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'This book is dedicated to my parents, Eli and Dorothy Sanders, and to
my entire family—my wife, Jane, my brother, Larry, my children, Levi,
Heather, Carina, and Dave, and their spouses, Raine, Marc, Blake, and
Liza, and my grandchildren, Sunnee, Cole, Ryleigh, Grayson, Ella,
Tess, and Dylan. Their love and support have always sustained me.

'This book is also dedicated to the hundreds of thousands of volun-
teers who worked so hard, in so many ways, to make our campaign a
success. You have made me optimistic about the future of our country.
Don’t give up. The struggle must continue.
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INTRODUCTION

When we began our race for the presidency in April 2015, we were
considered by the political establishment and the media to be a
“fringe” campaign, something not to be taken seriously. After all, [ was a
senator from a small state with very little name recognition. Our campaign
had no money, no political organization, and we were taking on the entire
Democratic Party establishment. And, by the way, we were also running
against the most powerful political operation in the country. The Clinton
machine had won the presidency for Bill Clinton twice and almost won the
Democratic presidential nomination for Hillary Clinton in 2008.

When our campaign finally came to a close in July 2016, it turned out
that the pundits had got it wrong—big-time. We had made history and
run one of the most consequential campaigns in the modern history of the
country—a campaign that would, in a very profound way, change America.

We received more than 13 million votes in primaries and caucuses
throughout the country. We won twenty-two states, more than a few by
landslide proportions. We won 1,846 pledged delegates to the Democratic
Convention, 46 percent of the total.

Importantly, in virtually every state, we won a strong majority of younger
people—the future of America. We won large percentages of the vote from
white, black, Latino, Asian-American, and Native American youth. We set
the agenda for the America of tomorrow.

On April 25, 2016, The Washington Post reported on a poll conducted
by the Harvard Institute of Politics. ““The data, collected by researchers at
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Harvard University, suggest that not only has Sanders’s campaign made for
an unexpectedly competitive Democratic primary, he has also changed
the way millennials think about politics,” said polling director John Della
Volpe. ‘He’s not moving a party to the left. He’s moving a generation to the
left, Della Volpe said of the senator from Vermont. “Whether or not he’s win-
ning or losing, it’s really that he’s impacting the way in which a generation—
the largest generation in the history of America—thinks about politics.””

At a time when political apathy is high, voter turnout is abysmally low,
and millions of Americans are giving up on the political process, our cam-
paign atcracted the energetic support of hundreds of thousands of volun-
teers in every state in the country. We had the largest rallies of the campaign
and, in total, more than 1.4 million people attended our public meetings.

As a result of our victories in a number of states, there are now at least
five new chairs of state Democratic parties who were elected as part of the
political revolution. Further, there are a number of progressive candidates,
energized and supported by our campaign, running for office for everything
from school board to the U.S. Congress—and many of them will win. New
blood. New energy in the political process.

And we showed—in a way that can change politics in America forever—
that you can run a competitive national grassroots campaign without
begging millionaires and billionaires for campaign contributions. We,
proudly, were the only campaign not to have a super PAC. In a manner
unprecedented in American history, we received some 8 million individual
campaign contributions. The average contribution was $27. These donations
came from 2.5 million Americans, the vast majority of whom were low- or
moderate-income people.

During the campaign, we forced discussion on issues the establishment
had swept under the rug for far too long. We brought attention to the
grotesque level of income and wealth inequality in this country and the
importance of breaking up the large banks that brought our economy
to the brink of collapse. We exposed our horrendous trade policies, our bro-
ken criminal justice system, and our people’s lack of access to affordable
health care and higher education. We addressed the global crisis of climate
change, the need for real comprehensive immigration reform, the impor-
tance of developing a foreign policy that values diplomacy over war, and so
much more.

Importantly, the support that we won showed that our ideas were not
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outside of the mainstream. We showed that millions of Americans want a
bold, progressive agenda that takes on the billionaire class and creates a gov-
ernment that works for all of us and not just for big campaign donors.

The widespread and popular support we received for our agenda helped
transform the Democratic Party and forced Secretary Clinton to move her
position closer to ours in a number of areas. She began the campaign as a
supporter of the Trans-Pacific Partnership (TPP) and the Keystone Pipe-
line. She ended up being in opposition to both. As a result of negotiations
berween the two camps after the campaign ended, Secretary Clinton adopted
bold positions on higher education and health care that moved her closer
to what we had advocated.

Our campaign also had a huge impact on the writing of the most pro-
gressive platform, by far, in the history of the Democratic Party. Despite
being in the minority, our supporters ended up shaping much of that plar-
form. Here is some of what the Democratic Party of 2016 stands for:

* A $15-an-hour federal minimum wage, the expansion of Social Se-
curity benefits, and the creation of millions of new jobs that will be
needed to rebuild our crumbling infrastructure.

¢ The breaking up of too-big-to-fail banks and the creation of a twenty-
first-century Glass-Steagall Act.

* 'The closing of loopholes that allow multinational corporations to
avoid federal taxes by stashing their cash in offshore rax havens.

* The combating of climate change by putting a price on carbon and
transforming our energy system away from fossil fuels.

* Major criminal justice reform, including the abolition of the death
penalty, the ending of private prisons, and the establishment of a path
toward the legalization of marijuana.

* 'The passage of comprehensive immigration reform.

¢ The most expansive agenda ever for protecting Native American
rights.

During the fifteen months of the campaign there was one central point
that I made over and over again, and let me repeat it here: This campaign was
never just about electing a president of the United States—as enormously
important as that was. This campaign was about transforming America.
It was about the understanding that real change never takes place from the
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top on down. It always takes place from the bottom on up. It takes place
when ordinary people, by the millions, are prepared to stand up and fight
for justice.

That’s what the history of the trade union movement is about. That’s
what the history of the women’s movement is about. That’s what the his-
tory of the civil rights movement is about. That's what the history of the
gay rights movement is about. That’s what the history of the environmental
movement is about. That’s what any serious movement for justice is about.

That’s what the political revolution is about.

I ended this campaign far more optimistic about the future of our country
than when I began. How could it be otherwise? In fields in California, I spoke
to thousands of working people from every conceivable background who
came together determined to transform our country. They were farmworkers,
environmentalists, gay activists, and students. They know, and I know, that
we are stronger when we stand together and do not allow demagogues to di-
vide us up by race, gender, sexual orientation, or where we were born.

In Portland, Maine, on a cold day, my staff watched people wait outside
on long lines for hours, determined to cast their votes at the caucus there. In
Arizona, it took some people five hours to cast a vote—but they stayed and
voted. All across this country, people are fighting back to create the vibrant
democracy that we desperately need and to stop our drift toward oligarchy.

In New York City, I walked the picket line with striking workers at
Verizon who were determined not to see the company cut benefits and out-
source jobs. They stood up against outrageous corporate greed. They stood
together as a proud union. And they won.

In Washington, D.C., I marched with low-wage workers who told the
world that they cannot survive on the starvation minimum wage that cur-
rently exists. That we need to raise the minimum wage to a living wage. Their
message and their fight is reverberating all across the country.

This book describes the history-making campaign that we ran. But more
important, it looks to the future. It lays out a new path for America based
on principles of economic, social, racial, and environmental justice. On be-
half of our children and grandchildren, it is a path that must be followed
and a fight that must be won.

The struggle continues.

PART

ONE

Running for President



ONE

HOW DO WE TURN OUT
THE WAY WE DO?

BROOKLYN

Igrew up in a three-and-a-half-room rent-controlled apartment. My
older brother, Larry, and I spent years sleeping on couches in the living
room. During the 2016 New York State primary, in order to remind New
Yorkers that I had grown up in Brooklyn, we held a rally on the street where
[ was raised, East Twenty-sixth Street. Fifty-six years after I left, I had a
chance to visit the apartment where I spent my first eighteen years. Some-
how, it had shrunk. God, it was small. The kitchen/dining room was tiny.
[t was hard to imagine our family of four having dinner there every night
together. And the whole building looked dingier than I remembered. And
so many apartments on one floor.

One of my first memories was being on the sidewalk outside of the apart-
ment house where we lived on Kings Highway in the Flatbush section of
Brooklyn. There was a military parade. It was the end of World War II. I was
four years old.

That war, Hitler, and the Holocaust surely played a major role in shap-
ing the direction of my life. I remember the photos of my father’s family in
Poland—killed by the Nazis. I remember a telephone call in the middle of
the night, which never happened in our apartment, telling my father the
good news that a cousin of his was still alive and in a displaced persons
camp. | remember crying whenever I saw photos in a book about the de-
struction of the Jews. I remember seeing people in the neighborhood
with tattooed numbers on their arms—survivors of concentration camps.
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I remember the excitement in the
community at the establishment
of the State of Israel in 1948.

No question about it. Being
Jewish. The loss of family, includ-
ing children my own age, in the
Holocaust. The rise to power of a
right-wing lunatic in a free elec-
tion in Germany. A war that
killed 50 million people, includ-
ing more than one-third of all
Jews on the planet. All of this had

Monm, Larry, and me. I'm the little guy.

an indelible impact upon my life
and thinking,

My brother, Larry, six years older than me, introduced me to poli-
tics and a whole lot else. He has played an enormously important role
in my life, and I am forever grateful for his love, counsel, and overall wis-
dom. For the last fifty years he has lived in Oxford, England, where he
raised his family and worked as a social worker. Ten years ago he was
elected to the Oxfordshire County Council as a candidate of the Green
Party, and he was reelected for a second term. He is now active in efforts to
maintain a strong National Health Service system in the UK.

My mother taught Larry how to read when he was very young, and he
has been a voracious reader for his entire life. Larry first read to me when
I was four or five. We would stay in bed late on Saturday mornings going
through stacks of comic books. When we were kids he was my mentor and,
as older brothers occasionally are, my tormentor. He was very smart, always
knew the answers that I didn’t—and he let me know it.

Being an older brother is not easy. Occasionally, when you want to go
out and spend time with your friends, you have to take care of your kid
brother and drag him along. Not fun. On Saturdays, if my parents were
away, Larry would also have to prepare lunch for me. I thought his cook-
ing was great. His spaghetti with ketchup and his My-T-Fine chocolate
pudding were outstanding.

My parents were not much into reading books, and there were few of
them in the house. While we borrowed books from the local library, it was
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Larry who first brought books
into our home and onto a book-
shelf. More important, it was
Larry who helped me understand
what some of those books were
about. He was a good teacher, and
opened my eyes to so much.

While my parents were not
particularly political, they always
voted Democratic, as did virtually
the entire Jewish neighborhood
in which we lived. Larry brought
politics into the house when, as
a student at Brooklyn College, he
joined the Young Democrats and
campaigned for Adlai Stevenson
in 1956.

During my presidential cam-
paign I was delighted that Larry
and his wife, Janet, and son, Jacob,
were able to join me at some of
our events. | was even prouder
when, as a delegate from Demo-
crats Abroad at the Democratic
Convention, he cast, with tears
in his eyes, his one vote for my
nomination.

Was my family “poor”? No.
Did we (as the economists say)
have much discretionary income?
Absolutely not.

My dad was a paint salesman
with the Keystone Paint and Var-
nish Company. He came to this
country from Poland at the age of
seventeen withour a nickel in his

My older brother, Larry, and me.

Larry and me at the Democratic
Convention.



10 OUR REVOLUTION

pocket. He was always employed and made enough money to provide for
his wife, Dorothy, and his two sons, but not much more than that.

Money (or more appropriately, lack of money) was always a point of con-
tention in the house. There were arguments and more arguments between
my parents. Painful arguments. Bitter arguments. Arguments that seared
through a little boy’s brain, never to be forgotten.

“Bernard. Go out and get some groceries. Here’s what we need. Here’s the
list,” my mother said. And, dutiful son of twelve, I went out and bought
the groceries. But I went to the wrong store. I went to the small shop a few
blocks away, rather than the Waldbaum’s grocery store on Nostrand Ave-
nue. [ paid more than I should have. When I returned and my mother real-
ized what I had done, the screaming was horrible. Money was hard to come
by. Not to be wasted.

When I was thirteen, I wanted a leather jacket. It was the fashion. Every-
one had one and I was tired of my brothet’s hand-me-down coat. “Okay,”
said Mom. “Let’s get you a leather jacket.” This became the shopping
trip from hell. It’s probably why sixty-two years later—ask my wife if 'm
lying—TI still hate shopping and why I want to escape if I am in a depare-
ment store for more than a half hour.

On that day my mother took me to at least a dozen stores in search of
the lowest price on a leather jacket. We started off at several stores at the
Kings Highway shopping district. Then we got on the subway to the large
department stores in downtown Brooklyn and Manhattan. There was no
leather jacker in New York City that I didn’t try on.

Well, you guessed it: We ended up buying the jacket from the first store
we had visited on Kings Highway much eatlier in the day. It’s funny to think
about that now. It wasn’t funny then.

How much money your family had determined the quality of your base-
ball glove, which brand of sneakers you wore, and what kind of car your
father drove. It also, of course, determined whether you lived in a rent-
controlled apartment house (as most of my friends did) or a “private house.”
Not until I was much older did I learn that most people did not refer to the
average house on a street as a “private house.” But that distinction was very
clear where I lived. Those of us who lived in apartment houses were working
class and those who lived in “private houses” were middle class. It was one
of the early class distinctions that I remember.

I spent much of my childhood playing out on the street or in school-
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yards. The street was our world,
and we never left home without
a pink Spalding rubber ball.
Unlike today, there was no adult
supervision. None at all. We or-
ganized all the games by our-
selves.

We played hour after hour after
hour. On the street we played

hide-and-seek, punchball, hockey,
two-hand touch football, and
stickball—with time-outs when
cars passed by and strict rules as
to what happened when the ball
got stuck under a parked car. We

pitched marbles into sewer grates.
If your marble went down the

With my brother and father.

hole in the middle, you got ten
marbles back.

We played wall ball against the sides of the buildings. We played box
ball on the sidewalk, curb ball against the curbs, and stoopball against
the stoops. We played regular handball and Chinese handball. We
flipped baseball cards. We raced. In the school yard of PS 197, where 1
went to elementary school a few blocks from where I lived, we played
softball and basketball until we were so tired we could barely drag
ourselves home. For nourishment, we chipped in to buy a large bottle of
soda.

What I learned playing on the streets and playgrounds of Brooklyn was
not just how to become a decent ballplayer and athlete. I learned a profound
lesson about democracy and self-rule. From playing punchball and stick-
ball? Yes.

There were no adults on the streets or playgrounds where we spent much
of our lives. Nobody supervised us. Nobody coached us. Nobody refereed
our games. We were on our own. Everything was organized and determined
by the kids themselves. The group worked out our disagreements, made all
the decisions, and learned to live with them.

“What game should we play? . . . Hey. That’s a great idea, let’s do it.”
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“Can I borrow your baseball glove? . .. Who brought the bat and
ball? . .. Was he safe or was he out? . . . Was the ball foul or was it fair?”

"There was no debate about who played on which side. Everyone knew
who was the best, second-best, and third-best basketball player when we
chose up teams. That’s the way it was.

In three-man basketball, the team that lost went to the sidelines and a
new team replaced them to challenge the winners. Those were the rules.

And it all worked out.

It was, as I think about it now, an amazingly democratic and self-
sustaining community which raught me lessons about working with people
that I've never forgotten.

The other thing I've never forgotten was the relationship that the kids
on the block, and the entire community, had with the Brooklyn Dodgers.
Sometimes, as I travel about, I am asked which baseball team I rooted for
when I was growing up. Are you kidding? There was only one team. And
they were family.

Gil Hodges at first, Jackie Robinson or Junior Gilliam at second, Pee
Wee Reese (my favorite player) at shortstop, Billy Cox at third, Gene
Hermanski in left field, the Duke in center, Carl Furillo in right, Roy
Campanella behind the plate. On the mound we had Preacher Roe, Don
Newcombe, Carl Erskine, Johnny Podres, Clem Labine, Joe Black, Sandy
Koufax—among many others. Those names are indelibly planted on my
mind. Sixty years have come and gone, and I remember those mythical fig-
ures like it was yesterday.

It would have been unthinkable for anyone on the block not to know
the names of the players, their batting averages, and the win-loss record of
the pitchers. We knew who they were playing on a given day, where they
were playing, who was pitching, and how many games out of first place
they might be. We also knew as much information about their personal
lives as the baseball cards we flipped and traded provided. Most of our
contact with the Dodgers came through the radio and TV play-by-play
commentary of Red Barber and Vin Scully, who were as familiar to us as
the players.

Ebbets Field, where the Dodgers played, was a half-hour subway ride
away, and we would go to the ball games a few Saturdays or Sundays a sea-
son, sometimes for a doubleheader. Usually, we got the 60-cent bleacher
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scats, sometimes the $1.25 seats way up the first-base line. On occasion, we
would wait outside the players” entrance to get autographs. I still remember
sceing a tired Jackie Robinson walking out of the ballpark.

'The Dodgers brought joy and despair to our world. What kid who grew
up in Brooklyn does not still remember the end of the 1951 season, and the
collapse of the Dodgers, who gave up a thirteen-game lead to the hated New
York Giants. And then the playoffs. And Ralph Branca. And Bobby Thom-
son’s home run, the shot heard round the world.

But better times came in 1955. Finally, finally, the Dodgers beat the
Yankees and won the World Series. Johnny Podres the hero. Mass hysteria
in Brooklyn.

You do not have to be a sociologist to understand the impact that the
Dodgers had on the people of Brooklyn, race relations, and our sense of
community. As kids we all knew, of course, that Jackie Robinson, Don New-
combe, and Roy Campanella were black. But what was far more important
to us was that they were great ballplayers. We were not bleeding-heart lib-
crals. We just wanted the Dodgers to win. Of course they were part of our
family.

There was a saying that went around Brooklyn during the time that the
Dodgers were about to leave for Los Angeles. It went like this: The three
worst people in modern history were Adolf Hitler, Joseph Stalin, and
Walter O’Malley, but not necessarily in that order. The departure of the
Dodgers, orchestrated by O’Malley, the team owner, was devastating to
the borough and to the city. It left a gaping hole.

Frankly, as a nonpolitical teenager, I found it very difficult to under-
stand how the Dodgers could be moved. This team was the Brooklyn Dodg-
ers. You know—Ilike the Brooklyn Bridge. Like Brooklyn College. Like the
borough of Brooklyn. How could you take something away that was an
essential part of the life of the people and that meant so much to them?
O’Malley’s devastating decision to rip the Dodgers out of Brooklyn in order
to pursue greater profits on the West Coast was, I suspect, one of my first
observations regarding the deficiencies of capitalism.

But my childhood experiences were not just on the streets of Brooklyn.

I will never forget one summer when I was thirteen years old and my
parents sent me to the Ten Mile River Scout Camp in Narrowsburg, New
York. It was an inexpensive way for kids to get out of the city during the
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summer. My first summer at the camp was supposed to be four weeks. I
came home after two. I was homesick. The next year I was supposed to
be there two weeks. I stayed four. I had a great time. The last time I went I
stayed for six weeks and cried when I had to come back to the city.

Asakid, I had been in the Cub Scouts, where my mom was a den mother,
and later was part of Troop 356 in the Boy Scouts. Our troop went on oc-
casional hikes and cookouts, but it was nothing like summer camp.

Boy Scout camp was an extraordinary experience for me. For the first
time in my life [ was exposed to the outdoors and a rural way of life: living in
a lean-to without a front door, spending nights in a sleeping bag on a straw-
filled “mattress,” hiking, camping, observing beautiful starry nights for the
first time in my life, learning about Indian lore, swimming in the lake, canoe-
ing, having communal meals in a giant mess hall, singing folk songs.

One day, my bunkmate and I were sitting on our beds reading comic
books. A rather large black snake slithered across the upper bunk bed on
my friend’s side of the cabin. The snake was heading down toward his shoul-
der. We ran like hell.

Quite the experience for a boy from Brooklyn.

Going to Boy Scout camp changed my life. It turned out that I really
liked country living, and I never
forgot that. I doubt very much
that I would have ended up in
Vermont, one of the most rural
states in the country, if I hadn't
gone to Scout camp.

High school for me, James
Madison High School, was not as
much fun as my days in elemen-
tary school. The school was much
larger and, unlike PS 197, where I
had known almost all the kids for
my whole life, there were a lot of
new faces. I was a good student

in high school, bur not a great
one. The social studies interested

My yearbook picture at James Madison
High School. me more than math and science.
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[ ran for senior class president. I remember pacing up and down the bed-
room floor as I worked with my mother on the speech I was going to give
in the school auditorium. My main campaign platform called for the
high school to adopt a South Korean war orphan. I lost that election.

‘The fellow who won, however, eventually took my idea: Our school “adopred”

thar child.

One of the first great disappointments in my young life was not making
the James Madison High School basketball team, consistently one of the
better teams in the city, under the legendary leadership of its longtime
coach, Jamie Moskowitz.

How happy I was to have made the junior varsity team in my freshman
year. I came home with a beautiful uniform, number 10. If truth be told, I
cven slept in that silky uniform. Bur then disaster struck. At a practice
carly in the season [ was told by the coach that I was cut. No junior varsity
team, no varsity team in the future, no beautiful uniform. A crushing
experience.

[ don’t remember exactly why, but I then went out for the track and
cross-country teams. As a kid, I always had good endurance and could run
forever. Track and cross-country were not as sexy as basketball. No large
crowds at the meets, not as much attention. But it turned out to be an

Running track in high school.
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exciting and meaningful experience for me. I enjoyed it very much and was
pretty good at it.

There were long subway rides from Brooklyn to Van Cortlandt Park in
the Bronx for the cross-country events. There were the many hundreds of
runners at the starting line and, then, after the starter’s gun went off, the
mad dash into the woods for the two-and-a-half-mile run. There was the
smell of the fall leaves on the ground through the deep breaths of a body
pushing hard. There was the final kick down the long straightaway to the
finish line, passing runners who were even more tired than me. Great expe-
riences that I have never forgotten.

[ was a good runner, not just in cross-country but in the mile and half-
mile events. I ran the mile in 4:37, fast enough for third place in the New
York City indoor mile championship. I also won a number of borough and
local meets. Running track and cross-country turned out to be important
to my life. Training hard, not quitting even when you were dead tired, gave
me a discipline that has stayed with me for the rest of my life.

CHICAGO

It was around midnight at LaGuardia Airport. I was nineteen years of
age and on my very first plane trip, taking the cheapest flight available to
Chicago. I said goodbye to my dad. Scared and apprehensive, I was leaving
home and heading to the University of Chicago.

My mother had died a few months before. I wanted out of Brooklyn
and Brooklyn College, where I had attended my freshman year. I had a
friend who was already at the university, so I applied and was accepred.
The school apparently had some slots to fill in their sophomore class, even
for a student who was below their quite high academic standards. The plane
landed at three a.M. and I made my way from Midway Airport to the Hyde
Park neighborhood on Chicago’s South Side.

Attending the University of Chicago was an eye-opening experience for
me. It changed my life and, for better or worse, helped shape me into the
person I am today. But it was also a very difficult time.

My dad had dropped out of school at the age of sixteen in Poland. Having
lived through the Depression, he worried a lot about money and making a
living. He preferred that I not go to college, but get a steady job after high
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school. My mother was a housewife who graduated high school in New York
City, but never went further in her education. Most of our friends and
neighbors were from a similar background.

At the University of Chicago, most of my fellow students were children
of college graduates. Their parents were successful professionals or business-
people. I felt very out of place, and a bit over my head. At times it was quite
lonely.

While I struggled personally, the University of Chicago opened up op-
portunities for me that I had never experienced before. I enjoyed many of
my teachers, but my intellectual interests were taking me outside of the class-
room and into subject matters that were not necessarily part of the curricu-
lum. In Harper Library, the university had one of the great libraries in the
country. I spent a lot of time there—deep down in “the stacks.”

While I was often unprepared for class and exams, and earning rather
unspectacular grades, I was reading up on all kinds of subjects. I studied
history, sociology, psychology, economics, and politics. I read about aspects
of American history and life that I had never been exposed to before. 1
learned that America was not always “the land of the free and the home of
the brave” and that our country was not always on the right side of history.
[ also read many biographies.

[ was blown away by the number of magazines and periodicals there were
in the large and beautiful reading room on campus. Who knew that so many
publications existed? And on every conceivable subject, and from all over
the world! I would often come to the reading room intending to study for
a classroom assignment but end up spending the evening absorbed in one
magazine or another in the Periodical Room. It was there that I was first
exposed to The Nation, Monthly Review, The Progressive magazine, and other
progressive publications. My political views were developing.

I also began to read critically. When I was in high school, if you wanted
to win an argument, it was enough to point out that “it said so in the news-
paper.” Well, I was learning, to my amazement, that different publications
had different points of view, and that what appeared in a newspaper was not
necessarily true.

But I was not only reading. I was running. During my first year at the
university, I went out for the cross-country and track teams and did pretty
well. While the University of Chicago was by no means a big-time athletic
school, its facilities were far superior to anything that I had ever seen. There
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were beautiful indoor and outdoor tracks, and I was amazed that you could
throw your sweaty track clothes into a hamper and they would be returned
to you all cleaned and folded the next day. While on the track team, I ran the
half-mile in under two minutes, my best performance ever.

Ironically, while I took interesting classes and spent long hours buried
in the library stacks on campus, much of my learning during my years in
Chicago took place off campus—through organizations that I joined and
activities in which I participated. While at the university, [ became a mem-
ber of the Young People’s Socialist League (YPSL), the Student Peace Union
(SPU), and the Congress of Racial Equality (CORE).

Through these organizations, I learned to look at politics in a new
way. It wasn’t just that racism, war, poverty, and other social evils must be
opposed. It was that there was a cause-and-effect dynamic and an intercon-
nectedness berween all aspects of society. Things didn’t just happen by
accident. There was a relationship between wealth, power, and the perpet-
uation of capitalism.

How did the general population get the information they needed to make
political decisions? Well, the media was controlled by large corporations.
How did politicians get elected? Well, big-money interests played a role in
that as well. Who benefited from low wages and poor working conditions?
Wias racism just about irrational prejudice or was there an economic benefit
in keeping the races divided? Who made the decision to go into a particular
war, and who profited from that war? Was the good life really about earning
more and more money so that we could consume more and more products?

During that period, I met some great people, including community
activists who were involved in civil rights, labor, and peace issues. [ even
got involved in my first political campaign, working, successfully, for the
reelection of alderman Leon Despres, an independent member of the
Chicago City Council who was opposed by Mayor Daley’s Democratic
organization. In that campaign I got a glimpse of what a powerful political
machine, one based on patronage, could do. At that time I also got a part-
time job with a union headquartered in Chicago, the United Packinghouse
Workers of America.

The early 1960s, when I was at the University of Chicago, were turbu-
lent years for the civil rights movement. People my age in organizations like
the Student Nonviolent Coordinating Committee (SNCC) were being ar-
rested and getting their heads broken in Mississippi, Alabama, and through-
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‘The photograph of me that drew so much attention during the campaign.

out the South as they struggled for desegregation and voting rights. I joined
the CORE chapter on campus, and eventually became vice president. A
fellow student, Bruce Rappaport, was the president.

While providing a bit of financial support for the civil rights movement
in the South, our chapter of CORE began to focus on racism in Chicago.
‘The University of Chicago was and is located in a largely African-American
community. It turned out that the university was a major landlord in the
area, and it also turned out that the university owned segregated housing.

Our CORE chapter sent white couples and black couples into the
university-owned housing, pretending to be looking for an apartment to
rent. A black couple would find that there were just no apartments avail-
able. A few hours later, a white couple would find a choice of apartments in
the same building. After unsuccessful negotiations with the university to
desegregate their housing, our CORE chapter staged a sit-in demonstration
in the administration building. It was one of the first student civil rights
sit-ins in the North.

During that same period, working with a citywide organization, I
got arrested during a demonstration to desegregate the Chicago public
school system—a struggle that went on for years and later involved
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Dr. Martin Luther King Jr. The Chicago schools were bad in general; they
were worse in the black neighborhoods. Instead of allowing black children
in overcrowded schools to go to white ones, the school department estab-
lished mobile classrooms to perpetuate the segregation. Hundreds of
Chicagoans protested. During our demonstration, the police demarcated
a line that couldn’t be crossed. If you crossed that line, you would be
arrested. Several of us crossed that line, and we were thrown into paddy
wagons. I spent the night in jail. In the morning we were bailed out by the
NAACP.

As part of my civil rights activities, I was also involved in a movement
to protest police brutality. In that capacity, I made an unwelcome acquain-
tance with the Chicago Police Department when some local police followed
me in their squad car and took down leaflets I had been posting announc-
ing a public meeting on police violence. They referred to me, in language
that became familiar during that period, as an “outside agitator.” A few years
later, during the Democratic Convention of 1968, the entire world saw the
Chicago police in action during the infamous police riots. Their brutality
didn’t surprise me.

In August 1963, a number of my fellow University of Chicago students
and I took a long bus ride to participate in the March on Washington
for Jobs and Freedom, led by Dr. Martin Luther King Jr. For me, it was
an unforgettable experience, led by one of the great leaders in the history of
our country.

Dr. Martin Luther King Jr. was a man of enormous courage who fol-
lowed the path that his conscience and intelligence dictated. Yes, he was
an important civil rights leader who, against enormous obstacles, helped
desegregate the South and pass the Voting Rights Act of 1965. But, incred-
ibly, he was more than that. He understood that if real justice in this country
was to be established, for people of every race, we had to create an economy
that worked for all and not just the few. As he often reminded the coun-
try, desegregating a restaurant meant nothing if a black worker didn’t have
the money to pay for the meal being served.

Against very strong opposition from his financial backers and “liberal”
supporters, King spoke out against the war in Vietnam. How could he be
consistent in his belief in nonviolence if he didn’t oppose that war and its
horrific brutality? How could he continue his demand for a change in na-
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tional priorities if he didn’t speak out against a bloated military budget while
the poor were going hungry and the sick were without health care?

King, taking on the entire establishment, plunged ahead into uncharted
territory and media hostility. He demanded that the issues of poverty and
income and wealth inequality be addressed. He refused to be just a great
black civil rights leader. Instead, he became a great American leader who
was black. Let us not forget: King was assassinated not in a “civil rights”
demonstration, but in the fight for decent wages and working conditions
for garbage collectors in Memphis, Tennessee. At the time of his death he
was also organizing a Poor People’s March on Washington for people of all
races.

Standing on the National Mall on August 28, 1963, with hundreds of
thousands of others, was a day that I will never forget. King’s “I Have a Dream”
speech still rings in my mind. His life’s work continues to inspire me.

In June 1964, I married a classmate of mine at the University of Chicago,
Deborah Shiling. My father had died the previous year and left my brother
and me a bit of money. Deborah and I bought eighty-five acres of wood-
land in Middlesex, Vermont, for $2,500. We worked hard to convert an
old maple sugar house on the property to a livable cabin. There was no
clectricity or running water, but we did build a nice outhouse. We bathed
in a cold stream in the middle of the woods. Really cold!

After our graduation from the University of Chicago, Deborah and I
traveled to England, Greece, and Israel. In England, we visited Summer-
hill, the radical school started by A. S. Neill back in 1921. Summerhill was
based on the very democratic and sane principle that the school should serve
the needs of the children, not the other way around. To as great a degree as
possible, children learned what they wanted and how they wanted, and had
a democratic voice in how the school was run. Neill’s belief, way ahead of
its time, was that we must keep children’s intellectual and emotional spirits
alive, not crush them as so many schools did.

In Greece, we spent time in Athens, where we did the tourist thing and
were thrilled by the Parthenon, other ancient monuments, and Greek food.
Having read some of Nikos Kazantzakis’s novels, we also took a trip to Crete,
where, in the rural areas, we observed a way of life that seemed unchanged
from a century before.

In Israel, we spent time working on several kibbutzim. It was a unique
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experience and a very different type of culture than I was used to. I en-
joyed picking grapefruits, netting fish on the “fish farm,” and doing other
agricultural work. Mostly, however, it was the structure of the community
that impressed me. People there were living their democratic values. The
kibbutz was owned by the people who lived there, the “bosses” were elected
by the workers, and the overall decisions for the community were made
democratically. I recall being impressed by how young-looking and alive the
older people there were. Democracy, it seemed, was good for one’s health.

VERMONT

In 1968, I moved to Vermont, more or less full-time. Deborah and I had
divorced and I was then living with Susan Mott. We had met when we were
both working at a Head Start program in New York City. On March 21,
1969, Levi Noah Sanders, our son, was born in St. Johnsbury, Vermont.

One of the more interesting jobs that I had during that period was doing
research at the State of Vermont Tax Department in the waning days of
the administration of Governor Phil Hoff. This was my introduction to tax
policy. Hoff had been the first Democratic governor elected in Vermont in
a hundred years. He was also one of the most progressive elected officials in
the country. Years later, I had the privilege of getting to know Phil and his
wife, Joan, quite well.

During those years, I worked as a journalist for several Vermont papers.
In the St. Albans area of northern Vermont I wrote for a weekly newspaper
and learned a lot by simply going out, stopping people, and doing “man on
the street” interviews. I found thar the views of ordinary people, for better
or worse, did not necessarily jibe with those of the establishment. I was sur-
prised by the kind of support that George Wallace was generating.

During that period, I also became part of the construction crew for John
Rogers of Barre, Vermont. John, whose family was part Native American
and went back generations in Vermont, was an excellent carpenter and
builder. He taught me a lot about building homes and farm silos. He also
exposed me to the Vermont way of life, something I was just beginning to
absorb.

Not only was John knowledgeable about construction matters, but he
also knew every inch of central Vermont. Like most Vermonters, he loved
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the outdoors. In the warm weather he and his family explored the area in
cars, trucks, and on motorcycles. In the winter, they were out on snowmo-
biles. Years later, I had the opportunity of seeing the incredible winter
beauty of Vermont by traveling through forests on a snowmobile.

John and I grew up in very different worlds. That resulted in great dis-
cussions in his truck as we traveled to work sites.

In 1969, Susan, Levi, and I lived in a small house we had bought in the
town of Stannard, Vermont. Stannard, with a population of fewer than two
hundred people, is located in Vermont’s Northeast Kingdom, one of the
poorest, most rugged and beautiful parts of the state. There are no stores,
no schools, no post offices, no paved roads in Stannard—and in the winter
the main dirt road going over the mountain to Lyndonville is closed because
ol snow and ice.

[ learned a lot living in Stannard. I learned about the beauty of walking
on quiet dirt roads, seeing deer in the fields, and finding paths that led to
the remains of old farmhouses that had not been occupied for decades. 1
lcarned about the friendships established when you live in an isolated
community—five miles from the nearest store or gas station. People need

IHanging out at the University of Vermont library in the seventies.
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people, and that developed a different type of community than I had pre-
viously known.

I'learned about surviving in cold weather and trying to keep our baby
warm when the temperature was twenty below zero and the cold air leaked
in through poorly insulated walls. I learned very quickly why people put
plastic over their windows. Not pretty, but it keeps the cold air out. I learned
about getting by when the pipes freeze and you have no running water,
and how you have to haul large plastic water jugs so that you can stay clean,
wash the dishes, and flush the toilet. I learned about starting a car after a
cold, cold night when the tires were actually frozen to the ground.

One day, I was visiting a neighbor who was the town’s road commis-
sioner, the guy responsible for plowing the roads after it snowed. This was
no minor position. If the roads were not open, people couldn’® get to work,
reach a doctor, go to school. My eyes nearly popped out of my head when
I'saw him put a car battery into the stove in his kitchen. Was he totally crazy?
Not really. The pilot light in the oven kept the battery warm overnight,
which enabled him to start up the town plow in the morning, no matter
what the weather had been.

TWO

MY POLITICAL LIFE IN VERMONT

w[ think it’s fair to say that my political life has taken a very different path
A trom that of any other member of Congress. It’s not just that I am the
longest-serving Independent in its history. It’s not just that my first visits to
Washington, D.C., were all for civil rights and antiwar demonstrations. It’s
not just that I was never inside the Capitol until after I ran for Congress.

[t’s that [ started way, way outside of establishment politics.

Jim Rader is my oldest friend. I have known him since my days at the
University of Chicago, and we renewed our acquaintance after Chicago
when we bumped into each other at a meeting in Vermont in the late
sixties.

In late 1971, Jim mentioned to me that he was going to a meeting of
the Liberty Union Party, a small third party in Vermont. Winston Prouty,
Vermont's U.S. senator, had died in September and a special election was
being held to elect his successor. Robert Stafford, Vermont’s lone congressman
at the time, was giving up his position in the House to run for Prouty’s
scat—which meant that there were two seats up for grabs. “Would you be
interested in going to the meeting?” Jim asked. “The party will be discuss-
ing the issues to be covered in the campaign and will nominate its candi-
dates.” “Why not,” I answered. A fateful decision.

‘The Liberty Union meeting was held in a room at Goddard College in
central Vermont. By definition, the forty or fifty people there were opin-
ionated. There was a lot of discussion. Not being shy, I added my two cents’
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worth. I recall talking about economics, education, the war in Vietnam, and
a few other subjects.

Ata certain point in the meeting, nominations were in order. Who would
be the Liberty Union candidates for the U.S. Senate and for the U.S. House?
There were not a whole lot of takers. Doris Lake, one of the founders of the
party with her husband, Peter Diamondstone, was nominated for the House.
And / was nominated for the Senate. Yes, the Senate! Welcome to grass-
roots politics. Welcome to Vermont politics.

Needless to say, my campaign had no money, no organization, and very
few in the party had the vaguest idea of how to run for office. But we did
the best we could with what we had, and we learned as we went along.
Among other issues, our campaign focused on economic justice, opposition
to the war in Vietnam, and women’s rights.

As I think back, I realize that my campaign was not only a great learn-
ing experience and a lot of fun, bur it laid the foundation for everything
I have done politically since. During that campaign I did as much research
as I could into the major issues facing the country, something I very much
enjoyed doing, and spoke my mind about them. I didn’t worry about who
[ offended. I didn’t worry about how I looked. (A few years ago, | was named
by some publication as the worst-dressed member of the U.S. Senare. Trust
me. Compared with how I looked then, I am Mr. GQ today.)

Vermont is a small state. But there were radio stations and newspa-
pers prepared to do interviews in most of the larger towns, and we took
advantage of every opportunity we could find to get the word out. I
remember the first radio interview I did. It was on WVMT in Colchester,
one of the largest stations in the state. The interviewer was Jack Barry,
a well-known fixture of Vermont media. And I was nervous, very ner-
vous.

The people who listened to that show may or may not have agreed with
what I said, but what they probably remember was a constant thumping
sound on their radios. I was so nervous that my knee kept shaking and bang-
ing up against the table. The sound engineer kept waving his arms for me
to stop, but there it was. My first radio interview—zhump, thump, thump.

