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This week’s tempest on the trail of pos-
sible Republican presidential nominees 
has been New Jersey Governor Chris 

Christie’s seemingly weak defense of vaccinating 
American children. By calling for “balance” in 
government policy, and saying that “parents need 
to have some measure of choice,” Christie was 
blasted by both liberals and conservatives. By late 
that same morning, he seemed to be backing off 
his comments.

But Christie’s apparent attempt to appeal to 
vaccination opponents, while a surprising strate-
gy for a governor in a densely populated state, is 
consistent with a plausible Iowa caucus strategy: 
an attempt to lock up a small faction of voters.

It’s hard to know exactly why a presidential 
contender makes any particular comment. Yet 
one challenge for candidates, especially in a large 
field in a mostly unified party, is how to differ-
entiate themselves if they share positions with 
their rivals on every important issue—as most 
Republicans do in the 2016 cycle. This devolves 
into petty arguments about which candidate is 
most adamant on, say, opposition to Obamacare.

That situation is even tougher in Iowa. Mike 
Huckabee, for example, may have won the Re-
publican primary in the state in 2008 by winning 

the support of Christian home-schoolers—not 
a huge constituency, but big enough when 34 
percent of the vote (and only 41,000 voters) was 
enough for a solid victory.

The problem with that strategy, however, is 
that finishing first in Iowa over a fractured field 
isn’t enough to propel a candidate to the nomi-
nation. The parties, not the voters, are the major 
players. Doing well in early contests can matter 
to party actors, but only if they are otherwise 
open to the candidate and if their main concern 
is electoral success. (Thus, Democratic party 
actors were especially impressed with Barack 
Obama’s Iowa victory in 2008, while being con-
vinced that Howard Dean’s failure there in 2004 
showed he had no special electoral magic.)

Still, differentiation is a solid strategy—so 
long as it increases a candidate’s chances with 
one group but doesn’t risk alienating the bulk 
of the party. Whatever happens with Christie 
and measles, expect more of the same from the 
large Republican field. The candidates are going 
to be desperate to find a way to stand out from 
the pack, and they may try some pretty nutty 
gambits to do so.

—–––––❖–––––—

Jonathan Bernstein is a Bloomberg View 
columnist covering U.S. politics.
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OTHERS SAY

The Cossacks are back
My mother was confused again. As she 

regularly was by this strange country 
and haven, where they did things dif-

ferently from the old country, thank God. So she 
asked my older brother to explain something to 
her. “Irving,” she was saying, “I know the Army 
fights on the land, the Navy on the sea, and the 
Air Force in the air. But what do the Marines 
do?”

“Ma, they’re shock troops,” he said.
“Shock troops?”
“Shock troops,” he repeated. “They go in be-

fore all the others, land on the beaches, wipe out 
the enemy and everything else in the way, so the 
regular troops can follow.”

Recognition dawned. “Ahh,” said my mother, 
“Cossacks!”

Of course. The Cossacks have been called on 
by every Russian regime, tsar and commissar 
alike, whenever an enemy needed to be repelled, 
or another land annexed to the empire and its 
people exiled, or protesters at home needed 
their heads cracked. No film about the Russian 
revolution, any Russian revolution, would be 
complete without Cossacks on horseback break-
ing up a demonstration, sabers swinging, whips 
cracking, blood flowing. Just as ev-
ery posh Russian café in Manhattan 
needs a Cossack in full regalia at the 
door. To give the joint a little class.

It was only natural that this lat-
est Russian tsar would call out the 
Cossacks, and maybe the Black Hun-
dreds, too, another feature of Russian 
revolutions, to quell any sign of free-
dom. Thuggism comes in all kind of 
uniforms. Or in plainclothes, as an old KGB man 
like Vladimir Putin would well know.

Nothing was allowed to interfere with the 
great and glorious Olympics at Sochi, the most 
recent and elaborate version of the Potemkin 
Village, another long-standing Russian insti-
tution designed to impress the gullible. Like a 
Hollywood façade thrown up to hide the grimy 
reality behind it.

The curtain parted only on rare occasion, 
as when a video surfaced of a Cossack caught 
horsewhipping a punk-rock group that tried to 
crash the big show and do an anti-government 
number. The more Russia changes, the more 
repressive it stays. The cast may change, but the 
script remains the same.

