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Awin for
moderates

President BarackObamahas
been re-elected, andmyoptimism
is soaring! After four years of
obstructionism, veiled racism and
a determined effort tomakeOba-
ma a one-termpresident, the
Republicans have lost their bid to
sell out our country to right-wing
and tea-party extremists.

The quest for equal rights, the
guarantee of religious freedom,
the reformof our health care
systemand the economic recov-
ery of Americawill continue.

Localwinners have raisedmy
hopes thatmoderate and reason-
able legislatorswillwork together
to create equal opportunities for
all Americans. Despite heated
debate, class and genderwarfare,
and corporate cash infusions,
moderate,middleAmericans
havewon the day.

—PenelopeArnold, Lombard

Corrected steering
I just took the “Americar” out

for a spin and,whilemore ad-

justmentsmay be needed, it looks
likeTuesday’s alignment helped a
great deal.

With it continually veering to
the right, itwas impossible to
even stay on the road, let alone get
to our destination.

Now, if enough of uswill just
rememberwherewewere going
beforewe ran off the road,we
cannot only reach our destination
but also our destiny.

—Rick Singer, Skokie

Dirty fight
Seriously!HarvardUniversity

lawprofessorNoahFeldman
writes in yourWednesday Per-
spective sectionwith the headline
“Obama andRomney fought
cleanest fight ever.” And you folks
printed it!

I have only one question:What
color is the sky in Feldman’s, and
your,world?

If thiswasn’t the dirtiest cam-
paign ever, then I don’t know
what itwas. The examples could
fill a book.

— Jim Ihlenfeld, Aurora

Voter’s concern
TheTribune’s JohnKass’ col-

umn inWednesday’s Tribune
about “dishing out ‘revenge’”was
just plain silly. According toKass,
Obama ran such a negative cam-
paign that itwill be impossible for
him to govern during the next
four years.

Onwhat basis does hemake
this claim?

On the other hand, the Per-
spective piece (“Obama andRom-
ney fought cleanest fight ever”)
states that this presidential race
was just that, the cleanest in re-
cent years. If BarackObamahad
played byKassian rules, as the
Perspective piece’s author,Noah
Feldman, points out, hewould

never havewon re-election. Argu-
ingwhodistorted the other’s
recordmore is fine; but painting
one-half the picture and just
focusing onObama’s campaign is
more than unfair.

Also, I completely disagree that
Obama is going to havemore of a
problemgoverning thanhe did
four years ago as a result of his
so-called “negative” campaign.
TheRepublicanwing nutswho
have a stranglehold on conserva-
tive politics are of far greater
concern tome thanObama’s
ability orwillingness to reach
across the aisle. The notion that
Obama is themost leftist presi-
dent inmodern times is beyond
ridiculous andnot supported by
facts.

—Nick Sloane, GlendaleHeights

Rewarding
incompetence

Never underestimate the stu-
pidity of theAmerican people!
After four years of failure, they
rewardBarackObamawith an-
other four-year term. See how
long a company can stay in busi-
ness by rewarding incompetent
executives. Nowwe can allwatch
asObama leads this country to
bankruptcy and destruction.

—TonyNovak, Arlington
Heights

LeftistObama
You endorsedBarackObama;

nowyou advise him tomove to
the center. Thatmust be hope
against hope. Everything know-
able aboutObama suggests that
he is a unchangeable leftistwho
wants aWesternEuropean-style
society here. That is not going to
change given that he is propped
up by left-wing rich guys like
George Soros.His ascendancy is
reflective of the peoplewho elect-
ed him.

— James F. Chambliss, Evans-
ton

Calling for change
It is idiotic to endorse Presi-

dent BarackObama and then
after his victory have your first
editorial be “Nowchange,Mr.
President.” In anyone’sworld, if
you are re-elected, youwould
think you don’t need to change
anything.

— JosephO’Donnell, Oak forest

Thankful voter
Nothing is better than a

Thanksgivingwith something to
be thankful for. This year it’s the
re-election of the president.
America is not for sale.

