Massachusetts Primary Election
Tuesday, Sept. 4th
representbostonma@gmail.com

About This Voter Guide
Welcome to the first RepresentUs Massachusetts Voters Guide to the
2018 Primary Elections, which are on Tuesday, September 4th. This
guide was prepared completely by volunteers in the Greater Boston
and Western Massachusetts chapters of RepresentUs.
Who’s RepresentUs and why did they create this guide?
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RepresentUs is a nonpartisan, nonprofit 501 (c)(3) organization with headquarters in Florence,
MA. We do not support or oppose any political party or candidate. Our goal is to ensure that
all citizens have an equal voice in government so that our leadership truly does represent all
of us. One way we do this is by educating the public about the challenges to representative
democracy and options for strengthening it, such as changes in how we pay for campaigns
and vote.

About this guide

The Founding Fathers recognized that keeping our republic would not be easy. It would
require an informed citizenry engaged in robust political dialogue. We hope this guide helps
get candidates and voters talking about these key issues during the 2018 campaigns.
Which primary candidates are in this guide?

Information about voting
Candidates for Statewide
Executive Branch Offices
Candidates for Massachusetts
House of Representatives
Candidates for Massachusetts
Senate
Candidates for U.S. House of
Representative

To produce this guide we contacted:
All candidates for the U.S. Senate and House of Representatives

Candidates for U.S. Senate

Candidates running for 4 statewide offices in the Executive Branch (Governor, Lt. Governor,
Attorney General, and Secretary of State)

Ballot questions

Candidates for the Massachusetts House of Representatives and the Massachusetts
Senate in districts that include Middlesex, Franklin, Hampden and Hampshire counties. (We
limited our coverage simply because this is our first time doing a guide and it’s a big job for
volunteers!)

How do I find my
candidates?

The list of primary candidates comes from the Massachusetts Secretary of State’s web
page. We’ve made every effort to make sure all the information in this guide is accurate. The
questions appear exactly as they were sent to the candidates and we published their answers
exactly as the candidates wrote them. We limited answers to 150 words. If you have questions
about any candidate statements, we encourage you to contact the candidate directly.
For the general elections (on November 6th), we will update this guide to include all general
election candidates for the offices we are covering. Check back!
We thank these nonpartisan, nonprofit organizations for their help writing questions:

Learn More
Learn More
Learn More
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This guide lists candidates by
office and the district where they
are running. The districts for
U.S. House of Representatives,
Massachusetts State
Representatives and State Senate
are all different. You can use Find
My Election Information to find
your districts for these 3 offices.
Candidates running for statewide
offices (Governor, Lt. Governor,
Secretary of State, Attorney
General and U.S. Senator) do not
have districts.
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Massachusetts Primary Election
Tuesday, Sept. 4th
representbostonma@gmail.com

Information About Voting
Learn about the primary election process and how you can vote.
Need information about voting?
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Information about the voting process can be found at the Secretary of State’s website
at: http://www.sec.state.ma.us/ele/. This site contains an overview of the voting process,
instructions on registering to vote, voter registration deadlines, the page to register to vote
online, and identification requirements that may be needed in certain circumstances.

About this guide

Can’t go to your local polling place in person?
If you cannot vote in person, you can follow these links to find information on submitting an
absentee ballot, instructions for voting for military and overseas U.S. citizens, and assistance
available for voting for people with disabilities.
Need to know when and where to vote?
The Primary Elections are on Tuesday, September 4TH, 2018.
The State General Election will be on Tuesday, November 6TH, 2018.
Check here to find your voting location.
What’s the difference between the Sep. 4th Primary and the Nov. 6th General Election?
In the primary election, you’re choosing the candidates from a single party who will run
against candidates from the other parties in the November elections. If you are enrolled in
one of the 3 political parties that qualify to have state primary ballots (Republican, Democratic
or Libertarian), you will receive a ballot with candidates from that party only. If you are an
unenrolled voter (often called an independent voter) or if you are enrolled in a political
designation (such as the Green Party or Constitution Party), you may choose which ballot to
vote on.
This voter guide for the primary elections shows responses from Democratic and Republican
candidates. There were no Libertarian candidates running for offices we covered. BUT,
remember, you will only be able to vote for candidates from a single party in the primary
elections.
In the November general election, all voters get the same ballot. It will list the candidates who
won their party primary elections as well as independent and other candidates who qualified
to appear on the ballot.
What if there’s a problem with my voter registration?
You can find out how to vote with a provisional ballot if there are questions about your
registration.
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Information about voting
Candidates for Statewide
Executive Branch Offices
Candidates for Massachusetts
House of Representatives
Candidates for Massachusetts
Senate
Candidates for U.S. House of
Representative
Candidates for U.S. Senate
Ballot questions
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Statewide Executive Branch Offices

Governor

Lt. Governor

Attorney General

Secretary of State

CHARLES D. BAKER (R)

QUENTIN PALFREY (D)

MAURA HEALEY (D)

ANTHONY M. AMORE (R)

JAY M. GONZALEZ (D)

KARYN E. POLITO (R)

JAMES R. MCMAHON, III (R)

WILLIAM F. GALVIN (D)

SCOTT D. LIVELY (R)

JIMMY TINGLE (D)

DANIEL L. SHORES (R)

JOSH ZAKIM (D)

BOB MASSIE (D)

Note:
CANDIDATES WHO DID NOT PROVIDE A RESPONSE TO OUR
QUESTIONNAIRE ARE LISTED IN GRAY ITALICS.
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Statewide Executive Branch Offices

Candidate For Governor
Jay M. Gonzalez (D)

Jay served as the Governor Patrick’s Secretary of Administration and Finance, achieving the highest
bond ratings in state history. He also served as Chairman of the Board of the Massachusetts Health
Connector, where he oversaw implementation of Massachusetts’ health care reform, and he co-chaired
the Massachusetts Life Sciences Center.
Most recently, Jay served as President and CEO of CeltiCare Health and New Hampshire Healthy
Families, where he helped tens of thousands of low-income residents access the health care services
they need.
Through his work providing health insurance coverage for low-income residents, helping cities and
towns build new schools and fire stations, and managing the state budget for Governor Deval Patrick
during the Great Recession, Jay has always put people first.

Question 1:

Answer 1:

What are your top three campaign issues?

I would dedicate myself to fixing some of the biggest issues
holding regular people back in our state. The top issues I hear
about are our transportation, education, and healthcare systems.
Massachusetts is ranked 47th nationally on commute times and 45th
in the condition of our infrastructure. We must invest more in our
transportation infrastructure, so that people can depend on it to get
to work on time. Similarly, our healthcare system is too expensive
and too complicated for people to navigate. I’ll fight to bring a single
payer healthcare system to MA to ensure everyone has access to
affordable high-quality care. We are also failing too many of our
children. Our funding formula is not giving schools the revenue they
need and is especially underfunding our low income students. I
would fully fund all our schools and I would ensure every child has
access to high-quality affordable childcare and preschool.

Question 2:

Answer 2:

A series of Supreme Court rulings, including Citizens United v.
Federal Elections Commission (2010), struck down state and federal
laws that limited spending on political messages by corporations,
organizations, and individuals. These rulings established that
corporations and organizations have the same First Amendment,
free-speech rights as people and that spending money on
political messages through super PACs is free speech, which the
government cannot limit. This means donors can give as much
money as they want to fund political messages through super PACs.
In 2012, the Massachusetts legislature passed a resolution asking
the U.S. Congress to propose an amendment to the Constitution that
would reverse Citizens United and “restore the First Amendment
and fair elections to the people.” What is your view on the Citizens
United Supreme Court ruling and money in politics in general?

“We the people” is a cornerstone of our American political identity.
Throughout our history, we have fought hard to build and preserve
this unique government “of the people, for the people, by the
people.” Unfortunately, our current campaign finance regulations
are eroding the nature of our democracy. We need to aim high to
ensure that our elections and government are open and responsive
to all of us. We need to make it easier for regular people to impact
elections and policy, and to participate equally in the political
process, regardless of their income and resources. I support the
passage of a federal constitutional amendment that will expressly
permit Congress and states to regulate campaign contributions
and expenditures, including corporate contributions. To this end,
I am proud to be one of the first candidates in the country to sign
the American Promise pledge to use my office to advance this
amendment
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Statewide Executive Branch Offices
Candidate For Governor: Jay M. Gonzalez (D)

Question 3:

Answer 3:

In our voting system, when three or more candidates run for an
office, a candidate can win with less than half the votes. One reason
for this is the “spoiler effect.” For example, candidates A and B have
similar ideas and 55% of voters like those ideas. B gets 25% of the
votes and A gets 30%, so candidate C wins with 45%--even though
more than half the voters preferred other ideas. With Ranked Choice
Voting (RCV), you rank candidates in order of preference. If no
candidate gets a majority of first choices, the last place candidate
is eliminated. Voters for that candidate have their second choice
counted instead. The counting continues until one candidate wins a
majority of votes. Several U.S. cities use RCV. Maine adopted it for
state and federal elections in 2016. What’s your opinion on ranked
choice voting (RCV) for elections in Massachusetts?

I have really appreciated getting to learn more about Rank Choice
Voting from advocates in my time as a candidate. I support efforts to
transition Massachusetts towards a RCV electoral system.

Question 4:

Answer 4:

In 1998 Massachusetts voters approved the Clean Elections
Law, which citizens put on the ballot using the ballot initiative
petition process. This law provided a way for taxpayer money
to finance campaigns for candidates who agreed to accept only
contributions of $100 or less along with strict limits on spending.
The Massachusetts Legislature never approved a budget for this
program, and it repealed this law in 2003. What are your thoughts
about revisiting the idea of publicly-financed campaigns in
Massachusetts?

Elections at all levels are increasingly expensive. Candidates are
driven to extraordinary efforts to amass the resources necessary
to win, spending too much time fundraising and not enough time
engaging in meaningful dialogue with constituents. We need to
revisit our publicly-financed campaign system in order to help
remedy this situation. Our campaign has accepted the state’s
public financing and the strict spending limits that come with it.
However, we need to expand the system to empower more down
ticket candidates. A larger pool of public financing would make
more money available to more candidates, reducing their need to
fundraise from special interests and putting the brakes on runaway
spending. Our politicians should serve everyone in the state and not
be beholden to wealthy donors and a reformed publicly-financed
system will help do just that.

Question 5:

Answer 5:

Gerrymandering is the act of drawing voting district boundaries
to create a political advantage for a particular party or group.
In Massachusetts the Legislature creates these voting districts.
Although the current voting district maps are widely considered
fair, Massachusetts has a history of gerrymandering. Racial
gerrymandering occurred in the state as recently as 2001 (see Black
Political Task Force v. Galvin, 2004). Many other states have created
independent redistricting commissions so that voting district maps
are created by a commission of private citizens instead of politicians.
What are your thoughts on using an independent redistricting
commission to map out Massachusetts’ voting districts?

Gerrymandering artificially dilutes the power of people’s votes
and results in unequal representation and influence in our political
system. Government is the one institution that represents all of us.
It is the vehicle through which we work to empower, support and
protect each other. But if we do not protect our democratic system
and ensure each person has the proper opportunity to have their
voice heard, our government suffers. I support the creation of an
independent redistricting commission here in Massachusetts to
ensure the integrity of our redistricting process and our electoral
system. Voting districts should be a rational reflection of our
communities, not be contorted to further a political agenda.
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Statewide Executive Branch Offices

Candidate For Governor

Background:

Scott D. Lively (R)

Constitutional Law Attorney and Pastor with Credentials in International Human Rights and a diverse
multidisciplinary work history around the globe. Married 37 years to wife Anne. Four sons, eight
grandchildren.

Question 1:

Answer 1:

What are your top three campaign issues?

1. Preserve Constitutional Rights per Original Intent
2. End Public Corruption
3. Liberate Inner-City Families from Government Dependency

Question 2:

Answer 2:

A series of Supreme Court rulings, including Citizens United v.
Federal Elections Commission (2010), struck down state and federal
laws that limited spending on political messages by corporations,
organizations, and individuals. These rulings established that
corporations and organizations have the same First Amendment,
free-speech rights as people and that spending money on
political messages through super PACs is free speech, which the
government cannot limit. This means donors can give as much
money as they want to fund political messages through super PACs.
In 2012, the Massachusetts legislature passed a resolution asking
the U.S. Congress to propose an amendment to the Constitution that
would reverse Citizens United and “restore the First Amendment
and fair elections to the people.” What is your view on the Citizens
United Supreme Court ruling and money in politics in general?

In my view only natural persons with legal voting rights should be
allowed to fund campaign advertising.
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Statewide Executive Branch Offices
Candidate For Governor: Scott D. Lively (R)

Question 3:

Answer 3:

In our voting system, when three or more candidates run for an
office, a candidate can win with less than half the votes. One reason
for this is the “spoiler effect.” For example, candidates A and B have
similar ideas and 55% of voters like those ideas. B gets 25% of the
votes and A gets 30%, so candidate C wins with 45%--even though
more than half the voters preferred other ideas. With Ranked Choice
Voting (RCV), you rank candidates in order of preference. If no
candidate gets a majority of first choices, the last place candidate
is eliminated. Voters for that candidate have their second choice
counted instead. The counting continues until one candidate wins a
majority of votes. Several U.S. cities use RCV. Maine adopted it for
state and federal elections in 2016. What’s your opinion on ranked
choice voting (RCV) for elections in Massachusetts?

I prefer solving the problem of “plurality winners” by holding runoff elections. RCV could allow the powerful to game the system
by running multiple candidates with a hidden conspiratorial
agenda (e.g. one to throw mud while the other feigns innocence).
Moreover, election dynamics change over time and a run-off allows
voters to consider factors possibly not present earlier.

Question 4:

Answer 4:

In 1998 Massachusetts voters approved the Clean Elections
Law, which citizens put on the ballot using the ballot initiative
petition process. This law provided a way for taxpayer money
to finance campaigns for candidates who agreed to accept only
contributions of $100 or less along with strict limits on spending.
The Massachusetts Legislature never approved a budget for this
program, and it repealed this law in 2003. What are your thoughts
about revisiting the idea of publicly-financed campaigns in
Massachusetts?

I like the idea of public funding but only if voluntary. The taxpayers
should not be burdened with any additional costs which they do not
specifically vote for.

Question 5:

Answer 5:

Gerrymandering is the act of drawing voting district boundaries
to create a political advantage for a particular party or group.
In Massachusetts the Legislature creates these voting districts.
Although the current voting district maps are widely considered
fair, Massachusetts has a history of gerrymandering. Racial
gerrymandering occurred in the state as recently as 2001 (see Black
Political Task Force v. Galvin, 2004). Many other states have created
independent redistricting commissions so that voting district maps
are created by a commission of private citizens instead of politicians.
What are your thoughts on using an independent redistricting
commission to map out Massachusetts’ voting districts?

When dividing a piece of cake between two children, the fairest rule
is” “One cuts, the other chooses.” Let one party draw the maps and
let the other party choose from the options. Unlike a commission,
this system is simple, self-policing and eminently incorruptible.
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Statewide Executive Branch Offices

Candidate For Governor
Bob Massie (D)

Background:
MA Gov. Race, Dem. Candidate, 2017UMass Boston, Sustainable Solutions Lab, Exec. Dir.,
2015-17
New Economy Coalition, Pres., 2012-14
Harvard Univ., Initiative for Responsible Investment,
2010-13
U.S. Senate Race, Dem. Candidate, 2011
Ceres, Exec. Dir. 1996-2003, Sr. Fellow 2003-06
Global Reporting Initiative, Fdr. & COB, 1998-02
Harvard Divinity School, Lecturer, 1989-96
Int’l Elections Observer, South Africa, 1994
Univ. of Cape Town Grad. School, Guest Lect., 1993
Episcopal Church, ORDM, 1993

Henry Luce Fellow, 1992-93
Harvard Univ. Faculty Fellow in Ethics & the
Professions, 1986-87
Harvard Business School, PhD, Business Admin.,
1984-89
Yale Divinity School, MDiv, 1982
Princeton Univ., A.B. History, MCL, 1978
Senior Fulbright Research Award, 1993
Lionel Gelber Prize, Best Book (“Loosing The
Bonds: The United States and South Africa In The
Apartheid Years “) Int’l Relations, 1997

Question 1:

Answer 1:

What are your top three campaign issues?

1. Wealth Equality, Democracy & Social Justice. Our economy has
been turned upside down by right-wing billionaires and big business
so that money is siphoned from working people and funneled to the
wealth class. We must fight to restore the promise of a sustainable
and comfortable life for anyone who works.
2. Housing & Transportation. Adequate, accessible, safe housing
that provides access to jobs is essential to happiness and
fundamental for prosperity. While housing shortages exist, our
Gateway Cities have a housing surplus. I am committed to a 21st
Century transportation system that addresses this.
3. Climate Change. While MA weathers supercharged storms, our
utility rates skyrocket as MA imports billions of dollars in fossil fuels.
We need a 100% renewable energy system that yields thousands
of good jobs, grows our economy, reduces dependency on dirty
energy imports, and puts us on a sustainable path.

Question 2:

Answer 2:

A series of Supreme Court rulings, including Citizens United v.
Federal Elections Commission (2010), struck down state and federal
laws that limited spending on political messages by corporations,
organizations, and individuals. These rulings established that
corporations and organizations have the same First Amendment,
free-speech rights as people and that spending money on
political messages through super PACs is free speech, which the
government cannot limit. This means donors can give as much
money as they want to fund political messages through super PACs.
In 2012, the Massachusetts legislature passed a resolution asking
the U.S. Congress to propose an amendment to the Constitution that
would reverse Citizens United and “restore the First Amendment
and fair elections to the people.” What is your view on the Citizens
United Supreme Court ruling and money in politics in general?

Big corporate and billionaire fortunes are corrupting our politics
at every level. I campaigned hard for the Clean Elections ballot
initiative in Massachusetts that passed and was then gutted
by the Democratic state legislature. I will fight tirelessly for a
publicly financed, transparent system of campaign financing, both
at the federal and state levels. I support efforts to overturn the
Citizens United ruling, including supporting a limited constitutional
convention to prevent the wealthiest people from corrupting our
democratic process. I also support the aggressive enforcement of
existing campaign finance laws.
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Statewide Executive Branch Offices
Candidate For Governor: Bob Massie (D)

Question 3:

Answer 3:

In our voting system, when three or more candidates run for an
office, a candidate can win with less than half the votes. One reason
for this is the “spoiler effect.” For example, candidates A and B have
similar ideas and 55% of voters like those ideas. B gets 25% of the
votes and A gets 30%, so candidate C wins with 45%--even though
more than half the voters preferred other ideas. With Ranked Choice
Voting (RCV), you rank candidates in order of preference. If no
candidate gets a majority of first choices, the last place candidate
is eliminated. Voters for that candidate have their second choice
counted instead. The counting continues until one candidate wins a
majority of votes. Several U.S. cities use RCV. Maine adopted it for
state and federal elections in 2016. What’s your opinion on ranked
choice voting (RCV) for elections in Massachusetts?

I have supported rank choice voting for many years. Democracy
depends upon broad participation. I believe ranked choice voting
would expand participation by both candidates and voters. I
support the switch to ranked choice voting, as one way to open our
system to more voices, to protect the value of “protest votes”, and to
make room for the rise of third parties. We are in a no-win situation
where we often have to vote strategically, which often means voting
for less preferred but better financed candidates in order to prevent
“throwing away” one’s vote.

Question 4:

Answer 4:

In 1998 Massachusetts voters approved the Clean Elections
Law, which citizens put on the ballot using the ballot initiative
petition process. This law provided a way for taxpayer money
to finance campaigns for candidates who agreed to accept only
contributions of $100 or less along with strict limits on spending.
The Massachusetts Legislature never approved a budget for this
program, and it repealed this law in 2003. What are your thoughts
about revisiting the idea of publicly-financed campaigns in
Massachusetts?

Public financing would help limit the damaging impact of
corporations on our democracy. Public financing is a cornerstone
of my campaign. I strongly support the passage of a new Clean
Elections Law that would properly fund statewide and other races
in Massachusetts and prevent candidates from bypassing our
current law as Governor Baker is doing, funneling huge donations
through the Republican National Committee back into his campaign
coffers. Tightening restrictions to prevent abuses and funding our
commitment to campaign finance will help focus candidates and
voters on issues that matter to and benefit people, not corporations
and will be better for the Commonwealth.

Question 5:

Answer 5:

Gerrymandering is the act of drawing voting district boundaries
to create a political advantage for a particular party or group.
In Massachusetts the Legislature creates these voting districts.
Although the current voting district maps are widely considered
fair, Massachusetts has a history of gerrymandering. Racial
gerrymandering occurred in the state as recently as 2001 (see Black
Political Task Force v. Galvin, 2004). Many other states have created
independent redistricting commissions so that voting district maps
are created by a commission of private citizens instead of politicians.
What are your thoughts on using an independent redistricting
commission to map out Massachusetts’ voting districts?

I strongly support this. At the Democratic convention in June, I
declared that I wanted to be “the people’s governor fighting for a
justice economy.” That includes putting an end to gerrymandering
for any purpose. Gerrymandering in Massachusetts is one of the
reasons our state legislature is paralyzed. We need to adopt a
new approach to redistricting both state legislature districts and
US House of Representative districts. The new approach should
be criteria-driven (such as contiguity, consistency with natural
and political boundaries, compactness, and fairness to minority
constituents) and transfer control from the legislature to either a civil
servant group or an independent commission free from legislative
pressures, possibly with judicial approval.

And, for what it is worth, I immediately endorsed the concept as
soon as I started running. It took many months for my opponents to
figure out what it was and to decide that they agreed with it.

As governor, I will work to pass a bill in the legislature or win support
for a ballot petition to end gerrymandering in Massachusetts.
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Statewide Executive Branch Offices

Candidate For Lt. Governor

Background:

Quentin Palfrey (D)

Throughout his career, Quentin has been a leader in fighting poverty and inequality and standing up
for consumers. Quentin worked with President Obama as Senior Advisor for Jobs & Competitiveness
in the White House Office of Science & Technology Policy and as Deputy General Counsel for Strategic
Initiatives in the Commerce Dept. Prior to working in the Obama administration, Quentin served as chief
of the Healthcare Division in the Mass Attorney General’s Office, where he made sure consumers had a
voice in the implementation of Massachusetts’ landmark health reform law. Most recently, Quentin served
as Executive Director of J-PAL North America, a poverty lab at MIT that uses rigorous research to fight
poverty and inequality. There, he led efforts to improve the efficacy of social programs in the areas of
health care, education, housing, criminal justice, and economic mobility.

Question 1:

Answer 1:

What are your top three campaign issues?

The central focus of my campaign is the fight against poverty and
inequality. We need to make sure that our economy works for
everyone – not just the very wealthy. I will work to promote more
progressive taxation, policies that support workers, and investments
in education and innovation. I will also fight for a single-payer
system that ensures access to high quality, affordable health care
for all. It is time for Massachusetts to lead the way on health care, as
we have in the past.

Question 2:

Answer 2:

A series of Supreme Court rulings, including Citizens United v.
Federal Elections Commission (2010), struck down state and federal
laws that limited spending on political messages by corporations,
organizations, and individuals. These rulings established that
corporations and organizations have the same First Amendment,
free-speech rights as people and that spending money on
political messages through super PACs is free speech, which the
government cannot limit. This means donors can give as much
money as they want to fund political messages through super PACs.
In 2012, the Massachusetts legislature passed a resolution asking
the U.S. Congress to propose an amendment to the Constitution that
would reverse Citizens United and “restore the First Amendment
and fair elections to the people.” What is your view on the Citizens
United Supreme Court ruling and money in politics in general?

Misguided U.S. Supreme Court decisions such as Citizens United
have contributed to a campaign finance environment that gives
corporations too much power in our elections — and ordinary citizens
too little control over who represents them. It’s time to pass a
constitutional amendment to overturn Citizens United and secure
equal voting and participation for all Americans.
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Statewide Executive Branch Offices
Candidate For Lt. Governor: Quentin Palfrey (D)

Question 3:

Answer 3:

In our voting system, when three or more candidates run for an
office, a candidate can win with less than half the votes. One reason
for this is the “spoiler effect.” For example, candidates A and B have
similar ideas and 55% of voters like those ideas. B gets 25% of the
votes and A gets 30%, so candidate C wins with 45%--even though
more than half the voters preferred other ideas. With Ranked Choice
Voting (RCV), you rank candidates in order of preference. If no
candidate gets a majority of first choices, the last place candidate
is eliminated. Voters for that candidate have their second choice
counted instead. The counting continues until one candidate wins a
majority of votes. Several U.S. cities use RCV. Maine adopted it for
state and federal elections in 2016. What’s your opinion on ranked
choice voting (RCV) for elections in Massachusetts?

Ranked choice voting is a promising idea to make our elections
more fair, and I believe that Massachusetts should continue to
explore it. However, as with any change in voting procedures, the
way in which it is implemented is very important. I would want to
ensure that any implementation of RCV is done in a manner that
reduces confusion to the greatest extent possible and avoids driving
down turnout.

Question 4:

Answer 4:

In 1998 Massachusetts voters approved the Clean Elections
Law, which citizens put on the ballot using the ballot initiative
petition process. This law provided a way for taxpayer money
to finance campaigns for candidates who agreed to accept only
contributions of $100 or less along with strict limits on spending.
The Massachusetts Legislature never approved a budget for this
program, and it repealed this law in 2003. What are your thoughts
about revisiting the idea of publicly-financed campaigns in
Massachusetts?

Our campaign finance system is broken, and I strongly support
efforts to get money out or politics. I agree that Massachusetts
should consider revisiting the idea of publicly-financed campaigns.

Question 5:

Answer 5:

Gerrymandering is the act of drawing voting district boundaries
to create a political advantage for a particular party or group.
In Massachusetts the Legislature creates these voting districts.
Although the current voting district maps are widely considered
fair, Massachusetts has a history of gerrymandering. Racial
gerrymandering occurred in the state as recently as 2001 (see Black
Political Task Force v. Galvin, 2004). Many other states have created
independent redistricting commissions so that voting district maps
are created by a commission of private citizens instead of politicians.
What are your thoughts on using an independent redistricting
commission to map out Massachusetts’ voting districts?

While I agree that our current voting district maps are fair, it is
important for Massachusetts to be a leader and a positive example
on voting rights issues. For this reason, I believe that Massachusetts
should explore the use of an independent redistricting commission
that is structured appropriately to ensure fair representation.
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Statewide Executive Branch Offices

Candidate For Attorney
General

Background:

James R. McMahon, III (R)

General Practice of Law: 30 Years – Civil, Criminal, Domestic, Probate, Bankruptcy

Professional Experience: Attorney At Law since 1988
Private Sector Business: 12 Years Business Management, 1976 -1987 Law Enforcement, 1971 - 1976
Military, 1971 - 1977 Mass. Army National Guard 2nd Lt - Military Police Company Executive Officer
Educational Experience: Suffolk University Law School, JD University of Mass., BS-BA Cape Cod
Community College, L.A. Mass. Military Academy, Bourne High School
Guest Lecturer: Massasoit Community College, Quincy College, Wareham High School, Bourne High
School, Numerous small groups
Community Involvement: Bourne Financial Development Corp., Bourne Republican Town Committee,
Upper Cape Tea Party, Bourne Babe Ruth Baseball, Bourne Youth Baseball, Baseball Clubs of Cape Cod
Personal: Life-long resident of Cape Cod. Married for 25 years to Shelley, Five children (two in college).
Lost oldest son to opioid addiction.

Question 1:

Answer 1:

What are your top three campaign issues?

The opioid crisis, public safety and civil rights. Since Maura Healey
has been with the Office of the Attorney General, deaths by opiate
addiction have quadrupled in Massachusetts, with no signs of
abating. Additionally, Maura Healey has set aside our public safety
for mere political expediency. I will end this and recognize that the
number one responsibility for the Attorney General is the public
safety of the citizens of the Commonwealth. Finally, our civil rights
suffered when in July 2016, Maura Healey issued her infamous
enforcement notice, banning whole categories of guns in in the
commonwealth. She did so without any vote from the Massachusetts
House or Senate, nor was Governor Baker made aware. In January
2019, I will rescind and revoke said notice, thus restoring citizens’
lawful second amendment gun rights.

Question 2:

Answer 2:

A series of Supreme Court rulings, including Citizens United v.
Federal Elections Commission (2010), struck down state and federal
laws that limited spending on political messages by corporations,
organizations, and individuals. These rulings established that
corporations and organizations have the same First Amendment,
free-speech rights as people and that spending money on
political messages through super PACs is free speech, which the
government cannot limit. This means donors can give as much
money as they want to fund political messages through super PACs.
In 2012, the Massachusetts legislature passed a resolution asking
the U.S. Congress to propose an amendment to the Constitution that
would reverse Citizens United and “restore the First Amendment
and fair elections to the people.” What is your view on the Citizens
United Supreme Court ruling and money in politics in general?

I am in agreement with the current rule in Massachusetts whereby
only individuals can give money to political campaigns, and the
limit is $1,000 each year. This means that people own the First
Amendment political rights and they are the ones exercising it. Such
spending limits put everyone on an equal footing as to their voice in
politics.

Table of Contents >

Continued >

Q+A

Page 13

Statewide Executive Branch Offices
Candidate For Attorney General: James R. McMahon, III (R)

Question 3:

Answer 3:

In our voting system, when three or more candidates run for an
office, a candidate can win with less than half the votes. One reason
for this is the “spoiler effect.” For example, candidates A and B have
similar ideas and 55% of voters like those ideas. B gets 25% of the
votes and A gets 30%, so candidate C wins with 45%--even though
more than half the voters preferred other ideas. With Ranked Choice
Voting (RCV), you rank candidates in order of preference. If no
candidate gets a majority of first choices, the last place candidate
is eliminated. Voters for that candidate have their second choice
counted instead. The counting continues until one candidate wins a
majority of votes. Several U.S. cities use RCV. Maine adopted it for
state and federal elections in 2016. What’s your opinion on ranked
choice voting (RCV) for elections in Massachusetts?

I prefer that the candidate who receives the highest number of
votes becomes the winner of that election, no matter how many
candidates there are.

Question 4:

Answer 4:

In 1998 Massachusetts voters approved the Clean Elections
Law, which citizens put on the ballot using the ballot initiative
petition process. This law provided a way for taxpayer money
to finance campaigns for candidates who agreed to accept only
contributions of $100 or less along with strict limits on spending.
The Massachusetts Legislature never approved a budget for this
program, and it repealed this law in 2003. What are your thoughts
about revisiting the idea of publicly-financed campaigns in
Massachusetts?

I am not in favor of the idea of publicly financed campaigns in
Massachusetts.

Question 5:

Answer 5:

Gerrymandering is the act of drawing voting district boundaries
to create a political advantage for a particular party or group.
In Massachusetts the Legislature creates these voting districts.
Although the current voting district maps are widely considered
fair, Massachusetts has a history of gerrymandering. Racial
gerrymandering occurred in the state as recently as 2001 (see Black
Political Task Force v. Galvin, 2004). Many other states have created
independent redistricting commissions so that voting district maps
are created by a commission of private citizens instead of politicians.
What are your thoughts on using an independent redistricting
commission to map out Massachusetts’ voting districts?

I am in favor of creating an independent redistricting commission
so that voting district maps are created by a commission of private
citizens. I would want to mandate that they start at the corner
boundaries of the state and work their way in towards the center,
striving to keep whole communities intact including towns and
villages within the same district. This would make it fair for the
number of representatives in the legislature based upon populations
within and of those communities. Districts would not have to include
the same number for each, but could vary by several thousand, if
necessary, thereby allowing for most precincts to remain within the
same community as part of that district.

Table of Contents >

Q+A

Page 14

Statewide Executive Branch Offices

Candidate For
Secretary of State
Josh Zakim (D)

Background:
I am currently a Boston City Councilor, chairing the Civil Rights Committee. Prior to my current chair
role, I was chair of the Committee on Housing and Human Development and the chair of the Special
Committee on Transportation, Infrastructure, Planning, and Development. Before entering politics, I
received my BA from the University of Pennsylvania and my JD from Northeastern University School of
Law. After graduating from Northeastern, I worked for Greater Boston Legal Services where I defended
families against foreclosure brought on by predatory lending.
I play an active role in community organizations as a member of the Boston Ward 5 Democratic
Committee and a board member of the Lenny Zakim Fund, an organization founded by my father and
his friends to provide financial support and management training to innovative non-profits dedicated to
tackling complex social issues.

Question 1:

Answer 1:

What are your top three campaign issues?

My top priorities for the Secretary of State’s office are 1) improving
voting accessibility by removing barriers to participate, 2)
modernizing the public records system to give the people of
Massachusetts the ability to access information that is rightfully
theirs, and 3) strengthening the physical and electronic security of
voter registration and elections to ensure that no foreign entity is
able to manipulate our democracy in the wake of Trump’s victory in
2016. Unfortunately, our state has lagged behind on these issues
and the people of Massachusetts have suffered as a result. The
Secretary of State’s office plays an incredibly important role in
shaping democratic participation and I intend to use the powers
prescribed by the office to enable the voices in our state to be
heard.

Question 2:

Answer 2:

A series of Supreme Court rulings, including Citizens United v.
Federal Elections Commission (2010), struck down state and federal
laws that limited spending on political messages by corporations,
organizations, and individuals. These rulings established that
corporations and organizations have the same First Amendment,
free-speech rights as people and that spending money on
political messages through super PACs is free speech, which the
government cannot limit. This means donors can give as much
money as they want to fund political messages through super PACs.
In 2012, the Massachusetts legislature passed a resolution asking
the U.S. Congress to propose an amendment to the Constitution that
would reverse Citizens United and “restore the First Amendment
and fair elections to the people.” What is your view on the Citizens
United Supreme Court ruling and money in politics in general?

The ruling in Citizens United was one of the more egregious errors
that the Supreme Court has made in recent memory. Having the
interests of a select wealthy few outweigh the interests of everyday
working Americans is just plain wrong. In regards to the office, the
Secretary of State retains broad oversight of the lobbying industry
on Beacon Hill. In this post-Citizens United political climate, we must
ensure that the lobbying process in Massachusetts is transparent,
fair, and safe. Everyone has a right to know who is lobbying their
elected officials and what interests those lobbyists represent.
And given the recent revelations about workplace harassment
on Beacon Hill, it’s imperative that everyone working in our state
government - including lobbyists - receive workplace harassment
prevention training and has access to robust reporting procedures.
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Statewide Executive Branch Offices
Candidate For Secretary of State: Josh Zakim (D)

Question 3:

Answer 3:

In our voting system, when three or more candidates run for an
office, a candidate can win with less than half the votes. One reason
for this is the “spoiler effect.” For example, candidates A and B have
similar ideas and 55% of voters like those ideas. B gets 25% of the
votes and A gets 30%, so candidate C wins with 45%--even though
more than half the voters preferred other ideas. With Ranked Choice
Voting (RCV), you rank candidates in order of preference. If no
candidate gets a majority of first choices, the last place candidate
is eliminated. Voters for that candidate have their second choice
counted instead. The counting continues until one candidate wins a
majority of votes. Several U.S. cities use RCV. Maine adopted it for
state and federal elections in 2016. What’s your opinion on ranked
choice voting (RCV) for elections in Massachusetts?

Our elected officials should represent us, and that means
being elected by an outright majority of voters. But too often, in
Massachusetts and across the country, this is simply not the case.
Crowded fields in elections are great for the health of democracy,
but can produce anomalous results and extremely low winning
margins of victory. Ranked Choice Voting is a straightforward
solution to this problem. It encourages candidates to reach out to
as many voters as possible, rather than simply trying to appeal to a
narrow but sufficient plurality. Numerous democracies throughout
the world, dozens of American cities, and the State of Maine have all
enacted RCV without difficulty and to great success. Massachusetts
has an opportunity to stand at the forefront as an American leader
on RCV, and as Secretary, I am ready to seize that moment.

Question 4:

Answer 4:

In 1998 Massachusetts voters approved the Clean Elections
Law, which citizens put on the ballot using the ballot initiative
petition process. This law provided a way for taxpayer money
to finance campaigns for candidates who agreed to accept only
contributions of $100 or less along with strict limits on spending.
The Massachusetts Legislature never approved a budget for this
program, and it repealed this law in 2003. What are your thoughts
about revisiting the idea of publicly-financed campaigns in
Massachusetts?

I support publicly funded elections for candidates who agree to
spending limits, but not at the expense of going back to the 2002
situation where “clean elections” won its court challenge, but was
not funded by the Legislature. This decision threw the entire system
into upheaval, and eased the case for full repeal of the law. There
is too much money, both soft and hard, in our elections. I have
always, and will continue, to fund my campaign through individual
contributions that stay within the legal limits. If the Legislature (or
voters) approve a new public financing system and the Legislature
funds it, I will support it and opt in by agreeing to funding caps.

Question 5:

Answer 5:

Gerrymandering is the act of drawing voting district boundaries
to create a political advantage for a particular party or group.
In Massachusetts the Legislature creates these voting districts.
Although the current voting district maps are widely considered
fair, Massachusetts has a history of gerrymandering. Racial
gerrymandering occurred in the state as recently as 2001 (see Black
Political Task Force v. Galvin, 2004). Many other states have created
independent redistricting commissions so that voting district maps
are created by a commission of private citizens instead of politicians.
What are your thoughts on using an independent redistricting
commission to map out Massachusetts’ voting districts?

Gerrymandering has been, and continues to be, one of the most
destructive forces acting against the wellbeing of our democracy.
All too often, we see that no one benefits from this sort of district
redrawing, other than those clinging to power. The Secretary of
State’s responsibility to provide accurate and up to date statewide
voter information is immeasurably important in fighting against
the manipulation of voting districts and in promoting fair elections.
As Secretary of State, I plan on researching all the options on this
important matter immediately by modernizing the public records of
the office and ensuring that the information that the office provides
is both precise and current.
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Office: State Representative (By District)

Don’t know your district for state representative? Find out here.

1ST Middlesex
SHEILA C. HARRINGTON (R)
2ND Middlesex

15TH Middlesex

25TH Middlesex

MICHELLE CICCOLO (D)

MARJORIE C. DECKER (D)

MATTHEW COHEN (D)

LESLEY REBECCA PHILLIPS (D)
26TH Middlesex

JAMES ARCIERO (D)

JOSEPH G. LAHIFF (D)

KATHLEEN LYNCH (R)

MARY ANN STEWART (D)

GERLY ADRIEN (D)

WILLIAM JOSEPH SWEENEY (D)

MIKE CONNOLLY (D)

3RD Middlesex
EDWARD J. BASILE (D)
KATE HOGAN (D)
4TH Middlesex
PAUL R. FERRO (R)
DANIELLE W. GREGOIRE (D)
5 Middlesex

16 Middlesex
TH

THOMAS A. GOLDEN, JR. (D)
17TH Middlesex
DAVID M. NANGLE (D)
18TH Middlesex

STEPHEN STAT SMITH (D)
27TH Middlesex
DENISE PROVOST (D)
28TH Middlesex
GERLY ADRIEN (D)

TH

JAMES LEARY (D)

JOSEPH W. MCGONAGLE, JR. (D)

DAVID PAUL LINSKY (D)

SAM MEAS (D)

STEPHEN STAT SMITH (D)

6 Middlesex
TH

RADY MOM (D)

MIKE GATLIN (D) (WRITE-IN)

RITHY UONG (D)

MARIA ROBINSON (D) (WRITE-IN)
MARK TILDEN (D) (WRITE-IN)

19 Middlesex
TH

29TH Middlesex
JONATHAN HECHT (D)
30TH Middlesex

ERIN MARIE BUCKLEY (R)

JOSEPH E. DEMERS (D)

TH

ERIKA FRANCES JOHNSON (D)

RICHARD M. HAGGERTY (D)

JACK PATRICK LEWIS (D)

7 Middlesex

MARK S. KRATMAN (D)

ANNE D.J. LANDRY (D)

TH

MICHAEL V. MCCOY (D)

CLAIRE M. MALAGUTI (R)

CAROLYN C. DYKEMA (D)

JUDITH L. O’CONNELL (D)

8 Middlesex
9TH Middlesex
THOMAS M. STANLEY (D)
10TH Middlesex
JOHN J. LAWN, JR. (D)
11TH Middlesex
KAY S. KHAN (D)
12TH Middlesex
RUTH B. BALSER (D)
13TH Middlesex
CARMINE LAWRENCE GENTILE (D)
14TH Middlesex
BENJAMIN BLOOMENTHAL (D)
TAMI L. GOUVEIA (D)
CHRISTIAN W. KRUEGER (D)

PINA PRINZIVALLI (R)
DAVID ALLEN ROBERTSON (D)
20TH Middlesex
BRADLEY H. JONES, JR. (R)
21ST Middlesex
KENNETH I. GORDON (D)
22ND Middlesex
MARC T. LOMBARDO (R)
CHRISTOPHER J. TRIBOU (D)
23 Middlesex
TH

SEAN GARBALLEY (D)
LORI LENNON (D)
24TH Middlesex
DAVID M. ROGERS (D)

DARRYN ELLIOT REMILLARD (D)
31ST Middlesex
CAROLINE COLARUSSO (R)
MICHAEL SEAMUS DAY (D)
32ND Middlesex
PAUL BRODEUR (D)
33RD Middlesex
STEVEN ULTRINO (D)
34TH Middlesex
CHRISTINE P. BARBER (D)
35TH Middlesex
PAUL J. DONATO (D)
36TH Middlesex
COLLEEN M. GARRY (D)
SABRINA ADENA HEISEY (D)
RAYMOND G. LECZYNSKI (R)
37TH Middlesex
JENNIFER E. BENSON (D)

Note:
CANDIDATES WHO DID NOT PROVIDE A RESPONSE TO OUR
QUESTIONNAIRE ARE LISTED IN GRAY ITALICS.
Table of Contents >

Page 17

Office: State Representative (By District)

Don’t know your district for state representative? Find out here.