As the campaign proceeded, I did better and became more focused. It
was difficult at the beginning, but I became more and more comfortable
standing on street corners handing out literature. I discovered that I liked
ralking to strangers about politics.
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I'also did reasonably well in the debates. I was running against Repub-
lican congressman Robert Stafford, the odds-on favorite to win. It may be
hard to believe now, given the complexion of contemporary Vermont poli-
tics, but in 1971 no Democrat had ever been elected to the United States
Senate. Randy Major, a state representative, was giving it a try.

During that campaign I got my first personal glimpse of the nature of
the media’s political coverage. Randy, a very strong underdog in that race,
came up with an imaginative way to capture attention. It was winter in Ver-
mont, and he said he would “ski around the state to meet the voters.” And
that ploy worked. Throughout the campaign the media was talking about
the skiing candidate. Here I was, pontificating about the major issues
facing humanity, and the TV cameras were focused on the blisters on
Randy’s feet.

Needless to say, neither Randy’s skiing nor my pontificating made much
difference. In January 1972, Bob Stafford won the special election by 31 points.
Spending less than a thousand dollars, I came in third, with only 2 percent
of the vote. The Republican candidate for the House, Richard Mallary, also
won a landslide victory.

An aside here about the Vermont Republican Party of the 1970s. It was
different, in almost every way, from the national Republican Party of today.
Was Bob Stafford a fiscal conservative? Yes, he was. But he was also pro-choice,
and was a strong advocate for the environment and education.

Remarkably, in the last years of his life, when he was living in retire-
ment in Rutland, Vermont, this eighty-seven-year-old lifelong Republican
and former military officer came out strongly for gay rights. There was a
very bitter debate in Vermont in 2000 as to whether our state should be the
first in the nation to pass “civil union” legislation. Stafford strongly sup-
ported it, which paved the way for other Republican support and made pas-
sage easier.

Bur Stafford was not alone as a moderate Vermont Republican. He was
preceded by U.S. senator George Aiken, a liberal Republican who served
in the Senate for thirty-four years. Stafford was later followed to the Senate
by Republican Jim Jeffords, another moderate. Many people still remember
that in 2001 it was Senator Jim Jeffords who left the Republican Party
because of its growing right-wing tilt, became an Independent, and shifted
control of the Senate to the Democrats.

Not content with the 2 percent of the vote that I received in the special
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election, I ran for governor, again on the Liberty Union ticket, in the gen-
eral election six months later in 1972. This time I received 1 percent of the
vote. [ was on the move, just in the wrong direction. During that campaign
I'became involved, for the first time in my life, in a presidential campaign.
Dr. Benjamin Spock, the world-renowned pediatrician, was running for
president on the People’s Party ticket and was supported by the Liberty
Union Party. I campaigned with Spock when he visited Vermont.

The year 1974 was the Liberty Union Party’s high point. Michael Parenti,
who was ousted from his teaching position at the University of Vermont
because of his opposition to the war in Vietnam, ran an excellent campaign
for Congress and received 7 percent of the vote. Martha Abbott and Art
DeLoy, our candidates for governor and lieutenant governor, received
5 percent of the vote. Nancy Kaufman, a young attorney who was the Lib-
erty Union candidate for attorney general, received 6 percent.

In 1974 I ran again for the U.S. Senate. This was a tough race. Senator
George Aiken had retired, and it was widely expected that Republican con-
gressman Richard Mallary would replace him. But a young liberal Demo-
cratic state’s attorney named Patrick Leahy mounted a very strong campaign
against him.

One of the never-ending dilemmas facing third-party candidates is that
you are often considered a “spoiler.” People like your views, they want to
vote for you, but they fear that a candidate they really dislike might get
elected if they “waste” their vote. That certainly affected the low total that
I'got. T ended up with 4 percent—less than I expected, but double what I
had ever received before! In a major surprise, Leahy won the election. Leahy
and I now serve together in the Senate and have been friends for years.
Occasionally, we reminisce about the campaign of 1974.

In 1976, I ran for governor again. During that campaign I was invited
to participate in a prime-time debate on the largest television station in the
state. [ did well in that debate, which helped me reach my all-time high, as
a Liberty Union candidate, of 6 percent.

That turned out to be my last campaign with the Liberty Union Party.
was proud of what we had accomplished. I was proud that we were able to
educate people in Vermont about some of the most important issues facing
our state and country, and to give them a progressive perspective outside of
the two-party system. I was proud of our often successful efforts in oppos-
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ing utility rate increases and supporting striking workers. Further, since
many of our candidates were women, we played a major role in breaking
down sexism in statewide politics. We had done extremely well with the
limited resources and people that we had. But it was time for me to move on.
[ was out of politics.

With politics behind me, I set out to make a living, and began building
a4 reasonably successful small business. With the help of a few coworkers, I
wrote, produced, and sold filmstrips for schools on the history of Vermont
and other New England states. The market was too small for the big com-
panies, so we more or less had the field to ourselves. The business was a lot
of fun. In the process, I improved my writing skills and learned something
about photography, marketing, and door-to-door salesmanship. I also met
a lot of amazing educators.

In 1979, after discovering that most of the college students I spoke to
had never heard of Eugene Victor Debs, I produced a thirty-minute video
on his life and ideas. Debs was a great American, but his life and work
remain largely unknown. He was a man of extraordinary courage and
integrity whose tireless efforts on behalf of workers and the poor laid
the groundwork for many of the programs established by FDR during the
New Deal.

Debs was the founder of the American Socialist Party and a six-time can-
didate for president. In 1920 he received nearly a million votes running
from a jail cell after being imprisoned for his opposition to World War 1.
‘The life of Eugene V. Debs, his vision of a world of peace, justice, democ-
racy, and brotherhood, has always been an inspiration to me. I have a plaque
of Debs on a wall in my Washington Senate office.

The Debs video was sold and rented to colleges throughout the country,
and we also managed to get it shown on public television in Vermont. In
addition, Folkways Records produced the sound track of the video on vinyl.

['very much enjoyed the small media business thart I was running. I didn’t
make a lot of money, but I was able to make my own decisions, work my
own hours, and learn a lot. I was looking forward to a future of making
more videos on aspects of American history that were unfamiliar to the
American people.

In 1980 my life as a small businessman came to an end. I was back in

politics.
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SOCIALISM IN ONE CITY

Richard Sugarman has been one of my closest friends for forty years. He
is a professor of religion at the University of Vermont, a philosopher, an
author of a number of important books and publications, an expert on base-
ball statistics, and a Hasidic Jew. He also follows politics closely.

In late fall 1980, Richard had a strange idea. “Run for mayor of Burl-
ington as an Independent,” he said. “You can win.” He had analyzed the
1976 results of my gubernatorial run. Statewide [ won 6 percent of the vore.
In Burlington I won 12 percent, and in the working-class wards of the city
[ carried over 16 percent of the vote. Richard figured that if we focused all
of our attention on Burlington we had a shot to win.

We brought a number of our political friends together, many of them
former colleagues from the Liberty Union, and talked it out. It would be a
tough race. We would be taking on a five-term Democratic incumbent who
had not had serious opposition in years, as well as the entire economic
and political establishment of the city. As usual, we had no money or organ-
ization. We were starting from scratch.

Once the decision to run had been made, the strategy became pretty
clear. We would run a campaign based on coalition politics. We would try
to bring together, under one umbrella, the many diverse elements of the
city that were unhappy with the current city leadership. And there were a
lot of them. Over the years, as is often the case in urban politics, the ad-
ministration had drifted further and further away from the neighborhoods
and the working families of the city, and closer and closer to the down-
town business community and the moneyed interests.

We reached out to every possible group and organization that we could,
and had good results. We brought into the campaign some of the munici-
pal unions that were upset about paltry wage increases and poor labor-relations
practices. We attracted tenants and their organizations that were getting very
little help from the city as rents skyrocketed. We brought aboard low-income
groups that were unhappy with how the city was running the public hous-
ing system. We got the support of neighborhood activists who opposed the
construction of a highway that would run right through their community.

Environmentalists joined us in opposition to a disastrous high-rise con-
dominium project on the waterfront of Lake Champlain, the city’s most
precious natural resource. They also joined me in opposition to a major ex-
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pansion of the hospital that would encroach into a neighborhood. On top
of all that, the mayor was proposing a big hike in the city’s property tax,
something that many homeowners were less than enthusiastic about.

Starting in the low-income and working-class neighborhoods, I knocked
on as many doors as possible. And what an extraordinary experience that
was. Over the years, during my statewide campaigns, and later, of course,
during the presidential race, my campaigns have spent a great deal of money
on TV and radio ads—many millions of dollars. I have never forgotten,
however, that the most important political work that can be done is making
door-to-door contact, speaking directly to your constituents and answering
their questions. We need a lot more grassroots politics in America.

'The big breakthrough for us came late in the campaign, when we won
the endorsement of the Burlington Patrolman’s Association. They backed
us because I promised to listen to the concerns of cops on the beat and to
open serious negotiations with their union. In supporting my candidacy,
the police union and its leader, Joe Crepeau, showed enormous courage. If
[ost, which most people expected, they would be even deeper in the dog-
house with the incumbent mayor.

"There was no question that the endorsement of the police union was ex-
tremely important. If a leftist populist, a former opponent of the war in
Vietnam, could win the support of the conservative men in blue, we were
on our way. Further, I did well in a much-publicized mayoral debate, spon-
sored by neighborhood organizations and organized by my soon-to-be co-
workers Phil Fiermonte and Jane Driscoll (now Sanders).

Election Day—March 3, 1981—was a day I will never forget. My po-
litical gue was telling me one of two things would happen. Most likely, as
the media was predicting, we would once again go down in flames. After
all, I had never received more than 6 percent in an election. Why would
this campaign be any different?> On the other hand, the response we were
receiving all over the city was very positive. Maybe, just maybe, we could
win a major victory.

‘'The one thing I never anticipated is exactly what happened. The election
results were extremely close. We won the working-class wards in the city by
two to one. We lost in the wealthier neighborhoods. By the time the last
ballot was counted, I had won by fourteen votes. So stunning was the upset
that nine years later the state’s largest newspaper would still be referring to it
as “the story of the decade.”
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Two weeks after the election, and after we obtained a court order to
move the ballots away from City Hall to the safekeeping of the state judi-
ciary, the recount was completed. While my margin dropped from fourteen
to ten votes, I was elected mayor of Burlington. I was now the only mayor
in the country to have bucked the two-party system, the only socialist
mayor in America.

I was inaugurated in April 1981, before a very large crowd at City Hall.
Later a reporter asked for a copy of the speech I had given and I handed
her my pages of scribbled notes on a yellow legal pad. I was pleased with
the speech I had delivered, injecting local issues into the broader national
and international context.

One of the immediate crises I faced was purchasing clothing suitable
for a mayor. At the time, I didn’t own a suit, just one or two corduroy sports
jackets and a few ties. It wasn’t my intention to become the best-dressed
mayor in America, or even to wear a tie all that often. I thought, however,
that a little sprucing up wouldn’t hurt. Overnight my wardrobe doubled
in size.

The great challenge that we
faced in 1981 was how we would
implement our ambitious cam-
paign promises and how we would
transform city government. How
would we democratize Burlington
politics and open the government
to all people, regardless of their in-
come? How would we break our
dependency on the regressive prop-
erty tax yet raise the revenue we
needed to implement our pro-
grams? How would we protect the
environment and stop unnecessary
road construction and at the same
time create a people-oriented water-
front?

How would we bring munici-
pal services to the long-ignored

I am inaugurated as mayor of

Burlington, April 1981.

lower-income and working-class
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ncighborhoods? How would we bring women into a city government long
dominared by an old boys’ network? How would we reach out to the young
people of the city, as well as to the seniors? How would we treat city em-
ployees fairly, not only through decent wages and working conditions, but
by involving them more in the decision-making of their departments? How
would we improve the arts in Burlington and make cultural activities avail-
able to all people regardless of their income?

Those were a few of the challenges we faced as we took office.

In order to bring new people and new ideas into city government, we
created a number of Mayor’s Councils: on youth, the arts, women, senior
citizens, health care, and tax reform, among other areas of concern.

The early days of my administration were exhilarating, but very tense.
In fact, there was a civil war taking place in Burlington city government.
onservative Democrats had controlled Burlington city government for
decades, and with their Republican allies were going to do everything
possible not to give up their power. The Board of Aldermen (as it was
then called) consisted of eight Democrats, three Republicans, and two allies
of mine.

At my first ofhcial meeting as mayor, the Board of Aldermen fired my
secretary, the only person I had been able to hire. They claimed I hadn’t
hired her in the proper way. It was their way of reminding me who had the
power.

‘Two months later, on the day that the mayor formally announced his
choices for positions in the administration, the board rejected all of my ap-
pointees. The situation was absurd: I was expected to run the city govern-
ment with the administrative leaders of the guy I had just defeated in a
bitter election, as well as with a group of people who vigorously opposed
me and my agenda.

The Democrats’ strategy was not complicated: They would tie my hands,
make it impossible for me to accomplish anything, then win back the mayor’s
ofhce by claiming that I had been ineffective.

And what was our strategy in response? First, we were going to do every-
thing that a mayor could possibly do without the support of the Board of
Aldermen. Second, we were going to expose the local Democrats and Re-
publicans for what they were—obstructionists and political hacks who
had very few positive ideas. Last, and most important, we were going to
build a third party in the city to defeat them in the next election.



34 OUR REVOLUTION

Thinking hard at a Burlington City Council meeting.

Over the following months, we started a successful Little League pro-
gram in a low-income neighborhood, a program that still exists today. We
began what was to become a citywide tree-planting program that trans-
formed block after block in Burlington and eventually won us national
recognition for city beautification.

We began a very popular free summer-concert series that drew thou-
sands of people to a beautiful waterfront park, where they listened to music
and watched the sunset over Lake Champlain. We did all this and more,
despite opposition from the Board of Aldermen, by scratching together a
few bucks here and a few bucks there.

As the year progressed, it became clear that the only way we could fully
implement our agenda for the city was by electing a majority of progres-
sives to the Board of Aldermen—which meant the creation of a new politi-
cal entity. In the beginning we called it the Independent Coalition. Later
it was renamed the Progressive Coalition. Over several months, we put
together a very impressive slate of candidates who were prepared to challenge
Democrats and Republicans in every one of the city’s six wards.
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This coalition, formed in 1982, became the foundation for progres-
sive third-party politics in Vermont. Not only has it continued in Burl-
ington to this day, electing two progressive mayors after me, it has spread
statewide. Today, three out of thirty members of the Vermont State Senate
are Progressives, as are seven members of the Vermont House. The Vermont
Progressive Party is one of the most successful and long-standing third
parties in America.

Our municipal elections are in early March, and it gets very cold in Ver-
mont in the winter. Frankly, it was not always fun knocking on doors in
January and February when the temperature was below zero, but that’s what
we all did. I went out with our candidates as often as possible. The themes
of the campaign were clear. First, our candidates were running on our pro-
gressive platform. Second, we were taking on Democrats and Republicans
who were obstructing the mayor from doing his job.

Voter turnout for the aldermanic elections hit an all-time high in a city
that now had an enormous amount of political energy. On Election Night,
we won three out of the six wards that we were contesting, and we drove a
Republican and a Democrat into runoff elections in two other wards. Not
surprisingly, in the runoff election the Democrats and Republicans worked
together and we failed to win in those wards.

Nevertheless, that campaign was an enormous success. Instead of hav-
ing just two members on the Board of Aldermen, we now had five. This
gave us veto power. We could block any Democratic-Republican initiative.
‘They had no other choice but to work with us. There was a new balance of
power in city government, and we could go forward. And forward we went.

[ have to say our accomplishments over the years were significant. In fac,
several books have been written about them. I was proud to have been named
one of the best mayors in America by U.S. News ¢ World Report, and many
cities around the country emulated the programs we developed.

We became the first municipality in Vermont to develop progressive al-
ternatives to the property tax. Every day, people flocked to the city in order
to work, play, and enjoy our active nightlife; it was right that they contrib-
ite to the city services they enjoyed. We established the first municipal
Mcals and Rooms tax in the state. After a court battle, the utilities were
forced to pay for the damage done when they tore up our streets for utility
work. We needed new funding to build a strong infrastructure. Following
a heated battle with the local cable TV company, and an effort on our part
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to create a municipally owned system, we managed to get substantial revenue
from the company and reduced rates for seniors and residents of low-income
housing.

We addressed the inequities in the city’s relationship to our large, tax-
exempt institutions. We managed to get a substantial increase in payments
in lieu of taxes from the University of Vermont and the Fletcher Allen Hos-
pital for police and fire services. The hospital also began to play a more
active role in the health care needs of people in our lower-income communi-
ties. We also developed a plan that brought in more revenue from our mu-
nicipally owned airport in South Burlington.

It turned out that our expansion of cultural activities was extremely
popular. We started a jazz festival, a blues festival, a reggae festival, and a
country music festival. We also started a First Night celebration on Decem-
ber 31 that was attended by thousands of people, who enjoyed a wide vari-
ety of cultural activities in downtown Burlington. Most of these events
continue today.

One of my favorite evenings was a poetry reading in Burlington City
Hall where Allen Ginsberg, the brilliant poet of the Beat Generation, joined
Burlington schoolkids in reading poetry. Noam Chomsky, perhaps the
best-known progressive writer in America, spoke to a full house in Ciry
Hall. Studs Terkel, the great writer, visited us during a workers’ rights
celebration. T spoke on a panel, along with Abbie Hoffman and David
Dellinger, two heroes of the *60s, in what turned out to be a very amusing
evening. Ella Firzgerald, the iconic singer, performed at a jazz festival. Burl-
ington was becoming one of the most exciting small cities in the country.

In the midst of all of those new activities, we never forgot about the
traditional responsibilities of city government. I kept my word to the city’s
police officers; expanded and improved the police department and raised
pay. We upgraded the very expensive and lifesaving trucks and apparatus
used by the fire department. We created a much more efficient public
works department, and implemented a major street and sidewalk repaving
program. We purchased an entirely new fleet of snow-removal vehicles, and
created a more effective snow-removal plan—in Vermont, snow removal is
serious business.

We instituted the largest environmental improvement program in the
state’s history: a $52 million city-state-federal project to rebuild our sewer
system, upgrade our wastewater plants, and stop the pollution of Lake
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hamplain. We shut down the environmentally unsound landfill, and killed
4 proposed trash-burning plant that would have been both an environ-
mental and fiscal catastrophe. We also passed a bond for our municipally
owned electric department to start us on the path of energy efficiency.

Atter a whole lot of debate, we initiated an extensive waterfront beauti-
fication plan. The plan for expensive condos on the waterfront was replaced
with a people-oriented waterfront consisting of public parks, a nine-mile
bike path, and a community boathouse. Today, Burlington’s is one of the
most beautiful and well-utilized waterfronts in the country.

We also developed some of the most innovative affordable housing con-
vepts in the country. Against opposition from some members of the local
real estate industry, we became the first city in America to fund commu-
nity land trust housing. Through the Burlington Community Land Trust,
working-class people were able to purchase their own homes at a lower cost
than was available on the commercial market. The housing remains afford-
able in perpetuity because the owners must agree not to resell the property
at marker rates, accepting only a reasonable and limited return on their in-
vestment.

‘This community land trust concept has not only spread all across our
country, but it has been adopted in other nations as well. The United Na-
tions acknowledged the Burlington Community Land Trust as one of the
most creative approaches to affordable housing in the world.

With the help of my soon-to-be wife, Jane O’Meara Driscoll, who be-
came head of our Youth Office, we paid a lot of attention to children and
young people. After a major fight with a reluctant school department, we
established after-school programs across the city. Kids needed a place to play
and do homework after school, and working parents needed to know that
their kids were safe. Today, thirty years later, the program is a vital part of
the city's educational system.

We also established a teen center, known as 242 Main, which was, within
limits, run by the young people themselves. In fact, some of them helped
build and design it. No drugs, no smoking, no alcohol. Just the loudest
music imaginable. Kids from throughout the city, and other towns, flocked
to 242 Main because it allowed them to be themselves. Over the years, we
heard from many people about how important that center was in their
voung lives.

My administration fought for a universal child-care program. The
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opposition was too strong and we didn’t succeed. We did, however, start
the largest child-care center in the city. It’s still in existence today.

Jane’s work with the children and teenagers of Burlington was incredi-
bly innovative and effective. From after-school programs, to a teen center, to
a teen newspaper and TV show, to a youth theater program, to the creation
of a Little League in a low-income neighborhood, to a child-care center,
Jane helped transform the city’s relationship to our young people.

And for us, it was the beginning of a working relationship that has now
gone on for thirty-five years.

Our city government was not just about bricks and mortar, warterfront
development and snow removal. We were also about baseball. In 1983, work-
ing with a citizens’ committee, we managed to bring minor league baseball
back to Burlington after a hiatus of thirty years. The AA team, affiliated
with the Cincinnati Reds, was an enormous success both financially and
on the field. The team won three straight Eastern League championships
and was one of the great minor league teams of their time. At least half a
dozen players on the Vermont Reds eventually became major leaguers.

How many cities of forty thousand, which is the population of Burling-
ton, have a foreign policy? Well, we did. During my tenure as mayor we
made the point that excessive spending on the military and unnecessary
wars meant fewer resources to address the needs of ordinary people. Some-
where in the Reagan Library, or wherever these things are kept, there is a
letter from the mayor of Burlington opposing the U.S. funding of contras
in Nicaragua. The letter stated, “Stop the war against the people of Nicara-
gua. Use our tax dollars to feed the hungry and house the homeless. Stop
killing the innocent people of Nicaragua.”

As mayor of Burlington, I helped establish two sister-city programs. One
was with the town of Puerto Cabezas in Nicaragua. The other was with the
city of Yaroslavl in what was then the Soviet Union. Both programs con-
tinue roday.

In 1983 the Burlington Free Press, the city’s daily newspaper and voice
of the business community, urged the Democratic and Republican parties
to join forces around one candidate in order to defeat my reelection bid. That
didn’t happen. I won reelection with 52 percent of the vote. The Democratic
candidate, Judith Stephany, got 31 percent while the Republican, Jim Gilson,
won 17 percent.

Interestingly, during my tenure as mayor voter turnout soared. In 1979,
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tiefore the progressive movement was active in Burlington, 7,000 people
voted in the mayoral election. In 1981, when I was first elected, participa-
tion went up to 9,300. In 1983, when [ was reelected mayor, 13,320 people
voted-—almost twice as many as in 1979. The citizens of Burlington had
n a local government working in their interests, and they came out in

large numbers to support it. In the low-income and working-class wards, I
won close to 70 percent of the vote in a three-way race. And our aldermanic
candidates there won landslide victories as well.

fn 1987 the Democrats and Republicans in the city took the advice that
the Burlington Free Press had offered four years before. They combined their
partics for the mayoral campaign and rallied around one candidate, a Demo-
evat on the city council. Needless to say, taking on the combined parties
wasn't easy, but we ended up winning that election, 54 percent to 46 percent.

In July 2016, 7he New York Times described Burlington as a city “with
breakchrough technology now spawning a wave of technology pioneers.”
Burlingron has one of the lowest unemployment rates in the country and a
strong public school system. It is extremely environmentally conscious. It
hias been aggressive in energy efficiency and now receives all of its energy
from sustainable sources. In recent years, Burlington has welcomed immi-
grants from around the world, and has been a national leader in the strug-
for LGBT rights. I am proud to live in Burlington, Vermont. (As you

may have noticed.)

[n 1986, during my third term as mayor, I ran for governor of Vermont
and, in a three-way race, received 14 percent of the vote. This was a tough
campaign. I was running against a liberal incumbent, Madeleine Kunin,
the first woman governor in the history of the state of Vermont. That
campaign differentiated what it meant to be a “liberal” as opposed to a
“progressive.” Kunin and I mostly agreed on social issues. Our differences
were on economic ones—where I stood more strongly with the workers of
Vermont.

"Iwo years later, in 1988, I ran for Vermont’s lone seat in the U.S. Con-
gress. When that campaign began I was considered to be the “spoiler,”
someone who would take away votes from the Democrat and allow the
Republican to win. It turned out differently. The Republican, Lieutenant
Governor Peter Smith, did win, with 41 percent of the vote. But I came in
second with 38 percent, while the Democrat was far behind at 19 percent. I
felt very good about the campaign I had run. I focused on important issues
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facing our country and had a much stronger presence in the southern part
of the state, where I was not particularly well known, than had been the
case in 1986.

GOING TO WASHINGTON

Two years later, in 1990, I became the first congressman in forty years to
be elected to the United States Congress from outside the two-party sys-
tem. I defeated Congressman Smith by 16 points. Two years before, Smith
and I had run an issue-oriented, cordial campaign. This time was different.
Smith apparently listened to some Washington consultants and ran a very
negative campaign. There was one TV ad in which he compared me to
Fidel Castro. It didnt work. The people of Vermont dislike negative ads,
and his strategy backfired. The vote for the Democratic candidate was neg-
ligible. On Election Night there was a huge celebration in Burlington. We
were on our way to Washington.
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My first weeks in Congress were rather difficult and dramatic. The
Democratic leadership didn’t know what to do with the first Independent
F!
e welcomed into the House Democratic Caucus, that turned out not to be

cted to the House in forty years. Despite earlier assurances that I would

ilie case. Some conservative Democratic members balked, and I found my-

self in no-man’s- land—neither in nor out of the caucus. Also, it was un-

clear what committee assignments I would have and where I would
physically sit in the committees.

Finally, after several painful weeks, an agreement was worked out. I was
accepted into the Democratic Caucus and got assigned to the House Bank-
ing Committee and the House Government Operations Committee, where
Iserved under the very able leadership of Congressmen Henry B. Gonzalez
aticd John Conyers.

On top of all the caucus nonsense I was experiencing during my first
weeks in Congress, there was a more important reality. The United States
was about to go to war. President George H. W. Bush was determined to

Election Night 1990. We win. We're on our way to Congress.

A young couple comes to the Congress in 1990,
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send in our military to drive the Iraqi army out of Kuwait, which Saddam
Hussein had invaded in August 1990. Almost all Republicans supported
the war effort, as did a number of Democrats. I didn’t. I had campaigned
against going to war, and did everything I could to stop it.

I feared not only the immediate impact of the war, in terms of the death
and destruction it would bring, but what it portended for the future. Would
war, and more and more wars, be the norm in solving international con-
flicts in the future? The entire world was united against a small country wich
a weak army. Surely, I reasoned, there must be a way other than war to
achieve our goals and get Iraq out of Kuwait. On January 15, 1991, in one
of my first speeches in Congress, this is what I said on the floor of the House:

My. Speaker, let me begin by saying that I think we all agree in this
body, and throughout this country, and throughout virtually the entire
world, that Saddam Hussein is an evil person, and that what he has
done in Kuwait is illegal, immoral, and brutal. It seems to me, however,
that the challenge of our time is not simply to begin a war which will
result in the deaths of tens of thousands of people—young Americans,
innocent women and children in Irag—but the real challenge of our
time is to see how we can stop aggression, how we can stop evil in a new
way, in a nonviolent way.

If ever there has been a time in the history of the world when the
entire world is united against one small country, this is that time. It seems
to me a terrible failing, and very ominous for the future, if we cannot
resolve this crisis, if we cannot defeat Saddam Hussein in a nonviolent
way. If we are not successful now, then I think all that this world has to
look forward to in the future for our children is war, and more war,
and more war.

In March 2003, buoyed by the “success” of the first Gulf War, Presi-
dent George W. Bush decided to invade Iraq and topple Saddam Hussein.
Once again, as was the case in the first Gulf War, virtually all Republicans
supported the war, as did a number of Democrats. The results: hundreds of
thousands dead, millions displaced from their homes, massive instability
in the region, and the growth of a number of fanatical terrorist organizations
that continue to threaten the lives and safety of the American people and
our allies. In 2016 the fighting continues.
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During my first year in Congress I managed, with a few other mem-
«, to form the House Progressive Caucus, which today is one of the
et caucuses in Congress. The Progressive Caucus, currently led by
enpressmen Keith Ellison and Raul Grijalva, has been in the vanguard in

the fighe for economic and social justice since its inception.
{)ver the years, as a member of the House, I played an active role in fight-
fny, the deregulation of Wall Street and opposing corporate welfare and an

rianent Normal Trade Relations (PNTR) with China. In my sixteen years
in Longress [ am proud to have compiled one of the strongest voting rec-
< there on behalf of workers’ rights, seniors, women, children, the

LB community, and the environment.
One of my longtime fights has been against the greed of the pharma-
svutical industry, which charges our people, by far, the highest prices in the
wld for prescription drugs. In 1999, I became the first member of Con-
e 1o take constituents over the Canadian border to purchase low-cost
seription drugs. With tears in their eyes, working-class women, strug-
iy, against breast cancer, were able to purchase the same brand-name
icine they were using in Vermont for one-tenth of the price in Montreal.
ter my trip, many other members of Congress did the same thing. Over
he years, millions of Americans have purchased affordable prescription
slrups in Canada.

[n 2006, Republican senator Jim Jeffords retired. On the day he made
ks announcement, I issued a public statement that I intended to run for his

t. I was very grateful thar, on that day, Senate Democratic Leader Harry
lteidd, whom I had never met, announced that he was supporting me. Sena-
tor Chuck Schumer of New York also endorsed me. Their endorsements
hielped tamp down possible Democratic opposition in Vermont.

During that campaign, a young senator from Illinois, Barack Obama,
#ame to Vermont to campaign for me. We had hoped to fill the fifteen-
hundred-sear chapel at the University of Vermont. Instead, about three
ihousand people showed up. Because of the resulting crunch, Obama and
I'had to go out onto the steps of the chapel and give impromptu speeches
there before we returned inside.

My Republican opponent in the race for the Senate seat was the wealth-
iest person in the state, a businessman named Richie Tarrant. This was a
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rather extraordinary campaign for Vermont. Not only was it extremely neg-

ative, with ad after ad portraying me as an enemy of humanity, but it was
also very expensive. Tarrant spent more money per vote in 2006 than any
Senate candidate had in American history up to that point. His money
ended up not mattering very much. I defeated him with a vote of 65 to
32 percent. | was now on my way to the U.S. Senate.

THE U.S. SENATE

The U.S. Senate is a very, very different place from the House of Represen-
tatives, where I spent sixteen years as Vermont’s lone congressman. There
are 435 members of the House and most members serve, as [ had, on just
two large committees. During my years in the House I was a member of
the House Banking Committee, later renamed the House Financial Services
Committee. I also was a member of the Government Operations Commit-
tee, later renamed the Oversight and Government Reform Committee. Both
panels had more than fifty members.

The U.S. Senate has only one hundred members and, by definition, each
member plays a larger policy role than a member of the House. When I
was elected in 2006, the Democrats, by two votes, took control of the U.S.
Senate. Senator Harry Reid, the new majority leader, was extremely kind
to me and appointed me to most of the committees I wanted.

I had requested of Senator Ted Kennedy, the longtime leader of the Sen-
ate Health, Education, Labor and Pensions Committee, the opportunity to
serve with him on that very important commiteee. I was very appreciative
that he consented. My interest in environmental issues was long-standing,
and I was fortunate to be appointed to the two major environmental commit-
tees, the Committee on Energy and Natural Resources and the Committee
on Environment and Public Works. The Environment Committee was led
by an old friend of mine from California, Barbara Boxer. As a strong advo-
cate for veterans, I also was delighted to be appointed to the U.S. Senate
Committee on Veterans’ Affairs, as well as to the Budget Committee, which
gave me an important say in the development of national priorities.

As a member of the Senate, I am proud to have passed some major leg-
islation. Majority Leader Harry Reid, Congressman Jim Clyburn of South
Carolina, and I succeeded in putting $11 billion into community health
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senters throughout the country, as part of the Affordable Care Act. This

bled some 6 million more Americans, regardless of their income, to

cess primary health care, dental care, low-cost prescription drugs, and
imental health counseling. We also substantially increased funding for the
Mational Health Service Corps, which brought thousands of doctors, den-
iis¢5, and nurses into medically underserved areas throughout the country.

In Vermont, almost 25 percent of our people now receive their primary
health care through community health centers, a higher percentage than
in any other state. I've always believed that, within a broken and dysfunc-
tional health care system, the lack of primary care for so many is one of our
maost serious problems. People should be able to get to a doctor or dentist
when they need to. We have made some progress in that area. More needs
i+ be done.

As part of the 2009 stimulus package, working with Senator Bob Menen-
ilez of New Jersey, we passed funding for the Energy Efficiency and Con-

-ation Block Grant Program. This legislation, strongly supported by the
{15, Conference of Mayors, has been one of the government’s major efforts
in combat climate change. It provided billions of dollars for communities
all across the country to move toward energy efficiency and sustainable en-

e

py. In Vermont, a number of schools throughout the state were able to
sse that money to place solar panels on their rooftops. This not only cut
carbon emissions, but saved schools money on their electric bills.

As a staunch defender of Social Security, I helped lead the fight against
Republicans, and some Democrats, who wanted to cut this program—which
is lifc and death for so many seniors and people with disabilities. Working
with seniors’ organizations, | helped create the Defending Social Security
€ aucus. The other senators in the caucus and I took on the Bowles-Simpson
Commission, billionaire Pete Peterson and his organization, and a whole
lot of other groups that wanted to cut Social Security in one way or an-
other. In the end, barely, we managed to prevail—and Social Security was
fiot touched.

Times are changing. I am proud that much of the discussion with re-
wurd to Social Security now deals with how we can expand the program, not
cut it. More and more members of Congress understand that seniors can-
not live on $11,000 or $12,000 a year and that we need to lift the cap on
taxable income and raise benefits.

In 2013, I became chairman of the U.S. Senate Committee on Veterans’
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‘This speech received a great deal of attention—especially online. The
Senate Web site crashed because of the huge number of people trying to watch
it. C-SPAN 2 also had an exceptional viewing audience. According to 7he
New York Times, my speech was the most tweeted event in the world that

Affairs. In that capacity, I worked closely with virtually all of the veterans’
organizations in developing comprehensive legislation that significantly
addressed the problems facing the men and women who put their lives on
the line to defend our country. I was tired of hearing about how much we
all loved and respected veterans. It was time to do something.

‘The legislation I introduced was, according to the veterans’ organizations
the most comprehensive piece of legislation offered for them in many de
cades. Sadly, despite the strong support of the American Legion, the Veteran
of Foreign Wars (VFW), the Disabled American Veterans (DAV), and other.
organizations, my legislation only received fifty-six votes on the Hoor of the
Senate—all of the Democrats, but only two Republicans. We needed sixty
votes. It turned out that Republicans loved veterans very much, except when
it came to funding their needs.

I 1 was to be successful in winning important veterans’ legislation, T
would have to go back to the drawing board and bring additional Republi-
cans on board. My unlikely ally in that effort was Senator John McCain of
Arizona. John and I and our staffs spent hours yelling at each other ove
the provisions in the bill, but finally reached a $15 billion compromise that
significantly improved veterans’ health care. It also provided some new ben-
efits for veterans. The bill carried in the Senate with an almost unanimous
vote and became law when President Obama signed it in a ceremony with

day. There were front-page stories in newspapers around the country, and
ihe speech was covered widely in the international media.

[n one day, the number of people who signed up as “friends” on my Face-
hook page doubled the previous total. Visits to my Web site went sky-high.
“orne journalists even claimed that Obama held an unscheduled, imprompru
piress conference that day with former president Bill Clinton, who defended

the tax deal, in order to divert media attention from what I was doing on
the Senate floor.

A few months later, Nation Books published the entire speech as a
fwok. My ideas were beginning to generate more interest.

hundreds of veterans in attendance.

Pve always had a good relationship with President Obama. He is incred
ibly smart and I admire him greatly for his focus, discipline, and determi-
nation. But we have had our strong disagreements. Obama has continued
U.S. support for unfettered free trade agreements—including the Trans-
Pacific Partnership (TPP). I think those trade policies have been a disaster
for American workers and have opposed all of them.

On December 10, 2010, I took the floor of the Senate in opposition to
another one of Obama’s policies—the extension of some of Bush’s tax breaks
for the wealthiest Americans. I began that speech at 10:30 A.m.; it ended
eight and a half hours later. It was the longest filibuster on the Senate floor
in many years. I did the filibuster to call attention to and oppose a very bad
tax agreement between President Obama and the Republican leadership.
At a time of massive wealth and income inequality, and a huge national
debr, it was absurd that hundreds of billions of dollars in tax breaks would

continue going to millionaires and billionaires.
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THINKING ABOUT RUNNING

he writer Jonathan Tasini did an interview with me for Playboy mag-
azine that was published in October 2013. He is a good writer, and
the interview went well. At the end of our discussion Jonathan said,
“Many of your hard-core supporters are urging you to run for president in
2016. Are you considering it” And then he followed up by asking, “Are you
absolutely ruling out running for president, a hundred percent?” ‘

My response was “Absolutely? A hundred percent? Cross my heare? Is
there a stack of Bibles somewhere? Look, maybe it’s only ninety-nine
percent. I care a lot about working families. I care a lot about the collapse
of the American middle class. I care a lot about the enormous wealth and
income disparity in our country. I care a lot that poverty in America is
near an all-time high but hardly anyone talks about it. I realize running
for president would be a way to shine a spotlight on these issues that are
too often in the shadows today. But I am at least ninety-nine percent sure
[ won't.”

How did I go from being 99 percent sure that I would not run for
president in October 2013 to standing before a crowd of five thousand on
May 26, 2015, in Burlington, Vermont, declaring my candidacy? There were
four basic reasons.

First. Did it make sense that Hillary Clinton, the centrist candidate o
the Democratic establishment, be anointed as the Democratic nominee
and be allowed to run without opposition? Was that good for democracy?
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« that good for the Democratic Party? Was it good for the progressive

favement?

At that time, very early in the campaign season, it was also assumed that

b Bush, the son of President George H. W. Bush and the brother of Pres-
it Gieorge W. Bush, would be the likely Republican candidate for presi-

i. What was going on in our country? Was there really going to be an

tion berween the son and brother of former presidents and the wife of

lormer president? Talk about oligarchy! Talk about political dynasties!
That was not what I wanted to see. That was not what most Americans
itedd to see.

Hillary Rodham Clinton and I were not best friends, but I had known
bt for twenty-five years, liked her, and respected her. I first met her in 1993

't she became First Lady and I was a member of Congress. I got to know
1 better when we served together in the Senate from 2006 to 2008.

During the Clinton administration I was impressed by her willingness
i break the mold of what a First Lady was supposed to do. She became the
silministration’s leader on health care reform, one of the major and most
snntroversial issues of the day. In that role she took a lot of abuse, much of
i unjustified. Above and beyond the normal criticism that goes with dif-

nces of opinion in any policy debate, it was clear that many of the Re-

publican atracks against her were sexist. She was a woman; she was the First
Lusly. Why was she leading the effort to transform our nation’s entire health
wire system? Weren't there other more ladylike chings for her to do?
‘Throughout my entire political life, I have been an advocate for a Medi-
vare for Al single-payer program. That approach is simpler, more compre-
hensive, and far more cost-effective than the reforms advocated by
mainstream politicians, including Hillary Clinton. My view is, and has al-
s been, that health care is a 7ight of all people, and that the United States

should join the rest of the industrialized world in guaranteeing that right.

