small and medium-sized enterprises 

(SMEs). They play an increasing role in creating 

jobs and developing innovations. Chinaôs SMEs 

ñexceeded 4.3 million and contributed to almost 

60% of GDP, 50% of tax revenues, and 75% of 

new jobs every year.ò With a decrease in this 

sector of the economy, Chinaôs future could be 

troublesome. 

 

What is apparent is the GDP slowdown China is 

already experiencing. As reported in Business 

Week, for the ñthird quarter, GDP growth was 

9%, the worst in five years.ò Most economists 

say ñ8% is the minimum growth China needs to 

create enough jobs for the millions of young 

people entering the workforce.ò The slowdown 

is predicted to intensify, with some economists 

less optimistic that China will maintain 9% 

growth. The engine of the economy is ñstill  

 

 

 

 

 

primarily its huge volume of exports.ò                                  

Consumers in the United States and Europe have 

drastically reduced their spending and exports 

have plunged as a result. A large toy factory in 

Guangdong Province closed its doors this month, 

leaving nearly 7,000 unemployed. Many other 

factories across China have suffered similar 

fates. Amidst the waning economy, factory 

closings, and loss of jobs, Chinese officials are 

still confident that Chinaôs economy is stable 

and will continue to be a major power globally. 

In ñBloomberg.com,ò Chinese President Hu 

Jintao said, ñfundamentals in China have not 

changed despite the crisis.ò He does 

acknowledge that because of the changing 

financial situation, ñChina will expand its 

domestic demand and promote a sound 

economic development.ò Chinaôs central bank 

cut interest rates for the third time in six weeks 

in an attempt to bolster economic growth. It 

seems that China is trying to take a proactive 

approach instead of a reactive approach toward 

the economic crisis. The real question that 

should be asked is: how much of an impact will 

these measures have on Chinaôs economy? Xing 

Ziqiang, an economist at Chinaôs International 

Corp. claimed that ñit isnôt likely to have an 

immediate effect on Chinaôs economy; whatôs 

needed is more government spending.ò 

 

As the US and Europe experience economic 

stagnation, experts remain ambivalent about 

how this will affect Chinaôs economy. With a 

country exceedingly dependent upon exports, 

one has to wonder: if fewer good are sold, is 

China really immune from a financial crisis? 

The outlook seems grave, but in light of recent 

merging interest with Russia, China might be 

better off than other industrialized nations also 

facing the crisis. This should certainly be hoped 

for, not only for the sake of the Chinese, but also 

for the sake of the rest of the world. 
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Ergenekon and the 

Battle for Turkeyôs 
Future 

By Kevin Amirehsani 

 

There are few places in the world where ardent 

secularism and ultranationalism combine as 

powerfully as they do in Turkey. These two 

forces have shaped the countryôs politics for the 

last 80 years, but they are now facing their 

greatest challenge: a surging political movement 

rooted in Islam that seeks both more room for 

religion in Turkish society, as well as closer ties 

with the West. And at the heart of this conflict, 

which has the potential to define Turkey for the 

next 80 years, is the current trial of a shadowy 

organization known as ñErgenekon.ò 

 

Since the inception of the Turkish Republic in 

1923 under the leadership of Mustafa Kemal 

Ataturk, Turkey has charted a unique path, one 

wholly distinct from its Arab neighbors to the 

East and European neighbors to the West. 

Ataturk restored Turkish pride and nationalism 

after the breakup of the Ottoman Empire by 

transforming the countryôs institutions. He 

created a constitutional republic; modernized the 

education system; shifted the Turkish language 

from the Arabic alphabet to a form of Latin 

script; and thoroughly secularized the nation by 

abolishing the Islamic caliphate and resolutely 

divorcing all elements of religion from those of 

the state. 

But with the 2002 rise of the popular Justice and 

Development Party (AKP), a socially 

conservative, economically liberal, and pro-

Western party labeled Islamist by its detractors, 

Ataturkôs secularist and nationalist ideological 

descendants have become increasingly worried.  