1ST Franklin
KATE WELCH ALBRIGHT-HANNA (D)
NATALIE M. BLAIS (D)

2nd Franklin
JOHN WILLIAM ARENA (D)
1ST Hampden

CHRISTINE M. DOKTOR (D)

TANYA V. NESLUSAN (D)

JONATHAN S. EDWARDS (D)

TODD M. SMOLA (R)

CASEY THOMAS PEASE (D)

2ND Hampden

1ST Hampshire
LINDSAY N. SABADOSA (D)
DIANA M. SZYNAL (D)
2ND Hampshire
DANIEL R. CAREY (D)
JOHN R. HINE (D)

NATHANIEL G. WARING (D)

BRIAN M. ASHE (D)

P. MARIE MCCOURT (D)

FRANCIA E. WISNEWSKI (D)

ALLISON P. WERDER (R)

DONALD PELTIER (R)

3

RD

Hampden

NICHOLAS A. BOLDYGA (R)

MINDY DOMB (D)

FORREST W. BRADFORD (D)

ERIC T. NAKAJIMA (D)

4 Hampden
TH

JOHN C. VELIS (D) - COULDN’T RESPOND
WHILE AWAY ON MILITARY SERVICE.
5TH Hampden
AARON VEGA (D)
6TH Hampden
MICHAEL J. FINN (D)
7TH Hampden
THOMAS M. PETROLATI (D)
8TH Hampden
JOSEPH F. WAGNER (D)
9TH Hampden
JOSE F. TOSADO (D)
MARK A. KENYON (D)
10TH Hampden
CARLOS GONZALEZ (WRITE-IN)
11TH Hampden
BUD L. WILLIAMS (D)
12TH Hampden
ANGELO J. PUPPOLO, JR. (D)

Note:
CANDIDATES WHO DID NOT PROVIDE A RESPONSE TO OUR
QUESTIONNAIRE ARE LISTED IN GRAY ITALICS.

Table of Contents >

3RD Hampshire

Q+A

Page 18

Office: State Representative (By District)

Candidate – 6TH Middlesex:

Background:

Mike Gatlin (D) (Write-In)

I am a lifetime resident of Framingham, my wife is from Framingham and my kids are all products of the
Framingham Public School system. I am an attorney with a practice in Framingham where I represent
a few lenders and small businesses. I have been involved in the community for many years, serving,
at various times as a PTO President, member of two school superintendent and one building principal
search committees, as chair of Framingham’s Economic Development Industrial Corporation and as chair
of a non-profit which supports downtown businesses. I have also served as a member of the Framingham
Public Library Foundation which raised the money to build a new library, and I serve on the Framingham
State University Foundation Board. I believe that my knowledge and experience in the City uniquely
qualifies me for this office.

Question 1:

Answer 1:

What are your top three campaign issues?

I believe the state should establish Pre-K education for all children,
keep it promises to our students by funding a much greater share of
the cost of the state college/university system so that our kids don’t
lose out to kids who pay the higher out of state tuition rates, and
continuing economic development if Framingham.

Question 2:

Answer 2:

A series of Supreme Court rulings, including Citizens United v.
Federal Elections Commission (2010), struck down state and federal
laws that limited spending on political messages by corporations,
organizations, and individuals. These rulings established that
corporations and organizations have the same First Amendment,
free-speech rights as people and that spending money on
political messages through super PACs is free speech, which the
government cannot limit. This means donors can give as much
money as they want to fund political messages through super PACs.
In 2012, the Massachusetts legislature passed a resolution asking
the U.S. Congress to propose an amendment to the Constitution that
would reverse Citizens United and “restore the First Amendment
and fair elections to the people.” What is your view on the Citizens
United Supreme Court ruling and money in politics in general?

Corporations are demonstrably not people and I believe the
decision is wrong. Money in politics, especially big money from
PACs, threatens our democracy and Citizens United must be
overturned.
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Office: State Representative (By District)
Candidate – 6TH Middlesex: Mike Gatlin (D) (Write-In)

Question 3:

Answer 3:

In our voting system, when three or more candidates run for an
office, a candidate can win with less than half the votes. One reason
for this is the “spoiler effect.” For example, candidates A and B have
similar ideas and 55% of voters like those ideas. B gets 25% of the
votes and A gets 30%, so candidate C wins with 45%--even though
more than half the voters preferred other ideas. With Ranked Choice
Voting (RCV), you rank candidates in order of preference. If no
candidate gets a majority of first choices, the last place candidate
is eliminated. Voters for that candidate have their second choice
counted instead. The counting continues until one candidate wins a
majority of votes. Several U.S. cities use RCV. Maine adopted it for
state and federal elections in 2016. What’s your opinion on ranked
choice voting (RCV) for elections in Massachusetts?

I am in favor of this type of voting system.

Question 4:

Answer 4:

In 1998 Massachusetts voters approved the Clean Elections
Law, which citizens put on the ballot using the ballot initiative
petition process. This law provided a way for taxpayer money
to finance campaigns for candidates who agreed to accept only
contributions of $100 or less along with strict limits on spending.
The Massachusetts Legislature never approved a budget for this
program, and it repealed this law in 2003. What are your thoughts
about revisiting the idea of publicly-financed campaigns in
Massachusetts?

I would favor re-visiting this issue. I have not settled on a final
answer, but clearly, placing limits on campaign spending is a result I
would favor and work towards.

Question 5:

Answer 5:

Gerrymandering is the act of drawing voting district boundaries
to create a political advantage for a particular party or group.
In Massachusetts the Legislature creates these voting districts.
Although the current voting district maps are widely considered
fair, Massachusetts has a history of gerrymandering. Racial
gerrymandering occurred in the state as recently as 2001 (see Black
Political Task Force v. Galvin, 2004). Many other states have created
independent redistricting commissions so that voting district maps
are created by a commission of private citizens instead of politicians.
What are your thoughts on using an independent redistricting
commission to map out Massachusetts’ voting districts?

I believe district lines should be drawn by an independent
commission. The conflict for legislators has been demonstrated
throughout the history of or country. This really doesn’t seem like it
should be controversial, but clearly there is resistance. Everything
that can be done to protect the integrity of our electoral system
should be done.
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Office: State Representative (By District)

Candidate – 6TH Middlesex:

Background:

Maria Robinson (D) (Write-In)

Maria Robinson is a clean energy expert and advocate who has spent the past decade working with state
legislatures, Governors, regulatory agencies, and the federal government on policies to combat climate
change and increase adoption of clean energy. She is a homeowner, a parent to two foster children,
and lives in a multigenerational household with her senior parents. A former Town Meeting Member,
Maria is a member of the Framingham Democratic Committee and sits on the boards of the Friends of
the Framingham Library and the Framingham Public Library Foundation. She graduated from MIT with a
degree in chemical engineering and has a masters degree in law.

Question 1:

Answer 1:

What are your top three campaign issues?

1) Education Funding. Framingham has a disproportionate number
of special education and English Language Learning students, and
the Foundation Budget formula needs to be updated to provide
additional resources to these students that have additional learning
needs.
2) Immigration. We need to pass the Safe Communities Act to
ensure that we can keep our local law enforcement focused on their
primary goal of preventing local crime. Our immigrant community
needs to feel safe in Framingham.
3) Transportation. We need reliable, affordable public transportation
to help mitigate ever-worsening traffic problems as well as to
improve our environmental footprint.

Question 2:

Answer 2:

A series of Supreme Court rulings, including Citizens United v.
Federal Elections Commission (2010), struck down state and federal
laws that limited spending on political messages by corporations,
organizations, and individuals. These rulings established that
corporations and organizations have the same First Amendment,
free-speech rights as people and that spending money on
political messages through super PACs is free speech, which the
government cannot limit. This means donors can give as much
money as they want to fund political messages through super PACs.
In 2012, the Massachusetts legislature passed a resolution asking
the U.S. Congress to propose an amendment to the Constitution that
would reverse Citizens United and “restore the First Amendment
and fair elections to the people.” What is your view on the Citizens
United Supreme Court ruling and money in politics in general?

The Supreme Court ruling on Citizens United has opened up a
floodgate of spending in politics, making it more difficult for the
needs and concerns of the average citizen to be heard. We are
fortunate that Massachusetts limits the spending of corporations in
elections, but we need to work to keep dark money out of politics.
Unfortunately, with recent changes announced by the IRS, this will
be increasingly difficult to do without action from state and federal
legislatures. Running for office, especially higher office, should not
be reserved for the ultra-wealthy, and legislatures need to act on
this.
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Office: State Representative (By District)
Candidate – 6TH Middlesex: Maria Robinson (D) (Write-In)

Question 3:

Answer 3:

In our voting system, when three or more candidates run for an
office, a candidate can win with less than half the votes. One reason
for this is the “spoiler effect.” For example, candidates A and B have
similar ideas and 55% of voters like those ideas. B gets 25% of the
votes and A gets 30%, so candidate C wins with 45%--even though
more than half the voters preferred other ideas. With Ranked Choice
Voting (RCV), you rank candidates in order of preference. If no
candidate gets a majority of first choices, the last place candidate
is eliminated. Voters for that candidate have their second choice
counted instead. The counting continues until one candidate wins a
majority of votes. Several U.S. cities use RCV. Maine adopted it for
state and federal elections in 2016. What’s your opinion on ranked
choice voting (RCV) for elections in Massachusetts?

I have long been supportive of ranked choice voting for elections
in Massachusetts; in fact, it is how voting worked in my college
extracurricular groups. Voters should be able to know that their vote
will not be thrown away, and this will ensure that the values and
beliefs of the majority of voters are more accurately reflected.

Question 4:

Answer 4:

In 1998 Massachusetts voters approved the Clean Elections
Law, which citizens put on the ballot using the ballot initiative
petition process. This law provided a way for taxpayer money
to finance campaigns for candidates who agreed to accept only
contributions of $100 or less along with strict limits on spending.
The Massachusetts Legislature never approved a budget for this
program, and it repealed this law in 2003. What are your thoughts
about revisiting the idea of publicly-financed campaigns in
Massachusetts?

Related to the question about Citizens United, it would be useful
to revisit publicly financed campaigns in the Commonwealth.
As a candidate whose campaign is being driven by small dollar
donations, I feel it is possible to run a campaign this way and
would improve overall fairness in the election system. However, I
would want to make sure that the “strict limits on spending” did not
unnecessarily exclude certain types of candidates. For example,
there was a bill considered this year to allow childcare costs to be
covered by campaigns, and I would want that to be included in the
spending limits.

Question 5:

Answer 5:

Gerrymandering is the act of drawing voting district boundaries
to create a political advantage for a particular party or group.
In Massachusetts the Legislature creates these voting districts.
Although the current voting district maps are widely considered
fair, Massachusetts has a history of gerrymandering. Racial
gerrymandering occurred in the state as recently as 2001 (see Black
Political Task Force v. Galvin, 2004). Many other states have created
independent redistricting commissions so that voting district maps
are created by a commission of private citizens instead of politicians.
What are your thoughts on using an independent redistricting
commission to map out Massachusetts’ voting districts?

Although it is difficult to determine if commissions are truly
independent, I would prefer to have a commission made up of nonpoliticians look at redistricting in Massachusetts. Several of the local
colleges and universities have excellent faculty that study this topic
in depth and would be well-equipped to offer redistricting options
that would be scientifically sound and likely more fair.
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Office: State Representative (By District)

Candidate – 6TH Middlesex:

Background:

Mark Tilden (D) (Write-In)

Raised in Newton, Attorney practicing in Framingham for 30 years with concentration in criminal law,
real estate, landlord tenant, condominium and small commercial litigation. Residential and commercial
landlord operating properties in Framingham, Westborough and Sudbury.

Question 1:

Answer 1:

What are your top three campaign issues?

Economic Development. We must foster a political climate that
encourages growth and wide spread opportunity. Attract clean
industry to Massachusetts which pay competitive wages and
benefits.
Opiod Crisis. Divert offenders to treatment programs as alternative
to incarceration and onerous probation conditions. Pursue litigation
against pharmaceutical companies that through greed and profit
driven decisions making promoted widespread and unchecked use.
Immigration. Protect the hard working people in our towns and cities
from ICE agents who commandeer our law enforcement and tear
apart families and cause damage in our communities.

Question 2:

Answer 2:

A series of Supreme Court rulings, including Citizens United v.
Federal Elections Commission (2010), struck down state and federal
laws that limited spending on political messages by corporations,
organizations, and individuals. These rulings established that
corporations and organizations have the same First Amendment,
free-speech rights as people and that spending money on
political messages through super PACs is free speech, which the
government cannot limit. This means donors can give as much
money as they want to fund political messages through super PACs.
In 2012, the Massachusetts legislature passed a resolution asking
the U.S. Congress to propose an amendment to the Constitution that
would reverse Citizens United and “restore the First Amendment
and fair elections to the people.” What is your view on the Citizens
United Supreme Court ruling and money in politics in general?

Citizens United has subverted the democratic process by placing
elections in the hands of big money special interests and left less
well funded groups without a voice. Returning to limits on corporate
spending would help level the playing field for families who struggle
daily just to keep their children fed and a roof over their head.
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Office: State Representative (By District)
Candidate – 6TH Middlesex: Mark Tilden (D) (Write-In)

Question 3:

Answer 3:

In our voting system, when three or more candidates run for an
office, a candidate can win with less than half the votes. One reason
for this is the “spoiler effect.” For example, candidates A and B have
similar ideas and 55% of voters like those ideas. B gets 25% of the
votes and A gets 30%, so candidate C wins with 45%--even though
more than half the voters preferred other ideas. With Ranked Choice
Voting (RCV), you rank candidates in order of preference. If no
candidate gets a majority of first choices, the last place candidate
is eliminated. Voters for that candidate have their second choice
counted instead. The counting continues until one candidate wins a
majority of votes. Several U.S. cities use RCV. Maine adopted it for
state and federal elections in 2016. What’s your opinion on ranked
choice voting (RCV) for elections in Massachusetts?

I am against this idea. Although well intentioned its gimmicky and
hard to understand. Political races with three candidates where the
two front runners have similar views have been with us for years and
our system has survived. Its politics.

Question 4:

Answer 4:

In 1998 Massachusetts voters approved the Clean Elections
Law, which citizens put on the ballot using the ballot initiative
petition process. This law provided a way for taxpayer money
to finance campaigns for candidates who agreed to accept only
contributions of $100 or less along with strict limits on spending.
The Massachusetts Legislature never approved a budget for this
program, and it repealed this law in 2003. What are your thoughts
about revisiting the idea of publicly-financed campaigns in
Massachusetts?

I support such legislation to at least give the appearance of clean
elections.

Question 5:

Answer 5:

Gerrymandering is the act of drawing voting district boundaries
to create a political advantage for a particular party or group.
In Massachusetts the Legislature creates these voting districts.
Although the current voting district maps are widely considered
fair, Massachusetts has a history of gerrymandering. Racial
gerrymandering occurred in the state as recently as 2001 (see Black
Political Task Force v. Galvin, 2004). Many other states have created
independent redistricting commissions so that voting district maps
are created by a commission of private citizens instead of politicians.
What are your thoughts on using an independent redistricting
commission to map out Massachusetts’ voting districts?

I believe this is worth a try. Private citizens would help avoid the taint
of politics in re-drawing districts and would prevent the creation of
“safe” districts which limit competition.
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Office: State Representative (By District)

Candidate – 14TH Middlesex:

Background:

Benjamin Bloomenthal (D)

Benjamin Bloomenthal, a leader in transportation, has over twenty years of direct government work
experience. He currently lives in Acton with his wife and son.

Question 1:

Answer 1:

What are your top three campaign issues?

Single Payer Healthcare, Education Reform, Labor

Question 2:

Answer 2:

A series of Supreme Court rulings, including Citizens United v.
Federal Elections Commission (2010), struck down state and federal
laws that limited spending on political messages by corporations,
organizations, and individuals. These rulings established that
corporations and organizations have the same First Amendment,
free-speech rights as people and that spending money on
political messages through super PACs is free speech, which the
government cannot limit. This means donors can give as much
money as they want to fund political messages through super PACs.
In 2012, the Massachusetts legislature passed a resolution asking
the U.S. Congress to propose an amendment to the Constitution that
would reverse Citizens United and “restore the First Amendment
and fair elections to the people.” What is your view on the Citizens
United Supreme Court ruling and money in politics in general?

I believe Citizens United needs to be overturned and dark money
needs to get out of politics.
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Office: State Representative (By District)
Candidate – 14TH Middlesex: Benjamin Bloomenthal (D)

Question 3:

Answer 3:

In our voting system, when three or more candidates run for an
office, a candidate can win with less than half the votes. One reason
for this is the “spoiler effect.” For example, candidates A and B have
similar ideas and 55% of voters like those ideas. B gets 25% of the
votes and A gets 30%, so candidate C wins with 45%--even though
more than half the voters preferred other ideas. With Ranked Choice
Voting (RCV), you rank candidates in order of preference. If no
candidate gets a majority of first choices, the last place candidate
is eliminated. Voters for that candidate have their second choice
counted instead. The counting continues until one candidate wins a
majority of votes. Several U.S. cities use RCV. Maine adopted it for
state and federal elections in 2016. What’s your opinion on ranked
choice voting (RCV) for elections in Massachusetts?

I support Ranked Choice Voting.

Question 4:

Answer 4:

In 1998 Massachusetts voters approved the Clean Elections
Law, which citizens put on the ballot using the ballot initiative
petition process. This law provided a way for taxpayer money
to finance campaigns for candidates who agreed to accept only
contributions of $100 or less along with strict limits on spending.
The Massachusetts Legislature never approved a budget for this
program, and it repealed this law in 2003. What are your thoughts
about revisiting the idea of publicly-financed campaigns in
Massachusetts?

I would welcome it, especially being a state employee, where I
cannot raise funds on my own and am dependent on others.

Question 5:

Answer 5:

Gerrymandering is the act of drawing voting district boundaries
to create a political advantage for a particular party or group.
In Massachusetts the Legislature creates these voting districts.
Although the current voting district maps are widely considered
fair, Massachusetts has a history of gerrymandering. Racial
gerrymandering occurred in the state as recently as 2001 (see Black
Political Task Force v. Galvin, 2004). Many other states have created
independent redistricting commissions so that voting district maps
are created by a commission of private citizens instead of politicians.
What are your thoughts on using an independent redistricting
commission to map out Massachusetts’ voting districts?

I support an independent commission, especially when communities
like Chelmsford are broken up into four individual districts.
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Office: State Representative (By District)

Candidate – 14TH Middlesex:
Tami L. Gouveia (D)

Background:
As a progressive Democrat, I have dedicated my life to solving issues families face in their everyday
lives. Born and raised in Lowell, I received a Bachelor’s from Mt. Holyoke, two Master’s in Public Health
and Social Work from Boston University, and am currently pursuing a Doctorate in Public Health focused
on opioids policy from BU. For 10 years, I directed healthy communities programs and addiction
prevention initiatives at the Greater Lawrence Family Health Center. As Executive Director at Tobacco
Free Mass, I fought against the tobacco industry’s predatory tactics towards youth and negotiated with
lawmakers to introduce legislation to raise the age of tobacco sales to 21. I founded the Massachusetts
Chapter of the Women’s March on Washington in 2016 and helped mobilize 10,000 people to protest the
Trump Administration’s policies. I now live in Acton with my two teenage sons.

Question 1:

Answer 1:

What are your top three campaign issues?

My top three campaign issues are income inequality, climate justice,
and the influence of dark money on policymaking and elections.
These issues impact all individuals in our state and hinder our ability
to keep Massachusetts at the forefront in quality of life. These are
also complex issues that do not have quick fixes or silver bullets.
They are issues that require engaged listening to understand
the myriad of perspectives, the range of people whose lives are
impacted by any decisions made. All of the critical issues our state
faces -- campaign finance reform, public transit, affordable housing,
environmental protection, health care -- are interconnected because
we as people and communities are interconnected. As State
Representative, I will bring this perspective to solving the challenges
our state faces and work with my constituents and colleagues to
build a more vibrant, just future for the next generations.

Question 2:

Answer 2:

A series of Supreme Court rulings, including Citizens United v.
Federal Elections Commission (2010), struck down state and federal
laws that limited spending on political messages by corporations,
organizations, and individuals. These rulings established that
corporations and organizations have the same First Amendment,
free-speech rights as people and that spending money on
political messages through super PACs is free speech, which the
government cannot limit. This means donors can give as much
money as they want to fund political messages through super PACs.
In 2012, the Massachusetts legislature passed a resolution asking
the U.S. Congress to propose an amendment to the Constitution that
would reverse Citizens United and “restore the First Amendment
and fair elections to the people.” What is your view on the Citizens
United Supreme Court ruling and money in politics in general?

I strongly disagree with the ruling in Citizens United. Our current
system favors corporate lobbyists and the financial gains of special
interest groups over the interests of Massachusetts residents and
the future health and well-being of our communities. A healthy
democracy requires individual citizens to be able to access
unbiased information; yet, because of Citizens United, working
people are inundated with propaganda from major industry groups
and the wealthiest individuals. As State Representative, I will
continue the advocacy I have already engaged in to establish a
Citizen’s Commission and pass the 28th Amendment so that we
can free our elections and democracy from this undue influence. I
will also continue amplifying the voices of the most under served
members of our communities, as I have done throughout my career,
and leverage our voices and power so that we can reclaim our
elections and democracy.
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Office: State Representative (By District)
Candidate – 14TH Middlesex: Tami L. Gouveia (D)

Question 3:

Answer 3:

In our voting system, when three or more candidates run for an
office, a candidate can win with less than half the votes. One reason
for this is the “spoiler effect.” For example, candidates A and B have
similar ideas and 55% of voters like those ideas. B gets 25% of the
votes and A gets 30%, so candidate C wins with 45%--even though
more than half the voters preferred other ideas. With Ranked Choice
Voting (RCV), you rank candidates in order of preference. If no
candidate gets a majority of first choices, the last place candidate
is eliminated. Voters for that candidate have their second choice
counted instead. The counting continues until one candidate wins a
majority of votes. Several U.S. cities use RCV. Maine adopted it for
state and federal elections in 2016. What’s your opinion on ranked
choice voting (RCV) for elections in Massachusetts?

I first learned about Rank Choice Voting 20 years ago as an
undergraduate at Mt. Holyoke College. The implementation of this
system struck me as common sense then and it still does today.
We need a voting system that expands individuals’ ability to vote
based on their values and hopes, rather than from fear of the spoiler
effect. In 2016, 15% of registered voters stated they didn’t vote
because they didn’t feel their vote would make a difference. We
need to fix this. Everyone should feel their vote matters and RCV
is an important step in making this happen. Massachusetts should
follow in the footsteps of Maine and various local municipalities
in implementing RCV. As State Representative, I will be a vocal
advocate for bringing RCV to fruition and ensuring that our
democracy is vibrant and inclusive to all.

Question 4:

Answer 4:

In 1998 Massachusetts voters approved the Clean Elections
Law, which citizens put on the ballot using the ballot initiative
petition process. This law provided a way for taxpayer money
to finance campaigns for candidates who agreed to accept only
contributions of $100 or less along with strict limits on spending.
The Massachusetts Legislature never approved a budget for this
program, and it repealed this law in 2003. What are your thoughts
about revisiting the idea of publicly-financed campaigns in
Massachusetts?

I support the Clean Elections Law in Massachusetts as I believe
this legislation only strengthens our state’s democracy and would
make our elections more engaging and reflective of diverse voter
interests. Effective grassroots campaigns are incredibly expensive.
Many thoughtful, committed, and passionate individuals who could
be amazing elected officials are never able to run or unable to run
a robust campaign because of this financial constraint. In particular,
this impacts women, people of color, and low-income individuals
who may not have the same connections to wealthy donors. We
need to be expanding access to public office and not limiting it
based on someone’s personal contact list. I also support Clean
Elections because it would increase the amount of time candidates
are able to spend talking to voters about issues that impact them
and their families, instead of needing to spend hours dialing-fordollars.

Question 5:

Answer 5:

Gerrymandering is the act of drawing voting district boundaries
to create a political advantage for a particular party or group.
In Massachusetts the Legislature creates these voting districts.
Although the current voting district maps are widely considered
fair, Massachusetts has a history of gerrymandering. Racial
gerrymandering occurred in the state as recently as 2001 (see Black
Political Task Force v. Galvin, 2004). Many other states have created
independent redistricting commissions so that voting district maps
are created by a commission of private citizens instead of politicians.
What are your thoughts on using an independent redistricting
commission to map out Massachusetts’ voting districts?

I support an independent redistricting commission for
Massachusetts. Unfortunately, when politicians carve up our voting
maps, all too frequently the interests of Party are put over the will
and interests of communities and people. In my district, the town
of Chelmsford was carved up in such a way that it has four State
Representatives. This leads to confusion and disillusionment. As
a State Representative, I will advocate for redistricting that is fair,
impartial, racially just, and seeks to unite communities, not tear them
part.
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Office: State Representative (By District)

Candidate – 15TH Middlesex:

Background:

Michelle Ciccolo (D)

Michelle Ciccolo is a Lexington Selectman and former Planning Board member who has had a long
career in public service. She has worked as an executive in municipal government, held important
leadership positions in regional planning, and has been a highly regarded contributor to State boards
and commissions concerned with transportation, the environment and public health.
In her work, Michelle has spearheaded major economic development projects and successful initiatives
and legislation that have touched the lives of thousands of people.
Michelle grew up in Lexington where she and her husband, Philip Jackson, have raised their family.
She currently runs her own business, The Ciccolo Group, LLC., a small consulting firm which specializes
in planning, community development, municipal management, permitting, and real estate management.

Question 1:

Answer 1:

What are your top three campaign issues?

My top three issues include:
1) Energy and the Environment: I believe we must accelerate our
push toward environmental sustainability. Climate change must be
considered in every policy we make; it is the most pressing struggle
we face.
2) Education: I believe we must work towards a system that provides
universal Pre-K, affordable college, and excellence in kindergarten
through fifth grade with fair and equitable state support.
3) Inequity: I will address inequities in our society by focusing on
better transportation options, high-quality affordable health care,
wellness and prevention, and progressive taxation.

Question 2:

Answer 2:

A series of Supreme Court rulings, including Citizens United v.
Federal Elections Commission (2010), struck down state and federal
laws that limited spending on political messages by corporations,
organizations, and individuals. These rulings established that
corporations and organizations have the same First Amendment,
free-speech rights as people and that spending money on
political messages through super PACs is free speech, which the
government cannot limit. This means donors can give as much
money as they want to fund political messages through super PACs.
In 2012, the Massachusetts legislature passed a resolution asking
the U.S. Congress to propose an amendment to the Constitution that
would reverse Citizens United and “restore the First Amendment
and fair elections to the people.” What is your view on the Citizens
United Supreme Court ruling and money in politics in general?

The Citizens United ruling is misguided and should be overturned.
The dark money that has emerged in our political system since
Citizens United is dangerous. Corporations are not people and
should not be treated as such. I believe strongly that corporate
money should not be allowed in politics; only individuals should be
allowed to donate to campaigns, within reasonable maximum limits.
I would support the addition of an amendment to the Constitution to
keep corporate money out of politics.
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Office: State Representative (By District)
Candidate – 15TH Middlesex: Michelle Ciccolo (D)

Question 3:

Answer 3:

In our voting system, when three or more candidates run for an
office, a candidate can win with less than half the votes. One reason
for this is the “spoiler effect.” For example, candidates A and B have
similar ideas and 55% of voters like those ideas. B gets 25% of the
votes and A gets 30%, so candidate C wins with 45%--even though
more than half the voters preferred other ideas. With Ranked Choice
Voting (RCV), you rank candidates in order of preference. If no
candidate gets a majority of first choices, the last place candidate
is eliminated. Voters for that candidate have their second choice
counted instead. The counting continues until one candidate wins a
majority of votes. Several U.S. cities use RCV. Maine adopted it for
state and federal elections in 2016. What’s your opinion on ranked
choice voting (RCV) for elections in Massachusetts?

Ranked choice voting is a very interesting concept and I would
encourage the Commonwealth to explore this methodology more
fully. Ranked choice voting, where it is currently deployed, seems
to produce less partisan elections. Over the long term, this could
encourage communities to come together to address common
problems and foster a healthier democracy. With anything new,
there would likely be a significant learning curve for our voters and
moving forward must be done with a careful, deliberate process
to prevent confusion. We should provide ample opportunity for
public input and we should include our City and Town Clerks - the
local officials engaged in running our elections - since they are the
most knowledgeable about elections procedures. I’d also want
Massachusetts to study other places where it is used to understand
what impact it has had elsewhere.

Question 4:

Answer 4:

In 1998 Massachusetts voters approved the Clean Elections
Law, which citizens put on the ballot using the ballot initiative
petition process. This law provided a way for taxpayer money
to finance campaigns for candidates who agreed to accept only
contributions of $100 or less along with strict limits on spending.
The Massachusetts Legislature never approved a budget for this
program, and it repealed this law in 2003. What are your thoughts
about revisiting the idea of publicly-financed campaigns in
Massachusetts?

Promoting publicly funded campaigns would be a positive step
towards reducing the influence corporate donors have over our
political system. The amount of money currently being spent
on campaigns is excessive, and we need to explore different
mechanisms to reduce the influence of money on politics.

Question 5:

Answer 5:

Gerrymandering is the act of drawing voting district boundaries
to create a political advantage for a particular party or group.
In Massachusetts the Legislature creates these voting districts.
Although the current voting district maps are widely considered
fair, Massachusetts has a history of gerrymandering. Racial
gerrymandering occurred in the state as recently as 2001 (see Black
Political Task Force v. Galvin, 2004). Many other states have created
independent redistricting commissions so that voting district maps
are created by a commission of private citizens instead of politicians.
What are your thoughts on using an independent redistricting
commission to map out Massachusetts’ voting districts?

I support using an independent redistricting commission and believe
that any commission should be required to have an equal number
of Republicans and Democrats serving as appointees. Appointees
should represent a broad variety of backgrounds and should not
simply be assigned by the current legislature or executive branch.
Non-partisan representation is also essential.
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Office: State Representative (By District)

Candidate – 15TH Middlesex:

Background:

Matthew Cohen (D)

Born and raised in Lexington, now raising my family here, I am committed to our district. My education
and career make me uniquely qualified for this office. I have extensive political experience at local,
state and federal levels: in the Lexington Town Manager’s Office, Senator Ted Kennedy’s office, and
for the Massachusetts Democratic Party. I spent seven years at the State House as a Research and
Budget Director. I recently completed a Ph.D. in Political Science at Northeastern University. Thanks to
my position at the State House, I know how to draft legislation and get it passed, evaluate and defend
budget priorities, work with constituents and form coalitions, and overcome challenges not found in other
government jobs. I want to bring a new generation of leaders to the State House who can address the
challenges we face. It is time for much needed new, innovative ideas.

Question 1:

Answer 1:

What are your top three campaign issues?

Education: We must provide high quality education for every
child to ensure everyone has the opportunity to succeed. Along
with improved funding, I will advocate for increased support for
vocational schools and alternative education. Funding for higher
education must also be increased, so more students have access
to a college education. We need to reduce the focus on MCAS and
shift to critical thinking and providing teachers flexibility.
Economy: Ensure the economy works for everyone. I strongly
support a living minimum wage, ending wage theft, supporting
collective bargaining and addressing income inequality. We need to
ensure economic growth continues as well.
Environment: Protecting the environment is crucial. We must
increase alternative energy use, incentivize construction of energy
efficient buildings, improve public transportation and support
academic and commercial innovations.

Question 2:

Answer 2:

A series of Supreme Court rulings, including Citizens United v.
Federal Elections Commission (2010), struck down state and federal
laws that limited spending on political messages by corporations,
organizations, and individuals. These rulings established that
corporations and organizations have the same First Amendment,
free-speech rights as people and that spending money on
political messages through super PACs is free speech, which the
government cannot limit. This means donors can give as much
money as they want to fund political messages through super PACs.
In 2012, the Massachusetts legislature passed a resolution asking
the U.S. Congress to propose an amendment to the Constitution that
would reverse Citizens United and “restore the First Amendment
and fair elections to the people.” What is your view on the Citizens
United Supreme Court ruling and money in politics in general?

I profoundly disagree with the ruling in “Citizens United.”
Corporations are not people, and the ruling enables those with
especially deep pockets and personal interests not attuned with the
public interest to control our democratic processes. Ours should
be a nation with leaders selected by all the people. Special powers
and privileges should not be given to corporations or the wealthy.
I fully support the attempts by the Massachusetts legislature to
reverse the Citizens United ruling by restoring First Amendment
rights and making elections fair and representative. Money is
necessary in politics (to support all the efforts needed to mount
and run campaigns), but there should be limits imposed on how
much a given entity (person or corporation) is allowed to contribute.
Money should not be the controlling force in politics or elections;
the consensus of the people, representing all views and interests,
should be.
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Office: State Representative (By District)
Candidate – 15TH Middlesex: Matthew Cohen (D)

Question 3:

Answer 3:

In our voting system, when three or more candidates run for an
office, a candidate can win with less than half the votes. One reason
for this is the “spoiler effect.” For example, candidates A and B have
similar ideas and 55% of voters like those ideas. B gets 25% of the
votes and A gets 30%, so candidate C wins with 45%--even though
more than half the voters preferred other ideas. With Ranked Choice
Voting (RCV), you rank candidates in order of preference. If no
candidate gets a majority of first choices, the last place candidate
is eliminated. Voters for that candidate have their second choice
counted instead. The counting continues until one candidate wins a
majority of votes. Several U.S. cities use RCV. Maine adopted it for
state and federal elections in 2016. What’s your opinion on ranked
choice voting (RCV) for elections in Massachusetts?

I strongly support RCV, for exactly the reason cited in the question.
Our representatives should be favored by a significant proportion of
voters, not those acceptable to a relatively small percentage. RCV,
in addition to eliminating the possibility of a ‘spoiler’ candidate, is
more inclusive than current practices. Candidates can only win with
favorable rankings from a broad base, as voters can express their
support for more than one candidate. RCV also has the potential to
reduce negative campaigning.

Question 4:

Answer 4:

In 1998 Massachusetts voters approved the Clean Elections
Law, which citizens put on the ballot using the ballot initiative
petition process. This law provided a way for taxpayer money
to finance campaigns for candidates who agreed to accept only
contributions of $100 or less along with strict limits on spending.
The Massachusetts Legislature never approved a budget for this
program, and it repealed this law in 2003. What are your thoughts
about revisiting the idea of publicly-financed campaigns in
Massachusetts?

I support better laws on election contributions and spending. There
are advantages and disadvantages to various versions of these
laws and details are critical to insure effectiveness and fairness.
Clean Elections Laws have been implemented in Arizona and Maine
resulting in improving competition. Such laws free candidates from
fundraising deals. Also, they encourage participation by candidates
who are new, not incumbents, or who would not otherwise have
the means to run. Without such laws, incumbents almost always
have access to greater funding. However, unless all candidates
participate in clean elections, those who opt out can have an
unfair advantage in raising money. There is also the question of
the source of the public money needed to finance the law. These
considerations are important, but can be addressed, and I strongly
support the idea of publicly-financed campaigns.

Question 5:

Answer 5:

Gerrymandering is the act of drawing voting district boundaries
to create a political advantage for a particular party or group.
In Massachusetts the Legislature creates these voting districts.
Although the current voting district maps are widely considered
fair, Massachusetts has a history of gerrymandering. Racial
gerrymandering occurred in the state as recently as 2001 (see Black
Political Task Force v. Galvin, 2004). Many other states have created
independent redistricting commissions so that voting district maps
are created by a commission of private citizens instead of politicians.
What are your thoughts on using an independent redistricting
commission to map out Massachusetts’ voting districts?

I strongly support creating an independent redistricting commission.
Partisan redistricting is unfair and discriminatory toward many
specifically targeted groups, as we’ve seen across the country. We
should ensure that all voters be fairly represented and not have
their votes manipulated by those in power. In 2015, the Supreme
Court ruled that independent commissions are not in violation
of the Constitution. Associate Justice Ginsberg, writing for the
majority noted that such commissions allow voters to choose their
representatives, and not the other way around. As of 2017, six states
have established independent redistricting commissions. I believe
that Massachusetts should consider creating such commissions. I do
think Legislators should have a role, as they add an important voice
to considerations but should only be one of the voices involved in
the process.
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Cambridge MA has used RCV for decades to select city council
and school board members. The Massachusetts Democratic State
Committee included RCV in its platform and 31 lawmakers in the
Massachusetts House co-sponsored H. 2897, to grant all cities and
towns in Massachusetts the option given to Cambridge. The bill was
sent to legislative committee, and I would support bringing back
RCV for a legislative vote.
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Office: State Representative (By District)

Candidate – 15TH Middlesex:

Background:

Mary Ann Stewart (D)

Mary Ann Stewart, her husband Duncan, and their three children have lived in Lexington for 24 years.
Duncan was born and raised in Lexington and still had deep roots there. When they chose to move
in as a young family, it was through the affordable housing program. Mary Ann came up through the
school Site Council, the PTA, and was elected twice to Lexington’s School Committee, then Governor
Deval L. Patrick appointed her to the state Board of Elementary and Secondary Education. Mary Ann
has 20+ years of experience advocating for children, families, public schools, workers’ rights, and
environmental sustainability. Her activism and advocacy work has earned her the endorsements of:
Mass Alliance, Progressive Massachusetts, Progressive Democrats of Massachusetts, Woburn Welcomes,
Massachusetts Voters for Animals, and the candidate recommendations of Moms Demand Action and
#VoteProChoice.

Question 1:

Answer 1:

What are your top three campaign issues?

I’ve been giving voice to progressive values through more than
twenty years of activism, working inside and outside of the
State House to improve legislation and policy. I’m the candidate
working to make sure millionaires pay their fair share of taxes. I
will strengthen the Progressive Caucus in the State House. With
competing, compelling priorities in the Commonwealth, we need
a courageous champion who isn’t afraid to speak up and make
change. My top three priorities are: 1) Improving public education,
including fair, adequate funding for K-12 (ultimately recalculating the
Foundation Budget Formula), expanding early education and care,
improving career/vocational technical education, and debt-free
college options; 2) Climate and environmental justice and quickly
moving to 100% renewable energy; 3) Improving the lives of working
people, with affordable healthcare, housing, and social, racial, and
economic justice.

Question 2:

Answer 2:

A series of Supreme Court rulings, including Citizens United v.
Federal Elections Commission (2010), struck down state and federal
laws that limited spending on political messages by corporations,
organizations, and individuals. These rulings established that
corporations and organizations have the same First Amendment,
free-speech rights as people and that spending money on
political messages through super PACs is free speech, which the
government cannot limit. This means donors can give as much
money as they want to fund political messages through super PACs.
In 2012, the Massachusetts legislature passed a resolution asking
the U.S. Congress to propose an amendment to the Constitution that
would reverse Citizens United and “restore the First Amendment
and fair elections to the people.” What is your view on the Citizens
United Supreme Court ruling and money in politics in general?

Citizen’s United is dangerous and threatens our democracy.
Corporations are not the same as people. Corporations should not
have access to the liberties the Bill of Rights affords us as people.
We must work diligently to pass a constitutional amendment to
make sure we are as strong a Commonwealth as possible. While we
are going through that amendment process, I will work hard in the
State Legislature to support legislation that increases transparency
and accountability. We must work toward a system of greater public
financing of campaigns. Yet, reform of Citizen’s United encompasses
more than just campaigns. If we care about consumers and
environmental regulation and protections, we have to work to
overturn Citizen’s United.
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Office: State Representative (By District)
Candidate – 15TH Middlesex: Mary Ann Stewart (D)

Question 3:

Answer 3:

In our voting system, when three or more candidates run for an
office, a candidate can win with less than half the votes. One reason
for this is the “spoiler effect.” For example, candidates A and B have
similar ideas and 55% of voters like those ideas. B gets 25% of the
votes and A gets 30%, so candidate C wins with 45%--even though
more than half the voters preferred other ideas. With Ranked Choice
Voting (RCV), you rank candidates in order of preference. If no
candidate gets a majority of first choices, the last place candidate
is eliminated. Voters for that candidate have their second choice
counted instead. The counting continues until one candidate wins a
majority of votes. Several U.S. cities use RCV. Maine adopted it for
state and federal elections in 2016. What’s your opinion on ranked
choice voting (RCV) for elections in Massachusetts?