The approach taken by the Clinton administration, led by Hillary
Clinton, was very different. Their plan called for combining the private
health care system with a significantly increased government presence. The
iesult was something that was enormously complicated, which was one of
the reasons that led to its downfall.

While there may not have been many Americans or members of
t_ongress who fully understood the health care system that the Clinton
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administration was advocating, one thing was very sure: Hillary Clinton
did. She was not some kind of figurehead in leading the administration’s
health care effort. For better or worse, she helped design the plan, and knew
it inside out. She was deeply in the weeds in a plan that was overgrown with
weeds. ‘

In December 1993, Hillary gave a speech on health care reform to the
Dartmouth Medical Schoo! in Hanover, New Hampshire. I was invited to
attend the speech and, given that Hanover is across the river from Vermont,
was able to hitch a ride with the First Lady on the Air Force Two plane
that took her there. On the plane trip, she and I had a pleasant discussion
abour health care and other issues.

What impressed me most about Clinton’s speech at Dartmouth was
not what she said; I disagreed with a lot that was in the Clinton health care .
reform package. It was how she said it. For over an hour, without notes,
she went through detail after detail of that enormously complicated plan.
She knew that plan backward and forward. She also answered questions
flawlessly. Twenty-five years later, I still marvel at that performance.

Further, ask Barack Obama about her abilities as a debater. In 2008,
she and Obama went up against each other in some twenty-five debates. I
think the president would be the first to admit that she won most of them.
No one should doubt Hillary Clinton’s intelligence.

While I respected her, and liked her as a person, we had very strong dif-
ferences of opinion not only with regard to policy, but in our basic political
approaches.

Hillary Clinton was a key player in the centrist Democratic establish-
ment, which had, over the years, been forged by her husband, Bill Clinton.
In fact, Bill Clinton had been the head of the Democratic Leadership
Council (DLC), a conservative Democratic organization funded by big
money interests, which was described by Jesse Jackson as “Democrats for
the Leisure Class.”

The Clinton approach was to try to merge the interests of Wall Street
and corporate America with the needs of the American middle class—an
impossible task. While the Clinton administration can boast of some positive
accomplishments, and I supported Bill Clinton in his two campaigns,
there were some major policy failures during his presidency directly related
to his alliances with big-money interests. These failures caused a lot of pain
for many Americans.
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These were policies that Hillary Clinton supported.

‘The Clinton administration worked closely with Wall Street and Repub-
licans to repeal the Glass-Steagall Act and deregulate the major financial
institutions in the country. This initiative, pushed by Clinton’s secretary of
the treasury, Robert Rubin, a top Wall Street executive, unleashed the greed
of the major financial institutions and their contempt for the law. It allowed
large commercial banks to merge with investment banks and insurance
companies. In my view, and in the view of many financial experts, that de-
vision led to the 2008 Wall Street crash and the worst economic downturn
since the Great Depression of 1929. A Democratic president should not be
in bed with Wall Street.

[t was not only Wall Street deregulation that the Clinton administra-
tion pushed. They also worked with corporate America, and against the
trade union movement and a majority of Democrats, in pushing through
HAFTA, a disastrous trade agreement that not only cost us hundreds of
thousands of jobs but laid the groundwork for future free trade deals that
were equally disastrous.

On social issues Clinton, in 1996, signed the homophobic Defense of
Marriage Act (DOMA). Hillary Clinton defended thar decision for years
and was very late in getting on board with marriage equality. The Clinton
administration, with Hillary’s support, also pushed “welfare reform” and
fmass incarceration policies.

My disagreements with the Clintons’ centrist approach were based not
anly on policy, as important as that was, but on politics—how you bring
ahout real change in the country. What kind of party should the Demo-
cratic Party be? The Clintons, over the years, received huge amounts of
fnoney in campaign contributions and speaking fees from powerful finan-
¢ial interests and corporate America. Whether it was on the campaign trail
or in their private lives, they spent an enormous amount of time raising
imoney from the wealthy and the powerful. In fact, in some circles they be-
rame known as Clinton, Inc,

To me, a very basic political principle is that you cannot take on the
establishment when you take their money. It is simply not credible to be-
lieve that candidates who receive significant amounts of financial support
from some of the most powerful special interests in the world would make
decisions that would negatively impact the bottom lines of these donors.
The only way to bring about real change is to mobilize millions of people
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at the grassroots level aguinst the establishment, against the big-money in
terests.

[ also worried about Hillary Clinton’s approach to foreign policy. As a
senator, she had supported President Bush and voted for the war in Iraq
one of the worst foreign policy blunders in the history of the United Stares

As secretary of state, she had supported a number of initiatives, including
policies in Libya and Syria, which were too hawkish from my point of view.

While very few debate the right of Israel to exist in peace and security, I
thought she did not pay enough attention to the suffering of the Palestin-
ian people.

For me, the bottom line was that this country was facing enormous cri-

ses: the continued decline of the middle class, a grotesque level of income

and wealth inequality, high rates of real unemployment, a disastrous trade
policy, an inadequate educational system, and a collapsing infrastructure.
On top of all thar, we needed bold action to combat climate change and
make certain that this planet was healthy and habitable for our children
and grandchildren.

Politically, we were facing a corrupt campaign finance system where bil-
lionaires were able to buy elections, more and more people were becoming
demoralized, and low-income and young people were not voting.

Did I believe that the same old same old establishment politics and es-
tablishment economics, as represented by Hillary Clinton, could effectively
address these crises? No. I didn't.

A presidential campaign is a unique opportunity to raise issues and force
debarte on perspectives that are often ignored by the establishment and the
media. Should that once-in-four-years opportunity be ignored? Should Hill-
ary Clinton be allowed to get the Democratic nomination without having
to defend her views against a progressive perspective? The answer was 7o.
There were too many issues out there that Aad to see the light of day, and
it would be wrong to squander the opportunity that is available in a presi-

dential campaign.

Second. If I didn’t run, who else would? Elizabeth Warren, the U.S.

senator from Massachusetts, is a good friend of mine and an outstanding

member of Congress. Years before she became a senator, when she taught
at Harvard Law School, she joined me for town meetings in Vermont,
where she did a remarkable job in conveying complicated economic con-

THINKING ABOUT RUNNING 53

vepts in a language that everyone could understand. She is a strong and
progressive leader in the Senate, opposing Wall Street malfeasance and
rackling many other formidable issues.

‘There was a lot of discussion within liberal circles and in the media re-
garding the possibility of Elizabeth running for president. In fact, there was
sven a well-funded and well-publicized effort to draft Senator Warren that
included paid organizers in various states around the country. A widely cir-
culated letter from the “Ready for Warren” campaign captured what many
Amcricans were feeling about the need for opposition to Hillary Clinton.

“We Are Ready for Warren”

We are Americans of all stripes calling for a leader who’s fighting on
our side for a change.

We are progressives ready to support someone who isn’t afraid to
take on powerful interests like the Wall Street banks that crashed our
cconomy.

We are students in New Hampshire worried about how we’ll make
it after racking up thousands of dollars in debt to get an education. Moms
in lowa struggling to raise families while costs go up each day but pay-
checks don’t keep pace.

We aren't wealthy or well-connected. We don’t have any lobbyists.
Whar we are is a movement of individuals working together who be-
lieve that folks like us should have a greater say in the direction of our

COURETY.

It was clear that millions of Americans wanted to see a serious primary
campaign in which a progressive vision would be matched against Secre-
rry Clinton’s more moderate views. Liberal organizations like Democracy
for America (DFA) and MoveOn.org were mobilizing grassroots support for
4 candidate they could back in the nomination process.

I her public utterances Senator Warren and her staff were clear and con-
sistent in stating that she would not run. In the private conversations that
we had, she also gave no indication that she intended to run for president.

What other possible candidates were out there who could credibly run
i progressive campaign against Clinton? Martin O’Malley, the former gov-
ernor of Maryland and mayor of Baltimore, was making it clear that he was
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interested in running. While he was an intelligent and effective governor,

#e running for president will not talk about these issues. They've bought
i the system enough that they are part of the system. If you don’t run for
ident, we won't be discussing these on a national level the way we should
¢ doing it. Will you do that for us?”

it didn’t seem likely that he could capture much progressive support. Nor
could my friend and the former U.S. senator from Virginia, Jim Webb. For-
mer Rhode Island governor and senator Lincoln Chafee also indicated an
interest in running, Seven Days, a Vermont publication, reported:

Was there a better potential progressive candidate out there than me?
Probably not. I was a U.S. senator, a former congressman, and a former
mayor. I had won my last election with 71 percent of the vore. I had real
policy achievements and years of political experience. I had met with for-

eign government leaders throughout the world. While I was far from a

1o that, the previously quiet audience burst into applause and some-
ane standing in the back of the hall let out a loud whoop. “I've been
going around the country and talking to a lot of working-class audiences,
wnd people are angry,” an unsmiling Sanders responded. “People know

household name nationally, I was known by millions of people. My Senate that the deck is stacked against them. People want real change. They

Facebook was one of the most popular in Congress, with more than a mil- want these issues not only discussed—they want policies to represent them
. I3 . »” .

lion “friends,” and I had given more than a few speeches around the country. wnel not just the I percent. So for that reason, in fact, I am giving
thought—1I'm giving thought,” he continued. “I haven’t made that deci-

son yet. But if I do it, [ want to do it well. Not just for me, but for you.”

But to pur things in perspective, the American people were not exactly:
clamoring for a Sanders candidacy, even among the most progressive cir-
cles in the country. As the Rutland Herald reported in April 2014, “In an
online survey of more than 100,000 MoveOn.org members taken earlier
this year, Sanders was the third most popular choice among named candi-
dates, with 6 percent, following Clinton with 32 percent, and Warren, with
15 percent.” And that was among progressives!

Pourth. [ had ralked for years about the need to take my politics outside
Vermont and outside of Capitol Hill. Over and over again I had ex-
I the view that Vermont was not some kind of isolated fortress for
apressive ideas and that, if properly presented, there was a nationwide

Third. I did not have to make a definitive decision right away. There

. « » o
was plenty of time to “test the waters” and determine if there really was the mee that would be receptive to the views we held. T was especially

kind of interest and support necessary to run a serious campaign. Whar did itious as to how these ideas would play in other rural states, states that

I have to lose by letting people know that I was “thinking” about running? mocrats often did poorly in.

. . 5 << .
Jane, and those politically close to me, reasoned that, at worst, “floating a I Vermont we win support not just from “activists”—our ideas reso-

» H H M M . . - -
balloon” would give me the opportunity to get some public attention on ~sate with ordinary working-class and middle-class voters. Would that be

issues [ felt strongly about: income and wealth inequality, the declining » elsewhere? Could we break through in parts of the country that rarely

middle class, climate change, a corrupt campaign finance system, etc. The wr a progressive perspective, but are saturated with Fox News, Rush Lim-

national media is much more interested in what a possible presidential gh. and other rightwing propaganda? How would I, or anyone else,

candidate has to say than it is in the words of a plain old senator. If we know if we didn’t try?

found that our efforts were generating excitement, support, and commit- Furcher, as chairman of the Senate Committee on Veterans’ Affairs and

ment, we could go forward and begin the campaign. If not, we could pull: inember of the Health, Education, Labor and Pensions Commirtee, get-

the plug and not run. What was wrong with that? round the country would give me an opportunity to see, with my own

Ataspeech I gave in New Hampshire in October 2014, someone in the i, some of the issues that we discussed abstractly every day in committee

. 1o« . .
audience said, “Senator, I am a lifelong Democrat—an avid Democrat— it on the Hloor of the Senate. I could visit, in a nonpolitical capacity, VA

but I think that the current environment is so bad that our Democrats who. i

ilities and those people on the front lines in education, health care, housing,
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and other areas I had long been concerned about. What was the problem
with traveling to parts of the country I had never seen, and learning from |

people’ T would otherwise never meer?

If I expressed interest in running for president, a question that would

be asked of me immediately was whether I would be running as an Inde

pendent or within the Democratic primary process. Given the fact that I

was the longest-serving Independent in the history of the U.S. Congress, it

would not have been an unreasonable question. The truth is that there were
pluses and minuses to both approaches. The honest answer to that question -
would have been “Let’s hear what our supporters have to say.” What did

they think? It wasn’t a decision we could make in a political vacuum.

TESTING THE WATERS

In presidential politics, you really hit the campaign trail before you hit the
campaign trail. It’s called “testing the waters,” determining whether there

is the kind of support in the real world that you'll need to run a successful
campaign.

Well before I was formally a candidate for president, when I was still
just thinking about it, my longtime Vermont friend and coworker Phil

Fiermonte and I did some traveling around the country. We wanted to get

asense of what kind of support there was for our ideas and whether running
for president made any sense. I know, I know, that’s what candidates who
intend to run for office @/ways say. But in our case it was true. If there was
real support, if it looked like we could run a credible campaign, we would
do it. If not, no big deal. I was proud of being a senator from Vermont. There
are worse jobs in the world.

As is the Vermont way, our trips were pretty low-key. No entourage. No

advance people. No communications director. No security. Just Phil and me

flying in coach, renting cars, and showing up for meetings—trying to get
a sense of the potential support that might exist.

I have always believed that the Democratic Party must be a fifty-state
party. This was an idea forcefully articulated by my fellow Vermonter, for-
mer governor Howard Dean, when he was chairman of the DNC, and he
was right. The Democrats do well in the East. They do well in the West. They
do well in a number of Midwestern states. But there were entire regions of

-1
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the country, including the Deep South and rural America, where the party
was extremely weak, had almost no organization, and was unable to run
serious candidates for statewide office.

While it is not likely that Democrats will start winning statewide elec-
tions tomorrow in Alabama, South Carolina, Kansas, Wyoming, or Utah,
they will never win if they don't plant a flag and start organizing. My own
state of Vermont is a good example. Forty-five years ago, Vermont was one
of the most Republican states in the country. Today, as a result of a lot of
hard work by many people, it is one of the most progressive.

It is inconceivable that a serious national party would surrender dozens
of states in this country to right-wing Republicans, including some of the
poorest states in the country. But that is exactly what the Democrats are
doing. Democratic Party leaders have got to start getting around the coun-
iy, not just to raise money in affluent blue-state communities, but to talk
to low-income and working-class people in poor counties in red states.

[f 1 ran for president, I was determined to visit areas that Democrats of-
ien ignore and spread the progressive message. To the degree possible, our
campaign would be a fifty-state effort. Our goal would be not just winning
over Democratic voters and visiting Democratic strongholds. It would be
10 appeal to those who had given up on the political process, those who
had not yet become involved, and those who were unfamiliar with the pro-
gressive ideology. This would be a very different type of campaign.

As part of that goal, on my very first “exploratory” swing, Phil and I
headed south to some of the most conservative areas in the country. In mid-
October 2013, Vermont’s democratic-socialist senator, one of the most
progressive members of Congress, was heading to Mississippi, Alabama,
( ieorgia, and South Carolina. I wanted to get a sense of what was going on
there. What could we learn?

[ has always been my view that health care must be a right of all people.
In Mississippi I learned why that must happen as soon as possible. In my
position as a member of the Senate Health, Education, Labor and Pensions
Committee, I met with a group of African-American health care workers
in the Jackson-Hinds Comprehensive Health Center in Jackson, Mississippi.

fhey described the dismal health care conditions for poor people in that
state and how there were entire counties there that had 70 doctors. Think
about it. In the United States of America, entire counties that have 7o

docrors.




58 OUR REVOLUTION

In Mississippi, it also turned out that many people, despite being poor,
were ineligible for Medicaid because of stringent and unfair state require-
ments. My Republican colleagues in Congress tell me, over and over again,
that we have the “greatest” health care system in the world. Really? In
Mississippi, and in many other areas of the country, there are counties
in low-income areas where thousands of people have no health insurance at
all and, for those who do, there is no access to medical care at all. That system
doesn’t sound so “great” to me.

As chairman of the Senate Committee on Veterans’ Affairs, I also had
the opportunity to visit the VA hospital in Jackson.

The following year, in August 2014, I returned to Mississippi. On that
trip, we held an unforgettable meeting in Jackson at the International
Brotherhood of Electrical Workers (IBEW) Local 480 union hall. 1 was
excited by the idea of meeting with trade unionists in Mississippi, but had
my doubts as to how many people would actually show up to meet with the
socialist senator from Vermont.

We were very pleasantly surprised. The doors opened and people kept
coming. We ended up filling the hall with several hundred attendees—
almost all working class. Approximately two-thirds were white, one-third
black. There were also a number of black members from the state legislature
at the meeting, as well as the chairman of the state Democratic Party. People
were happy to attend, because it was very unusual for a non-Republican U.S.
senator to visit Mississippi. After all, the state was deep red. There was no
money to raise. Why would a Democratic senator visir?

I was introduced by the local union president, John Smith. He and his
wife could not have been more gracious, and I still have the denim IBEW
jacket, made in America, they gave me. I spoke for a while and then asked
a question to the audience that had been on my mind for a long time. “How
does it happen that in one of the poorest states in this country, Mississippi,
voters keep electing right-wing Republicans who have contempt for work-
ing people and who push policies that benefit the rich at the expense of
nearly everyone else?” The answer that I got back was “Race, race, race.”
The white population in Mississippi was overwhelmingly Republican. In
2012, Obama received, unbelievably, only 10 percent of the white vote.

For two hours, that was the issue we discussed. How do we get white
working-class Americans to stop voting against their own best interests?
What kind of efforts do we have to make to bring people together, black
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and white, around economic issues? Republicans have cultivated, into a fine
art, the ability to divide people up by race, gender, nationality, or sexual
aricntation. That's what they do. That is the essence of their politics. They get
anc group to fight another group while their wealthy friends and campaign
vontributors get richer and laugh all the way to the bank.

At a time when so many Americans, in Mississippi and around the coun-
t+y, are hurting financially, how do we overcome those divisions and bring
people together? This is not just a challenge in places like the South. It is a
challenge that progressives face throughout the country. We lose when we
ate divided. We win when we are united.

At that meeting, I heard from white workers on that subject. I heard
from black workers and black members of the state legislature. The meet-
ing was intense. [ came away with an extraordinary amount of respect for
the white workers there, who were prepared to stand up for justice and soli-
darity, not racism. I had equal respect for the black workers, who after years
of political and economic discrimination kept their heads high and contin-
ned the struggle. In the environment in which they all lived, none of this
wils casy.

‘The small town of Philadelphia, Mississippi, has a unique place in Ameri-
van history. In June 1964, in the midst of the civil rights struggle over de-
segregation and voting rights, three civil rights workers-—James Chaney,
Andrew Goodman, and Michael Schwerner—were brutally murdered there
by members of the Ku Klux Klan. The killings outraged the nation.

Then, in 1980, just coincidentally no doubt, Ronald Reagan selected
Philadelphia, Mississippi, as his first campaign stop after winning the Re-
publican nomination. On August 3, 1980, Reagan stated in Philadelphia:
‘I believe in states’ rights. . . . I believe we have distorted the balance of our
povernment today by giving powers that were never intended to be given in
the Constitution to that federal establishment.” He went on to promise to
“restore to states and local governments the power that properly belongs
w0 them.” In other words, racism and discrimination would be protected in
the South if Reagan was elected. That was the Republicans’ “Southern strat-
epy.” It worked.

What was going on in Philadelphia, Mississippi, now, fifty years after
the murders and thirty-four years after the Reagan visic? [ was interested in
hinding out. In Vermont, I do a lot of town meetings in high schools. I love
speaking to young people. Why not do something similar in Philadelphia,
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Mississippi? My office contacted the principal of the local high school,
Jason Gentry, and he was kind enough to allow us to hold a town meeting

in the school.

I was escorted into the school auditorium by the black chief of police

and spoke to an integrated student body. I was probably the first U.S. sena-
tor most of the students had ever seen. The meeting went well, with a good
question-and-answer period. Most strikingly, after the meeting a number
of the faculty stayed around for an informal discussion. What I learned was
that many of the students came from very poor families, most of them

worked long hours after school to help provide for their families and hun-

ger was a serious issue. Some families just did not have enough food.

During that first trip through the South, I had the opportunity to give
a keynote address to the South Carolina Progressive Network. The turnout
was high, followed by a good discussion. The event was held at the historic
and beautiful Penn Center in Beaufort, South Carolina, founded in 1862
and one of the first schools in the South for freed slaves. It was also the
location where Dr. Martin Luther King Jr. held retreats for his organization,
the Southern Christian Leadership Conference. Penn Center remains an
important part of African-American culture in the community there.

In Vermont, California, Massachusetts, and many other states, it is no
big deal to be a “progressive.” You believe in social, racial, and economic
justice. You want to combat climate change. You support gay marriage. And
that’s what most of your friends, neighbors, and coworkers also believe.
You're part of the crowd.

In South Carolina and other conservative states, it is very different.
In South Carolina, there are two Republican senators, a Republican gover-

nor, and a very Republican state legislature. In fact, in 2014, because of a

resignation, two U.S. Senate seats in the state were up for election. Unbe-
lievably, the Democrats were unable to put up one serious candidare. To be
a progressive in South Carolina and other conservative states means to
be in the minority, sometimes a weak minority. It takes a lot of courage

to maintain progressive views in that kind of political climate, and I applaud

those who do.
At the South Carolina Progressive Network event in Beaufort I met some

wonderful people, including Gloria Tinubu, an African-American econo-
mist who intended to run for Congress. She had run two years earlier and
did reasonably well—with virtually no support from the national Demo-
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cratic Party. Gloria and I became friends, and I was happy to help her cam-
paign. Gloria, running in a very red state, is exactly the type of candidate
Democrats need to support if we're going to turn red states blue.

During that trip to the South in mid-October 2014 we also had a break-
fast town meeting with trade unionists and the general public in Atlanta,
(;corgia. The meeting was organized by South Forward and a local chapter
of the Communications Workers of America (CWA). Here’s how Cole Stan-
glev of In These Times described it:

I’ early on Friday morning and the union hall is packed with
people waiting to see Bernie Sanders. Mostly gray-haired retirees fill the
first few rows while unionists, college students and activists, including
some veterans of the Occupy movement, are scattered toward the back of
the modestly-sized room. They're here for a town hall meeting that’s
been billed “The Fight for Economic Justice.”

When the Vermont Senator arrives a bit later than advertised, the
crowd at Communications Workers of America Local 3204’s headquar-
ters in Atlanta greets the 72-year-old independent with a raucous stand-
ing ovation. Sanders may be a thousand miles away from his New
England constituency, but here hes the “People’s Senator, " as a couple of
folks declare during the question and answer portion of the meeting.

| was pleasantly surprised that two hundred people showed up in At-
Lanta. There was a great deal of energy and excitement in the room. People
wanted cell phone photos. I was beginning to get used to the concept of
the “selfie.”

The lesson I learned from that first trip was that even in the most con-
servative part of America, the Deep South, there were many people, black
2nd white, who were sick and tired of the economic and political status quo.
Ihey understood that the rich were getting richer while most everyone else
was getting poorer. They were anxious to come out to meetings o hear an
Alternative vision of where America should be going. They were prepared to
fight back, and the word “socialism” didn'’t frighten them. We were off to a
good start. If this was conservative America, what would the rest of the
country look like?

On February 9, 2016, New Hampshire would hold the first primary in
the country as part of the Democratic presidential nominating process. It
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would take place one week after the Democratic caucus in Iowa, where the
very first votes are cast. We may not have known much about running a
national campaign, but we did know that New Hampshire and Iowa were
enormously important and that, if I chose to run, we would have to focus
a lot of attention on those two states. '

During this period, we began reaching out to lowa and New Hamp-
shire. Who did we know in those states? Where could I speak? Who should
we contact in the local media? What kind of volunteer support could we |
put together?

Obviously, New Hampshire was going to be an easier task for us. It is
Vermont's sister-state, and we share a long border. We had some friends |
there, and my son Levi was a resident. Also, importantly, some Vermon

television and newspapers get into the state, and a number of people there
knew who I was. Over the years, I had given speeches in New Hampshire
on several occasions. '
lowa was going to be much more difficult. I had been there only once
in my life, and we knew virtually no one there. As was to be the case in
many other states, in Iowa we were starting from scratch.

In mid-April 2014, I was invited to speak at the Institute of Politics at
St. Anselm College in Manchester, New Hampshire. The Institute, led by
Neil Levesque, plays an important role in New Hampshire’s primary pro-
cess. Almost all presidential candidates speak there. As I waited to step on-
stage, it was interesting to see the photos and posters of candidates past and
present on the Institute’s walls. Some of those candidates made it through
the New Hampshire primary and all the way to the White House. Others
are a blip on the memory. That’s politics.

New Hampshire is across the Connecticut River from Vermont, and
Manchester is about three hours away from my home in Burlington. On
April 12, Jane, some staff members, and I drove there from Burlington.
My son Levi met us there.

The room where candidates speak at St. Anselm is not particularly
large; it seats maybe two hundred people. I spoke to a standing-room-only
crowd. I was surprised to learn that it was one of the largest turnouts in recent
years. Speaking at the Institute of Politics not only gave me the opportunity
to address hundreds of people in New Hampshire, it gave me a national
television audience, as C-SPAN covered it as part of their “Road to the
White House” series.
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WMUR, the largest televis.ion station in New Hampshire, also covered
the speech. They reported:

During the event, Sanders said the middle class is disappearing,
poverty is up and had strong words about health care in the United States.

“There is something profoundly wrong when, in this great nation, we
are the only major country on earth that does not guarantee health care
coverage as a right of citizenship,” be said.

Sanders said he is considering a bid for president in 2016. He said
he hasn'’t decided if he would run as an Independent or a Democrat. He
suid he doesn’t shy away from a platform built on a socialist agenda.

“lo create a society in which all people have a fair shot rather than
just a nation that is dominated by big-money interests is something that
L will fight for,” he said.

Sanders said his decision on a run for the White House will not be
affected by former secretary of state Hillary Clinton’s presidential candi-

dacy decision.

An aside: I am more than aware that C-SPAN has a relatively small
viewing audience compared with the major networks. But I have always
heen a big fan of C-SPAN, both as a senator and as a presidential candi-
date. C-SPAN plays an enormously important and positive role in the
political life of our country, because it portrays political reality as it is, without
spin, commentary, or prejudice. It covers the proceedings in Congress, day
atier day, including important committee hearings. Nothing dramatic. Just
what goes on. In terms of campaigns, it covers speeches and rallies and gives
tandidates the opportunity to communicate with the American people in
4 way that sound bites and brief interviews do not allow.

In late June, I visited New Hampshire again, speaking at a town meet-
ing in Warner in the afternoon and a county Democratic dinner in Mil-
ford in the evening. What do you do on a hot day in New Hampshire when
vou have hours to kill before the next event? You go swimming in a nearby
tiver. That's what we always did on the campaign trail in Vermont—why
not do the same in New Hampshire? That’s an advantage of campaigning
in a rural area, Always bring your bathing suit.

[n September, I was invited by Mark MacKenzie, the New Hampshire
AFL-CIO president, to keynote their Labor Day breakfast. The meeting was
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attended by many Democratic state officials, including the governor and
senator. The midterm elections were two months away and the turnout for

the breakfast was large. The response I received was very positive, which

was noted by the local media. This was not insignificant. To win in New
Hampshire, we would need strong labor support. We were off to a good
start there.

In late April 2014, Phil and I made another trip to the South. In North:

Carolina we attended a meeting of some very brave people. These were work-
ers in the fast-food industry, employed at McDonald’s, Burger King, Wen-
dy’s, and other fast-food restaurants, who were earning $8 or $9 an hour
with limited benefits. There were maybe fifty people in the room when I
spoke, mostly African-American, with some whites and Latinos as well.

Together, they were learning from union organizers about how to work

together and fight for a living wage—$15 an hour—and the right to form
a union in the fast-food places where they worked. Talk about courage and
standing up to the system. Talk about grassroots organizing. Talk about
making real change. In many of the speeches that I gave during the cam-
paign, I discussed how real change never comes from the top on down. It
always comes from the bottom on up, when ordinary people stand up and
fight back. That is exactly what these workers were doing.

Some of the workers there were parents who had brought their young
kids to the meeting. They knew, I knew, that it was impossible to raise
children on $8 or $9 an hour. Their efforts, and the efforts of many thou-
sands of others engaged in the “Fight for $15” struggle, are paying off. All
across the country, city and state governments are responding to the pres-
sure and raising the minimum wage to a living wage. That’s what we have
to do at the federal level. That's what I talked about at every speech I gave,

As would often be the case throughout the campaign, meeting coura-
geous people like these workers inspired me and filled me with optimism
for the future.

During that same trip we held a town meeting at North Carolina State
University in Raleigh. A young student there named Ben Stockdale, active
in the Young Democrats, did an excellent job of organizing and, to my sur-
prise, some 225 people showed up. The panel of young people who spoke
before I did discussed environmental issues, women’s issues, scudent debt,
and the needs of the LGBT community. In our town meetings, the panel
discussions we had before I spoke were an important part of what we were
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irying to accomplish. While speakers may have focused on different topics,
it was important to see the commonality of interests and the need for every-
ane to work together. At North Carolina State University, it was very
imoving to hear young people who were so articulate and passionate.

[n August 2014, Phil and I traveled to the South again. We went back
io North Carolina, where we attended a meeting with trade union leaders
at the AFL-CIO headquarters in Raleigh. This was the conservative South,
hut we learned that there were serious and progressive people there, black
and white, actively organizing for a better future for working people. When
# discussion took place abour the presidential campaign, I heard supportin
thie room. Some, however, believed that if I ran it should be done outside
ihe Democratic Party, with the goal of building a new political movement.
While this was a minority opinion, it surfaced frequently. A number of
prople we ran into felt that the Democratic Party was just too conservative
and corrupt, and could not be reformed.

After the meeting with the AFL-CIO leadership, we attended a town
iecting in a local church that we had organized and had a standing-room-
unly crowd of over two hundred people. Once again, our panel consisted
of people from different walks of life. We had a young college student, a
trade unionist, and a local representative of the Democratic Party. Our goal
wis to build coalitions and bring people together, and we were making some
progress.

Also in August, I received the Patriot Award from the American Legion,
the largest veterans’ organization in the country. In receiving the award 1
spoke to an audience of 2,500 American Legion representatives from
ross the country in Charlotte, North Carolina. This is the most presti-
gious award the American Legion presents and, as the former chairman
sf the U.S. Senate Commirttee on Veterans’ Affairs, I was honored to re-
ceive it. National Commander Daniel M. Dellinger said that the award
was being presented for my “unwavering dedication to our nation and its
veierans.”

‘The American Legion is, by and large, a conservative organization. Many
ol their members vote Republican. It showed real courage on their part to
give that award to one of the most progressive members of the U.S. Senate.

‘Throughout my political career, and especially as chairman of the Veter-
ans” Committee, I have been a strong advocate for veterans and their fami-
lics, [t has always seemed to me that if men and women are prepared to put
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their lives on the line to defend this country, we have a moral obligation to
do everything we can to protect them and their families when they return
to civilian life. This means a strong and well-run VA, the best quality health

care we can provide, and prompt payment of benefits they've earned.
Some may see it as incongruous for a strong progressive to be a fierce

advocate for veterans’ rights. I don’t, and never have. I opposed the war in

Vietnam when I was a young man. I opposed the first Gulf War and the
war in Iraq as a member of Congress. I will continue to do everything tha

I can to make sure the United States does not get entangled in wars that we

should not be fighting. But I will never blame the men and women who do

the fighting for getting us into those wars. If you don’t like the wars we ge

involved in, hold the president and Congress responsible. Don’t blame the

veterans.

During that Southern trip, Phil and I traveled to South Carolina. In

Columbia, we met with a very impressive organizer with the Service Em

ployees International Union (SEIU), the union pushing the “Fight for

$15” campaign. We talked about low-income workers and voter partici
pation. The woman had recently checked out voter registration informa

tion in the area. It turned out that of the five hundred workers she was
attempting to organize, most of whom were black, only a handful were

registered to vote.

While I was there I also met with a young black man who worked at

McDonald’s. He and I chatted for a while. He informed me that, to him
and his friends, politics was totally irrelevant to their lives. It was not some

thing they cared about or even talked about.

Frankly, this lack of political consciousness is exactly what the ruling
class of this country wants. The Koch brothers spend hundreds of millions

to elect candidates who represent the rich and the powerful. They under

stand the importance of politics. Meanwhile, people who work for low
wages, have no health insurance, and live in inadequate housing don’t see

a connection berween the reality of their lives and what government doe.

or does not do. Showing people that connection is a very big part of what
a progressive political movement has to do. How can we bring about real
social change in this country if people in need are not involved in the politi--

cal process? We need a political revolution. We need to get people involved
We need to get people voting.

While in South Carolina I spoke at a rather poorly attended health care
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#ally on the grounds of the state Capitol. Like most other Republican states,
wuth Carolina had rejected the Medicaid expansion provided by the Af-
tordable Care Act. The result was that hundreds of thousands of low-
income South Carolinians, black and white, were not receiving the health
insurance they were eligible for, despite the fact thar it was national legisla-
tion and paid for by the federal government. Some of those people will
annecessarily die. Others will become sicker than they should have become.
T1his type of reactionary governmental action in South Carolina and else-
iwre could only take place in a political environment where public con-
scinusness is extremely low, where people feel powerless and don't vote.
While at the rally, I had the good luck to meet Virginia Sanders, a no-
nonsense black woman in her seventies. We hit it off right away. Virginia
had been involved in the civil rights movement, had lived in the area for-
r and, it seemed, knew every person in South Carolina. The next morn-
i, Phil and I got a historical tour as we drove off the beaten path around
{ vlumbia with this remarkable woman. I knew that if [ ran for president,

Virginia would be exactly the kind of person I'd want on my staft. Eight
months later she was on board.

One of the challenges of a campaign is good scheduling. Don’t arrange
fur the candidate to be in two places at the same time. Make sure the can-
ilitlate has enough time to go from one event to the other. Schedule events
it 4 time when people are likely to attend. And, in South Carolina, don’t
ltave a public meeting in Columbia on the opening of the University of
suth Carolina’s football season. Unfortunately, that’s exactly what we did.
fieing unfamiliar with the culture of the area, we had not realized that foot-
ball games at the university were something like supercharged national
holidays. Schools shut down. Huge traffic jams occur. The game is the sole
topic of conversation.

Despite that mistake, we had a successful town meeting at a senior
¢itizen housing complex in Columbia. Some two hundred people showed
isp, many of them seniors. I stressed the fact that instead of cutting Social
Security, as many Republicans wanted to do, we should expand the pro-
gram. Erin McKee, the president of the South Carolina AFL-CIO, spoke
at the meeting, as did a low-wage fast-food worker. (Erin later became an
active supporter of our campaign.)

It goes without saying that fund-raising is an important part of any na-
tional campaign. As a U.S. senator and former congressman [ had done my
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fair share of raising money. In contemplating a campaign for the White
House, there was one thing I was absolutely certain of. I was not going to
spend large amounts of time raising money from wealthy individuals, as
most politicians, Democrats and Republicans, do. I much preferred spend-
ing my time doing free public meetings, and ralking to ordinary people.

Raising money from the rich is not only debilitating, it’s time-consuming:
While it is certainly not true for all, many wealthy contributors are arro-
gant and self-centered and demand a lot of time and access for the money
they donate. Instead of just sending you a check, they want to talk, talk,
and ralk about their needs or the issues that concern them. This process
drains the energy right out of you.

A year later, when I was a full-time candidate, I was truly amazed by
the amount of time Hillary Clinton was spending raising money at the
homes of wealthy people, talking to fifty or a hundred very rich folks. It
was really incredible. But it was not just Hillary Clinton. It is what most
politicians do, and what a corrupt campaign finance system is all abour.
Today, politics is largely about raising tons of money, hiring consultants
and pollsters, and spending a fortune on television advertising. That is why
we urgently need rea/ campaign finance reform and why we should move
to public funding of elections.

But, like every other candidate, we needed money. How could we raise
some and not lose our focus on turning out large numbers of people?

The solution was simple. While most of our meetings were admission-
free, we would do a few low-donor events and see what happened. In June
2014, [ had been invited to speak at the University of Chicago. While there,
my fund-raiser, Ben Eisenberg, a native of the Chicago area, put together
an event at a large bar in Evanston, Illinois. The admission price was $25.
The logistics were terrible—the audience was gathered in several weirdly
shaped rooms, and I could hardly see many of the people I was speaking
to. The sound system barely worked, and the crowd was raucous and loud.
Nonetheless, the meeting was a success. Hundreds of people showed up.
They had a great time. And we raised some money. Conclusion: On oc-
casion it would be possible to bring out good crowds at the same time as
we raised some campaign funds.

As one of the Senate leaders in the fight to protect the U.S. Postal Ser-
vice, I was invited to speak before six thousand workers at the National As-
sociation of Letter Carriers—the largest postal union in the country. The
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postal service has been, for years, under intense political attack by Repub-
livans, who ultimately want to privatize all or some of it. The workers

c aware of my efforts in support of their needs. The response was very
positive.

K Garvey of Madison, Wisconsin, is a dear friend of mine. He has had

an vxtraordinary career as a labor lawyer and received a great deal of na-

tinnal arrention as the founder and executive director of the National Foot-
i

¥

wull League Players Association. In that capacity, he educated the public that
hile professional football players do make good salaries, their careers are

iostly short and their bodies are often damaged.

fid is a progressive leader in Wisconsin and had run a strong campaign
tor governor there. Years earlier, he had come to Vermont to help me as we
struggled to protect jobs and wages against a union-busting rail company
that had taken over a Vermont railroad.

tid and Betty Garvey, John Nichols, Mary Bottari, and other Wiscon-
1 progressives had put together a terrific event that I loved very much
and attended as often as I could. It was called the Fighting Bob Fest, named
alter Bob La Follette, the great Wisconsin governor and U.S. senator from
the carly part of the twentieth century. The event took place at the Sauk
{ounty Fairgrounds in Baraboo, Wisconsin, was attended by thousands of
prople from throughout the state, and involved dozens of progressive organ-
izations. On September 13, 2014, [ looked forward to speaking at the event.
While in the Midwest, we were also going to visit Iowa. A problem arose,
however. A good problem.

[t one of my goals in “testing the waters” for a presidential run was to
attract national media attention, that strategy was working. After twenty-
five years in Congress, often as a leading voice on some of the most impor-
want issues facing the country, I was invited for the first time to be on Meet
the Press. Chuck Todd had recently taken over as host, and he asked me to
be on the show, which was recorded at the NBC studio in Washington. The
problem was that I was supposed to be in Baraboo at the same time. How
do you appear in Washington, D.C., and Baraboo, Wisconsin, almost simul-
rancously? The answer is simple, but expensive. You charter a private plane.
For $13,000, we were able to make it to Wisconsin right on time. It was the
first time we had chartered a plane, but it would not be the last.