—WilliamA.Murphy,Winnet-
ka
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Republicans aremystified that
in a nation they knowas funda-
mentally conservative, a presi-
dent they regard as deeply radical
has been re-elected. ButAmeri-
cans didn’t vote for BarackOba-
ma because they are liberal. They
voted for himbecause they are
conservative.

Not conservative as defined by
modernRepublicans but as de-
fined by the dictionary: “disposed
to preserve existing conditions,
institutions, etc., or to restore
traditional ones, and to limit
change.”

This election changed as little
as possible. The presidency, the
House of Representatives and the
Senate stayed in the samehands
as before. Gridlock and stalemate
were given a new lease. Ameri-
cansmay claim to be
sick of the spectacle in
Washington, but they
signed up for another
four years of the same.

It’s notwhat you
would have expected
if you took the pro-
nouncements of the
candidates at face
value. Theywere all
about ambitious
transformation.

“This is a big day
for big change,” said
Mitt Romney on
ElectionDay. Itwas
an echo ofwhat Ba-
rackObama said four years ago
andwhat the president saidMon-
day night at a rally inDesMoines,
Iowa: “This iswhere ourmove-
ment for change began.”

Has any candidate ever been
elected president promising to
block change?To keep things just
theway they are?To leave every
stone unturned?Not that I can
recall. Itwould be like a cereal
boxwith themessage: Old and
unimproved.

Americans demandprogress,
and they expect their leaders to
bring it about. AsRonaldReagan
knew, a candidate can never go
wrong quoting the revolutionary
pamphleteerThomas Paine: “We
have it in our power to begin the
world over again.”

Romney’s defeat, however,
should confirm that this desire
for change is less than it’s cracked
up to be. Votersmay say they
want forward-looking reforms,
but they consistently vote for
keeping the status quo or re-
verting to the past.

Since1980, only one president
running for re-election has lost.
ThatwasGeorgeH.W.Bush—
whowent alongwith amajor
change he had opposed in prom-
ising “no new taxes.” In every
other case, even in themiddle of
the Iraq debacle, voters have

chosen the devil they knowover
the devil they don’t.

They had the samebasic pres-
ervationist impulse even in 2008,
when “changewe can believe in”
wasObama’smantra.His oppo-
nent, JohnMcCain, offered him-
self as a daringmaverickwith no
tolerance for standing pat.

In fact, theywere both selling
nostalgia. Obama recalled the
peace, prosperity and fiscal bal-
ance the nation enjoyed before
GeorgeW.Bush.McCain cease-
lessly evoked theReagan era.

Our aversion to doing anything
truly different is often a source of
trouble.We are attached to long-
established tax and spending
priorities that have created a huge
gap between income and outgo.
Wepreserve entitlements built on
the thinking of the1930s and
1960s.We insist on keepingmil-
itary commitmentswemadehalf
a century ago, oblivious to new
circumstances.

Obamadeferred to our conser-
vative inclinationwhenhe rolled
out the best advocate for his re-
tention: Bill Clinton. The implicit

messagewas that
Obama could restore
theEdenwe inhabited
in the1990s. Clinton,
of course,was fero-
ciously controversial
in office, but his ap-
proval rating is now69
percent, higher than it
everwas during his
presidency.

Romney spent the
latter part of the race
minimizing his differ-
enceswithObama.He
said hewould repeal
Obamacare—except,
you know, all the ap-

pealing parts.He faulted the
president’s Iran policy but
couldn’t really explain howhis
would be different.Hewasmod-
eratewith anM, as inmushy.

He did pick a runningmate
who seemedwilling to shake
things up. Paul Ryanhas a budget
plan thatwould downsize the
federal government and overhaul
Medicare. But Ryanwas not al-
lowed to barnstorm the country
on behalf of that plan.He spent
his time talking about the need to
restore the economy to theway it
used to be.

Even the tea party herowas
keen on reassuring thoseworried
that hewould turn things upside
down.

When it came to seniorswho
cherishMedicare as it is, Ryan
always stressed, “Whatwe’re
saying is no changes for anybody
55 and above.”

Most Americans didn’t vote for
Ryan. They did, however, vote in
favor of no changes for anyone 55
and above—or anyone under.