We need a government that is of, by, and for the people -- the
highest ideals of our democracy. I spent time talking to members
of Voter Choice Massachusetts this year at the June State
Democratic Convention. They helped me understand the Ranked
Choice Voting process and I support this simple, yet powerful,
change to the way we vote. The benefits of Ranked Choice Voting
is that it ensures majority support for a candidate by allowing
voters to choose candidates by order of preference, diminishes
money’s role in politics, and promotes reflective representation.
We should implement Ranked Choice Voting as soon as possible.
As I understand it, Ranked Choice Voting is being considered as a
November ballot initiative in Massachusetts in 2020.

Question 4:

Answer 4:

In 1998 Massachusetts voters approved the Clean Elections
Law, which citizens put on the ballot using the ballot initiative
petition process. This law provided a way for taxpayer money
to finance campaigns for candidates who agreed to accept only
contributions of $100 or less along with strict limits on spending.
The Massachusetts Legislature never approved a budget for this
program, and it repealed this law in 2003. What are your thoughts
about revisiting the idea of publicly-financed campaigns in
Massachusetts?

People from all walks of life should be able to run for office and
win. When a political donor class that is wealthier, whiter, and more
male than the rest of us has the biggest say in who gets elected,
the result is a democracy that is not reflective of We the People. We
should absolutely revisit the idea of publicly-financed campaigns in
the Commonwealth. I support the implementation of a robust public
financing plan for campaigning at every level. We should pass
and fund public-financing programs that allow candidates without
deep pockets to compete at every stage of the election cycle.
The legislature should design programs that amplify the voices of
everyday people and to advance racial, gender, and socioeconomic
representation in our government.

Question 5:

Answer 5:

Gerrymandering is the act of drawing voting district boundaries
to create a political advantage for a particular party or group.
In Massachusetts the Legislature creates these voting districts.
Although the current voting district maps are widely considered
fair, Massachusetts has a history of gerrymandering. Racial
gerrymandering occurred in the state as recently as 2001 (see Black
Political Task Force v. Galvin, 2004). Many other states have created
independent redistricting commissions so that voting district maps
are created by a commission of private citizens instead of politicians.
What are your thoughts on using an independent redistricting
commission to map out Massachusetts’ voting districts?

In a democracy, our votes are our voice. We must ensure that we
are advancing and expanding the freedom to vote. Everyday people
should have the power to elect officials who will represent them and
their interests, but, too often, election rules undermine that power.
We’ve seen partisan and race-based gerrymandering dilute the
representation of people of color and the Electoral College, thus
preventing people across the United States from having an equal
say in our democracy, and actively devalue the participation of parts
of the electorate. Massachusetts (and every state) must establish
independent redistricting commissions to draw voting maps. Elected
officials from winner-take-all, at-large districts do not truly serve the
people or their interests. States must also ensure that government
officials are responsive and accountable to a broader range of the
people they represent.
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Office: State Representative (By District)

Candidate – 15TH Middlesex:

Background:

William Joseph Sweeney (D)

I have worked on Capitol Hill and on Beacon Hill and I am no stranger to what it takes to have legislative
success. For the last 22 years, I have worked in the private sector as Chief Technology Officer and Chief
Security Officer for several private equity backed healthcare companies. Most recently, I am helping
hospitals and providers in streamlining operations and improving liquidity in the complex world of health
insurance.
I have two daughters that have gone through the Lexington School system. Coaching girl’s lacrosse for
seven seasons through the LYL program was a joy and today I get to watch the LHS Varsity and JV teams
play with many former players.
I am an over twenty-year resident of Lexington. This is my first time running for office and I will leverage my
business experience and progressive social policy on behalf of the people of the 15th Middlesex District.

Question 1:

Answer 1:

What are your top three campaign issues?

Debt-free public higher education; Clean renewable energy;
Fighting wealth and income inequality with equitable tax policy and
using the revenue to invest in our people.

Question 2:

Answer 2:

A series of Supreme Court rulings, including Citizens United v.
Federal Elections Commission (2010), struck down state and federal
laws that limited spending on political messages by corporations,
organizations, and individuals. These rulings established that
corporations and organizations have the same First Amendment,
free-speech rights as people and that spending money on
political messages through super PACs is free speech, which the
government cannot limit. This means donors can give as much
money as they want to fund political messages through super PACs.
In 2012, the Massachusetts legislature passed a resolution asking
the U.S. Congress to propose an amendment to the Constitution that
would reverse Citizens United and “restore the First Amendment
and fair elections to the people.” What is your view on the Citizens
United Supreme Court ruling and money in politics in general?

The ruling is a black mark on the Court. Corporations are not
people and it is absurd that a legal fiction like a “corporation”
that exists only to shield it owners from liabilities should then be
used to allow the expression if its owners political and religious
agenda. The Massachusetts legislature needs to continue to
push back against the abominable social consequences of this
decision by getting the funding sources out in the open, publicly
financing elections and experimenting with “democracy vouchers”
where citizens can directly allocate public financing to preferred
candidates. And to be very clear we need to start in the states to
overturn Citizens United. This is same way marriage equality was
won.
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Office: State Representative (By District)
Candidate – 15TH Middlesex: William Joseph Sweeney (D)

Question 3:

Answer 3:

In our voting system, when three or more candidates run for an
office, a candidate can win with less than half the votes. One reason
for this is the “spoiler effect.” For example, candidates A and B have
similar ideas and 55% of voters like those ideas. B gets 25% of the
votes and A gets 30%, so candidate C wins with 45%--even though
more than half the voters preferred other ideas. With Ranked Choice
Voting (RCV), you rank candidates in order of preference. If no
candidate gets a majority of first choices, the last place candidate
is eliminated. Voters for that candidate have their second choice
counted instead. The counting continues until one candidate wins a
majority of votes. Several U.S. cities use RCV. Maine adopted it for
state and federal elections in 2016. What’s your opinion on ranked
choice voting (RCV) for elections in Massachusetts?

I support ranked choice voting, 100%. Just look at our race here in
the 15th Middlesex with five candidates. RCV would result in a much
truer representation of the district.

Question 4:

Answer 4:

In 1998 Massachusetts voters approved the Clean Elections
Law, which citizens put on the ballot using the ballot initiative
petition process. This law provided a way for taxpayer money
to finance campaigns for candidates who agreed to accept only
contributions of $100 or less along with strict limits on spending.
The Massachusetts Legislature never approved a budget for this
program, and it repealed this law in 2003. What are your thoughts
about revisiting the idea of publicly-financed campaigns in
Massachusetts?

This is one of the key ways to fight back again Citizens United,
as I stated earlier, but the funding levels have to be realistic to
get participation. We also need to look at some of the innovative
ways other states are creating these mechanisms. They are trying
everything from six-to-one small dollar donation matching to grants
direct to campaigns that voluntarily agree to spending limits. I
like the approach where the local, in-district contributor has their
donation amplified by the public financing option. So I am in favor of
a new public financing approach to clean elections.

Question 5:

Answer 5:

Gerrymandering is the act of drawing voting district boundaries
to create a political advantage for a particular party or group.
In Massachusetts the Legislature creates these voting districts.
Although the current voting district maps are widely considered
fair, Massachusetts has a history of gerrymandering. Racial
gerrymandering occurred in the state as recently as 2001 (see Black
Political Task Force v. Galvin, 2004). Many other states have created
independent redistricting commissions so that voting district maps
are created by a commission of private citizens instead of politicians.
What are your thoughts on using an independent redistricting
commission to map out Massachusetts’ voting districts?

I agree that we have to put an independent redistricting commission
in place. I have trouble conceiving of any sort of appointed group
like that would not be massively partisan, so I would also argue that
the members of the commission be selected in some way divorced
from the legislative and executive branches doing the selection.
Perhaps we need to vote for the members of the board. I could see
each county voting for a representative to be presided over by a
judge. Or we need to ask the judiciary to have a direct role. In any
event, and however the new map gets drawn, I would say that the
final map (or a choice of maps) should be put to a popular vote as a
ballot question.
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Office: State Representative (By District)

Candidate – 18TH Middlesex:

Background:

Sam Meas (D)

Education - B.S., Finance. May 1996, Virginia Tech.
Sam is an independent business owner. He operates Suan-Meas Insurance & General Services (Life
Insurance, real estate, tax preparation as well as immigration and naturalization services) in the City of
Lowell. Sam had vast experience in the financial services industry. Sam was a mid level executive at
Fidelity Investments, where he managed projects up to $20M. He was Client Liaison Officer for State
Street Global Advisors, working directly with General Motors Asset Management (GMAM) in New York
City. He worked for BlackRock, State Street Corporation and Fidelity. On a community level, Sam is still
very involved and engaged in community change organizations. Sam has volunteered for many not-for
profit organizations.

Question 1:

Answer 1:

What are your top three campaign issues?

1)

Education:
a. Preparation for Higher Education
b. Vocational School
c. Adult Continuing Education

2)

Opioid Epidemic

3)

Mental health:

Question 2:

Answer 2:

A series of Supreme Court rulings, including Citizens United v.
Federal Elections Commission (2010), struck down state and federal
laws that limited spending on political messages by corporations,
organizations, and individuals. These rulings established that
corporations and organizations have the same First Amendment,
free-speech rights as people and that spending money on
political messages through super PACs is free speech, which the
government cannot limit. This means donors can give as much
money as they want to fund political messages through super PACs.
In 2012, the Massachusetts legislature passed a resolution asking
the U.S. Congress to propose an amendment to the Constitution that
would reverse Citizens United and “restore the First Amendment
and fair elections to the people.” What is your view on the Citizens
United Supreme Court ruling and money in politics in general?

While I respectfully respect the decision of the United Supreme
Court Citizens United v. Federal Elections Commission, I would like
to see another case to come before the Court at some points in the
future. The ruling gave so much power to PAC’s to effectively decide
the fate of our democracy. Any candidate who is not supported by
PAC, usually the challenger, will have difficult, if not impossible, time
to run and win an election – especially for a federal level. The ruling
gives so much power to incumbency as they will be the recipients of
PAC’s monies. The fate of our democracy is effectively decided by
a group(s) of PAC and the elites who created and run the PAC’s as
they can raise and spend unlimited amount to support or to oppose
a candidate.
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Office: State Representative (By District)
Candidate – 18TH Middlesex: Sam Meas (D)

Question 3:

Answer 3:

In our voting system, when three or more candidates run for an
office, a candidate can win with less than half the votes. One reason
for this is the “spoiler effect.” For example, candidates A and B have
similar ideas and 55% of voters like those ideas. B gets 25% of the
votes and A gets 30%, so candidate C wins with 45%--even though
more than half the voters preferred other ideas. With Ranked Choice
Voting (RCV), you rank candidates in order of preference. If no
candidate gets a majority of first choices, the last place candidate
is eliminated. Voters for that candidate have their second choice
counted instead. The counting continues until one candidate wins a
majority of votes. Several U.S. cities use RCV. Maine adopted it for
state and federal elections in 2016. What’s your opinion on ranked
choice voting (RCV) for elections in Massachusetts?

I am warming up to Rank Choice Voting methodology. However,
I need to do little more study. The City of Cambridge has been
using this voting methodology and seems to be working well. At a
smaller scale it seems to be working well. However, what I am most
concerned about is the efficiency of vote counting at the state or
national level.

Question 4:

Answer 4:

In 1998 Massachusetts voters approved the Clean Elections
Law, which citizens put on the ballot using the ballot initiative
petition process. This law provided a way for taxpayer money
to finance campaigns for candidates who agreed to accept only
contributions of $100 or less along with strict limits on spending.
The Massachusetts Legislature never approved a budget for this
program, and it repealed this law in 2003. What are your thoughts
about revisiting the idea of publicly-financed campaigns in
Massachusetts?

I would entertain the idea of revisiting publicly-financed campaign in
Massachusetts. I think it would be leveling the playing and allowing
many more qualified candidates to run for public office without the
burden of having to raise a lot of money. However, we need to put
set up some of qualifiers so as to prevent abuse. For example, a
candidate needs to meet certain threshold of support in order to
receive public funding.

Question 5:

Answer 5:

Gerrymandering is the act of drawing voting district boundaries
to create a political advantage for a particular party or group.
In Massachusetts the Legislature creates these voting districts.
Although the current voting district maps are widely considered
fair, Massachusetts has a history of gerrymandering. Racial
gerrymandering occurred in the state as recently as 2001 (see Black
Political Task Force v. Galvin, 2004). Many other states have created
independent redistricting commissions so that voting district maps
are created by a commission of private citizens instead of politicians.
What are your thoughts on using an independent redistricting
commission to map out Massachusetts’ voting districts?

I would support using an independent redistricting commission to
map out Massachusetts’s voting districts. Too often, politicians are
not always working in the best interests of the voters. They tend to
gerrymander the district to maintain the incumbents. So it is best to
take the drawing of redistricting from the hands of politicians.
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Office: State Representative (By District)

Candidate – 19TH Middlesex:

Background:

Erika Frances Johnson (D)

I’m Erika Johnson and I am running to be the next State Representative for the 19th Middlesex District.
I have lived in Wilmington since I was 4 years old, went through the public school system and after
graduating from Roger Williams University cum laude with a Bachelors Degree in Political Science, I
moved back home. Throughout my political career, I have had the honor of interning for Representative
Miceli on Beacon Hill as well as a Senator on Capital Hill. I served as President if the College Democrats
ar RWU and elected twice to the Student Senate, and appointed during my senior year as Student
Affairs Chair, serving as the liaison between the student body and the administration. I have worked on
numerous campaigns in Massachusetts and Rhode Island and am currently serving as the Chair of the
Wilmington Democratic Town Committee and a member of the Alzheimer’s Advocacy Committee.

Question 1:

Answer 1:

What are your top three campaign issues?

Working Families: I will fight to make housing, higher education and
childcare more affordable. I also wholeheartedly support paid family
leave and a fair, living wage.
Education: I will fight to be sure our students are getting a quality
public education that prepares them for the 21st Century workforce
all while feeling safe in their schools.
Infrastructure: Route 38 is the heart of our district lined with homes
and local businesses, I will secure state aid to fix this road along
with others in the district whether it be potholes, traffic issues or
increasing safety.

Question 2:

Answer 2:

A series of Supreme Court rulings, including Citizens United v.
Federal Elections Commission (2010), struck down state and federal
laws that limited spending on political messages by corporations,
organizations, and individuals. These rulings established that
corporations and organizations have the same First Amendment,
free-speech rights as people and that spending money on
political messages through super PACs is free speech, which the
government cannot limit. This means donors can give as much
money as they want to fund political messages through super PACs.
In 2012, the Massachusetts legislature passed a resolution asking
the U.S. Congress to propose an amendment to the Constitution that
would reverse Citizens United and “restore the First Amendment
and fair elections to the people.” What is your view on the Citizens
United Supreme Court ruling and money in politics in general?

I believe Citizens United should be overturned. It is dangerous
that outside organizations have so much power in our elections. I
applaud Senator Elizabeth Warren for signing the “People’s Pledge”
in 2012 that required her and her opponent to notify outside groups
that they didn’t want them to advertise on their behalf on television,
radio, or the Internet. If an outside group ran an ad anyway, the
candidate who benefited from the ad pledged to donate half the
value of the ad to a charity chosen by his or her opponent.
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Office: State Representative (By District)
Candidate – 19TH Middlesex: Erika Frances Johnson (D)

Question 3:

Answer 3:

In our voting system, when three or more candidates run for an
office, a candidate can win with less than half the votes. One reason
for this is the “spoiler effect.” For example, candidates A and B have
similar ideas and 55% of voters like those ideas. B gets 25% of the
votes and A gets 30%, so candidate C wins with 45%--even though
more than half the voters preferred other ideas. With Ranked Choice
Voting (RCV), you rank candidates in order of preference. If no
candidate gets a majority of first choices, the last place candidate
is eliminated. Voters for that candidate have their second choice
counted instead. The counting continues until one candidate wins a
majority of votes. Several U.S. cities use RCV. Maine adopted it for
state and federal elections in 2016. What’s your opinion on ranked
choice voting (RCV) for elections in Massachusetts?

At the Massachusetts Democratic Party convention this year, I
had the opportunity to attend an informational meeting regarding
ranked choice voting. What I took away from the presentation
was higher voter turnout, friendlier campaigning with much less
mudslinging and personal attacks and voters feeling like their voice
is being heard. I am very interested in learning more and seeing
how this election cycle goes for the states and cities that will be
implementing RCV this election cycle. By using this cycle as case
studies, we can determine feasibility in Massachusetts.

Question 4:

Answer 4:

In 1998 Massachusetts voters approved the Clean Elections
Law, which citizens put on the ballot using the ballot initiative
petition process. This law provided a way for taxpayer money
to finance campaigns for candidates who agreed to accept only
contributions of $100 or less along with strict limits on spending.
The Massachusetts Legislature never approved a budget for this
program, and it repealed this law in 2003. What are your thoughts
about revisiting the idea of publicly-financed campaigns in
Massachusetts?

I agree with publicly-financed campaigns in Massachusetts and think
it’s a topic to revisit as soon as possible. It’s time to get money out of
politics, be more transparent in who is donating and how money is
being spent along the campaign trail.

Question 5:

Answer 5:

Gerrymandering is the act of drawing voting district boundaries
to create a political advantage for a particular party or group.
In Massachusetts the Legislature creates these voting districts.
Although the current voting district maps are widely considered
fair, Massachusetts has a history of gerrymandering. Racial
gerrymandering occurred in the state as recently as 2001 (see Black
Political Task Force v. Galvin, 2004). Many other states have created
independent redistricting commissions so that voting district maps
are created by a commission of private citizens instead of politicians.
What are your thoughts on using an independent redistricting
commission to map out Massachusetts’ voting districts?

I think an independent redistributing commission is the best way to
fairly divide Massachusetts voting districts.

Table of Contents >

Q+A

Page 40

Office: State Representative (By District)

Candidate – 23RD Middlesex:

Background:

Lori Lennon (D)

After graduating with a journalism degree from Northeastern University, I worked in television news
for seven years (NECN and WBZ) before moving to a position at Northeastern University’s College
of Science where I worked my way up to Director of Communications. I currently serve on the Equal
Opportunities Advisory Committee and the Superintendent’s Diversity Task Group in Arlington. I’m also
an active member of the community and a mom with a 9-year-old daughter in the public school system.
In addition, I volunteer for Jane Doe Inc.--a coalition of 60 local member programs working together with
our allies to find lasting solutions that promote the safety, liberty, and dignity for victims and survivors of
sexual and domestic violence.

Question 1:

Answer 1:

What are your top three campaign issues?

Economic Growth and Educational Opportunities through Innovation
and Technology
I will help move the economy and district forward by harnessing
the power of leading-edge technologies and industries in the
Commonwealth.
Affordable Housing and Transportation
I will advocate for making the district and the Commonwealth an
affordable place to live with an accessible transportation system.
Affordable Childcare
I will explore creative and innovative ways to make childcare
sustainable, while supporting the careers of our childcare
professionals.

Question 2:

Answer 2:

A series of Supreme Court rulings, including Citizens United v.
Federal Elections Commission (2010), struck down state and federal
laws that limited spending on political messages by corporations,
organizations, and individuals. These rulings established that
corporations and organizations have the same First Amendment,
free-speech rights as people and that spending money on
political messages through super PACs is free speech, which the
government cannot limit. This means donors can give as much
money as they want to fund political messages through super PACs.
In 2012, the Massachusetts legislature passed a resolution asking
the U.S. Congress to propose an amendment to the Constitution that
would reverse Citizens United and “restore the First Amendment
and fair elections to the people.” What is your view on the Citizens
United Supreme Court ruling and money in politics in general?

In order to create a fair election process, the playing field needs to
be leveled. By giving companies and organizations the opportunity
to provide unlimited funds to candidates, there is a divide created
that will lead voters to question the fairness of elections. Fundraising
is a critical part of any election, but I can’t help but see elections
driven by money limit the type of people who are able to run. This
barrier cuts out large portions of the population who could truly
represent the people and their needs and it will continue to silence
the voices needed in government who can truly represent the
people. I was also disappointed to learn that the MA legislature did
not pass a ruling to allow candidates to use campaign funds for
childcare. This would have helped open doors for candidates who
are not wealthy and who have kids to run for office.
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Office: State Representative (By District)
Candidate – 23RD Middlesex: Lori Lennon (D)

Question 3:

Answer 3:

In our voting system, when three or more candidates run for an
office, a candidate can win with less than half the votes. One reason
for this is the “spoiler effect.” For example, candidates A and B have
similar ideas and 55% of voters like those ideas. B gets 25% of the
votes and A gets 30%, so candidate C wins with 45%--even though
more than half the voters preferred other ideas. With Ranked Choice
Voting (RCV), you rank candidates in order of preference. If no
candidate gets a majority of first choices, the last place candidate
is eliminated. Voters for that candidate have their second choice
counted instead. The counting continues until one candidate wins a
majority of votes. Several U.S. cities use RCV. Maine adopted it for
state and federal elections in 2016. What’s your opinion on ranked
choice voting (RCV) for elections in Massachusetts?

I would like to see Ranked Choice Voting become part of the
conversation in our elections. In addition to addressing the issues
around splitting the vote, as described above, I believe Ranked
Choice Voting will ultimately create more options for future
elections. Many people are discouraged or concerned to run due
to worries around splitting the vote. If we can remove that concern,
I believe more people would run and we would begin to see more
candidate options to choose from on Election Day.

Question 4:

Answer 4:

In 1998 Massachusetts voters approved the Clean Elections
Law, which citizens put on the ballot using the ballot initiative
petition process. This law provided a way for taxpayer money
to finance campaigns for candidates who agreed to accept only
contributions of $100 or less along with strict limits on spending.
The Massachusetts Legislature never approved a budget for this
program, and it repealed this law in 2003. What are your thoughts
about revisiting the idea of publicly-financed campaigns in
Massachusetts?

Providing a publicly-financed campaign opportunity in
Massachusetts would create the opportunity for more people who
represent the struggles we are seeing at the state and national
level to run for office; however, it will be important to examine how
publicly financed campaigns will be funded by the state and how
that will impact the budget. It is important for voters to have choices
at election time, and this would be a mechanism to not only help
that happen, but also pave the way for transparency in campaign
spending.

Question 5:

Answer 5:

Gerrymandering is the act of drawing voting district boundaries
to create a political advantage for a particular party or group.
In Massachusetts the Legislature creates these voting districts.
Although the current voting district maps are widely considered
fair, Massachusetts has a history of gerrymandering. Racial
gerrymandering occurred in the state as recently as 2001 (see Black
Political Task Force v. Galvin, 2004). Many other states have created
independent redistricting commissions so that voting district maps
are created by a commission of private citizens instead of politicians.
What are your thoughts on using an independent redistricting
commission to map out Massachusetts’ voting districts?

I would support an independent redistricting commission for
Massachusetts. Relying on the legislature to redistrict their own
communities and the territories of other representatives and
senators creates concerns about transparency – true or not – on
how districts are divided by our political leaders. An independent
redistricting commission would remove the concerns around
transparency, and I would also encourage the reports and findings
of the commission and their decision be made public. The more
transparency we have with our government, the more faith our
communities will have in it.
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Office: State Representative (By District)

Candidate – 25TH Middlesex:

Background:

Lesley Rebecca Phillips (D)

Lesley is a life-long progressive activist, committed to both improving the lives of our citizens and
reforming our political systems. Lesley holds an elected “ballot” seat on the Massachusetts Democratic
State Committee (representing the Middlesex & Suffolk District), and is Chair of the Cambridge Ward 6
Democratic Committee. She was a co-founder and former Chair of Progressive Democrats of Cambridge,
and is one of the founding Commissioners on the Cambridge LGBTQ Commission. Lesley was a Bernie
Sanders delegate to the 2016 Democratic National Convention.
Lesley’s educational background includes Undergraduate (mathematics & economics major) and Law
degrees from the University of Pennsylvania, and a Master of Divinity degree from Harvard. She is an
ordained Unitarian Universalist clergyperson.

Question 1:

Answer 1:

What are your top three campaign issues?

1) Establishing Single Payer Health Care (“Medicare for All”) in
Massachusetts. With attacks on the Affordable Care Act by the
current federal administration, Massachusetts is uniquely poised to
become a model of this increased level of health care reform.
2) Addressing growing income inequality with numerous reforms,
including legislative revisiting of the judicially rejected Fair Share
Amendment (the “Millionaires’ Tax”); accelerating and expanding
the $15/hour minimum wage recently subsumed into the so-called
“Grand Bargain”; meaningful student debt relief for all students
and their families; free quality 4-year college education; meaningful
affordable housing and tenant protection; reform of the state’s
condominium law; judicial supervision of all foreclosures.
3) Protection of individual freedoms, including blocking the attempt
to reverse civil rights protections for Transgender individuals;
abolition of ICE.

Question 2:

Answer 2:

A series of Supreme Court rulings, including Citizens United v.
Federal Elections Commission (2010), struck down state and federal
laws that limited spending on political messages by corporations,
organizations, and individuals. These rulings established that
corporations and organizations have the same First Amendment,
free-speech rights as people and that spending money on
political messages through super PACs is free speech, which the
government cannot limit. This means donors can give as much
money as they want to fund political messages through super PACs.
In 2012, the Massachusetts legislature passed a resolution asking
the U.S. Congress to propose an amendment to the Constitution that
would reverse Citizens United and “restore the First Amendment
and fair elections to the people.” What is your view on the Citizens
United Supreme Court ruling and money in politics in general?

The Citizens United decision must be overturned by any means
necessary, whether legislative, judicial or constitutional. I support
without reservation the proposed Constitutional Amendment to
reverse the effects of the Citizens United decision. Money has
taken too much control of politics. Campaign spending should be
severely limited. Public financing of all political campaigns would be
the ultimate solution.
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Office: State Representative (By District)
Candidate – 25TH Middlesex: Lesley Rebecca Phillips (D)

Question 3:

Answer 3:

In our voting system, when three or more candidates run for an
office, a candidate can win with less than half the votes. One reason
for this is the “spoiler effect.” For example, candidates A and B have
similar ideas and 55% of voters like those ideas. B gets 25% of the
votes and A gets 30%, so candidate C wins with 45%--even though
more than half the voters preferred other ideas. With Ranked Choice
Voting (RCV), you rank candidates in order of preference. If no
candidate gets a majority of first choices, the last place candidate
is eliminated. Voters for that candidate have their second choice
counted instead. The counting continues until one candidate wins a
majority of votes. Several U.S. cities use RCV. Maine adopted it for
state and federal elections in 2016. What’s your opinion on ranked
choice voting (RCV) for elections in Massachusetts?

A carefully drafted Ranked Choice Voting (RCV) system would be a
asset to reflecting the will of voters in all elections, but especially so
in party primaries where candidates’ positions on many issues tend
to be similar. A form of RCV, known as Proportional Representation,
has had a long history of successful use in one of our larger city’s
municipal elections, and has been used elsewhere in the state;
there is no reason why RCV can not be successfully used for our
state elections.

Question 4:

Answer 4:

In 1998 Massachusetts voters approved the Clean Elections
Law, which citizens put on the ballot using the ballot initiative
petition process. This law provided a way for taxpayer money
to finance campaigns for candidates who agreed to accept only
contributions of $100 or less along with strict limits on spending.
The Massachusetts Legislature never approved a budget for this
program, and it repealed this law in 2003. What are your thoughts
about revisiting the idea of publicly-financed campaigns in
Massachusetts?

It is one of the sad failures of our legislative process that the Clean
Elections Law was never allowed a fair trial, and that the legislature
managed quickly to first ignore and then overturn the will of the
voters on this issue. The idea of public-financed campaigns
should be revisited, and given the fair trial that it never had and still
deserves.

Question 5:

Answer 5:

Gerrymandering is the act of drawing voting district boundaries
to create a political advantage for a particular party or group.
In Massachusetts the Legislature creates these voting districts.
Although the current voting district maps are widely considered
fair, Massachusetts has a history of gerrymandering. Racial
gerrymandering occurred in the state as recently as 2001 (see Black
Political Task Force v. Galvin, 2004). Many other states have created
independent redistricting commissions so that voting district maps
are created by a commission of private citizens instead of politicians.
What are your thoughts on using an independent redistricting
commission to map out Massachusetts’ voting districts?

While Massachusetts voting districts on the whole are fairer than
many, the long connection of Massachusetts with “gerrymandering”
easily creates suspicion and cynicism whenever districts simply
“look” wrong, even if drawn so with the best intentions. The fact
that, for example, 5 of our current 9 Congressional Districts all
touch within 10 miles of the Boston Common surely reinforces such
suspicions. So long as the legislature is in complete control of the
redistricting process, there will be suspicions. Putting the creation
of redistricting plans in the hands of an independent redistricting
commission, as has successfully been done in many other states,
can only increase the confidence of the citizens in the resultant
plans.
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Office: State Representative (By District)

Candidate – 26TH Middlesex:

Background:

Mike Connolly (D)

State Rep. Mike Connolly is serving his first term in office for the 26th Middlesex District, which includes
parts of Cambridge and Somerville. Mike was raised in public housing in Norwood, Mass. and attended
Duke University on a football scholarship. After graduating from Boston College Law School and
becoming an attorney, Mike became politically active during the Occupy demonstrations of 2011, and
he earned recognition for his efforts to promote campaign finance reform and progressive change in
his own community. In 2016, he challenged a longtime Democratic incumbent, and with the help of
hundreds of volunteers and endorsements from Lawrence Lessig, Noam Chomsky, the Sierra Club, and
Our Revolution, Mike and his grassroots team shocked the political establishment. During his first term in
office, Rep. Connolly has earned the highest rating (96%) from Progressive Massachusetts.

Question 1:

Answer 1:

What are your top three campaign issues?

Affordable Housing.
Public Transportation.
Climate Change.

Question 2:

Answer 2:

A series of Supreme Court rulings, including Citizens United v.
Federal Elections Commission (2010), struck down state and federal
laws that limited spending on political messages by corporations,
organizations, and individuals. These rulings established that
corporations and organizations have the same First Amendment,
free-speech rights as people and that spending money on
political messages through super PACs is free speech, which the
government cannot limit. This means donors can give as much
money as they want to fund political messages through super PACs.
In 2012, the Massachusetts legislature passed a resolution asking
the U.S. Congress to propose an amendment to the Constitution that
would reverse Citizens United and “restore the First Amendment
and fair elections to the people.” What is your view on the Citizens
United Supreme Court ruling and money in politics in general?

The Citizens United decision is an abhorrent stain on our
democracy, and it was one of the central motivating factors that
got me involved as an activist. In my first term in office, I have been
proud to support all efforts to overturn this decision, and I see
money in politics as a fundamental cause of our broken system.
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Office: State Representative (By District)
Candidate – 26TH Middlesex: Mike Connolly (D)

Question 3:

Answer 3:

In our voting system, when three or more candidates run for an
office, a candidate can win with less than half the votes. One reason
for this is the “spoiler effect.” For example, candidates A and B have
similar ideas and 55% of voters like those ideas. B gets 25% of the
votes and A gets 30%, so candidate C wins with 45%--even though
more than half the voters preferred other ideas. With Ranked Choice
Voting (RCV), you rank candidates in order of preference. If no
candidate gets a majority of first choices, the last place candidate
is eliminated. Voters for that candidate have their second choice
counted instead. The counting continues until one candidate wins a
majority of votes. Several U.S. cities use RCV. Maine adopted it for
state and federal elections in 2016. What’s your opinion on ranked
choice voting (RCV) for elections in Massachusetts?

I am proud to have been the lead sponsor of Ranked Choice Voting
legislation during my first term in office, and I feel like Ranked
Choice Voting is absolutely vital for our hopes of improving our
democratic system. If we had to focus on just one reform, I’m willing
to say this might be the most important reform we could make
because it would truly change the logic around voting, participation,
and representation.

Question 4:

Answer 4:

In 1998 Massachusetts voters approved the Clean Elections
Law, which citizens put on the ballot using the ballot initiative
petition process. This law provided a way for taxpayer money
to finance campaigns for candidates who agreed to accept only
contributions of $100 or less along with strict limits on spending.
The Massachusetts Legislature never approved a budget for this
program, and it repealed this law in 2003. What are your thoughts
about revisiting the idea of publicly-financed campaigns in
Massachusetts?

I support revisiting the idea of publicly-financed campaigns.

Question 5:

Answer 5:

Gerrymandering is the act of drawing voting district boundaries
to create a political advantage for a particular party or group.
In Massachusetts the Legislature creates these voting districts.
Although the current voting district maps are widely considered
fair, Massachusetts has a history of gerrymandering. Racial
gerrymandering occurred in the state as recently as 2001 (see Black
Political Task Force v. Galvin, 2004). Many other states have created
independent redistricting commissions so that voting district maps
are created by a commission of private citizens instead of politicians.
What are your thoughts on using an independent redistricting
commission to map out Massachusetts’ voting districts?

It seems the legislature’s most recent redistricting effort (circa
2011) has gone better than the previous effort a decade prior,
but nevertheless, I would welcome the discussion relative to an
independent redistricting commission.
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Office: State Representative (By District)

Candidate – 28TH Middlesex:

Background:

Joseph W. McGonagle Jr. (D)

Joe was elected as Everett’s State Representative in November 2014, after defeating the incumbent in
the Democratic Primary Election.
In his first two terms, McGonagle has worked to ensure that Everett gets the resources and funding it
deserves from the State House. Working with leaders like Speaker Bob DeLeo, McGonagle has secured
over $1 million for programs such as workforce training, funding to revitalize Everett’s waterfront, and
other services such as those for Everett seniors. Joe McGonagle fought to protect seniors by securing an
$2.9 million in the state budget for funding for Local Councils on Aging to provide seniors with expanded
healthcare and housing services.
Joe understands the city of Everett and he has the experience to help bring the city to even greater
heights in the years ahead.

Question 1:

Answer 1:

What are your top three campaign issues?

Affordable housing, elderly services, and the opioid crisis.

Question 2:

Answer 2:

A series of Supreme Court rulings, including Citizens United v.
Federal Elections Commission (2010), struck down state and federal
laws that limited spending on political messages by corporations,
organizations, and individuals. These rulings established that
corporations and organizations have the same First Amendment,
free-speech rights as people and that spending money on
political messages through super PACs is free speech, which the
government cannot limit. This means donors can give as much
money as they want to fund political messages through super PACs.
In 2012, the Massachusetts legislature passed a resolution asking
the U.S. Congress to propose an amendment to the Constitution that
would reverse Citizens United and “restore the First Amendment
and fair elections to the people.” What is your view on the Citizens
United Supreme Court ruling and money in politics in general?

The Citizens United ruling has wreaked havoc on the integrity of
American democracy. Dark money has no place in politics.
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Office: State Representative (By District)
Candidate – 28TH Middlesex: Joseph W. McGonagle Jr. (D)

Question 3:

Answer 3:

In our voting system, when three or more candidates run for an
office, a candidate can win with less than half the votes. One reason
for this is the “spoiler effect.” For example, candidates A and B have
similar ideas and 55% of voters like those ideas. B gets 25% of the
votes and A gets 30%, so candidate C wins with 45%--even though
more than half the voters preferred other ideas. With Ranked Choice
Voting (RCV), you rank candidates in order of preference. If no
candidate gets a majority of first choices, the last place candidate
is eliminated. Voters for that candidate have their second choice
counted instead. The counting continues until one candidate wins a
majority of votes. Several U.S. cities use RCV. Maine adopted it for
state and federal elections in 2016. What’s your opinion on ranked
choice voting (RCV) for elections in Massachusetts?

On a question as consequential as voting, I would need to talk to my
constituents to get a better sense of how they feel about such as
proposal.

Question 4:

Answer 4:

In 1998 Massachusetts voters approved the Clean Elections
Law, which citizens put on the ballot using the ballot initiative
petition process. This law provided a way for taxpayer money
to finance campaigns for candidates who agreed to accept only
contributions of $100 or less along with strict limits on spending.
The Massachusetts Legislature never approved a budget for this
program, and it repealed this law in 2003. What are your thoughts
about revisiting the idea of publicly-financed campaigns in
Massachusetts?

While the impulse behind the proposal is well-founded, I worry
about how many state tax dollars would be siphoned towards
financing campaigns. Precious tax dollars should not be peeled
away from critical state spending in order to fund political
campaigns.

Question 5:

Answer 5:

Gerrymandering is the act of drawing voting district boundaries
to create a political advantage for a particular party or group.
In Massachusetts the Legislature creates these voting districts.
Although the current voting district maps are widely considered
fair, Massachusetts has a history of gerrymandering. Racial
gerrymandering occurred in the state as recently as 2001 (see Black
Political Task Force v. Galvin, 2004). Many other states have created
independent redistricting commissions so that voting district maps
are created by a commission of private citizens instead of politicians.
What are your thoughts on using an independent redistricting
commission to map out Massachusetts’ voting districts?

I would wholeheartedly support the creation of an independent
redistricting commission. Partisan politics need to be extricated from
the establishment of voting districts.
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Office: State Representative (By District)

Candidate – 30TH Middlesex:

Background:

Darryn Elliot Remillard (D)

Darryn Remillard is a United States Marine Corps veteran and a veterinarian running on a strong
progressive platform. He grew up poor and spent a significant period of his early childhood in the
Washington, DC, foster care system. After high school, he enlisted in the U.S. Marine Corps and served
for 8 years. The military provided him with many of the opportunities that he finds himself fighting
for now: guaranteed healthcare for all, accessible and highly subsidized childcare, job security with
consistent pay raises, and fully subsidized education. After leaving the Marines amidst disillusionment
with the war effort in Iraq and Afghanistan, he went back to veterinary school. Now a father, he worries
that a foster child today wouldn’t have the same opportunities he was able to have and intends to fight to
change that.

Question 1:

Answer 1:

What are your top three campaign issues?

1) A Better Democracy
2) Thriving Communities
3) Healthy Families

Question 2:

Answer 2:

A series of Supreme Court rulings, including Citizens United v.
Federal Elections Commission (2010), struck down state and federal
laws that limited spending on political messages by corporations,
organizations, and individuals. These rulings established that
corporations and organizations have the same First Amendment,
free-speech rights as people and that spending money on
political messages through super PACs is free speech, which the
government cannot limit. This means donors can give as much
money as they want to fund political messages through super PACs.
In 2012, the Massachusetts legislature passed a resolution asking
the U.S. Congress to propose an amendment to the Constitution that
would reverse Citizens United and “restore the First Amendment
and fair elections to the people.” What is your view on the Citizens
United Supreme Court ruling and money in politics in general?

I support a constitutional amendment that would stipulate that
money is NOT speech, and that corporations and organizations do
not possess constitutional rights accorded to people.
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Office: State Representative (By District)
Candidate – 30TH Middlesex: Darryn Elliot Remillard (D)

Question 3:

Answer 3:

In our voting system, when three or more candidates run for an
office, a candidate can win with less than half the votes. One reason
for this is the “spoiler effect.” For example, candidates A and B have
similar ideas and 55% of voters like those ideas. B gets 25% of the
votes and A gets 30%, so candidate C wins with 45%--even though
more than half the voters preferred other ideas. With Ranked Choice
Voting (RCV), you rank candidates in order of preference. If no
candidate gets a majority of first choices, the last place candidate
is eliminated. Voters for that candidate have their second choice
counted instead. The counting continues until one candidate wins a
majority of votes. Several U.S. cities use RCV. Maine adopted it for
state and federal elections in 2016. What’s your opinion on ranked
choice voting (RCV) for elections in Massachusetts?

I support the implementation of ranked-choice voting in
Massachusetts in local, state and federal elections.

Question 4:

Answer 4:

In 1998 Massachusetts voters approved the Clean Elections
Law, which citizens put on the ballot using the ballot initiative
petition process. This law provided a way for taxpayer money
to finance campaigns for candidates who agreed to accept only
contributions of $100 or less along with strict limits on spending.
The Massachusetts Legislature never approved a budget for this
program, and it repealed this law in 2003. What are your thoughts
about revisiting the idea of publicly-financed campaigns in
Massachusetts?

I should return to public financing of campaigns. There are novel
policy ideas like giving every voter a campaign contribution voucher
that they could use to support candidates. This system has inherent
appeal since it would be more of a “pull” vs. “push” approach. This
kind of system would probably be less costly, and would encourage
candidates to wage grassroots campaigns.

Question 5:

Answer 5:

Gerrymandering is the act of drawing voting district boundaries
to create a political advantage for a particular party or group.
In Massachusetts the Legislature creates these voting districts.
Although the current voting district maps are widely considered
fair, Massachusetts has a history of gerrymandering. Racial
gerrymandering occurred in the state as recently as 2001 (see Black
Political Task Force v. Galvin, 2004). Many other states have created
independent redistricting commissions so that voting district maps
are created by a commission of private citizens instead of politicians.
What are your thoughts on using an independent redistricting
commission to map out Massachusetts’ voting districts?