The event in Wisconsin was a lot of fun. It was a beautiful fall day, and
some four thousand people showed up. My old friend Jim Hightower, the
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talented and humorous writer from Texas, was there, as well as other na-
tional and state leaders. I had a great time renewing acquaintances with my

many friends from Wisconsin and the Midwest. After Wisconsin, it was on j

to Iowa.

IOWA, NEW HAMPSHIRE, AND BEYOND

The state of Towa plays a unique and outsized role in American presidential
politics. It is the first state in the country, followed closely by New Hamp-

shire, to vote in the nominating process. It is the state thar, through its

caucus, provides the first indication of how well a candidate might do over-

all and how serious his/her campaign is. For many campaigns, lowa is “make
or break.” Some campaigns, like Barack Obama’s, gain momentum from
their showings there. Others do poorly and never recover.

Back in September 2011, I made my first visit to lowa to speak at the k

"Tom Harkin Steak Fry, one of the major annual Democratic political events
in the country. Tom was one of the most progressive members of the Sen-
ate, a good friend of mine, and I very much appreciated the invitation. While
the weather for this outdoor event was not cooperative, and the crowd not
as large as expected, I had a great time and my remarks were well received.
I'liked the people I met there. They were down-to-earth, unpretentious, and
very much like the people of Vermont. I was especially impressed by how
many trade unionists and working-class people were in attendance.

In the early part of our exploratory campaign Phil and I made several
trips to fowa. On one of our first trips, in May 2014, I spoke to several hun-
dred people at the Clinton County Democratic Party Hall of Fame dinner
in Goose Lake. Coming from a rural state, [ felt very comfortable in the
tiny town that we were in—which had a very small old bank that looked
like it might have been robbed by Jesse James.

In other early trips to Jowa, we made the acquaintance of a grassroots
organization called Citizens for Community Improvement (CCI), led by
Hugh Espey, an excellent organizer. This organization brings together people
from all walks of life—farmers, trade unionists, educators, environmentalists,

seniors—to address the major issues facing Iowa and the country. They're -

organizers, educators, and lobbyists for the public. When we later articulated

the concept of the political revolution and the need for citizens to come
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together in grassroots organizations to take back our government from the
I percent, groups like CCI were exactly what I had in mind.

In addition to smaller meetings with CCI activists, in mid-September
we held a number of town meetings around the state. We met in Dubuque
and in Waterloo. We also held a town meeting at the Grace United Meth-
odist church in Des Moines sponsored by the CCI Action Fund. The crowd
ot 450 spilled out into the streets. For an undeclared candidate in Iowa, so
long before the caucus, this was an excellent turnout of highly energized
people. During that meeting, as I was to do at most meetings, I asked the
audience whether or not they thought I should run for president and whether
they would be willing to play a role in the campaign. Some 75 percent voiced
support for a campaign. While it wasnt unanimous, the vast majority
thought I should run as a Democrat.

On October 5, 2014, I returned to Iowa as the keynote speaker at the
lohnson County Democratic Party barbecue in Iowa City. Senator Debbie
Stabenow of Michigan was there as well. At this gathering of Iowa Demo-
crats, a few weeks before the important midterm elections, something be-
came very clear to me: The energy, even amongst these strong and dedicated
Democrats, just wasn'’t there for the local candidates. Something was miss-
ing. Bruce Braley, a congressman from lowa, was running for the U.S. Sen-
ate to replace my friend Tom Harkin. Bruce is a very decent guy, but his
remarks, which consisted of tepid Democratic centrist rhetoric, were just
not resonating with people in the room. It was obvious that the people there
wanted something more. A few wecks later in New Hampshire I noticed
the same phenomenon. On Election Day, Bruce lost his race to Joni Ernst.

At that meeting, for the very first time, I noticed lapel stickers support-
ing my candidacy. A lot of people were wearing them. They were distrib-
uted by a group called Progressive Democrats of America. While a relatively
small national group, the PDA had been enthusiastically supporting my can-
didacy from the very beginning. In May, I did several events with them in
Massachusetts.

While I was busy running around the country, I also held a few meet-
ings in Washington, D.C. I wanted to get a sense of what the “Inside the
Beltway” liberal community was thinking in terms of a Sanders run for the
presidency. If truth be told, most of them did not have a lot of enthusiasm
for it. There was the overwhelming perception that Hillary Clinton was
poing to be the nominee. Why stir the pot? Why cause unnecessary conflict?
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progressive city council. It turned out to be one of the largest and loudest
audiences that I had spoken to since I began traveling around the country.
As the Bill Moyers and Company Web site reported: “After an hour-long
specch, [Sanders] had the crowd of around 500 on their feet giving the
independent senator from Vermont a standing ovation.” Harriet Rowan
ol the online news service Richmond Confidential quoted me as saying,
""At this profound moment in American history, where the billionaire class
wants to get it all . .. we have got to fight back tooth and nail . . . We
aannot allow them to take over Richmond . . . we cannot allow them to
tuke over America” By the way, the Progressives won the election.

"That was also the message I got from my Senate colleagues. Almost zer
interest. Strange. [ was picking up increased excitement and interest arounc
the country, but not much in D.C.

Ten days after lowa, we were on our way out West. First stop, Las Vegas
Hor, hot, hot. We got out of the plane to a temperature of 106 degrees.

Most people go to Las Vegas to party and to gamble. Not us. We were
there to meet with the people who serve the tourists their food, wash thei
dishes, and make their beds. We had a meeting set up with the Culinary
Workers Union Local 226, affiliated with the national UNITE HERE union.

"The Culinary Workers Union is one of the great unions in this country,
Chevron, with all its money, was defeated.

The next day, we were in Oakland to meet with National Nurses United
president RoseAnn DeMoro and her staff. And we were pleased to walk
into another major controversy.

Most everybody loves nurses. We recognize that they are the backbone
of our health care system. They are there when our babies are born, and
they are there when our loved ones die. What I especially loved about the
Aurses’ union was that they not only fought vigorously for the rights of their
members but, even more importantly, they fought for their patients. They
want high-quality care in hospitals and wherever they work. They also under-
stand that under the current dysfunctional system, with so many uninsured
and underinsured, they are unable to do the quality work they want to do
and were trained to do. That is why they are strong supporters of a Medicare

and what they have accomplished is nothing less than revolutionary. At a
time when we have lost millions of decent-paying manufacturing jobs,
and when more and more of the new jobs being created in our country are
low-wage service industry jobs, the Culinary Workers Union has shown
the world that people who make beds, serve food, and clean toilets can
carn a living wage, have good health care, and live middle-class lives, They
did this by taking on the hotels and organizing the workers there into a
strong and effective multiracial union of sixty thousand members. The union.
also plays a major role in Nevada politics. ‘
To those people who tell you that politics doesn’t matter, just talk to the
chambermaids in Las Vegas, who now earn a decent living, have good health
insurance and a pension, and can send their kids to college. They did it.
We can do it all across the country. Service industry jobs do not have to be
" tor All single-payer program.
When I visited with them on October 17, 2014, there was considerable
toncern about the Ebola crisis, and whether American hospitals were effec-
tively prepared to deal with it. National Nurses United also wanted to
make sure that their members had the proper equipment and protective gear
iv treat Ebola patients. After a rally outside the union’s building, I helped
lead a march to Kaiser Permanente headquarters. They didn’t appear happy

low-wage jobs.

And then it was on to California for a very exciting evening. In Rich
mond, a working-class community in Contra Costa County, the Richmon
Progressive Alliance had taken control of the city council under the leader:
ship of Green Party member Gayle McLaughlin. Chevron, which had
giant oil refinery in the city, didn’t like the idea of a progressive government
They didn’t want to pay more in taxes. They didn’t want to deal with strong
o see us.

The next time I returned to Oakland, the union endorsed my candidacy.
I didn't have a stronger ally during the course of my campaign. I am always
proud to stand with the nurses.

[n October 2014, I did two sets of meetings in New Hampshire, focus-
ing on college campuses. Not only was I testing the waters for myself, but

environmental standards. They preferred to have a more compliant, more
corporately oriented city council, and they put $3 million in campaign con-
tributions into the local election to make that happen. In other words, they
were trying to buy the local government.

I was invited by the mayor and the Richmond Progressive Alliance to
speak at a meeting in opposition to Chevron, and for the reelection of the



74 OUR REVOLUTION

[ was trying to get some votes for Senator Jeanne Shaheen, who was in a
tough reelection fight against former senator Scott Brown of Massachusetts.
Ilearned something very interesting during those visits, something that I

did not forget.
The earlier visit, on October 10, was to the University of New Hamp-
shire in Durham and was organized by a group of progressive students. These

young people were serious about politics; they knew what they believed in

and were fighting for real change. They were motivated, hardworking, an

well organized. They felt strongly that big money in politics was threaten

ing our democracy and were part of a national movement to bring about
real campaign finance reform. I was delighted to accept an invitation from

them to speak on campus. When I got to the auditorium, I found an excel

lent turnout of some three hundred people, not only students but commu--
nity members as well. It was a great meeting and a thrill to see such bright

young people in action.

Two weeks later in New Hampshire, I had a very different experience
Working with local Democrats, we had scheduled meetings at Keene Stat
College, Dartmouth, and Plymouth State. Unlike the meeting at the Uni
versity of New Hampshire, these were badly attended. The local Democrat
had done a poor job in organizing the events and political interest on
campus was very low. In fact, walking around Keene State, I had the dis
tinct impression that not only was Senator Shaheen not going to get many
votes on that campus but that, two weeks before the election, most student
didn’t even know that an election was occurring. Thar visit was extremely
depressing.

The lesson I learned from those visits was that establishment Democratic
politicians often have very few roots in their communities and are unable
to generate grassroots enthusiasm. In too many cases they lived in their own
world, separated from ordinary people. On the other hand, what I also saw
was that small numbers of dedicated and motivated people were capable o
bringing people together, creating excitement and interest, and having a real
impact.

In many ways, what happened in New Hampshire on those two visits
became a metaphor for what was to take place a year later during my cam-
paign for the presidency. Time and time again we took on the entire Demo-
cratic establishment—governors, senators, and mayors. And time and time

-3
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again our small, ragtag group of volunteers and staff created the excitement
and political interest to defeat them.

A presidential campaign is a national campaign. To win, you have to do
well all over the country. In late October, we took our show on the road
to California, Nevada, and Texas. On the way back east we stopped in
(hicago. This Western swing was the most successful trip we had taken so
far as we pondered whether or not to run. More than any other set of meet-
ings, it showed me that our support was growing and that people wanted
real change. We were also attracting some great and committed people who
were prepared to come on board if I ran.

Marianne Williamson is a bestselling author, well-known lecturer, and
community activist in California. She is also the founder of Sister Giant,
an organization that provides women the support they need to run for
political office. She has an enormous following and is active on social me-
dia. On March 28, 2015, I spoke before a very large audience ar a Sister
Giant conference. Marianne, a dynamic speaker, could not have been more
supportive. As she introduced me, the chants became louder and louder:
“Run Bernie Run, Run Bernie Run.” A large majority in the audience indi-
vated that they were prepared to volunteer in the campaign if I ran.

With volunteers in Laredo, Texas.
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who was in opposition to what was then known as the Daley machine. Now
Fwas back, as a U.S. senator, once again supporting a progressive candidate
running against the Chicago Democratic machine. Not much had changed

The next day we had an even more mind-blowing experience. On shor
notice, the Progressive Democrats of America had organized an event fo
us in West Hollywood. It was a beautiful Sunday afternoon, and I had my
| politically in Chicago over fifty years.

I liked Chuy, because he was putting together the kind of coalition that
I believed in—Dblack, white, and Latino working people standing together
grinst the big-money interests that controlled the city. In Chicago, while
the downtown business interests thrived, the neighborhoods were hurting
and schools were being closed. In that primary election I was also support-
ing Susan Sadlowski Garza, who was running for the Board of Aldermen

doubts as to how many people would show up. Well, over five hundred
people packed the hall of the local musicians’ union, one of the largest turn-
outs we had ever had. The excitement was palpable. Once again, we heard
“Run Bernie Run, Run Bernie Run.” And all over the hall, people were sig
ing up to volunteer.

Then it was onto a plane to Austin, Texas. And what an unbelievable
meeting we held there. As our car was getting closer to our destination, a
from a working-class district.

‘The rally in support of Chuy and Susan took place in a steelworkers’
itnion hall. The place was mobbed, the enthusiasm high. This was the first
time that [ had gotten to meet Chuy, and I liked him. After his defeat by
Fmanuel, Chuy Garcia became a great surrogate for me during the cam-
paign. He traveled the country, often speaking to Latino audiences. Chuy
and his wife and Jane and I had breakfast together the morning of the II-
_linois primary. Susan, who ran against a longtime incumbent, won her elec-
_tion by a few votes and is now a member of the Board of Aldermen. I was

IBEW union hall, I was becoming more and more annoyed at the traffi
We were moving at a crawl, and I was worried that we would be late. Not
to worry. Our meeting was the cause of the traffic jam, and everybody was
going to be late.

There was a fellow on the road trying to direct traffic, and cars were
parked all over the place. People were packed into the room, some sitting on
windowsills. And what was so beautiful and memorable about that meetin
and something that we would see so often in the future, was the diversi
of the people who attended. There were workers, students, seniors, Lat
nos, blacks, and whites. These were people coming together, with passion plad I could help.
to transform America. This meeting, almost more than any we had held s
far, told me that something unusual was going on.dwas not well known i
Texas, and yet the excitement for a Sanders campaign was sky-high. iLECTION DAY 2014

I had known Rahm Emanuel when we served together in Congress
and I had dealt with him when he was chief of staff for President Obama

Rahm was part of the corporate wing of the Democratic Party, a prolifi

Election Day 2014 was a disaster for Democrats all across the country. With
voter turnout atrociously low, the Democrats lost control of the U.S. Senate
for the first time since 2006, and lost seats in the House as well. Like other
Democrats, T had to give up my chairmanship to a Republican. Needless
to say, the Democrats in the Senate were sullen. Harry Reid, our majority
leader and a friend of mine, was out. Mitch McConnell, the Republican

fund-raiser, closely aligned with the Clintons. He and I were not best friends

Rahm left Washington and moved on to become mayor of Chicago. I
2015 he ran for reelection. To everybody’s surprise, despite spending
huge amount of money, he was unable to get the 50 percent that he needec
feader, was in.

[n the 2014 election, the Republicans won the largest majority in Con-
gress since 1928, and the largest majority of state legislatures since 1928.
How could it happen that an obstructionist Republican Party, which was
in favor of cutting Social Security, Medicare, and Medicaid, giving huge
tax breaks to billionaires, and unwilling to recognize the reality of climate

to win the Democratic Party nomination for mayor on the first round
His opponent was Jesus “Chuy” Garcia, a strong progressive and a count
commissioner. In addition to the mayor’s race, there were a number o
progressives running for the Board of Aldermen against the Democratic
machine,

Fifty years before, when I was a student at the University of Chicago,

got slightly involved in an aldermanic election. I volunteered for a candidate change, could win a landslide victory?
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"To my mind, understanding Election Day 2014 was not to see it as
victory for the Republican Party. It was a foss for the Democratic Party. The
Democrats blew it, big-time. Republicans win elections when voter tur
out is low and their big-money friends spend a fortune on ugly TV ads
Democrats win elections when ordinary people are excited, involved in the
political process, and come out to vote. In 2014, 63 percent of the Ameri
can people didn’t vote, and the turnout was even worse for low-income and
young people.

As I'saw in Jowa and New Hampshire, there was very little energy o
enthusiasm for the Democratic candidates. In my own state of Vermon
where a Democratic governor won reelection in a close race, we had the lo
est voter turnout since World War II.

Yes. The economy was better than it had been when President Bush le
office. Yes. There had been major troop withdrawal from Iraq. Yes. Presi-
dent Obama was doing a number of things that were right. Bu, despite that,

something was deeply wrong in the country, and people felt it. Millions of

workers were falling further and further behind. The gap between the rich
and everyone else was growing wider. The political system was increasingly
corrupt and the economic and political establishment was far removed from
the lives of ordinary Americans. k

The election of 2014 was a wake-up call for the Democratic Party. I won-
dered if they heard it.

REACHING A DECISION

As I suspected would happen, the fact that I was “thinkine” of runnine for
pp g g

president generated a significant increase in the national media coverage that

I received. I was no longer just a U.S. senator, I was now a possible futur

president. I became a regular on cable TV shows, on CNN, MSNBC, and

occasionally Fox. I was also appearing on the important Sunday news shows:
and doing interviews with newspapers all across the country.

My communications director, Michael Briggs, did a great job in maxi
mizing media opportunities. When we were in New York City, for exam:
ple, we started early on the morning shows and went full blast throughou
the day. On November 14, 2014, as an example, I did an early mornin

i
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interview with Chris Cuomo on CNN, did an editorial board meeting with
floomberg News, did an interview with New York Times columnist Gail

£.olling, taped an interview on WNET TV, met with my old friend Katrina
vanden Heuvel of 7he Nation magazine, and concluded with an appear-

¢ on The Colbert Report.
In December 2014, Jane and I attended, as we usually did, the White

House Christmas Ball. This is an annual opportunity for members of Con-

ss, the administration, and friends to get together in a bipartisan, infor-

mial way. Many hundreds of people attend. One of the very weird things
bout this event is that the president does not address the people there, and
lie does not socialize. What he does, all night long, is take photos. The guests

linc up on the first floor, get ushered into a room with the president and
ichelle, engage in small talk, and get their picture snapped. While Jane

ind [ were there, I asked the president for a meeting.

A week or so later, I met with the president in the Oval Office. I had
known Barack Obama for eight years, and we had served in the Senate to-
ther. While I had strong disagreements with him on some issues, we
re friends and I respected him very much. On a number of important
matters, we had worked closely together. Now, as I was seriously thinking
!
ihat I was discussing around the country. I also wanted his take on the re-

rout running for president, I wanted to get his views on some of the issues

nt elections and where he thought Democratic Party politics was going.
As usual, T was impressed by his candor and intelligence.

During this period, we began to focus more on lowa and New
Flampshire—the first two states that would be voting. While the Demo-
eratic Party’s nominating process is, of course, a national process, it is also
fifty separate state elections. And, despite their relatively small sizes, lowa
and New Hampshire are two of the most important states. If we did well
in those states, we would be off and running. If we did not, we would not
be taken seriously as we advanced to other states.

[n mid-December we returned to Iowa for a few days. In Des Moines |
did interviews at 7he Des Moines Register. The Des Moines Register is the larg-
est and most influential newspaper in Iowa, and it takes its responsibilities
seriously. It understands the importance of the Iowa caucus and it tries to
sive all of the candidates, Democratic and Republican, a fair shake. It also
conducts polling for the lowa caucus, which is generally regarded to be of
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very high quality and receives a lot of national attention. During that tri
I also appeared on fowa Press, lowa’s equivalent of Meer the Press, a publi
television show with a veteran moderator, Dean Borg.

Later in the day we headed to Ames, where we held a town meeting
Before that meeting, we did something that I found very helpful, somethin:
we had not done before. We invited the various elements of the state’s pro
gressive community to join us for brief separate meetings so that we could
better understand the issues they were dealing with. Within the course o
a few hours we met with some of the leaders of the Latino community, the
peace community, the LGBT community, the environmental community,
Planned Parenthood, labor, and groups concerned with civil liberties. I
found these meetings to be extremely informarive; I believe those who at-
tended felt the same way. As the campaign progressed, this is something
we did in other states as well.

In late January I was back in New Hampshire. Arnie Arnesen is a well-
known political figure in New Hampshire and an old friend of mine. Years
before, she had run a strong and progressive campaign for governor of the
state, and later became a host on a radio show that I often called in to. Arnie
held frequent political gatherings at her home in Concord and was kind
enough to hold one there for us. :

In early February, for the first time, we ventured to Pennsylvania. In
Philadelphia we did a low-donor fund-raiser that brought out hundreds of
people at $25 a head. The event was held in a large bar. Once again, as we
had seen in Evanston, Illinois, I was learning that we could raise a modest
amount of money and at the same time have a good-sized event. I was sur-
prised and proud that so many people—working people—were prepared
make a financial contribution to the campaign. The campaign was takin
root.

In Philadelphia we also attended a dinner for the House Progressive Cau
cus, which was chaired by my good friends Congressmen Keith Elliso
and Raul Grijalva. A number of members of Congress were there. My speec
followed that of Lee Saunders, president of the large union the America
Federation of State, County and Municipal Employees (AFSCME). Whil
there I did a number of media interviews. The next day I was in Harrisbur
to speak before the Pennsylvania Progressive Summit. I was joined there by
some eight hundred people. On the way back from Harrisburg to Washing
ton, Michael Briggs and I drove through Gettysburg, Pennsylvania. Neithe
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ol us had ever visited the Gettysburg battleground. We stopped there,
walked around the grounds, saw a movie at the museum, and talked to some
ol the park employees. As Vermont soldiers had played a very important
role in the Union victory at Gettysburg, I visited the statue of General
Gieorge Stannard, one of Vermont’s military leaders, as well as other Vermont
monuments.

We also visited the site where Lincoln gave his famous address in 1863.
As every schoolchild knows, in his speech Lincoln stated “that we here highly
tesolve that these dead shall not have died in vain . . . that this nation, under
tsod, shall have a new birth of freedom . . . and that government of the
people, by the people, for the people, shall not perish from the earth.” As
we left Gettysburg, it struck me forcefully that what Lincoln had said in
1863 was as relevant today as it was back then. Especially with the Supreme
Court’s disastrous 2010 Citizens United decision that opened the floodgares
to virtually unlimited corporate spending in campaigns and allowed
hiy, money to buy elections, we were still fighting for a government “of
the people, by the people, for the people.” As a result of that trip to Get-
tysburg, I often referenced Lincoln, and what he said there on that day in
1863, in my speeches.

In early March 2015, along with many congressional colleagues and Pres-
itlent Obama, I visited Selma, Alabama, to commemorate the fiftieth an-
niversary of the “Bloody Sunday” march across the Pettis Bridge in the fight
for voting rights. The event was organized by Congressman John Lewis, who
had been one of the leaders of that demonstration fifty years before as a
mmember of the Student Nonviolent Coordinating Committee (SNCC).
During that demonstration, Lewis had been brutally beaten and almost
killed by Alabama state police.

While in Selma, Jane and I had the opportunity to meet some of the
heroes and heroines of that period and of the civil rights movement. These
were people who had shown incredible bravery standing up to official state
terrorism, and listening to their stories was a moving and inspiring experi-
ence. While there we also heard some great gospel, one of my favorite kinds
of music. We had a wonderful time.

Naturally, while we were in Selma, there was a lot of discussion about
the state of the civil rights movement: where it had come from, how it had
evolved, where it was today. Clearly, everyone agreed, huge and incredibly
positive changes had taken place since Lewis and other demonstrators were
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almost killed in the fight for voting rights fifty years before. Today, Lewis
was no longer a demonstrator. He was a U.S. congressman from Georgia,
serving with dozens of other African-American members of Congress. Fifty
years before, African-Americans in Selma didn’t have the right to vote. Now,
the mayor of Selma was black. Fifty years ago, it was incomprehensible to
believe that the United States would ever have an African-American as pres-
ident. Now, President Obama was serving his second term. These were changes
* that every American has a right to be proud of.

But there was another reality that those gathered in Selma knew. While
the African-American community has made huge advances in politics, and
while the United States was much less of a racist society than it had been,
there were still enormous economic and social problems facing the black
community. The Voting Rights Act that John Lewis, Dr. Martin Luther
King Jr., and others had fought so hard to pass had recently been gutted by a
Supreme Court decision, and all across the country Republican governors
and legislators were rolling back the clock and making it harder for blacks
and others to vote.

The unemployment rate, especially among young people, was much,
much too high. In some communities the real unemployment rate for recent
black high school graduates was 30 to 40 percent. Too many urban schools
were nothing more than dropout factories, and too few young African-
Americans were making it through college.

The African-American situation with regard to criminal justice was
a national disgrace. Jails from coast to coast were filled with African-
Americans, many of whom lacked decent education or job skills appropriate
for the twenty-first century. Unbelievably, if present trends continued, one
out of four black males born today would end up in jail.

During the campaign, I met frequently with members of the Black Lives
Matter movement. This loosely knit organization was successfully edu-
cating the nation that in many black communities the police were not
there protecting the people, but intimidating them. And time and time
again, tragically, cell phone video cameras were recording horrific exam-
ples of extreme police brutality, the taking of innocent lives by overly ag-
gressive police action. The names of the victims were becoming household
names: Sandra Bland, Michael Brown, Rekia Boyd, Eric Garner, Walter
Scott, Freddie Gray, Jessica Hernandez, Tamir Rice, Jonathan Ferrell,
Oscar Grant, Antonio Zambrano-Montes, Samuel DuBose, Anastasio
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Hernandez-Rojas, and many others. Each of them died unarmed at the
hands of police officers or in police custody.

Yes. There was no question that, as a nation, we had made great advances
in civil rights. But there was also no doubt in my mind that much, much
more needed to be done.

During the campaign, working with civil rights advocates, we introduced
the strongest criminal justice reform any candidate had ever presented.

It was now April 2015. Over the past eighteen months I had visited twelve
states, given dozens of speeches, and sat through countless media interviews.
[ had spoken to many thousands of people and met privately with hundreds
more. The time was rapidly approaching when we would have to make a
very simple decision. Was there sufficient support for me to run a credible
national campaign? Could we put together an effective political organization
to mount that campaign?

Bottom line: Do I run for president of the United States?

My mind went back to Burlington, Vermont, and 1981. It all sounded
familiar. Nobody then thought that the city’s political and economic estab-
lishment could be beaten. They were just too powerful. Nobody thought
that we could put together the kind of coalition that we did. How can you
get police officers, environmentalists, low-income tenants, college students,
and city employees to be part of the same movement? Nobody, absolutely
nobody, thought we could win that election. But we did. We pulled off the
biggest political upset in the modern history of Vermont, and over the next
cight years went about the business of putting our ideas into effect and trans-
forming the city.

But clearly, what we were talking about now was not Burlington, Ver-
mont. This was not a small city in a small state. This was the United States
of America, a diverse nation of 320 million people in fifty states. In the few
national polls in which my name had been included, I'd barely registered.
I had virtually no national name recognition, very little money, no politi-
cal organization, and in most states in the country my staff and I knew
absolutely nobody. We would be taking on the entire political establish-
ment. Not one of my Senate colleagues, not one member of Congress, not
one governor, not one mayor had told me that he/she would be supportive
it [ ran. Not one. Were we totally crazy to be even thinking about this?

Maybe. But then I thought about the inspiring people I had met from
one end of this country to the other, the many thousands who had come
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out to our meetings and enthusiastically supported a run. That was real,
absolutely real. There was nothing crazy about them. Maybe the Inside the
Beltway pundits didn’t know they existed, but I had seen them and heard
them. They were people who were hurting. People who were tired of the
status quo. People who loved this country but knew that we could be much
more than we were. People who didn’t want Hillary Clinton, but wanted real
political change—and were prepared to fight for it. If I didn’t run, I would
be letting them down.

There was a strong feeling growing within me that if I didn’t run, it would

be something I would regret for the rest of my life. I was ready to do it.

But wait a minute.

A decision of this magnitude was not going to be made based on politi-
cal calculations or on my feelings alone. There were a whole lot of very per-
sonal matters that had to be considered as well. If I ran, the campaign
would have a huge impact upon my family—my wife, Jane; my kids, Levi,
Heather, Dave, and Carina, and their families, including my seven grand-
children. It would also impact the staff at my Senate office, who would have
to pick up the extra work that my absence would entail.

Let me be honest. Jane was not enthusiastic about the idea of a presi-
dential campaign—never was. She is smart and a realist. She knew that if I
ran it would obviously mean that our family life would be radically altered.
As Vermont’s senator, I am back in the state almost every weekend. As a
presidential candidate, I would almost always be on the road and away from
home. It would also mean that we would be living in a world of stress, seven
days a week. ‘

She also worried about how, if against all odds we actually won, we
could survive politically against the unprecedented hostility that was
sure to come from Wall Street, the corporate world and their media, the
Republican Party, and many Democrats. What we were trying to do was
unprecedented in American history. We were taking on the entire politi-
cal and economic establishment. If we won, what would happen the day
after the election?

Jane and I also knew what modern politics is about and the kind of ugly

personal attacks, lies, and distortions that we and the entire family would

inevitably have to endure. In Vermont, where there is much less political
ugliness than is the case nationally, we had already experienced it. What
would it be like at the national level when we’d face well-funded adversar-

THINKING ABOUT RUNNING 85

ics who paid operatives whose sole function was to destroy their opponents?
[t was just one more factor to take into consideration.

While we were closing in on the decision of whether or not to make the
run, Jane and [ had breakfast at a Denny’s restaurant in South Burlington,
Vermont. We often went there on weekends—their blueberry pancakes are
especially good. While we were there that Sunday morning, a man came
over to our table and movingly thanked me for the work that my office had
done for him in gaining his veterans benefits. Our efforts had changed his
lite. He urged me to run for president. Jane started crying. She now knew
what we had to do.

In early April, we invited Tad Devine, a national media and political
consultant who had worked on two of my Vermont campaigns, to come to
our home in Burlington to describe what a presidential campaign would
eneail. I am not much into national political consultants, and Tad is the
only one I have ever worked with. Unlike Jane and me, Tad actually knew
what a national campaign was about. He had been involved in Al Gore’s
run for the presidency in 2000, as well as a number of other presidential
campaigns.

Tad went down the checklist of what a campaign would mean. He talked
about the tens of millions that would have to be raised, the scheduling re-
quirements, staffing, security issues, how best to relate to national and state
media, and the kind of paid media program that he thought we would need.
He also believed that we would have to very heavily focus on Iowa and New
Hampshire. If we made the decision to go forward, he was prepared be part
of the team.

In the following weeks Jane and I talked to Levi, Heather, Carina, and
Dave to get their feelings about a possible campaign. Without exception,
they were on board and wanted to help out in any way they could. In fact,
they were pretty excited.

On April 30, 2015, I strolled to an area outside the Capitol and informally
told the Beltway media that I would soon be filing papers to establish a
presidential campaign exploratory committee. Quietly, we decided that
we would formally begin the campaign on May 26 in Burlington.




FOUR

HOW DO YOU RUN A
PRESIDENTIAL CAMPAIGN?

he great anxiety that I had when I was contemplating running for

president was that if I ran a poor campaign, if we were unable to get
our message out effectively, if we failed to get a significant number of votes,
if the actual campaign izself malfunctioned, we would be doing a disservice
to the shared vision of the progressive movement. If our campaign was
unsuccessful, the message left to history would be that our ideas were rejected
and that nobody supported our agenda. More than anything else, that is
what I feared.

Well, how do you run an effective national campaign? How do you make
sure you don’t fall flat on your face and call it quits two months after you
begin, which is not uncommon? We hadn’t a clue.

Vermont is a small state of 630,000 people. In my reelection campaign
for the Senate in 2012 I received 207,000 votes—71 percent of the total
vote. We knew how to run good campaigns in Vermont and how to win
there. We knew nothing about national campaigns and how to compete ef-
fectively in fifty states and a bunch of territories. We were about to learn a
lot, and quickly.

The one thing I did know was that if we were going to be successful we

bad to remain true ro ourselves. We would not be slick, or cute, or poll-

driven. We knew whom we were fighting for, and whom we were fighting
against. We could lose the election, bur we wouldn'’t lose our soul.
Campaigns are about organizational capabilities, fund-raising, press
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relations, advertising, and a million other details. But what I always knew
in my heart is that the most important part of any successful campaign is
the message. What do you believe? What are you prepared to fight for?

THE MESSAGE

For me, that was the easy part. I knew what the message would be; no con-
sultant, no pollster had to tell me. It was the same message I had been de-
livering my entire life.

We had to listen to and express to the public the real pain of the people:
the working families of our country, the elderly, the children, the sick, the
poor, and the young. These are the people who don’t make campaign con-
tributions, who don’t know how to manipulate the system, and who are al-
most always ignored by government. We had to tell the truth about whart
was really going on in the country, a truth hardly addressed by corporate
media. We had to forcefully take on the arrogance and greed of the ruling
class, a small group of powerful people who wanted it all.

Further—and uniquely in modern campaigns—we had to put together
a strong grassroots movement in which people understood that of course it
was important that we elect a progressive president, but it was equally impor-
tant that we create a political revolution by involving millions of new people
in the process, people who were prepared to stand up and fight back against
a corrupt political and economic system. In other words, this was not going
t0 be a typical campaign. It was not just about electing a candidate. It was
the building of a movement. It was the understanding that no president
alone could or should do it all. The working families and the young people
of this country had to be involved.

Our campaign was also determined to think big, not small. We were
prepared to raise the issues that most other campaigns would not go near,
issues that were far removed from ordinary American political discourse. 1
have always believed that asking the right questions was far more impor-
tant than giving the right answers. And this campaign wou/d ask the right
(uestions.

[n that regard, I was very much helped and guided by Pope Francis and
the role he was playing throughout the world. To my mind, Pope Francis
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was distinguishing himself as one of the great moral and religious leaders
not only of our time, but of modern history. He was opening up the entire

world to new perspectives. His focus on the “dispossessed”—the poor, the

elderly, and the unemployed, who were being cast aside by country after

country—was awakening the conscience of the entire planet. His call for a
“moral economy,” an economy that addressed the needs of ordinary people
and not just capitalist profiteers, was also inspiring millions.

I had the opportunity to hear the pope when he spoke at both the
White House and the Congress during his visit to Washington. In April
2016, I was invited to attend a conference in the Vatican on the need to
create a moral economy. I had to take time off the campaign trail to go to
Iraly, but it was an opportunity that I didn’t want to miss. While there, I
was able to briefly meet with the pope and some impressive leaders of the
Catholic Church.

Pope Francis’s mission had helped inspire me to think big. For decades
now, especially with the ascendancy of right-wing Republicanism and the
growing conservatism of the Democratic Party, Congress had been think-
ing smaller and smaller. Too often, the debate in Washington centered on
questions like: Which program for the poor should be cut? Should we lower
spending on Medicaid or food stamps? Should we slash education or afford-
able housing? Or, conversely, how much should we give in tax breaks to
wealthy people who don’t need them? How many more billions should we
put into military spending?

The great challenges of our time were being ignored. Big ideas, from the
progressive perspective at least, were not being discussed.

Our campaign would change that. Among other approaches, we would

inject the radical concept of “morality” into the campaign. Further, we
would look at what other countries around the world were doing to protect
their working families and ask, “Why isn’t the wealthiest nation on earth,
the United States of America, doing the same?”

Once you think about it for a minute, you realize that this is not a very

complicated approach. It is simple, straightforward, honest—and it reaches
people. It changes the entire nature of the discussion.

Is it moral that, when millions of seniors are unable to afford the medi-
cine they need, the top one-tenth of 1 percent owns as much wealth as the
bottom 90 percent? Is it moral that, when we have the highest rates of child-
hood poverty of almost any major country in the world, the twenty wealth-
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icst people in the country have more wealth than the bottom half of
America—160 million people? Is it moral that, when our citizens are work-

ing longer hours for lower wages, 52 percent of all new income generated

today is going to the top 1 percent?

And let’s take a hard look at what's going on in the rest of the world.
My Republican colleagues in the Senate often talk about “American excep-
tionalism.” Well, they're right, but not for the reasons they think. It turns
out that the United States is exceptional in being far, far behind many other
nations in addressing the basic needs of working families. Why is the United
States the only major country on earth not to guarantee health care to all
people as a righe? If the United Kingdom, France, Germany, Scandinavia,
and Canada can do it, why can’t we?

Why do our people work the longest hours of almost any people in the
industrialized world, despite the explosion of technology and huge increases
in worker productivity? Why do we have much shorter vacation time than
any other major country?

Why is the United States one of the very few countries in the world,
including the vast majority of poor countries, not to provide paid family
and medical leave? Why do working-class women in this country have to
scparate themselves from their newborn babies and return to work just one
or two weeks after giving birth?

At a time when almost everyone understands that human develop-
ment is largely shaped during the first four years of life, why do we have
one of the most dysfunctional and ineffective child care systems in the
world?

Why does the United States have more people in jail than any other
country? Why are we spending $80 billion a year to lock up 2.2 million
Americans—disproportionately African-American, Latino, and Native
American?

Why is higher education in America far more expensive than in any other
country? How does it happen that Germany, Scandinavia, and other coun-
tries can provide free tuition at their colleges while hundreds of thousands
of young Americans cannot afford to get a higher education because of the
cost?

These were just some of the questions we intended to ask.

[ was comfortable with our message. The next question was: How do

we get the word our?
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RALLIES

From day one, [ knew that rallies and public meetings would be an essen-
tial component of the campaign. Why? Mostly, I must confess, because I
love doing them, and always have. As Vermont’s congressman and senator,

I am quite sure that I have held far more official congressional town

meetings—many, many hundreds of them over the years—than any other
elected officeholder in the history of our state. We hold them in the state’s
largest cities (Burlington, Rutland, Colchester, Brattleboro, Bennington,
and Montpelier) and in towns with populations of two hundred or less. Usu-
ally, somewhere between one and three hundred people come our for the
meetings——pretty good turnouts for a small, rural state.

In addition, during my election races in Vermont, rallies are always the
cornerstone of the campaign. Sometimes we do three or four in a day, going
from town to town. The format is pretty simple. We meet in a school, church,
or town hall. The event begins with a performance by local musicians. We
serve hamburgers and hot dogs or some other simple fare. A few local sup-
porters on a panel then get up and speak briefly about issues of concern to
the community and why they are supporting me. I speak for a half hour or
s0, take questions from the audience, and move on. And that’s it.

I love town meetings and rallies for a simple reason: It gives me an op-
portunity to interact with ordinary people and to find out what’s on their
minds. I am able to communicate with them directly, without the filter of
the media. Moms and dads are there with their kids. People of all ages and
backgrounds show up. These public events energize me. It is what democ-
racy is all about. I have a poster of Norman Rockwell’s painting of a Ver-
mont town meeting right on the wall of the front entrance to my Burlington
office.

We were going to make rallies and town meetings the central part of
our presidential campaign, however, not just because I loved doing them or
because I believed that’s what democracy was all about. We were going to
do a large number of rallies and town meetings because they generated ex-
citement and energy and would win us votes. It was good politics.

Today, much of what elections are about is the raising of outrageous sums
of money, hiring consultants, polling, and doing television ads. In fact, many
candidates spend more time raising money than doing anything else. In
large states like California, television advertising is pretty much all that a
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statewide campaign is about. There is very little face-to-face contact with
the voters. A candidate is just another product being sold.

On top of that, because of Citizens United, there are campaigns where
“independent expenditures” play a more important role than does the actual
candidate. As insane as this may sound, outside special interests can have
more influence in developing positive and negative themes, raising money,
and putting ads on the air than the real-life candidate. In a campaign like
that, the average voter is really voting for the unknown donors behind the
“independent expenditures,” not the person on the ballot.