SteveChapman is amember of the
Tribune’s editorial board and blogs
at chicagotribune.com/
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Voters have say:
Keep the change
Presidential election affirms status quo

Steve Chapman

Our
aversion to
doing any-
thing truly
different is
often a
source of
trouble.

The image thatwill staywith
me from the presidential cam-
paign of 2012 is a snapshot show-
ing such unusual civility and
goodwill it’s hard to believe it
wasn’t Photoshopped—apic-
ture of President BarackObama
shaking handswithNewJersey
Gov. Chris Christie, his left hand
onChristie’s shoulder.

TheDemocratic president
and the topRepublican cam-
paign surrogatewere captured
by the cameras in this attitude of
gentlemanly affection and re-
spectwhen they famously came
together after superstormSandy
walloped theEast Coast the last
week ofOctober.

Oneweekend before that, the
blunt, typically pugnacious
Christie, keynote speaker at the
RepublicanNational Conven-
tion, had blastedObama’s “arro-
gance” in a speech at aVirginia
rally on behalf of then-GOP
presidential nomineeMitt Rom-
ney anddemanded, “What the
hell is he doing, asking for anoth-
er four years?”

Obama “doesn’t knowhow to
lead,” he said. “He’s like aman
wandering around a dark room,
hands against thewall, clutching
for the light switch of leadership.
Andhe just can’t find it. … (He’s)
blindlywalking around the

WhiteHouse looking for a clue.”
Typical polarizing political

poison, in otherwords— the
kind of over-the-top attack used
by both parties that voters say
they deplore but actually re-
spond to.

But then, in a crisis, the com-
batants found common cause,
set aside their differences and
worked together to solve urgent
problems. In doing so they ac-
knowledged inword and gesture
an underlying regard for one
another.

Cynics observed that this
bipartisan display—or charade,
if that’swhat itwas— stood to
advantage bothmen. Christie is
facing re-election next year in a
traditionallyDemocratic state
and is rumored to have his eye
on a run for theWhiteHouse in
2016. Obamawas in a battle for
independent andmoderate
voters,many ofwhomare suck-
ers for the idea of reconciliation
and compromise.

Conservative pundits raged
that Christiewas a traitor. Rush
Limbaugh implied onhis syndi-
cated radio program thatChris-
tie’s affection forObamabor-
dered on the sexual. And in the
wake of Romney’s defeat Tues-
day, some in theGOPblamed the
combination ofChristie and
Sandy for givingObama a deci-
sive opportunity to reset the
campaign narrative and show
himself as a uniter not a divider,
to borrowan expression.

I don’t knowabout that.Many
analysts say that polling and the
Democratic ground gamewere

favoringObama even before
“HurricaneBromance” hit the
Romney campaign.

But I do know that if Congress
is going to solve ourmost press-
ing problems,we need to see
more friendly hands on the
shoulder and fewer clenched
fists of rage.

Our leaders and lawmakers
need to recognize that the ur-
gency of, say, the so-called fiscal
cliff at the end of the year is
similar to the urgency created by
a superstormand just as poten-
tially destructive.

They need to find common
purpose and put aside—not
abandon— their differences.

Yes, “compromise” is a dirty
word these days But in the ab-
sence of a popularmandate after
an election inwhich therewere
no significant shifts in power, it’s
the best andmaybe only option
they have in a nation that, lofty
rhetoric aside, remains a sharply
divided pathwork of red and
blue states.

Voters gaveObama and the
RepublicanHouse of Repre-
sentatives a second chance, not a
thumbs-up.

Bothmust be humbler going
forward andmore self-critical
looking back.

The image ofObama and
Christie locked together and the
grace in theirwords inspired us
then and should inspire them
now.

We can all do better.

Comment on this column at
chicagotribune.com/zorn.

New Jersey Gov. Chris Christie greets President Barack Obama upon the president’s arrival in Atlantic City
last week to visit areas of Christie’s state hit hard by superstorm Sandy.
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Bipartisanship is
what’s needed now
A foe embrace or faux embrace, this is what hope looks like

Eric Zorn