I support independent redistricting commissions.
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Office: State Representative (By District)

Candidate – 36TH Middlesex:

Background:

Sabrina Adena Heisey (D)

Sabrina Heisey grew up in Charlestown and West Roxbury, the third of four children. Coming from a large
family, Sabrina learned young the importance of cooperation, hard work, and the value of community.
Sabrina attended Boston Latin Academy, and received a BS in Computer Science from Wentworth Institute of
Technology. She currently manages grants and budgets for scientific research at Children’s Hospital.
Sabrina has lived in Dracut for 11 years, with her husband and their six children: the eldest of Sabrina’s four
girls was a baby when her two boys joined her as their “forever family.” Sabrina is an elected member of the
Dracut School Committee and founder of the Greater Lowell League of Women Voters.
Sabrina is running for State Rep in the 36th Middlesex District in MA and envisions a future for Massachusetts
where schools are fairly and adequately funded, where our tax dollars are spent on the public good instead
of corporate welfare, where LGBTQA+ people are afforded equal rights, where women and families have
control over their reproductive health, and where Massachusetts strengthens its strict gun laws.

Question 1:

Answer 1:

What are your top three campaign issues?

Education inequity across the state of MA, Universal Single Payer
Healthcare, Voting Access and Rights.

Question 2:

Answer 2:

A series of Supreme Court rulings, including Citizens United v.
Federal Elections Commission (2010), struck down state and federal
laws that limited spending on political messages by corporations,
organizations, and individuals. These rulings established that
corporations and organizations have the same First Amendment,
free-speech rights as people and that spending money on
political messages through super PACs is free speech, which the
government cannot limit. This means donors can give as much
money as they want to fund political messages through super PACs.
In 2012, the Massachusetts legislature passed a resolution asking
the U.S. Congress to propose an amendment to the Constitution that
would reverse Citizens United and “restore the First Amendment
and fair elections to the people.” What is your view on the Citizens
United Supreme Court ruling and money in politics in general?

Corporations are not people. They should not be afforded the same
rights as people. We need to overturn this disastrous ruling and get
big money out of politics.
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Office: State Representative (By District)
Candidate – 36TH Middlesex: Sabrina Adena Heisey (D)

Question 3:

Answer 3:

In our voting system, when three or more candidates run for an
office, a candidate can win with less than half the votes. One reason
for this is the “spoiler effect.” For example, candidates A and B have
similar ideas and 55% of voters like those ideas. B gets 25% of the
votes and A gets 30%, so candidate C wins with 45%--even though
more than half the voters preferred other ideas. With Ranked Choice
Voting (RCV), you rank candidates in order of preference. If no
candidate gets a majority of first choices, the last place candidate
is eliminated. Voters for that candidate have their second choice
counted instead. The counting continues until one candidate wins a
majority of votes. Several U.S. cities use RCV. Maine adopted it for
state and federal elections in 2016. What’s your opinion on ranked
choice voting (RCV) for elections in Massachusetts?

I support Ranked Choice Voting.

Question 4:

Answer 4:

In 1998 Massachusetts voters approved the Clean Elections
Law, which citizens put on the ballot using the ballot initiative
petition process. This law provided a way for taxpayer money
to finance campaigns for candidates who agreed to accept only
contributions of $100 or less along with strict limits on spending.
The Massachusetts Legislature never approved a budget for this
program, and it repealed this law in 2003. What are your thoughts
about revisiting the idea of publicly-financed campaigns in
Massachusetts?

I support this initiative.

Question 5:

Answer 5:

Gerrymandering is the act of drawing voting district boundaries
to create a political advantage for a particular party or group.
In Massachusetts the Legislature creates these voting districts.
Although the current voting district maps are widely considered
fair, Massachusetts has a history of gerrymandering. Racial
gerrymandering occurred in the state as recently as 2001 (see Black
Political Task Force v. Galvin, 2004). Many other states have created
independent redistricting commissions so that voting district maps
are created by a commission of private citizens instead of politicians.
What are your thoughts on using an independent redistricting
commission to map out Massachusetts’ voting districts?

I believe we should have an independent commission every ten
years. No more using the Massachusetts state map as a way to
ensure people’s seats.
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Office: State Representative (By District)

Candidate – 1ST Franklin:

Background:

Kate Welch Albright-Hanna (D)

Kate is a muckraking journalist who has covered the turning points of the 21st century as a documentary
filmmaker at CNN – from the erosion of civil liberties after 9/11, to the rise of the netroots movement to
take back politics from wealthy donors and corporate interests during the Dean campaign, to the police
shootings of unarmed civilians fleeing the floods after Hurricane Katrina. In 2007, she joined the Obama
campaign as Director of Video, and produced the first White House Summit on Health Care Reform in
2009. She returned to journalism at VICE and then MSNBC, and then served as communications director
for Zephyr Teachout’s run for New York governor in 2014, and as deputy campaign manager for Ready for
Warren in 2015. She recently co-founded Rural Organizers to build a strong rural progressive movement
across the country.

Question 1:

Answer 1:

What are your top three campaign issues?

Medicare For All health care, fully funded public education and
reversing climate change. Of course, the outsized influence of
wealthy corporate interests impacts all three.

Question 2:

Answer 2:

A series of Supreme Court rulings, including Citizens United v.
Federal Elections Commission (2010), struck down state and federal
laws that limited spending on political messages by corporations,
organizations, and individuals. These rulings established that
corporations and organizations have the same First Amendment,
free-speech rights as people and that spending money on
political messages through super PACs is free speech, which the
government cannot limit. This means donors can give as much
money as they want to fund political messages through super PACs.
In 2012, the Massachusetts legislature passed a resolution asking
the U.S. Congress to propose an amendment to the Constitution that
would reverse Citizens United and “restore the First Amendment
and fair elections to the people.” What is your view on the Citizens
United Supreme Court ruling and money in politics in general?

I am in favor of a constitutional amendment that would reverse
Citizens United. We’re not a real democracy anymore. The
preferences of wealthy donors and corporations consistently trump
average citizens’ preferences. Elected officials spend up to 70% of
their time raising money (which means listening to the preferences
of wealthy donors while they make their money pitch). I support
public financing of elections.
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Office: State Representative (By District)
Candidate – 1ST Franklin: Kate Welch Albright-Hanna (D)

Question 3:

Answer 3:

In our voting system, when three or more candidates run for an
office, a candidate can win with less than half the votes. One reason
for this is the “spoiler effect.” For example, candidates A and B have
similar ideas and 55% of voters like those ideas. B gets 25% of the
votes and A gets 30%, so candidate C wins with 45%--even though
more than half the voters preferred other ideas. With Ranked Choice
Voting (RCV), you rank candidates in order of preference. If no
candidate gets a majority of first choices, the last place candidate
is eliminated. Voters for that candidate have their second choice
counted instead. The counting continues until one candidate wins a
majority of votes. Several U.S. cities use RCV. Maine adopted it for
state and federal elections in 2016. What’s your opinion on ranked
choice voting (RCV) for elections in Massachusetts?

One of our local grassroots groups recently used RCV to decide
who to endorse in our 7-person primary. I believe it eliminated the
spoiler effect, and reflected the preferences of the greatest number
of people. And since I came out on top, I’m doubly enthusiastic. I’d
like to see RCV implement for all elections in Massachusetts.

Question 4:

Answer 4:

In 1998 Massachusetts voters approved the Clean Elections
Law, which citizens put on the ballot using the ballot initiative
petition process. This law provided a way for taxpayer money
to finance campaigns for candidates who agreed to accept only
contributions of $100 or less along with strict limits on spending.
The Massachusetts Legislature never approved a budget for this
program, and it repealed this law in 2003. What are your thoughts
about revisiting the idea of publicly-financed campaigns in
Massachusetts?

Yes, definitely. We should spend our time knocking on doors instead
of dialing for dollars.

Question 5:

Answer 5:

Gerrymandering is the act of drawing voting district boundaries
to create a political advantage for a particular party or group.
In Massachusetts the Legislature creates these voting districts.
Although the current voting district maps are widely considered
fair, Massachusetts has a history of gerrymandering. Racial
gerrymandering occurred in the state as recently as 2001 (see Black
Political Task Force v. Galvin, 2004). Many other states have created
independent redistricting commissions so that voting district maps
are created by a commission of private citizens instead of politicians.
What are your thoughts on using an independent redistricting
commission to map out Massachusetts’ voting districts?

I support independent redistricting commissions -- especially if
there’s an apolitical mathematical/geographical formula that even
private citizens can’t game.
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Office: State Representative (By District)

Candidate – 1ST Franklin:

Background:

Natalie M. Blais (D)

Working for U.S. Reps. Olver and McGovern, Natalie collaborated with communities, businesses and
non-profits, on broadband expansion, bike paths, roadway and rail projects, energy efficiency expansion
and the adoption of renewable energy technology. As a result, Natalie is keenly aware of the unique
challenges our rural area faces when it comes to state investment and ensuring our voices are heard in
Boston.
In 2015, Natalie became UMass Amherst Chancellor Subbaswamy’s first Chief of Staff. Her time at UMass
Amherst strengthened her belief that world class public educational opportunities should be made
available and affordable to all.
Natalie is currently Exec. Dir. of the Franklin County Chamber of Commerce located in Greenfield. Under
her leadership, the Chamber has supported area non-profits and businesses and advocated for state
policies that benefit the rural economy.

Question 1:

Answer 1:

What are your top three campaign issues?

Infrastructure investments in rural areas (broadband, roads and
bridges)
Update the outdated Chapter 70 funding formula and fully
reimburse our school transportation costs
Pass an omnibus Clean Energy Bill

Question 2:

Answer 2:

A series of Supreme Court rulings, including Citizens United v.
Federal Elections Commission (2010), struck down state and federal
laws that limited spending on political messages by corporations,
organizations, and individuals. These rulings established that
corporations and organizations have the same First Amendment,
free-speech rights as people and that spending money on
political messages through super PACs is free speech, which the
government cannot limit. This means donors can give as much
money as they want to fund political messages through super PACs.
In 2012, the Massachusetts legislature passed a resolution asking
the U.S. Congress to propose an amendment to the Constitution that
would reverse Citizens United and “restore the First Amendment
and fair elections to the people.” What is your view on the Citizens
United Supreme Court ruling and money in politics in general?

Corporations are not people. They do not breathe and they certainly
do not have a heart. They should not play a role in influencing
our elections. Our government and its elected officials should be
responsive to the people - yet Super PACs are allowing the very
wealthiest people in our nation to contribute large sums of money to
campaigns and influence our elections. In order to ensure that the
U.S. government remains of the people, by the people and for the
people, we must overturn the disastrous Citizens United decision.
I also support my former boss, U.S. Representative Jim McGovern,
in his efforts to get money out of politics by introducing legislation
to amend to the constitution. Finally, I am actively working to urge
voters to vote YES on Question 2 this fall to get money out of
politics.
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Office: State Representative (By District)
Candidate – 1ST Franklin: Natalie M. Blais (D)

Question 3:

Answer 3:

In our voting system, when three or more candidates run for an
office, a candidate can win with less than half the votes. One reason
for this is the “spoiler effect.” For example, candidates A and B have
similar ideas and 55% of voters like those ideas. B gets 25% of the
votes and A gets 30%, so candidate C wins with 45%--even though
more than half the voters preferred other ideas. With Ranked Choice
Voting (RCV), you rank candidates in order of preference. If no
candidate gets a majority of first choices, the last place candidate
is eliminated. Voters for that candidate have their second choice
counted instead. The counting continues until one candidate wins a
majority of votes. Several U.S. cities use RCV. Maine adopted it for
state and federal elections in 2016. What’s your opinion on ranked
choice voting (RCV) for elections in Massachusetts?

I have publicly stated my support for Ranked Choice Voting in
Massachusetts. With seven people in my race, I know many people
have struggled with who to vote for in this “winner take all” system.
Ranked Choice Voting levels the playing field. It ensures majority
support, minimizes strategic voting, promotes diverse candidates,
curbs negative campaigning and boosts voter turnout. Sounds like a
winning idea to me!

Question 4:

Answer 4:

In 1998 Massachusetts voters approved the Clean Elections
Law, which citizens put on the ballot using the ballot initiative
petition process. This law provided a way for taxpayer money
to finance campaigns for candidates who agreed to accept only
contributions of $100 or less along with strict limits on spending.
The Massachusetts Legislature never approved a budget for this
program, and it repealed this law in 2003. What are your thoughts
about revisiting the idea of publicly-financed campaigns in
Massachusetts?

Campaign finance reform is critically important for our democracy.
I fully support the public financing of elections and transparency
of donations. Concurrently, we must begin to expand – not curtail
– voting rights by allowing election day (same day) registration,
expanding early voting, allowing vote-by-mail, implementing
weekend voting and implementing automatic voter registration.
These are only a few of the actions we can take to ensure that our
democracy remains in the hands of the people.

Question 5:

Answer 5:

Gerrymandering is the act of drawing voting district boundaries
to create a political advantage for a particular party or group.
In Massachusetts the Legislature creates these voting districts.
Although the current voting district maps are widely considered
fair, Massachusetts has a history of gerrymandering. Racial
gerrymandering occurred in the state as recently as 2001 (see Black
Political Task Force v. Galvin, 2004). Many other states have created
independent redistricting commissions so that voting district maps
are created by a commission of private citizens instead of politicians.
What are your thoughts on using an independent redistricting
commission to map out Massachusetts’ voting districts?

I am absolutely in favor of drawing fair and representative voting
districts. As you noted, current MA voting districts are viewed
largely as fair in part due to the diligent work of the Redistricting
Committee. Unfortunately, other states have not had the same
experience and we can always make improvements here in
Massachusetts. I would appreciate the opportunity to talk more with
you about this proposal. I am interested in the concept but have
some concerns. Who would appoint the commission? How would
their independence be assured? Who would they report to? How
would they be held accountable? I look forward to continuing this
conversation.
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Office: State Representative (By District)

Candidate – 1ST Franklin:

Background:

Christine M. Doktor (D)

Born and raised in Western Mass, I’m the only farmer and the only attorney in this race. I’m also the
only candidate who’s worked on Beacon Hill — as aides to both a governor and a state representative.
In addition to providing free legal services to the community, including anti-pipeline work and helping
farmers, I’ve represented Holocaust survivors, Haitian earthquake refugees, indigent criminal defendants
in the Bronx, and women fleeing gender persecution, genital mutilation, and domestic violence. I’ve
served on the NY Civil Liberties Union Reproductive Rights Project, founded an advocacy organization
for divorced spouses and children, and serve on the board of a co-op grocery. Moms Demand Action for
Gun Sense awarded me a candidate distinction and I’m endorsed by MA Voters for Animals. I am running
a green campaign that uses no single-use plastic and only 100% recycled paper.

Question 1:

Answer 1:

What are your top three campaign issues?

1) My motivation for running is that we are failing our kids on
education. My childhood school and my own children’s school were
closed for financial reasons. Towns are paying an unsustainable
amount on education. Public education is a right and the smartest
thing we can do for our future. It is high time we fully reform school
funding.
2) We must aggressively work to counter climate change and
protect our environment now. We need a paradigm shift to address
climate, the environment, and agriculture. In order to achieve
sensible policy on food, farms, and the environment, I humbly
suggest that you elect a woman farmer with a law degree who is
running a green campaign!
3) Our health and pocketbooks require that we move to a singlepayer healthcare system and that we improve human services from
elder services to addiction treatment.

Question 2:

Answer 2:

A series of Supreme Court rulings, including Citizens United v.
Federal Elections Commission (2010), struck down state and federal
laws that limited spending on political messages by corporations,
organizations, and individuals. These rulings established that
corporations and organizations have the same First Amendment,
free-speech rights as people and that spending money on
political messages through super PACs is free speech, which the
government cannot limit. This means donors can give as much
money as they want to fund political messages through super PACs.
In 2012, the Massachusetts legislature passed a resolution asking
the U.S. Congress to propose an amendment to the Constitution that
would reverse Citizens United and “restore the First Amendment
and fair elections to the people.” What is your view on the Citizens
United Supreme Court ruling and money in politics in general?

Corporate spending in politics should not be protected by 1st
Amendment free speech. Citizens United allows the use of
corporate money to outweigh individual voters’ (and shareholders’)
voices. It allows corporate money to influence election results
thereby creating a malfunction in our democracy. As Justice
Stevens wrote in his Citizens United dissenting opinion, “A
democracy cannot function effectively when its constituent
members believe laws are being bought and sold.” I, too, dissent.

Table of Contents >

I signed a petition to enact a 28th Amendement to our Constitution
to counter the Citizens United decision. After eight years of Citizens
United, I am afraid that our courts have failed us, that this legal
decision is bad law, and that it has come to the point where we need
a constitutional amendment to set our democracy right.
It is time to get money out of politics. Let’s start with overturning
Citizens United.
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Office: State Representative (By District)
Candidate – 1ST Franklin: Christine M. Doktor (D)

Question 3:

Answer 3:

In our voting system, when three or more candidates run for an
office, a candidate can win with less than half the votes. One reason
for this is the “spoiler effect.” For example, candidates A and B have
similar ideas and 55% of voters like those ideas. B gets 25% of the
votes and A gets 30%, so candidate C wins with 45%--even though
more than half the voters preferred other ideas. With Ranked Choice
Voting (RCV), you rank candidates in order of preference. If no
candidate gets a majority of first choices, the last place candidate
is eliminated. Voters for that candidate have their second choice
counted instead. The counting continues until one candidate wins a
majority of votes. Several U.S. cities use RCV. Maine adopted it for
state and federal elections in 2016. What’s your opinion on ranked
choice voting (RCV) for elections in Massachusetts?

Ranked Choice Voting would be a breath of fresh democracy in
Massachusetts! And especially in crowded races like ours in the 1st
Franklin District.

Question 4:

Answer 4:

In 1998 Massachusetts voters approved the Clean Elections
Law, which citizens put on the ballot using the ballot initiative
petition process. This law provided a way for taxpayer money
to finance campaigns for candidates who agreed to accept only
contributions of $100 or less along with strict limits on spending.
The Massachusetts Legislature never approved a budget for this
program, and it repealed this law in 2003. What are your thoughts
about revisiting the idea of publicly-financed campaigns in
Massachusetts?

We must certainly act now to get money out of politics. A clean
elections law that were to apply equally to all candidates is an idea
that would foster true democracy and allow people from many more
income brackets to have a voice in elections.

Question 5:

Answer 5:

Gerrymandering is the act of drawing voting district boundaries
to create a political advantage for a particular party or group.
In Massachusetts the Legislature creates these voting districts.
Although the current voting district maps are widely considered
fair, Massachusetts has a history of gerrymandering. Racial
gerrymandering occurred in the state as recently as 2001 (see Black
Political Task Force v. Galvin, 2004). Many other states have created
independent redistricting commissions so that voting district maps
are created by a commission of private citizens instead of politicians.
What are your thoughts on using an independent redistricting
commission to map out Massachusetts’ voting districts?

An independent redistricting commission would be a positive move
towards reducing gerrymandering. It would also strengthen our
democracy by making voting districts fairer and holding elected
officials to higher levels of accountability.
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There are so many reasons to support Ranked Choice Voting
including that it:
1) saves taxpayers’ money by eliminating expensive runoffs,
2) eliminates split votes and plurality winners,
3) increases voter turnout,
4) improves civility amongst candidates and voters, and
5) eliminates gender bias at the polls — twice the average number
of women are elected in cities with Ranked Choice Voting!

The importance of developing a campaign financing system that
levels the playing field and allows the people a true voice cannot be
overstated.
I will work towards a future where headlines about politicians and
money are a thing of the past.

We should look to other states and countries that have had success
reducing gerrymandering in drawing their voting district boundaries.
Let’s examine what has allowed places like Canada (which involves
impartial judges in the process) and California to achieve more
independence and transparency in the process and then work to
implement the best system possible for Massachusetts.
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Office: State Representative (By District)

Candidate – 1ST Franklin:

Background:

Jonathan S. Edwards (D)

I am a listener, collaborator, and innovator. I’m the chair of the Whately Selectboard and have served
there for the past 14 years. Over that time, I’ve broken new ground on regional initiatives that have
pushed Whately and the surrounding towns forward on access to clean energy, 24/7 paramedic service,
and senior services. As the chair of the Selectboard, I have to listen, make tough votes, and know when
to ask for help. I feel prepared for Beacon Hill because I’ve been steeped in this culture of collaboration
for so long.
When I’m not campaigning, I work for Tech Foundry in Springfield, where we have trained hundreds of
people, often from at-risk populations, to enter sustainable tech careers. I’m running because I want to
harness my experience in Whately and at work to create a skilled workforce and bring young, diverse,
and talented workers back to the First Franklin District.

Question 1:

Answer 1:

What are your top three campaign issues?

We must transform education funding, fix the generational
immorality of climate change, and make Beacon Hill more
transparent.
We must change the Chapter 70 formula and the state should fully
fund special education. When that responsibility falls on towns,
it’s the small towns with small budgets that suffer. Keeping local
schools open, especially elementary schools, builds a door for
young families to move here. Having a thriving young population
creates job opportunities, in Tech, Clean Energy and others. Let’s lift
the cap on net metering so that our region can be a leader in clean
energy and build jobs for the future.
Finally, I take tough votes every month on my Selectboard where I
have proven my leadership time and again. If I’m elected, you will
know how I vote on key issues, even though it’s not required. I
hope the rest of the Legislature will follow that lead.

Question 2:

Answer 2:

A series of Supreme Court rulings, including Citizens United v.
Federal Elections Commission (2010), struck down state and federal
laws that limited spending on political messages by corporations,
organizations, and individuals. These rulings established that
corporations and organizations have the same First Amendment,
free-speech rights as people and that spending money on
political messages through super PACs is free speech, which the
government cannot limit. This means donors can give as much
money as they want to fund political messages through super PACs.
In 2012, the Massachusetts legislature passed a resolution asking
the U.S. Congress to propose an amendment to the Constitution that
would reverse Citizens United and “restore the First Amendment
and fair elections to the people.” What is your view on the Citizens
United Supreme Court ruling and money in politics in general?

Citizens United equated money with public speech, but the sources
of campaign donations are far less obvious than the sources of a
spoken word. We need to know who is funding dark money that
floods our campaign finance system. Individual states need to be
more transparent about state-level elections. Massachusetts has
led here, but loopholes still remain. If the Republican Governors
Association wants to advertise for Charlie Baker, I want to know
where their money is coming from. I hold all political parties to that
standard.
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Question #2 is on the ballot this November. It would create a
commission to examine Citizens United, and I support it. However,
I would just as soon endorse former Supreme Court Justice John
Paul Stevens’ proposed Constitutional amendment, which would
allow Congress or any state to “impose reasonable limits on the
amount of money that candidates… or their supporters” can spend
on election.
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Office: State Representative (By District)
Candidate – 1ST Franklin: Jonathan S. Edwards (D)

Question 3:

Answer 3:

In our voting system, when three or more candidates run for an
office, a candidate can win with less than half the votes. One reason
for this is the “spoiler effect.” For example, candidates A and B have
similar ideas and 55% of voters like those ideas. B gets 25% of the
votes and A gets 30%, so candidate C wins with 45%--even though
more than half the voters preferred other ideas. With Ranked Choice
Voting (RCV), you rank candidates in order of preference. If no
candidate gets a majority of first choices, the last place candidate
is eliminated. Voters for that candidate have their second choice
counted instead. The counting continues until one candidate wins a
majority of votes. Several U.S. cities use RCV. Maine adopted it for
state and federal elections in 2016. What’s your opinion on ranked
choice voting (RCV) for elections in Massachusetts?

When an election is fought with the aim of only getting 25 or 30
percent of the vote, because so many candidates run, we need
to reconsider the efficacy of that election system. We should still
encourage all qualified candidates to run, but the eventual winner
must have the enthusiastic support of their district. Ranked-choice
voting may be the answer to that and I look forward to seeing how
this works in Maine after their first successful election cycle with
ranked-choice.

Question 4:

Answer 4:

In 1998 Massachusetts voters approved the Clean Elections
Law, which citizens put on the ballot using the ballot initiative
petition process. This law provided a way for taxpayer money
to finance campaigns for candidates who agreed to accept only
contributions of $100 or less along with strict limits on spending.
The Massachusetts Legislature never approved a budget for this
program, and it repealed this law in 2003. What are your thoughts
about revisiting the idea of publicly-financed campaigns in
Massachusetts?

I would enthusiastically support sending this law back to the ballot.
The idea of clean elections is terrific, but this new generation of
citizens needs to approve it themselves. If the trigger to qualify for
public funding is to be a set number of small (~$5) contributions,
then citizens need to be completely informed about the new
expectation that they give this small sum to a campaign, especially
if they’ve never donated before. The best way for everyone to
learn about a law and a new election paradigm is to have voters
wholeheartedly approve the issue before it starts affecting their
elections.

Maine began this new system because it was proposed and passed
as a ballot initiative. We should consider a similar ballot proposition.
Notably, the Maine law doesn’t apply to statewide or Congressional
general elections in November. If we decide in the Commonwealth
to move towards ranked-choice, let’s create a commission to
look at if we can use this system for all our elections. It’s time for
Massachusetts to lead again.

The 1998 Arizona Clean Elections Act - the model of all clean
elections laws for many years - was funded by a tax on lobbyists
and petty civil offenders. I would consider funding publicly financed
campaigns from similar sources.

Question 5:

Answer 5:

Gerrymandering is the act of drawing voting district boundaries
to create a political advantage for a particular party or group.
In Massachusetts the Legislature creates these voting districts.
Although the current voting district maps are widely considered
fair, Massachusetts has a history of gerrymandering. Racial
gerrymandering occurred in the state as recently as 2001 (see Black
Political Task Force v. Galvin, 2004). Many other states have created
independent redistricting commissions so that voting district maps
are created by a commission of private citizens instead of politicians.
What are your thoughts on using an independent redistricting
commission to map out Massachusetts’ voting districts?

I endorse Sen. Jamie Eldridge’s bill on this matter (S. 11). The
members of his proposed commission (a retired justice, a noted
professor, and an expert civil rights lawyer) seem especially
appealing. This bill seems drafted with the successes and failures
of past independent commissions in mind. Commissions in Arizona
and California have been excellent starts and S. 11 will move
Massachusetts towards leadership on this issue once more.
The past redistricting cycle worked because the redistricting
committee held public hearings across the state, doubled the
number of majority-minority districts, and created more swing
districts that have had competitive general elections. Any future
commission should keep those goals in mind.
Districts should also be drawn so that State Senate district
boundaries enclose four full State House districts. This would
encourage much-needed collaboration between the two bodies.
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Office: State Representative (By District)

Candidate – 1ST Franklin:

Background:

Casey Thomas Pease (D)

Casey is a local volunteer firefighter and former Bernie Sanders staffer who chairs the Worthington
Democratic Town Committee. As a community activist and local advocate with strong progressive
credentials, he was hired as a field organizer for Sen. Sanders 2016 presidential campaign, going on
to serve on his town’s broadband committee, as the 1st congressional district director for the Young
Democrats of Massachusetts and then as campaign manager for Andrea Harrington for State Senate.
Growing up in Worthington, Casey’s the only candidate in the race to attend the districts public schools
and enroll in UMass Amherst where he founded the UMass Progressives and active within the UMass
Democrats. He also worked as an organizer for the Save Our Public Schools campaign, fighting
alongside the Massachusetts Teachers Association to defeat the dark money-fueled charter school ballot
initiative.

Question 1:

Answer 1:

What are your top three campaign issues?

Strengthening our public schools, enacting a single-payer Medicare
for All healthcare system, and addressing climate change.

Question 2:

Answer 2:

A series of Supreme Court rulings, including Citizens United v.
Federal Elections Commission (2010), struck down state and federal
laws that limited spending on political messages by corporations,
organizations, and individuals. These rulings established that
corporations and organizations have the same First Amendment,
free-speech rights as people and that spending money on
political messages through super PACs is free speech, which the
government cannot limit. This means donors can give as much
money as they want to fund political messages through super PACs.
In 2012, the Massachusetts legislature passed a resolution asking
the U.S. Congress to propose an amendment to the Constitution that
would reverse Citizens United and “restore the First Amendment
and fair elections to the people.” What is your view on the Citizens
United Supreme Court ruling and money in politics in general?

As the only candidate in the 1st Franklin race with campaign
finance reform as a part of my platform, it’s integral we get money
out of politics and overturn the Citizens United Supreme Court
decision. The influence of money has corrupted and diluted the
public’s opinion, leaving lawmakers beholden to lobbyists and
campaign contributors. We can’t truly fix any of our systemic issues
(healthcare, public school funding, climate change for example) until
we get money out of politics, where our politicians are acting on
behalf of the most vulnerable in our communities, not the ones with
the most money.
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Office: State Representative (By District)
Candidate – 1ST Franklin: Casey Thomas Pease (D)

Question 3:

Answer 3:

In our voting system, when three or more candidates run for an
office, a candidate can win with less than half the votes. One reason
for this is the “spoiler effect.” For example, candidates A and B have
similar ideas and 55% of voters like those ideas. B gets 25% of the
votes and A gets 30%, so candidate C wins with 45%--even though
more than half the voters preferred other ideas. With Ranked Choice
Voting (RCV), you rank candidates in order of preference. If no
candidate gets a majority of first choices, the last place candidate
is eliminated. Voters for that candidate have their second choice
counted instead. The counting continues until one candidate wins a
majority of votes. Several U.S. cities use RCV. Maine adopted it for
state and federal elections in 2016. What’s your opinion on ranked
choice voting (RCV) for elections in Massachusetts?

I fully support ranked choice voting, and believe it would be a great
pilot for this race in particular. We have seven Democrats running
for the 1st Franklin seat, so the primary will determine the winner,
but the winner could win with only 25% of the vote. This means
a majority of voters didn’t cast a ballot for the winning candidate.
Our election winners shouldn’t win with a plurality of the votes, but
rather with a majority of the votes. Ranked choice voting isn’t a
perfect voting system, but it’s a move in the right direction for fairer
representation.

Question 4:

Answer 4:

In 1998 Massachusetts voters approved the Clean Elections
Law, which citizens put on the ballot using the ballot initiative
petition process. This law provided a way for taxpayer money
to finance campaigns for candidates who agreed to accept only
contributions of $100 or less along with strict limits on spending.
The Massachusetts Legislature never approved a budget for this
program, and it repealed this law in 2003. What are your thoughts
about revisiting the idea of publicly-financed campaigns in
Massachusetts?

Massachusetts should absolutely push for publicly-funded
campaigns through vouchers or other innovative programs. This
gives opportunities for a broader swath of the public to run for
office instead of giving the advantage to those who can fundraise
the most. Right now, our current campaign system discourages the
working class and young people to run for office and that should
definitely be changed. Our Commonwealth will be stronger for it.

Question 5:

Answer 5:

Gerrymandering is the act of drawing voting district boundaries
to create a political advantage for a particular party or group.
In Massachusetts the Legislature creates these voting districts.
Although the current voting district maps are widely considered
fair, Massachusetts has a history of gerrymandering. Racial
gerrymandering occurred in the state as recently as 2001 (see Black
Political Task Force v. Galvin, 2004). Many other states have created
independent redistricting commissions so that voting district maps
are created by a commission of private citizens instead of politicians.
What are your thoughts on using an independent redistricting
commission to map out Massachusetts’ voting districts?

Massachusetts should have an independent redistricting
commission that’s diverse in its political ideology, age, race,
and geography. Right now, the Democrats have gerrymandered
the state in a way that limits representation of Republican and
third party candidates. Elected officials should be able to put
the Commonwealth over party and recognize the best move for
democracy, and the people, would be to support an independent
redistricting commission.
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Office: State Representative (By District)

Candidate – 1ST Franklin:

Background:

Nathaniel G. Waring (D)

I’m Nathaniel Waring and I have lived in the 1st franklin district for effectively my whole life. I’m a
Democratic Socialist, a lifelong progressive, and a supporter of LGBTQIA rights. I’m also a poor person.
More than anything else, this distinction informs my success in life, my health, and my happiness. I’m
running for office to fight for workers and improve access to unions. But also because representation
matters. The poor are the largest and least represented group. It’s time we had a voice in the legislature
who has been on section 8, EBT, and MassHealth. Someone who will speak for the poor, not just as a
political charity, but as a ferocious advocate. My opponents like to tout their political experience. But the
experience of the average citizen of the commonwealth doesn’t look like that of the average politician,
and it’s time that changed.

Question 1:

Answer 1:

What are your top three campaign issues?

First and foremost, my campaign is about representing the working
poor, and fighting for workers’ rights. I am a Democratic Socialist
and am a huge believer in unions and collective bargaining. The
wage and wealth gaps are widening, and more and more families
find themselves unable to get by without government benefits
but making too much to qualify. Universal Healthcare comes in as
a close second. I am one hundred percent committed to making
Medicare for All happen and bringing the pharmaceutical industry
to task for their part in the heroin epidemic, and their price gouging.
My third issue is criminal justice reform. The criminal justice system
is broken and is rife with institutional racism. Until we overhaul the
whole thing, and stamp out the bigotry therein, we will never have a
fair and just society. We also need to do away with cash bail, which
effectively criminalizes being poor.

Question 2:

Answer 2:

A series of Supreme Court rulings, including Citizens United v.
Federal Elections Commission (2010), struck down state and federal
laws that limited spending on political messages by corporations,
organizations, and individuals. These rulings established that
corporations and organizations have the same First Amendment,
free-speech rights as people and that spending money on
political messages through super PACs is free speech, which the
government cannot limit. This means donors can give as much
money as they want to fund political messages through super PACs.
In 2012, the Massachusetts legislature passed a resolution asking
the U.S. Congress to propose an amendment to the Constitution that
would reverse Citizens United and “restore the First Amendment
and fair elections to the people.” What is your view on the Citizens
United Supreme Court ruling and money in politics in general?

Campaign finance reform is a top campaign issue and would have
made the top three had it not had its own question. Bottom line,
the federal government will never work properly until we overturn
Citizen’s United, and institute real and meaningful campaign finance
reform. At the state level we can pass legislation that will effectively
do so, and then work with other state legislatures to parley that
momentum into a constitutional amendment. We also need to
make all campaign financing publicly transparent, and all candidates
for federal office should be required to release their last 5 years of
tax returns. The voters deserve to know where their candidates
money comes from.
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Office: State Representative (By District)
Candidate – 1ST Franklin: Nathaniel G. Waring (D)

Question 3:

Answer 3:

In our voting system, when three or more candidates run for an
office, a candidate can win with less than half the votes. One reason
for this is the “spoiler effect.” For example, candidates A and B have
similar ideas and 55% of voters like those ideas. B gets 25% of the
votes and A gets 30%, so candidate C wins with 45%--even though
more than half the voters preferred other ideas. With Ranked Choice
Voting (RCV), you rank candidates in order of preference. If no
candidate gets a majority of first choices, the last place candidate
is eliminated. Voters for that candidate have their second choice
counted instead. The counting continues until one candidate wins a
majority of votes. Several U.S. cities use RCV. Maine adopted it for
state and federal elections in 2016. What’s your opinion on ranked
choice voting (RCV) for elections in Massachusetts?

As one of seven candidates for the 1st franklin seat, I know all
too well how desperately we need ranked choice voting. In all
likelihood, whoever wins our primary will do so with less than a
third of the votes and possibly as little as 15%. Ranked choice
voting would allow candidates with similar platforms to campaign
together and would let the people vote their consciences without
worry of being a spoiler. It’s not a perfect way of doing things, but
it’s a heck of a lot better than what we have right now and would
allow us to move away from the two-party system. We also need to
make voting easier, including universal automatic voter registration,
early voting, weekend voting, and no question absentee ballots.
And lastly we need to combat voter suppression at all levels of
government.

Question 4:

Answer 4:

In 1998 Massachusetts voters approved the Clean Elections
Law, which citizens put on the ballot using the ballot initiative
petition process. This law provided a way for taxpayer money
to finance campaigns for candidates who agreed to accept only
contributions of $100 or less along with strict limits on spending.
The Massachusetts Legislature never approved a budget for this
program, and it repealed this law in 2003. What are your thoughts
about revisiting the idea of publicly-financed campaigns in
Massachusetts?

As a poor person trying to run a campaign, it is all but impossible
for me to compete with candidates with financing, and I will be
outspent by a factor of 10. This is an inherent problem with our
system, and it guarantees that politicians are drawn from the middle
and upper classes. A clean elections funds would let poor people
like myself be more involved in politics. But beyond just public
funding, I believe we need to rethink political advertising. When I
see statistics about the candidates for President spending over a
billion dollars a cycle, what I see is a transfer of wealth to advertising
executives. No one should profit off the normal operation of
our democracy, and I would call for every entity that uses public
airwaves be required to set aside a certain number of hours per
election cycle, to be divided between candidates for all levels of
office.

Question 5:

Answer 5:

Gerrymandering is the act of drawing voting district boundaries
to create a political advantage for a particular party or group.
In Massachusetts the Legislature creates these voting districts.
Although the current voting district maps are widely considered
fair, Massachusetts has a history of gerrymandering. Racial
gerrymandering occurred in the state as recently as 2001 (see Black
Political Task Force v. Galvin, 2004). Many other states have created
independent redistricting commissions so that voting district maps
are created by a commission of private citizens instead of politicians.
What are your thoughts on using an independent redistricting
commission to map out Massachusetts’ voting districts?

There is no doubt in my mind that the republican parties continued
attempts at gerrymandering are directly responsible for Bush Jr
and Trump’s respective electoral wins, despite losing the popular
votes by huge margins. I see no reason that any elected body
should be given control over redistricting their own districts.
Politicians shouldn’t select their voters; the voters should select their
politicians. I fully support an independent redistricting commission
and would work to guarantee that the 1st Franklin district and the
rest of Western Mass are given fair and adequate representation on
said commission.
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Office: State Representative (By District)

Candidate – 1ST Franklin:

Background:

Francia E. Wisnewski (D)

Francia Wisnewski currently serves as Chair of the Hampshire/Franklin Commission on the Status
of Women and is an elected member of the Montague Town Meeting and the Montague Democratic
Committee. She also serves on the boards of the Shea Theater and Leadership Pioneer Valley. Before
moving to Montague, she served two terms on the Greenfield School Committee, including a term as
Vice-Chair, and served as a state Democratic delegate. She is a graduate of the Emerge Massachusetts
program. An immigrant from Colombia and 17-year resident of the Pioneer Valley, Francia has been a
tireless advocate for children and working families. As Senior Program Manager at Raising a Reader
Massachusetts, she prepares children for school success through early literacy and parental education.
She holds a Master’s in Education from the University of Massachusetts in Amherst.

Question 1:

Answer 1:

What are your top three campaign issues?

My top three issues are public education, single-payer healthcare,
and building strong local economies and food systems. As an
educator and the proud parent of public school students, I believe
that MA must reform Chapter 70 school funding and invest in
universal pre-K for all, so that all kids have a fair opportunity
for quality education. Single-payer healthcare is a necessity for
ensuring quality medical care access and reducing costs, which will
also reduce a huge cost to school systems and small businesses.
Finally, supporting small businesses, through rural economic
development programs, expanded rural transportation options, and
support to local farms and food systems, is key to keeping our rural
communities thriving as well as combatting climate change. These
issues work in concert with one another, and when we have good
policies in place, they will be self-reinforcing.

Question 2:

Answer 2:

A series of Supreme Court rulings, including Citizens United v.
Federal Elections Commission (2010), struck down state and federal
laws that limited spending on political messages by corporations,
organizations, and individuals. These rulings established that
corporations and organizations have the same First Amendment,
free-speech rights as people and that spending money on
political messages through super PACs is free speech, which the
government cannot limit. This means donors can give as much
money as they want to fund political messages through super PACs.
In 2012, the Massachusetts legislature passed a resolution asking
the U.S. Congress to propose an amendment to the Constitution that
would reverse Citizens United and “restore the First Amendment
and fair elections to the people.” What is your view on the Citizens
United Supreme Court ruling and money in politics in general?

Citizens United must be overturned, and the influence of money
in politics must be greatly reduced (and ideally eliminated, but
that is a much longer-term goal). These are urgent challenges that
we see having an enormous negative impact on the quality of
our democracy. As a citizen and an elected official I have always
been accountable to my community and pushed for transparency
in government decisions, and I will do the same as a State
Representative. I do not and would not take corporate campaign
donations, and I would proactively propose and support legislation
to limit super PAC spending and ultimately to move toward publicly
financed elections.
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Office: State Representative (By District)
Candidate – 1ST Franklin: Francia E. Wisnewski (D)

Question 3:

Answer 3:

In our voting system, when three or more candidates run for an
office, a candidate can win with less than half the votes. One reason
for this is the “spoiler effect.” For example, candidates A and B have
similar ideas and 55% of voters like those ideas. B gets 25% of the
votes and A gets 30%, so candidate C wins with 45%--even though
more than half the voters preferred other ideas. With Ranked Choice
Voting (RCV), you rank candidates in order of preference. If no
candidate gets a majority of first choices, the last place candidate
is eliminated. Voters for that candidate have their second choice
counted instead. The counting continues until one candidate wins a
majority of votes. Several U.S. cities use RCV. Maine adopted it for
state and federal elections in 2016. What’s your opinion on ranked
choice voting (RCV) for elections in Massachusetts?