Our campaign, to say the least, was going to be different. We were not
going to have independently financed super PACs telling people what I be-
lieved or didn’t believe, or demonizing my opponents. I was going to be the
person expressing my views and, to as great a degree as possible, I would be
stating those views before real people. I wanted to put energy, spontaneity,
and messiness back into the political process, not just a well-choreographed
set of productions or “listening tours” carefully made for TV.

One of the goals of our campaign was to “bring people together,” not just
metaphorically but in the flesh. The pundits and the establishment may not
have thought so, but I have always felt that the ideas I was espousing were
not radical or fringe. They were mainstream, the views that millions held.

The truth is that when people come into a room, or a gymnasium or an
arena, and they look around them and see all the other people in that venue
sharing those same views, they come away strengthened and energized. They
are not alone. They are part of something bigger than themselves. They are
part of a movement. This is especially true when the audience is of diverse
backgrounds, which became increasingly true as our campaign progressed.
A rally of thousands of people standing together—blacks, whites, Latinos,
Native Americans, Asian-Americans, young and old, gay and straight, people
who immigrated here and those born here. This is something unforgettable
and extraordinarily powerful. It is not something that a television ad can
accomplish.

Further, in the smaller states, rallies became a key part of our get-out-
the-vote effort. If you go to a small town and five hundred people come
out, everyone in the town will know that you were there. That is especially
truc if you visit, as we did, rural or remote areas where most politicians
tever so.

In New Hampshire, for example, we held sixty-eight public meetings
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I love meeting with kids. They are our future.

and spoke to 41,810 people. In winning that state handily, I received 151,584 :
votes. While there is no doubt that some people attended our meetings more
than once, that means that approximately one out of four people who voted
for me actually heard me in person. That is what grassroots democracy is.
all about. I love it.

In Jowa, we held 101 meetings, with 73,415 people attending. The total
number of votes cast was about 171,000. In the Iowa caucus we won about
half the delegates and believe that we may have won a small majority of the
votes cast. In California, in an effort that was unprecedented in modern his-
tory, we spoke to 274,951 people at forty-six rallies throughout the state.

There was probably nobody in Congress who had more experience with
town meetings and rallies than I did. We were going to learn soon, how-
ever, that rallies and public events for our presidential campaign were a little
bit different from what we were used to in Vermont.

STAFFING

It is a political truism that you can’t run a good campaign without a good
staff. And here we had a particular problem that other campaigns did
not. If you are a liberal, moderate, or conservative Democrat, if you are a
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Saying hello to people after a rally.
ying peop )

traditional candidate, there are many excellent and experienced political
operatives around the country whom you can hire, who have experience in
those worlds. There are consulting firms, Democratic and Republican, that
get involved in campaigns every two years. Some of them are excellent
and staffed by highly skilled and experienced professionals.

But what if you are a democratic socialist, running a kind of campaign
that no one else has ever attempted to run? What models do you build upon?
Whom do you hire?

First, we attempted to get the best ideas we could from staft that had
been involved in recent progressive campaigns. While our campaign would
be different, there was no sense in reinventing the wheel. Three campaigns
that we got good advice from were those of Jesse Jackson, Dennis Kucinich,
and Barack Obama.

I had supported Jesse Jackson for president in 1988, and I have always
believed that his campaign was enormously important in breaking down
barriers and opening up new political space in our country. His concept of
the “Rainbow Coalition” played a transformative role in American politics.
Frankly, Barack Obama would not have been elected president without the
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groundbreaking work of Jackson’s campaigns. Further, not only was Jackson
a brilliant and charismaric campaigner, which I saw firsthand when I cam-
paigned with him in Vermont, but he ran a smart, guerrilla-type campaign
that did remarkably well given the limited financial resources he had. We
‘got useful advice from some of the veterans who had worked with him,
and from time to time I would chat with Reverend Jackson on the phone.
His son Jonathan also spoke at a number of our rallies.

Dennis Kucinich is an old friend of mine. We met each other back in
the eighties when he was mayor of Cleveland and [ was mayor of Burling-
ton. We were two of the most progressive mayors in the country at that
time. Later we worked closely together when we both served in the U.S.
House. Throughout his political career, Dennis has always shown an enor-
mous amount of courage and never forgot the poor background he came
from.

Dennis ran for president in 2004 and 2008. The fact that he never re-
ceived a whole lot of votes in his campaigns understates the impact that
he has had on contemporary politics. During his campaigns for president,
Dennis created a strong grassroots movement and forced the debate in the
Democratic primary process into a direction it never would have gone with-
out him. Before the campaign began, Jane and I had the opportunity to
meet with him and his wife, Elizabeth, and to tap their brains as to what
we could learn from his two campaigns. They were very helpful in discuss-
ing issues related to fund-raising, staffing, and transportation.

Howard Dean, a fellow Vermonter, ran in the Democratic primary in
2004. His campaign developed a number of important political break-
throughs that we learned from and utilized. He was the first candidate to
successfully fund-raise online, and his concept of “meet-ups” or house par-
ties was a very innovative concept that we built upon.

In 2008 a young U.S. senator from Illinois, Barack Obama, ran one of
the most brilliant campaigns in the modern history of our country. While he
was more conservative than Jackson, Kucinich, or myself, there was much to
be learned from Obama’s campaign. He utilized social media for communi-
cation and fund-raising in a way that no one had before. He held large and
effective rallies across the country, and he tapped into the cultural energy of
some of the most creative people in America, a greatly underutilized re-
source. As we prepared, we spoke to many people who had been involved in
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Obama’s campaigns. Not only did we learn a lot from them, such as how to
best campaign in Iowa, we eventually brought more than a few on board.

A nontraditional, unprecedented type of campaign required a nontradi-
tional campaign manager. That turned out to be Jeff Weaver, the owner of
a small comic book store in Virginia who had never been involved in a na-
tional campaign.

I met Jeff thirty years ago when, as a young man, he came into my cam-
paign office to volunteer on my 1986 gubernarorial campaign. He came to
us with very good qualifications. Not only was he a former Marine, he had
been thrown out of Boston University for his civil rights activism. That
worked for me.

Jeff was born and raised in northern Vermont and eventually graduated
from the University of Vermont. In 1988, during my congressional cam-
paign, we didn’t have a lot of money. We made up for it with hard work
and long hours on the campaign trail. Jeff drove me around the state in
his car from morning to night, often seven days a week. I am confident
that I am the only congressional candidate in history to have, as his official
campaign car, a Yugo. It was an unforgettable car which, when it went above
55, started rattling.

In 1990, when we won the congressional race, Jeff went with me to
Washington. He is a hard worker and extremely smart. Over the years he
advanced his way up in the office and eventually became my chief of staff.
[n 2006, he managed my campaign for the Senate, and when we won he
moved over there with me. Over the years Jeff married, had three great kids,
and picked up a law degree from Georgetown.

Unlike every political observer in the world, Jeff believed from day one
that we had a real chance to win the election, and he ran the campaign on
that basis. Jeff was at the center of our campaign wheel’s many spokes. He
had to coordinate the fund-raising and the budgeting, the hiring and firing
of key staff, and the transferring of some of them as new primaries and cau-
cuses came on the horizon. He was involved in the production of paid media
and when and where to air the ads, as well as organizing rallies and handling
security issues. His legal skills were also helpful when it came to dealing with
the DNC and the Democratic establishment. Jeff is a good writer, and on
some issues, like criminal justice, where he is particularly knowledgeable, he
helped me prepare speeches. He also became a regular on television shows as
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he became one of the strongest defenders of me and the campaign against.

the attacks that were coming our way from the Clinton camp.

Running a campaign, especially ours, is an insane experience that one

can never be fully prepared for. Jeff did a great job.
Warren Gunnels has been a key policy adviser of mine going back to

when I was in the House. He kindly took a leave of absence from the Sen-:

ate, where he served as my staff director as the ranking member on the
Budget Committee, to plunge into the campaign. As Chief Policy Advisor,
Warren played an outstanding role in researching and writing speeches
and position papers on a wide range of economic issues, from Wall Street
to health care to infrastructure. Warren is an extraordinarily hard worker
who, no matter what the obstacles, always gets the job done.

Michael Briggs, a former writer for the Chicago Sun-Times, has been my
communications director since I entered the Senate ten years ago, and has
done a great job. Michael is one of the hardest workers I have ever known.
He is on call morning, noon, and night, seven days a week, which is how

I often work. Michael wanted to go where the action was and when I an- |

nounced for president, he took a leave from the Senate office to join the cam-
paign full time. He was at my side every moment of the campaign, dealing
with national and local media, and arranging my many interview and me-
dia appearances.

In every campaign there is one person who is the “go-to guy.” For much
of our campaign that person was Shannon Jackson, a young man from Ver-
mont who had formerly worked in my Senate office. Shannon was there to
coordinate scheduling, flights, food, and all the other essentials that had to
be taken care of.

JANE AND THE KIDS

The campaign became a family affair with Jane and the kids playing a very
active role. Jane, who served as my chief of staff for a while when I was in
the House, knows politics and media very well. In this campaign she not

only was a key adviser but became a very visible media surrogate, appear--

ing on many television and radio shows. She also campaigned for me in
Alaska and Hawaii, both of which we won. She also showed the country

that not everyone in the family is grumpy.

My son Levi with me during a political meeting and, at righ, Levi speaking as
part of the campaign in New Hampshire.

8.
@

Levi, Nicole, Carina, Jane, Dave, Liza, Heather, and Marc in the spin room after the
New Hampshire debate.
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The four kids were as involved as their schedules allowed. My oldest son,
Levi, an advocate for low-income people, gave speeches for me in his home
state of New Hampshire and played an invaluable role as a researcher who
knows his way around the Internet. My daughter Heather, a yoga teacher,
somehow got me on the front page of yoga magazines and helped out as we
campaigned in Arizona, where she now lives. My son Dave knows a whole
lot of people in the arts community, and did a great job in helping to create
the “Art of a Political Revolution” and bringing cultural energy into the
campaign. My youngest daughter, Carina, did a bit of speaking, set up
some of the administrative structures in the campaign, and made sure we
were always greeted with family and good food when we made it home.
Carina, Dave, and Liza worked together to take care of family and home
matters, not an insignificant thing when you’re always on the road. They all
joined us as we crisscrossed the country, bringing the love and support
necessary for us to maintain a nonstop schedule. Everyone on the cam-
paign parricularly enjoyed it when the grandkids came.

SOCIAL MEDIA

[ am seventy-five years of age. I grew up with newspapers, radio, tele-
vision, and books. The editorial page and letters to the editor were important
to me, and I have written my fair share of op-eds. When I was elected mayor
of Burlington in 1981, there were no computers in City Hall and no video
to record the city council meetings. There were no e-mails. Hard to believe,
but we actually wrote individual letters to constituents.

In my early Vermont campaigns, much of our communication with
the media was through press releases that were sent via the postal system.
We sent a release out on Monday, it got to the media on Wednesday, and,
if we were lucky, it got printed on Thursday.

In case you haven't noticed, the world has changed.

Personally, I am a bit of a Luddite. 'm not all that impressed with every
aspect of modern technology. Too much change for the sake of change. And
let me make the radical statement that I don’t believe that you can say some-
thing profound in the 140 characters that make up a tweet.

But I am not dumb. As a congressman and a senator, it didn’t take me
long to understand the advantages of modern communications technology.
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It also made sense to hire young people for my office who knew what they
were doing. Originally, Jeff Frank set up our Senate office social media. He
was joined in 2013 by Kenneth Pennington, who greatly expanded our ef-
forts. Despite representing one of the smallest states in the country, by 2014
my Senate office had a greater presence on Facebook, Twitter, and the other
social media than almost any other congressional office. We were also ahead
of the curve in the use of e-mail, video, and conference calling.

With regard to the presidential campaign, we knew from the beginning
that the Internet and social media would be important tools for us in terms
of communication and raising money. We just didn’t know how important
they would be.

We started the establishment of our campaign’s digital team by bring-
ing on some of the bright young people we had in our Senate office who
were doing social media there. Kenneth Pennington led that effort and was
joined by Hector Sigala. We then interviewed a number of people and organ-
izations to broaden what we could accomplish online. We settled on Revolu-
tion Messaging, a well-respected company with leaders, like Scott Goodstein,
who had worked on Obama’s campaign and for progressive organizations.

Revolution jump-started our online fund-raising and advertising efforts.
The first day of the campaign, we signed up a hundred thousand people
and raised $1.5 million, with Tim Tagaris leading the fund-raising effort at
Revolution. Arun Chaudhary led an excellent team, including Hilary Hess,
Fred Guerrier, Eric Elofson, and Peter O’Leary, who captured the excitement
of the rallies on video so that Hector could spread them far and wide on
social media. And we built a community, with millions of people receiving
our e-mails, in large part due to online advertisements driven by Keegan
Goudiss, another one of the Revolution partners.

From the beginning, we knew it was important to fund this campaign
differently than most. We weren’t going to be receiving a whole lot of sup-
port from wealthy donors and we didn’t want a super PAC. In the end,
94 percent of our money came in online, and we not only talked the talk
about campaign finance reform, we walked the walk.

But we didn’t use the Internet just to raise money. As an example, on July 29,
2015, I was able to speak to more than 110,000 supporters at 3,700 house
parties held in every state in the country. What an extraordinary and power-
ful organizing tool! We were able to live-stream many of the rallies and town
meetings that we held. Almost every week we were sending out short videos
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on some of the most important issues facing the country, and millions of
people viewed them and passed them on to their friends. Every single day,
messages on issues of the day and events we were holding went out to millions.

When people talk about how well we did with young people, clearly one
of the reasons for that was our success with social media. Social media en-
abled us to talk directly to an entire generation about the most important is-
sues facing their lives and start an online discussion about them. Needless to
say, that was far more effective for us than short sound bites on television or
the political gossip that I often have to respond to from the corporate media.

Further, as part of our social media success, I learned something that
never in a million years would’ve occurred to me, but is now part of many
modern campaigns. As a result of the growth of our social media network,
our campaign began running a quite large and lucrative merchandise mar-
keting company. Yes, while we were busy trying to transform the economic
and political life of the nation we were also selling T-shirts, sweatshirts, hats,
mugs, buttons, bumper stickers, and all kinds of other paraphernalia. In fact,
for a while, I believe we were the major source of business for union-made
T-shirts in the United States.

But we weren't the only ones making money off campaign products. We
had unleashed an entreprencurial volcano. Who said I was bad for capital-
ism: In Vermont, a teddy bear company was making Bernie Bears. There
was even an action doll, not to mention underwear, many styles of shirts,
shopping bags, and a million different kinds of buttons.

When we began the campaign we had high expectations of what we could
do through social media, but they paled in terms of what we actually accom-
plished in terms of communication and fund-raising. We ended up with some
5 million Facebook friends and more than 3 million followers on Twitter.

Through the Internet we received a record-breaking eight million indi-
vidual campaign contributions from 2.5 million contributors.

I think ic’s fair to say thar we “wrote the book” for progressive politics
in terms of showing the potential of social media.

VOLUNTEER COORDINATION

One of the challenges that we faced was that we were taking on virtu-
ally the entire Democratic establishment. And I mean the entire Demo-
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cratic establishment. Before Hillary Clinton even formally announced
her intention to seek the Democratic nomination, eight months before
the first vote was cast in Iowa, there were four hundred superdelegates
lined up to support her. In every state that we contested we had to take
on Democratic governors, members of Congress, senators, locally elected
officials, and party leaders—and their organizational ability to bring
out the vote.

How do you take on the entire political establishment, especially in states
where you start off by knowing almost nobody? You build a great volunteer
organization. There is and was no question of seasoned politicians know-
ing how to get people to the polls. But our campaign had something that
the Clinton campaign and the establishment didn’t have, something that
permeated every aspect of our campaign: We had energy, passion, and ded-
ication. By the end of the campaign, through an enormous amount of ef-
fort, we were able to bring many hundreds of thousands of volunteers into

the fight.

SURROGATES AND ORGANIZATIONAL SUPPORT

['am a United States senator. I am well known. I can attract a crowd at a
rally. I can get on TV and radio pretty easily. I can do newspaper interviews.
But, in a presidential campaign, I can’t be the only one out there in the
public eye. We need help in spreading the message of the campaign. We need
support from well-known and respected surrogates who can attract atten-
tion from the public and the media and give the campaign credibility. We
need the support of large progressive organizations.

Easier said than done.

Normally, in a national campaign, much of the surrogate help for a can-
didate comes from elected officials. A candidate goes into a city or a state
and is joined by a governor, a senator, a mayor. Clearly, that wasn’t going to
be the case for us. Almost all Democratic elected officials had lined up
behind Clinton.

Our strategy was to effectively utilize those few elected officials who were
prepared to support us, as well as political activists from the world of labor,
environmental activism, academia, and social and racial justice. Frankly, our
surrogate support started slowly, but as the campaign gained momentum
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we received more and more backing from some extraordinary people. One
of the joys of the campaign was working with them.

The elected officials from Congress who signed on to the campaign were
Senator Jeff Merkley, Representative Keith Ellison, Representative Tulsi
Gabbard, Representative Raul Grijalva, Representative Marcy Kaptur, and
Representative Peter Welch. There are 46 Democrats in the Senate. We had 1.
There are 187 Democrats in the House. We had five. In the world of Demo-

cratic politics, it took real courage for each of these members to buck the

Clinton organization, the party leadership, and the political establishment
and join our campaign. Needless to say, some wealthy campaign contribu-
tors were not happy with their decisions.

Jeff Merkley, a senator from Oregon, and I worked together over the
years on a number of climate change and environmental issues. He is one
of the most progressive members of the Senate. I was proud to have him on
board.

Representative Tulsi Gabbard of Hawaii joined our campaign in a rather
dramaric fashion: She resigned as vice chair of the Democratic National
Committee. Tulsi, a veteran of the war in Iraq, is deeply concerned about
foreign and military policy. She saw the lives of too many of her comrades
destroyed by a war we should never have gotten into, and she wanted poli-
cies to make sure that we never got into another such war again.

The most progressive group in the U.S. House is the Progressive Cau-
cus, with seventy-one members. It is also now the largest caucus within the
House Democratic Party. When I entered the Congress in 1991, I helped
create that organization. I thought it was important that there be a caucus
that brought together members to focus on economic, social, racial, and
environmental injustice. Today, the House Progressive Caucus is led by
Congressmen Keith Ellison and Raul Grijalva. They are both extraordi-
nary members of Congress and are doing a great job chairing the caucus. I
was proud when they both decided to join the campaign.

Keith Ellison is one of the few Muslims in the U.S. Congress. During
the early rise of Trumpism and the growing expression of anti-Muslim prej-
udice, [ joined Keith and other Muslims for a public meeting in a mosque
in Washington. It was a moving experience and a reminder that this is Amer-
ica. We should not be hating people because of their religion.

Our goal throughout the campaign was to reach out to people of all
religious faiths and all ethnic backgrounds. We ended up doing very well
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within the Muslim community, and Muslim votes, in fact, may have been
the margin of victory for us in the Michigan primary. As a Jew, [ was espe-
cially proud to be working with Muslims. Yes: We can come together.

Raul Grijalva is an old friend from Tucson, Arizona, and a leader in
both the progressive and Latino communities. One of the most beautiful
nights of the campaign was speaking at a rally before about seven thou-
sand people at a baseball stadium in Tucson after having been introduced
by Raul. It was one of the most diversely attended events of the campaign.
‘The crowd was largely Latino, but many blacks and whites were there as
well.

Representative Marcy Kaptur and I have worked together for twenty-
five years, starting when we served in the House together. Marcy represents
Toledo, Ohio. She has seen her community devastated by disastrous trade
agreements that have resulted in massive job losses. Marcy remains one of
the strongest voices in Congress in demanding that we have trade agreements
that work for American workers, not just the CEOs of large corporations.
She was a key asset in our campaign. ‘

Representative Peter Welch succeeded me in the U.S. House when I won
my seat in the Senate. He is a former president of the Vermont State Senate
and someone I have known for almost forty years. Over those years he and
[ have worked together on many Vermont issues. It was comforting to hear
Peter’s down-home Vermont perspective on the campaign.

Our campaign also attracted some great leaders from the local and state
level. Nina Turner, a former state senator from Ohio and one of the most
dynamic orators in America, came on board early and was extremely active
throughout the campaign. Nina was a constant and brilliant spokesperson
for us on TV and radio, and introduced me at events throughout the coun-
try. Talk about courage! Nina took an enormous amount of heat from party
othcials in Ohio when she withdrew her support for Secretary Clinton and
came on board our campaign. Nina’s husband, Jeff, a Teamster, was also very
helpful.

Chuy Garcia is a county commissioner in Cook County, Chicago. I sup-
ported him when he ran against Rahm Emanuel for mayor of Chicago in
2015. In my campaign, he not only helped in Illinois, but traveled through-
out the country—especially before Latino audiences. Chuy is a stand-up
guy and has become a good friend.

Why would black members of the South Carolina Legislature like
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In South Carolina with State Representative Terry Alexander.

Justin Bamberg, Terry Alexander, Joe Neal, and a few others support a white
socialist from Vermont who trailed Hillary Clinton by 50 points in the polls
in their state? Well, you'll have to ask them, but that’s what they did. In a
conservative state like South Carolina, they showed enormous courage in
doing so—and I am deeply grateful to them. Truthfully, the problems and
politics of the South are not something that I was familiar with when I be-
gan the campaign. I learned a lot, and these guys helped teach me.

CELEBRITY SUPPORT

For better or worse, well-known Hollywood personalities and other celeb-
rities can and do play an important role in politics. And we had many of
them actively involved in our campaign, including some very dedicated
people who have spent much of their lives as political activists. There are
many celebrities who simply enjoy the glow of fame and fortune. The people
who participated in our campaign, however, used their name recognition
and popularity to educate America abour issues dear to their hearts and
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What a thrill! At the Apollo Theater in Harlem with Harry Belafonte.

vitally important for the future of our country: poverty, racism, climate
change and the environment, immigration reform, voter suppression, peace,
and many other issues.

It was a great thrill to be on the stage at the legendary Apollo Theater in
Harlem in a panel discussion with the singer Harry Belafonte, who has
been involved in progressive politics from his youth. I also had the oppor-
tunity to meet with him and his wife earlier, where he told me about some
of the great work that he continues to do, at age ninety.

Cornel West is a man of courage and brilliance. He is a prolific writer,
an extraordinary orator, and a friend of mine. It is always a bit intimidating
to get up on a stage after being introduced by Cornel. Dr. West was an
important part of the campaign from coast to coast.

One of America’s most acclaimed actresses, Susan Sarandon, introduced
me at rallies across the country, and did events on her own. Jane and I had
met Susan years before when she acted in the film Sweet Hearts Dance in
Vermont. Susan took heat from some of her Hollywood friends for sup-
porting me. Her sincerity and down-to-earthness came across to the thou-
sands of people she spoke to.
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Cornel West and I had a lot of fun on the trail.

Rosario Dawson, a passionate defender of the needs of low-income people,
was onstage with me when we spoke to 18,000 people at a park in the South
Bronx, one of the poorest communities in the country. Rosario played an
important role throughout the campaign.

Sarah Silverman is a brilliant comedienne and was funny as hell when
she introduced me to a crowd of 25,000 in Los Angeles. She created an
amazing video supporting my candidacy that millions saw online, thanks
to her extensive social media nerwork.

I'am a big fan of Spike Lee and his movies. He created some fantastic
videos and radio ads for the campaign, did an interview and photo shoot
with me for the New York edition of The Hollywood Reporter, gave opening
remarks at events, and even attended the Brooklyn debate.

Danny DeVito introduced me at rallies on several occasions, and got a
better response than I did. Danny is one of my favorite actors and a real
progressive.

Everybody knows Danny Glover’s movies. What many do not know is
that Danny is a lifelong activist who has been involved in the struggle for
racial, economic, and social justice for decades. Danny was very involved
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Shooting a video at Brooklyn College with Mark Ruffalo on environmental issues.

in the campaign and spoke at some of our larger rallies. He brought my old
friend and fellow mayor, Gus Newport, to one of them and we all had an
excellent discussion over dinner—a rare opportunity in fast-paced days.

Mark Ruffalo is not only “The Hulk.” He is a strong environmentalist.
We got together in Brooklyn to have an unscripted, in-depth discussion
about environmental issues—with cameras just capturing it all. Millions
saw it via social media.

Shailene Woodley is a young actress actively involved in the environ-
mental movement and the fight for Native American rights. Her voice was
loud and clear throughout our campaign.

[ have known Vermont’s own Ben Cohen and Jerry Greenfield (Ben and
Jerry) for decades. Not only did they create an outstanding ice cream and
become leaders in the businesses-for-social-responsibility movement, they
are heavily involved in the fight for campaign finance reform and other pro-
gressive causes. Both of them campaigned for and with me throughout the

country.
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Jane had seen Dick Van Dyke, the TV and movie star, in an interview
talking about how the United States was moving toward an oligarchic so-
ciety. He sounded like our kind of guy. He came aboard the campaign, did
a number of events with me, and at ninety was incredibly spry.

Killer Mike, the rapper, is a brilliant artist who helped us reach out to

- young people—black, white, and Latino—throughout the country in a way
that I could not have without him. He introduced me to a large audience
in his hometown of Atlanta, Georgia, and worked hard for us in numerous
venues throughout the country. ‘

Jim Hightower is someone I have known for decades. He is a former
Texas commissioner of agriculture, a bestselling author, and one of the great
political humorists in the country. In Texas and throughout the country,
Jim played an active role in the campaign.

Actress Mimi Kennedy came on board very early, delivering petitions to
have me run for president even before I announced. She generously hosted
one of our very few fund-raisers in the backyard of her home in California.

Seth MacFarlane, an actor and producer, was also one of the first to come
on board, and provided a big boost with the younger generation. Frances

Fisher, George Lopez, Stephen Bishop, Justin Long, Josh Fox, Kendrick

Sampson, and Tim Robbins all came on early and stayed active as well. They
spoke at rallies, came up with innovative ways to reach out to their audi-
ences, and made a significant difference in the campaign.

These are just a few of the men and women—actors, actresses, singers,
dancers, rappers, artists—who played an active role in my campaign. These
well-known Americans were willing, sometimes against a great deal of peer
pressure, to stick their necks out for the political revolution. I am grateful
for what they did and look forward to working with them in the future.

FIGHTING FOR ORGANIZATIONAL SUPPORT

From day one of the campaign, we knew that it was important to win the
backing of progressive organizations with large memberships. Despite the
fact that I was one of the most progressive members of Congress, with a far
stronger record than Secretary Clinton, that turned out to be a difficult task.

Hillary and Bill Clinton had developed close personal ties with many
of the leaders of these organizations over the years, and the Clinton cam-
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paign was able to win many of them over. During the fight for endorse-
ments, | noticed an interesting process. In those organizations that held
open and democratic grassroots elections regarding the endorsement pro-
cess, we usually did very well. In those organizations where endorsements
were determined by executive boards, we usually lost. In general, we did well
with the rank and file, not so well with the Inside the Beleway leadership.

We knew our campaign was taking off when we won the strong sup-
port of Democracy for America (DFA) and MoveOn.org. These are two of
the largest online grassroots organizations in the country. They both have
millions of members. These two organizations opened up the endorsement
process to their members, and in both cases we won landslide victories—
over 70 percent of the vote. Both groups played an aggressive and positive
role in the campaign.

We also won the support of some great national unions. The National
Nurses United, led by the dynamic RoseAnn DeMoro, was the first national
union to support us. They joined not just because they are a progressive
union, but because of my support for a Medicare for All single-payer health
care system. These nurses, who take their lifesaving jobs very seriously,
understood that they were unable to fully do the jobs they were trained to
do within a dysfunctional health system that denied care to millions. They
wanted real health care reform. They wanted Bernie Sanders for president.
And they played an activé role in many, many states.

The Communications Workers of America (CWA), led by Chris Shelton,
also came on board early. They knew my record well and knew that in my
twenty-five years in Congress I had one of the strongest pro-union voting
records of any member. They also knew that over the years I had worked
with them on a number of telecommunications issues. In fact, on more than
one occasion I had walked the picket lines with CWA members, in Ver-
mont and elsewhere.

I have been one of the strongest supporters in Congress of the United
States Postal Service, and have worked with the postal unions for years
against Republican efforts to privatize it. In fact, a couple of years ago, a
few of us in the Senate managed to prevent the shutdown of thousands of
rural post offices. I was honored to have been invited to speak to the Amer-
ican Postal Workers Union (APWU), led by Mark Dimondstein. The sup-
port [ received at their meeting in Las Vegas was strong and I was proud to

receive their endorsement soon after.
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We had great rank-and-file union support! (Notice the haircut.)

Our infrastructure—roads, bridges, rail, public transit, water systems,
and wastewater plants—is crumbling, and nobody knows that better than
the workers who are employed in those systems and their unions. One
of the most important parts of my agenda was creating millions of new

jobs by rebuilding our infrastructure. I was delighted that two of the major -

transportation unions in the country—the Amalgamated Transit Union
and the International Longshore and Warehouse Union—came on board
the campaign in support of that agenda.

As we fought to get union support, Larry Cohen, the former president
of the CWA, did an incredible job in organizing grassroots support for a
Labor for Bernie coalition. Hillary Clinton had the support of a number of
union leaders; we were getting the support of the rank and file. On several
occasions I was on a telephone conference call with thousands of grassroots
trade union activists.

In the spring, we won an important victory by getting the national
AFL-CIO to postpone their endorsement. Despite the fact that it was as-
sumed by almost everyone that the AFL-CIO, representing 12.5 million
workers, would endorse Secretary Clinton early on, our backers on the
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executive committee were able to win a postponement until after the
nominating process was completed. This was important because it
meant that the significant resources of the national AFL-CIO, in terms of
money and volunceer efforts, would not be utilized to benefit the Clinton

campaign.

PAID MEDIA

television,

In my Vermont campaigns we almost always did paid media
radio, and print—close to home. We relied on local media people we had
known for years. The exception to that was in 1996, when I anticipated a
rough reelection campaign to the U.S. Congress. In 1994, during the
Gingrich Republican landslide, I had run the worst campaign of my life
and won by only 2 points. We knew we would have trouble in 1996, and
we needed expertise that we didn’t have in Vermont.

Tad Devine was recommended to me by Congressman Peter DeFazio,
a friend of mine. Devine was a nationally known Democratic media consul-
tant, and had done great work for candidates all across the country. He
did our media work in 1996 and returned to Vermont in 2006 to help us
with my U.S. Senate campaign.

Tad is actually the only national political media person I know. I had
used him on two occasions in Vermont, so it was only natural that I
turned to him again for the presidential race. He brought with him a
number of other people from his firm, including Mark Longabaugh, Ju-
lian Mulvey, and Scott Turner, who were also extremely helpful. Mark, a
strong environmentalist, not only helped us do general political work,
but played an important role in reaching out for us to the environmental
community.

While we put an enormous amount of resources and energy into rallies,
social media, and grassroots organizing, there’s no question that paid me-
dia and television advertising played an important role in the campaign, and
that we put a lot of money into that effort.

Political experts can argue about how important TV and radio cam-
paign ads are in the changing media world in which we live. But no one
denies that large parts of our population, for better or worse, continue
to receive much of the information about the world in which they live
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from television. Media ads remain very important and, as much as
would have liked to, they were a political wol that we couldn’t ignore.

I'm proud of the quality of the ads that we ran. Some of them weri
pointed, but they weren’t negative. We never once mentioned the name of
Hillary Clinton in any paid media that we did. Don’t take my word for it
but many objective observers commented that some of our ads were the best
produced of the entire campaign. One beautiful ad that received a lot o
national attention was called “America,” which included the music to the
Simon and Garfunkel song of that title. Over lunch in the Capitol, many
months before, Jane and I had talked to Paul Simon about allowing us to
use one of his songs. He agreed. Art Garfunkel also came on board, and
the ad was produced.

Brent Burdowski of the Washington paper 7he Hill wrote:

The new television ad that was released by the Sen. Bernie Sand-
ers (I-Vt.) campaign, based on Simon and Garfunkel’s song “America,”
is the most brilliant and appropriate campaign ad of the year so far, and
may be the most important campaign ad since President Reagan’s “Morn-
ing in America” ad. The ad perfectly captures the vision and spirit of the
Sanders campaign and the mood of an America today that is the stuff
of diverse people yearning to come rogether for common dreams and
aspirations, at a time when many voters are hurting and hungering for
a better life. The ad brings together music and video behind the Sand-
ers message in a way that is fun to watch and memorable in substance
and tone.

FUND-RAISING

The message is key to any serious campaign, but the message doesn’t matte
much if nobody hears it. ;

There are fifty states in the country, and we would eventually need staff
for all of them if we were going to win primaries and caucuses. Rallies ar
great, but you have to pay for the venues that you use, and there are sound
system, lighting, security, and other rally costs. There are many, many people
who want to volunteer in a campaign, but to effectively mobilize them paid
coordinators are needed. Television and radio ads may be old-fashioned, but
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they remain vital to a modern campaign. Somebody was going to have to

produce the ads and put them on the air—an expensive proposition. Social
media is an exploding medium, but the people who produce it need a pay-
check.

How could we pay for all of this? Well, we were going to have to raise a
lot of money.

When I ran for governor in 1986 and lost, I was outspent. When I ran
for Congress in 1988 and lost, I was outspent. When I ran for Congress
again in 1990 and won, [ was outspent. In 2006, when [ was elected as Ver-
mont’s senator, I was outspent.

Raising money is the ugliest part of modern American politics, and 1
personally hate to do it. As a result of Citizens United, a bad fund-raising
process became much worse. Nowadays, a serious run for the presidency
requires somewhere around $1 billion. As I've said many times, I'm going
to do everything I can to bring about real campaign finance reform, over-
turn Citizens United, and move to public funding of elections. But that
wasn’t going to happen in this campaign. We needed money now. We would
have to do some serious fund-raising.

Over the years, the easiest and most effective way for me to raise money
was to take an old-fashioned approach. I would write long letters to my list
of supporters, analyzing the current situation and describing to them
what I hoped to accomplish. We printed up the letters by the tens of thou-
sands, took them to the post office, mailed them, and waited for the return
envelopes to come back. In more recent years we also used e-mail and the
[nternet to raise funds, and that also worked well, bringing in large numbers
of small contributions.

All in all, when I was running in Vermont, we were able to raise a rea-
sonable sum of money for a statewide race from small individual contribu-
tions. In addition, we received help from labor unions, environmental
groups, senior groups, and other organizations sympathetic to my politics.
Sometimes, although rarely, I would get on the phone and ask wealthy
people for money.

Our approach for raising funds for a statewide campaign in the small state
of Vermont worked well for our needs. Now, however, we were playing in
a different league, and needed to raise far more money.

As we contemplated the run for president, several things became clear
in terms of fund-raising. First, I was not going to do what every other
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presidential candidate was doing, and that was to establish a super PAC.
Super PACs, which allow for unlimited contributions from wealthy people,

are the exact manifestation of everything that is wrong with politics today.
The idea of establishing one was tempting, and easy to do, but I wasn’t going

O
to do it.

Second, I was not going to spend large amounts of time on the phone
begging money from wealthy individuals or organizations. Not only was
this time-consuming, it was extraordinarily demoralizing. It would rake the
spirit right out of what I wanted to do.

Third, I was not going to do “high-dollar” fund-raisers where small numbers
of people made large contributions. This was going to be a people’s cam-
paign, and I was going to spend my time and energy talking to ordinary

human beings. To the degree that we did fund-raisers—and we did a

few—they would be “low-dollar” events. People were welcome to contribute

more, but 2 $25 donation would be more than enough to get you right in

the door.
So, how would we raise the kind of money we would need to run a

serious national campaign? The answer was pretty simple. We would en-

courage, in every way we could, large numbers of people to make small
contributions. This would be an essential part of whar the political revolu-
tion was all about. We would show the world that, ves, it was possible to
run a serious national campaign without being dependent on wealthy people,
Wall Street, corporate interests, and their super PACs. Consistent with my
view that real change never takes place from the top on down, but always
from the bottom on up, that’s how we would raise our campaign funds.

And that is exactly what we did, with a success that we could never have
imagined.

Through our online efforts, our campaign ended up raising the astro-
nomical sum of $232 million. That money came through some 8 million
individual contributions from 2.5 million people. The average donation was
$27. This is an unprecedented accomplishment in the history of American
politics, and I am enormously grateful to all those people who helped make
it happen.

FIVE

THE CAMPAIGN BEGINS

ay 26, 2015, Burlington, Vermont. Today is the day. The formal
M announcement. [ am running for president of the United States.

Janeand I and the few others we had on board had argued as to whether or
not we should do the opening campaign event inside or outside, at lunch-
time or in the early evening. In my previous campaigns for Congress and
the U.S. Senate, we did the events indoors at a large local church. They
worked well. Hundreds of Vermonters attended.

But this was different. We were running for the White House. Larger
crowd. A lot of media to accommodate. A much bigger deal.

Fortunately, Jane prevailed. We decided to do the event outside, in the
very beautiful waterfront park on Lake Champlain that I had helped to cre-
ate when I was mayor thirty years before. The park had a wide grassy area
that could accommodate (we hoped) a large crowd, and as a backdrop we
had the beautiful Adirondack Mountains behind the lake. We would hold
the event after work, with the hope that more people would be able to
attend. And we prayed for good weather. We didn’t have much of a rain
plan.

We lucked out. It was a perfect Vermont spring day. People started ar-
riving early, and they kept on coming. To our utter amazement, over five
thousand people showed up—men, women, and a lot of children. The lo-
cal newspaper live-streamed the event and seven thousand more people were
“there” in that way. According to the local media, it was the largest politi-
cal gathering in the modern history of the state.
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The event attracted a decent amount of national media, too. All of the -
major networks and cable television stations were there, as well as virtu-
ally all of the national newspapers. Ed Schultz of MSNBC broadcast the
event live. Needless to say, the event was heavily covered by the Vermont
media.

In the past, when I had announced my candidacy for office in Vermont,
or given any kind of important speech, it was usually an informal affair. [
would walk through the crowd, shake hands, and chat; that’s the way we
are in Vermont. But today was different. Too many people. Too much me-
dia. Too much opportunity for something to go wrong. On this day, I was
driven to right behind the stage, and that’s where I waited for the introduc-
tory remarks to end.

It was an emotional day for me, because many of the Vermonters in
attendance were people I knew, some for many years. They were friends,
neighbors, and people I had worked with, in one way or another, for de-
cades as a mayor, congressman, or senaror. My entire family—Jane, Levi
and Raine, Heather and Marc, Carina and Blake, Dave and Liza, and
Nicole and Keegan—were up on the stage with me, as were my seven grand-
children: Sunnee, Cole, Ryleigh, Grayson, Ella, Tess, and Dylan.

