
OVER THE LAST FOUR YEARS, the
Center for Governmental Studies at the
University of Virginia has grown rapidly
into one of the nation’s premier political
education organizations, reaching countless
people through our programs, events, and
publications. Through the years, our mis-
sion has remained constant: teaching
Americans that politics, in fact, is a good
thing.

The time has come, however, to renew
our commitment to our motto. The Center
will now be known as the University of
Virginia Center for Politics. Although the
name, logo, and website have changed, our
programs, mission, and commitment to
political education and civic participation
will remain constant. By changing our
name, we believe that we are taking a great
step toward combating some of the nega-
tive connotations associated with the word
politics. To read more about the name
change, please see the article on page 4.

What’s in a Name?
CENTER CHANGES NAME, MISSION STAYS THE SAME

THROUGH THE NATIONAL SYMPOSIUM ON WARTIME
POLITICS, the University of Virginia Center for Politics explored the
remarkable history of American politics during times of crisis and mili-
tary conflict. Many of the country’s leading scholars, journalists, and
political practitioners came to Charlottesville to discuss not only the cur-
rent political landscape in light of September 11, but also how the politi-
cal parties, media, and political leaders
have responded in times of war
throughout our nation’s history. By
promoting this discussion, the Center
believes that the hard-learned lessons
from the past can be applied to help
us better understand our present situ-
ation, as well as to help prepare us for
future conflicts. 

Opening Address
The Honorable John W. Warner (R-
VA), a four-term U.S. Senator and for-
mer chairman of the Senate Armed
Services Committee, tapped into his
vast military and political experience
March 27 during his speech to a
crowd of over 400 in U.Va.’s Wilson
Auditorium. During his address, which
kicked off the Center’s National
Symposium on Wartime Politics,
Warner discussed several issues relating to homeland security and U.S.
military preparedness in the post-September 11 political climate. 

Following introductory remarks, Warner opened the floor up for a 45-
minute question-and-answer session. The senator named defense as one
of the country’s top priorities, but said Congress is charged with a diffi-
cult task when balancing additional military expenditures with more
immediate domestic concerns like social security. Warner also made
headlines by suggesting that the United States may have to invade Iraq.
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“”If we are going to do it, the
president has to take into considera-
tion a couple of factors,” Warner
said. “One, we should do it with
other nations and not be singled
out again as the sole nation attack-
ing a sovereign Arab nation. And,
number two, we’d better prepare
everybody here at home because
that battle is going to be a tough
one.” 

Politics and Partisanship
The first panel discussion, “Politics of
Conflict: Redefining Partisanship,”
was led by Craig Crawford of The
Hotline and held in the Rotunda
Dome Room on March 27. Panelists
included Maria Cardona from the
Democratic National Committee; Ed
Gillespie of Quinn, Gillespie and
Associates; Stanley Greenberg of
Greenberg Quinlan Rosner Research
Inc.; and Mindy Tucker from the
Republican National Committee. 

The panel discussed the role of
politics and partisanship during
times of crisis with a focus on the
current War on Terrorism. Several
panelists also referred to previous
conflicts including the Gulf War,
Vietnam, and World War II. 

Panelists vigorously debated what
the messages from the Democratic
and Republican camps should be
and how political parties balance

the war effort and domestic issues.
The panelists also considered how
these issues will affect the midterm
elections in 2002 and the presiden-
tial election in 2004. 

Homeland Security
On April 1, Deputy Assistant to the
President for Homeland Security
Mark A. Holman discussed the role
of his new department in the wake
of September 11. Holman, a key
advisor to Office of Homeland
Security Director Tom Ridge, is in
charge of the Office of Homeland
Security’s external affairs team. His
work includes intergovernmental
affairs, public liaison, congressional
affairs and communications. 

Holman addressed the new meas-
ures being taken since the terrorist
attacks, and stressed the importance
of his department’s work. He likened
his job to being drafted during a
war—you aren’t happy your job
exists, but when you are asked to do
it, you put everything into it for the
good of your country. 

Despite parodies of his depart-
ment’s new color-coded alert
scheme on “Saturday Night Live”
episodes, Holman pointed out that
the Office of Homeland Security
must focus on more serious domes-
tic security issues, including mini-
mizing leaks of confidential

information on the Internet and fos-
tering stronger communication
between state, local and federal
emergency response teams. 

While acknowledging that his
department has a great deal of work
ahead, he reassured the audience
that there has been considerable
progress made from six months ago.
Regarding backlash in public pres-
sure and scrutiny of the office,
Holman said that while it is impor-
tant to listen to the public debate, it
is more important for him and
Ridge to focus on future attacks. 

“The comments aren’t what wor-
ries you. It’s the terrorism that wor-
ries you,” Holman said. 

The Role of the Media
The fifth event in this year’s sympo-
sium, “Crisis Coverage: The Evolving
Role of the Media” analyzed post-
September 11 media coverage. The
panel was moderated by UVA
Professor of Politics Paul Freedman,
and panelists included USA Today’s
Ed Foster-Simeon; Steve Fox from
washingtonpost.com; National
Journal’s Ann Klenk; and Center for
Politics Director Larry J. Sabato. 

In times of crisis, the media must
pay particular attention to verifying
stories before airing them. Panelists
noted this is especially important for
television and web-based news out-
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lets, whose viewers often demand
instant news coverage, leaving little
time for verification. 

The Bush administration has not
made the media’s task any easier,
however, by releasing little informa-
tion about military action in the
War on Terror. Some panelists said
the media is not doing enough to
challenge the administration, and
expressed concern that the govern-
ment is withholding too much
information. 

The panel agreed that the media
covered the September 11 tragedy
well, and that public perception of
the industry has grown since then.
Sabato gave the media an “A” for its
September 11 coverage but said
quality has slipped recently. As a
result, he graded current coverage 
as a “C.” 

Political Leadership
The final panel discussion of this
year’s symposium on wartime poli-
tics was entitled “Political Leadership
in Times of Crisis: A Historical
Perspective.” The panel included J. D.
Crouch II, Assistant Secretary of
Defense for International Security
Policy; UVA Professor of Politics
Sidney Milkis; Michael Waldman,
former speechwriter for President
Bill Clinton; and pollster John Zogby
of Zogby International. Jim Sofka,

“If the history of wartime politics
teaches anything,” said Feingold, “it
is that measures that seem just …
can have damaging and lasting con-
sequences.”

Although it was difficult to
oppose a bill labeled the “Patriot
Act,” Feingold said he could not
support the legislation because of its
computer trespassing and police
search provisions, which he said
were too broad. Feingold, who is
considered a potential 2004 presi-
dential candidate, even took a stab
at the Democratic leadership for
steamrolling the bill without allow-
ing sufficient time for debate. 

The Symposium Series
Each spring, the National
Symposium Series brings together
the most informed voices and
brightest stars on the national scene
to discuss subjects of particular rele-
vance to the health of American
politics. The National Symposium
on Wartime Politics followed last
year’s successful program on the
presidential selection process and
the inaugural Symposium in 2000,
which explored the role of character
in politics. Next year the Center’s
symposium will analyze the lively
topic of political humor, exploring
its impact on popular and political
culture. ★

UVA Professor of Politics, moderated
the discussion. 