I fully support the implementation of Ranked Choice Voting and
have long been a supporter of Voter Choice Massachusetts’ efforts
in this regard. I’m proud that my endorsement by Franklin County
Continuing the Political Revolution (FCCPR) came through the use of
RCV by FCCPR membership, which is key to creating understanding
and acceptance of this system. In our seven-way race, we are a
model for the need for RCV in Massachusetts - voters should have
the opportunity to respond to the full set of options before them
and feel represented by integrity the outcome, regardless of which
candidate ultimately comes out on top.

Question 4:

Answer 4:

In 1998 Massachusetts voters approved the Clean Elections
Law, which citizens put on the ballot using the ballot initiative
petition process. This law provided a way for taxpayer money
to finance campaigns for candidates who agreed to accept only
contributions of $100 or less along with strict limits on spending.
The Massachusetts Legislature never approved a budget for this
program, and it repealed this law in 2003. What are your thoughts
about revisiting the idea of publicly-financed campaigns in
Massachusetts?

I believe that public financing for elections is the necessary
alternative to the influence of corporate and private money in
politics. That said, public financing must be implemented in
such a way that all candidates are subject to the same rules and
restrictions. There are examples in other states, such as Maryland,
where public financing options have actually made the playing
field even more uneven, because candidates with the financial
means can opt out of public financing and thus avoid the spending
restrictions that publicly-financed candidates still face. Public
financing should be the standard and only option for a robust
democracy.

Question 5:

Answer 5:

Gerrymandering is the act of drawing voting district boundaries
to create a political advantage for a particular party or group.
In Massachusetts the Legislature creates these voting districts.
Although the current voting district maps are widely considered
fair, Massachusetts has a history of gerrymandering. Racial
gerrymandering occurred in the state as recently as 2001 (see Black
Political Task Force v. Galvin, 2004). Many other states have created
independent redistricting commissions so that voting district maps
are created by a commission of private citizens instead of politicians.
What are your thoughts on using an independent redistricting
commission to map out Massachusetts’ voting districts?

Gerrymandering is often associated with major party influence,
but there are many ways that districts can be (re)drawn to
enable unfair influence for a particular group, sitting legislators,
etc. Massachusetts has a relatively strong recent record of fair
redistricting, but we could certainly do better, starting with an
independent and transparent redistricting commission. I also
support new and creative approaches to redistricting to help
address inadequacies in rural power and representation in our state
government, including potential consideration of factors beyond
population figures, such as square miles, internet connectivity, and
other influences on democratic participation.
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Office: State Representative (By District)

Candidate – 2ND Hampden:

Background:

Allison P. Werder (R)

Allison Werder is a Longmeadow resident and the former President of MassLive Media. She is a board
member of Western New England University, Valley Venture Mentors, Center for Human Development
and a founding partner of Women Innovators and Trailblazers - an angel fund to support female-led
start-up’s in Western Mass. She has an undergraduate degree from Notre Dame and an MBA from
Georgetown.
Allison is currently a Republican candidate for State Representative in the 2nd Hampden District which
includes Longmeadow, 3/4’s of East Longmeadow, Hampden and Monson. She is running on a platform
focused on fiscal responsibility, economic development and targeted investment in our schools and
transportation infrastructure. She feels strongly that we need hard work from our elected officials and
additional accountability, action and results for Western Massachusetts.

Question 1:

Answer 1:

What are your top three campaign issues?

LESS TAXES, SMARTER SPENDING: We don’t need more taxes, we
need more accountability on how our tax dollars are spent. Reduce
government waste, remove unnecessary line items and use data to
determine what’s working and eliminate what’s not.
SUPPORT WORKING FAMILIES: Our region needs innovative
workforce training and practical education around STEM and
modern career transitions. We must pursue innovative programs
that ensure there are jobs here, so our children don’t have to move
away to pursue tomorrow’s careers.
REGIONAL EQUITY: We must get our Western Mass tax dollars
back from Boston. Estimates project $100M annually from casino
tax revenue from MGM Springfield. Where is this money going? It
should come back to the communities most impacted - ours. We
need to define and pursue projects in education, infrastructure,
veterans’ services and economic development and invest this
money in our future.

Question 2:

Answer 2:

A series of Supreme Court rulings, including Citizens United v.
Federal Elections Commission (2010), struck down state and federal
laws that limited spending on political messages by corporations,
organizations, and individuals. These rulings established that
corporations and organizations have the same First Amendment,
free-speech rights as people and that spending money on
political messages through super PACs is free speech, which the
government cannot limit. This means donors can give as much
money as they want to fund political messages through super PACs.
In 2012, the Massachusetts legislature passed a resolution asking
the U.S. Congress to propose an amendment to the Constitution that
would reverse Citizens United and “restore the First Amendment
and fair elections to the people.” What is your view on the Citizens
United Supreme Court ruling and money in politics in general?

I wish that money weren’t required to win elections but unfortunately
we live in a time when party politics and campaign finance control
our elections. I would like to see the playing field made even and
restore fair elections to the people. I believe in Massachusetts the
fact that corporations can give zero dollars and unions can give
$15K is patently unfair and should be changed.
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Office: State Representative (By District)
Candidate – 2ND Hampden: Allison P. Werder (R)

Question 3:

Answer 3:

In our voting system, when three or more candidates run for an
office, a candidate can win with less than half the votes. One reason
for this is the “spoiler effect.” For example, candidates A and B have
similar ideas and 55% of voters like those ideas. B gets 25% of the
votes and A gets 30%, so candidate C wins with 45%--even though
more than half the voters preferred other ideas. With Ranked Choice
Voting (RCV), you rank candidates in order of preference. If no
candidate gets a majority of first choices, the last place candidate
is eliminated. Voters for that candidate have their second choice
counted instead. The counting continues until one candidate wins a
majority of votes. Several U.S. cities use RCV. Maine adopted it for
state and federal elections in 2016. What’s your opinion on ranked
choice voting (RCV) for elections in Massachusetts?

I support the concept of ranked choice voting. I am running a
campaign where I often ask people considering my race to vote
the person - not the party - and I feel that ranked voting helps make
that a reality. I also feel that it has the potential to level the playing
field for all candidates (especially non-lifelong politicians) and ideally
makes the campaign more about the true issues and the people
rather than party politics. I do think that the process can be a bit
confusing (particularly the multiple stages) and would need quite a
bit of public education to institute effectively in Massachusetts.

Question 4:

Answer 4:

In 1998 Massachusetts voters approved the Clean Elections
Law, which citizens put on the ballot using the ballot initiative
petition process. This law provided a way for taxpayer money
to finance campaigns for candidates who agreed to accept only
contributions of $100 or less along with strict limits on spending.
The Massachusetts Legislature never approved a budget for this
program, and it repealed this law in 2003. What are your thoughts
about revisiting the idea of publicly-financed campaigns in
Massachusetts?

While I fully support the premise of reducing the importance of
money in our current elections, I am not sure that I support using
taxpayer money to support political candidates’ campaigns. I would
prefer to see the political playing field leveled - even out how much
money can be given by individuals, corporate interests, unions pacs
and parties - and a push for total transparency in the process.

Question 5:

Answer 5:

Gerrymandering is the act of drawing voting district boundaries
to create a political advantage for a particular party or group.
In Massachusetts the Legislature creates these voting districts.
Although the current voting district maps are widely considered
fair, Massachusetts has a history of gerrymandering. Racial
gerrymandering occurred in the state as recently as 2001 (see Black
Political Task Force v. Galvin, 2004). Many other states have created
independent redistricting commissions so that voting district maps
are created by a commission of private citizens instead of politicians.
What are your thoughts on using an independent redistricting
commission to map out Massachusetts’ voting districts?

I support the concept of an independent redistricting committee
periodically reviewing Massachusetts voting districts to ensure
fairness in our elections. I do believe that gerrymandering creates
political party barriers to entry and reduces accountability in elected
officials in one-party dominated districts. Manipulated districts
can change the calculations about how legislators can be held
accountable by the people and lead to disenfranchisement with the
political process and voting by underrepresented populations (of
many kinds). For these reasons I support independent redistricting
commissions as described above.

Table of Contents >

Q+A

Page 68

Office: State Representative (By District)

Candidate – 1ST Hampshire:

Background:

Lindsay N. Sabadosa (D)

Lindsay Sabadosa is an organizer and advocate with a proven track record of advocating for concrete
legislation at the State House. She’s a Pioneer Valley native, mother, legal and financial translator, runner,
and lifelong community organizer. She is the Director of the Pioneer Valley Women’s March, serves
on the board of Emerge Massachusetts and the Abortion Rights Fund of Western Massachusetts, and
sits on statewide organizing committees for progressive legislation like Medicare for All and the Safe
Communities Act. She is an alumna of Wellesley College and the University of Edinburgh.

Question 1:

Answer 1:

What are your top three campaign issues?

One of my top priorities is fighting for Medicare for All to ensure
everyone has access to quality, affordable healthcare. I support the
bill put forth by Representative Benson in the House to conduct
a study based on three years of data to project costs under a
Medicare for All system so we can compare them with the current
system. I also firmly support building an east-west rail between
Springfield and Boston and expanding the North South rail lines
to create a Hartford-Springfield-Boston corridor. This line will
allow people to live, work, and study in various parts of the state,
preventing “brain drain” and promoting economic development
in our area. Finally, I believe that we must revamp the education
funding formula so school districts are funded fairly and equitably,
not simply according to the wealth of their residents.

Question 2:

Answer 2:

A series of Supreme Court rulings, including Citizens United v.
Federal Elections Commission (2010), struck down state and federal
laws that limited spending on political messages by corporations,
organizations, and individuals. These rulings established that
corporations and organizations have the same First Amendment,
free-speech rights as people and that spending money on
political messages through super PACs is free speech, which the
government cannot limit. This means donors can give as much
money as they want to fund political messages through super PACs.
In 2012, the Massachusetts legislature passed a resolution asking
the U.S. Congress to propose an amendment to the Constitution that
would reverse Citizens United and “restore the First Amendment
and fair elections to the people.” What is your view on the Citizens
United Supreme Court ruling and money in politics in general?

The Citizens United Supreme Court ruling was an incredibly
dangerous ruling that only hurt the American voter. The average
American will never have the donation capacity that a handful of
American families and corporations have, which means a majority of
American voices will fall on deaf ears each election cycle. Citizens
United must be overturned, but we can not stop there. Dirty money
was present in politics before Citizens United, and will be present
after. I believe political donation information must not only be
made public in a timely manner, the information should be made
easily accessible and understandable. I also support state-funded
elections and voter credits, which would allow any person to run
for office or support the candidate they believe in. This can all be
achieved by passing the Anti-Corruption Act, a bill I intend to fight
for at the Statehouse.
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Office: State Representative (By District)
Candidate – 1ST Hampshire: Lindsay N. Sabadosa (D)

Question 3:

Answer 3:

In our voting system, when three or more candidates run for an
office, a candidate can win with less than half the votes. One reason
for this is the “spoiler effect.” For example, candidates A and B have
similar ideas and 55% of voters like those ideas. B gets 25% of the
votes and A gets 30%, so candidate C wins with 45%--even though
more than half the voters preferred other ideas. With Ranked Choice
Voting (RCV), you rank candidates in order of preference. If no
candidate gets a majority of first choices, the last place candidate
is eliminated. Voters for that candidate have their second choice
counted instead. The counting continues until one candidate wins a
majority of votes. Several U.S. cities use RCV. Maine adopted it for
state and federal elections in 2016. What’s your opinion on ranked
choice voting (RCV) for elections in Massachusetts?

The “spoiler effect” is one of the greatest pitfalls of our current two
candidate system, but ranked choice voting would put an end to
that. Ranked choice voting would not only solve the “spoiler effect”
issue, it would also open up elections to new voices in the form of
first time and third party candidates without creating hostility within
the race. I also firmly believe ranked choice would increase civic
engagement. Voter apathy caused by the belief that one’s vote
does not actually matter leads to low voter turnout. When voters are
allowed to rank their candidates, they are energized to show up to
the polls.

Question 4:

Answer 4:

In 1998 Massachusetts voters approved the Clean Elections
Law, which citizens put on the ballot using the ballot initiative
petition process. This law provided a way for taxpayer money
to finance campaigns for candidates who agreed to accept only
contributions of $100 or less along with strict limits on spending.
The Massachusetts Legislature never approved a budget for this
program, and it repealed this law in 2003. What are your thoughts
about revisiting the idea of publicly-financed campaigns in
Massachusetts?

Publicly-financed elections is key to ensuring the voices of the voter
is heard. Instituting a system like democracy vouchers, in which
voters are provided with vouchers through state government that
can be donated to the candidate of their choice, could help end the
harmful policies put in place by Citizens United. Pairing a voucher
system with partial state-funding for candidates would also help
further the rid government of dark money.

Question 5:

Answer 5:

Gerrymandering is the act of drawing voting district boundaries
to create a political advantage for a particular party or group.
In Massachusetts the Legislature creates these voting districts.
Although the current voting district maps are widely considered
fair, Massachusetts has a history of gerrymandering. Racial
gerrymandering occurred in the state as recently as 2001 (see Black
Political Task Force v. Galvin, 2004). Many other states have created
independent redistricting commissions so that voting district maps
are created by a commission of private citizens instead of politicians.
What are your thoughts on using an independent redistricting
commission to map out Massachusetts’ voting districts?

Gerrymandering voter districts has been shown to negatively affect
marginalized groups in the United States. Voters who already find
their voices drowned out in the sea of large-scale donors and super
PACs, must also face gerrymandering. Voters are essentially being
used as a political pawns and unfortunately many lack the ability to
fight this injustice. It is a voters right to choose their representation,
and not the other way around. The best way to tackle this issue
is an independent redistricting committee. The communities who
are negatively affected by gerrymandering--black, brown, or poor
communities--are the same people who fought for their voices to
be heard. To provide anything less than a unbiased and honest
redistricting committee would only further harm voters who are
already so negatively affected by gerrymandering.
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Office: State Representative (By District)

Candidate – 1ST Hampshire:

Background:

Diana M. Szynal (D)

I am running for State Representative so that I can put my extensive experience in government to work
for the people of the First Hampshire District. I share your progressive values and will fight hard for
better education funding, single payer health care, and protecting our environment. I will accomplish
these goals by relying on my experience as the District Director to State Representative Peter V. Kocot,
a position I held for the last 16 years. Additionally, I was an elected member of the Hatfield Selectboard,
have worked with county government and worked for a municipal attorney. This means that I have a
comprehensive understanding of how government works. My solid understanding of the issues facing
the constituents of the First Hampshire District will now be turned into legislative action. I live in Hatfield
with my husband Jim and our three children.

Question 1:

Answer 1:

What are your top three campaign issues?

My top legislative priority is education funding, from preK through
public higher education funding. This is followed closely by a
commitment to passing single payer health care and protecting our
environment.

Question 2:

Answer 2:

A series of Supreme Court rulings, including Citizens United v.
Federal Elections Commission (2010), struck down state and federal
laws that limited spending on political messages by corporations,
organizations, and individuals. These rulings established that
corporations and organizations have the same First Amendment,
free-speech rights as people and that spending money on
political messages through super PACs is free speech, which the
government cannot limit. This means donors can give as much
money as they want to fund political messages through super PACs.
In 2012, the Massachusetts legislature passed a resolution asking
the U.S. Congress to propose an amendment to the Constitution that
would reverse Citizens United and “restore the First Amendment
and fair elections to the people.” What is your view on the Citizens
United Supreme Court ruling and money in politics in general?

Corporations are NOT people. I am fully supportive of
Massachusetts laws that provide caps on campaign donations and
prohibit corporate donations.
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Office: State Representative (By District)
Candidate – 1ST Hampshire: Diana M. Szynal (D)

Question 3:

Answer 3:

In our voting system, when three or more candidates run for an
office, a candidate can win with less than half the votes. One reason
for this is the “spoiler effect.” For example, candidates A and B have
similar ideas and 55% of voters like those ideas. B gets 25% of the
votes and A gets 30%, so candidate C wins with 45%--even though
more than half the voters preferred other ideas. With Ranked Choice
Voting (RCV), you rank candidates in order of preference. If no
candidate gets a majority of first choices, the last place candidate
is eliminated. Voters for that candidate have their second choice
counted instead. The counting continues until one candidate wins a
majority of votes. Several U.S. cities use RCV. Maine adopted it for
state and federal elections in 2016. What’s your opinion on ranked
choice voting (RCV) for elections in Massachusetts?

I am open to the idea of ranked choice voting in Massachusetts
and think it should be a decision made by the voters of the
Commonwealth at the ballot box.

Question 4:

Answer 4:

In 1998 Massachusetts voters approved the Clean Elections
Law, which citizens put on the ballot using the ballot initiative
petition process. This law provided a way for taxpayer money
to finance campaigns for candidates who agreed to accept only
contributions of $100 or less along with strict limits on spending.
The Massachusetts Legislature never approved a budget for this
program, and it repealed this law in 2003. What are your thoughts
about revisiting the idea of publicly-financed campaigns in
Massachusetts?

I do not support the idea of publicly funded campaigns. This has
nothing to do with the merits of the Clean Elections Law but with a
reluctance to divert precious state funds from areas that are critically
underfunded like education and transportation.

Question 5:

Answer 5:

Gerrymandering is the act of drawing voting district boundaries
to create a political advantage for a particular party or group.
In Massachusetts the Legislature creates these voting districts.
Although the current voting district maps are widely considered
fair, Massachusetts has a history of gerrymandering. Racial
gerrymandering occurred in the state as recently as 2001 (see Black
Political Task Force v. Galvin, 2004). Many other states have created
independent redistricting commissions so that voting district maps
are created by a commission of private citizens instead of politicians.
What are your thoughts on using an independent redistricting
commission to map out Massachusetts’ voting districts?

I am supportive of the initiative to create an independent
redistricting commission. The formation of districts should be citizen
driven and based on creating districts that are diverse both in
population and economics.
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Office: State Representative (By District)

Candidate – 2ND Hampshire:

Background:

John R. Hine (D)

I was born and raised in the Pioneer Valley, living first in Agawam and then moving to Wilbraham. My
high school years were spent at Wilbraham Academy, graduating in 1971. I then enrolled at Vassar
College in Poughkeepsie, New York, graduating in 1975.
My wife Karen and I were married in 1982, and have 2 children, Zac and Melissa.
My professional career in Information Technology has included working at MassMutual, Holyoke Medical
Center and, for the past 20 years, Baystate Health.
My municipal government experience includes serving as a Town Meeting Member over 30 years,
serving on the School Committee for 3 years, the Planning Board for 4 years, and the Selectboard for
12 years. I currently serve on the Municipal Light Board, which has the responsibility of overseeing the
management of the South Hadley Electric Light Department (SHELD).

Question 1:

Answer 1:

What are your top three campaign issues?

Healthcare – We need to reform the current system, moving from a
“fee for service” model to a model prioritizing keeping people well
and increasing access to care.
The environment – We need to more quickly move away from fossil
fuels towards renewable sources of energy, remove the cap on solar
net-metering for investor-owned utilities, as well as increase the
Renewable Portfolio Standards (which defines how much renewable
energy utilities must purchase) from 1% annually to 3% annually,
again for investor-owned utilities
Education –
I support efforts to reevaluate our current school funding formula.
The current model, created in 1993, does not adequately reflect
actual costs of health insurance and special education. As well,
discrepancies exist among communities in terms of the amount of
funding they receive. I also support expanded funding for Pre-K and
Kindergarten education.

Question 2:

Answer 2:

A series of Supreme Court rulings, including Citizens United v.
Federal Elections Commission (2010), struck down state and federal
laws that limited spending on political messages by corporations,
organizations, and individuals. These rulings established that
corporations and organizations have the same First Amendment,
free-speech rights as people and that spending money on
political messages through super PACs is free speech, which the
government cannot limit. This means donors can give as much
money as they want to fund political messages through super PACs.
In 2012, the Massachusetts legislature passed a resolution asking
the U.S. Congress to propose an amendment to the Constitution that
would reverse Citizens United and “restore the First Amendment
and fair elections to the people.” What is your view on the Citizens
United Supreme Court ruling and money in politics in general?

I support proposing an amendment to the Constitution that
would reverse Citizens United. Money is poisoning the political
process. We must limit, if not ban, spending by corporations and
organizations in political campaigns. Individual donations must be
transparent and made directly to campaigns so they are reported
and limited.
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Office: State Representative (By District)
Candidate – 2ND Hampshire: John R. Hine (D)

Question 3:

Answer 3:

In our voting system, when three or more candidates run for an
office, a candidate can win with less than half the votes. One reason
for this is the “spoiler effect.” For example, candidates A and B have
similar ideas and 55% of voters like those ideas. B gets 25% of the
votes and A gets 30%, so candidate C wins with 45%--even though
more than half the voters preferred other ideas. With Ranked Choice
Voting (RCV), you rank candidates in order of preference. If no
candidate gets a majority of first choices, the last place candidate
is eliminated. Voters for that candidate have their second choice
counted instead. The counting continues until one candidate wins a
majority of votes. Several U.S. cities use RCV. Maine adopted it for
state and federal elections in 2016. What’s your opinion on ranked
choice voting (RCV) for elections in Massachusetts?

I support ranked choice voting for elections in Massachusetts
for two reasons. One, this would encourage more third party
candidacies, as people would be ore inclined to vote for a third
party candidate know they would also have a second choice. Two,
this would encourage more consensus building by candidates as
they would be competing for second choice votes are well.

Question 4:

Answer 4:

In 1998 Massachusetts voters approved the Clean Elections
Law, which citizens put on the ballot using the ballot initiative
petition process. This law provided a way for taxpayer money
to finance campaigns for candidates who agreed to accept only
contributions of $100 or less along with strict limits on spending.
The Massachusetts Legislature never approved a budget for this
program, and it repealed this law in 2003. What are your thoughts
about revisiting the idea of publicly-financed campaigns in
Massachusetts?

We definitely need to revisit the idea of publicly-financed campaigns
in Massachusetts. Again, unlimited spending by corporations and
organizations, and individuals through super-PACs, is poisoning the
political process. Candidates, in order to compete, must either be
independently wealthy or beholden to special interests.

Question 5:

Answer 5:

Gerrymandering is the act of drawing voting district boundaries
to create a political advantage for a particular party or group.
In Massachusetts the Legislature creates these voting districts.
Although the current voting district maps are widely considered
fair, Massachusetts has a history of gerrymandering. Racial
gerrymandering occurred in the state as recently as 2001 (see Black
Political Task Force v. Galvin, 2004). Many other states have created
independent redistricting commissions so that voting district maps
are created by a commission of private citizens instead of politicians.
What are your thoughts on using an independent redistricting
commission to map out Massachusetts’ voting districts?

I agree with using an independent redistricting commission to map
out Massachusetts’ voting districts. We must protect against future
attempts to gerrymander districts to favor one party or constituency
over another.
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Office: State Representative (By District)

Candidate – 2ND Hampshire:

Background:

P. Marie McCourt (D)

Marie McCourt is a dedicated community activist. Having grown up in a struggling family, she has made
a point in her career to create opportunities for others. She currently works as an assistant program
director for grant-funded afterschool programs. She was elected to the Granby School Committee twice,
and has served on many committees and boards. She currently serves on the executive board and works
as a volunteer for Neighbors Helping Neighbors, Inc., a client-choice pantry that serves South Hadley
and Granby residents. She will be an enthusiastic champion of increasing our investment in public
education, increasing access to medical care, and improving our elder and disability services so that
everyone can thrive.

Question 1:

Answer 1:

What are your top three campaign issues?

Increasing our investment in public education, increasing access to
medical care, and improving our elder and disability services so that
everyone can thrive.

Question 2:

Answer 2:

A series of Supreme Court rulings, including Citizens United v.
Federal Elections Commission (2010), struck down state and federal
laws that limited spending on political messages by corporations,
organizations, and individuals. These rulings established that
corporations and organizations have the same First Amendment,
free-speech rights as people and that spending money on
political messages through super PACs is free speech, which the
government cannot limit. This means donors can give as much
money as they want to fund political messages through super PACs.
In 2012, the Massachusetts legislature passed a resolution asking
the U.S. Congress to propose an amendment to the Constitution that
would reverse Citizens United and “restore the First Amendment
and fair elections to the people.” What is your view on the Citizens
United Supreme Court ruling and money in politics in general?

I sincerely believe we need to end Citizens United, and have been
working towards this through the Democratic Committee in Granby
for over 5 years.
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Office: State Representative (By District)
Candidate – 2ND Hampshire: P. Marie McCourt (D)

Question 3:

Answer 3:

In our voting system, when three or more candidates run for an
office, a candidate can win with less than half the votes. One reason
for this is the “spoiler effect.” For example, candidates A and B have
similar ideas and 55% of voters like those ideas. B gets 25% of the
votes and A gets 30%, so candidate C wins with 45%--even though
more than half the voters preferred other ideas. With Ranked Choice
Voting (RCV), you rank candidates in order of preference. If no
candidate gets a majority of first choices, the last place candidate
is eliminated. Voters for that candidate have their second choice
counted instead. The counting continues until one candidate wins a
majority of votes. Several U.S. cities use RCV. Maine adopted it for
state and federal elections in 2016. What’s your opinion on ranked
choice voting (RCV) for elections in Massachusetts?

I would love to see us change to the ranked choice voting system. I
believe it would help people see that their vote matters.

Question 4:

Answer 4:

In 1998 Massachusetts voters approved the Clean Elections
Law, which citizens put on the ballot using the ballot initiative
petition process. This law provided a way for taxpayer money
to finance campaigns for candidates who agreed to accept only
contributions of $100 or less along with strict limits on spending.
The Massachusetts Legislature never approved a budget for this
program, and it repealed this law in 2003. What are your thoughts
about revisiting the idea of publicly-financed campaigns in
Massachusetts?

This would be a great way to help people run for office who do
not have a lot of income - therefore putting those in office who
represent workers and middle to lower income citizens.

Question 5:

Answer 5:

Gerrymandering is the act of drawing voting district boundaries
to create a political advantage for a particular party or group.
In Massachusetts the Legislature creates these voting districts.
Although the current voting district maps are widely considered
fair, Massachusetts has a history of gerrymandering. Racial
gerrymandering occurred in the state as recently as 2001 (see Black
Political Task Force v. Galvin, 2004). Many other states have created
independent redistricting commissions so that voting district maps
are created by a commission of private citizens instead of politicians.
What are your thoughts on using an independent redistricting
commission to map out Massachusetts’ voting districts?

I am fully behind using an independent redistricting commission. I
don’t believe elected officials should be a part of this process, which
would allow them to redistrict in a way that unfairly favors them.
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Office: State Representative (By District)

Candidate – 3RD Hampshire:

Background:

Eric T. Nakajima (D)

Eric has devoted his life to making a positive difference for our community. He’s been a statewide
leader in economic and community development. He’s been an advocate for UMass Amherst and our
community colleges. He’s dedicated to supporting our public schools. Eric loves working with others to
find solutions - cheerfully, creatively and effectively.
A near-native of Amherst, Eric Nakajima is chair of the Amherst-Pelham Regional School District where
he helps lead policymaking and budgeting, and advocates for public education. Eric served Governor
Deval Patrick for both terms in the Executive Office of Housing & Economic Development, leading
initiatives for advanced manufacturing, Gateway Cities, and for entrepreneurship and innovation. He has
authored legislation, implemented programs, and partnered with business, civic and educational leaders
throughout the state.

Question 1:

Answer 1:

What are your top three campaign issues?

Despite a well-deserved reputation as an historical leader in
education, civil and human rights, Massachusetts has for too long
tread water as our state has become more unequal. My priorities are
to successfully pursue progressive tax reform and invest in public
education (including universal preschool, and higher education),
green infrastructure and transportation, and defend human rights
and the environment against President Trump and the national GOP.

Question 2:

Answer 2:

A series of Supreme Court rulings, including Citizens United v.
Federal Elections Commission (2010), struck down state and federal
laws that limited spending on political messages by corporations,
organizations, and individuals. These rulings established that
corporations and organizations have the same First Amendment,
free-speech rights as people and that spending money on
political messages through super PACs is free speech, which the
government cannot limit. This means donors can give as much
money as they want to fund political messages through super PACs.
In 2012, the Massachusetts legislature passed a resolution asking
the U.S. Congress to propose an amendment to the Constitution that
would reverse Citizens United and “restore the First Amendment
and fair elections to the people.” What is your view on the Citizens
United Supreme Court ruling and money in politics in general?

Citizens United and the surrounding movement to empower
corporations and the ultra-rich to “speak” with money is an
abomination. We need to overturn Citizens United and restore
a common sense notion that democracy is designed to equally
empower all citizens (some would say residents) to engage in their
government at all levels. Money should not be seen as identical to
speech and left unregulated. We need to substantially re-balance
the influence of money on politics.
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Office: State Representative (By District)
Candidate – 3RD Hampshire: Eric T. Nakajima (D)

Question 3:

Answer 3:

In our voting system, when three or more candidates run for an
office, a candidate can win with less than half the votes. One reason
for this is the “spoiler effect.” For example, candidates A and B have
similar ideas and 55% of voters like those ideas. B gets 25% of the
votes and A gets 30%, so candidate C wins with 45%--even though
more than half the voters preferred other ideas. With Ranked Choice
Voting (RCV), you rank candidates in order of preference. If no
candidate gets a majority of first choices, the last place candidate
is eliminated. Voters for that candidate have their second choice
counted instead. The counting continues until one candidate wins a
majority of votes. Several U.S. cities use RCV. Maine adopted it for
state and federal elections in 2016. What’s your opinion on ranked
choice voting (RCV) for elections in Massachusetts?

I think rank choice voting should be adopted in Massachusetts. It
makes no sense that a minority of voters should be able to dictate
the outcome of a multi-candidate election when we have a viable
alternative - RCV is that alternative.

Question 4:

Answer 4:

In 1998 Massachusetts voters approved the Clean Elections
Law, which citizens put on the ballot using the ballot initiative
petition process. This law provided a way for taxpayer money
to finance campaigns for candidates who agreed to accept only
contributions of $100 or less along with strict limits on spending.
The Massachusetts Legislature never approved a budget for this
program, and it repealed this law in 2003. What are your thoughts
about revisiting the idea of publicly-financed campaigns in
Massachusetts?

It feels like we are pretty far from publicly-financed campaigns at
the moment! I would be happy to revisit publicly-financed elections
in the context of putting limits on campaign donations and the
influence of corporate/PAC money. I see publicly-financed elections
as part of an overall reform agenda that regulates and removes the
undue influence of money on politics.

Question 5:

Answer 5:

Gerrymandering is the act of drawing voting district boundaries
to create a political advantage for a particular party or group.
In Massachusetts the Legislature creates these voting districts.
Although the current voting district maps are widely considered
fair, Massachusetts has a history of gerrymandering. Racial
gerrymandering occurred in the state as recently as 2001 (see Black
Political Task Force v. Galvin, 2004). Many other states have created
independent redistricting commissions so that voting district maps
are created by a commission of private citizens instead of politicians.
What are your thoughts on using an independent redistricting
commission to map out Massachusetts’ voting districts?

I think the establishment of a nonpartisan or independent
redistricting commission in Massachusetts is a good idea. I’ve
followed its progress in California and it seems to work well in that
state. I do think a state-based reform effort should parallel work
at the national level to ensure fair redistricting in GOP dominated
states. It’s important that Texas and Ohio, for example, not be
allowed to unfairly frustrate the election of Democrats in their states
through extreme gerrymandering.
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Office: Massachusetts State Senate (By District)
Don’t know your state senate district? Find out here.

Berkshire, Hampshire, Franklin, &
Hampden
ADAM G. HINDS (D)
THOMAS P. WICKHAM (D)
1ST Essex & Middlesex
BRUCE E. TARR (R)
2ND Essex & Middlesex
MIKE ARMANO (D)
JOSEPH M. ESPINOLA, III (R)
BARRY R. FINEGOLD (D)
PAVEL PAYANO (D)
Hampden
AMAAD ISIAH RIVERA (D)
JAMES T. WELCH (D)
1 Hampden & Hampshire
ST

ERIC P. LESSER (D)
2ND Hampden & Hampshire
DONALD F. HUMASON, JR. (R)
Hampshire, Franklin, & Worcester
CHELSEA S. KLINE (D)
JO COMERFORD (D) (WRITE-IN)
STEVE CONNOR (D) (WRITE-IN)

1ST Middlesex
JOHN DRINKWATER (D)
RODNEY M. ELLIOTT (D)

SAL N. DIDOMENICO (D)
Middlesex & Worcester

EDWARD J. KENNEDY (D)

MARGARET W. BUSSE (R)

JOHN A. MACDONALD (R)

JAMES B. ELDRIDGE (D)

WILLIAM F. MARTIN, JR. (D)
TERRY RYAN (D)
2

ND

Middlesex

PATRICIA D. JEHLEN (D)
3

RD

Middlesex

MICHAEL J. BARRETT (D)
4 Middlesex
TH

CINDY F. FRIEDMAN (D)
5TH Middlesex
ERIN K. CALVO-BACCI (R)
SAMANTHA HAMMAR (D)
JASON M. LEWIS (D)
1ST Middlesex & Norfolk
CYNTHIA STONE CREEM (D)
2ND Middlesex & Norfolk
KAREN E. SPILKA (D)

RYAN O’DONNELL (D) (WRITE-IN)

Note:
CANDIDATES WHO DID NOT PROVIDE A RESPONSE TO OUR
QUESTIONNAIRE ARE LISTED IN GRAY ITALICS.
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Middlesex & Suffolk

Norfolk, Bristol, & Middlesex
KRISTOPHER K. ALEKSOV (D)
JACQUELINE S. KATZ (D)
REBECCA L. RAUSCH (D)
RICHARD J. ROSS (R)
1 Suffolk & Middlesex
ST

JOSEPH A. BONCORE (D)
2ND Suffolk and Middlesex
WILLIAM N. BROWNSBERGER (D)
Worcester, Hampden, Hampshire,
& Middlesex
ANNE M. GOBI (D)
STEVEN R. HALL (R)
Worcester & Middlesex
SUSAN A. CHALIFOUX-ZEPHIR (D)
DEAN A. TRAN (R)
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Office: Massachusetts State Senate (By District)

Candidate – Hampden

Background:

Amaad Isiah Rivera (D)

As a person raised by a single mother, I know first hand how a bit of tenacity, community support and
government investments can change people’s lives. I’ve been working to ensure government works for
everyone.
As a Springfield City Councilor I wanted to stop unfair foreclosures and creeping blight that was affecting our
community, so I authored and passed legislation that gave the city the tools to stand up to greedy lenders.
As a National Alumni Director for 10,000 Businesses I launched a new program to connect small business
owners to a national public-private partnership that provides resources, training and opportunities to grow
their businesses.
Policy Advisor to U.S. Senate Ed Markey I brought the voices and values of Western MA to bear on the
biggest issues that we’re facing like access to climate change and proper funding for important regional
transportation projects.

Question 1:

Answer 1:

What are your top three campaign issues?

Now more than ever we need bold leadership who will stand up to
to Trump administration’s policies and fight to put our values into law
on Beacon Hill.
I believe in quality affordable healthcare for everyone, pushing for
21st century clean energy policy, investing in small businesses,
defending our immigrant communities, reducing gun violence,
pushing for strong criminal justice reform, and ensuring every
student in Massachusetts has equal access to a bright future

Question 2:

Answer 2:

A series of Supreme Court rulings, including Citizens United v.
Federal Elections Commission (2010), struck down state and federal
laws that limited spending on political messages by corporations,
organizations, and individuals. These rulings established that
corporations and organizations have the same First Amendment,
free-speech rights as people and that spending money on
political messages through super PACs is free speech, which the
government cannot limit. This means donors can give as much
money as they want to fund political messages through super PACs.
In 2012, the Massachusetts legislature passed a resolution asking
the U.S. Congress to propose an amendment to the Constitution that
would reverse Citizens United and “restore the First Amendment
and fair elections to the people.” What is your view on the Citizens
United Supreme Court ruling and money in politics in general?

The Citizens United decision has wrecked havoc on our political
system, allowing those with money to purchase influence, while so
many struggle. This year there was a bill before the Massachusetts
State Senate, that would work to take corporate influence out of
policy making, my 14 - year incumbent opponent voted to gut that
piece of legislation.
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I will proudly work to stop special interest from having undue
influence in our elections, and fully believe in supporting a
constitutional amendment, as well as state legislation, to stop this
type of influence.
Western Mass knows all to well how the influence of special interest
results in a rigged system the benefits Boston, but ignores our
communities. I am running to change that.
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Office: Massachusetts State Senate (By District)
Hampden: Amaad Isiah Rivera (D)

Question 3:

Answer 3:

In our voting system, when three or more candidates run for an
office, a candidate can win with less than half the votes. One reason
for this is the “spoiler effect.” For example, candidates A and B have
similar ideas and 55% of voters like those ideas. B gets 25% of the
votes and A gets 30%, so candidate C wins with 45%--even though
more than half the voters preferred other ideas. With Ranked Choice
Voting (RCV), you rank candidates in order of preference. If no
candidate gets a majority of first choices, the last place candidate
is eliminated. Voters for that candidate have their second choice
counted instead. The counting continues until one candidate wins a
majority of votes. Several U.S. cities use RCV. Maine adopted it for
state and federal elections in 2016. What’s your opinion on ranked
choice voting (RCV) for elections in Massachusetts?

I fully support making voting easier in every possible way which
includes: same day voter registration, automatic voter registration,
earlier primaries, early voting and ranked choice voting. Being from
a community that has been cited in the past for struggling to make
voting accessible, it is incredibly important to ensure everyone has
the opportunity to express their opinion through voting. My 14- year
incumbent opponent in this race, refused to cosponsor automatic
voter registration legislation before the State Senate.

Question 4:

Answer 4:

In 1998 Massachusetts voters approved the Clean Elections
Law, which citizens put on the ballot using the ballot initiative
petition process. This law provided a way for taxpayer money
to finance campaigns for candidates who agreed to accept only
contributions of $100 or less along with strict limits on spending.
The Massachusetts Legislature never approved a budget for this
program, and it repealed this law in 2003. What are your thoughts
about revisiting the idea of publicly-financed campaigns in
Massachusetts?

Every year it is harder and more expensive for people to connect
with voters. We need to create streams of investment to help
elected leaders, and those who inspire to be elected leader, to
connect with voters.

Question 5:

Answer 5:

Gerrymandering is the act of drawing voting district boundaries
to create a political advantage for a particular party or group.
In Massachusetts the Legislature creates these voting districts.
Although the current voting district maps are widely considered
fair, Massachusetts has a history of gerrymandering. Racial
gerrymandering occurred in the state as recently as 2001 (see Black
Political Task Force v. Galvin, 2004). Many other states have created
independent redistricting commissions so that voting district maps
are created by a commission of private citizens instead of politicians.
What are your thoughts on using an independent redistricting
commission to map out Massachusetts’ voting districts?

As a general concept, I think the movement to ensure that district
maps are communities of interest and not built to protect partisan
incumbents is important. In a time where people question that very
foundation of our democracy, when need to ensure our voting
results in the best representation for needs of the community.
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Now more than ever, we need elected officials who are more than
just a vote for the right policies when it’s easy, but are leaders that
stand up for our communities when it’s not. I am running to be that
State Senator.

It should not take millions of dollars to help voters understand that
they have a choice in who represents them. I fully support smart
investments and policies that will work to help our elected leaders,
and those running for office, to communicate with voters including
publicly financed campaigns.

Government works best when it reflects the values, needs and
investments to help communities thrive. I welcome and look forward
to supporting policies that will make that happen.
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Office: Massachusetts State Senate (By District)

Candidate – Hampshire,
Franklin & Worcester
Jo Comerford (D) (Write-in)

Background:
I have lived in this region for 20+ years. My wife Ann Hennessey and I have two children, both of whom
attend Northampton public schools.
Since 1999, I have been fortunate to hold leadership positions at the following regional and national
organizations: The Center for Human Development, The American Friends Service Committee, The Food
Bank of Western Massachusetts, National Priorities Project, and MoveOn.
Through the work of these organizations, I have held government accountable to work in the best
interest of all people. That’s meant that I’ve had to understand legislative policy, budgets, and how
government works.

Question 1:

Answer 1:

What are your top three campaign issues?

My top three issues are:
**Education: Win universally affordable and accessible Pre-K and
public higher education and full funding of K through 12.
**Environment: Move Massachusetts toward 100 percent renewable
energy and zero emissions.
**Health care: Usher in Universal Medicare for All

Question 2:

Answer 2:

A series of Supreme Court rulings, including Citizens United v.
Federal Elections Commission (2010), struck down state and federal
laws that limited spending on political messages by corporations,
organizations, and individuals. These rulings established that
corporations and organizations have the same First Amendment,
free-speech rights as people and that spending money on
political messages through super PACs is free speech, which the
government cannot limit. This means donors can give as much
money as they want to fund political messages through super PACs.
In 2012, the Massachusetts legislature passed a resolution asking
the U.S. Congress to propose an amendment to the Constitution that
would reverse Citizens United and “restore the First Amendment
and fair elections to the people.” What is your view on the Citizens
United Supreme Court ruling and money in politics in general?