 

 

 

An AKP-sponsored constitutional amendment 

passed earlier this year that repealed a university 

ban on women wearing headscarves drew the ire 

of the Judiciary, military, and students. It was 

struck down several months later. Soon 

afterwards, the AKP barely survived charges 

that it should be banned for subverting Turkeyôs 

secular principles when the Constitutional Court 

ruled against its prohibition in a 6-5 vote. 

Further, the partyôs staunch support of Turkeyôs 

bid for European Union membership has 

angered many who view the West with distrust, 

especially after the U.S. invasion of Iraq. And 

finally, in a fitting culmination, secularists and 

ultranationalists are currently up in arms over 

Ergenekon, dubbed by some commentators as 

ñthe case of the century.ò 

Named after a legendary valley in Central Asia 

where the Turkish people are believed to have 

originated from, the group is accused of violent 

conspiracy on a massive scale, and its 86 alleged 

members are charged with attempting to 

destabilize Turkey and overthrow the AKP 

government. Among the accused are high-

profile army officers, politicians, businessmen, 

journalists, lawyers, and university officials. 

Prosecutors contend that through planning and 

executing a number of murders and bombings, 

many of which were intended to consequently be 

blamed on Islamists or Kurdish rebels, the 

enigmatic organization would cause enough 

chaos to eventually persuade the military to 

stage a coup and overthrow the government of 

AKP Prime Minister Recep Tayyip Erdogan. 

Erdogan, currently a moderate, began his career 

advocating a greater presence for Islam in 

Turkish politics. Rumors that a number of ex-

generals were planning to depose his  
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administration have been circulating from as 

early as 2003. 

The prosecution claims that Ergenekon was 

responsible for a number of crimes, such as an 

attack on a secular newspaper in 2006 (which 

sparked pro-secular, anti-government protests), 

as well as the murders of a judge, priest, and 

Kurdish rebel sympathizer. Moreover, the 2,455-

page indictment also asserts that the group was 

plotting to assassinate Erdogan, Nobel literature 

laureate Orhan Pamuk, Turkeyôs military chief, 

and top Kurdish politicians. Many have also 

speculated that Ergenekon was also behind a 

deadly July bombing in Istanbul, which killed 17 

people and injured 150. Opponents of the trial, 

however, regard it as a political witch hunt by 

Erdoganôs administration to silence its 

nationalist and secularist opponents ï mainly the 

military and the courts. And even if a number of 

the defendants are guilty of crimes, they argue, 

the enormous size and scope of the trial is more 

indicative of a political show than a serious 

attempt to bring the perpetrators to justice. 

The presence of a murky and conspiratorial body 

of largely anti-Western security officials that is 

behind many acts of violence, popularly known 

as the ñDeep State,ò has been pondered by Turks 

for many years. This matter is particularly 

relevant, due to the powerful role that the 

military, the bastion of secularism and 

ultranationalism, plays in Turkish affairs. In fact, 

the Turkish military has toppled four 

governments since 1960, and in spite of the 

AKPôs popularity (it garnered 47% of the vote in 

a 2007 snap parliamentary election) one can be  

 

 

 

 

certain that a sizable percentage of Turks would 

not mind a fifth intervention. 

Modern Turkey is a bit of a paradox. It is a 

nation with one of the most advanced economies 

in the Middle East and where many have reaped 

the benefits of massive development during the 

past half century. But it is also a nation where 

one can still be jailed for insinuating that the 

Armenian genocide occurred, or insulting any 

element of the Turkish state. This contradiction 

has been embedded in Turkish society for quite 

some time, but it has never been without 

controversy, and the issue is reemerging on the 

countryôs political scene with a vigor arguably 

never seen before in the Republicôs history. 

There is little question that a battle for Turkeyôs 

future is being waged today between secularist 

and ultranationalist elements on one side, and 

religious and pro-Western ones on the other, and 

much of the showdown will take place in the 

Istanbul courtroom of the Ergenekon trial. The 

winner may not be known for some time, and 

loser will not concede easily, but the outcome is 

sure to shape Turkeyôs politics for years to come. 

 


