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Partisanship in Washington

Partisanship in Washington has always been a minor problem; however, within the past decade and two different Presidents, partisanship has increased like wildfire.  The further one party pulls away to their side, then the opposing party pulls away twice that.  Partisanship has become a problem in Washington, meaning it has become a problem for us, United States citizens.  This problem needs to be faced, acknowledged, and dealt with.  But how does one go about fixing such a seemingly never-ending dilemma. 

First, what is partisanship, and why is it a problem to have?  Partisanship is the bias a politician carries in support of his designated party.  So be it, this problem is equally shared by the Republicans as well as the Democrats.  The problem with holding partisanship values in its primitive form shows that the partisan politician holds an ideological standpoint on one or more specific topic.  When this is the case this partisanship disallows for the “C-word” in Washington; Compromise.    This can be backed by Justin Grimmer, Assistant Professor in Stanford University’s Department of Political Science; in which he states “…strong partisans will have predispositions that will cause them to resist messages of the opposing party.” With the lack of compromise, whether it is in the House of Representative or the Senate, legislation does not seem to make any progress and laws that need to be instilled to secure or recover our nation diminish. 

The problem with the partisanship in Washington is a problem to American voters because the congressmen and senators are no longer representing us; instead they are representing their party.  Andrew Gelman, a professor of statistics and political science at Columbia University, states that “most voters remain near the political center. We may have more to fear from the partisanship of politicians than from the partisanship of voters.”  This is a problem to us because we are being misrepresented. 


Perhaps partisanship’s most radical of problems is the fact that these politicians will disregard facts and twist truth for their political party’s benefit.  This rather harsh charge at both Democrats and Republicans can be backed again by Gelman, “A survey was conducted in 1988, at the end of Ronald Reagan's second term, asking various questions about the government and economic conditions, including, "Would you say that compared to 1980, inflation has gotten better, stayed about the same, or gotten worse?" Amazingly, over half of the self-identified strong Democrats in the survey said that inflation had gotten worse and only 8% thought it had gotten much better, even though the actual inflation rate dropped from 13% to 4% during Reagan's eight years in office.”  If you are wondering why this would be done; there is a merely simple answer to give, and that is political power motive.  If Republicans are performing well, voters will continue to hand out their approval and votes to Republicans, in all bodies of the government.  This makes the Democrats power diminish.  This statement goes vice versa as well, so if Democrats are doing well they will get the majority of the votes.
Although there has been proof by multiple biased and unbiased scientists offering evidence that the world is globally warming and there is in fact climate change occurring, a rather overwhelming number of Republicans in politics or in the average household naysay the existence of global warming.  In fact there are some stunning statistics on the correlation between levels of education and belief or disbelief in global warming.  “Over the last year and a half, the number of Americans who believe the Earth is warming has dropped. The decline is especially precipitous among Republicans: in January 2007, 62 percent accepted global warming, compared to just 49 percent now. . . . The confounding part: among college-educated poll respondents, 19 percent of Republicans believe that human activities are causing global warming, compared to 75 percent of Democrats. But take that college education away and Republican believers rise to 31 percent while Democrats drop to 52 percent.” (Pew Survey)   Many like myself may have looked at this and thought that the opposite would occur, why would more educated Republicans who have better knowledge on this topic as a whole believe global warming is not real more so than less educated Republicans.  Since I could not explain this result I look again to Gelman to elaborate, “This is completely consistent with research that shows that people with more education are on average more politically polarized. Basically, higher educated Democrats are more partisan Democrats, and higher educated Republicans are more partisan Republicans. On average, educated people are more tuned in to politics and more likely to align their views with their political attitudes. From this perspective, it's really not about the scientific community at all, it's just a special case of the general phenomenon of elites being more politically polarized.”  In other words, the more educated one is, the more in tune they are to politics, which in turn gives them a general trend to follow a certain party’s general political views.

A proposal to solve this issue is to remove the political party system.  No more Democrats, no more Republicans, hence no more partisanship.  Although this may seem like a simple solution, one must look at a voting ballot and read all the names on the list, the ones running for congress; senate; court district judges; school board; etc.  It is impractical to know each person on the ballots political views.  So by stating that they are a Democrat or Republican, you have a far greater understanding on how they will represent you.  Another solution perhaps a politician may try and convince voters into believing there could be an end to partisanship is to vote a majority or supermajority into both the House of Representatives and Senate.  A supermajority is when either Democrats or Republicans seize control by majority of either the Senate or the House of Representatives.  When this occurs, the supermajority party in theory can pass through almost any legislature they suit assuming it is under constitutional law.  This solution too will not work, and simply because sooner or later the opposing party will regain some control in congress and will disembody the control of the majority power.  This is why the best solution to ending partisanship is for younger voters who tend to have less ideological political values, to threaten our politicians that we will no longer vote them into office.  Yes, it is as simple as this, but in order for these younger voters to understand this, we must better educate them on issues with partisanship.  Also another solution that needs to be added is to better inspire our young voters to actually go out and vote.  Young Americans are less likely to vote to their counterpart senior citizens.  This needs to be put to an end.

Lastly, and without the intention of being cliché, let’s propose we reread the common phrase “United We Stand, Divided We Fall,” this phrase has never been so unapplied in our Federal government as much as it does so today.  Which is why young voters who have much potential to be the dominant voters need to vote out the partisan politicians and to actually go out and vote.