Political leadership becomes
increasingly important in times of
national crisis, as evidenced by the
events of September 11. The pan-
elists discussed President Bush’s per-
formance and the future
implications of his actions, and they
debated whether or not public
opinion polls should have an effect
on the formulation of presidential
policy. All the panelists agreed the
country is facing a unique set of dif-
ficulties, but included historical
examples in their comments to pro-
vide possible solutions and to iden-
tify past weaknesses. References
were made to Jefferson’s response to
the Barbary pirates and McKinley’s
role in the Spanish American War.
Some panelists drew parallels
between Bush’s War on Terrorism
and Truman’s Cold War. 

Senator Russ Feingold
As the only senator to vote against
the “USA Patriot Act” anti-terrorism
bill, Sen. Russ Feingold (D-WI) has
been a vocal opponent of govern-
ment infringement of civil liberties.
In his speech, the senator empha-
sized the importance of maintaining
the country’s principals of equality
and nondiscrimination, especially
with regard to racial profiling. 
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JUST OVER 2,500 YEARS AGO,
a great experiment began in the
ancient Greek city-state of Athens.
That experiment was given the title
“democracy”, a word that literally
means people power. The hypothe-
sis was that a citizenry could be
trusted to govern itself.

This experiment presupposed
some basic values. First and fore-
most was the notion that civic
involvement is virtuous. The word
polis (meaning city-state) served as
the root for both politis (citizen) and
politicos (politician, an English deriv-
ative of the same root). These near-
ly identical words highlight the
essential link between the concepts
they describe. Citizenship and polit-
ical participation were one in the
same, both with a very positive
connotation.

The evolution of another ancient
Greek word further highlights the
value placed on active participation.
Idiotis describes a private person
divorced from public involvement.
It is perhaps fitting that idiotis has
made its way into the English lexi-
con as the pejorative “idiot”.

Two and a half millennia after
Greece’s Golden Age, much has
changed. In most ways, the great
experiment has been a success. The
power of democratic participation is
now at the disposal of more peo-
ples than ever before. Here in the
United States, our robust represen-
tative government has managed to
navigate a vast, heterogeneous
nation through even the most tur-
bulent times. In the process, we
have become the modern bastion
for democracy and many of the
civil rights and freedoms that go

along with it.
But even as democracy expands

its reach, we face an important
challenge. We seem to have lost
sight of one critical founding prin-
ciple of our form of government –
the proposition that nobility exists
in practicing politics. 

A recent survey by The Pew
Research Center for the People &
the Press found that 55 percent of
respondents believed elected offi-
cials are not trustworthy. Sixty-
seven percent would not like to see
their son or daughter enter public
service. Perhaps even more trou-
bling is that a voter turnout of just
over half in a Presidential election
as hotly contested as the one in
2000 was hailed as impressive.
Americans simply do not see the
political process as savory, as some-
thing of which they wish to be a
part.

It was exactly this trend toward
disengagement and disenchantment
that this Center at the University of
Virginia was founded to combat.
However, as we first floated the idea
for a “Center for Politics” four years
ago, many responded negatively to
the name. Even some who practice
politics at the highest levels of our
government warned us that “people
hate politics.” Under the weight of
such advice, and far more con-
cerned with the mission than the
moniker, we took on the less
provocative “Center for
Governmental Studies.” 

Since that time, we have made
great strides. We have established
one of the nation’s premier institu-
tions of this kind, and we have
launched programs with a real

impact on increasing political par-
ticipation and education. And now,
as we assume the name “Center for
Politics”, we are publicly dedicating
this organization’s reputation to the
restoration of this age-old word.

Words are, of course, far less sig-
nificant than concepts. The concept
behind “politics” is one that must
not remain tarnished. The notion
that virtue exists in political activity
is one a sound democracy cannot
afford to abandon. Politics is the
process that allows our form of
government to run smoothly.
Through it we are afforded the
opportunity to shape our world’s
present and future; in short, we
have the right to govern ourselves.
We must return to a time when
only an idiot would willingly relin-
quish that right.

To assure the perpetuity of
democracy we must revitalize the
conviction that participation mat-
ters. We must restore confidence
that “Politics is a Good Thing!” ★Su
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A L E X T H E O D O R I D I S ,  C H I E F O F S TA F F The concept behind “politics” is one

that must not remain tarnished. The

notion that virtue exists in political

activity is one a sound democracy

cannot afford to abandon. Politics is

the process that allows our form of

government to run smoothly. 
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Warner spent the majority of the
hour-long session responding to
student questions. Topics ranged
from higher education funding and
the Standards of Learning to the
complexities of Virginia’s budget
problems. His primary message to
the students, however, was simple:
stay involved in politics.

Sabato has a long history of
bringing guest speakers into his
classroom. “Students really appreci-
ate the opportunity to have a dia-
logue with elected officials,” said
Sabato. “The class learns a great deal
from people with such remarkable
experiences, and truthfully, they are
probably more likely to remember
meeting the Governor than hearing
me lecture!”

The Center also welcomed to the
class Congressmen Tom Davis (R-VA)
and Bob Goodlatte (R-VA) to discuss
the legislative branch of govern-
ment, as well as Virginia Supreme
Court Justice Leroy Hassell, currently
the only African American on the
Commonwealth’s highest court, to
talk about the judiciary. ★

THROUGHOUT THE SPRING
SEMESTER, the Center for Politics
worked to bring together promi-
nent Virginia political figures and
students at the University of
Virginia. On April 24, over 400 stu-
dents in Larry Sabato’s
“Introduction to American Politics”
class were treated to a memorable
discussion with Virginia Gov. Mark
R. Warner (D). Rather than lecture,
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Governor Warner Visits Sabato’s Class

GERALD L. BALILES
65th Governor of the Commonwealth of Virginia

July 18 and 19 at the Boar’s Head Inn, Charlottesville, Virginia

PRESENTED BY
The University of Virginia Center for Politics 
and the Weldon Cooper Center for Public Service

For more information, contact Kim Tobin at 434-243-8473.

V I R G I N I A  G O V E R N O R S  C O N F E R E N C E

Virginia Governor Mark Warner
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AS CLASS OPENS ON DAY
ONE of e-Congress, the teacher
moves around the computer lab,
giving students an introduction to
the new unit. “We’ve studied the
executive branch and now we are
going to move on to the legislative
branch,” she says. There are no
cheers. No one scoots their chair in
a little closer to the computer in
anticipation of what they are about
to learn. Student response is flat. Are
they bored with the topic of
Congress? Do they know how this
information impacts their lives? Are
they apathetic about everything
related to government? These ques-
tions rippled through our minds as
the Youth Leadership Initiative pre-
miered e-Congress 2002 during the
spring semester. 

The Youth Leadership Initiative, a
signature component of the Univer-
sity of Virginia’s Center for Politics,
created e-Congress as an innovative
resource for social studies teachers.
The program introduces technology
into civics and government courses
through an interactive computer

simulation that helps students
understand the complexities of the
legislative process. During this
model congress experience, students
play the role of members of the
United States House of Representa-
tives. Their job is to pass legislation.
In order to be successful, they must
research contemporary issues, draft
original legislation, debate its merits
during committee sessions, and
work to move their bill to the
House Floor. In contrast to tradi-
tional mock congresses, students
use innovative technology through-
out the simulation and are exposed
to new perspectives as they connect
with peers from diverse geographic
regions. 