Corporations are not people and the influence of big money in
politics must be uprooted.
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The Supreme Court’s Citizens United decision turned a fire hose
of corrosive money toward our political system. It’s up to all of us-working at the local, state, and national levels--to sound the alarm,
exercising every viable strategy available to us.
We must remember that the only thing stronger than money in
politics is an informed, active, and engaged electorate. Moving
people into effective action has been at the core of my life’s work.
As campaign director for MoveOn, I led a campaign to expose the
influence of the Koch brothers and their network.
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Office: Massachusetts State Senate (By District)
Hampshire, Franklin & Worcester: Jo Comerford (D) (Write-in)

Question 3:

Answer 3:

In our voting system, when three or more candidates run for an
office, a candidate can win with less than half the votes. One reason
for this is the “spoiler effect.” For example, candidates A and B have
similar ideas and 55% of voters like those ideas. B gets 25% of the
votes and A gets 30%, so candidate C wins with 45%--even though
more than half the voters preferred other ideas. With Ranked Choice
Voting (RCV), you rank candidates in order of preference. If no
candidate gets a majority of first choices, the last place candidate
is eliminated. Voters for that candidate have their second choice
counted instead. The counting continues until one candidate wins a
majority of votes. Several U.S. cities use RCV. Maine adopted it for
state and federal elections in 2016. What’s your opinion on ranked
choice voting (RCV) for elections in Massachusetts?

I support Ranked Choice Voting, Automatic Voter Registration, and
Instant Runoff Voting. More generally, I believe that it’s imperative
that we break down all barriers to voting so that *more* eligible
voters engage in what should be the most powerful act in our
nation’s democracy. As Americans, we’ve forgotten how powerful
we are as voters and active participants in our democracy. It’s time
we worked together to make sure we reignite that understanding.

Question 4:

Answer 4:

In 1998 Massachusetts voters approved the Clean Elections
Law, which citizens put on the ballot using the ballot initiative
petition process. This law provided a way for taxpayer money
to finance campaigns for candidates who agreed to accept only
contributions of $100 or less along with strict limits on spending.
The Massachusetts Legislature never approved a budget for this
program, and it repealed this law in 2003. What are your thoughts
about revisiting the idea of publicly-financed campaigns in
Massachusetts?

I am strongly in favor of Clean Elections, or publicly funded
elections. A Clean Elections system would ensure that:

Question 5:

Answer 5:

Gerrymandering is the act of drawing voting district boundaries
to create a political advantage for a particular party or group.
In Massachusetts the Legislature creates these voting districts.
Although the current voting district maps are widely considered
fair, Massachusetts has a history of gerrymandering. Racial
gerrymandering occurred in the state as recently as 2001 (see Black
Political Task Force v. Galvin, 2004). Many other states have created
independent redistricting commissions so that voting district maps
are created by a commission of private citizens instead of politicians.
What are your thoughts on using an independent redistricting
commission to map out Massachusetts’ voting districts?

Independent redistricting commissions are essential to prevent
tampering along district lines. An independent commission helps
level the playing field--like the other reforms above--and goes even
further to ensure that powerful neighborhood voting blocks remain
cohesive and able to hold lawmakers accountable and/or elect
people who will work in their best interest.
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**Politicians spend more time working and less time raising revenue.
**Those with financial wealth don’t have disproportionate access to
candidates and/or lawmakers.
**Newcomers to the political system--and those without financial
means--have a level playing field.
**Help ensure incumbents are challenged.
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Candidate – Hampshire,
Franklin & Worcester
Steve Connor (D) (Write-in)

Background:
I was born in Florence, MA, and have lived, worked, and raised my family in both Hampshire and Franklin
counties. After graduating from Northampton High School, I served in the U.S. Navy, being stationed in
Yokosuka, Japan. After my service, I completed my bachelor’s degree in theater for special populations
from UMass Amherst.
Over my professional career, I’ve worked and volunteered with children and adults with disabilities. I
worked for 10 years with the Hampshire Community Action Commission’s Headstart. I’ve worked for and
served on the Board for Camp Kee-wanee in Greenfield. I’ve worked as an educational advocate through
United ARC of Franklin/Hampshire County.
Since 2004, I’ve been the Director of the Central Hampshire Veterans’ Services, utilizing my experience
of advocacy and social service skills to help veterans. Our office now serves 11 communities in the Valley.

Question 1:

Answer 1:

What are your top three campaign issues?

My top three campaign issues are: (1) safe and affordable housing:
I will advocate for a housing first model which gets people houses
as quickly as possible, then providing wraparound services in order
to make them successful; (2) high quality public education: ensuring
high quality public education to all of our children and youth.
The current funding process needs to be overhauled. In place of
the foundation budget, we need to ensure every Massachusetts
community has the resources it needs to provide excellent
education to all; and (3) single-payer healthcare: I am a strong
proponent for single-payer healthcare system or “Medicare for all.”
There is no perfect plan and any design will need adjusting but
healthcare is a right not a privilege.

Question 2:

Answer 2:

A series of Supreme Court rulings, including Citizens United v.
Federal Elections Commission (2010), struck down state and federal
laws that limited spending on political messages by corporations,
organizations, and individuals. These rulings established that
corporations and organizations have the same First Amendment,
free-speech rights as people and that spending money on
political messages through super PACs is free speech, which the
government cannot limit. This means donors can give as much
money as they want to fund political messages through super PACs.
In 2012, the Massachusetts legislature passed a resolution asking
the U.S. Congress to propose an amendment to the Constitution that
would reverse Citizens United and “restore the First Amendment
and fair elections to the people.” What is your view on the Citizens
United Supreme Court ruling and money in politics in general?

I absolutely disagree with the Citizens United decision. The amounts
of money it takes to run for national office is ridiculous and with
this Supreme Court decision it’s only gotten worse. Massachusetts
should not give up the fight for constitutional amendment and we
should encourage as many other states as we can to do the same.
I believe that elections should be publicly funded and campaigning
should be limited in time. It is nearly impossible for someone who
lives paycheck to paycheck to ever get a chance to run for office at
the state or federal level.
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Office: Massachusetts State Senate (By District)
Hampshire, Franklin & Worcester : Steve Connor (D) (Write-in)

Question 3:

Answer 3:

In our voting system, when three or more candidates run for an
office, a candidate can win with less than half the votes. One reason
for this is the “spoiler effect.” For example, candidates A and B have
similar ideas and 55% of voters like those ideas. B gets 25% of the
votes and A gets 30%, so candidate C wins with 45%--even though
more than half the voters preferred other ideas. With Ranked Choice
Voting (RCV), you rank candidates in order of preference. If no
candidate gets a majority of first choices, the last place candidate
is eliminated. Voters for that candidate have their second choice
counted instead. The counting continues until one candidate wins a
majority of votes. Several U.S. cities use RCV. Maine adopted it for
state and federal elections in 2016. What’s your opinion on ranked
choice voting (RCV) for elections in Massachusetts?

I support the concept of ranked choice voting, but I’m interested to
see how well the Maine experiment will work. If the race is for 3-5
candidates it seems quite fair, but with too many candidates I’m not
sure the intention of the voter can be met. I believe there would be
need for another step when the numbers get too long.

Question 4:

Answer 4:

In 1998 Massachusetts voters approved the Clean Elections
Law, which citizens put on the ballot using the ballot initiative
petition process. This law provided a way for taxpayer money
to finance campaigns for candidates who agreed to accept only
contributions of $100 or less along with strict limits on spending.
The Massachusetts Legislature never approved a budget for this
program, and it repealed this law in 2003. What are your thoughts
about revisiting the idea of publicly-financed campaigns in
Massachusetts?

I was a supporter and voted in favor of the Clean Elections Law
back in the day. I would still support any legislation that worked for
public funding of elections so that we could have a greater array
of candidates, from all walks of life, for voters to choose from. I
have needed to continue working my full-time job while trying to
campaign and it has been a real struggle. I know for others with
really good ideas for who even attempting to run and raise the
money needed would be next to impossible as things stand today.

Question 5:

Answer 5:

Gerrymandering is the act of drawing voting district boundaries
to create a political advantage for a particular party or group.
In Massachusetts the Legislature creates these voting districts.
Although the current voting district maps are widely considered
fair, Massachusetts has a history of gerrymandering. Racial
gerrymandering occurred in the state as recently as 2001 (see Black
Political Task Force v. Galvin, 2004). Many other states have created
independent redistricting commissions so that voting district maps
are created by a commission of private citizens instead of politicians.
What are your thoughts on using an independent redistricting
commission to map out Massachusetts’ voting districts?

I would support independent redistricting commission for
Massachusetts and I would push for it to happen nationwide. What
has happened in the last many decades has been the basis for such
extremism on both sides do to gerrymandering and the current twoparty semi private primary system.
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Office: Massachusetts State Senate (By District)

Candidate – Hampshire,
Franklin & Worcester
Ryan O’Donnell (D) (Write-in)

Background:
As President of the Northampton City Council and a local official for almost five years, I am the only
candidate in this race with direct, elected, legislative experience. I have written laws, negotiated their
details, hashed out amendments and persuaded colleagues to vote yes.
I want to use this experience in the State Senate to pursue a strong reform agenda. I will bring a fresh
perspective and new ideas to the institution. I believe that if we want good policy outcomes, we are
going to have to change how business is done on Beacon Hill.
I grew up in Amherst, and graduated from UMass in 2002. Over the course of my career, I have worked
as an advocate for electoral and campaign finance reform for a number of organizations including
Common Cause and FairVote.

Question 1:

Answer 1:

What are your top three campaign issues?

1. Championing fair funding, economic and community development
and infrastructure for our cities and towns here in Western Mass, as
well as addressing everyday constituent needs.
2. Changing the tax code to make it more progressive and ensure
investments in our communities.
3. Strengthening our democratic institutions and reforming
government in the areas of elections, ethics and campaign finance.

Question 2:

Answer 2:

A series of Supreme Court rulings, including Citizens United v.
Federal Elections Commission (2010), struck down state and federal
laws that limited spending on political messages by corporations,
organizations, and individuals. These rulings established that
corporations and organizations have the same First Amendment,
free-speech rights as people and that spending money on
political messages through super PACs is free speech, which the
government cannot limit. This means donors can give as much
money as they want to fund political messages through super PACs.
In 2012, the Massachusetts legislature passed a resolution asking
the U.S. Congress to propose an amendment to the Constitution that
would reverse Citizens United and “restore the First Amendment
and fair elections to the people.” What is your view on the Citizens
United Supreme Court ruling and money in politics in general?

I do not believe that corporations have free speech rights in the
same sense that a human being does under the First Amendment,
and I believe the Citizens United decision should be overturned. In
general, money in politics is a problem both in terms of perception
and reality. Today our democracy is being undermined by the
influence of money in politics, making good policy outcomes more
difficult to achieve. As a Northampton City Councilor, I wrote an
ordinance to set the maximum campaign contribution that can be
given to local candidates at half the state maximum.
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Office: Massachusetts State Senate (By District)
Hampshire, Franklin & Worcester: Ryan O’Donnell (D) (Write-in)

Question 3:

Answer 3:

In our voting system, when three or more candidates run for an
office, a candidate can win with less than half the votes. One reason
for this is the “spoiler effect.” For example, candidates A and B have
similar ideas and 55% of voters like those ideas. B gets 25% of the
votes and A gets 30%, so candidate C wins with 45%--even though
more than half the voters preferred other ideas. With Ranked Choice
Voting (RCV), you rank candidates in order of preference. If no
candidate gets a majority of first choices, the last place candidate
is eliminated. Voters for that candidate have their second choice
counted instead. The counting continues until one candidate wins a
majority of votes. Several U.S. cities use RCV. Maine adopted it for
state and federal elections in 2016. What’s your opinion on ranked
choice voting (RCV) for elections in Massachusetts?

I support ranked choice voting. As the former Communications
Director for FairVote, I worked to advance this and other electoral
reforms nationally. In the State Senate, I would support legislation to
give cities and towns the option to adopt these voting methods, in
addition to discussing its potential use for state offices.

Question 4:

Answer 4:

In 1998 Massachusetts voters approved the Clean Elections
Law, which citizens put on the ballot using the ballot initiative
petition process. This law provided a way for taxpayer money
to finance campaigns for candidates who agreed to accept only
contributions of $100 or less along with strict limits on spending.
The Massachusetts Legislature never approved a budget for this
program, and it repealed this law in 2003. What are your thoughts
about revisiting the idea of publicly-financed campaigns in
Massachusetts?

We should revisit Clean Elections. As the former Executive Director
of Common Cause in the state of Maryland (where I lived after
college for a few years) I worked for publicly funded elections. In
the State Senate, I would introduce legislation to allow cities and
towns to start clean elections pilot programs to build support for a
statewide program.

Question 5:

Answer 5:

Gerrymandering is the act of drawing voting district boundaries
to create a political advantage for a particular party or group.
In Massachusetts the Legislature creates these voting districts.
Although the current voting district maps are widely considered
fair, Massachusetts has a history of gerrymandering. Racial
gerrymandering occurred in the state as recently as 2001 (see Black
Political Task Force v. Galvin, 2004). Many other states have created
independent redistricting commissions so that voting district maps
are created by a commission of private citizens instead of politicians.
What are your thoughts on using an independent redistricting
commission to map out Massachusetts’ voting districts?

I support an independent redistricting commission. I also think
that a system of multi-member seats chosen by proportional
representation should be one of the options that such a commission
should be required to consider.
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Office: Massachusetts State Senate (By District)

Candidate – 1ST Middlesex

Background:

John Drinkwater (D)

I grew up in Tewksbury and attended UMass Lowell where I met my wife Julie, and we knew that Lowell
was where we wanted to raise our family. With our three children heading into the public schools, I’m
running for State Senate because I care deeply about the kids and working people of our district, and I
have a proven record of advocating for them.
It is important for our elected representatives to understand the struggles and concerns of working
people. I understand those struggles because I have worked side-by-side with union workers, low wage
workers, and young workers looking to change their lives through a skilled career -- and I’m running for
State Senate to be a strong voice for people who are working harder than ever but aren’t getting ahead.

Question 1:

Answer 1:

What are your top three campaign issues?

1) Improving standards for working individuals and families: Today,
it is harder than ever for people to work an honest day and still be
able to get ahead. For decades, productivity and the cost of living
have risen, but wages and benefits have lagged far behind. This is
shameful and unacceptable.
2) Properly funding education in my district and throughout the
Commonwealth: The Chapter 70 Formula is well intentioned but in
need of a major tweak. Too often communities with a greater share
of English Language Learners or disabled students end up with far
less funding from the Commonwealth than what they need. The time
has long since passed for the formula to be reworked.
3) Combating the opioid crisis: We desperately need to expand
access to in-patient treatment, create more available beds within
rehabilitation facilities, and properly fund the Commonwealth’s
portion of funding for peer counseling and recovery coaching.

Question 2:

Answer 2:

A series of Supreme Court rulings, including Citizens United v.
Federal Elections Commission (2010), struck down state and federal
laws that limited spending on political messages by corporations,
organizations, and individuals. These rulings established that
corporations and organizations have the same First Amendment,
free-speech rights as people and that spending money on
political messages through super PACs is free speech, which the
government cannot limit. This means donors can give as much
money as they want to fund political messages through super PACs.
In 2012, the Massachusetts legislature passed a resolution asking
the U.S. Congress to propose an amendment to the Constitution that
would reverse Citizens United and “restore the First Amendment
and fair elections to the people.” What is your view on the Citizens
United Supreme Court ruling and money in politics in general?

Even before the disastrous Citizens United ruling that was authored
by the Conservative majority on the US Supreme Court, big money
has held an outsized influence in our elections. Post-Citizens
United, this issue has become much worse and is utterly corrosive.
This ruling has opened the floodgates of unaccountable darkmoney, whose sources are anonymous, to flood and attempt to
influence our elections. The Koch brothers are the poster-children
for the noxious effects that Citizen United have caused. Politicians
on the right are less attentive and less fearful of alienating their
constituents than they are of the Koch’s and the potential for them
and their allies to bankroll a PAC to support a primary opponent.
This culture in our politics is unacceptable and needs to be excised.
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Office: Massachusetts State Senate (By District)
1ST Middlesex: John Drinkwater (D)

Question 3:

Answer 3:

In our voting system, when three or more candidates run for an
office, a candidate can win with less than half the votes. One reason
for this is the “spoiler effect.” For example, candidates A and B have
similar ideas and 55% of voters like those ideas. B gets 25% of the
votes and A gets 30%, so candidate C wins with 45%--even though
more than half the voters preferred other ideas. With Ranked Choice
Voting (RCV), you rank candidates in order of preference. If no
candidate gets a majority of first choices, the last place candidate
is eliminated. Voters for that candidate have their second choice
counted instead. The counting continues until one candidate wins a
majority of votes. Several U.S. cities use RCV. Maine adopted it for
state and federal elections in 2016. What’s your opinion on ranked
choice voting (RCV) for elections in Massachusetts?

I am intrigued and generally supportive of the idea of Ranked
Choice Voting (RCV), and would be willing to explore its
implementation in Massachusetts. The experience of Maine during
the 2018 election cycle will help to further inform my view on this.

Question 4:

Answer 4:

In 1998 Massachusetts voters approved the Clean Elections
Law, which citizens put on the ballot using the ballot initiative
petition process. This law provided a way for taxpayer money
to finance campaigns for candidates who agreed to accept only
contributions of $100 or less along with strict limits on spending.
The Massachusetts Legislature never approved a budget for this
program, and it repealed this law in 2003. What are your thoughts
about revisiting the idea of publicly-financed campaigns in
Massachusetts?

As I mentioned in my answer to the question related to Citizen
United, the influence of big money is arguably the biggest issue
that American politics is grappling with. This reality is true at virtually
every level of elected office. With this in mind, I believe that the
concept of publicly-financed campaigns is something that should
be reexplored. The amount of money that a candidate raises should
not be the chief indicator of electoral viability. It should absolutely
be about the issues, the grassroots support, and the message that
inspire people to get up and get behind a candidacy. I support revisiting the idea of publicly-financed elections in a serious way.

Question 5:

Answer 5:

Gerrymandering is the act of drawing voting district boundaries
to create a political advantage for a particular party or group.
In Massachusetts the Legislature creates these voting districts.
Although the current voting district maps are widely considered
fair, Massachusetts has a history of gerrymandering. Racial
gerrymandering occurred in the state as recently as 2001 (see Black
Political Task Force v. Galvin, 2004). Many other states have created
independent redistricting commissions so that voting district maps
are created by a commission of private citizens instead of politicians.
What are your thoughts on using an independent redistricting
commission to map out Massachusetts’ voting districts?

I wholeheartedly believe that voters should choose their
representatives, not the other way around. As the question
highlights, Massachusetts maps are considered fair, but the potential
for mischief by a well-entrenched majority, a prime example
is of Republicans in the North Carolina legislature, is very real
when it comes to redrawing the map every decade post-Census.
Therefore, I would support exploring the potential of Massachusetts
establishing an independent redistricting commission.

Table of Contents >

Q+A

Page 89

Office: Massachusetts State Senate (By District)

Candidate – 1ST Middlesex

Background:

John A. MacDonald (R)

John MacDonald is a businessman, veteran and a father. He’s worried about our future and wants to do
something about it.
As our State Senator, John will fight to control spending and taxes, support law and order and ensure our
veterans and citizens get the services they need and deserve.
He is focused on a number of critical issues, including repealing the legislative pay raises, increasing
local aid money to our cities and towns for critical needs and protecting citizens by stopping
Massachusetts from becoming a sanctuary state.

Question 1:

Answer 1:

What are your top three campaign issues?

1. Controlled State Spending and Taxes. 2. State Government
Reform 3. Fighting for Veterans and Citizens in need.

Question 2:

Answer 2:

A series of Supreme Court rulings, including Citizens United v.
Federal Elections Commission (2010), struck down state and federal
laws that limited spending on political messages by corporations,
organizations, and individuals. These rulings established that
corporations and organizations have the same First Amendment,
free-speech rights as people and that spending money on
political messages through super PACs is free speech, which the
government cannot limit. This means donors can give as much
money as they want to fund political messages through super PACs.
In 2012, the Massachusetts legislature passed a resolution asking
the U.S. Congress to propose an amendment to the Constitution that
would reverse Citizens United and “restore the First Amendment
and fair elections to the people.” What is your view on the Citizens
United Supreme Court ruling and money in politics in general?

I am for honest government. The influence of PAC’s and lobbyists in
our government has not been positive. I’m for fair elections.
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Office: Massachusetts State Senate (By District)
1STMiddlesex: John A. MacDonald (R)

Question 3:

Answer 3:

In our voting system, when three or more candidates run for an
office, a candidate can win with less than half the votes. One reason
for this is the “spoiler effect.” For example, candidates A and B have
similar ideas and 55% of voters like those ideas. B gets 25% of the
votes and A gets 30%, so candidate C wins with 45%--even though
more than half the voters preferred other ideas. With Ranked Choice
Voting (RCV), you rank candidates in order of preference. If no
candidate gets a majority of first choices, the last place candidate
is eliminated. Voters for that candidate have their second choice
counted instead. The counting continues until one candidate wins a
majority of votes. Several U.S. cities use RCV. Maine adopted it for
state and federal elections in 2016. What’s your opinion on ranked
choice voting (RCV) for elections in Massachusetts?

Ranked voting does not have my support.

Question 4:

Answer 4:

In 1998 Massachusetts voters approved the Clean Elections
Law, which citizens put on the ballot using the ballot initiative
petition process. This law provided a way for taxpayer money
to finance campaigns for candidates who agreed to accept only
contributions of $100 or less along with strict limits on spending.
The Massachusetts Legislature never approved a budget for this
program, and it repealed this law in 2003. What are your thoughts
about revisiting the idea of publicly-financed campaigns in
Massachusetts?

I do not support taxpayer money being funneled to or wasted on
political campaigns.

Question 5:

Answer 5:

Gerrymandering is the act of drawing voting district boundaries
to create a political advantage for a particular party or group.
In Massachusetts the Legislature creates these voting districts.
Although the current voting district maps are widely considered
fair, Massachusetts has a history of gerrymandering. Racial
gerrymandering occurred in the state as recently as 2001 (see Black
Political Task Force v. Galvin, 2004). Many other states have created
independent redistricting commissions so that voting district maps
are created by a commission of private citizens instead of politicians.
What are your thoughts on using an independent redistricting
commission to map out Massachusetts’ voting districts?

An independent, non- partisan redistricting commission (half
Democrat/ half Republican) would be an initiative I would support.
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Office: Massachusetts State Senate (By District)

Candidate – 2ND Middlesex

Background:

Patricia D. Jehlen (D)

Somerville School Committee: 1976-1991. Helped found CHOICE, a public school alternative elementary
program. Helped found the Council for Fair School Finance, which brought the successful lawsuit which
led to Massachusetts’ education reform of 1993 and brought hundreds of millions of dollars in new state
aid to communities. Now it’s time to bring another suit, unless the legislature and governor act!
State representative 1991-2005. I sponsored successful legislation to increase literacy for blind people,
ensure the rights of people living with mental illness, and provide compensation for the wrongfully
convicted.
State Senate 2005-present. Ass’t Majority leader; Senate chair of Marijuana Policy Committee; chair of
special Senate Subcommittee on Education; vice-chair of Education and Labor committees.
Wife of Alain Jehlen; mother of Nick, Wendy & Peter; grandmother of Anika & Kayala

Question 1:

Answer 1:

What are your top three campaign issues?

Funding of the full foundation formula; no more delays
Better school accountability system; students and schools
are more than test scores: https://malegislature.gov/Reports/
Search?SearchTerms=report+every+student+succeeds
Reducing income inequality: fair taxes; liveable wages; affordable
housing

Question 2:

Answer 2:

A series of Supreme Court rulings, including Citizens United v.
Federal Elections Commission (2010), struck down state and federal
laws that limited spending on political messages by corporations,
organizations, and individuals. These rulings established that
corporations and organizations have the same First Amendment,
free-speech rights as people and that spending money on
political messages through super PACs is free speech, which the
government cannot limit. This means donors can give as much
money as they want to fund political messages through super PACs.
In 2012, the Massachusetts legislature passed a resolution asking
the U.S. Congress to propose an amendment to the Constitution that
would reverse Citizens United and “restore the First Amendment
and fair elections to the people.” What is your view on the Citizens
United Supreme Court ruling and money in politics in general?

Money in politics really limits true democratic representation. We
will need a constitutional amendment, which I’ve voted for twice,
but we really need Congress to do something. In the meantime,
we can look for other methods to reduce the influence of money.
Participating and volunteering is a direct way to counter that.
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Office: Massachusetts State Senate (By District)
2ND Middlesex: Patricia D. Jehlen (D)

Question 3:

Answer 3:

In our voting system, when three or more candidates run for an
office, a candidate can win with less than half the votes. One reason
for this is the “spoiler effect.” For example, candidates A and B have
similar ideas and 55% of voters like those ideas. B gets 25% of the
votes and A gets 30%, so candidate C wins with 45%--even though
more than half the voters preferred other ideas. With Ranked Choice
Voting (RCV), you rank candidates in order of preference. If no
candidate gets a majority of first choices, the last place candidate
is eliminated. Voters for that candidate have their second choice
counted instead. The counting continues until one candidate wins a
majority of votes. Several U.S. cities use RCV. Maine adopted it for
state and federal elections in 2016. What’s your opinion on ranked
choice voting (RCV) for elections in Massachusetts?

I think it’s a good idea. Now we have situations where a person
is elected with a minority of the vote in a primary, and - with the
advantage of incumbency - may stay for decades. That person
may or may represent majority opinion. RCV would help with this
problem. It would allow candidates to run in order to advocate for
a position, without being “spoilers” and enabling the election of
someone their supporters opposed over someone they would have
preferred as a second choice.

Question 4:

Answer 4:

In 1998 Massachusetts voters approved the Clean Elections
Law, which citizens put on the ballot using the ballot initiative
petition process. This law provided a way for taxpayer money
to finance campaigns for candidates who agreed to accept only
contributions of $100 or less along with strict limits on spending.
The Massachusetts Legislature never approved a budget for this
program, and it repealed this law in 2003. What are your thoughts
about revisiting the idea of publicly-financed campaigns in
Massachusetts?

I supported the Clean Elections Law and would support revisiting
this and any other good ideas.

Question 5:

Answer 5:

Gerrymandering is the act of drawing voting district boundaries
to create a political advantage for a particular party or group.
In Massachusetts the Legislature creates these voting districts.
Although the current voting district maps are widely considered
fair, Massachusetts has a history of gerrymandering. Racial
gerrymandering occurred in the state as recently as 2001 (see Black
Political Task Force v. Galvin, 2004). Many other states have created
independent redistricting commissions so that voting district maps
are created by a commission of private citizens instead of politicians.
What are your thoughts on using an independent redistricting
commission to map out Massachusetts’ voting districts?

I have always voted for independent redistricting commissions,
although I believe Sen. Rosenberg did an excellent job in 2010.
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Office: Massachusetts State Senate (By District)

Candidate – 5TH Middlesex

Background:

Samantha Hammar (D)

An experienced public servant, activist, and family woman, Sam’s passion and life experiences have
covered the gamut–from teaching & tech to advocate for women & families. Born in New England &
raised in Florida, Sam has watched her single mom juggle three jobs to provide for her family & her dad
struggle as a business owner while managing a chronic illness.
Sam spent most of her career in public service - as a Boston Public High School teacher, to Boston City
Hall, & technology at the state.
Sam & her husband John are active members of the Melrose community. Sam recently served on the
Women’s Commission, where she fought for affordable & accessible childcare. She also served as the
Chair of the Melrose Democratic City Committee. They have twin daughters who attend kindergarten in
public school.
Sam believes we need new voices on Beacon Hill to get us the progress we deserve.

Question 1:

Answer 1:

What are your top three campaign issues?

Childcare for All & Universal Pre-K - We need to fund vouchers for
families in need & work with municipalities/entrepreneurs to open
more businesses. We need to fund free public preschool throughout
Massachusetts within our Department of Education.
Free Public Higher Education - We need to appropriately fund our
public higher education institutions & work towards making public
colleges free. Since 2001, tuition and fees at our public colleges
have increased 125% & debt has risen 77% since 2004. Our children
shouldn’t graduate with massive student loan debt because our
State won’t prioritize higher education.
Affordable Housing - Housing supply hasn’t kept up with growing
demand & the resulting crisis is eating up incomes for renters and
owners, furthering wealth gaps in our communities. It’s time for state
government to seriously tackle our affordability crisis and pass the
Housing Bill.

Question 2:

Answer 2:

A series of Supreme Court rulings, including Citizens United v.
Federal Elections Commission (2010), struck down state and federal
laws that limited spending on political messages by corporations,
organizations, and individuals. These rulings established that
corporations and organizations have the same First Amendment,
free-speech rights as people and that spending money on
political messages through super PACs is free speech, which the
government cannot limit. This means donors can give as much
money as they want to fund political messages through super PACs.
In 2012, the Massachusetts legislature passed a resolution asking
the U.S. Congress to propose an amendment to the Constitution that
would reverse Citizens United and “restore the First Amendment
and fair elections to the people.” What is your view on the Citizens
United Supreme Court ruling and money in politics in general?

I am vehemently opposed to the Supreme Court decision to allow
corporations to fund PACs. Citizens United allows the few to have
an enormous advantage and access to decision-makers. It amplifies
the voice of a privileged few over the voices of many. I will vote
in favor of the November ballot initiative in Massachusetts calling
for a citizen commission to pursue a constitutional amendment to
overturn the Citizens United. We will never have a free election
as long as super PACs can fund candidates, and I vow to do
everything I can to not only restore political fundraising to voters,
not corporations, but will advocate for a more equitable political
fundraising system in Massachusetts, including limiting the amount a
candidate can personally finance their own campaigns.
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Office: Massachusetts State Senate (By District)
5TH Middlesex: Samantha Hammar (D)

Question 3:

Answer 3:

In our voting system, when three or more candidates run for an
office, a candidate can win with less than half the votes. One reason
for this is the “spoiler effect.” For example, candidates A and B have
similar ideas and 55% of voters like those ideas. B gets 25% of the
votes and A gets 30%, so candidate C wins with 45%--even though
more than half the voters preferred other ideas. With Ranked Choice
Voting (RCV), you rank candidates in order of preference. If no
candidate gets a majority of first choices, the last place candidate
is eliminated. Voters for that candidate have their second choice
counted instead. The counting continues until one candidate wins a
majority of votes. Several U.S. cities use RCV. Maine adopted it for
state and federal elections in 2016. What’s your opinion on ranked
choice voting (RCV) for elections in Massachusetts?

Ranked Choice Voting levels the playing field for candidates and
supports a fairer election process. I am in support of moving away
from a two-party primary system that provides the advantage
towards those with the largest campaign bank account and tenure.
If we truly want our democracy to work better, we need to allow
for more candidates to enter the field and for people to vote their
conscience without fear of “spoiling” the election.

Question 4:

Answer 4:

In 1998 Massachusetts voters approved the Clean Elections
Law, which citizens put on the ballot using the ballot initiative
petition process. This law provided a way for taxpayer money
to finance campaigns for candidates who agreed to accept only
contributions of $100 or less along with strict limits on spending.
The Massachusetts Legislature never approved a budget for this
program, and it repealed this law in 2003. What are your thoughts
about revisiting the idea of publicly-financed campaigns in
Massachusetts?

I agree that campaign funding limits in Massachusetts provide
an advantage towards the candidate with a wealthy network or
those who can self-fund their political careers. Limiting campaign
contributions per donor makes a powerful statement that I agree
with. I am open to revisiting publicly-financed campaigns, however,
I have concerns about spending tax revenue that could be used to
support other important services rather than someone’s political
career.

Question 5:

Answer 5:

Gerrymandering is the act of drawing voting district boundaries
to create a political advantage for a particular party or group.
In Massachusetts the Legislature creates these voting districts.
Although the current voting district maps are widely considered
fair, Massachusetts has a history of gerrymandering. Racial
gerrymandering occurred in the state as recently as 2001 (see Black
Political Task Force v. Galvin, 2004). Many other states have created
independent redistricting commissions so that voting district maps
are created by a commission of private citizens instead of politicians.
What are your thoughts on using an independent redistricting
commission to map out Massachusetts’ voting districts?

Those who seek to make decisions on behalf of voters should
not be determining who their voters are. Gerrymandering makes
a mockery of our democratic process. I believe only independent
redistricting commissions can help democracy and our election
process become more fair and representative of the communities
our officials serve. I am fully supportive of these efforts.
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Office: Massachusetts State Senate (By District)

Candidate – Middlesex &
Worcester

Background:
State Senator for the Middlesex and Worcester district

James B. Eldridge (D)

Question 1:

Answer 1:

What are your top three campaign issues?

1. Making health care a right (single payer healthcare)
2. 21st Century transportation system
3. Massive investment in public education, universal pre-K, and free
public college

Question 2:

Answer 2:

A series of Supreme Court rulings, including Citizens United v.
Federal Elections Commission (2010), struck down state and federal
laws that limited spending on political messages by corporations,
organizations, and individuals. These rulings established that
corporations and organizations have the same First Amendment,
free-speech rights as people and that spending money on
political messages through super PACs is free speech, which the
government cannot limit. This means donors can give as much
money as they want to fund political messages through super PACs.
In 2012, the Massachusetts legislature passed a resolution asking
the U.S. Congress to propose an amendment to the Constitution that
would reverse Citizens United and “restore the First Amendment
and fair elections to the people.” What is your view on the Citizens
United Supreme Court ruling and money in politics in general?

I oppose the Citizens United decision, support repealing the
Supreme Court decision, and am the author of the We the People
Act. I also do not accept any campaign from corporate PACs, or
corporate lobbyists.
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Office: Massachusetts State Senate (By District)
Middlesex & Worcester: James B. Eldridge (D)

Question 3:

Answer 3:

In our voting system, when three or more candidates run for an
office, a candidate can win with less than half the votes. One reason
for this is the “spoiler effect.” For example, candidates A and B have
similar ideas and 55% of voters like those ideas. B gets 25% of the
votes and A gets 30%, so candidate C wins with 45%--even though
more than half the voters preferred other ideas. With Ranked Choice
Voting (RCV), you rank candidates in order of preference. If no
candidate gets a majority of first choices, the last place candidate
is eliminated. Voters for that candidate have their second choice
counted instead. The counting continues until one candidate wins a
majority of votes. Several U.S. cities use RCV. Maine adopted it for
state and federal elections in 2016. What’s your opinion on ranked
choice voting (RCV) for elections in Massachusetts?

I support Ranked Choice Voting, and am the Senate author of
allowing Ranked Choice Voting in Massachusetts.

Question 4:

Answer 4:

In 1998 Massachusetts voters approved the Clean Elections
Law, which citizens put on the ballot using the ballot initiative
petition process. This law provided a way for taxpayer money
to finance campaigns for candidates who agreed to accept only
contributions of $100 or less along with strict limits on spending.
The Massachusetts Legislature never approved a budget for this
program, and it repealed this law in 2003. What are your thoughts
about revisiting the idea of publicly-financed campaigns in
Massachusetts?

I fully support public financing of elections, and am the only Clean
Elections candidate elected to public office in Massachusetts, and
am the lead Senate sponsor of the Clean Elections bill.

Question 5:

Answer 5:

Gerrymandering is the act of drawing voting district boundaries
to create a political advantage for a particular party or group.
In Massachusetts the Legislature creates these voting districts.
Although the current voting district maps are widely considered
fair, Massachusetts has a history of gerrymandering. Racial
gerrymandering occurred in the state as recently as 2001 (see Black
Political Task Force v. Galvin, 2004). Many other states have created
independent redistricting commissions so that voting district maps
are created by a commission of private citizens instead of politicians.
What are your thoughts on using an independent redistricting
commission to map out Massachusetts’ voting districts?

I support an independent redistricting commission, and am the
Senate sponsor of legislation to create an independent redistricting
commission.
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Office: Massachusetts State Senate (By District)

Candidate – Norfolk, Bristol &
Middlesex
Rebecca L. Rausch (D)

Background:
The granddaughter of a Holocaust survivor, Becca Rausch is a lifelong advocate for social justice,
fairness, and equality. She brings this dedication to her work as an elected Needham Town Meeting
Member and an attorney with over a decade of experience spanning the public and private sectors, and
previously as an educator and union steward. As State Senator, Becca will advance progressive policies,
including improvements in health care, education, and transportation, and push for a more transparent
and accountable government. Becca is a spouse and working mother who will engage across the aisle to
support families and strengthen communities.

Question 1:

Answer 1:

What are your top three campaign issues?

HEALTH CARE: universal access to affordable, quality health care
and supporting innovative, evidence-based solutions to the opioid
epidemic and addiction
TRANSPORTATION: improving public transportation infrastructure
to generate reliability and safeguard affordability, while reducing
harmful impact to our environment
EDUCATION AND SUPPORTING FAMILIES: affordable and
accessible child care and early education, assistance for aging in
communities of choice, STEAM education, full-day publicly funded
Kindergarten, K-8 recess, and drastic improvements to our state
school funding formula

Question 2:

Answer 2:

A series of Supreme Court rulings, including Citizens United v.
Federal Elections Commission (2010), struck down state and federal
laws that limited spending on political messages by corporations,
organizations, and individuals. These rulings established that
corporations and organizations have the same First Amendment,
free-speech rights as people and that spending money on
political messages through super PACs is free speech, which the
government cannot limit. This means donors can give as much
money as they want to fund political messages through super PACs.
In 2012, the Massachusetts legislature passed a resolution asking
the U.S. Congress to propose an amendment to the Constitution that
would reverse Citizens United and “restore the First Amendment
and fair elections to the people.” What is your view on the Citizens
United Supreme Court ruling and money in politics in general?

I believe Citizens United was a bad decision and should be
reversed. I support Ballot Question 2. Running for office with viability
should not be reserved for only those who can self-fund or who
have connections to 1% wealth.
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Office: Massachusetts State Senate (By District)
Norfolk, Bristol & Middlesex: Rebecca L. Rausch (D)

Question 3:

Answer 3:

In our voting system, when three or more candidates run for an
office, a candidate can win with less than half the votes. One reason
for this is the “spoiler effect.” For example, candidates A and B have
similar ideas and 55% of voters like those ideas. B gets 25% of the
votes and A gets 30%, so candidate C wins with 45%--even though
more than half the voters preferred other ideas. With Ranked Choice
Voting (RCV), you rank candidates in order of preference. If no
candidate gets a majority of first choices, the last place candidate
is eliminated. Voters for that candidate have their second choice
counted instead. The counting continues until one candidate wins a
majority of votes. Several U.S. cities use RCV. Maine adopted it for
state and federal elections in 2016. What’s your opinion on ranked
choice voting (RCV) for elections in Massachusetts?

I support ranked choice voting and look forward to working
with colleagues in both chambers of the Legislature to craft and
implement viable, effective legislation implementing RCV in
Massachusetts.

Question 4:

Answer 4:

In 1998 Massachusetts voters approved the Clean Elections
Law, which citizens put on the ballot using the ballot initiative
petition process. This law provided a way for taxpayer money
to finance campaigns for candidates who agreed to accept only
contributions of $100 or less along with strict limits on spending.
The Massachusetts Legislature never approved a budget for this
program, and it repealed this law in 2003. What are your thoughts
about revisiting the idea of publicly-financed campaigns in
Massachusetts?

I want to revisit the idea of publicly-financed campaigns and
investigate fair and fiscally responsible ways to level the playing
field among candidates.

Question 5:

Answer 5:

Gerrymandering is the act of drawing voting district boundaries
to create a political advantage for a particular party or group.
In Massachusetts the Legislature creates these voting districts.
Although the current voting district maps are widely considered
fair, Massachusetts has a history of gerrymandering. Racial
gerrymandering occurred in the state as recently as 2001 (see Black
Political Task Force v. Galvin, 2004). Many other states have created
independent redistricting commissions so that voting district maps
are created by a commission of private citizens instead of politicians.
What are your thoughts on using an independent redistricting
commission to map out Massachusetts’ voting districts?

I support creating an independent redistricting commission in
Massachusetts. Our democracy cannot survive when districts
are drawn unfairly to favor those already in power and give
disproportionate voice to certain individuals over others.
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Office: Massachusetts State Senate (By District)

Candidate – Worcester &
Middlesex
Susan A. Chalifoux-Zephir (D)

Background:
Sue grew up in Leominster, is a mother, grandmother, married to business owner Ed Zephir. City
Councilor, Director of Ginny’s Helping Hand and Democratic candidate for State Senator in Worcester &
Middlesex District she earned a BA from Assumption College and MBA from Simmons College.
Sue and Ed stepped in when Ginny White retired. In her work at Ginny’s and Our Father’s House Sue has
seen the harm that poverty, addiction, lack of healthcare and lack of public transportation cause in No
Central MA. As State Senator she will use her experience to address the challenges we face.
Sue has fought for better funding for Leominster’s schools and is ready to tackle reforming the Chapter
70 formula.
Sue has worked on issues for our seniors and veterans, to protect neighborhoods and support
education. Sue has the experience to bring resources back to the region to strengthen North Central MA

Question 1:

Answer 1:

What are your top three campaign issues?