We were, all together, beginning a very strange venture. We had no idea
as to how it would end or where it would lead us. But, in my beautiful state
of Vermont, we were starting off with an enormous amount of love.

After great music by my favorite Vermont band, Mango Jam, I was
introduced by friends I had worked closely with in Vermont over the
years—people who knew me well. Ben Cohen and Jerry Greenfield of Ben &
Jerry's; Donna Bailey of the Addison County Parent/Child Center; Bill
McKibben, one of the leading environmentalists in the world; Brenda Torpy,
the head of the Champlain Valley Housing Trust; Mike O’Day, a local labor
leader; and Jenny Nelson, a Vermont leader on agricultural issues.

In his introductory remarks, Ben Cohen was very kind: “Bernie is the
real thing. He’s not about reading the polls and seeing what he has to say
to get elected. The guy’s been saying and doing the same stuff for the last
thirty years. If it weren’t so inspiring, he’d be boring. He’s about leading
with his heart and his soul and using his brain for what’s best for the
little guy.”

Bill McKibben, who lives forty miles down the road in Ripton, Ver-
mont, said, “What you see is what you get, and nowhere is that more true
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than in his staunch defense of the environment. . . . We need to let this na-
tion know that Bernie is loved in every corner of this great stare—in New-
port in the north to Bennington and Brattleboro in the south. There’s no
leader who Vermonters have ever respected and voted for quite the way
that they respect Bernie, because they know he always means what he says
and he always stands for what he believes.” ‘
Then it was my turn, with family and friends at my side, to give the fol-

lowing remarks.

Today We Begin a Political Revolution

‘Thank you very much for being here, and for all the support
you have given me over the years: as the mayor of this great
city, as Vermont’s only congressman and now as a U.S. sena-
tor. Thanks also to my longtime friends and fellow Vermont-
ers: Bill McKibben, Brenda Torpy, Donna Bailey, Mike
O’Day, and Ben and Jerry for all that you do—and for your
generous remarks. Thanks also to Jenny Nelson for moderat-
ing this event and for your leadership in Vermont agricul-
ture.

I also want to thank my family: my wife, Jane, my
brother, Larry, my children, Levi, Heather, Carina, and
Dave, for their love and support, and my beautiful seven
grandchildren—Sunnee, Cole, Ryleigh, Grayson, Ella, Tess,
and Dylan—who provide so much joy in my life. Today, here
in our small state—a state that has led the nation in so many
ways—I am proud to announce my candidacy for president
of the United States of America.

Today, with your support and the support of millions of
people throughout this country, we begin a political revolu-
tion to transform our country economically, politically, so-
cially, and environmentally.

Today we stand here and say loudly and clearly that
“Enough is enough. This great nation and its government be-
long to all of the people, and not to a handful of billionaires,
their super PACs, and their lobbyists.”
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Brothers and sisters: Now is NOT the time for thinking
small. Now is NOT the time for the same old same old es-
tablishment politics and stale Inside the Beltway ideas.

Now IS the time for millions of working families to come
together, to revitalize American democracy, to end the col-
lapse of the American middle class, and to make certain that
our children and grandchildren are able to enjoy a quality of
life that brings them health, prosperity, security, and joy—
and that once again makes the United States the leader in
the world in the fight for economic and social justice, for en-
vironmental sanity, and for a world of peace.

My fellow Americans: This country faces more serious
problems today than at any time since the Great Depression,
and, if you include the planetary crisis of climate change, it
may well be that the challenges we face now are more dire
than at any time in our modern history.

Here is my promise to you for this campaign. Not only
will I fight to protect the working families of this country,
but we're going to build a movement of millions of Ameri-
cans who are prepared to stand up and fight back. We're
going to take this campaign directly to the people, in town
meetings and door-to-door conversations, on street corners
and in social media—and that’s berniesanders.com, by the
way. This week we will be in New Hampshire, Iowa, and
Minnesota—and that’s just the start of a vigorous grassroots
campaign.

Let’s be clear. This campaign is not about Bernie Sanders.
It is not about Hillary Clinton. It is not about Jeb Bush or
anyone else. This campaign is about the needs of the Ameri-
can people, and the ideas and proposals that effectively ad-
dress those needs. As someone who has never run a negative
political ad in his life, my campaign will be driven by issues
and serious debate—not political gossip, not reckless per-
sonal attacks or character assassination. This is what I believe
the American people want and deserve. I hope other candi-
dates agree, and I hope the media allows that to happen.
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Announcing my campaign in Burlington.

Politics in a democratic society should not be treated like a
baseball game, a game show, or a soap opera. The times are
too serious for that.

Let me take a minute to touch on some of the issues that
I will be focusing on in the coming months, and the‘n give
you an outline of an Agenda for America which will, in fact,
deal with these problems and lead us to a better future.

Income and Wealth Inequality. Today we live in a nation
which is the wealthiest nation in the history of the world, but
that reality means very little for most of us, because almost
all of that wealth is owned and controlled by a tiny handful
of individuals. In America we now have more income and
wealth inequality than any other major country on ea‘rth,
and the gap between the very rich and everyone else is wider
than at any time since the 1920s. The issue of wealth and
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income inequality is the great moral issue of our time, it is
the great economic issue of our time, and it is the great po-
litical issue of our time. And we will address it.

Let me be very clear. There is something profoundly
wrong when the top one-tenth of 1 percent owns almost as
much wealth as the bottom 90 percent, and when 99 percent
of all new income goes to the top 1 percent. There is some-
thing profoundly wrong when, in recent years, we have seen

a proliferation of millionaires and billionaires at the same

time as millions of Americans work longer hours for lower
wages and we have the highest rate of childhood poverty of
any major country on earth. There is something profoundly
wrong when one family owns more wealth than the bottom
130 million Americans. This grotesque level of inequality is
immoral. It is bad economics. It is unsustainable. This type
of rigged economy is not what America is supposed to be
about. This has got to change, and as your president, together
we will change it.

Economics. But it is not just income and wealth inequality.
It is the tragic reality that for the last forty years the great
middle class of our country—once the envy of the world—
has been disappearing. Despite exploding technology and
increased worker productivity, median family income is al-
most $5,000 less than it was in 1999. In Vermont and
throughout this country it is not uncommon for people to be
working two or three jobs just to cobble together enough in-
come to survive on and some health care benefits.

The truth is that real unemployment is not the 5.4 percent
you read in newspapers. It is close to 11 percent if you in-
clude those workers who have given up looking for jobs or
who are working part-time when they want to work full-
time. Youth unemployment is over 17 percent and African-
American youth unemployment is much higher than that.
Today, shamefully, we have forty-five million people living
in poverty, many of whom are working at low-wage jobs.
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'These are the people who struggle every day to find the
money to feed their kids, to pay their electric bills, and to put
gas in the car to get to work. This campaign is about those
people and our struggling middle class. It is about creating
an economy that works for all, and not just the 1 percent.

Citizens United. My fellow Americans: Let me be as blunt as
I can and tell you what you already know. As a result of the
disastrous Supreme Court decision on Citizens United, the
American political system has been totally corrupted, and
the foundations of American democracy are being under-
mined. What the Supreme Court essentially said was that it
was not good enough for the billionaire class to own much of
our economy-—they could now own the U.S. government as
well. And that is precisely what they are trying to do.

American democracy is not about billionaires being able
to buy candidates and elections. It is not about the Koch
brothers, Sheldon Adelson, and other incredibly wealthy in-
dividuals spending billions of dollars to elect candidates who
will make the rich richer and everyone else poorer. According
to media reports the Koch brothers alone—one family—will
spend more money in this election cycle than either the
Democratic or Republican parties. This is not democracy.
'This is oligarchy. In Vermont and at our town meetings we
know what American democracy is supposed to be about. It
is one person, one vote—with every citizen having an equal
say—and no voter suppression. And that’s the kind of Amer-
ican political system we have to fight for and will fight for in
this campaign.

Climate Change. When we talk about our responsibilities as
human beings and as parents, there is nothing more impor-
tant than leaving this country and the entire planet in a way
that is habitable for our kids and grandchildren. The debate
is over. The scientific community has spoken in a virtually
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unanimous voice. Climate change is real. It is caused by
human activity and it is already causing devastating problems
in the United States and around the world.

The scientists are telling us that if we do not boldly trans-
form our energy system away from fossil fuels and into en-
ergy efficiency and sustainable energies, this planet could be
five to ten degrees Fahrenheit warmer by the end of this
century. This is catastrophic. It will mean more drought,
more famine, more rising sea level, more floods, more ocean
acidification, more extreme weather disturbances, more dis-
ease, and more human suffering. We must not, we cannot,
and we will not allow that to happen.

It is no secret that there is massive discontent with politics in
America today. In the midterm election in November,
63 percent of Americans did not vote, including 80 percent
of young people. Poll after poll tells us that our citizens no
longer have confidence in our political institutions and, given
the power of big money in the political process, they have
serious doubts about how much their vote actually matters
and whether politicians have any clue as to what is going on
in their lives.

Combating this political alienation, this cynicism and
this legitimate anger will not be easy; that’s for sure. But that
is exactly what, together, we have to do if we are going to
turn this country around—and that is what this campaign is
all about.

And to bring people together we need a simple and
straightforward progressive agenda which speaks to the needs
of our people, and which provides us with a vision of a very
different America. And what is that agenda?

Jobs, Jobs, Jobs. It begins with jobs. If we are truly serious
about reversing the decline of the middle class we need a
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major federal jobs program which puts millions of Ameri-
cans back to work at decent-paying jobs. At a time when our
roads, bridges, water systems, rail, and airports are decaying,
the most effective way to rapidly create meaningful jobs is to
rebuild our crumbling infrastructure. That’s why I've intro-
duced legislation which would invest $1 trillion over five
years to modernize our country’s physical infrastructure.
This legislation would create and maintain at least thirteen
million good-paying jobs, while making our country more
productive, efficient, and safe. And I promise you, as presi-
dent I will lead that legislation into law.

Trade. I will also continue to oppose our current trade poli-
cies. For decades, presidents from both parties have sup-
ported trade agreements which have cost us millions of
decent-paying jobs as corporate America shuts down plants
here and moves to low-wage countries. As president, my
trade policies will break that cycle of agreements which en-
rich the few at the expense of the many . . .

Raising Wages. Let us be honest and acknowledge that mil-
lions of Americans are now working for totally inadequate
wages. The current federal minimum wage of $7.25 an hour
is a starvation wage and must be raised. The minimum wage
must become a living wage, which means raising it to $15 an
hour over the next few years—which is exactly what Los
Angeles recently did, and I applaud them for doing that. Our
goal as a nation must be to ensure that no full-time worker
I;ves in poverty. Further, we must establish pay equity for
women workers. It’s unconscionable that women earn 78
cents on the dollar compared to men who perform the same
work. We must also end the scandal in which millions of
American employees, often earning less than $30,000 a year,
work fifty or sixty hours a week—and earn no overtime.
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And we need paid sick leave and guaranteed vacation time

for all.

Addressing Wealth and Income Inequality. This campaign is
going to send a message to the billionaire class. And that is:
You can’t have it all. You can’t get huge tax breaks while
children in this country go hungry. You can’t continue send-
ing our jobs to China while millions are looking for work.
You can’t hide your profits in the Cayman Islands and other
tax havens while there are massive unmet needs on every
corner of this nation. Your greed has got to end. You cannot
take advantage of all the benefits of America if you refuse to
accept your responsibilities.

That is why we need a tax system which is fair and pro-
gressive, which makes wealthy individuals and profitable
corporations begin to pay their fair share of taxes.

Reforming Wall Street. It is time to break up the largest fi-
nancial institutions in the country. Wall Street cannot con-
tinue to be an island unto itself, gambling trillions in risky
financial instruments while expecting the public to bail it
out. If a bank is too big to fail it is too big to exist. We need
a banking system which is part of the job-creating produc-
tive economy, not a handful of huge banks on Wall Street
which engage in reckless and illegal activities.

Campaign Finance Reform. If we are serious about creating
jobs, about climate change and the needs of our children and
the elderly, we must be deadly serious about campaign fi-
nance reform and the need for a constitutional amendment
to overturn Citizens United. I have said it before and I'll say
it again: I will not nominate any justice to the Supreme Court
who has not made it clear that he or she will move to over-
turn that disastrous decision which is undermining our de-
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mocracy. Long term, we need to go further and establish
public funding of elections.

Reversing Climate Change. The United States must lead the
world in reversing climate change. We can do that if we trans-
form our energy system away from fossil fuels, toward energy
efficiency and sustainable energies such as wind, solar, geother-
mal, and biomass. Millions of homes and buildings need to
be weatherized, our transportation system needs to be energy-
efficient, and we need a tax on carbon to accelerate the tran-
sition away from fossil fuel.

Health Care for All. The United States remains the only
major country on earth that does not guarantee health care
for all as a right. Despite the modest gains of the Affordable
Care Act, 35 million Americans continue to lack health in-
surance and many more are underinsured. Yet, we continue
paying far more per capita for health care than any other na-
tion. The United States must join the rest of the industrial-
ized world and guarantee health care to all as a right by moving
toward a Medicare for All single-payer system.

Protecting Our Most Vulnerable. At a time when millions
of Americans are struggling to keep their heads above water
economically, at a time when senior poverty is increasing, at
a time when millions of kids are living in dire poverty, my
Republican colleagues, as part of their recently passed bud-
get, are trying to make a terrible situation even worse. If you
can believe it, the Republican budget throws 27 million
Americans off health insurance, makes drastic cuts in Medi-
care, throws millions of low-income Americans—including
pregnant women—off of nutrition programs, and makes it
harder for working-class families to afford college or put their
kids in the Head Start program. And then, to add insult to
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With my family on the day of the announcement.

injury, they provide huge tax breaks for the very, very wealth-
iest families in this country while they raise taxes on working
families.

Well, let me tell my Republican colleagues that I
respectfully disagree with their approach. Instead of cutting
Social Security, we're going to expand Social Security bene-
fits. Instead of cutting Head Start and child care, we are
going to move to a universal Pre-K system for all the children
of this country. As Franklin Delano Roosevelt reminded us,
a nation’s greatness is judged not by what it provides to the
most well-off, but how it treats the people most in need. And
that’s the kind of nation we must become.

College for All. And when we talk about education, let me
be very clear: In a highly competitive global economy, we
need the best-educated workforce we can create. It is insane
and counterproductive to the best interests of our country

THE CAMPAIGN BEGINS

that hundreds of thousands of bright young people cannot
afford to go to college, and that millions of others leave school
with a mountain of debt that burdens them for decades. That
must end. That is why, as president, I will fight to make tu-
ition in public colleges and universities free, as well as sub-
stantially lower interest rates on student loans.

War and Peace. As everybody knows, we live in a difficult
and dangerous world, and there are people out there who
want to do us harm. As president, I will defend this nation—
but I will do it responsibly. As a member of Congress I voted
against the war in Iraq, and that was the right vote. I am
vigorously opposed to an endless war in the Middle East—a
war which is unwise and unnecessary. We must be vigorous
in combating terrorism and defeating ISIS, but we should
not have to bear that burden alone. We must be part of an
international coalition, led by Muslim nations, that can not
only defeat ISIS but begin the process of creating conditions
for a lasting peace.

As some of you know, I was born in a faraway land called
“Brooklyn, New York.” My father came to this country from
Poland without a penny in his pocket and without much of
an education. My mother graduated high school in New York
City. My father worked for almost his entire life as a paint
salesman and we were solidly lower middle class. My par-
ents, brother, and I lived in a small rent-controlled apart-
ment. My mother’s dream was to move out of that small
apartment into a home of our own. She died young and her
dream was never fulfilled. As a kid I learned, in many, many
ways, what lack of money means to a family. That’s a lesson I
have never forgotten.

I have seen the promise of America in my own life. My
parents would have never dreamed that their son would be a
U.S. senator, let alone run for president. But for too many of
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our fellow Americans, the dream of progress and opportu-
nity is being denied by the grind of an economy that funnels
all the wealth to the top.

And to those who say we cannot restore the dream, I say
just look where we are standing. This beautiful place was
once an unsightly rail yard that served no public purpose and
was an eyesore. As mayor, I worked with the people of Bur-
lington to help turn this waterfront into the beautiful people-
oriented public space it is today. We took the fight to the
courts, to the legislature, and to the people. And we won.

The lesson to be learned is that when people stand to-
gether, and are prepared to fight back, there is nothing that
can't be accomplished.

We can live in a country:

* Where every person has health care as a right, not a priv-
ilege.

* Where every parent can have quality and affordable child
care, and where all of our qualified young people, regard-
less of income, can go to college.

*  Where every senior can live in dignity and security, and
not be forced to choose between their medicine or their
food.

*  Where every veteran who defends this nation gets the
quality health care and benefits he or she has earned and
receives the respect he or she deserves.

* Where every person, no matter their race, their religion,
their disability, or their sexual orientation, realizes the
full promise of equality that is our birthright as Ameri-
cans.

That is the nation we can build together, and I ask you to
join me in this campaign to build a future that works for all
of us, and not just the few on top.

"Thank you, and on this beautiful day on the shore of Lake
Champlain, I welcome you aboard.

SIX

ON THE CAMPAIGN TRAIL

he kickoff event in Burlington was a great success, and we were off

and running. The turnout of some five thousand supporters was far
more than we had ever expected, and the love and enthusiasm I received
from my fellow Vermonters was deeply moving to me. It was a day [ will
never forget.

During the early stages of the campaign, I was often asked by the me-
dia, “Do you really think you can win the nomination? Can you really beat
Hillary Clinton?” My response was always the same. Yes. I was running to
win. I thought we could win. But, in my heart of hearts, I knew how dif:
ficult this challenge would be.

What we were trying to do was unprecedented in modern American his-
tory. We were not just running an insurgent campaign as an underdog, we
were taking aim at the nation’s entire political and financial establishment.
And we were running against the most powerful political machine in the
country.

Let’s not forget. The Clinton political organization had won two presi-
dential campaigns for Bill Clinton, and they had run a strong race for
Hillary in 2008. They were closely connected with thousands of Demo-
cratic Party leaders at the national, state, and local levels, many of whom had
worked for Bill as president or Hillary as secretary of state. The Clintons had,
by far, the most powerful fund-raising system in the Democratic Party. They
had created their own (very good) think tank, the Center for American
Progress, and a huge international organization, the Clinton Foundarion.
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They had vast contacts in the corporate world, the financial world, and the
foreign policy world.

The conventional wisdom Inside the Beltway and among the talking
heads on TV was that Clinton was the anointed candidate, the inevitable
candidate. The primary and caucus process was just a matter of going
through the motions until she was officially nominated at the Democratic
National Convention in Philadelphia in late July 2016.

CNN more or less captured the position we were in on their Web site
on May 28, 2015:

The obstacles Sanders faces in the presidential primary race, how-
ever, are immense. Sanders has no viable countrywide political organ-
ization, so he must foment a grassroots uprising. His task is complicated
by the fact that although he caucuses with the Democrats in the Senate,
he has always been a political independent wary of formal party affilia-
tions. He must take on the Clinton political machine that has retooled
after its defeat in 2008. He'’s a minnow in the money game in a cam-
paign that will be awash in billions of dollars. He's not exactly a polished
pol either, with an unrepentant message of class warfare that makes him
an unlikely candidate to win over Middle America. And many Demo-
crats are only beginning to learn who Sanders actually is. He's a long
shot, but has shown some momentum since indicating he would take the
plunge into the presidential race late last month. In a new Quinnipiac
University poll released on Thursday, Sanders was at 15 percent of Demo-
cratic voters nationwide, up from the 5 percent he managed in a CNN
national poll last month,.

Further, by the time I announced my intention to run for president in
late April, Hillary Clinton had already, through an incredibly unfair sys-
tem supported by the Democratic establishment, received the support of
some four hundred superdelegates, about 15 percent of what she needed
in order to win the nomination. She had also received tens of millions of
dollars from leading financial backers. In addition, she had lined up almost
every Democratic governor, mayor, senator, and congressperson who in-
tended to make an endorsement.

Because of the Clintons’ long-standing contacts Inside the Beltway, she
had also won the support of the leadership of most of the unions, environ-
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mental groups, and women’s and LGBT groups. Her lock on establishment
support was so strong that by the end of the campaign I ended up winning
the endorsement of one major newspaper. She won the support of dozens.

That’s what we were running against.

In the face of this, our campaign strategy was not complicated. If the
campaign was to succeed and gain momentum, we absolutely had to do well
in the early states, lowa and New Hampshire, followed by strong showings
in Nevada and South Carolina. If we did poorly in the early states, the media
would lose interest, our funding would dry up, and the campaign would
be dead in its tracks. In the early stages of the campaign we did not have
the luxury of planning out a national fifty-state strategy. It was all or nothing
in the early states—especially Iowa and New Hampshire.

As we thought about New Hampshire, the first stop for us on the cam-
paign trail and the second state up in the nominating process, there was
good news and bad news. The good news was that I was reasonably well
known in the state given its proximity to Vermont. The bad news was that
Clinton was popular in New Hampshire and way ahead of us in early polls.
[n 2008 she had defeated Obama there, resurrecting her campaign after a
loss in Towa. Bill Clinton had also done well in New Hampshire when he
was a candidate. In fact, in his 1992 campaign, amidst all of the allegations
regarding sexual impropriety that were then plaguing him, he did well
enough there to become the “Comeback Kid.”

Our plan for New Hampshire was pretty simple. In the last contested
Democratic primary there in 2008, when Clinton defeated Obama, 287,000
people voted. My thought was that if we worked really hard, we could hold
a hundred town meetings and rallies in the state leading up to the primary
in early February. We could accomplish that by spending thirty or forty
days campaigning there, doing two or three events a day. If we were able to
bring out an average of a hundred people a meeting, which I thought pos-
sible, we would be able to bring some ten thousand people to our meetings.
And that’s pretty good. In 2008 Clinton won New Hampshire with 112,404
votes. If the voter turnout was similar in 2016, it would mean that almost
10 percent of the people I needed to win would have heard from me face-
ro-face. And those who attended have husbands and wives, brothers and
sisters and friends whom they talk to. Word of mouth, after all, is the best
form of advertising. If we were able to accomplish that goal, I believed we
could do well there.
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I spent the night of the kickoff, May 26, 2015, at home in Burlington
and then we hit the road early the following morning. We were off to New
Hampshire, to be followed with trips to Iowa and Minnesota.

The first stop was a town meeting at the New England College in Con-
cord, New Hampshire. And we got lost! The GPS got us to exactly the right
address on Main Street, but it was the wrong town. Not a great way to begin
the campaign. Fifteen minutes late, we found a parking spot and made our
way into the building. The turnout was large, about two hundred people,
larger than the room could accommodate. It was standing room only. The
format for the event was similar to that of many meetings I had held in
Vermont. A number of young people on a panel got up and ralked about
what was going on in their lives. They discussed the student debt they were
incurring, their hopes and fears about job opportunities, and their views
on social issues. After the panel finished, I spoke and then took questions.

After the meeting ended, I was told that there was a crowd of people
outside the building who couldn’t get in. My staff found a location, about
a block away, where I talked to them using a megaphone. This pattern, of
rooms, large and small, not being able to accommodate the crowds that we
attracted repeated itself over and over again during the campaign. It was a
problem, but a very good problem.

In the evening, after a house party in Epping, we continued on to Ports-
mouth, New Hampshire, one of the larger towns in the state. And here was
the first real surprise of the campaign. ‘On a hot spring night, in the beauti-
ful and historic South Church in downtown Portsmouth, seven hundred
enthusiastic supporters came out to the rally. This was an extraordinary
crowd for a small state like New Hampshire this early in the campaign. Tad
Devine, who had worked on a number of national campaigns and had ob-
served Obama’s 2008 campaign carefully, said that he had never seen any-
thing like it. Other than the fact that the room was extremely hot and my
shirt was soaked with sweat, the event went very well. Needless to say, as
happened throughout the campaign, excerpts from the speech got around
the country to many thousands of people through social media.

No question about it, our first day on the campaign trail was a great
success. | was feeling good. As we drove back to the hotel in Portsmouth, I
did a quick calculation. My hope had been to speak to ten thousand voters
in New Hampshire with thirty to forty days of campaigning. Well, on our
very first day, in the three meetings that we held, we had already spoken to
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a thousand people. Maybe the goal of ten thousand was too conservative.
Maybe, over the course of the campaign, we would be speaking to a lot
more people. Maybe we could actually win New Hampshire.

Not only were we off to a great start on the campaign trail, our online
fund-raising was also doing very well. My staff and I were shocked, and the
national media was surprised as well, when in the first twenty-four hours
of my candidacy, we raised $1.5 million in small contributions from 35,000
donors. After four days $3 million had come in from 75,000 donors. That’s
serious money. The media may not pay much attention to the ideas thata
candidate espouses, but they do pay attention to your fund-raising capabili-
ties and, no matter how you slice it, 75,000 donors in four days was pretty
impressive. As the media noted early on, I was raising more money than
most of the Republican establishment candidates, and we were doing it with
large numbers of small contributions.

After our day in New Hampshire, we were on an early-morning plane
from Boston to Iowa. We had scheduled five events there over a three-day
period.

The first event, at St. Ambrose University in Davenport, was extraordi-
nary. There were seven hundred people in attendance, the largest turnout
for any candidate yet during the 2016 campaign season in lowa. Many of
those who attended were students, but many were from the community. It
was a great cross section of Iowans.

As I often did, I took questions from the audience. When the question-
and-answer period was over, I stayed around and chatted with a number of
people who came to the front of the auditorium. One of those people was
a recent dental school graduate. During my speech I had remarked about
how I met a physician in Vermont who graduated from medical school
$300,000 in debt. This young woman gave me a new statistic to shock
people with: She was $400,000 in debt. At a time when we have a desper-
ate need for more dentists, how crazy is it to put young people in such a
horrendous financial position? Two days later we had another great lowa
rally, this time in Iowa City. We had more than 1,100 people show up, and
the enthusiasm was sky-high.

The most interesting and promising event of that campaign swing, how-
ever, was in a town called Kensett, Iowa, where three hundred people packed
the community center. What was surprising about the turnout there was that,
according to the last census, there were only 266 people in the entire town.
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In other words, in one of the most rural parts of a rural state, there was
significant interest in the need for a political revolution. This was not an
audience of political activists, of young people, of trade unionists, of aca-
demics. This was an audience of working people and farmers who were sick
and tired of the political status quo, and they wanted real change in our
country.

How did I end up in Kensett? As the Albert Lea Tribune reported, “Kurt
Meyers, chairman of the Tri-county Democrats, which covers Worth,
Mitchell and Howard counties in northern lowa, called Sanders an ‘effec-
tive, articulate, passionate fighter for social justice. He said Sanders came
to Kensett ar the invitation of Democratic activist Jim Berge of Kensett.
Sanders reportedly read a favorable comment in a Washington, D.C., news-
paper that quoted Berge. The next day, one of the senator’s staff members
called Berge to thank him for his remarks, and Berge ultimately invited him
to visit the next time he was in lowa.”

I loved the comment that Mr. Meyers made on 7he Rachel Maddow Show
in response to Rachel’s question as to why so many people showed up. He
said, “I think there are naturally people that are going to come to Kensett
because Kensett has waited a long time between presidents or presidential
candidates coming. There's a story that FDR perhaps came through on the
whistle stop in 1936, but only came through town, didn’t stop and talk in
town. So, you know, that’s a long way to wait. And so, you can imagine
some people would come just because a presidential candidate is a rare oc-
currence in Kensett.”

That, by the way, is what an insurgent campaign is all about. Campaign-
ing in a town that no presidential candidate had ever visited.

While some people may have come to the meeting out of curiosity, the
response that I got told me that most didn’. In fact, that meeting confirmed
to me what I had long believed: Rural people are not as conservative as
the Democratic leadership has long believed, and their votes should not
be conceded to right-wing Republicans. Kensett was the first, but not the
last, large turnout that we had in very rural communities throughout
the country.

The turnouts in New Hampshire and Iowa were extraordinary—much
larger than we had anticipated. But the first indication that this campaign
was taking off much faster than any of us had believed possible took place
on June 1, 2015, in Minneapolis, Minnesota. As we were driving to our des-

ON THE CAMPAIGN TRAIL 135

tination, the Minneapolis American Indian Center, we went past a very
long line of people who appeared to be snaked out for blocks. I wondered
out loud what was going on, and if there was some kind of concert taking
place. When we had reached the Minneapolis American Indian Center, I
cruly was stunned to learn that the crowd was there for us.

The maximum number of people we could get into the hall was about
two thousand. There were about three thousand outside who couldn’t
get in. This was, far and away, the largest turnout for our campaign up to
that point. In the airport in Minneapolis, on the way back to Washington,
I bumped into the two senators from Minnesota, Amy Klobuchar and Al
Franken. We had coffee together while we waited for the plane. They were
pretty surprised to learn that five thousand people had just come out to our
meeting.

As the Star Tribune wrote about the event: “The crowd, with some people
standing outside because the hall was full, seemed unconcerned with the
conventional wisdom that there is no race on the Democratic side as Hill-
ary Clinton marches toward the nomination with a pile of money, endorse-
ments and party faithful’s love of the Clinton name.”

From day one of the campaign we realized that the debates with Secre-
tary Clinton would be enormously important. At a time when my name
recognition was low, the debates would give me exposure to millions of vot-
ers and increased credibility as I contrasted my views with hers. We wanted
as many debates as possible and as early as possible. In early June, I wrote a
letter to the chair of the Democratic National Committee, Debbie Wasser-
man Schultz. I urged that as many debates as possible be held and that they
begin in the summer.

Straw polls don’t mean anything. They are totally unscientific. They re-
Hect the views only of the people who are at a given place at a given time.
Nonetheless, we were surprised and delighted when a straw poll taken at
the Wisconsin State Democratic Party Convention in early June showed
us with 41 percent support, only 8 points behind Secretary Clinton, at
49 percent. Unscientific though it may have been, this was the first poll of
any kind showing us within reach of Clinton. John Nichols, a writer from
The Nation who is from Wisconsin, called the straw poll “another sign of
unexpected and significant support” for Sanders. Nichols noted that the
most important support that we were receiving was coming from orga-
nized labor.
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On June 6, I rerurned to New Hampshire. Once again, the turnout was
larger than we had anticipated. At Keene High School, there was a standing-
room-only crowd of 1,100 people. In that speech I made a point that [ was

going to make over and over again. I said that real change in this country’

could only take place if millions of people got involved in the political pro-
cess. I stated, “This campaign is not about Bernie Sanders. You can have
the best president in the history of the world, but that person will not be
able to address the problems that we face unless there is a mass movement,
a political revolution in this country. Right now, the only pieces of legisla-
tion that get to the floor of the House and Senate are sanctioned by big
money, Wall Street, the pharmaceutical industry, et cetera. The only way
we win and transform America is when millions of people stand up, as you
are doing today, and say, ‘Enough is enough.” This country belongs to all of
us and not just a handful of billionaires.”

One of the dilemmas of being on the campaign trail if you are a sitting
member of the U.S. Senate is that you can’t be in two places at the same
time. That means that there are votes you will miss in Washington because
you are in some other part of the country, and it also means not being
able to attend events in your own state. The best way that I could reconcile
the latter concern was scheduling events in Vermont on the same days that
I would be across the Connecticut River in New Hampshire.

On the same day that I spoke in Keene, New Hampshire, I also marched
in the Strolling of the Heifers event in Brattleboro, Vermont. This is one of
the fun events in Vermont and the biggest parade in the state, organized by
my old friend Orly Munzing. It draws some ten thousand people from all
over New England, including my son Levi and his three kids from neatby
Claremont, New Hampshire. The event focuses attention on dairy, the larg-
est agricultural industry in Vermont. The parade includes cows marching
up Brattleboro’s main street and a whole lot of floats from local organ-
izations, from the Girl Scouts to the local bank. It is also my one day of the
year when I get to milk a cow, not a pretty sight for real dairy farmers.

As the campaign progressed, Hillary Clinton’s political vulnerabilities were
becoming more and more apparent. She had started several super PACs,
which were collecting millions of dollars from Wall Street, not exactly the
constituency of working Americans and progressive Democrats, and not
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what ordinary Americans wanted to see in a candidate. She had voted for
the war in Iraq, the worst foreign policy blunder in the modern history of
our country. She supported fracking and was a relative latecomer in sup-
porting gay marriage.

She had also supported, in one capacity or another, virtually every one
of the disastrous trade agreements that had cost our country millions of
decent-paying jobs and contributed to the race to the bottom. On June 14,
in an appearance on the CBS news program Face the Nation, I challenged
Clinton on her trade position and urged her to join progressives in the
Senate, like Elizabeth Warren, Sherrod Brown, and myself, in opposition to
the Trans-Pacific Partnership, known as the TPP. This was the largest trade
agreement in the history of our country and incorporated many of the same
clements that made previous trade agreements so destructive for the Amer-
ican working class. In previous comments, Secretary Clinton had referred
to the TPP as the “gold standard” for what a trade agreement should be.
During the program I stated, “I would hope very much that Secretary Clinton
will side with every union in the country, virtually every environmental
group, and many religious groups, and say that this TPP policy is a di-
saster, that it must be defeated, and that we need to regroup and come up
with a trade policy that demands that corporate America starts investing in
this country rather than in countries all over the world.” In early October,
[ was pleased that Secretary Clinton came out in opposition to the TPP.

While the minority population of Vermont is growing, it remains very
much a white state. We have a small African-American population and an
even smaller Latino one. One of the challenges I faced early on in the cam-
paign was to familiarize myself with issues that I had not been heavily in-
volved with as Vermont's representative in the House and Senate.

When we began the campaign we had virtually no support or name
recognition in the Latino community—and we were running against a
candidate who had the backing of virtually the entire Hispanic Caucus
in Congress and, over the years, relationships with many leaders of Latino
organizations.

One of my campaign’s accomplishments that I am most proud of is that
by the end of it we were winning the Latino vote in various parts of the
country, and winning the Latino youth vote overwhelmingly. A lot of
that success was the result of our campaign bringing on some extremely
smart and hardworking Latinos like Arturo Carmona, Erika Andiola, and
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Cesar Vargas, who not only educated me about the issues of concern to
their community, but also did a great job in voter outreach.

On June 19, while campaigning in Nevada, a state with a very heavy
Latino population, I gave my first speech on immigration reform. I focused
on the need for comprehensive immigration reform and a path toward citi-
zenship. I also highlighted the fact that the vast majority of Latinos in this
country are working class and that for their sake, as well as for all working
Americans, we had to raise the minimum wage to a living wage and make
it easier for workers to join unions.

In late June, a new Fox national poll was released: Clinton 61 percent,
Sanders 15 percent, O’Malley 1 percent. We were making progress. We were
now only 46 points down. In Jowa we were making more progress. In early
July, a Quinnipiac poll came out that had Clinton ahead of us by 52 percent
to 33 percent in lowa. That’s a big gap, but a lot better than the 60 percent
to 15 percent we were behind in May.

June 30, the end of the quarter, was the day that candidates had to file
information about the contributions they received over the previous three
months. I used that occasion to issue a statement attacking the disastrous
Citizens United Supreme Court decision. I announced that I would only
nominate justices to the Supreme Court who publicly acknowledged their
intention to overturn that terrible decision. I was glad to see Hillary Clinton
make a similar statement a short time later.

Ialso stated, “It is a national disgrace that billionaires and other extremely
wealthy people are able to heavily influence the political process by making
huge contributions. The Koch brothers alone will spend more than the
Democratic and Republican parties to influence the outcome of next year’s
elections. That’s not democracy, that’s oligarchy.”

During this period, under the radar, our grassroots efforts were grow-
ing rapidly. Two examples come to mind:

On June 26, as a result of the great work done by Larry Cohen, the for-
mer president of the Communication Workers of America, we announced
that more than a thousand local union leaders and members were backing
our campaign. Clinton had been successful in winning the support of a
number of national union leaders. We were now gaining support among
the rank and file.

On the same day, due to an aggressive social media effort launched by
our campaign, 208,000 people signed a petition calling on the Democratic
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National Committee to host more presidential debates. The DNC was
beginning to get the hint that many Democrats were not exactly enamored
with its leadership. In an e-mail we sent out I said: “The people of this country
are tired of political gossip, personal attacks, and ugly thirty-second TV
ads. They want the candidates to engage in serious discussions about the very
serious issues facing our country today.” Once again, we called for a more
robust series of debates, starting in the summer. Unfortunately, but not
surprisingly as we later learned, the DNC and chairwoman Debbie Wasser-
man Schultz were not terribly interested in what we had to say. They had
another agenda.

While our early attention was obviously going to be focused on Iowa,
New Hampshire, Nevada, and South Carolina, it was important to reach
out to other states and let people all across the country know that we needed
their support as well.

Over the years, I had visited Wisconsin a number of times. I enjoyed
participating in the Fighting Bob Fest, an event that brings thousands of
progressives from Wisconsin together for a day of music, education, and agi-
ration. This visit to Wisconsin, on July 1, was very different from any I had
previously made. I spoke at the Veterans Memorial Coliseum in Madison,
and the Associated Press put the number of people in attendance at ten thou-
sand. This was not only the largest turnout for an event in our campaign,
it was the largest turnout so far for any presidential candidate.

In covering the event, CNN reported:

Bernie Sanders has been running for president for two months, but
Wednesday night in Madison, Wisconsin, his long-shot campaign got real.

When Sanders walked on stage at the Veterans Memorial Colisewm,
he was greeted by a raucous, howling crowd of 9,600 people, according
to Sanders’ campaign aides and arena staff.

A clearly energized Sanders, who late last year was speaking to crowds
of 50 people in lowa classrooms, appeared taken aback by the reception
he received.

“Whoa,” he said. “In case you haven't noticed, there are a lot of people
here.” :

Sanders, who is rising in the primary polls and trails only Hillary
Clinton, only mentioned the former secretary of state once in his speech.

“This campaign is not about Bernie Sanders, it is not about Hillary
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Clinton, it is not about anyone else, it is about you,” Sanders said to sus-
tained applause.

As the first half of 2015 ended and we entered the July Fourth weekend,
our leadership team—1Jeff, Phil, Jane, Michael, Tad, and I—assessed where
we were, and there was a lot of good news. We were holding the largest ral-
lies of any candidate, our social media was humming and communicating
with millions of people on an almost daily basis, the money was coming in
much better than we had expected, and while we were still very far behind,
we were making some progress in closing the gap in national and statewide
polls.

The bad news was that while we were doing well in local media mar-
kets, we were being more or less shut out of national television news, which
is where Americans still get most of their information. It’s hard to win an
election if you're not on ABC, CBS, NBC, and PBS, and we weren’ get-
ting on those network evening news shows very much. In fact, berween Jan-
uary 1, 2015, and the end of November 2015, we had received only ten
minutes combined on the three major networks. That included all of twenty
seconds on ABC. We were getting far less national network news time than
other presidential candidates.