During this initial year, over 800
bills were submitted by student rep-
resentatives from 61 schools around
the country. After a rigorous review
by committee members and careful
evaluation on the House Floor,
eleven of those bills survived the
final House vote. Topics for success-
ful legislation included H.R.1326,
“Stopping Telemarketers Cold,” H.R.

943, “Ocean Disposal Cutdown,” and
H.R. 1439, “The Prevention of Hate
Crimes in America Act.” At the con-
clusion of the session, students
could explain the legislative
process, and had learned other
valuable lessons. Sylvia, a senior at
Hayfield High School, read the leg-
islation passed by her peers and
asked with sincerity, “Will these bills
really help people?” Sylvia moved
beyond the mechanics of passing a
bill to the heart of the simulation.
Government is real and being
involved in it can make a difference
in our lives. 

How did she get there?

Participation
Participation in the YLI e-Congress
is free and open to middle and high
school civics teachers around the
country. Teachers simply log on to
www.youthleadership.net and regis-
ter their classes. 

Given the diversity of school
schedules and student needs, the
program maximizes flexibility and
support for teachers. The simulation
requires nine blocked class periods
that may be distributed throughout
an eight-week session. Students can
work in small groups to write legis-
lation or they can work independ-
ently depending on their needs and
skill levels. When selecting topics
for bills, teachers may direct the
choices or students can self-select
based on their interest and back-
ground knowledge. There are also a
variety of supplemental resources
provided on-line for teachers to
review and use as needed to assist
students with their legislative
responsibilities. After these instruc-
tional decisions are made, teachers
are prepared to launch e-Congress.  Su
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e-Congress Introduction 
The program opens with a “security
screening” that gives students access
to the halls of e-Congress. Once
they obtain clearance, students
must wind their way through
graphs, charts, photographs, and
video clips that provide instruction
on the history of the legislative
branch as well as the make-up of
the current Congress in session. The
web-based format allows easy
access to update information as
individual leaders in Congress
change or as new issues surface as
priorities. Therefore, unlike a text-
book, all information about the
107th Congress is current to the day. 

The introduction concludes with
a Liberal/Conservative test that
requires students to examine their
political ideology. Most students
approach this segment with confi-
dence in their ability to identify
where they fall on the political
spectrum, but few are accurate. The
quiz begins with 25 True/False
questions that relate to contempo-
rary political issues. Students must
analyze statements like, “America’s
high crime rate is due to courts
being too lenient on criminals” and
“Government should create pro-
grams that will reduce the number
of poor people in the United States.”
As students respond to each ques-
tion, the interactive political spec-
trum on their computer shifts.
Astute participants can track the
movement to learn which of their
answers are more liberal and which
are more conservative. At the con-
clusion of the exercise, students
receive an analysis of their political
ideology that helps them explain
with credibility where they fall on
the political spectrum. 

ideology. They are given their web-
sites and encouraged to visit them
or to contact the representatives
directly for more information. For
some, like twelfth-grader Gibril, the
recognition of members of Congress
was immediate and enthusiastic.
“Cool,” rapped Gibril, “Lieberman
and I are together.” 

Research
After establishing a firm foundation
during the Introduction, students
are prepared to proceed to the next
phase of the simulation and explore
topics for their legislation. In prac-
tice, some students searched for
issues that were important to their
political party, but most student
legislators migrated to issues that
impacted them directly. A student
from a single-parent home crafted
legislation to provide release time
for his mom so she could meet with

As one high school senior pre-
pared to take the test, she
announced with certainty, “I already
know where I fall. I’m a strong lib-
eral.” After answering the twenty-
five questions Jessie’s jaw dropped:
“My mom is going to kill me.”
According to the computer analysis,
Jessie received a moderate ranking.
Many student legislators shared her
sentiments when they received the
results and computer labs echoed
with, “How can this be?” Instructors
seized this opportunity to parlay
this disbelief into lively and inform-
ative classroom discussions about a
variety of issues encountered in the
quiz and the validity of the pro-
gram.

Once students digest the infor-
mation from the Liberal/Conser-
vative test, they are introduced to
five members of the current
Congress who share their political
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On May 22 at the National Press Club

in Washington, DC, the Center’s Youth

Leadership Initiative publicly released

A More Perfect Union, an enhanced

CD-ROM game that utilizes cutting-

edge technology and offers an

unprecedented means by which stu-

dents can learn about American poli-

tics. The interactive game allows the

user to run a Senate campaign in the

fictitious state of Franklin. The player chooses among four potential candidates of various

backgrounds and ideologies, and controls every aspect of the campaign, including message

development, campaign advertisements, and polling strategies. The game also includes

other educational features, including a liberal-conservative test and a political trivia quiz.

For more information or to purchase your copy, please visit www.centerforpolitics.org.

A  M O R E  P E R F E C T  U N I O N
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his teachers and come to important
assemblies during the school day. A
hearing impaired student wanted
more resources for deaf education
and a young man frustrated with
free lunch programs wanted juice
options as an alternative to milk for
students receiving a government
funded lunch. This self-selection
component is a critical aspect of
engaging students in the project
and keeping them interested. 

In addition to consulting their
peers, students are directed to visit
a variety of U.S. Congress websites.
These resources identify current pri-
orities in Congress and feature leg-
islative initiatives related to their
topic. They may also contact their
Representatives directly through
electronic links on the website to

ask questions about their bill or to
share their concerns.  

If students have difficulty choos-
ing a legislative topic, they can
review the 14 contemporary issues
featured in the simulation. Each
issue includes data from the
Republican and Democratic party
platforms as well as websites that
present multiple views on the topic.
From the perspective of teacher
Colette Fraley, “Everything was at
the tip of the students’ fingers,
which was helpful. I did not have to
spend hours searching for websites
or reading through party platforms
and pulling out excerpts for stu-
dents to use.”

Submitting Bills
Students move directly from the
research phase to the task of draft-
ing legislation. They start by reading
sample bills from the 107th
Congress. The bills are dissected into
specific segments such as Title,
Purpose, Eligibility, and Terms and
Benefits and the goals for each sec-
tion are outlined for student repre-
sentatives. This information sets the
standard for student bills and pro-
vides a guide for them to reference
as they work to meet the criteria for

their legislation. 
After submitting the bill, students

receive information about the fiscal
impact of their legislation. Costs for
this component are based on the
marketing, labor, energy, transporta-
tion and education demands of
their bill. Gibril’s eyes popped as he
read the trillion-dollar price tag for
his bill on ballistic missile defense.
“Is that a number?” he inquired.

According to teachers, Gibril’s
reaction was representative of stu-
dent responses to fiscal impact
totals. “Most students have no idea
what legislation costs on a national
level,” said Colette Fraley. “It’s a
good lesson.” Fortunately, if student
legislation exceeded budget restric-
tions, they could amend it to reduce
costs. 