We need to attract good paying modern manufacturing jobs to
our cities and towns, including those in the rapidly growing green
energy technology and cutting-edge medical devices sectors. By
investing in workforce training we can provide students and adults
the educational resources they need and expand educational
programs to meet employer needs. Workforce training is key to
economic development across the region.
Fixing the way that public schools are funded is an important
priority. The current formula does not adequately and equitably
fund schools and needs to be updated to ensure that all students
receive a quality education.
Access to quality, affordable health care needs to be improved.
Expensive monthly premiums, large deductibles and high copays
are all impediments to people who need health care services. We
also need to address the ever increasing price of prescription drugs.

Question 2:

Answer 2:

A series of Supreme Court rulings, including Citizens United v.
Federal Elections Commission (2010), struck down state and federal
laws that limited spending on political messages by corporations,
organizations, and individuals. These rulings established that
corporations and organizations have the same First Amendment,
free-speech rights as people and that spending money on
political messages through super PACs is free speech, which the
government cannot limit. This means donors can give as much
money as they want to fund political messages through super PACs.
In 2012, the Massachusetts legislature passed a resolution asking
the U.S. Congress to propose an amendment to the Constitution that
would reverse Citizens United and “restore the First Amendment
and fair elections to the people.” What is your view on the Citizens
United Supreme Court ruling and money in politics in general?

I believe that Citizens United should be overturned. I do not believe
that corporations are entitled to the same First Amendment free
speech rights that individuals are.
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There is too much ‘’dark money” in politics. All donors making
contributions to political campaigns should be identified so that the
general public knows where candidates’ funding is coming from.
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Office: Massachusetts State Senate (By District)
Worcester & Middlesex: Susan A. Chalifoux-Zephir (D)

Question 3:

Answer 3:

In our voting system, when three or more candidates run for an
office, a candidate can win with less than half the votes. One reason
for this is the “spoiler effect.” For example, candidates A and B have
similar ideas and 55% of voters like those ideas. B gets 25% of the
votes and A gets 30%, so candidate C wins with 45%--even though
more than half the voters preferred other ideas. With Ranked Choice
Voting (RCV), you rank candidates in order of preference. If no
candidate gets a majority of first choices, the last place candidate
is eliminated. Voters for that candidate have their second choice
counted instead. The counting continues until one candidate wins a
majority of votes. Several U.S. cities use RCV. Maine adopted it for
state and federal elections in 2016. What’s your opinion on ranked
choice voting (RCV) for elections in Massachusetts?

I think Ranked Choice Voting is a good idea and support it. It makes
sense that in order to win an election a candidate needs a majority
rather than a simple plurality.

Question 4:

Answer 4:

In 1998 Massachusetts voters approved the Clean Elections
Law, which citizens put on the ballot using the ballot initiative
petition process. This law provided a way for taxpayer money
to finance campaigns for candidates who agreed to accept only
contributions of $100 or less along with strict limits on spending.
The Massachusetts Legislature never approved a budget for this
program, and it repealed this law in 2003. What are your thoughts
about revisiting the idea of publicly-financed campaigns in
Massachusetts?

I would be happy and eager to revisit the idea of publicly-financed
campaigns in Massachusetts. Political campaigns cost thousands of
dollars and the time spend on fundraising by candidates could be
better spent meeting voters and learning about issues important to
them.

Question 5:

Answer 5:

Gerrymandering is the act of drawing voting district boundaries
to create a political advantage for a particular party or group.
In Massachusetts the Legislature creates these voting districts.
Although the current voting district maps are widely considered
fair, Massachusetts has a history of gerrymandering. Racial
gerrymandering occurred in the state as recently as 2001 (see Black
Political Task Force v. Galvin, 2004). Many other states have created
independent redistricting commissions so that voting district maps
are created by a commission of private citizens instead of politicians.
What are your thoughts on using an independent redistricting
commission to map out Massachusetts’ voting districts?

I believe an independent redistricting commission is a good idea.
Experience in other states has shown these commissions have been
successful in redrawing political districts.
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Office: U.S. House of Representatives (By District)
Don’t know your U.S. Representative district? Find out here.

1ST District

4TH District

8TH District

TAHIRAH AMATUL-WADUD (D)

JOSEPH P. KENNEDY, III (D)

STEPHEN F. LYNCH (D)

RICHARD E. NEAL (D)

GARY J. RUCINSKI (D)

CHRISTOPHER L. VOEHL (D)

2ND District

5TH District

BRIANNA WU (D)
9TH District

TRACY LYN LOVVORN (R)

KATHERINE M. CLARK (D)

JAMES P. MCGOVERN (D)

JOHN HUGO (R)

BILL CIMBRELO (D)

KEVIN WILLIAM POWERS (R)

LOUIS KUCHNIR (R)

BILL KEATING (D)

3

RD

District

6 District
TH

JEFFREY D. BALLINGER (D)

SETH MOULTON (D)

ALEXANDRA E. CHANDLER (D)

JOSEPH S. SCHNEIDER (R)

BEEJ DAS (D)

7TH District

RUFUS GIFFORD (D)

MICHAEL E. CAPUANO (D)

LEONARD H. GOLDER (D)

AYANNA S. PRESSLEY (D)

RICK GREEN (R)
DANIEL ARRIGG KOH (D)
BARBARA A. L’ITALIEN (D)
BOPHA MALONE (D)
JUANA B. MATIAS (D)
LORI LOUREIRO TRAHAN (D)

Note:
CANDIDATES WHO DID NOT PROVIDE A RESPONSE TO OUR
QUESTIONNAIRE ARE LISTED IN GRAY ITALICS.
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Office: U.S. House of Representatives (By District)

Candidate – 2ND District

Background:

James P. McGovern (D)

Jim McGovern was born on November 20, 1959, in Worcester, Massachusetts. He was elected to
Congress in 1996 and is widely recognized as a tenacious advocate for his district, a tireless crusader for
progress, and an unrivaled supporter for social justice and human rights around the world.
McGovern is Ranking Democrat on the House Rules Committee, which sets the terms for debate and
amendments on most legislation. He is a member of the House Agriculture Committee and serves as the
Ranking Democrat on the Nutrition Subcommittee. He is also co-chair of the Tom Lantos Human Rights
Commission.
Before his election to Congress, McGovern spent 14 years working as a senior aide for the late U.S.
Representative John Joseph Moakley, former dean of the Massachusetts Congressional Delegation.
McGovern earned his BA (‘81) and MPA (‘84) from The American University.
He is married with 2 children.

Question 1:

Answer 1:

What are your top three campaign issues?

Advance a Massachusetts economy where all our people can thrive,
no one goes hungry, everyone has access to high quality affordable
education and health care, including our seniors and those with preexisting conditions, and where our communities sustain and create
good jobs with good wages.
Approve federal funding and support local and state funding
to repair and modernize our transportation, clean water, and
communications infrastructure.
Restore confidence in the fairness of our electoral system, ensure
it is free from hostile and foreign influence, reform our campaign
finance laws to limit corporate influence and “dark money,” and
ensure that every American eligible to vote, can vote, without fear of
intimidation or arbitrary and discriminatory limitations.

Question 2:

Answer 2:

A series of Supreme Court rulings, including Citizens United v.
Federal Elections Commission (2010), struck down state and federal
laws that limited spending on political messages by corporations,
organizations, and individuals. These rulings established that
corporations and organizations have the same First Amendment,
free-speech rights as people and that spending money on
political messages through super PACs is free speech, which the
government cannot limit. This means donors can give as much
money as they want to fund political messages through super PACs.
In 2012, the Massachusetts legislature passed a resolution asking
the U.S. Congress to propose an amendment to the Constitution that
would reverse Citizens United and “restore the First Amendment
and fair elections to the people.” What is your view on the Citizens
United Supreme Court ruling and money in politics in general?

I strongly oppose the Supreme Court’s Citizens United decision
that allows corporations to spend unlimited amounts of money
on elections. I’m the principle author of the “People’s Rights
Amendment,” first introduced in November 2011. In the 115th
Congress, I have joined my colleague Rep. Ted Deutch, and
reintroduced this constitutional amendment (H. J. Res. 88) that
declares that rights protected by the Constitution are intended to be
the rights of natural persons, a term that does not include corporate
entities or limited liability companies. I am also a cosponsor of the
DISCLOSE Act (H.R. 1134) to provide full disclosure of donors and
spending by “dark money” groups. In brief, I believe that we were
on a path to cleaner elections and campaign finance reform until
the Citizens United decision, which has unleashed a tidal wave
of unlimited and undisclosed money, reshaped our politics and
damaged our democracy.
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Office: U.S. House of Representatives (By District)
Candidate – 2ND District: James P. McGovern (D)

Question 3:

Answer 3:

In our voting system, when three or more candidates run for an
office, a candidate can win with less than half the votes. One reason
for this is the “spoiler effect.” For example, candidates A and B have
similar ideas and 55% of voters like those ideas. B gets 25% of the
votes and A gets 30%, so candidate C wins with 45%--even though
more than half the voters preferred other ideas. With Ranked Choice
Voting (RCV), you rank candidates in order of preference. If no
candidate gets a majority of first choices, the last place candidate
is eliminated. Voters for that candidate have their second choice
counted instead. The counting continues until one candidate wins a
majority of votes. Several U.S. cities use RCV. Maine adopted it for
state and federal elections in 2016. What’s your opinion on ranked
choice voting (RCV) for elections in Massachusetts?

I support ranked choice voting (RCV) for Massachusetts and I have
signed a pledge in support of it.

Question 4:

Answer 4:

In 1998 Massachusetts voters approved the Clean Elections
Law, which citizens put on the ballot using the ballot initiative
petition process. This law provided a way for taxpayer money
to finance campaigns for candidates who agreed to accept only
contributions of $100 or less along with strict limits on spending.
The Massachusetts Legislature never approved a budget for this
program, and it repealed this law in 2003. What are your thoughts
about revisiting the idea of publicly-financed campaigns in
Massachusetts?

I have always strongly supported public financing for elections,
and I supported the 1998 Clean Elections Law ballot initiative.
There needs to be a commitment, however, to ensuring that it
is fully funded (and not at the expense of other vital state and
local services) and that all candidates must abide by its rules and
limitations, so that wealthy candidates cannot overwhelm publicly
funded candidates.

Question 5:

Answer 5:

Gerrymandering is the act of drawing voting district boundaries
to create a political advantage for a particular party or group.
In Massachusetts the Legislature creates these voting districts.
Although the current voting district maps are widely considered
fair, Massachusetts has a history of gerrymandering. Racial
gerrymandering occurred in the state as recently as 2001 (see Black
Political Task Force v. Galvin, 2004). Many other states have created
independent redistricting commissions so that voting district maps
are created by a commission of private citizens instead of politicians.
What are your thoughts on using an independent redistricting
commission to map out Massachusetts’ voting districts?

While Massachusetts’ voting district maps are considered fair, I
support an independent redistricting commission.
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Office: U.S. House of Representatives (By District)

Candidate – 3RD District

Background:

Jeffrey D. Ballinger (D)

Jeff is a proven, effective fighter and now wants to take on the stagnant and festering Washingtoncorporation connection - made possible by big money in politics. For four decades, he’s fought for
social justice, including eleven years in Asia for the AFL-CIO and work with several unions in the U.S.
When told, “You can’t fight Nike, they’re too big,” he persisted! Three years later, his research and
campaign methodology was featured in a front page story in the Washington Post (“essentially a oneman organization called Press for Change”); that same year, the founder and CEO of the company told
reporters, ‘’The Nike product has become synonymous with slave wages, forced overtime and arbitrary
abuse...’I truly believe that the American consumer does not want to buy products made in abusive
conditions.’’ Jeff also won a 3-year research fellowship funded by the Laborers’ Union (LiUNA).

Question 1:

Answer 1:

What are your top three campaign issues?

1) Get big money out of politics and public financing of campaigns.
Those currently in the Congress will fight this reform with every fiber
of their being; they don’t want to change the rules, which would
make it easier for potential challengers. It will take an organizer’s
skills to rally public opinion for an overwhelming demand for
campaign finance reform; no politician will do this. That is why I am
uniquely qualified as a life-long social justice advocate.
2) Create a corporate crime data base at the Department of Justice,
pressing first for a $100 billion fund from the opioid-makers and
marketers, like last generation’s $246 billion tobacco settlement.
3) Meaningful labor law reform which will reestablish the principle
that the federal government protects our workers’ right to organize
and puts an end to rampant union-busting. A good bill already put
forward by Sen. Bernie Sanders: The Workplace Democracy Act.

Question 2:

Answer 2:

A series of Supreme Court rulings, including Citizens United v.
Federal Elections Commission (2010), struck down state and federal
laws that limited spending on political messages by corporations,
organizations, and individuals. These rulings established that
corporations and organizations have the same First Amendment,
free-speech rights as people and that spending money on
political messages through super PACs is free speech, which the
government cannot limit. This means donors can give as much
money as they want to fund political messages through super PACs.
In 2012, the Massachusetts legislature passed a resolution asking
the U.S. Congress to propose an amendment to the Constitution that
would reverse Citizens United and “restore the First Amendment
and fair elections to the people.” What is your view on the Citizens
United Supreme Court ruling and money in politics in general?

In a cynical ploy, 60% of House Dems voted for a Pentagon
budget $50 billion more than the Trump administration asked for.
Corruption, plain & simple. The only explanation for such a vote is to
curry favor with defense contractors. I really think that until we get
money out of politics we cannot reform the Department of Defense,
the way it needs to be reformed, so we will continue to shred the
social safety net and run up huge deficits. My biggest problem
with America’s “militarized” foreign policy has to do with money in
politics. Rep. Jim McGovern spoke about how we need to address
waste, fraud and abuse at the Pentagon. But, let me tell you, that is
not going to happen as long as the defense contractors have friends
on both sides of the aisle. DoD planners have a target of 2,400 F-35
fighter jets (and our allies with 500 more) while tens of thousands of
service-members’ families qualify for SNAP benefits. Obscene!

Table of Contents >

Continued >

Q+A

Page 105

Office: U.S. House of Representatives (By District)
Candidate – 3RD District: Jeffrey D. Ballinger (D)

Question 3:

Answer 3:

In our voting system, when three or more candidates run for an
office, a candidate can win with less than half the votes. One reason
for this is the “spoiler effect.” For example, candidates A and B have
similar ideas and 55% of voters like those ideas. B gets 25% of the
votes and A gets 30%, so candidate C wins with 45%--even though
more than half the voters preferred other ideas. With Ranked Choice
Voting (RCV), you rank candidates in order of preference. If no
candidate gets a majority of first choices, the last place candidate
is eliminated. Voters for that candidate have their second choice
counted instead. The counting continues until one candidate wins a
majority of votes. Several U.S. cities use RCV. Maine adopted it for
state and federal elections in 2016. What’s your opinion on ranked
choice voting (RCV) for elections in Massachusetts?

I am in favor of ranked choice voting. Why should we stop at
government-run elections? I have suggested throughout my
campaign that corporations really run America, due to the corruption
of our political system (that is like no other amongst developed
economies). We should apply RCV to corporate boards of directors
and require at least two public members and one from the
corporation’s workforce. Our systems needs a radical shake up! One
outrageous decision by a court in Delaware should make the case
pretty clear. Several union pension funds - such as the Electrical
Workers & Teachers - had sued Walmart’s Board of Directors for not
paying attention to seven years of bribery and payment of tens of
millions of dollars to corrupt Mexican officials. The Delaware Court
decided that these corporate board members were not responsible
for ignorance of such a huge corrupt undertaking! Let’s get
independent corporate boards!

Question 4:

Answer 4:

In 1998 Massachusetts voters approved the Clean Elections
Law, which citizens put on the ballot using the ballot initiative
petition process. This law provided a way for taxpayer money
to finance campaigns for candidates who agreed to accept only
contributions of $100 or less along with strict limits on spending.
The Massachusetts Legislature never approved a budget for this
program, and it repealed this law in 2003. What are your thoughts
about revisiting the idea of publicly-financed campaigns in
Massachusetts?

A good first step. Follow up with term limits for the MA legislature.

Question 5:

Answer 5:

Gerrymandering is the act of drawing voting district boundaries
to create a political advantage for a particular party or group.
In Massachusetts the Legislature creates these voting districts.
Although the current voting district maps are widely considered
fair, Massachusetts has a history of gerrymandering. Racial
gerrymandering occurred in the state as recently as 2001 (see Black
Political Task Force v. Galvin, 2004). Many other states have created
independent redistricting commissions so that voting district maps
are created by a commission of private citizens instead of politicians.
What are your thoughts on using an independent redistricting
commission to map out Massachusetts’ voting districts?

We need fairly-drawn election districts. This cannot be left to
partisan interests - must be done by independent redistricting
commissioners.
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Office: U.S. House of Representatives (By District)

Candidate – 3RD District

Background:

Alexandra E. Chandler (D)

I am a former senior intelligence analyst, a Russian-speaking lawyer, a former community health center
director, a transgender woman, and a middle class mom of two. I’m running for Congress to answer
a call to serve, as I did after living through the 9/11 attack in NYC which led me to join the Intelligence
Community. I got things done in Washington against some of our toughest global problems, working
across the federal government under multiple Administrations. In this critical moment for our country, I
am the best candidate to get things done in Congress to improve the quality of life for ordinary people.
I am prepared to do the whole job as our next Congresswoman, addressing both foreign policy and
domestic issues, and protecting our democracy. I have a bold progressive agenda (see: http://www.
alexandrachandler.com/issues) and am not beholden to Big Money politics.

Question 1:

Answer 1:

What are your top three campaign issues?

1) Building an economy where every full-time job is a living wage job.
In Congress, I will work to expand the Earned Income Tax Credit,
enact a federal jobs guarantee, restore the power of private and
public sector unions, and implement debt-free college. I will finance
these policies by restoring the progressive taxation that built the
American middle class and ending corporate tax breaks.
2) Ensuring universal healthcare for all in America, inclusive of
medical care, mental health care, and care for those struggling with
addiction, by building a single payer healthcare system. I will also
expand community and veterans health care and enable Medicare
to negotiate the price of prescription drugs.
3) Protecting our democracy from the threats of corruption, division,
and Big Money politics at home, and the ongoing interference in
our elections from abroad, by sweeping campaign finance and
democracy promotion reform.

Question 2:

Answer 2:

A series of Supreme Court rulings, including Citizens United v.
Federal Elections Commission (2010), struck down state and federal
laws that limited spending on political messages by corporations,
organizations, and individuals. These rulings established that
corporations and organizations have the same First Amendment,
free-speech rights as people and that spending money on
political messages through super PACs is free speech, which the
government cannot limit. This means donors can give as much
money as they want to fund political messages through super PACs.
In 2012, the Massachusetts legislature passed a resolution asking
the U.S. Congress to propose an amendment to the Constitution that
would reverse Citizens United and “restore the First Amendment
and fair elections to the people.” What is your view on the Citizens
United Supreme Court ruling and money in politics in general?

The Court wrongly decided Citizens United, as they proceeded on
a core erroneous assumption— that money equals speech. The
regulation of money in politics and campaign finance limits are not
primarily a First Amendment issue for the campaign contributors,
but a matter of the First Amendment rights of all citizens who do not
contribute to political campaigns to have equal First Amendment
right of political speech not just in principle but in potential effect
in the political process. We must pass a 28th Amendment to the
Constitution for comprehensive anti-corruption and democracy
promotion reform. The Amendment should state that money is not
speech, it is property, and that corporations are not people, but
legal constructs. The Amendment should ban all PAC and SuperPAC
contributions, and ideally ban all individual campaign contributions
and mandate a system of publicly funded elections at all levels of
government.
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Office: U.S. House of Representatives (By District)
Candidate – 3RD District: Alexandra E. Chandler (D)

Question 3:

Answer 3:

In our voting system, when three or more candidates run for an
office, a candidate can win with less than half the votes. One reason
for this is the “spoiler effect.” For example, candidates A and B have
similar ideas and 55% of voters like those ideas. B gets 25% of the
votes and A gets 30%, so candidate C wins with 45%--even though
more than half the voters preferred other ideas. With Ranked Choice
Voting (RCV), you rank candidates in order of preference. If no
candidate gets a majority of first choices, the last place candidate
is eliminated. Voters for that candidate have their second choice
counted instead. The counting continues until one candidate wins a
majority of votes. Several U.S. cities use RCV. Maine adopted it for
state and federal elections in 2016. What’s your opinion on ranked
choice voting (RCV) for elections in Massachusetts?

I support the adoption of Ranked Choice Voting (RCV) in
Massachusetts with instant runoffs to allow voters to reflect their
true preferences when voting, and to incentivize a more civil
political dialogue and greater engagement in politics by requiring
candidates to campaign for broad based support. Our 3rd District
Congressional race is the perfect example of where RCV can
add great value to the democratic process. With ten candidates,
the winner of our election is likely to prevail with less than 20%
of the vote. In an RCV election, the eventual winner of an instant
runoff process would command majority support from the voters,
through a combination of first choice votes and votes from the
supporters of other candidates in order of preference. I am proud
that our campaign has won the last two (technically non-scientific)
independent Voter Choice Massachusetts RCV polls successfully
conducted in this race.

Question 4:

Answer 4:

In 1998 Massachusetts voters approved the Clean Elections
Law, which citizens put on the ballot using the ballot initiative
petition process. This law provided a way for taxpayer money
to finance campaigns for candidates who agreed to accept only
contributions of $100 or less along with strict limits on spending.
The Massachusetts Legislature never approved a budget for this
program, and it repealed this law in 2003. What are your thoughts
about revisiting the idea of publicly-financed campaigns in
Massachusetts?

As a citizen of the Commonwealth, I support the reintroduction of
the Clean Elections Law and its full funding on Beacon Hill. As a
Congresswoman, I will work to a nationwide solution to get money
out of politics altogether. Along with overturning Citizen’s United,
I propose a complete ban on political campaign contributions to
end a system of legalized bribery that taints all in politics with even
the appearance of undue influence. I am the only MA-3 candidate
that has signed as a “Candidate With a Contract” (http://www.
candidateswithacontract.com) committing me to introduce such
legislation on pain of resignation from Congress. I am proud to have
the lowest median donation in the race— $27. Accordingly, I will not
be beholden to any Big Money interests and will actually have the
ability to follow through on this agenda of reform that many promise
but few follow through upon.

Question 5:

Answer 5:

Gerrymandering is the act of drawing voting district boundaries
to create a political advantage for a particular party or group.
In Massachusetts the Legislature creates these voting districts.
Although the current voting district maps are widely considered
fair, Massachusetts has a history of gerrymandering. Racial
gerrymandering occurred in the state as recently as 2001 (see Black
Political Task Force v. Galvin, 2004). Many other states have created
independent redistricting commissions so that voting district maps
are created by a commission of private citizens instead of politicians.
What are your thoughts on using an independent redistricting
commission to map out Massachusetts’ voting districts?

I believe Massachusetts should use an independent redistricting
commission to map out voting districts for both the State House as
well as our U.S. House districts. This commission would both ensure
the future fairness of our districting as well as serve as a model for
other states. However, I believe this state-specific reform— while
desirable, is insufficient. Nationwide gerrymandering combined
with Big Money politics are the primary barriers to Congress’s
composition and agenda reflecting the majority will of the American
people. Congress should put an end to gerrymandering at the
federal level. I support legislation clarifying that the U.S. House
will only seat representatives whose districts have been drawn by
independent redistricting commissions, invoking its Constitutional
authority over the seating of its members under Article I, Section 5,
clause 1.
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Office: U.S. House of Representatives (By District)

Candidate – 3RD District

Background:

Beej Das (D)

Unlike the rest of the field, I have not spent my career as a politician. I’ve never run for office or worked
for one and I’m not beholden to special interests. I have worn many hats professionally and personally
over the years. As an American born child of immigrants, I’ve had to balance differences all my life. It has
given me significant insight into how to approach difficult problems and challenging objectives. I have
friends and supporters who are Democrats, Republicans and Independents. We all want an American
government as worthy as its people. I am proud that hundreds of my fellow citizens have joined our
movement.

Question 1:

Answer 1:

What are your top three campaign issues?

(a) fixing health care and moving it away from an employer
based model to a single payer system with true cost controls, (b)
ensuring that the factors that are accelerating climate change are
reversed, and (c) ensuring that education is relevant, accessible and
affordable for all.

Question 2:

Answer 2:

A series of Supreme Court rulings, including Citizens United v.
Federal Elections Commission (2010), struck down state and federal
laws that limited spending on political messages by corporations,
organizations, and individuals. These rulings established that
corporations and organizations have the same First Amendment,
free-speech rights as people and that spending money on
political messages through super PACs is free speech, which the
government cannot limit. This means donors can give as much
money as they want to fund political messages through super PACs.
In 2012, the Massachusetts legislature passed a resolution asking
the U.S. Congress to propose an amendment to the Constitution that
would reverse Citizens United and “restore the First Amendment
and fair elections to the people.” What is your view on the Citizens
United Supreme Court ruling and money in politics in general?

Corporations are not citizens and have limited rights to free
speech. Citizens United was, therefore, wrong decided. It must be
overturned, either through a corrective Supreme Court decision,
or legislative act. The establishment candidates in this race have
shown the pernicious impact of money in politics, having raised from
special interests and big donors. That is a grave threat to the will of
the people.
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Office: U.S. House of Representatives (By District)
Candidate – 3RD District: Beej Das (D)

Question 3:

Answer 3:

In our voting system, when three or more candidates run for an
office, a candidate can win with less than half the votes. One reason
for this is the “spoiler effect.” For example, candidates A and B have
similar ideas and 55% of voters like those ideas. B gets 25% of the
votes and A gets 30%, so candidate C wins with 45%--even though
more than half the voters preferred other ideas. With Ranked Choice
Voting (RCV), you rank candidates in order of preference. If no
candidate gets a majority of first choices, the last place candidate
is eliminated. Voters for that candidate have their second choice
counted instead. The counting continues until one candidate wins a
majority of votes. Several U.S. cities use RCV. Maine adopted it for
state and federal elections in 2016. What’s your opinion on ranked
choice voting (RCV) for elections in Massachusetts?

I would favor any system of voting that ensures that all voters
and voices are represented and heard by elected officials. If RCV
achieves that, which it appears to, I am in favor of it.

Question 4:

Answer 4:

In 1998 Massachusetts voters approved the Clean Elections
Law, which citizens put on the ballot using the ballot initiative
petition process. This law provided a way for taxpayer money
to finance campaigns for candidates who agreed to accept only
contributions of $100 or less along with strict limits on spending.
The Massachusetts Legislature never approved a budget for this
program, and it repealed this law in 2003. What are your thoughts
about revisiting the idea of publicly-financed campaigns in
Massachusetts?

An equivalent to the Clean Elections Law is the only way to take big
money out of politics. The establishment candidates decry money
in politics and then raise and deploy it with impunity. That is not
consistent with democracy.

Question 5:

Answer 5:

Gerrymandering is the act of drawing voting district boundaries
to create a political advantage for a particular party or group.
In Massachusetts the Legislature creates these voting districts.
Although the current voting district maps are widely considered
fair, Massachusetts has a history of gerrymandering. Racial
gerrymandering occurred in the state as recently as 2001 (see Black
Political Task Force v. Galvin, 2004). Many other states have created
independent redistricting commissions so that voting district maps
are created by a commission of private citizens instead of politicians.
What are your thoughts on using an independent redistricting
commission to map out Massachusetts’ voting districts?

The use of procedural tools, such as redistricting and voter ID
requirements, to suppress voter intent and turnout is as old as
elections themselves. We must constantly be vigilant against
these devices, which ultimately represent a grave threat to true
democracy.
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Office: U.S. House of Representatives (By District)

Candidate – 3RD District

Background:

Rufus Gifford (D)

Rufus Gifford is a candidate for Congress in Massachusetts’ 3rd District. From 2013 to 2017, Rufus
served as the U.S. Ambassador to Denmark, the culmination of ten years working as a senior aide to
President Barack Obama. As Ambassador, he led efforts on climate change, helped spur investment in
renewable energy in Massachusetts, and pioneered an innovative people-to-people diplomatic strategy.
At home, Rufus was a senior leader on both of President Obama’s presidential campaigns and at the
Democratic National Committee, where he helped pass key policy initiatives including the Affordable
Care Act. Before that, Rufus was an advisor to several Democratic candidates and causes around the
country, including LGBT rights. Rufus holds a bachelor’s degree from Brown University. He is married to
veterinarian Dr. Stephen DeVincent and they live in Concord, Massachusetts.

Question 1:

Answer 1:

What are your top three campaign issues?

Overall, I’m running for Congress to pursue a big, bold, and
aspirational policy agenda. I believe we need to stand for something
positive, not just against something. When I worked for President
Obama for 10 years and then served as Ambassador to Denmark,
I saw how government can be a force for good – on issues like
marriage equality, climate change, and healthcare, and I want to
return to a time when we were actually inspired by the work of our
government .
Three campaign issues are: aggressive action on climate change
and investing in renewable energy and creating good-paying jobs,
or green jobs, as a result; economic justice issues, ensuring wages
increase while also reining in the costs of health care, housing, and
education; and defending and advancing the American values of
equality, diversity, and respect, at home and abroad.

Question 2:

Answer 2:

A series of Supreme Court rulings, including Citizens United v.
Federal Elections Commission (2010), struck down state and federal
laws that limited spending on political messages by corporations,
organizations, and individuals. These rulings established that
corporations and organizations have the same First Amendment,
free-speech rights as people and that spending money on
political messages through super PACs is free speech, which the
government cannot limit. This means donors can give as much
money as they want to fund political messages through super PACs.
In 2012, the Massachusetts legislature passed a resolution asking
the U.S. Congress to propose an amendment to the Constitution that
would reverse Citizens United and “restore the First Amendment
and fair elections to the people.” What is your view on the Citizens
United Supreme Court ruling and money in politics in general?

I fully support overturning Citizens United. Anyone who looks at you
and says money is not a corrupting influence in politics is lying to
your face - money is a corrupting influence. Look at the NRA, which
has donated millions to politicians who are now voting against the
will of their constituents. I believe we need to fundamentally reform
our campaign financing system in order to control the influence
of corporate and special interests, and to ensure that candidates
remain focused on engaging in important conversations with voters,
rather than raising money.
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Office: U.S. House of Representatives (By District)
Candidate – 3RD District: Rufus Gifford (D)

Question 3:

Answer 3:

In our voting system, when three or more candidates run for an
office, a candidate can win with less than half the votes. One reason
for this is the “spoiler effect.” For example, candidates A and B have
similar ideas and 55% of voters like those ideas. B gets 25% of the
votes and A gets 30%, so candidate C wins with 45%--even though
more than half the voters preferred other ideas. With Ranked Choice
Voting (RCV), you rank candidates in order of preference. If no
candidate gets a majority of first choices, the last place candidate
is eliminated. Voters for that candidate have their second choice
counted instead. The counting continues until one candidate wins a
majority of votes. Several U.S. cities use RCV. Maine adopted it for
state and federal elections in 2016. What’s your opinion on ranked
choice voting (RCV) for elections in Massachusetts?

I believe in doing everything we can to encourage greater access to
voting and participation in elections. I support same-day registration,
early voting, and automatic voter registration, among other
efforts designed to make it easier for people to participate in our
democratic process. My overall priority is encouraging participation,
and that’s where my focus is. I am open to Ranked Choice Voting, so
long as it does not suppress voter participation.

Question 4:

Answer 4:

In 1998 Massachusetts voters approved the Clean Elections
Law, which citizens put on the ballot using the ballot initiative
petition process. This law provided a way for taxpayer money
to finance campaigns for candidates who agreed to accept only
contributions of $100 or less along with strict limits on spending.
The Massachusetts Legislature never approved a budget for this
program, and it repealed this law in 2003. What are your thoughts
about revisiting the idea of publicly-financed campaigns in
Massachusetts?

I strongly support publicly-financed elections. As I mentioned in an
earlier question, our current campaign financing system distracts
candidates from important opportunities to engage with voters, and
lends wealthy outside groups – like the NRA – outsized influence.
I believe public financing of elections – along with overturning
Citizens United – would help address the problem of money in
politics and level the playing field for all candidates.

Question 5:

Answer 5:

Gerrymandering is the act of drawing voting district boundaries
to create a political advantage for a particular party or group.
In Massachusetts the Legislature creates these voting districts.
Although the current voting district maps are widely considered
fair, Massachusetts has a history of gerrymandering. Racial
gerrymandering occurred in the state as recently as 2001 (see Black
Political Task Force v. Galvin, 2004). Many other states have created
independent redistricting commissions so that voting district maps
are created by a commission of private citizens instead of politicians.
What are your thoughts on using an independent redistricting
commission to map out Massachusetts’ voting districts?

My priority when it comes to redistricting has always been fair and
accurate representation that does not disadvantage any group.
We have seen too many examples of low-income communities,
communities of color, and immigrants having their right to equal
representation eroded by ludicrously gerrymandered districts. I will
fight for legislation that helps ensure legislative districts are drawn
fairly and do not unfairly concentrate or exclude any particular
community.
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Office: U.S. House of Representatives (By District)

Candidate – 3RD District

Background:

Daniel Arrigg Koh (D)

Dan Koh is the descendant of Korean and Lebanese immigrants who came to the Merrimack Valley
seeking the American Dream. Today, Donald Trump is attacking the American Dream that made Dan’s
story and millions of others possible. Dan is ready to fight back. He represents a new generation of
leaders who will bring fresh ideas to D.C. and stand up for America’s core values. Dan most recently
served as Chief of Staff to Boston Mayor Marty Walsh, where he oversaw one of the most prosperous
times in the city’s history and achieved real progressive results. In Congress, Dan can be counted on
to be a progressive voice on the issues that matter most – from universal healthcare to creating a fair
economy to protecting the American Dream for generations to come.

Question 1:

Answer 1:

What are your top three campaign issues?

I’m focused on preserving the building blocks of the American
Dream that made my family’s story possible. This means fighting
for universal healthcare coverage so that no one has to choose
between paying for prescription drugs and putting food on the table.
It also means building an economy that works for everyone– not
just the wealthiest Americans. Lastly, I’m focused on standing up
against President Trump and his dangerous policies, including his
attacks on the environment and his administration’s inhumane policy
of separating families at the border. These aren’t normal times– we
need to stand up for American values like inclusivity and equality.

Question 2:

Answer 2:

A series of Supreme Court rulings, including Citizens United v.
Federal Elections Commission (2010), struck down state and federal
laws that limited spending on political messages by corporations,
organizations, and individuals. These rulings established that
corporations and organizations have the same First Amendment,
free-speech rights as people and that spending money on
political messages through super PACs is free speech, which the
government cannot limit. This means donors can give as much
money as they want to fund political messages through super PACs.
In 2012, the Massachusetts legislature passed a resolution asking
the U.S. Congress to propose an amendment to the Constitution that
would reverse Citizens United and “restore the First Amendment
and fair elections to the people.” What is your view on the Citizens
United Supreme Court ruling and money in politics in general?

The Supreme Court Ruling on Citizens United has opened
the floodgates for corporations and special interests to pour
unprecedented amounts of money into our elections with little to
no transparency. This undermines our democracy and ensures
that policies are shaped by the interests of the few, not the many.
If elected, I will fight for comprehensive campaign finance reform,
including ending Citizens United, enacting publicly financed
elections, and increasing transparency in campaign finance laws.
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I am grateful to have been endorsed by former Senator Russ
Feingold, an architect of the McCain-Feingold Campaign Reform
Act. Along with Senator Feingold’s support, I have earned the
endorsement of LegitPAC, an organization that supports progressive
candidates and causes in the fight for democratic legitimacy.
LegitPAC is specifically focused on overturning the Supreme Court’s
Citizens United decision.
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Office: U.S. House of Representatives (By District)
Candidate – 3RD District: Daniel Arrigg Koh (D)

Question 3:

Answer 3:

In our voting system, when three or more candidates run for an
office, a candidate can win with less than half the votes. One reason
for this is the “spoiler effect.” For example, candidates A and B have
similar ideas and 55% of voters like those ideas. B gets 25% of the
votes and A gets 30%, so candidate C wins with 45%--even though
more than half the voters preferred other ideas. With Ranked Choice
Voting (RCV), you rank candidates in order of preference. If no
candidate gets a majority of first choices, the last place candidate
is eliminated. Voters for that candidate have their second choice
counted instead. The counting continues until one candidate wins a
majority of votes. Several U.S. cities use RCV. Maine adopted it for
state and federal elections in 2016. What’s your opinion on ranked
choice voting (RCV) for elections in Massachusetts?

I support ranked choice voting proposals in Massachusetts.

Question 4:

Answer 4:

In 1998 Massachusetts voters approved the Clean Elections
Law, which citizens put on the ballot using the ballot initiative
petition process. This law provided a way for taxpayer money
to finance campaigns for candidates who agreed to accept only
contributions of $100 or less along with strict limits on spending.
The Massachusetts Legislature never approved a budget for this
program, and it repealed this law in 2003. What are your thoughts
about revisiting the idea of publicly-financed campaigns in
Massachusetts?

I’m in favor of enacting a publicly financed election system to
amplify the voice of the everyday voter. We can do this not just in
Massachusetts but on a national level– I support Maryland Rep.
John Sarbanes’ Government By the People Act, which would grant
vouchers to voters to make contributions and provide a six-to-one
match from the federal government.

Question 5:

Answer 5:

Gerrymandering is the act of drawing voting district boundaries
to create a political advantage for a particular party or group.
In Massachusetts the Legislature creates these voting districts.
Although the current voting district maps are widely considered
fair, Massachusetts has a history of gerrymandering. Racial
gerrymandering occurred in the state as recently as 2001 (see Black
Political Task Force v. Galvin, 2004). Many other states have created
independent redistricting commissions so that voting district maps
are created by a commission of private citizens instead of politicians.
What are your thoughts on using an independent redistricting
commission to map out Massachusetts’ voting districts?

Gerrymandering undermines the democratic process and ensures
that some voices are heard over others. I’m in favor of utilizing
independent redistricting commissions to redraw congressional
maps in Massachusetts and across the country.
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Office: U.S. House of Representatives (By District)

Candidate – 3RD District

Background:

Barbara A. L’Italien (D)

I grew up in a hard-working household in the Merrimack Valley. I worked my way through college, where
I met my husband, and we settled in my hometown of Andover. I worked in elder care and raised our four
kids.
When my son Rudy was 5, he was diagnosed with autism. I became a mom on a mission for Rudy to get
him the health care and education he deserved, and I ran for office to change things for families like ours.
In the state legislature, I built the best autism service delivery system in the nation.
In public office I’ve fought to create a system that serves working families, not billionaires and big
business. I’m proud to be the only one in this race with a legislative track record of taking on the wealthy
and powerful, and winning. I led the successful fight against charter school expansion on Question 2, and
organized activists to keep a fracked gas pipeline out of Massachusetts.

Question 1:

Answer 1:

What are your top three campaign issues?

Single-payer health care. When my son was young insurance
wouldn’t cover the basics for kids with autism. I stayed up nights
wondering how I’d afford care my child needed. No parent should
have to live with that fear. I’ve been co-sponsoring single-payer for
over a decade, long before anyone thought it was politically smart.
Great public education for all. My son’s challenges made me
determined to build an education system that works for everyone.
I’ve achieved change for kids with disabilities and English-language
learners, and stopped charter school expansion. I’m proud to be the
teachers’ candidate. I’m ready to fight the Trump school privatization
agenda.
Protecting vulnerable populations. In my family, that’s been a son
with autism and a mother struggling with Alzheimer’s. That’s also
working families, LGBT community, immigrants and people of color.
Amplifying those who need a voice is more crucial than ever.

Question 2:

Answer 2:

A series of Supreme Court rulings, including Citizens United v.
Federal Elections Commission (2010), struck down state and federal
laws that limited spending on political messages by corporations,
organizations, and individuals. These rulings established that
corporations and organizations have the same First Amendment,
free-speech rights as people and that spending money on
political messages through super PACs is free speech, which the
government cannot limit. This means donors can give as much
money as they want to fund political messages through super PACs.
In 2012, the Massachusetts legislature passed a resolution asking
the U.S. Congress to propose an amendment to the Constitution that
would reverse Citizens United and “restore the First Amendment
and fair elections to the people.” What is your view on the Citizens
United Supreme Court ruling and money in politics in general?

Ultra-wealthy and powerful Americans are spending hundreds of
millions of dollars to put the politicians they want in office, politicians
who push policies that hurt ordinary homeworkers and working
families and help billionaires and big business.
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It has to stop. That’s why I’ve co-sponsored and voted for the We
The People Act, affirming corporations aren’t people and money
isn’t speech. I’m proud to be the only candidate in this race with
their name on legislation aimed at fixing our broken campaign
finance system.
It’s also why I’ve taken the American Promise pledge to support a
constitutional amendment overturning Citizens United.
In the meantime, we can make progress on common sense
measures to increase disclosure and transparency in campaign
finance. I’ll also support the Government By The People Act to
strengthen the voices of small donors and try to balance the scales
as much as possible.
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Office: U.S. House of Representatives (By District)
Candidate – 3RD District: Barbara A. L’Italien (D)

Question 3:

Answer 3:

In our voting system, when three or more candidates run for an
office, a candidate can win with less than half the votes. One reason
for this is the “spoiler effect.” For example, candidates A and B have
similar ideas and 55% of voters like those ideas. B gets 25% of the
votes and A gets 30%, so candidate C wins with 45%--even though
more than half the voters preferred other ideas. With Ranked Choice
Voting (RCV), you rank candidates in order of preference. If no
candidate gets a majority of first choices, the last place candidate
is eliminated. Voters for that candidate have their second choice
counted instead. The counting continues until one candidate wins a
majority of votes. Several U.S. cities use RCV. Maine adopted it for
state and federal elections in 2016. What’s your opinion on ranked
choice voting (RCV) for elections in Massachusetts?