Also, our efforts in the African-American community were not going
well. Nobody is going to win the Democratic nomination without a sig-
nificant number of black votes. We were beginning to put reasonable sums
of money and staff into our African-American outreach efforts, but Bill and
Hillary Clinton were popular and universally known in that community,
especially among older people, and it didn’t appear that we were making
much headway.

Further, we were continuing to get almost no support from establishment
politicians, and I mean 7one. Not one Democratic governor, not one big-city
mayor, and no more than a handful of members of Congress were supporting
my campaign. In state after state we would have to take on the entire Demo-
cratic Party machine and their get-out-the-vote apparatus, and that’s not easy.

While we obviously were going to focus on the early states, [ was deter-
mined to take our message to every part of the country, from Maine to
California. And that’s literally what we did in the summer of 2015. We
started in Jowa on the July Fourth weekend. I love July Fourth parades and
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had the opportunity to march in a few of them in Iowa. We also held a
rally in Council Bluffs, which turned into our largest event yet in Iowa, with
2,600 people showing up.

After Jowa, we got on a plane and headed to Portland, Maine, where we
had another great event. It seemed like the entire city came out, but it was
just 7,500—one of the largest political rallies that Portland had seen in a
very long time. After the rally, we had dinner in a crowded local restaurant.
‘The support there was joyous and seemed virtually unanimous. To top it off,
the chef was from Burlington. We took a lot of selfies.

From the day that I announced my candidacy, I was determined to run
a positive campaign, not one involved in making personal attacks against
Hillary Clinton or anyone else. In that regard, however, I went a little too
far. For the sake of running a positive campaign I had not been strong
enough about articulating the many differences that I had with Clinton on
some of the most important issues facing the country. I was determined to
change that, and an opportunity arose on July 14, 2015, to make that hap-
pen.

On that day, while the Senate was in session and I was in Washington,
Secretary Clinton paid a visit to Congress to talk with fellow Democrats. I
thought that her visit, which of course attracted widespread media cover-
age, would be a good time for me to contrast my differences with her. Noth-
ing fancy, just a straightforward presentation of where we disagreed. In
report what I did, David Espo of the AP wrote:

Former Secretary of State Hillary Rodham Clinton was escorted
by fellow Democrats, her way smoothed by uniformed officers and her
every pre-planned step tracked by a pack of chroniclers as she made the
rounds of private meetings in the Capitol.

It was more than enough for Bernie Sanders, the independent sena-
tor from Vermont who is Clinton’s closest Democratic presidential rival
in the polls. Emerging from one such meeting on Tuesday, Sanders strode,
Jast-paced and trailed by a couple of aides, to a collection of nearby tele-
VISion cameras.

“Let me welcome Secretary Clinton back to the Senate,” he said, al-
though in fact, the greeting could more fairly be described as brisk and

bracing, rather than warm.
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His rival was behind closed doors with Democratic senators elsewhere
in the Capitol when Sanders said that trade deals negotiated over
the past two decades have been disastrous. “Secretary Clinton, I believe,
has a different view on that issue,” he said, although he omitted that as
president, her husband had negotiated the North American Free Trade
Agreement.

I strongly opposed the war in Iraq,” he added. He didn'’t mention
that Clinton supported it, but said, “Sadly, tragically, much of what [
predicted in fact took place.”

Moving on to energy, Sanders said he has “belped lead the opposition
to the Keystone pipeline.” He added dryly, “I think Secretary Clinton has
not been clear on her views on that issue,” referring to her umvillingness to
state a position on the proposal despite repeated requests that she do so.

While not exactly unplanned, Sanders’ appearance at the microphones
was a reminder of the type of opportunistic campaign he is running as
an underdog. The cameras were there in anticipation of comments by
other lawmakers, but he made use of them.

As a result, he got his say—and on a day that Clinton’s aides had
designed to highlight her role as a front-runner conferring privately with
Democrats who may well share the 2016 ballot with her.

On July 18 we headed to the Southwest, to Phoenix, Arizona, for what
turned out to be, up to then, the largest rally of the entire campaign. More
than 11,000 showed up at the Phoenix Convention Center, including my
daughter Heather and her husband, Marc, who live in Sedona. What made
me feel very good about that event was not just the size of the crowd but
the growing diversity that we were seeing. It had taken time, but we were
now seeing more and more Latinos and blacks at our events. That was es-
pecially true in Phoenix.

Throughout the campaign, my advance team did a very good job in ar-
ranging small meetings with local people before our rallies. This gave me
an opportunity to meet privately with supporters and to hear the concerns
of the people who lived in the area. It was an excellent way to learn about
local issues and concerns. Before the Phoenix rally I met briefly with five or
six young Latinos. Some were teenagers, some a little bit older. All were born
and raised in the United States. With tears in their eyes they described to
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me their fears that, at 2 moment’s notice, someone in their family, their mom
or dad, could be deported. For them, immigration reform was very personal.
[t was an emotional meeting. I haven’t forgotten it.

And then we were on to Texas, with large rallies in Dallas and Houston
and a speaking appearance before the Texas Democratic Party. At both ral-
lies I spoke at length about the need for criminal justice reform and for
ending the absurdity of the United States having more people in jail than
any other country on earth. These rallies took place shortly after the hor-
rific death of Sandra Bland, a young black woman who was found dead in
her jail cell, sixty miles outside of Houston. The “crime” that got her into that
cell? She was pulled over for failure to use her blinker when she was making a
turn. A shouting match developed with a very rude and aggressive police of-
ficer. She was thrown to the ground, handcuffed, and arrested. She died sev-
eral days later in jail, all because of a minor traffic violation. But it was not just
Sandra Bland. As the Black Lives Matter movement was pointing out, there
were too many other victims. People like Michael Brown, Rekia Boyd, Eric
Garner, Walter Scott, Freddie Gray, Tamir Rice, and others.

Many Americans, and not just African-Americans and Latinos, are be-
coming increasingly outraged by police brutality. They are rightfully tired
of turning on the television and seeing videos of unarmed blacks being shot
and killed by police officers. They want criminal justice reform. They want
police department reform. And [ agree.

In my remarks I pointed out that as a former mayor and a senator, I had
worked with police officers in my city and across the country, and that a
police officer’s job was enormously difficult. T also expressed the view thar
the vast majority of police officers are honest and hardworking. But I also
made clear that when a police officer breaks the law, that officer must be
held accountable. Further, police officers must be trained to understand that
lethal force is the last response, not, as is too often the case, the first response.
[ also promised that, if elected president, 1 would make sure that all kill-
ings that took place when people were in police custody or being arrested
would prompt a U.S. Department of Justice investigation.

It was becoming very clear that the people we were bringing into our
movement were not people who had been typically involved in Democratic
Party politics, or politics of any kind. These were newly engaged people,
most often younger people, who were tired of status quo politics and wanted
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real change in the world in which they were living. In Houston, where eight
thousand people attended our rally, I had an interesting discussion with a
local Democratic Party leader. He told me, as he looked art the crowd, that
he had never seen 95 percent of these people before.

[ have been, for many years, deeply concerned about climate change and
the environment, and I am proud to have one of the strongest pro-
environment voting records in the U.S. Congress. I was very pleased that
Bill McKibben, the founder of 350.0rg and one of the leading anti~global
warming advocates in the world, was one of the speakers at my campaign’s
kickoft event. I was also proud that, along with Senator Barbara Boxer, I had
introduced the strongest climate change legislation in the history of the Sen-
ate. It was a real disappointment to me, therefore, that despite the fact that
my environmental record was far stronger than Secretary Clinton’s, I was
unable to win the support of most of the major environmental organizations.

On August 1, 2015, a breakthrough occurred. We were endorsed by
Friends of the Earth Action, one of the largest and most progressive envi-
ronmental organizations in the country, with some 2 million members
worldwide. Erich Pica, president of Friends of the Earth Action, stated:
“Senator Sanders’s bold ideas and real solutions to addressing climate
change, inequality, and promoting a transformative economy that priori-
tizes public health and the environment over corporate profits, have earned
him an enthusiastic endorsement from Friends of the Earth Action.”

In my remarks accepting the endorsement at a park along the banks of
the Merrimack River in Concord, New Hampshire, I indicated my strong
support for a tax on carbon, and for massive investments in energy efficiency
and sustainable energy. I also challenged Clinton for refusing to take a stand
on the Keystone Pipeline, which would transport some of the dirtiest fuel on
the planet. You could be for it, you could be against it, but you had to rake
a stand on one of the most important environmental issues of our time.

In late September, I was glad to learn that Clinton came out in opposi-
tion to the environmentally destructive Keystone Pipeline.

The issue of how many Democratic debates would be held, and when and
where they would take place, was something that was getting more and more

ON THE CAMPAIGN TRAIL 145

attention. The Republicans had announced a robust debate schedule that
allowed their candidates to be showcased before millions of Americans. But
that was, obviously, not what the Democratic National Committee had in
mind. On August 6, the DNC announced a series of only six debates. It
was clear that they wanted to give Hillary Clinton’s opponents as little pub-
lic exposure as possible. I protested, as did Martin O’Malley. In my state-
ment [ said, “I look forward to working with the DNC to see if we can
significantly expand the proposed debate schedule.” Needless to say, that
didn’t happen.

On August 6, the Republican Party held its first debate and I crashed it.
Well, not exactly, but through social media. My staff urged me to tweet my
responses to what I was hearing, and it turned out to be a very successful
exercise. | sat on a couch at our headquarters, watched TV, and commented
on what I was seeing and hearing. As the debate ended I wrote, “It’s over.
Not one word about income inequality, climate change, Citizens United or
student debt. That’s why the Rs are so out of touch.” Thar got 31,414 retweets
and 35,899 “likes,” by far the #1 tweet of the night.

If this was going to be a truly national campaign, we had to head out
West, which is what we did in early August with a swing through Washington,
Oregon, and California. That trip was one of the most exciting and memo-
rable parts of the entire campaign.

When we advertised our rallies through social media, we requested
that people RSVP so that we could get some understanding of how many
people might be showing up. As we hit the West Coast, the situation
became absolutely nuts because of the incredible number of RSVPs we
were receiving, Time and time again we had to change our venue in order
to accommodate the anticipated crowd. My staff had to work overtime in
order to find arenas that could simply hold the crowds we thought were
coming.

In Seattle, our first West Coast stop, we did our event at the Hec Edmund-
son Pavilion at the University of Washington, which holds 12,000 people.
The lines to get in were never-ending, and the arena filled up quickly. Before
I went into the arena to speak, I spoke to a crowd of 3,000 outside who
were unable to get in. The 15,000 people who showed up for a rally in Se-
attle was our all-time record high for the campaign, but that record didn’t
last long. It was topped the very next night.

In Seattle, I made the point about how important grassroots activism



146 OUR REVOLUTION

was in bringing about real change. As a result of a Strong grassroots pro-
gressive movement in Seattle, the City Council there raised the minimum
wage to $15 an hour, the first major city in the country to go that high. I
praised the City Council and talked about legislation I had introduced to
make $15 an hour the national minimum wage by 2020. I said, “You did it
for Seattle. We're now going to do it for the entire country.”

On August 9, we were in Portland, Oregon, at the Moda Center, where
the Portland Trail Blazers of the NBA play, a beautiful three-tier arena. We
filled it up and then some. That event drew 28,000 people.

The Oregonian did a good job describing the event: “Vermont Sen. Bernie
Sanders’s insurgent campaign for president received a big boost Sunday
when as many as 28,000 showed up for a high-decibel rally at the Moda
Center. The crowd packed the basketball arena—with a capacity of up to
19,000—and thousands more couldn’t get inside and listened in on loud-
speakers. A Moda Center official, Michael Lewellen, estimated the crowd
at the free event totaled 28,000.”

The article concluded, “‘T've never heard anybody say anything like that
before,” said Michaila Konig Taylor, a 25-year-old Bellingham, Wash. resi-
dent. Tm not personally involved with politics, but he changed my mind
because he addressed the issues I actually care abour.’”

In one sentence, Ms. Taylor described exactly what our campaign was
all about: addressing the real issues that ordinary Americans cared about.

"The next night we were at the Los Angeles Memorial S ports Arena, where
27,500 people attended. The “clutch” we did before the rally included some
of the very creative members of the Los Angeles arts community—writers,
actors, directors, musicians. We tapped their brains as to how, in whatever
way, conventional or not, we could expand the campaign’s horizon. There
are a lot of smart and creative people in Los Angeles, not the least of whom
is the brilliant comedienne Sarah Silverman. Sarah, who was to be very help-
ful throughout the campaign, introduced me by stating: “I give you, if
we're all very smart and a little bit lucky, the next president of the United
States.”

In three days we drew more than 70,000 people to our rallies.

And here is an important point, which I believe differentiated our cam-
paign from the others: At our rallies I did exactly what the consultants tell
you not to do. In each of the speeches, before tens of thousands of people,
I spoke for at least an hour and discussed, in some detail, what I believed
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to be the major crises facing our country. I didn’t begin with prepared jokes
or some other routine, and I didn’t shape my remarks around a sound bite
for TV. I just laid it out as best I could.

And here is what was remarkable. At all of these rallies, where we were
filling up large arenas, people were not walking out during a long speech,
they were not (I think) getting bored. They were listening. If there is a lesson
I'learned from this experience, it was that Americans are hungry for an un-
derstanding of what is going on in our country and how we can improve i.

Needless to say, during the course of a long campaign, one receives many
compliments. The compliment I remember most came from a young man
at one of these rallies, after I had completed my speech. He said, “Thank
vou, Bernie. You trear us as if we were intelligent human beings.”

It is an unbelievable and humbling experience to walk out on a stage
and see 25,000 or 30,000 people filling up an arena to hear you speak. The
moment not only fills you with awe, but with incredible optimism for
the future. There was a microcosm of America in front of me. Black and
white, Latino, Asian-American, Native American, men and women, gay
and straight, young and old. People who were tired of status quo politics
and status quo econormics. People who dreamed of a better America. People
who wanted real change. To say that those experiences “moved” me would
be a major understatement. They were some of the most memorable mo-
ments of my life, and I am deeply grateful to all who came.

While we were in California, we picked up our first endorsement from
a major national union, the National Nurses United and its 185,000 mem-
bers. What I love about the nurses’ union is not just that they are one of
the most progressive unions in the country. It’s not just that, as a union that
is 90 percent women, they showed enormous courage in supporting me over
Hillary Clinton. It is that they are involved in politics because, as nurses,
they know they cannor do the job they are trained to do, keeping people
healthy, unless we transform this country. That is why they are strong sup-
porters of a Medicare for All national health-care program, and other ef-
forts that help low-income and working families.

Time and time again [ have heard from nurses as to how they cannot, as
health care workers, do what has to be done for their patients when so many
of them have no health insurance or are underinsured. The nurses also
know what poverty and pollution do to human health. In explaining to the
Guardian why they endorsed me, RoseAnn DeMoro, the union president,
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hit the nail on the head when she stated: “Nurses are an interesting group.
They are not political scientists. They want to be nurses. But nurses see the
fallout of all the bad decisions, because everything ultimately equates to
health. If you are talking about income inequality, they see it. Health con-
cerns and disparity among classes, joblessness—every social problem basi-
cally ends up presenting itself in a health care setting.”

RoseAnn and the National Nurses Union played a great role in our cam-

paign, and I thank them for that and for what they do every day to keep us
healthy.

During the summer I received a most interesting invitation.

I'am one of the most progressive members of the U.S. Senate. Liberty
University, a fundamentalist Christian school, is one of the most conserva-
tive schools of higher education in America. It was founded by Jerry Fal-
well, the leader of the Christian Coalition and, before his death, one of the
leaders of the American conservative movement. The president is now his
son, Dr. Jerry Falwell Jr.

It was not unusual for politicians and elected officials to speak at Lib-
erty University. Over the years, many had. In fact, my Senate colleague Ted
Cruz had virtually kicked off his campaign for the Republican presidential
nomination at a speech to the student body there. Many public officials had
spoken there, but 720n¢ with my politics. Virtually all of the previous speak-
ers had been conservatives, most very conservative.

My instinct was to accept the invitation. The idea of going there appealed
to me for several reasons. First, I always enjoy speaking to young people.
Second, the thought of speaking to a group of people who looked at the
world very, very differently than I did was intriguing and challenging. Was
it possible to find some areas of common ground? Wouldn’t it be useful to
give these students a perspective that many of them may never have heard?
Jane agreed with me, but not everyone in the campaign was on board. There
were some who felt that going there could cause a rift with our supporters
in the women’s community and the LGBT community. Why, some sup-
porters might ask, would we visit a university that had such a horrendous
attitude on women’s rights and gay rights, among many other views thart I
and our supporters rejected?

After the officials at Liberty University assured my campaign thar [
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would be treated fairly and respectfully, and that there was no intention to
cmbarrass me or “set me up,” we agreed to accept the invitation. It would,
I was sure, be an interesting day. Now all I had to do was to write the speech,
which was not an easy task and not completed until the wee hours of the
morning before I gave it. Here are excerpts from the speech that I gave be-
fore 12,000 students at Liberty University on September 14, 2015:

Thank you, President Falwell and David. Thank you very much for
inviting my wife, Jane, and me to be with you this morning. We appreci-
ate the invitation very much.

And let me start off by acknowledging what I think all of you already
know. And that is the views that many here at Liberty University have
and I, on a number of important issues, are very, very different. I be-
lieve in a woman’s right to choose. . . .

And the right of a woman to control her own body.

[ believe in gay rights and gay marriage.

Those are my views, and it is no secret. But [ came here today because [
believe from the bottom of my beart that it is vitally important for those
of us who hold different views to be able to engage in a civil discourse.

o0 often in our country—and I think both sides bear responsibility
Jor this—there is too much shouting at each other. There is too much
making fun of each other.

Now, Liberty University is a religious school, obviously.

And all of you are proud of that.

You are a school which, as all of us in our own way, tries to under-
stand the meaning of morality. What does it mean to live a moral life?
And you try to understand, in this very complicated modern world that
we live in, what the words of the Bible mean in today’s society.

You are a school which tries to reach its students how to behave with
decency and with honesty and how you can best relate to your fellow
human beings, and I applaud you for trying to achieve those goals.

Let me take a moment, or a few moments, to tell you what motivates
me in the work that I do as a public servant, as a senator from the state
of Vermont. And let me tell you that it goes without saying, I am far, far
[from being a perfect human being, but I am motivated by a vision, which
exists in all of the great religions, in Christianity, in Judaism, in Islam
and Buddpism, and other religions.
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And that vision is 5o beautifully and clearly stated in Matthew 7:12,
and it states: “So in everything, do to others what you would have them
do 10 you, for this sums up the law and the prophets.” That is the golden
rule. Do unto others, what you would have them do to you. That is the
golden rule, and it is not very complicated.

Let me be frank, as I said a moment ago. I understand that the is-
sues of abortion and gay marriage are issues that Jyou feel very strongly
abour. We disagree on those issues. [ get that, but let me respectfully sug-
gest that there are other issues out there that are of enormous conse-
quence to our country and in fact to the entire world that maybe, just
maybe, we do not disagree on and maybe, just maybe, we can try to work
together to resolve them.

Amos 5:24: “But let justice roll on like a river, righteousness like a
never-failing stream.” Justice treating others the way we want to be
treated, treating all people, no matter their race, their color, their stat-
ure in life, with respect and with dignity.

Now, here is my point. Some of you may agree with me, and some of
you may not, but in my view, it would be hard for anyone in this room
today to make the case that the United States of America, our great country,
a country which all of us love, it would be hard to make the case that we
are a just society, or anything resembling a just society today.

In the United States of America today, there is massive injustice in
terms of income and wealth inequality. Injustice is rampant. We live,
and I hope all of you know this, in the wealthiest country in the history
of the world.

But most Americans don’t know that. Because almost all of that
wealth and income is going o the top 1 percent.

You know, that is the truth. We are living in a time—and I warn
all of you if you would, put this in the context of the Bible, not me, in
the context of the Bible—uwe are living in a time where a handful of

people have wealth beyond comprehension. And I'm talking about tens
of billions of dollars, enough to support their families for thousands of years.
With huge yachts, and jet planes, and tens of billions. More money than
they would ever know what to do with,

But at thar very same moment, there are millions of peaple in our
country, let alone the rest of the world, who are struggling to feed their

Jamilies. They are struggling to put a roof over their heads, and some of
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them are sleeping out on the streets. They are struggling to find money in
order to go to a doctor when they are sick.

Now, when we talk about morality, and when we talk about justice,
we have to, in my view, understand that there is no justice when so few
have so much and so many have so little.

There is no justice, and I want you to hear this clearly, when the
top one-tenth of 1 percent—not 1 percent, the top one-tenth of
1 percent—today in America owns almost as much wealth as the bot-
tom 90 percent. And in your hearts, you will have to determine the mo-
rality of that, and the justice of that.

In my view, there is no justice, when here in Virginia and Vermont
and all over this country, millions of people are working long hours
Jor abysmally low wages of 37.25 an hour, of $8 an hour, of $9 an hour,
working hard, but unable to bring in enough money to adequately feed
their kids.

And yet, at that same time, 52 percent of all new income generated
is going to the top 1 percent. You have got to think about the morality of
that, the justice of that, and whether or not that is what we want to see

i1 our country.

I concluded my remarks by making reference to Pope Francis, and dis-

cussing the profound issue of morality within the context of massive levels
of wealth and inequality in this country and around the world.

[ agree with Pope Francis when he says, and I quote, “The current
Sfinancial crisis originated in a profound human crisis, the denial of the
primacy of the human person,” and this is what he writes: “We have cre-
ated new idols. The worship of the ancient golden calf has returned in a
new and ruthless guise in the idolatry of money and the dictatorship of
an impersonal economy lacking a truly human purpose,” end of quote.

And the pope also writes, “There is a need for financial reform along
ethical lines that would produce in its turn an economic reform to ben-
efit everyone. Money has to serve, not to rule.”

Now, those are pretty profound words, which I hope we will all think
about. In the pope’s view, and I agree with him, we are living in a na-
tion and in a world, and the Bible speaks to this issue, in a nation and

in a world which worships not love of brothers and sisters, not love of the
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poor and the sick, but worships the acquisition of money and great wealth.
1 do not believe that is the country we should be living in.

Money and wealth should serve the people. The people should not have
to serve money and wealth.

Throughout human history, there has been endless discussion. It is
part of who we are as human beings, people who think and ask ques-
tions, endless discussion and debate about the meaning of justice and
about the meaning of morality. And I know that here ar Liberty Uni-
versity, those are the kinds of discussions you have every day, and those
are the kinds of discussions you should be having and the kinds of dis-
cussions we should be having all over America.

L would hope, and I conclude with this thought, I would hope very
much that as part of that discussion and part of that learning process,
some of you will conclude that if we are honest in striving to be a moral
and just society, it is imperative that we have the courage to stand with
the poor, to stand with working people and when necessary, take on very

powerful and wealthy people whose greed, in my view, is doing this coun-
try enormous harm.

I do write my own speeches.
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After the speech, Dr. Falwell and his family invited Jane and me to
lunch. He and his family and staff were very cordial and we had a pleasant
conversation. Did I win any votes at Liberty University or change many
opinions? Probably not. Did I give 12,000 young people a perspective that
they may not have heard before? Yes. Did I open up a few hearts and minds
to look at the world a little bit differently? Probably.

Was it a good idea to have gone to Liberty University? I think so.

[n mid-September, my campaign issued a very forceful response to an ugly
and dishonest atrack that came from the Clinton super PAC run by David
Brock, the former right-wing journalist. Brock had attempted to link me o
the former Venezuelan president Hugo Chavez. My “crime” had been that
[ had worked with former congressman Joe Kennedy and his nonprofit Citi-
zens Energy Corporation to bring inexpensive Venezuelan heating oil into
Vermont to help low-income people get through our cold winter. It was a
very sleazy attack. Our response: explain to our supporters what the Clin-
ton super PAC had done, and raise money off of it.

In just forty-eight hours, as a direct response to that ugly attack, our
donors contributed $1.2 million into the campaign, with an average con-
tribution of $23. In an e-mail thanking our contributors I stated: “I hope
that sends a very clear message that the American people are sick and tired
of politics as usual and negative campaigning.” Erin Hill, the executive di-
rector of Act Blue, the long-established organization that administered our
online fund-raising, stated: “We've never seen an immediate donor response
like what the Sanders campaign received on Tuesday. At one point, it drove
180 contributions through our platform per minute.”

The point here was not just the money. Our supporters wanted real
change in the way politics was done in America, and their actions made it
very clear that they were not going to tolerate unfair and unfounded nega-
tive attacks from Clinton surrogates or anyone else.

As late September approached and we reached the filing period for the
Federal Election Commission (FEC) at the end of the third quarter of 2015,
it was time for another leadership team assessment to determine how well we
were doing. The answer was: very well. What had once seemed to us an im-
possible dream now seemed like, just maybe, a possibility. Perhaps, perhaps,
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perhaps we could pull off the biggest political upset in the modern history of

the United States.

When we began the campaign in late May, a CNN national poll had

Secretary Clinton leading us 60 percent to 10 percent. We were behind by

50 points. By late September, a Fox poll had Clinton at 44 percent, Joe Biden
at 18 percent, and me at 30 percent. Nationally, we had closed the gap to

14 points, with Biden in the race.

In the United States, of course, we don’t have national elections. We have

elections that are determined state by state, and here we were making real

progress as well. In early May, before we had formally announced, a Bloom-
berg poll in New Hampshire had us down 62 percent to 18 percent and

poll after poll continued to have us trailing. Then, on August 7, headlines

on the front page of the Boston Herald announced a new poll in New Hamp-

shire. For the first time in the campaign, anywhere, there was a poll show-
ing Bernie Sanders in the lead. Their poll had us leading Clinton 44 percent
to 37 percent. It turned out this poll was not a fluke. In the coming weeks
other polls also showed us in the lead. Unbelievably, we were now winning
in the New Hampshire primary.

In Jowa, we were also making good progress. We were not doing as well
there as we were in New Hampshire, but we were steadily moving forward.
In late May, at the time I announced my candidacy for president, we were
trailing Secretary Clinton 57 percent to 16 percent. By the end of Septem-
ber, we had cut the gap to 5 points, trailing her 33 percent to 28 percent.

In terms of excitement and energy, there was no question as to who was
in first place. Our rallies all over the country were the largest of any candi-
date’s, and our grassroots efforts were truly unbelievable. Almost every day
I'would read something, or hear something, about an activity taking place
in one part of the country or another, and let me tell you, it wasn’t our cam-
paign organizing them. They were occurring spontaneously at the grass-
roots level. There were marches and musical activities. People were writing
music, designing T-shirts and posters, and doing all kinds of incredible art-
work. Others were on the phone or knocking on doors in their communi-
ties. It was extraordinary, and it was a beautiful thing to behold.

You can’t run a serious national campaign without serious money, and
we were doing that, too. In fact, we were rewriting the playbook with re-
gard to campaign finance. Never before in history had a campaign received
as many individual campaign contributions as we were receiving. Never,
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At a time when most campaigns were being supported by super PACs and
wealthy individuals, we were raising tens of millions in small ix?dividual
contributions. In the third quarter of 2015, we shocked the pundits and, I
suspect, the Clinton campaign by raising $25 million. This was fllmo'st as
much as Clinton had raised during that period. We had now raised indi-
vidual contributions from 1.3 million people since the beginning of the
campaign. Obama did a fantastic job in raising money in small individual
contributions in 2008. We were doing even better. .

And people were noticing, in a very significant way, the d)lfferences
between the way our campaign functioned and the way Clinton’s work‘cd.
Zaid Jilani, on August 10, 2015, wrote in Alternet, under the headline
“Bernie Sanders Speaks to 28,000 People in Portland, While Hillary Hosts

$2,700-a-Head Fund-raiser™

Yesterday, Democratic presidential candidate Bernie Sanders spoke

10 28,000 people in Portland, Oregon—the largest rally of 2016 of any
candidate. Sanders hit the usual marks—decrying income inequality,
money in politics, climate change, and mass incarceration. What'’s inz‘e’?r—
esting is that Hillary Clinton also came to Portland last week. But in-
stead of doing a public event, she held a fund-raiser at the home of
Democratic Party consultants Win McCormack and Carol Butler. /.lc—
cess was granted only to donors willing to give the minimum donation
of $2,700. The contrast in Portland is a microcosm of t/Jf’ two t}{pﬁ; of
campaigns Sanders and Clinton are running. The former is cou.ntzng on
a grassroots network of hundreds of thousands of people donating small
amounts of money and making up the difference with volunteer hours.
The latter is @ more conventional politician: court Big Money donors
and flood the airwaves with television commercials to win the election.

In six months, we’ll start to see which succeeds.

Whether it was the West Coast or the East Coast, the giant rallies contin-
ued. In Boston, on QOctober 3, we drew more than 20,000 enthusiastic sup-
porters to the Boston Convention and Exhibition Center, and there were
some 4,000 outside in an overflow area. It was the largest political rally ll”l
Boston in years. When I took the stage there | said, “We are runninga ;?eople S
campaign, and while the millionaires and billionaires have Sf)methm’ig we
don’t have, we have something they don't have. Look around this room.
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In early October, after four months on the campaign trail, we finally be

gan receiving support from members of Congress. Representatives Raul Gri-

jalva of Arizona and Keith Ellison of Minnesota came on board. They were
the first members of Congress to buck the political establishment, and I was
very appreciative. For us, this was a very big deal not just because they were

both excellent and well-respected congressmen, but because they were the co-
chairs of the House Progressive Caucus. Keith and Raul became great surro-
gates and both of them played important roles throughout the campaign.

During the course of the campaign, Hillary Clinton attacked me on the
issue of gun control. This was an unfair arrack bur one that I didn’t handle
well. It was an attack that also had significant political implications with
regard to the rural vote and the general election.

In 1988, when I first ran for Congress, I supported a ban on the sale of
assault weapons. In a very rural state like Vermont, a state that has virtu-
ally no gun control, that was not a particularly popular position, but one
that | thought was right. Strongly opposed by gun organizations in the state,
Ilost that election by 3 percentage points. Two years later, maintaining my
same view, I won the election by 16 points. In 1992 I was fiercely opposed
by the gun groups in the state, who produced a bumper sticker that said
“Bye Bye Bernie.” They wanted to get rid of me instead of assault weapons.
I'won that election by a wide margin. As a result of my support over the
years for commonsense gun-safety legislation, I have earned a D-minus
rating from the NRA. To suggest, as Clinton did, that I was somehow sym-
pathetic to the gun lobby was absurd.

The issue of guns is an extremely volatile one, and one in which I be-
lieve, coming from a rural state where guns are very much part of our way
of life, I can play a constructive role. But politically, it is a very, very tough
and divisive issue with a very real cultural divide. And there is not a simple
political solution.

The overwhelming majority of Americans are appalled by the level of
gun violence in this country, where 300,000 people have died in the last
decade as a result of guns. They are especially outraged by the hundreds of
mass shootings we have seen in recent years, including the horror thar took
place at the Sandy Hook Elementary School in Connecticut.

The difficulty is that the political divide now is very wide. Led by the
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NRA, which has become more and more irresponsible in recent years, there
are those who think they have a constitutional right to have a nuclea‘r launch
pad in their backyards. On the other hand, there are many wh.o behe?/e that
we should eliminate every gun in America. While most Amerxcanf dlsagree
with both of these extreme views, the division over guns is becoming wider
and wider and more and more ugly. .

On October 5, 2015, after yet another mass shooting, I issued the fol-

lowing statement:

Like the rest of the nation, I am appalled by gun vz'o/ence' in our
country and the mass shootings in our churches and co//egfs. While there
is no simple fix, that does not mean we should do 7‘zot/nng, The s.tzztus
quo is not working and people on both sides of the issue czm.na't simply
continue shouting at each other. Nobody wants more mass 'kz//zngs and
serious people are going to have to engage in serious discussion.

In my view, there are very concrete steps we can take to /é’S.f‘L’Il the
number of tragedies and to make those that happen less lethal, includ-

ing ideas supported by a majority of gun owners:

o We must strengthen and better enforce the instant background check
.

° Sé[\’j:emust close the gun-show loophole, which allows unlicensed deal-
ers to sell guns to people who otherwise would not be able to get them.

o We must make “straw man” purchases a federal crime.

o We must ban semiautomatic assault weapons, which are designed
strictly for killing human beings. o

o We must recognize that our mental health system is seriously brioleen.
While there has been much talk about mental health parity in 'aur
health-care system, we are not even close to achieving it. It’s past tsz’
for a serious discussion about identifying, intervening, and treating

mental illness and ensuring access to care.

THE DEBATE

As someone who has been interested and involved in politics for most of
my adult life, I have of course paid attention to presidential debates and
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have watched many of them. If the truth be told, I can even remember the
Kennedy-Nixon debate of 1960.

But now, as I watched a CNN commercial advertising the Democratic

debate on October 13, 2015, in Las Vegas, I noticed something very strange.

That was m?/ picture up there. I was going to be in the debate, and there
would be millions of people watching it. It all seemed a bit surreal.

As a candidate in a number of elections in Vermont, I had participated
in many debates. Sometimes I debated one person, and sometimes I debated
as many as seven or eight people. Sometimes the candidates would stand at
podiums, and sometimes they’d be seated at a table. Sometimes the debates
were on statewide TV, and sometimes they were in schools with almost no
media and relatively few people in attendance. I, of course, always ‘ re-
pared” for a debate, which meant that I would spend an hour or so g(f)in
over what I wanted to say and work on my opening remarks. That, more o%
less, was my preparation. Sometimes I did very well in debates, often I did
okay. On occasion, as in the first debate when I was running for reelection
as mayor, I did poorly. I had been so busy wich my job that I almost f;
that T had a debate. B

Needless to say, what I was getting involved in now was a little bit differ-
ent.from my previous debates in Vermont. [ was running for president of the
Umte.d States, and [ was running against Hillary Clinton, who was a very
experienced and effective debater. In 2008 she had debated Barack Obama
many times and won most of them. In the first debate, I was also up against
former Maryland governor Martin O’Malley, former Virginia senator Jim
Webb, and former governor and senator of Rhode Island Lincoln Chafee

This time, I needed more than an hour to prepare. .

Obviously, before the debate rook place there were debates about the
debate. Who would the moderator be and who else would be asking ques-
tions? How long would the debate be? How long would the opening :ltate—

ments be? Who would stand where? How much time would there be for
rebuttal? What topics were going to be discussed? Would it be mostly do-
mestic issues or foreign policy, or whar?

Generally speaking, most of those issues were resolved to everyb dy’
mutual satisfaction. e

If T had my druthers, I would love to participate in a Lincoln-Douglas-
type debate today. The people are entitled to serious answers to serti)ous
questions, which can’t be done in thirty seconds or a minute. The voters
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also have the right to know the basic philosophical assumptions and pri-
orities that a candidate holds, which also takes a bit of time to express.
Unfortunately, that type of debate is not going to take place in modern
American politics and on modern American television. So we do the best
we can and prepare for the debates of today.

Michaeleen Crowell, Warren Gunnels, Caryn Compton, and Edward
Chapman joined Tad, Mark, Jane, Jeff, Levi, Dave, and Carina and played
active rolls in preparing me. Together, led by Tad, they did an excellent job
in anticipating what the questions would be. The challenge was that while
we had a pretty good idea of the questions that might be asked, we had to
be prepared for anyrhing. The range of potential questions, dealing with for-
cign and domestic issues, was enormous. For a debate, it wasn't necessary to
have extensive knowledge about every issue under the sun, but you did have
to know enough to provide a credible answer to anything that was asked.

Further, you had to anticipate the kinds of attacks and charges that would
be coming from your opponents. How would they try to attack you? How
would they try to get you off balance? During the practice sessions (and
this wasn’t easy) I had to get into the mind-set of responding seriously to
the attacks coming from Michaeleen (playing Hillary Clinton) when it was
really just Michaeleen, who in her day job was my friend and chief of staff.

Then, on top of everything that / had to prepare for, the campaign had to
make certain that we had an effective “spinning operation.” That means that
during and after the debate we had to convince the media and the public that,
hands down, no matter what I said or did, it was all quite brilliant, always
factually correct, and that I was far and away the clear winner. This operation
included a sophisticated tweet system that highlighted my extraordinary
strengths in the debate and my opponents’ unbelievable weaknesses. Needless
to say, all the other candidates were thinking about the exact same things.

Oh, yes. In addition, my staff reminded me that it would be great if I
could mention our Web site, berniesanders.com, and make a request for
contributions. A debate is an opportunity to raise a lot of campaign contri-
butions.

In Nevada, we did the practice runs at the hotel where we were staying
outside of Las Vegas. Tad Devine did a brutally good job in playing the
moderator and asking me very sharp questions that went after my vul-
nerabilities. The more we went at it, the more nervous I became. There were

some questions to which I was just not responding well.
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On Tuesday night, October 13, after going through all kinds of secu-
rity, getting made up, and becoming increasingly nervous in the green room,
I walked out on the stage with the other candidates. The debate began.

Perhaps the most memorable moment of the night was a response that |
made to a question from Anderson Cooper. When he asked me about Secre-
tary Clinton’s e-mail problem, I said, “Let me say something that may not be
great politics. But I think the Secretary is right. And that is that the American
people are sick and tired of hearing about your damn e-mails. And let me
say something about the media as well. [ go around the country, talk to a
whole lot of people. The middle class of this country s collapsing. We have
twenty-seven million people living in poverty. We have massive wealth and
income inequality. Our trade policies have cost us millions of decent jobs. The
American people want to know whether we're going to have a democracy or
an oligarchy as a result of Citizens United. Enough of the e-mails. Let’s talk
about the real issues facing America.” The answer certainly struck a chord in
the audience, which rose in a standing ovation and prolonged applause. Inter-
estingly, but not surprisingly, the media combined the two remarks about the
e-mails and chose to omit coverage about the issues.

One of the most fascinating and telling aspects of this debare and
those that followed was the answer to the question “Who won?” And
what we learned was that “victory” was very much in the eyes of the be-
holder. People see what they want to see. For a lot of the establishment
media and the Inside-the-Beltway pundits, Hillary Clinton “won.” As usual,
she was composed, she was knowledgeable, and, most important, she “looked
presidential.” But there was another world out there that did not look at
things quite the way the pundits did. They were less concerned abour
whether a candidate “looked presidential,” and more concerned about
whether or not that candidare was going to take on the big-money interests
controlling our country, and address the issues that impacted their lives.
Among those people, I did pretey well,

More than one hour after the debate ended, we were winning the un-
scientific online polls overwhelmingly. In a 7ime magazine poll, 68 percent
of respondents thought I had won. Clinton was in second place at 16 percent.
A US. News & World Report online poll had 84 percent of the people
voting for me, and Slate readers had me ar 74 percent.

Further, as the online polling indicated, whart was becoming increasingly
obvious was that there was a very wide generational divide in the electorate.

ON THE CAMPAIGN TRAIL 161

We were winning the younger generation, people under forty who were
learning about us online, by very large numbers. Clinton was easily winning
the older voters, who got much of their news from mainstream media and
knew relatively little about our campaign.