Committee Review
Just as in the House of
Representatives, the first stop for
student legislation after it is submit-
ted to the Hopper is the
Authorization Committee. Students
in classrooms around the country
serve as committee members. They
are charged with evaluating the leg-
islation presented to their commit-
tee and determining if it should be
passed, failed or tabled. The simula-
tion departs again from the tradi-
tional model congress experience
since students do not receive legis-
lation proposed by their classmates.
“This eliminated the possibility for
nepotism that frequently occurs in
classroom voting situations,” said
teacher Walt Addie from Westfield
High School in Chantilly, VA. “It was
the ideal way to organize the simu-
lation because it helped students
focus on the bills and evaluate
them seriously.” Authorization
Committees received between 25-40
pieces of legislation from schools
around the country. Guidelines
were provided to student legislators
to help them understand the com-Su
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related to government? No—not when they

understand that it impacts their life and that

they can be a part of the solution.

8



9

Sum
m

er ı
2002

AS ONE OF THE NEWEST ADDITIONS TO THE
CENTER for Politics, Tricia Burry is working as part of
the Youth Leadership Initiative team to help coordi-
nate a national expansion of the Center’s ground-
breaking civics education program. As Outreach
Coordinator, she helps to spread the word about the
YLI classroom projects to teachers across the country.

In 1998, Ms. Burry earned her B.A. in Political
Science and Journalism with an emphasis on Public
Relations from Ball State University in Muncie,
Indiana. Prior to employment at the Center, she served
as an intern during two sessions of the Indiana
General Assembly with the Republican
Communications Division of the Indiana House of
Representatives. She also served as the public informa-

tion officer for the City of
Indianapolis at the
Department of Metropolitan
Development during the last year
of Mayor Stephen Goldsmith’s adminis-
tration.

She joins the Center for Politics after relocating to
Charlottesville with her husband, Scott, who is cur-
rently completing his residency in Emergency
Medicine at U.Va..

“The greatest reward of my position at the Center
has been to see how not only interested, but truly
excited teachers across the country are about the
Youth Leadership Initiative,” she said.

Tricia Burry

P R O F I L E

mittee process and their roles in
that system which included evalu-
ating the bills and providing
thoughtful feedback to their peers.
At the conclusion of this process,
104 bills (12% of the total) moved
forward to the House Floor. 

Students had 90 minutes to com-
plete their deliberations in the
Authorization Committee. They
used this time to read the bills, dis-
cuss their merits and then build
consensus on their committee vote.
As one session came to a close sen-
ior Gwen shouted, “Wait! We didn’t
finish. We have to finish.”

Teacher Hannah Bailey replied
calmly, “Now you know how a
Congressman feels.” The session
ended and the Authorization
Committee tabled the six bills they
did not discuss. 

House Floor
The final phase of e-Congress is the
vote of the House Floor. When it
opened this spring, students had
three days to review the surviving

bills along with opposition letters
that accompanied each piece of leg-
islation. Sarah, from Wakefield High
School in Arlington, VA, logged
onto the site with confidence that
her bill would top the list. It wasn’t
there. “How did these bills get here?
Mine is much better than this!”
Sarah was so disgruntled by the
rejection of her bill that she raised
her standards for legislation she
would support with her “yea” vote
on the House Floor. 

Pitu approached her responsibili-
ty to vote on the House Floor a lit-
tle differently. She started by
prioritizing the topics that were the
most important to her. Gun control
topped her list “because safety of
the people is the priority. You need
safety all around.” She reviewed all
the bills relating to gun control first
and then proceeded through the
legislative categories methodically. 

Over 33,000 votes were cast on
the House Floor. Out of the original
849 bills, only 11 (1%) survived the
final vote. Thomas authored one of

those successful bills and we asked
him how it felt. He replied, “I was
happy and at the same time sur-
prised. I didn’t know how people
would react to my bill (H.R. 1439,
“The Prevention of Hate Crimes In
America Act”) but I thought that it
was good. It felt good to see that
my bill passed and that other peo-
ple agreed with me.” 

As the simulation closed, we
revisited the questions posed at the
outset. Are students bored with the
topic of Congress? From our obser-
vations, no. They are drawn to on-
line resources that present this
material in an interactive and
engaging environment. Do they
know the material too well? No—the
simulation seemed to be full of sur-
prises for student legislators that
lead to genuine exploration as they
searched for answers. Are students
apathetic about everything related
to government? No—not when they
understand that it impacts their
lives and that they can be a part of
the solution. ★
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LAST DECEMBER, the Center hosted
the fourth annual American Democ-
racy Conference, a series of panel
discussions that follow the Novem-
ber elections and assess the political
landscape by fostering an open
forum for some of the country’s
leading professionals to offer their
insights. Co-sponsored by the
nationally syndicated news review,
The Hotline, the Center’s success in
providing a clear and thoughtful
discussion was made possible by
tapping knowledgeable panelists
and moderators from a variety of
compelling political disciplines. Each
of the four panels discussed a wide
range of provocative and critical
issues affecting the lively political
scene of 2001 and 2002, and the
keynote dinner and address in the
Rotunda Dome Room featured Vir-
ginia Governor-elect Mark Warner,
who was elected in one of only two
gubernatorial races in 2001.

Return of the Imperial Presidency?
The first panel of the conference,
entitled “Return of the Imperial
Presidency?” sought to understand
the dynamics of a wartime execu-
tive branch. The panelists agreed
that the September 11 attacks have
transformed President George W.
Bush, the behavior of his adminis-
tration, and its perception by the
public. U.Va. professor Sidney Milkis
emphasized that aside from being
extraordinarily busy with wartime
concerns, the President is also
expected to provide leadership as
the chief engineer of the Republican
ship. The War on Terrorism, the
panel concurred, has complicated
the pressures for the President’s
time, energy, and focus. Operating
now in the shadow of a national

crisis, the President had a dimin-
ished presence in domestic politics
(especially in the 2001 gubernatorial
elections in New Jersey and
Virginia), noted John Dickerson,
White House correspondent for
TIME magazine. 

With respect to the President’s
legislative agenda, Dickerson
observed that, “the popularity of the
war is not translating yet into leg-
islative victories because there are
members of Congress who can’t
find a way to translate the
President’s popularity into their
own lives.” Dickerson also noted the
importance of Bush’s continuing
maintenance of approval and politi-
cal capital and to satisfy the need
for positive public opinion. 

A continuing theme throughout
the panel was the reflection by John
Harris of the Washington Post that
“the first rule of journalism is, to
first simplify and then exaggerate,”
underscoring the heightened need
for media management and the
attendant sensitivity of the
President’s media relations team.