Ranked choice voting gives voters more power, helping them elect
officials who are better aligned with their views and letting them
vote based on their principles without putting those same principles
in danger. It allows more diverse candidates with new ideas to make
their case for support without being tainted as spoilers or risking
shifting the final result farther away from their preferences.

Question 4:

Answer 4:

In 1998 Massachusetts voters approved the Clean Elections
Law, which citizens put on the ballot using the ballot initiative
petition process. This law provided a way for taxpayer money
to finance campaigns for candidates who agreed to accept only
contributions of $100 or less along with strict limits on spending.
The Massachusetts Legislature never approved a budget for this
program, and it repealed this law in 2003. What are your thoughts
about revisiting the idea of publicly-financed campaigns in
Massachusetts?

We need to be bold if we’re going to challenge the power of big
money in American politics. Publicly financing campaigns is exactly
the sort of progressive policy we ought to be trying out while we
work to overturn Citizens United. It increases the power of small
donors, giving working families more reason to donate like the
wealthy and powerful do, and provides an incentive for candidates
to rely on small donors knowing they will still be able to compete
financially. I would support rebuilding a system for publicly-financed
campaigns in Massachusetts, and I am committed to co-sponsoring
the Government by The People Act in Congress.

At a moment when far too many Americans feel like their vote
doesn’t matter or don’t feel well represented in government, ranked
choice voting could help make government more reflective of
what the electorate wants and restore some faith in the way our
democracy works. The results from Maine’s experience with ranked
choice voting are extremely encouraging, and I would support
Massachusetts helping them lead the way.

The only candidate ever elected running a Clean Elections
campaign in Massachusetts is my colleague and supporter Senator
Jamie Eldridge. I am proud to have his endorsement in this race,
and I believe publicly-financed campaigns could help us elect more
progressive leaders like him.

Question 5:

Answer 5:

Gerrymandering is the act of drawing voting district boundaries
to create a political advantage for a particular party or group.
In Massachusetts the Legislature creates these voting districts.
Although the current voting district maps are widely considered
fair, Massachusetts has a history of gerrymandering. Racial
gerrymandering occurred in the state as recently as 2001 (see Black
Political Task Force v. Galvin, 2004). Many other states have created
independent redistricting commissions so that voting district maps
are created by a commission of private citizens instead of politicians.
What are your thoughts on using an independent redistricting
commission to map out Massachusetts’ voting districts?

Gerrymandering is bad for democracy. It leads to governments that
don’t represent the views of their constituents, silences voters and
convinces them they are not going to be heard by their government.
It is a serious problem in modern politics in America, and we need
to take serious action to put a stop to it. Independent redistricting
commissions have proven to be an effective way to restrain
gerrymandering and prevent this extremely important process from
being abused for political gain.
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These commissions also have the advantage of taking politicians
out of the equation entirely. Having served on the Redistricting
Committee, I understand the public is very reasonably going to
be skeptical about any system that lets elected officials pick who
will elect them. Independent redistricting commissions provide a
structure we can all trust.
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Office: U.S. House of Representatives (By District)

Candidate – 3RD District

Background:

Bopha Malone (D)

Bopha Malone escaped Cambodia at age 3 and spent much of her childhood in refugee camps.
She immigrated to the U.S. at age 9 and credits community organizations for helping her to navigate
two cultural worlds and gain the confidence to pursue her American Dream. She attended Lesley
University on a full scholarship and graduated with an M.A in Business Management. After a year spent
in Cambodia working with children, she started her career at Enterprise Bank, as a branch manager
and later as Vice President and Regional Business Advisor for business development. She is a trustee
of Middlesex Community College, Lesley University, and the Women Working Wonders Fund, and is a
board member of several Lowell community organizations. She served as Chair of the Cambodian Mutual
Assistance Association (CMAA) and was named the Lowell Sun Woman of the Year.

Question 1:

Answer 1:

What are your top three campaign issues?

EDUCATION: Every child, no matter what their zip code must have
equal access to free, high quality education from K-12 and beyond.
We must invest in our children by making community and State
colleges free. When they succeed, we all succeed!
HEALTH CARE is a right, not a privilege, for all human beings. It’s
time for Medicare for All. Tying health care to a job is immediately
harming those who need a support system the most. No one should
go bankrupt due to an unforeseen illness.
IMMIGRATION is one of the main reasons that I am running -- to
give American immigrants a voice in Congress. Every immigrant
should have a fair shot at citizenship. Our nation is in a position to
lead. Instead of turning our back on asylum seekers and tearing
families apart, we need to properly address this complex issue in a
compassionate and humane manner.

Question 2:

Answer 2:

A series of Supreme Court rulings, including Citizens United v.
Federal Elections Commission (2010), struck down state and federal
laws that limited spending on political messages by corporations,
organizations, and individuals. These rulings established that
corporations and organizations have the same First Amendment,
free-speech rights as people and that spending money on
political messages through super PACs is free speech, which the
government cannot limit. This means donors can give as much
money as they want to fund political messages through super PACs.
In 2012, the Massachusetts legislature passed a resolution asking
the U.S. Congress to propose an amendment to the Constitution that
would reverse Citizens United and “restore the First Amendment
and fair elections to the people.” What is your view on the Citizens
United Supreme Court ruling and money in politics in general?

Running for office is expensive, and candidates are incentivized by
existing party structures to fundraise increasingly larger amounts to
prove viability. This is the beginning of the problem. Then, it’s more
likely that people of means will be exposed or asked to donate
to political campaigns, which gives this group more access to
candidates – and a greater voice. It leaves lower income people and
people of color, who are less likely to donate without access, and
without a voice. Add in corporate spending, and the voices of the
marginalized are erased from campaigns entirely. This extends to
governing and ultimately to policy-making, and it needs to change.
Citizens United is unfair, and the party structure also needs to
reevaluate their participation in this political fundraising system.
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Office: U.S. House of Representatives (By District)
Candidate – 3RD District: Bopha Malone (D)

Question 3:

Answer 3:

In our voting system, when three or more candidates run for an
office, a candidate can win with less than half the votes. One reason
for this is the “spoiler effect.” For example, candidates A and B have
similar ideas and 55% of voters like those ideas. B gets 25% of the
votes and A gets 30%, so candidate C wins with 45%--even though
more than half the voters preferred other ideas. With Ranked Choice
Voting (RCV), you rank candidates in order of preference. If no
candidate gets a majority of first choices, the last place candidate
is eliminated. Voters for that candidate have their second choice
counted instead. The counting continues until one candidate wins a
majority of votes. Several U.S. cities use RCV. Maine adopted it for
state and federal elections in 2016. What’s your opinion on ranked
choice voting (RCV) for elections in Massachusetts?

I am a proponent of ranked-choice voting. While it makes for longer
campaign cycles and stalled results, it makes more sense that the
person elected was chosen by a majority of the voters and not
because of a mathematical issue. RCV also makes it possible for
well-qualified but perhaps not well-funded candidates to have a
better shot at an elected office. This would lead to more diversity
in office. Primary races would need to be civil, which I think is
always a good thing, particularly when so many of the stances are
shared among candidates. And finally, it encourages candidates to
spend more time with constituents, inspiring them to take the time
to vote. It is more evident with RCV that each vote matters, which
encourages more people to participate in the democratic process.

Question 4:

Answer 4:

In 1998 Massachusetts voters approved the Clean Elections
Law, which citizens put on the ballot using the ballot initiative
petition process. This law provided a way for taxpayer money
to finance campaigns for candidates who agreed to accept only
contributions of $100 or less along with strict limits on spending.
The Massachusetts Legislature never approved a budget for this
program, and it repealed this law in 2003. What are your thoughts
about revisiting the idea of publicly-financed campaigns in
Massachusetts?

I am a strong proponent of a public financing system. This puts the
candidates in a position to not have to rely on high-income people
and large corporations, providing the funding to be elected. Public
funding will also bring the cost of running for office down, which
is a huge impediment to many people, particularly people from
marginalized communities, running for office. Campaign funding
really impacts who can run and who wins, and it makes sure that
the same type of people gets elected, and that legislation doesn’t
reflect the actual needs of our communities.

Question 5:

Answer 5:

Gerrymandering is the act of drawing voting district boundaries
to create a political advantage for a particular party or group.
In Massachusetts the Legislature creates these voting districts.
Although the current voting district maps are widely considered
fair, Massachusetts has a history of gerrymandering. Racial
gerrymandering occurred in the state as recently as 2001 (see Black
Political Task Force v. Galvin, 2004). Many other states have created
independent redistricting commissions so that voting district maps
are created by a commission of private citizens instead of politicians.
What are your thoughts on using an independent redistricting
commission to map out Massachusetts’ voting districts?

I would be very open to this. Having the state legislature design
the voting maps gives those currently elected the power to find
ways to keep their power. These maps have long term effects on
communities, leaving some with representation that no longer meets
the needs of the citizens. Independent commissions can consider
shifts in population and fair districts fallowing for reasonable
representation. Politics and political parties shouldn’t have their
hands on something like this; it’s just too important to for Democracy
to have people represented by people with the communities best
interests at heart.
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Just like our current campaign financing system, it’s a system
that people with wealth and power create to keep them in power.
This is unfair and unjust because it leaves communities without
representation. And these are often the communities that need it
the most!
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Office: U.S. House of Representatives (By District)

Candidate – 3RD District

Background:

Juana B. Matias (D)

Rep. Juana Matias has dedicated her career to serving the communities of the Third District – as
a caseworker, a legal advocate, and, currently, a state representative. The Matias family settled in
Haverhill when Juana was five. Juana’s parents spent nearly 20 years working blue-collar factory jobs,
often at minimum wages, to provide for Juana and her three brothers. They would eventually save
enough to start a small family business and achieve their American Dream. Juana attended Haverhill’s
public schools and worked her way through UMass-Boston and Suffolk Law School before becoming
a child-specific case worker and then a Justice AmeriCorps legal advocate for children in deportation
proceedings. In 2016, she beat a long-term incumbent to become the first Latina immigrant in the
Massachusetts State House. If elected, she would be New England’s first Latina member of Congress.

Question 1:

Answer 1:

What are your top three campaign issues?

As an immigrant, I am a product of the American Dream, and I’m
running to ensure that opportunity remains open for the next
generation. That means fighting attempts to vilify and deport
immigrants, and it means preserving Social Security, Medicare, and
Medicaid so that all Americans can trust in their future.
It also means expanding opportunity, especially for working class
Americans. We must break down barriers to affordable, quality
education, and ensure all students reach their full potential, no
matter their race or income. We must invest in new industries as
well, like green infrastructure, and a commitment to ensuring all
Americans can earn a living wage.
In Congress, I’ll fight to implement Medicare for all, because
everyone deserves access to high-quality, affordable healthcare,
and no family should have to choose between essential health care
and putting food on the table.

Question 2:

Answer 2:

A series of Supreme Court rulings, including Citizens United v.
Federal Elections Commission (2010), struck down state and federal
laws that limited spending on political messages by corporations,
organizations, and individuals. These rulings established that
corporations and organizations have the same First Amendment,
free-speech rights as people and that spending money on
political messages through super PACs is free speech, which the
government cannot limit. This means donors can give as much
money as they want to fund political messages through super PACs.
In 2012, the Massachusetts legislature passed a resolution asking
the U.S. Congress to propose an amendment to the Constitution that
would reverse Citizens United and “restore the First Amendment
and fair elections to the people.” What is your view on the Citizens
United Supreme Court ruling and money in politics in general?

Citizens United has a poisonous effect on our democracy. In
Congress, I will work toward its repeal. Far from a safeguard for free
speech, Citizens United chokes out the voices of most Americans
while allowing the richest among us to control our politics.
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As a working-class woman from Lawrence, I understand well the
financial barriers our political system enforces. All too often, special
interests are able to control campaigns and public policy because
their monetary contributions are so crucial in elections. This is
wrong, and it reinforces centuries of exclusion.
Beyond repealing Citizens United, I also want to introduce public
financing of all elections. Beyond eliminating steep barriers to
participation for candidates without ties to big money, public
financing of elections can increase political participation among the
rest of the population and reinvigorate our democracy.
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Office: U.S. House of Representatives (By District)
Candidate – 3RD District: Juana B. Matias (D)

Question 3:

Answer 3:

In our voting system, when three or more candidates run for an
office, a candidate can win with less than half the votes. One reason
for this is the “spoiler effect.” For example, candidates A and B have
similar ideas and 55% of voters like those ideas. B gets 25% of the
votes and A gets 30%, so candidate C wins with 45%--even though
more than half the voters preferred other ideas. With Ranked Choice
Voting (RCV), you rank candidates in order of preference. If no
candidate gets a majority of first choices, the last place candidate
is eliminated. Voters for that candidate have their second choice
counted instead. The counting continues until one candidate wins a
majority of votes. Several U.S. cities use RCV. Maine adopted it for
state and federal elections in 2016. What’s your opinion on ranked
choice voting (RCV) for elections in Massachusetts?

I support ranked choice voting in Massachusetts. In fact, I co-signed
legislation to allow ranked choice voting in the Commonwealth.

Question 4:

Answer 4:

In 1998 Massachusetts voters approved the Clean Elections
Law, which citizens put on the ballot using the ballot initiative
petition process. This law provided a way for taxpayer money
to finance campaigns for candidates who agreed to accept only
contributions of $100 or less along with strict limits on spending.
The Massachusetts Legislature never approved a budget for this
program, and it repealed this law in 2003. What are your thoughts
about revisiting the idea of publicly-financed campaigns in
Massachusetts?

As I say above, I am fully in favor of publicly funded elections
in Massachusetts. The Clean Elections Law would have been a
positive step – a similar program in New York City, which uses
public funds to match small-dollar donations, has led to increased,
more equitable participation in elections. Still, I want to go farther.
Ideally, I think all elections should be publicly financed, to ensure
that personal wealth and political connections aren’t a prerequisite
to public service and no election is decided by wealthy special
interests.

Question 5:

Answer 5:

Gerrymandering is the act of drawing voting district boundaries
to create a political advantage for a particular party or group.
In Massachusetts the Legislature creates these voting districts.
Although the current voting district maps are widely considered
fair, Massachusetts has a history of gerrymandering. Racial
gerrymandering occurred in the state as recently as 2001 (see Black
Political Task Force v. Galvin, 2004). Many other states have created
independent redistricting commissions so that voting district maps
are created by a commission of private citizens instead of politicians.
What are your thoughts on using an independent redistricting
commission to map out Massachusetts’ voting districts?

Although Massachusetts in recent years has done a good job of
drawing fair districts, we can always do better, and districts drawn
by independent commissions tend to be more competitive. I support
the idea of an independent commission and would move toward
supporting an independent commission proposal that ensures any
commission is representative of the Commonwealth and fair to
every voice in the community.
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My political compass points me toward increased opportunity for
all Americans, especially the working-class. As such, I believe that
our political system should, wherever possible, amplify the voice of
the people. All too often in Massachusetts, campaigns are decided
in low-turnout elections in which no candidate receives a majority
of the vote. Ranked choice voting would diminish this problem
ensuring that voters more often have a meaningful choice in who
represents them. It would increase the vigor and competition
of our elections, which would help voters hold elected officials
accountable.
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Office: U.S. House of Representatives (By District)

Candidate – 4TH District

Background:

Gary J. Rucinski (D)

I have a PhD in physics and have worked in the eastern Massachusetts high tech sector for 35 years,
including 20 years in the defense industry. Today I do software project management at MIT Lincoln
Laboratory. I have been a volunteer with Citizens’ Climate Lobby since 2010 including Northeast Regional
and Massachusetts State coordinator positions. As a CCL volunteer I traveled to Washington nine times
and had about 50 meetings with members of Congress on the issue of climate change.

Question 1:

Answer 1:

What are your top three campaign issues?

Climate change is the biggest threat facing civilization and it is my
highest priority issue. Partisan gerrymandering, voter suppression,
and money in politics present existential threats to our democracy. I
will fight to restore free and fair elections that accurately represent
the will of the voters. Just as burning fossil fuels burdens our
children and future generations with environmental debt, a national
government that operates in deficit year after year leaves our
children and future generations with unimaginable financial debt. I
will fight to balance the budget by restoring progressivity to the tax
code by eliminating deductions for corporate interest payments and
tax breaks that benefit high earners without producing value for our
country.

Question 2:

Answer 2:

A series of Supreme Court rulings, including Citizens United v.
Federal Elections Commission (2010), struck down state and federal
laws that limited spending on political messages by corporations,
organizations, and individuals. These rulings established that
corporations and organizations have the same First Amendment,
free-speech rights as people and that spending money on
political messages through super PACs is free speech, which the
government cannot limit. This means donors can give as much
money as they want to fund political messages through super PACs.
In 2012, the Massachusetts legislature passed a resolution asking
the U.S. Congress to propose an amendment to the Constitution that
would reverse Citizens United and “restore the First Amendment
and fair elections to the people.” What is your view on the Citizens
United Supreme Court ruling and money in politics in general?

I believe Citizens United was wrongly decided and should be
reversed by the constitutional amendment process. I believe our
democracy is at risk when the prime determinate of whether a
candidate is taken seriously is the size of their campaign war chest.
Citizens United should be repealed and we should resume the
search for fair and transparent funding of elections, including more
robust public financing.
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Office: U.S. House of Representatives (By District)
Candidate – 4TH District: Gary J. Rucinski (D)

Question 3:

Answer 3:

In our voting system, when three or more candidates run for an
office, a candidate can win with less than half the votes. One reason
for this is the “spoiler effect.” For example, candidates A and B have
similar ideas and 55% of voters like those ideas. B gets 25% of the
votes and A gets 30%, so candidate C wins with 45%--even though
more than half the voters preferred other ideas. With Ranked Choice
Voting (RCV), you rank candidates in order of preference. If no
candidate gets a majority of first choices, the last place candidate
is eliminated. Voters for that candidate have their second choice
counted instead. The counting continues until one candidate wins a
majority of votes. Several U.S. cities use RCV. Maine adopted it for
state and federal elections in 2016. What’s your opinion on ranked
choice voting (RCV) for elections in Massachusetts?

I support implementation of ranked choice voting. I would like to
see the conversation about ranked choice expanded to include
discussion of multi-representative districts.

Question 4:

Answer 4:

In 1998 Massachusetts voters approved the Clean Elections
Law, which citizens put on the ballot using the ballot initiative
petition process. This law provided a way for taxpayer money
to finance campaigns for candidates who agreed to accept only
contributions of $100 or less along with strict limits on spending.
The Massachusetts Legislature never approved a budget for this
program, and it repealed this law in 2003. What are your thoughts
about revisiting the idea of publicly-financed campaigns in
Massachusetts?

As Justice Brandeis said, the states are the laboratories of
democracy. I support exploration of public financing of elections
in Massachusetts as a way of contributing to the conversation on
possible national policies for the same.

Question 5:

Answer 5:

Gerrymandering is the act of drawing voting district boundaries
to create a political advantage for a particular party or group.
In Massachusetts the Legislature creates these voting districts.
Although the current voting district maps are widely considered
fair, Massachusetts has a history of gerrymandering. Racial
gerrymandering occurred in the state as recently as 2001 (see Black
Political Task Force v. Galvin, 2004). Many other states have created
independent redistricting commissions so that voting district maps
are created by a commission of private citizens instead of politicians.
What are your thoughts on using an independent redistricting
commission to map out Massachusetts’ voting districts?

I support establishment of an independent redistricting commission
to map out Massachusetts’ voting districts. I would like to see
discussion of multi-representative districts and ranked choice voting
included in the debate of establishing legislation in order to arrive at
a robust long term solution to achieving fair elections that reflect the
will of the voters.
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Office: U.S. House of Representatives (By District)

Candidate – 6TH District

Background:

Joseph S. Schneider (R)

My family and I legally immigrated to the United States from communist Romania as political refugees.
Just weeks after becoming an American citizen, I earned an appointment to West Point. I served as
an infantry officer, paratrooper, Ranger and Green Beret in the US Army. I then attended Harvard
Business School and Kennedy School of Government both financed by the GI Bill. Upon graduation I
established a business, grew it and in 12 years sold it to a division of General Motors. Subsequently, I
built an aerospace, defense and security consulting firm that advises defense companies and the US
Government on strategy issues. Because of the reputation I gained as an effective problem solver, I
served on the Board of Directors of several companies. I’m a Father to 3 sons, 2 which are veterans. I
was motivated to run for office when I attended the Unrig the System Conference earlier this year.

Question 1:

Answer 1:

What are your top three campaign issues?

Term limits
Restoring civility to political discourse
Develop solutions based on shared interests and shared values

Question 2:

Answer 2:

A series of Supreme Court rulings, including Citizens United v.
Federal Elections Commission (2010), struck down state and federal
laws that limited spending on political messages by corporations,
organizations, and individuals. These rulings established that
corporations and organizations have the same First Amendment,
free-speech rights as people and that spending money on
political messages through super PACs is free speech, which the
government cannot limit. This means donors can give as much
money as they want to fund political messages through super PACs.
In 2012, the Massachusetts legislature passed a resolution asking
the U.S. Congress to propose an amendment to the Constitution that
would reverse Citizens United and “restore the First Amendment
and fair elections to the people.” What is your view on the Citizens
United Supreme Court ruling and money in politics in general?

Money and politics is a toxic mix, but unavoidable in a free society.
The best way to minimize and control its impact is through having as
much transparency as possible and making political representation
rotational to insure that the political class is far more dynamic.
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Office: U.S. House of Representatives (By District)
Candidate – 6TH District: Joseph S. Schneider (R)

Question 3:

Answer 3:

In our voting system, when three or more candidates run for an
office, a candidate can win with less than half the votes. One reason
for this is the “spoiler effect.” For example, candidates A and B have
similar ideas and 55% of voters like those ideas. B gets 25% of the
votes and A gets 30%, so candidate C wins with 45%--even though
more than half the voters preferred other ideas. With Ranked Choice
Voting (RCV), you rank candidates in order of preference. If no
candidate gets a majority of first choices, the last place candidate
is eliminated. Voters for that candidate have their second choice
counted instead. The counting continues until one candidate wins a
majority of votes. Several U.S. cities use RCV. Maine adopted it for
state and federal elections in 2016. What’s your opinion on ranked
choice voting (RCV) for elections in Massachusetts?

I support reform of the political system which would give voters
greater choice and reduce the duopoly power of the current
political parties. RCV is a very thoughtful idea that should result in
generating candidates that win because they appeal more to the
majority of the voters rather than to the activist extremes of political
parties.

Question 4:

Answer 4:

In 1998 Massachusetts voters approved the Clean Elections
Law, which citizens put on the ballot using the ballot initiative
petition process. This law provided a way for taxpayer money
to finance campaigns for candidates who agreed to accept only
contributions of $100 or less along with strict limits on spending.
The Massachusetts Legislature never approved a budget for this
program, and it repealed this law in 2003. What are your thoughts
about revisiting the idea of publicly-financed campaigns in
Massachusetts?

Agreed, as long as there are firm controls to assure it is not abused.

Question 5:

Answer 5:

Gerrymandering is the act of drawing voting district boundaries
to create a political advantage for a particular party or group.
In Massachusetts the Legislature creates these voting districts.
Although the current voting district maps are widely considered
fair, Massachusetts has a history of gerrymandering. Racial
gerrymandering occurred in the state as recently as 2001 (see Black
Political Task Force v. Galvin, 2004). Many other states have created
independent redistricting commissions so that voting district maps
are created by a commission of private citizens instead of politicians.
What are your thoughts on using an independent redistricting
commission to map out Massachusetts’ voting districts?

This practice received its moniker in the 1820’s. There are egregious
examples of how it biases elections. Term limits and electoral
reforms like RCV are likely to have a greater impact on giving
voters more responsive representation. The problem with systemic
gerrymandering reform is that what could be fair in Massachusetts
may not be applicable in California. But it should be part of the
reform conversation.
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Office: U.S. House of Representatives (By District)

Candidate – 7TH District

Background:

Ayanna S. Pressley (D)

Ayanna Pressley is an advocate, a policy-maker, an activist, and survivor. Elected to the Boston City
Council in 2009, she has dedicated her tenure on the Boston City Council to reducing trauma and
working alongside community to pass policies designed to decrease inequality. She is running for
Congress to continue her advocacy -- to fight for the people of the 7th district, and to boldly advocate for
common-sense policies like Medicare-for-all, public financing of elections, a clean DREAM Act, and many
other solutions to the pressing inequality across the 7th district.

Question 1:

Answer 1:

What are your top three campaign issues?

My motivations for running for Congress are to continue building
upon the work I’ve done on the Boston City Council to address
inequality in all forms, and to fight for creative policy solutions to
address the most pressing issues facing our communities. The 7th
Congressional District is the most diverse in the Massachusetts
delegation, but at the same time is one of the most unequal in
the entire country. From life expectancy to educational attainment
to median income, inequality has grown in this district over the
last twenty years. In Congress, my priorities will remain the same
as they have been throughout my eight years on the Boston
City Council -- to cooperatively govern alongside community
members, stakeholders, and those most impacted by harmful
policies to create, advocate for, and pass legislative solutions
aimed at addressing the inequality that is all too prevalent in the 7th
Congressional District.

Question 2:

Answer 2:

A series of Supreme Court rulings, including Citizens United v.
Federal Elections Commission (2010), struck down state and federal
laws that limited spending on political messages by corporations,
organizations, and individuals. These rulings established that
corporations and organizations have the same First Amendment,
free-speech rights as people and that spending money on
political messages through super PACs is free speech, which the
government cannot limit. This means donors can give as much
money as they want to fund political messages through super PACs.
In 2012, the Massachusetts legislature passed a resolution asking
the U.S. Congress to propose an amendment to the Constitution that
would reverse Citizens United and “restore the First Amendment
and fair elections to the people.” What is your view on the Citizens
United Supreme Court ruling and money in politics in general?

I strongly oppose the Citizens United Supreme Court ruling,
and believe that the influence of money in politics threatens the
functioning of our democracy. Throughout my campaign, I am proud
to have pledged to not accept money from any corporate PACs, and
also pledged not to accept money from any fossil fuel companies,
or their employees. In Congress, I will work to repeal Citizens United
and build a system of public financing guaranteed to ensure equity
in our electoral process.
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Office: U.S. House of Representatives (By District)
Candidate – 7TH District: Ayanna S. Pressley (D)

Question 3:

Answer 3:

In our voting system, when three or more candidates run for an
office, a candidate can win with less than half the votes. One reason
for this is the “spoiler effect.” For example, candidates A and B have
similar ideas and 55% of voters like those ideas. B gets 25% of the
votes and A gets 30%, so candidate C wins with 45%--even though
more than half the voters preferred other ideas. With Ranked Choice
Voting (RCV), you rank candidates in order of preference. If no
candidate gets a majority of first choices, the last place candidate
is eliminated. Voters for that candidate have their second choice
counted instead. The counting continues until one candidate wins a
majority of votes. Several U.S. cities use RCV. Maine adopted it for
state and federal elections in 2016. What’s your opinion on ranked
choice voting (RCV) for elections in Massachusetts?

I support any efforts to improve voter engagement and make our
elected officials more representative of their communities. My focus
is on policies that would expand early voting, remove discriminatory
voter ID laws, and empower more people to take part in elections.

Question 4:

Answer 4:

In 1998 Massachusetts voters approved the Clean Elections
Law, which citizens put on the ballot using the ballot initiative
petition process. This law provided a way for taxpayer money
to finance campaigns for candidates who agreed to accept only
contributions of $100 or less along with strict limits on spending.
The Massachusetts Legislature never approved a budget for this
program, and it repealed this law in 2003. What are your thoughts
about revisiting the idea of publicly-financed campaigns in
Massachusetts?

I strongly support publicly-financed elections in both Massachusetts
and at the Federal level. Reducing the influence of special interests
and corporations is critical to safeguarding the integrity of our
elections.

Question 5:

Answer 5:

Gerrymandering is the act of drawing voting district boundaries
to create a political advantage for a particular party or group.
In Massachusetts the Legislature creates these voting districts.
Although the current voting district maps are widely considered
fair, Massachusetts has a history of gerrymandering. Racial
gerrymandering occurred in the state as recently as 2001 (see Black
Political Task Force v. Galvin, 2004). Many other states have created
independent redistricting commissions so that voting district maps
are created by a commission of private citizens instead of politicians.
What are your thoughts on using an independent redistricting
commission to map out Massachusetts’ voting districts?

I support legislation that would ensure that all states are free of
partisan gerrymandering and that redistricting occurs through
independent commissions.
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Office: U.S. House of Representatives (By District)

Candidate – 9TH District

Background:

Bill Cimbrelo (D)

Cimbrelo immigrated to the US from Argentina with his parents shortly before turning 6 yrs old. He is
bilingual in Spanish and English and holds B.S. in Chemistry from the UMass, Boston.
He designed many industrial pollution control systems, but specialized in closed-looped water
purification and recycling systems that greatly limited or eliminated the discharge of hazardous materials
into POTW.
Today, he runs a family owned home remodeling business and understands the unique challenges of
owning a small business—whether it’s short or long term cash flow, providing employee benefits, or
taxes.
Like many Americans, Bill has experienced his share of hardship in his life— loss of a spouse to terminal
illness, dealing with the rapacious for-profit insurance companies, and bankruptcy. Never one to give up,
Bill has successfully rebuilt his business and enjoys his work in the community.

Question 1:

Answer 1:

What are your top three campaign issues?

Affordable housing, sustainable employment, and healthcare: At
the federal level, I would write legislation that requires that housing
be treated as a human right. A Housing Rights Act would permit
the allocation of funding for the construction of affordable housing
units to accommodate the current scarcity. By this action, it would
also help to address another critical issue – the lack of year-round
sustainable employment. Coupled with a new Clean Water Act and
a Federal Jobs Guarantee, ample job opportunities could be made
available for District constituents. Finally, do to the District’s aging
population, we must have a robust single-payer healthcare system
that also provides mental, vision and dental care. A well-funded
mental health system would also provide critical and timely attention
to address a growing opioid addiction epidemic, while not punishing
chronic pain sufferers.

Question 2:

Answer 2:

A series of Supreme Court rulings, including Citizens United v.
Federal Elections Commission (2010), struck down state and federal
laws that limited spending on political messages by corporations,
organizations, and individuals. These rulings established that
corporations and organizations have the same First Amendment,
free-speech rights as people and that spending money on
political messages through super PACs is free speech, which the
government cannot limit. This means donors can give as much
money as they want to fund political messages through super PACs.
In 2012, the Massachusetts legislature passed a resolution asking
the U.S. Congress to propose an amendment to the Constitution that
would reverse Citizens United and “restore the First Amendment
and fair elections to the people.” What is your view on the Citizens
United Supreme Court ruling and money in politics in general?

Given that even the ERA has failed to get ratified, an amendment
to vacate the CU seems unrealistic. An ideologically right-leaning
SCOTUS makes a repeal even more remote.
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Thanks mainly to CU, the amount of corporate money that has
permeated our politics, corrupted our electoral process, and been
responsible for setting both national and global agendas, is out of
control.
However, a small mandatory tax, calculated and adjusted for
inflation, based on the equivalent of $10 per person/year, would
provide adequate campaign seed money for candidates that agree
to not to accept corporate donations. They would still be free to
solicit or receive individual contributions.
The current US population is 328,000,000. The annual goal is:
328,000,000 X $10 = $3,280,000,000
Current personal tax revenue expected for 2018 is $2.3 trillion.
$3.28 billion / $2.3 trillion X 100 = 0.143%
Tax Cost: $1.43/$1000 of taxes paid/person.
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Office: U.S. House of Representatives (By District)
Candidate – 9TH District: Bill Cimbrelo (D)

Question 3:

Answer 3:

In our voting system, when three or more candidates run for an
office, a candidate can win with less than half the votes. One reason
for this is the “spoiler effect.” For example, candidates A and B have
similar ideas and 55% of voters like those ideas. B gets 25% of the
votes and A gets 30%, so candidate C wins with 45%--even though
more than half the voters preferred other ideas. With Ranked Choice
Voting (RCV), you rank candidates in order of preference. If no
candidate gets a majority of first choices, the last place candidate
is eliminated. Voters for that candidate have their second choice
counted instead. The counting continues until one candidate wins a
majority of votes. Several U.S. cities use RCV. Maine adopted it for
state and federal elections in 2016. What’s your opinion on ranked
choice voting (RCV) for elections in Massachusetts?

I fully support RCV and have stated it publicly and in social media.

Question 4:

Answer 4:

In 1998 Massachusetts voters approved the Clean Elections
Law, which citizens put on the ballot using the ballot initiative
petition process. This law provided a way for taxpayer money
to finance campaigns for candidates who agreed to accept only
contributions of $100 or less along with strict limits on spending.
The Massachusetts Legislature never approved a budget for this
program, and it repealed this law in 2003. What are your thoughts
about revisiting the idea of publicly-financed campaigns in
Massachusetts?

I would support the essence of the bill but I believe the $100 limit is
too low and would also need an allowance for inflation.

Question 5:

Answer 5:

Gerrymandering is the act of drawing voting district boundaries
to create a political advantage for a particular party or group.
In Massachusetts the Legislature creates these voting districts.
Although the current voting district maps are widely considered
fair, Massachusetts has a history of gerrymandering. Racial
gerrymandering occurred in the state as recently as 2001 (see Black
Political Task Force v. Galvin, 2004). Many other states have created
independent redistricting commissions so that voting district maps
are created by a commission of private citizens instead of politicians.
What are your thoughts on using an independent redistricting
commission to map out Massachusetts’ voting districts?

I would fully support independent redistricting of Massachusetts and
all states.
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Office: U.S. Senate

GEOFF DIEHL (R)
JOHN KINGSTON (R)
BETH JOYCE LINDSTROM (R)
ELIZABETH A. WARREN (D)

Note:
CANDIDATES WHO DID NOT PROVIDE A RESPONSE TO OUR
QUESTIONNAIRE ARE LISTED IN GRAY ITALICS.
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Massachusetts Primary Election
Tuesday, Sept. 4th
representbostonma@gmail.com

Ballot Question #1:
Do you approve of a law summarized below, on which no vote was taken by
the Senate or the House of Representatives on or before May 2, 2018?
Summary
This proposed law would limit how many patients could be assigned to each registered nurse in Massachusetts hospitals and certain other
health care facilities. The maximum number of patients per registered nurse would vary by type of unit and level of care, as follows:
• In units with step-down/intermediate care patients: 3 patients per nurse;
• In units with post-anesthesia care or operating room patients:
1 patient under anesthesia per nurse; 2 patients post-anesthesia per nurse;
• In the emergency services department: 1 critical or intensive care patient per nurse (or 2 if the nurse has assessed each patient’s
condition as stable); 2 urgent non-stable patients per nurse; 3 urgent stable patients per nurse; or 5 non-urgent stable patients per nurse;
• In units with maternity patients: (a) active labor patients: 1 patient per nurse; (b) during birth and for up to two hours immediately
postpartum: 1 mother per nurse and 1 baby per nurse; (c) when the condition of the mother and baby are determined to be stable: 1
mother and her baby or babies per nurse; (d) postpartum: 6 patients per nurse; (e) intermediate care or continuing care babies: 2 babies
per nurse; (f) well-babies: 6 babies per nurse;
• In units with pediatric, medical, surgical, telemetry, or observational/outpatient treatment patients, or any other unit: 4 patients per nurse;
and
• In units with psychiatric or rehabilitation patients: 5 patients per nurse.
The proposed law would require a covered facility to comply with the patient assignment limits without reducing its level of nursing, service,
maintenance, clerical, professional, and other staff.
The proposed law would also require every covered facility to develop a written patient acuity tool for each unit to evaluate the condition of
each patient. This tool would be used by nurses in deciding whether patient limits should be lower than the limits of the proposed law at any
given time.
The proposed law would not override any contract in effect on January 1, 2019 that set higher patient limits. The proposed law’s limits would
take effect after any such contract expired.
The state Health Policy Commission would be required to promulgate regulations to implement the proposed law. The Commission could
conduct inspections to ensure compliance with the law. Any facility receiving written notice from the Commission of a complaint or a violation
would be required to submit a written compliance plan to the Commission. The Commission could report violations to the state Attorney
General, who could file suit to obtain a civil penalty of up to $25,000 per violation as well as up to $25,000 for each day a violation continued
after the Commission notified the covered facility of the violation. The Health Policy Commission would be required to establish a toll-free
telephone number for complaints and a website where complaints, compliance plans, and violations would appear.
The proposed law would prohibit discipline or retaliation against any employee for complying with the patient assignment limits of the law.
The proposed law would require every covered facility to post within each unit, patient room, and waiting area a notice explaining the patient
limits and how to report violations. Each day of a facility’s non-compliance with the posting requirement would be punishable by a civil penalty
between $250 and $2,500.
The proposed law’s requirements would be suspended during a state or nationally declared public health emergency.
The proposed law states that, if any of its parts were declared invalid, the other parts would stay in effect. The proposed law would take effect
on January 1, 2019.

A YES VOTE would limit the number of patients that could be
assigned to one registered nurse in hospitals and certain other
health care facilities.
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A NO VOTE would make no change in current laws relative to
patient-to-nurse limits.
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Massachusetts Primary Election
Tuesday, Sept. 4th
representbostonma@gmail.com

Ballot Question #2:
Do you approve of a law summarized below, on which no vote was taken by
the Senate or the House of Representatives on or before May 2, 2018?
Summary
This proposed law would create a citizens commission to consider and recommend potential amendments to the United States Constitution
to establish that corporations do not have the same Constitutional rights as human beings and that campaign contributions and expenditures
may be regulated.
Any resident of Massachusetts who is a United States citizen would be able to apply for appointment to the 15-member commission, and
members would serve without compensation. The Governor, the Secretary of the Commonwealth, the state Attorney General, the Speaker
of the state House of Representatives, and the President of the state Senate would each appoint three members of the commission and,
in making these appointments, would seek to ensure that the commission reflects a range of geographic, political, and demographic
backgrounds.
The commission would be required to research and take testimony, and then issue a report regarding (1) the impact of political spending in
Massachusetts; (2) any limitations on the state’s ability to regulate corporations and other entities in light of Supreme Court decisions that
allow corporations to assert certain constitutional rights; (3) recommendations for constitutional amendments; (4) an analysis of constitutional
amendments introduced to Congress; and (5) recommendations for advancing proposed amendments to the United States Constitution.
The commission would be subject to the state Open Meeting Law and Public Records Law. The commission’s first report would be due
December 31, 2019, and the Secretary of the Commonwealth would be required to deliver the commission’s report to the state Legislature,
the United States Congress, and the President of the United States.
The proposed law states that, if any of its parts were declared invalid, the other parts would stay in effect. The proposed law would take effect
on January 1, 2019.

A YES VOTE would create a citizens commission to advance an
amendment to the United States Constitution to limit the influence
of money in elections and establish that corporations do not have
the same rights as human beings.
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A NO VOTE would not create this commission.
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Massachusetts Primary Election
Tuesday, Sept. 4th
representbostonma@gmail.com

Ballot Question #3:
Do you approve of a law summarized below, which was approved by the
House of Representatives and the Senate on July 7, 2016?
Summary
This law adds gender identity to the list of prohibited grounds for discrimination in places of public accommodation, resort, or amusement.
Such grounds also include race, color, religious creed, national origin, sex, disability, and ancestry. A “place of public accommodation, resort
or amusement” is defined in existing law as any place that is open to and accepts or solicits the patronage of the general public, such as
hotels, stores, restaurants, theaters, sports facilities, and hospitals. “Gender identity” is defined as a person’s sincerely held gender-related
identity, appearance, or behavior, whether or not it is different from that traditionally associated with the person’s physiology or assigned sex
at birth.
This law prohibits discrimination based on gender identity in a person’s admission to or treatment in any place of public accommodation.
The law requires any such place that has separate areas for males and females (such as restrooms) to allow access to and full use of those
areas consistent with a person’s gender identity. The law also prohibits the owner or manager of a place of public accommodation from using
advertising or signage that discriminates on the basis of gender identity.
This law directs the state Commission Against Discrimination to adopt rules or policies and make recommendations to carry out this law.
The law also directs the state Attorney General to issue regulations or guidance on referring for legal action any person who asserts gender
identity for an improper purpose.
The provisions of this law governing access to places of public accommodation are effective as of October 1, 2016. The remaining provisions
are effective as of July 8, 2016.

A YES VOTE would keep in place the current law, which prohibits
discrimination on the basis of gender identity in places of public
accommodation.
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A NO VOTE would repeal this provision of the public
accommodation law.
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