Social media was playing a vitally important role. It was not just bringing
in millions of small donations, it became the fabric that united the cam-
paign, that brought us together, that shared our message. One example of
the power of our social media were the four thousand debate-watch parties
we organized on the night of that first debate in homes, union halls, theaters,
on college campuses, and at locations in every state in the country. It was an
extraordinary event that was unprecedented in any presidential campaign.

What we were accomplishing with social media was the ability to go
outside of the corporate interpretation of events, bring our supporters to-
gether, and communicate directly with millions of people. This was very
much the political revolution in action. It was also, to a very significant de-
gree, why we were doing so well with younger people.

One of the very serious and ongoing problems that our campaign faced
from day one was our inability to effectively connect with seniors. Poll after

Lemonade for Bernie: another small donor contribution.
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P()l showed us Olng etheHley WELL WIT voters under ()Ity, ut we were
;
gettlng U()LlIlCCd b}’ Chnt()“ a”l()“g Olde[ Iklnellcalls. AL our Ia”les and

oW L . .
n meetings, it was also obvious that relatively few seniors were showing

up. Why was this happening? What could we do about i?
Ih? campaign staff came up with several explanations as to why this was
occurring. First, older Democrats remembered the Clinton years fondly, and

Bill and Hillary were popular with them. Hillary was especially popular with -

ol
der women, who very much wanted to see a woman become president. Sec-

ond, older people who lived through McCarthyism and the “evil empire” of

the old Soviet Union often had negative impressions of the word “socialism.”
To the degree that they heard that I was a socialist, that wasn’t helpin ‘
The third explanation that we came up with was one that we cogixld do
very little about, and one that also hurt John McCain when he ran for res-
ident. While younger people had few problems with the fact that Ipwas

seventy-four years old, it appeared that older voters did. Older people, some k

of whom had health problems or the general fatigue issues that age can brin
were asking themselves: “How can this guy become president, the hardei
and most stressful job in the country, at seventy-five and keep going stron
until he completes his first term at seventy-nine?” The fact that m; healtﬁ
and stamina were excellent may not have been enough to convince them
that T had the energy for the job.

The last obstacle that we had with seniors, which was also not soine to
be easily resolved, was that many older people did not use social :wdii——
Facebook, Twitter, Reddit, etc. We were much more effective in getting our
message out through social media than through the mainstream medif and
network news that many seniors got their information from. (

Th.e poor response we were getting from seniors, for whatever the reasons
was disappointing. I had one of the strongest records in Congress on senioxi
1ssu.es. IRnot l;)lnly had helped lead the effort in defending Social Security
against Republican attacks, b i islati i
efits. In Veimont, seniors \;verl:allvl:fziu;)::tds; :rc){ eon e'xpandmg -

s y core constituency. Some-
how, we had 1o figure out a way to communicate better with senior citizens.

Whi i
ile we were preparing for the debate, another major political develop-
m . .
1ent was brewing. More and more attention was being paid to the possi-
bility that Joe Biden might jump into the race.
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Joe Biden is a friend of mine. While we have our differences of opinion,
[ believe that he has been a very effective vice president and an excellent
representative for the administration. As our campaign gained momentum
and the Clinton machine sputtered, there was growing speculation thar Joe
might enter the race. He was talking with union leaders, he was dropping
hints about the possibility of running, and there were a growing number of
voices urging him to run. The “inevitability” of Hillary as the Democratic
nominee was now in doubt, and there were those who were searching for
an alternative to Bernie Sanders.

[ had mixed feelings about Biden getting into the race. On one hand,
what the polls seemed to show was that his candidacy would probably be
helpful to us because he would split the more conservative Democratic vote
with Clinton. We probably had a better chance to wina three-way race than
a two-way contest. On the other hand, our entire campaign effort was now
focused on Clinton and we would have to go through some major adjust-
ments to figure out how best to deal with a Biden candidacy.

On October 21, Joe ended the speculation. He announced that he would
not be running. A few months earlier he had lost his son Beau, whom he
was very close to, and he felt it best for his family that he not run. I chatted
with Joe on the day he made his announcement and we met soon after.

Reaching out to young people was one of the strong components of our
campaign. We wanted them involved in politics. We wanted them fighting
for a new America. On October 28, we held a rally at George Mason Uni-
versity in Virginia, which was live-streamed into 250 student meetings in
every state in the country. There were about 1,500 students who attended
the event on campus.

The meeting was notable for a couple of reasons. First, [ went into some
dertail about my views on marijuana. What [ said is that if we were serious
about dealing with the crisis in criminal justice, we had to completely re-
think the so-called “War on Drugs.” Far too many people had their lives
harmed by arrests for marijuana possession, and the nature of drug arrests
was most certainly tied to race. In 2014 alone there were 620,000 mari-
juana possession arrests, and those numbers were disproportionately high
within the African-American community. Although about the same pro-
portion of blacks and whites use marijuana, a black person was almost four
times more likely than a white person to get arrested for it.

The view that I expressed to the students was that it was absurd that
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marijuana be listed as a Schedule I drug within the federal Controlled Sub- ;
stance Act, right next to heroin, a killer drug. I proposed taking marijuana
completely out of that act. The decision to legalize marijuana was a state de-
cision, and four states had already done that. Bur regardless of what stares
did or did not do, possession of marijuana should not be a federal crime. ;
The other part of that evening was a quite emotional discussion that I
had with a Muslim student at the university. During the question-and-
answer period a young woman with a headscarf raised her hand and asked
me my views about the Islamophobia that was on the rise because of the
racism of Donald Trump and some of his followers. I thought her question

was so important that I invited her up to the stage. The /nternational Busi-
ness Times described the scene:

At a Wednesday evening town hall, a Young Mustim woman wear-
ing a purple headscarf asked how the presidential candidate would
combat a rising tide of anti-Islam rhetoric in the country.

“Let me be very personal if I might. I'm Jewish, my father’s family
died in concentration camps,” Sanders responded during the speech in

front of a couple hundyed people ar George Mason University in Fair-
Jax, Virginia. “I will do everything that I can to rid this country of the
ugly stain of racism that has existed Jor far too many years.”

Sanders invited the questioner, Remaz Abdelgader, a senior in college
who said she wishes to becomne a human rights attorney, 1o join him on stage
and gave her a hug as the crowd watched and cheered, Think Progress re-
ported. Abdelgader, the daughter of Sudanese asylees, expressed concern over
recent anti-Muslim rbetoric Sfrom other presidential candidates. Republi-
can presidential candidate Ben Carson said Lust month that he would not
support electing a Muslim president, and later added thar he would only
support a Muslim candidate if they were to denounce Sharialy law.

“Being an American is such a strong part of my identity, but I want
1o create a change in this society,” she said as she asked Sanders her ques-
tion. “I'm so tired of listening to this rhetoric saying I can’t be president

one day, that I should not be in office. It makes me so angry and upset.
This is my country.”
Abdelgader told Think Progress afier the event that she was pleased

with Sanders’s answer, adding that she was nearly moved to tears by his
gesture,
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“Uf there’s anyone that should be elected to the White House, it's /sz,k
she said. “He stands for everybody, whether you're gay or Muslim or i/a;
or Christian or Latino. He is for equality. That'’s why I identify with the
next president of the United States: Bernie Sanders.

‘Two of the areas that I was considered to be “vulnerable” on zfere fz;elgn
policy and the fact that I was a democratic socialist. I decide {j) @ rc.etss
both of those issues head on in a major speech at Georgetown University
mber 19. .
" Eci)l\llziry Clinton had been secretary of state fo.r four years under g’resrf
dent Obama. She had traveled the world, been involved in a number o
important foreign policy decisions, and knew many hefds of s”tate f;z:i:
ally. Therefore, according to the pundits, .she was the . exiert on g
policy. I was, presumably, the novice, and 111'—pr'epared m't at :ead. -
Needless to say, that wasn’t my view. While it was obv1o.us that fm on,
as a former secretary of state, had more hands-on expenenc; ﬁmd .orelhgari
policy than I did, that did not necessarily make her better quali .e in zam
area. In foreign policy judgment mattered, and on the bmost 1?20;{ o
foreign policy issues of our time, my judgment had been better tha
ary Clinton’s. . e .
I not only voted against the war in Iraq, I helped ead the opp )
what turned out to be the worst foreign policy blunder in Amerlczn r;lot i
ern history. In my speech at Georgetown I discussed that war and wha
had said on the floor of the House before the vote:

[ am concerned about the problems of so-called zmi'nrerzded conse-
quences. Who will govern Iraq when Saddam Hussein is removed and
what role will the U.S. play in an ensuing civil war that ‘cou/d develop
in that country? Will moderate governments in the region who [/th;
large Islamic fundamentalist populations be overthrown a;m’ [r)ep/ [1;2 :
by extremists? Will the bloody conflict betwee'n Isvael and the Pa es.z
ian Authority be exacerbated? And these are just a few of the questions

that remain unanswered.

Hillary Clinton, as a U.S. senator from New York, had voted for t'he war.
Further, against a great deal of political pressure, I had voted agalr.lst t}‘m
first Gulf War. I was worried about the precedent that it was setting in
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using military force and believed that economic sanctions could have driven
Saddam Hussein out of Kuwait. I believed that war was unnecessary.
- ;[i;,;:ziz (:v:}l]l;r;gltz ;on;}eje;;l?cti I;Iillary Clinton had more foreign pol-
. No, ot believe that her record made her
better prepared than me to conduct U.S, foreign and military policy
In terms of the issue of democratic socialism, the main poi;xt that I.made
at Gc?orgetown was that we must establish “economic rights” in this countr
that in a democratic, civilized society all Americans were entitled to healt}}’;
care, the ability to get a higher education, decent housine, and a decent job
at a decent wage. : v
The New York Times got it right when it said:

Senator Bernie Sanders of Vermont aggressively confronted voter
concerns about his electability as president on Thursday, making a rare
Jormal address to explain his lefi-wing ideology of democratic socialism
and argue that its principles reflected mainstream American values like
Jairness and equality. |

Mr. Sanders, who is hugely popular with liberals but is struggling to
attract more voters to his Democratic presidential bid against Hillary
Rodham Clinton, made blunt overtures to the party faithful by present-
ing himself as the heir to the policies and ideals of Franklin Delano Roo-
sevelt and the Rev. Dr. Martin Luther King Jr.

Invoking the two men several times, Mp. Sanders said that demo-
cratic socialism was reflected in Roosevelt’s priorities like Social Security
and in Dr. King’s call for social and economic Justice, contrasting them
to “socialist-communist” caricatures of his thinking put forward by Re-
publicans to tar the Democratic field. g

T don't believe government should take over the grocery store down
the street or own the means of production,” Mr. Sanders said in an hour-
Zong speech before a friendly audience of college students at Georgetown
University in Washington. “But I do believe that the middle class and
the working families of this country, who produce the wealth of this coun-

try, deserve a decent standard of living and that their incomes should g0
up, not down.”

In mid. _ .
N rfud Il\Iovember, a new and very interesting development was occurring,
ational polls were showing that I, not Hillary Clinton, was the stronger
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candidate against possible Republican nominees. This completely undercut
one of the main arguments made by the Clinton organization, which was
that Bernie Sanders was unelectable in a general election, and that a vote
for me would result in a Republican president.

In a Wall Street Journal poll released on November 3, [ was defeating
Trump by 9 points and Marco Rubio by 5. Throughout the campaign, from
late November to the end of my campaign, I defeated Trump in twenty-
cight out of thirty national polls, almost always by double digits. In almost
all of those polls during that period, I was running much stronger against
Trump than Clinton.

In early December, a Public Policy Polling poll in New Hampshire
showed the same trend. In that battleground state, we were doing an
average of 4 points better than Clinton against the leading Republican
candidates. Jeff Weaver, my campaign manager, made the point that we
were going to make over and over again. He stated: “The resules from New
Hampshire, a key general election battleground state, tell us the same thing
we've seen in national polls. The fact is that Bernie is the most electable
candidate Democrats could nominate.”

The Clinton campaign may not have liked it. The Democratic estab-
lishment may not have liked it. But it was becoming increasingly clear

that I was the strongest candidate if Democrats were to retain the White
House.

On February 1, the people of Iowa walked into their caucus locations
and cast the first votes of the 2016 Democratic presidential nominating pro-
cess. We lost, but we won. At the end of a very chaotic night where some
delegates were won with the toss of a coin, Clinton received 50 percent of
the vote and I received 50 percent of the vote. She received 701 delegates to
the state convention, and I received 697. Most of the media correctly per-
ceived the night as a victory for us. From the first day of the campaign, we
knew that we would have to do well in the early states to establish credibil-
ity and let the world know that we were in this for the long haul. And that’s
exactly what we did. With the help of a great team led by Robert Becker
and Pete D’Allessandro, we had come a very long way in a few months.

As The New York Times reported from lowa:

On Monday night, a disappointed-looking Ms. Clinton raised her

voice to a near yell as she tried to demonstrate her own conviction. But
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she offered oddly little direct assuagement to the unsettled working class
that still craves her asurance. |
That task fell instead, as it has throughout the campaign, to
Mr. Sanders, Mys. Clinton’s ultraliberal rival, whose denunciations of
<?(n%’cz’y Plutocrats and an unfair economy are at the center of his message.
Given the enormous crisis Jacing our country,” he said here after voting

had concluded, “it js Just too late for establishment politicians and es-
tablishment economics.”

An analysis of the exit polls done by some of the media organizations
yielded some remarkable information. We had done unbelievably well
among young people. We had done very poorly among the elderly. Accord-
ing to The Washington Post, we had won 84 percent of the vote among vor-
€IS twenty-nine or younger and 58 percent of the vore from those yosnger 7
than forty-four. On the other hand, we had won only 26 percent of the vote
of people who were sixty-five or older. While we lost the women’s vote to
Clinton, we did respectably well. She won 53 percent of the women. [ won
42 percent. I won 50 percent of the men’s vote. She got 44 percent. Also,

importantly, I won 69 percent of the Independent vote,

D.uring the evening, with caucus results showing him doing poorly,
Martin O’Malley dropped out of the race. I liked O’Malley. He ran a

progressive, issue-oriented campaign. It just never caught on,

Now, with Jim Webb and Lincoln Chafee having already dropped our
we were down to a two-person race. And it was off to New Hampshire’
where the primary would take place the following week. Our plane landed’
at five o’clock in the morning and, why not, we held a rally. Damnedest
thing I ever saw, but hundreds of New Hampshire and Vermont supporters
met us at a parking lot near our hotel in Manchester to welcome us back—
at five a.m. I couldn’t believe . After commenting that these people were
completely out of their minds, | gave a short speech while standing on the
back of a pickup truck. We then drove to our hotel and went to sleep.

An analysis of the lowa exit polls, as well as other public polls, told us
exac,tly what we had to0 do to win in New Hampshire and the oth;r states
As I've said, we were doing phenomenally well with young voters, but these.
are the people least likely to vote. We were doing terribly with older people
who are the most reliable voters. We were also doing well with Indepin—,
dents, people who are not enamored with either political party.

ON THE CAMPAIGN TRAIL 169

Clearly, if we were going to win the nomination, we had to do every-

thing we could to make sure that young people came out to the polls, we
had to improve our standing with seniors, and we had to work as hard as
we could to win the support of women. We also, when necessary, had to
get Independents to re-register as Democrats so that they could vote in those
states that held closed primaries. While this was not a major issue in New
Hampshire, we also knew that we were going to have to do much better in
introducing ourselves to the African-American and Latino communities and

making the case as to why they should vote for me.

Julia Barnes, the former director of the Vermont Democratic Party, was

our state director in New Hampshire. Extremely hardworking, Julia put
together an excellent staff and volunteer organization. I had the opportu-
nity to visit a number of our offices around the state and was deeply moved

by the commitment and energy of our volunteers. Truly incredible.

Our organization in New Hampshire did an extraordinary job in set-
ting up events and bringing people out. It turned out that we brought out

four times as many people as we had originally anticipated. By the end of

the campaign, over 41,000 people had attended our meetings. Incredibly,
that meant that one out of the four vorers we needed to win over in New
Hampshire had been someone who had actually heard me speak in per-
son. That is what grassroots democracy is all about. One of the fun aspects of
the New Hampshire campaign was that my son Levi, who lives in the state,
was able to introduce me at a number of our meetings.

The thing that got me most nervous during the last week in New Hamp-
shire was that I was in the very unusual position of being the favorite. That
made me uncomfortable. All of the recent polls had us in the lead, and some
had us winning by as many as 20 points. The Clinton people were letting
on that a “victory” for them would be a single-digit defeat.

After a long and hard week, Election Day finally came. We won. It was
a blowout. The final tally was GO percent to 38 percent.

Watching the results come in on Election Night in New Hampshire was
an unbelievable experience. We had come such a very long way. Hillary
Clinton’s concession speech was gracious, and she called to congratulate me.
My extended family—four kids and seven grandchildren—aren’ able to get
together all that often. I was very happy, therefore, that along with Jane, all
of them were there. Levi, Heather, Carina, Dave, and their spouses, Raine,
Marc, Blake, and Liza, as well as Sunnee, Cole, Ryleigh, Grayson, Ella, Tess,
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and Dylan, along with Nicole and Keegan, were all on hand for what turne
out to be a very big night for us. Our “holding room” for that evening wa
a gym in the school where we were holding our Election Night celebration
Before I went upstairs to make the victory statement, the media came in
for their photos and video, and caught us shooting hoops. I even made a
few jump shots.

After winning New Hampshire, we began receiving Secret Service pro-
tection. Needless to say, it is a life-changing experience. Previously, when I
was home, I enjoyed jumping in my small car and running to the grocery
store for milk and eggs. Now I was traveling in an armored vehicle accom-
panied by a fleet of cars and a number of well-armed agents who made sure
['was safe in the bread aisle, and every place else that I went on the cam-
paign trail.

Over the many months they were with us, we got to know the agents
well, liked them very much, and never forgot that they were putting their
lives on the line to keep us safe. There was always a car in front of the house‘
and an agent in a booth they had built in the back. They inspected our mail,
checked out anyone who came by, and made sure that the house was secure
at all times. In a very crazy and dangerous world, Jane and I very much ape
preciated their protection and their professionalism. ‘

We had tied in Iowa and won New Hampshire. Now we were off to
South Carolina and Nevada. Very different worlds. ‘

As we took a deep breath after the New Hampshire primary and began
moving our operation to Nevada for the caucus there on February 20, we
analyzed where we were, and what we had to do to keep the momentum

going. It was clear to all of us—]Jeft, Jane, Phil, Michael, Tad, and the
whole team—that one of the major reasons we had done so well in Iowa
and New Hampshire was that we had the time to run Strong grassroots
campaigns that enabled me to meet personally with a significant percent-
age of the voters in both states.

Early on, we made the decision that if we had any chance to win the
nomination, we had to do well in the first two states. And that meant spend-
ing an enormous amount of time in Jowa and New Hampshire. That was
our strategy, we carried it out, and by and large, we succeeded. No regrets.

In Iowa and New Hampshire, we were able to overcome lack of name
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recognition and unfamiliarity with my views through a very aggressive
gtassroots effort. Over a period of eight months we held 101 rallies and
town meetings in lowa and brought out 73,415 people to our events. The
Democratic Party in Iowa reported that, on Election Night, 171,109 people
showed up at the caucuses. We received about half that vote. While there
were certainly people who came out to more than one event, it appears that
[ personally had spoken to almost as many people who eventually voted for
me. That was extraordinary.

In New Hampshire, the situation was pretty much the same. We held
sixty-eight meetings there and brought out 41,810. On Election Day I re-
ceived 151,584 votes. The likelihood is that over 25 percent of the vote we
received came from people who had attended one or more of our meetings
and met with me personally.

In both Iowa and New Hampshire, we spent a lot of money on paid me-
dia. That was important. But to my mind, the major reason we were creat-
ing excitement and energy, and the reason we did so well, was that much of
our organizational effort was geared to bringing out people to the many,
many events we held in every corner of both of those states. Our message
was resonating town by town, county by county, as we worked our way
through Iowa and New Hampshire.

Now, with the Nevada caucus coming on February 20, followed by the
South Carolina primary on February 27, and eleven states coming up on
Super Tuesday, March 1, we were running out of runway. It was just im-
possible to spend the time that I would have liked in each of the states, and
to have the kind of grassroots presence we needed. We had made the deci-
sion to focus on lowa and New Hampshire. It was the right decision. Now,
however, we were paying the price for that choice.

In every state that would soon be having primaries and caucuses, we had
started way, way behind Clinton in the polls and in terms of name recogni-
tion. Many of the people in those states still did not know who I was or
what I stood for. And now we faced thirteen state elections in the next three
weeks. We had a lot of work to do, and not much time to do it.

The voters in the Democratic caucus in Nevada are the most diverse of
any state in the country, including a sizable Latino vote. We were franti-
cally trying to get every vote we could—white, black, and Latino.

In terms of statewide politics, Nevada is two worlds: the Las Vegas area
and everywhere else. Virtually all of our rallies and meetings were in Las
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Vegas and Reno, including a beautiful and large outdoor evening rally
the University of Nevada at Reno. As Election Day approached in Neyad
['was feeling more and more confident. The polls had us close to Clinto
and while we had only done seventeen events in the state, it was clear to me
that I was becoming better known.

Further, our staff and volunteer phone callers were finding a lot of sup.

port throughout the state. In fact, we had identified more than enough

support to win, given the expected voter turnout. On Election Day I cam

paigned in the hotels and casinos, urging the workers there to come out and
vote. The support seemed pretty good. In the afternoon, we heard about 4

exit poll that had us slightly in the lead.
Winning Nevada was very important for us. It would have extended th
momentum that we received from the victory in New Hampshire and show;

that we could win states with large non-white populations. But that’s not

the way it turned out. We did well, but not well enough. We lost Nevad
47.3 percent to 52.6 percent. Our postmortem analysis showed that whil

we did very well with Latino voters, our overall get-out-the-vote effort had

not been as effective as it should have been, and many of our supporter:
had not come out to caucus. :

And now it was on to South Carolina for a February 27 primary, fol-
lowed by Super Tuesday contests in Alabama, Arkansas, Colorado, Geor-
gia, Massachusetts, Minnesota, Oklahoma, Tennessee, Texas, Vermont, and
Virginia. We were in the midst of the battle.

The very first South Carolina poll that I was included in, done by NBC
News/Marist, had me ar 3 percent, 62 points behind Secretary Clinton. The
next poll had me at 1 percent, 58 points behind. From day one we knew that
South Carolina would be a very, very tough state for us. We always thought

it unlikely that we could win there, but we chose not to write it off We.

wanted to make a respectable showing, and we invested a lot of money
and staff into trying to make that happen. We failed miserably. Clinton won
a landslide victory there, defeating us 73 percent to 26 percent. Our out

reach effort to the black community was completely unsuccessful. According

to exit polls, Clinton won 90 percent of the black vore,
We were now officially “hurting.” We had a shot to win in Nevada, and

we lost. We thought we could do respectably in South Carolina, and we
got decimated there. Now we were heading to some very tough states for us

on Super Tuesday, six of which were in the South.

. - o
i ; : g for for president?
Super Tuesday in Vermont. Guess who we are voting p
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During this point in the campaign, the disadvantages we fafelii b:;";[:;
very apparent. Clinton was far better known than I was, esp;l:czla by mon
older black voters. She had run eight years before and she had bee )j
active in her husband’s two presidential campaigns. She had a strongtigzg
litical organization with experience in the state's and .had many conneccam:
with the Democratic leadership. In the states in which we were no'vs;
paigning we might have the support of a few m.embers off the legis :;t;;z
She had the entire political establishment. And, in .stat'e after state, w
to start from scratch in putting together our orgamzanon. e o

During this Super Tuesday period, we did \'NhZUIC we cou ‘.bl e én
on our chartered plane and flew to as many destinations asdposksll. C;t.ran
February 27, we did rallies in Austin and Dallas, Telels, an laht ir o y
in Rochester, Minnesota. On February 28, we were in Ok ahoma Ciry,
Oklahoma, and Fort Collins, Colorado. On February 29, we did eve;us in

Minneapolis, Minnesota, and Milton, Massachusetts. (?(111 Marlc:ri,tiotrllpie;
Tuesday, we came home to Vermont to vote and to hold a cele

the evening,.
i i me.
The event in Vermont was beautiful, and emotional for Jane and
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Almost four thousand people came out to say hello, and for a small stat
like Vermont, that is a lot of people. And we did celebrate. In my own state,
where the people knew me best, we won 86 percent of the vote and Clin-
ton won 13 percent—a 73 percent victory. In the Democratic nominating
process, a candidate has to win at least 15 percent of the vore to get any
delegates. Vermont was the only state in the entire primary campaign where
one candidate got all of the delegates. We shut Clinton out in Vermont.

Needless to say, the results were not quite so good elsewhere, We were
defeated very badly in all of the Southern states. We did well in Massachu=
setts but ended up losing there—50.1 percent 1o 48.7 percent. The good
news was that we won very strong victories in Colorado, Minnesota, and
Oklahoma in addition to Vermont. On Super Tuesday, Clinton took 518
pledged delegates. We won 347.

We were losing, but we were still in the fight. That became very clear on
the weekend of March 5 when we had landslide victories in Kansas, Maine,
and Nebraska. On the other hand, we lost badly in Louisiana. On March 8?
we pulled off one of the major upsets of the entire campaign. Despite polI;
showing us way, way behind, we won Michigan. That victory showed for:
the first time, that we could win a large, industrialized state with a div’erse
population.

March 15 was a very bad day for us. Despite very close losses in Mis
souri and Illinois, we lost all five states that were up that day.

March 22 was much better. We won Idaho in landslide proportion, with
a victory of 78 percent to 21 percent. If you can believe it, we did even bet:
ter in Utah, where we won with 79 percent of the vore. k
. The Arizona primary also took place on that day. We worked very hard
in /‘\rizon?, and I thought we had a good shot to win there. We didn't, and |
I st.1ll don’t know why. One thing I do know was that the voting process in

Arizona was an absolute disaster and an embarrassment to American de-
mocracy. People in some parts of the state were forced to wait up to five
hours to cast a ballot. Nobody can ever really know which candidate was
hurt more by this travesty, but I don’t think it helped us. Many of Clinton’s |
supporters were older and voted by mail. Most of our SUpPpOrters came out
on Election Day with the obvious expectation thar they would be allowed k
to vote in a reasonable period of time.

On March 26, we won major landslide victories. We won Alaska with
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82 percent of the vote. We won Hawaii with 71 percent. Needless to say,

Jane, who had campaigned in both of those states, was pretty excited. Our

biggest state victory of the day was the state of Washington, where we re-
ceived almost 73 percent of the vote. Yes, we were celebrating on the plane
on the night of March 26.

What a strange and unprecedented campaign. Hillary Clinton, the can-
didate whom the pundits had determined was the odds-on favorite, the
candidate who had been anointed by the entire establishment, was winning,
but at the same time was losing state after state by huge margins.

We were more than aware that we were behind in both the popular vote
and the delegate count—especially with the superdelegates who were always
being counted by the media, despite not having voted yet. But victories
like the ones we were winning strengthened our resolve. We were going to
continue this fight. We were going to take it all the way to the Democratic
National Convention in Philadelphia. We were not going to give up.

And the good news continued. On April 5, we won the Wisconsin pri-
mary with almost 57 percent of the vote, and on April 9 we won the Wyo-
ming caucus with 56 percent.

We had now won seven primaries and caucuses in a row. The Clinton
team was not happy. We were ecstatic. According to all the experts, this
nominating process was supposed to have ended a long time before, and
here we were winning state after state.

Everybody knew that the major showdown yet to come was New York
State, which held its primary on April 19. This, as the media pointed out,
was going to be a very tough state for us. It was Hillary Clinton’s home state,
and where she had been elected twice as a U.S. senator. She was universally
known in New York and popular. Further, New York State’s election laws
were antiquated and reactionary. In a state generally considered to be pro-
gressive, the political elite in New York, Democrats and Republicans, had
created a system that made it hard for people to vote and where, as a result,
voter turnout was very low.

New York State had a “closed primary,” which meant that the 3 million
New Yorkers who had registered as Independents could not participate. All
of these people were disenfranchised from selecting the Democratic or Re-
publican candidate for president of the United States. Further, one had to
change party registration in October 2015—six months in advance—ito
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be eligible to vote in the primary. This was, on the surface, an absurd and
undemocratic process. Its major goal was to keep voter turnout low and pro-
tect incumbents. This closed-primary process was especially bad for us.

As the longest-serving Independent in the history of the U.S. Congress,

[always did well with Independent voters. In this election, they would not
be able to vote. Further, many of the young people who were flocking to
our campaign had not registered as Democrats, and had certainly not
changed their registration six months before. They also would not be able
to participate. ‘

On top of all that, we were taking on the political machines of the gov=
ernor, virtually all the state’s members of Congress, and New York’s two
senators. This was not going to be an easy fight, but we jumped in with
both feet. I am very proud of the campaign our team ran.

Our strategy for New York was not complicated. Most of the votes in
the New York Democratic primary are in New York City, so we were going
to have to spend a lot of time there and do everything we could to bring out
our vote. But we were not going to ignore upstate New York. We had to get.
out there as well.

On March 31, we held a rally in the South Bronx. This is one of the
poorest parts of the city, and heavily minority. The crime rate is high. Voter
turnout is low. Housing conditions are deplorable. The asthma rate among
children is terrible. Nobody could remember the last time that a presiden-
tial candidate held a rally in that neighborhood. The police department was
worried about a disturbance and they threatened to limit the number of
people in attendance. The Secret Service was also nervous.

That evening turned out to be one of the most beautiful events of
the entire campaign. More than 18,000 people showed up. Black, white,
Latino—uvirtually all working-class. Rosario Dawson and Spike Lee made
the introductory remarks. We were off to a great start in New York.

What I remember most about the New York campaign were the unbe-
lievable turnouts that we were seeing. On April 13, we did a rally at Wash-
ington Square Park in lower Manhattan. The official count was 27,032. We :
were told that it was the largest political event ever at that iconic location.
People there were even looking out of windows in the buildings across from
the park. A few days later, we held an even larger event in Prospect Park,
with 28,356 people showing up. Danny DeVito and Tulsi Gabbard did the j
introductions. We did low-key or unannounced gatherings throughout the
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city and large crowds inevitably
gathered.

One of the fun events that we
did in New York City was on
the street where I grew up, East
Twenty-sixth Street in Brooklyn.
We closed off the street outside
of my old apartment house, and
a thousand people came. Hillary
Clinton may have been New
York’s senator, but I was the can-
didate born in Brooklyn and I
wanted people to know that.

We did not ignore upstate New
York. We did large rallies in Syra-
cuse, Albany, Buffalo, Rochester, Poughkeepsie, and Binghamron. When
we were in Poughkeepsie, we dropped into the home where FDR was
born and where he is buried, in Hyde Park. N

On April 15, we took a slight detour from New York politics. Weeks be-
fore, I had been invited to attend a major conference at the Vatican that
dealt with the need to create a “moral economy.” Despite the pressure of
the campaign, I decided to attend, if only for a day. I am a big fa.n of Pope
Francis and strongly support his call for radical changes in international eco-

%

Talking with CBS’s Scott Pelley outside

of the apartment house [ grew up in.

nomic priorities.

The Washington Post reported:

Sen. Bernie Sanders told a Vatican conference Friday that the global
market economy has largely failed working people, breaking ﬁ(-mz the
U.S. campaign trail to deliver a talk on his signature issue of income
inequality on an international stage. At a time when so ﬁz’w have o
much, and so many have so little, we must reject the foundations of this
contemporary economy as immoral and unsustainable,” Szfnderx said.

The address to a prestigious Vatican academy that is nonetheless
obscure to most Americans puts Sanders in the company of leftist thinkers
and political leaders. Sanders slipped comfortably innf l:he Z.exzcon.of Eu-
ropean and South American socialist and lefiist politics, including f‘/ae
socialist government models of Scandinavia. He told the group that failed
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and crumbling public schools and annual college tuition priced above
the annual wages of many Americans are marks of failure.

While at the Vatican, Jane and I had the opportunity to briefly chat with
r'he pope, a true honor. We spent the night in the building where the pope
lived. In separate rooms, as was required. ‘

Defeating Clinton in New York would have been a major boost to our
campaign, but it wasn’t to be. We worked very hard there and ran an excel-
lent campaign, but there were just too many obstacles in our way. Clinton.
beat us there 58 percent to 42 percent. We did very poorly in New York
City. We won almost all of upstate New York. In the two New York coun-
ties that border Vermont, where people knew me best, we won more than
73 percent of the vote.
A week later, on April 26, we lost four out of the five states that were u

on that day—Delaware, Pennsylvania, Maryland, and Connecticut. Our:
only victory was in Rhode Island. But on May 3, we won a surprise victory:

in Indiana and, in the following weeks, we won victories in West Virginia
and Oregon.

Our campaign was many things, but we were not dumb and we knew how
to count. We were more than aware that we had only 46 percent of the k
pledged delegates, virtually no superdelegates, and that the primary and
caucus process was grinding toward an end. And every day we were being
asked by the media, “Why don’t you drop out? You can’t win.”

At this point our strategy was pretty simple. It had to do with momen-

tum and showing the Democratic Convention who the stronger candidate

was against Donald Trump, who by this time we knew would be the Re-
publican nominee. And thar all came down to the last day of the state pri-
mary and caucus elections, June 7, 2016. On that day, California, New
Jersey, New Mexico, South Dakota, North Dakota, and Montana were vot-
ing. If we could win big on thar day, especially in California, we would be
going into the convention with incredible energy that, we believed, would
turn into delegate votes. Further, virtually all of the national and state polls
were showing us doing much better against Trump than Clinton was doing,
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[f the Democrats wanted to win in November, our hope was that many of
the super delegates would begin to understand that we were the campaign
to make that happen.

Jeff, Jane, Tad, Michael, and I reflected on how we could best deal with
California, the largest state in the country. The answer became pretty clear:
We would barnstorm the state in a way that no other presidential candidate
had ever done. I announced that I hoped to have rallies bringing out at
least 200,000 people in California between mid-May and early June. That is
alot of people and a lot of work. But we did it.

On May 9, we started off with a giant rally, which brought out
16,000 people in Sacramento. On May 17, we had 11,000 supporters
in Carson City, and on May 18, we had almost 10,000 in Vallejo. We
followed with 6,700 in Santa Monica, 9,800 in Ventura, and 8,500 in
Fresno. We just plowed forward, up and down the state, two or three
rallies a day. By the time we were finished campaigning in California on
June 7, we had held 40 rallies and brought out more than 227,000 sup-
porters.

One of the more outrageous moments of the entire campaign took place
on June 6. The Associated Press aggressively contacted undeclared super-
delegates to determine who they would be voting for, and one day before
the all-important primary in California and five other states, they announced
their belief that Clinton had secured the nomination. The AP had deter-
mined that by combining her pledged delegates and those superdelegates
who told them they would be voting for Clinton at the convention, she had
cnough votes to win. The day before the last votes were cast in the Demo-
cratic nominating process, the AP decided on their own that the election
was effectively over. It’s not quite clear to me why they did that, but I be-
lieve strongly that their action had a negative impact on voter turnout and
hurt us. Why vote if the election is over? Our younger voters were more likely
to cast their votes on Election Day rather than voting earlier by absentee bal-
lot, as many Clinton voters did.

In California, for whatever reason, it literally takes weeks before all the
votes are counted and the final tally is made official. But on Election Night
we knew that we had not won. We had done well, but not good enough.
The media announced that we had lost by 14 percent that night. Far from
accurate. After the secretary of state announced all the ballots were finally
counted, we had cut that margin in half and ended up down by 7 percent.
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Ql1 June 12, Tinvited a number of our key advisers to our hom
dlsc‘uss the future. (Top photo) Left to right: me, Tulsi Gabbaerzlo
Shailene Woodley, Ben Jealous, Raul Grijalva, Dave Driscoll Jus’tin
Bafnbcrg, Terry Alexander, Chuy Garcia, Larry Cohen Car;n
Il)nsco‘ll, Jeft Merkley, and Rich Cassidy. (Bottom photo) i,eft to 1 he:
Jm? ngh.towcr, Bill McKibben, Nina Turner, RoseAnn DeM:g )
Keith Ellison, Ilya Sheyman, Jerry Greenfield, and Ben Cohen Ar?, i
attendance were Jeff Weaver, Michael Briggs, Phil Fiermonte J o
Dean, Peter Welch, Shannon Jackson, andbjane Sanders o
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“The final results had us with 2,381,714 votes—46 percent of the total. On
June 7, Clinton also won contests in New Jersey, New Mexico, and South
Dakota. We won in Montana and North Dakorta.

The last states had voted, the numbers were in, and it was clear that I would
not be the Democratic nominee. But we were not giving up the fight yet. If
[ wasn’t going to be the Democratic nominee for president, my goal was to
help write the strongest possible Democratic Party platform and, as a sena-
tor, do all that I could to see that it was implemented. During the platform-
drafting process in St. Louis our campaign had five great representatives
who helped begin to draft the most progressive political platform in the history
of our country. Our representatives were Cornel West, Keith Ellison,
Deborah Parker, Bill McKibben, and Jim Zogby. Warren Gunnels, my pol-
icy director, also served on this committee. Thanks to their efforts, we won
some major victories on Wall Street reform, expanding Social Security, and
ending the death penalty.

The full platform committee met from July 8 to 9 in Orlando. While
the 175 committee members debated the draft platform and whar amend-
ments should or should not be added, the two campaigns were busy ne-
gotiating behind the scenes. David Weinstein, a senior policy adviser in
my Senate office who was taking time off to help the campaign, and War-
ren Gunnels played an active role in the negotiations.

While we didn’t get everything we wanted, we did get much of what we
were fighting for. It was now the Democratic Party’s policy to break up too-
big-to-fail banks, pass a twenty-first-century Glass-Steagall Act, make public
colleges and universities tuition free for working families, enact a price
on carbon and methane, raise the minimum wage to $15 an hour, abolish
the death penalty, expand Social Security, close loopholes that allow corpora-
tions to avoid paying taxes, create millions of jobs rebuilding our crum-
bling infrastructure, eliminate super PACs, and pass a constitutional
amendment to overturn Citizens United. And these were just some of the
key provisions that we got into the platform.

We also made progress in reaching an agreement with the Clinton cam-
paign on some very important issues of great concern to me. On the eve-
ning of June 14, Jeff, Jane and I mer with Secretary Clinton, John Podesta,
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Endorsing Hillaty in Portsmouth,
New Hampshire.

and Robby Mook for ninety min-
utes in a Washington hotel room.
Out of that meeting came the
groundwork, announced some
weeks later, for very strong Clinton
proposals on making public col-
leges and universities tuition free,
and greatly expanding community
health centers.

On July 12, in Portsmouth;
New Hampshire, I formally en-
dorsed Hillary Clinton for presi-
dent. Our campaign had come to
an end.
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