Media Coverage 
in the New Political Landscape
The second panel of the day, “Media
Coverage in the New Political
Landscape,” provided valuable
insights on media coverage not only
from the perspective of journalists,
but also from the public’s stand-
point. Panelists included Craig
Crawford from The Hotline; Fred
Barnes, co-host of “The Beltway
Boys”; Ed Chen of the Los Angeles
Times; Michael Doyle of McClatchy
Papers; and Ann Klenk of the
National Journal Group. The pan-
elists gave credence to widely held
perceptions that the television

media often inappropriately covers
political figures and events through
redundancy, conjecture, and dispro-
portionate attention. Barnes
addressed these views in light of the
Gary Condit scandal coverage by
cable news outlets, pointing to “the
never-ending need to fill a twenty-
four hour news cycle with, if not
facts, then speculation.” Barnes
asserted that cable networks are
entirely driven by ratings. The
momentum of particular stories,
therefore, is merely a response by
the cable news media to satisfy the
demand of their viewers. Both
Doyle and Klenk remarked that it is
important to acknowledge the role
subjects play in their own personal-
ity-driven coverage. Ed Chen added
that he hoped the significant devo-
tion of resources by cable networks
to war coverage would elicit an end
to the “era of celebrity journalism,
which has gone on for a long time
in this country.” 

Each panelist expressed their
views on the media’s wartime
access to information, the reporter
“pooling” system, and Vietnam as a
source of the Pentagon’s concern
over the framing of military actions.
They say the administration has
also been resistant to “embedding,”
a system in which correspondents
are placed within military units for
extended periods of time. Different
departments and branches of the
military are more or less adept at
public relations and image manage-
ment. But institutions and authority
figures, said Barnes, are enjoying a
period of renewed status and
enhanced positive image. In his
assessment the media’s reaction to
the war on terrorism has driven it
towards conservatism, seen in aSu
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reduction of government criticism,
or what he called a “bad news bias.” 

Klenk and Doyle reacted to ques-
tions on cable news format and
programming. They disagreed on
the value and importance of scroll-
ing messages, or “crawl” across the
bottom of the news screen because
of their opposing definitions of
urgency. Final remarks by Chen illu-
minated the connection between
politics, the media, and wartime
reporting. He stated that the greatest
obligation of any journalist should
be to “raise doubts about the
underlying assumptions of some of
the policies being implemented.” In
this period of hostility, however, he
suggested that responsibility is
hampered by “an administration
that is totally adverse to giving
information out except when it
absolutely serves their needs.” 

Republicans and Democrats
The afternoon sessions featured key
players from both the Republican
and Democratic national parties.
The Republican panel, which was
moderated by Vaughn Ververs of
The Hotline, delved into the mechan-
ics of campaign operations, image
choices, and leadership. Large cam-
paigns, according to media strategist
Kim Alfano, are run as much by
political consultants as they are by
candidates. While the Republican
National Committee sets the agenda,
generates political positions, and
puts a face on the White House,
Alfano suggested that cooperation
between national state committees
is essential to a successful bid. 

The panel agreed that electoral
setbacks in Virginia’s and New
Jersey’s gubernatorial races were
due to financial constraints. Frank

fundraising and advertisements.
Republican pollster Glen Bolger
summarized the four most crucial
factors in elections as 1) candidate
quality/recruitment, 2) resources
available, 3) message focus, and 4)
grassroots organization. The pan-
elists generally agreed that recruit-
ment efforts to find suitable
candidates had slacked in recent
years and competitive selection
would be a top priority in the 2002
election cycle. 

The Republican perspective on
priorities after winning an election
was deeply revealing as well. Bolger
and Alfano discussed the political
dimensions of governance. Alfano
claimed that in the wake of a
national crisis Americans are search-
ing “for paternal images. We want
strength. We want that protector
image…Heroes don’t whine. Leaders
don’t complain.” Considerable efforts
will be made to foster these images
in Republican incumbents. A num-
ber of speakers concluded that
President Bush would try to use his
appeal and political capital to pass
domestic initiatives without engag-
ing in the kind of partisan politics
that can easily damage his high
approval rating.    

Party Strategy
The last panel, moderated by Chuck
Todd of The Hotline, laid out a chart
of the Democratic Party’s strategy
and vision for the coming elections,
covering a wide spectrum of politi-
cal issues. The panelists concurred
by default there is no singular face
of the Democratic Party; rather, can-
didates would seek a pragmatic
approaches with tailored messages
for individual constituencies. The
notion seemed not unlike the infa-

Donatelli of McGuireWoods
Consulting also highlighted the sig-
nificance of campaign financing, but
felt that competition between par-
ties was healthy in a democracy:
“You should always be a little nerv-
ous and kind of keeping an eye on
your wallet when Republicans and
Democrats are agreeing. That is
what bi-partisanship is.” Chris
LaCivita, political director of the
National Republican Senatorial
Committee, underscored the value
of image and particularly message
management to a campaign like
that of Virginia Governor Mark
Warner, where traditional demo-
graphic barriers can be overcome
by manipulating the traditional
party message. When asked if
Virginia’s single-term rule is a detri-
ment to whoever holds the gover-
norship, LaCivita responded that the
system is outdated given the com-
plexities of holding office and the
daunting transition process. 

The panel underscored several
keys to a winning campaign in the
current political environment.
“Campaigns are about contrasts”,
says LaCivita, but periods of nation-
al unity usually benefit incumbents.
Most concurred that September
11th had stymied campaigns in
some fashion, notably its impact on
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Ed Chen of the L.A. Times and
Michael Doyle of the Modesto Bee.
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mous declaration
that candidates will
“be their own” men
and women. Steve
Jarding, campaign
manager for Warner,
confirmed that the
Warner campaign
owed much of its
success to reaching
out to demographics
traditionally neglect-
ed by the

Democratic Party, such as rural,
middle-age businessmen and agri-
cultural industry voters. 

The Democratic panel echoed the
Republican sentiment that
September 11th had an unmistak-
able impact on their campaigns,
from ceasing all operations to dis-
plays of support for Republican
leaders. Despite Todd’s indication
that a pre-crisis New York is an
extraordinary source of financing
for Democrats, Jim Jordan of the
Democratic Senatorial Campaign

Committee admitted that the DSCC
still expects to exceed its own pro-
jected revenues. The rudiments of
campaign finance were a concern
shared by proponents of both par-
ties. Jordan commented sarcastically
that in a state like South Dakota,
where more dollars are spent than
the number of citizens, “we ought to
just start mailing money to people.
It would be a lot more efficient.” 

There was consensus among the
panelists with respect to the value
of economic performance for
incumbent Republicans. Jennie
Backus of the Democratic
Congressional Campaign Committee
said that many Democratic candi-
dates are seeking to represent the
Democrats as the “party of fiscal
responsibility,” citing the decisive
role recessions have played in past
mid-term congressional elections.
Backus also notes a realignment of
Republicans with Democratic posi-
tions in policy areas like military
spending and Medicaid. Jarding

observed that anytime a party
achieves control of a political insti-
tution they tend to lose perspective,
which is reflected in their policies
and ultimately their electoral suc-
cess. 

Mark Warner
The conference ended that night
with a dinner in the Rotunda Dome
Room at the University of Virginia
featuring Mark R. Warner, who was
elected governor of Virginia on
November 6, 2001. Warner discussed
his successful strategy and urged
Democrats in Virginia and across
the country to “put aside politics as
usual.” The address, which was car-
ried to a national audience via C-
SPAN, marked Warner’s first major
address since the election.   

The 2003 American Democracy
Conference will be held in
Washington, DC in December. 
For more information, please 
contact the Center or visit
www.centerforpolitics.org. ★
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AS DIRECTOR OF COMMUNICATIONS, Joshua
Scott fills a variety of roles at the Center for Politics. He
directs all communication for the Center, including
newsletters, reports, presentations, and publications,
and is responsible for helping develop and promote
the Center’s message and projects to the public and
the news media.  

In addition, Mr. Scott manages a variety of writing
projects for the Center, including the new American
Political Challenges series with Rowman and Littlefield
Publishers. He has assisted Director Larry Sabato with
numerous publications, including Overtime! The Election
2000 Thriller; the acclaimed Virginia Votes and Virginia
Government and Politics series; a forthcoming volume on
the 2002 midterm elections; and several articles on
Virginia and national political topics. In the fall, he

assists Dr. Sabato in teaching a
seminar on Virginia govern-
ment and politics.

As an undergraduate at the
University of Virginia, Mr. Scott was very
active in student organizations, ranging from Resident
Staff to the University Guide Service. He is a founding
member (and current Alumni President) of One in
Four, an all-male sexual assault awareness organiza-
tion. He also worked for the late Virginia Senator
Emily Couric of Charlottesville, starting as a legislative
intern and working his way up to deputy campaign
manager during Couric’s 1999 re-election campaign.
During his fourth year, Joshua lived on the Lawn at
U.Va. and graduated in 2000 with degrees in American
Government and Religious Studies.  

Joshua Scott

P R O F I L E

Governor Mark Warner
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Larry J. Sabato
D I R E C T O R

Alex Theodoridis
C H I E F O F S TA F F

Doug Trout
D I R E C T O R O F D E V E L O P M E N T

Kim Tobin
A S S O C I AT E D I R E C T O R O F
D E V E L O P M E N T

Joshua Scott
D I R E C T O R O F C O M M U N I C AT I O N S

Danelia Robinson
O F F I C E M A N A G E R /F I S C A L
A D M I N I S T R AT O R

Matthew V. Smyth
S P E C I A L A S S I S TA N T
T O T H E D I R E C T O R

Ken Stroupe
D I R E C T O R ,  Y L I

Angela Stokes
D I R E C T O R O F I N S T R U C T I O N ,  Y L I

Tricia Burry
O U T R E A C H C O O R D I N AT O R ,  Y L I

Interns

S T A F F

B O A R D  O F  A D V I S O R S

Mr. Frank Atkinson
Mr. Fred Barnes
Mr. Mark Bowles
The Hon. Kirk Cox
Mr. Greg Earls
Mr. Bill Fishback
The Hon. John Hager
Ms. Eva Tieg Hardy
Ms. Sally Marquigny
Mr. Mike McCurry
Mr. Richard Norman
The Hon. L.F. Payne

THE CENTER FOR POLITICS PROUDLY ANNOUNCES the creation
of two endowed research assistant positions, which will be awarded annu-
ally. The Edward P. Foote, Jr. Research Assistant researches issues and plans
events for the National Symposium Series. The National Symposium Series
is held annually in the spring and addresses topics of significant and
immediate political interest. The position was established in memory of Mr.
Edward P. Foote, Jr., a manufacturing executive and UVA alumnus, by his
family and friends in Longmeadow, Massachusetts.

TAMSIN CHANCE was selected as the 2002 Foote Research Assistant and
assisted with the preparations for the National Symposium on Wartime
Politics. Tamsin is a rising fourth year student from New York City. She will
receive her Bachelor of Arts degree in 2003.

The James McIlhany Thomson Research Assistant researches issues and
assists in planning the Virginia Governors Conference. The Governors
Conference is held annually in the summer and analyzes the administra-
tions of former Virginia governors.  The position was established in memo-
ry of Mr. James McIlhany Thomson, a long-time participant in Virginia
politics and UVA Law graduate, by his daughter Teresa Gregson.

MARK HARVEY was selected as the 2002 Thomson Research Assistant and is
currently preparing for this July’s conference featuring Governor Gerald
Baliles. Mark is a rising fourth year student from Falls Church, Virginia. He
will receive his Bachelor of Interdisciplinary Studies degree in 2003.

If you are interested in endowing a research assistant position, please
contact our Director of Development, Doug Trout, at (434) 243-8470. ★

Airing on WHTJ Charlottesville PBS and WCVE Richmond PBS on 
Tuesday, July 9 at 8:00 p.m. and Sunday, July 14 at 5:00 p.m.

New Endowed Reserch Positions

1982-1986
NO HIGHER HONOR: CHARLES S. ROBB

Featuring archival images and film footage, personal family

photographs and interviews with those in Virginia government,

NO HIGHER HONOR tells the story of Governor Charles S.

Robb—leadership that was instrumental in the resurrection of

Virginia’s struggling Democratic Party in the 1980s.
Documentary produced in 
conjunction with Central Virginia
Community Idea Stations

Fatima Al-Dahwi
Colin Allen
Margaret Ashby
Leah Berry
Adam Blumerkrutz
Laura Brewer
Lindsay Brubaker
Tamsin Chance
Ryan Childress
Jon Cleborne
Will Davis
Catherine
Giambastiani
Jennifer Goodlatte
Rakesh Gopalan
Charlie Hale
Mark Harvey

Adam Hatcher
Jonathan Havens
Preston Lloyd
Ryan McCarthy
Radcliff Menge
Toby Mergler
Melissa Price
Moshin Reza
Allen Robinson
Emily Roper
Allison Scheff
Daniel Sisisky
Jamie Sisley
Cagri Tanyol
Brandon Thompson
Alex Welsh 
Chayun Yi
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PRESIDENT
($25,000 +)
The Commonwealth

Foundations, G.P.
E. Stuart James Grant Trust
McGuireWoods, LLP
Larry J. Sabato, Ph.D.
Mrs. Anna Bryant Thompson

VICE PRESIDENT
($10,000 - $24,999)
CSX Corporation
In memory of Edward P.

Foote, Jr.
Mrs. Katherine B. Godwin
In memory of James

McIlhany Thomson
Hunton & Williams
John Allan Love Foundation
Ms. Sarah K. Marquigny
Mr. James B. Murray, Jr.
The Praxis Foundation

SECRETARY OF STATE
($2,500 - $9,999)
Allen, Allen, Allen, & Allen
Coastal Paper Company
Mr. Joshua P. Darden, Jr.
Dominion Virginia Power
Mrs. Laura Jost
Mr. Paul C. Jost
Mr. Andrew B. Kingston
Philip Morris Companies, Inc.
RECYC Systems, Inc.
Mrs. Jennifer Ridley
Mr. Tim M. Ridley
The State Affairs Company
Vantage Point Consulting, LLC
West Group Properties, LLC

AMBASSADOR
($1,000 - $2,499)
American Forest & Paper

Association
Mrs. Ann M. Beck

Mr. T. E. Beck
Mr. Robert L. Berner, III
Mr. Frank G. Broniec
Mr. John A. Clark
Mr. Lawrence R. Eicher
Mrs. Vicky C. Eicher
Mary E. & Michael Ferrel

Foundation
Framme Law Firm, PC
Mrs. Eleanor C. Hazel
Mr. William A. Hazel
Mr. Loren W. Hershey
Mr. W. Daniel Hicks, Jr.
Mr. Thomas H. Kennedy, Jr.
Menominee Paper Company
Mr. Richard F. Norman
The Howell Press
Mr. Franklin D. Robertson
Susan B. & S. Buford Scott

Trust
Mrs. Suzanne F. Thomas
Mr. William G. Thomas
Mr. David A. Thompson
Mrs. Judith Thompson
The Vectre Corporation
Mr. Samuel A. Waxman

GOVERNOR
($250 - $999)
Mr. Peter A. Cerick
Mr. Warner O. Chapman
Mrs. Barbara J. Comstock
Mr. Elwyn C. Comstock
Mr. Miles R. Cook
Mrs. Nicole Cook
Mr. Leslie H. Friedman
Mr. James Giuseppe
Mr. Douglas S. Gregory
Mr. Joseph F. Guida
The Hon. John H. Hager
Mr. Andrew DeJarnette 

Hart, Jr.
Mrs. Cathy C. Hines
Mr. Ken Hines, Jr.
Roger A. Hofford, M.D.

Ms. Martha A. Derthick
Mr. Jeremy R. Dodd
Mr. Richard H. Drew, III
East Hartford Chamber of

Commerce
Mr. Christopher F. Egan
Mr. Christopher C. Farina
Mrs. Bonnie J. Ford
Mr. David M. Foster
Mr. Calvin W. Fowler, Jr.
Mrs. Margaret C. Fraser
Mr. Gary F. Fritz
Mrs. Sarah Fritz
Mr. Joseph J. Green
The Greene Company
Mr. Bradley H. Gunter
Mrs. Meredith Strohm Gunter
Haas Policy Consulting, Inc.
Ms. Phyllis Haberman
Edwin L. Harper, Ph.D.
Mrs. Lucy D. Harper
Mr. Joshua S. Harris
Mr. Robert V. Hatcher, Jr.
Mr. Michael P. Hogan
Mr. C. Stuart Howell
Mrs. Christine A. Howell
Interlake Acquisition 

Corp., Ltd.
Mr. D. Bailey Izard
Mrs. Frances G. Jilcott
Dr. Rupert Wadsworth Jilcott
Ms. Georgia Kazakis
Miss Carol A. Kelly
Mr. Jeffrey A. Kramer
Dr. Susan S. Lagon
Mr. Frank Leone, Jr.
Little Rapids Corporation
Mrs. Joan L. Loizeaux
Mr. Paul C. Loizeaux
Ms. Nancy M. Loving
Mrs. Anna S. Lynch
Mr. J. Christopher Lynch
Mrs. Jane S. Manns
Mr. Bernard L. McNamee, II
Ms. Elizabeth C. Millett

Mr. Robert B. Jones, Jr.
Mr. Neil E. Kohler
Mr. K. Robert Krupicka, Jr.
Mr. Hamilton E. Loving
Mrs. Judith L. Loving
Mr. Curtis P. Lu
MassDevelopment
Mr. Lloyd F. Miller
Mr. Floyd L. Norton, IV
Mrs. Nesta Ramazani
Mr. R. K. Ramazani
Mrs. Ingrid Smyer-Kelly
Technical Financial Services
The Hon. Clifton A.

Woodrum, III

DELEGATE
($100 - $249)
Mr. Lester R. Amiss
Mrs. Virginia Cummings

Amiss
Mr. Francis B. Atkinson
The Hon. Gerald L. Baliles
Mr. Calvert P. Benedict
Mrs. Gene F. Benedict
Mrs. Barbara Bognar
Mr. Roger B. Bognar
Dr. Martha Nutter Bradley
Mr. Eugene A. Bratek
Mrs. Rose Marie Bratek
Mr. Robert H. Brink
Brunini, Grantham, Grower &

Hewes
Mr. Bruce J. Bunner
The Hon. Vincent F. 

Callahan, Jr.
Mr. Michael J. Cardello
Mrs. Trina Cardello
Mr. Melville S. Carico
Carter Myers Automotive

Group
Mr. Inis L. Claude, Jr.
Mrs. Marie Claude
Mr. John Warren Cooke
Mrs. Alison D. CrewsSu
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THE CENTER FOR POLITICS GRATEFULLY ACKNOWLEDGES all donors for their continued support
of the Center’s mission and programs. The following gifts were received between July 1, 2001 and May 17, 2002.

If you would like to contribute to the Center for Politics, please complete and return the enclosed pledge
card. You may also make a pledge online at www.centerforpolitics.org. All donations to the Center are fully tax
deductible. For more information on giving to the Center, please contact our Director of Development, Doug
Trout, at (434) 243-8470.

Inspired by Thomas Jefferson’s dedication to politics, our giving levels represent the different stages of Mr.
Jefferson’s career.

Center for Politics Honor Roll
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Mr. Wiley F. Mitchell, Jr.
Mr. Steven R. Okun
The Hon. Richard J. Pasarela
Ms. Christine D. Peachey
Ms. Jeanne F. Pearlman
Mr. Brandon Scott Peters
Mr. Gregory Polk
Mr. William P. Pope
Mr. Robert A. Rankin
Mr. John J. Rasmussen
Mr. Scott Eugene Raynes
Mr. Patrick R. Riccards
Mr. Kenneth Fisher 

Rossman, IV
Mr. John F. Rowley
Mr. Paul H. Saunders
Mr. Paul P. Saunier, Jr.
Mr. Elliot S. Schewel
Mrs. Amelia I. Sherwood
Mr. David F. Sherwood
Mr. Anthony W. Smith
Mrs. Elizabeth Roberts Smith
Ms. Alyson L. Taylor-White
Mr. Douglas R. Thomson
Tissue News
Mrs. Beverley Bryan Vernon
Ms. Irene Walker-Bolton
Mr. James N. Wallace
Mr. Louis P. Wassel, Jr.
Mr. William H. Wood
Ms. Kassia J. Yanosek

SCHOLAR
($1 - $99)
Mrs. Heidi W. Abbott
Mr. William L. Abbott
Ms. Alexis L. Andres
Mr. J. John Ashe
Mrs. Roberta O.K. Ashe
Mr. L. Ray Ashworth
Mr. Nathaniel L. Asker
Dr. Randolph G. Atkins, Jr.
Mrs. Jacqueline Rejman Avner
Mr. Christopher M. Barbuto
Mr. Edward J. Bauchiero
Mrs. Mary C. Bauchiero
Mr. Benjamin W. Baxter, Sr.
Ms. Erica S. Beardsley
Mr. Lewis Sudlow Beardsley
Mr. Dalton W. Belcher
Mr. Mark Berman
Mr. Staige D. Blackford
Ms. Randi M. Blank
Stephen J. Blumberg, Ph.D.
Ms. Katha Bollfrass Bomarko
Mr. A. Craig Brown
Mrs. Denise Denning Brown
Mr. Haskell C. Brown, III
Mrs. Mary Catherine McLamb

Brown

Mr. Peter Kamin
Ms. Laura E. Kelly
Ms. Julie Firestone Kemper
Mr. J. Thornton Kirby
Mr. Jeff Kirk
Mrs. Sandra H. Kulynych
Mr. Steven Kulynych
Mrs. Elizabeth P. Kutchai
Mr. Daniel Steven Kyritsis
Ms. Patricia J. Lamarre
Mrs. Janet H. Legro
Mr. Jeffrey W. Legro
Mrs. Maryann Lonski
Mr. Walter Lonski
Mr. E. Holland Low
Mrs. Molly Ferrell Lynde
Mrs. Leslie M. MacCallum
Ms. C. Megan Malone
Mr. Richard D. Marks
Mr. David J. Martel
Mrs. Jane Martel
Mr. Wesley L. Martin
Mr. Scott M. Matheson
Mrs. Marticia Mathias
Mr. Roger Mathias
Ms. Anne McCarten-Gibbs
Mrs. Ilana B. McGuinn
Mr. Patrick J. McGuinn
Ms. Jean L. McSween
Mr. Douglas E. Milman
Mr. Michael T. Moriarty
Mr. Noel C. Munson
Mr. Stephen E. Neal
Mrs. Nancy Welder Nelkin
Ms. Candice J. Nelson
Mr. Thomas Michael O'Shea
Mr. Andrew C. Osterbrock
Mr. Vincent T. Pangalos
Ms. Catherine M. Pappas
Mr. Stylian P. Parthemos
Mr. David A. Patton
Mrs. Patricia T. Patton
Ms. Erica E. Paulson
Mr. Raishad H. Peoples
Mr. Charles S. Peterson
Ms. M. Cristina Portuondo
Mr. Gordon F. Rainey, Jr.
Mr. Shawn Ralston
Mrs. Howell Draper Rauss
Mr. William M. Rauss, Jr.
Mr. Christopher J. Reese
Ms. Rachel Reeves
Mrs. Courtney Keister

Reynolds
Mr. James C. Reynolds
Mr. John L. Reynolds
Mrs. Judith C. Reynolds
Diana Akers Rhoads, Ph.D.
Mr. Steven E. Rhoads
Mr. Robert L. Ritter, Esq.

Ms. Beth Jennifer Brownstein
Mr. Robert H. Burnett, Sr.
Mrs. Paula B. Campbell
Mr. Todd Campbell
Mrs. Claire H. Casey
Ms. Carmie A. Certo
Mrs. Lee Ann Chisenhall
Mr. W. Dwane Chisenhall
Mrs. Stephanie Collier
Ms. Candice S. Cook
Mrs. Laura L. Crandall
Mr. Trafton M. Crandall
Mr. Stephen M. Dahl
Mr. Joshua F. Dienstag
Mr. Matthew B. T. Dodge
Mr. James M. Ellis, Jr.
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Mrs. Peggy Stahl Floyd
Mrs. Carol Stuart Flynn
Mr. Joseph P. Flynn
Ms. Abigail Foster
Mr. Donald L. Fowler, Jr.
Mrs. Nancy J. Gansneder
Mr. Robert W. Gardner
Mr. L. Tucker Gibson, Jr.
Dr. George T. Gillies
Mrs. Melanie W. Gillies
Mrs. Rebecca K. Glander
Mr. David J. Gogal
Mrs. Laura Steeves Gogal
Mr. David Gonzales
Ms. Kathleen M. Grammatico
Ms. Frances H. Granger
Mr. Girish Jefferson Gulati
Mr. B. Hunt Gunter
Thomas Guterbock, Ph.D.
Mr. Charles S. Hale, II
Ms. Alice W. Handy
Mr. Jeffrey Sheldon 

Hanzel, M.D.
Mr. Keith E. Harvey
Mrs. Terri G. Harvey
Mr. Charles M. Herbek
Ms. Alison C. Hillhouse
Mr. Charles F. Hudson, III
Mr. Robert J. Hume
Mrs. Shannon M. Hume
Mr. Michael J. Huppe
Mr. Richard Adamson Jenks
Mr. Catesby B. Jones
Ms. Susan B. Joseph
Mrs. Loren Hunter Kamin

Sum
m

er ı
2002

Mr. Keith W. Rizzardi
Robert W. Gardner, Jr., P.C.
Mr. Benjamin H. Russell
Mrs. Marcia C. Russell
Mrs. Barbara W. Safer
Mr. Eliot J. Safer
Mr. Scott A. Sandridge
Ms. Nawreen Sattar
Mr. D'Arcy 

Schnekenburger, Jr.
Dr. Joseph M. Scolnick, Jr.
Mr. Joshua J. Scott
Ms. Marilyn S. Seeley
Mr. John V. Shaylor
Ms. Georgia R. Short
Mrs. Patricia Stewart

Silverman
Mr. Richard M. Skinner
Mrs. Bronda L. Smeltzer
Mr. H. D. Smeltzer
Mr. Cecil Nuckols Smith
Mrs. Deborah J. Smith
Mr. George D. Smith
Mr. James R. Sofka
Mrs. Melody Rouzer Spatz
Mr. William V. Spatz
Mrs. Sarah Johnston Spencer
Mr. Warwick F. M. Spencer
Mr. Gerard David St. Ours
Mr. Jason B. Steinbaum
Ms. Anne D. Sterling
Mr. Peter A. Stoudt
Mr. Richard P. Tarr, Jr.
Mr. Derek A. Thomas
Mr. John P. Thomas
Mr. Larry W. Thomas
Mr. Kenneth W. Thompson
Ms. Margaret A. Turbyfill
Mr. Gary Ulrich
Mrs. Linda Ulrich
Ms. Susan Upson-Lucas
Ms. Rachel J. Vanderhill
Ms. Anjuli C. Verma
Mrs. Mary Wait
Mr. Richard Wait
Mr. Eustis Walcott
Mrs. Jenny J. Walcott
Kenneth J. Walker, M.D.
Mr. Kevin M. Wasielewski
Massachusetts Development

Finance Agency
Mr. Richard C. Wight
Mr. Michaux H. Wilkinson
Mrs. Sally L. Wilkinson
Ms. Kuawa E. Williams
Ms. DeeDee A. Workie
Mrs. Geraldine Mary Yemen
Terrance Yemen, M.D.
Ms. Elizabeth Lentz Young



mission

EDITOR Joshua Scott
DESIGNER Anne Matthews, Image Creations Graphic Design

Non-Profit Org.
U.S. Postage

PAID
Charlottesville, VA

Permit No 164

2400 Old Ivy Road
P.O. Box 400806
Charlottesville, Virginia 22904
(434) 243-8468 TELEPHONE

(434) 243-8467 FAX

www.centerforpolitcs.org

In order to strengthen American democracy, the Center for Politics
promotes the value of politics and seeks to improve civics
education and increase civic participation through comprehensive
research, pragmatic analysis, and innovative educational programs.

• Youth Leadership Initiative
• American Democracy Conference
• National Symposium Series

The Center for Politics receives financial support from individual
donors, foundations, corporations, the Commonwealth of Virginia,
and the federal government. All donations to the Center are fully
tax deductible.

The Center for Politics Bulletin is published twice a year. All contents
are copyright 2002 Center for Politics unless otherwise stated.

mission

activitiesactivities

supportsupport

bulletinbulletin

• Governors Conference
• Debates
• Publications