Raised on a battlefield in eastern Poland 
during the First World War, my mother could 
never tell who would be “in control” of her little 
village, her shtetele Mordt, when the sun came 
up next morning. She’d seem ’em come, she’d 
seen ’em go. Germans regular and irregular, 
correct officers and rampaging freikorps. Rus-
sians white and red, tsarist and Bolshevik. Even 
occasional Polish troops. No wonder she grew 
up illiterate in three or four languages.

From the glamour and glitter of Sochi, you 
could almost see Kiev burning as the Ukraini-
ans tried to escape the suffocating embrace of 
Mother Russia. To make the point, Tsar Vlad-
imir chose this moment to hold maneuvers 
just across the border. Whenever the Russians 

mobilize, war is sure to follow, as during the 
First World Catastrophe. Now this latest tsar has 
chosen to annex Crimea.

Did anybody expect anything different? Well, 
maybe John Kerry, our hapless and hopeless 
secretary of state. Or maybe our equally out-of-
it secretary of defense. No sooner had Chuck 
Hagel announced plans to cut the American 
defense budget than the Russians marched into 
Simferopol. It figured. We’ve seen this movie be-
fore, if by a different title. It used to be called Ap-
peasement, now it’s been re-released as Reset.

In the midst of the Cold War, someone once 
compared Soviet strategy to that of a hotel 
burglar: He proceeds down the corridor try-

ing every door till he comes to an unlocked one. 
The comparison isn’t exact. It helps if the house 
detective is taking a nice long snooze. Or better 

yet, if the house dick has made a deal 
with the burglar. Only in diplomacy, 
it’s called by a more elevated name. 
Detente, maybe, or, these days, Reset.

It is the Europeans—would you 
believe it?—who understood what 
was happening from the first. And 
why not? They’ve had lots of experi-
ence with dictators and aggression. 
When they offered the Ukrainians a 

warm welcome to the European Union, com-
plete with trade and aid, the Russians first tried 
to bribe Kiev with billions in rubles and, when 
that didn’t work and the Ukrainians rebelled, 
throwing out their puppet president, the mask 
came off. And the Cossacks marched.

Ukraine wouldn’t be the first fledgling repub-
lic to seek foreign support. Another experiment 
in freedom once sought foreign aid to assure the 
success of its revolution against a great empire. 
And drew an array of still shining names to 
these shores—Lafayette and Rochambeau and 
de Grasse, von Steuben and Kosciuszko and Pu-
laski, as in Pulaski County, Arkansas.

But the Americans were separated from the 
British Empire by an ocean. What a blessing. 
Poor Ukraine, so far from the rest of Europe, 
so close to Russia. Now it is the latest example 
of what the world can expect when America 
retreats from it: aggression, chaos, war and ru-
mors of war. And still Washington holds back 
any real military aid to Kiev. And the aggressors 
march on.

“It’s a wonderful world,” as my mother used 
to say. “If only they’d leave you alone. But they 
won’t leave you alone.”

—–––––❖–––––—

Paul Greenberg, Pulitzer Prize-winning editori-
al page editor of the Arkansas Democrat-Gazette, 
is taking some time off. The original version of this 
column appeared March 5, 2014.

Paul
Greenberg

Outbreaks can be prevented
DALLAS MORNING NEWS

Your child has a cough, runny 
nose, sore throat and a high fe-
ver. The symptoms point to a 

cold. Then white spots appear in the 
mouth and red spots on the face, and 
your family pediatrician says its mea-
sles. Distressed, you say, “I thought 
measles were a thing of the past.”

Measles were a thing of the past in 
the United States, just like polio, which 
destroyed many lives until Jonas Salk 
in the early 1950s discovered a vaccine. 
Measles also were fought vigorously 
back then because the consequences 
were so deadly.

Before measles vaccines became 
commonplace in the early 1960s, an esti-
mated 3 million to 4 million Americans a 
year contracted measles, and 400 to 500 
died. Survivors often suffered blindness, 
deafness and neurological disabilities. 
Measles were not taken lightly; people 
wanted a vaccine because too many 
families suffered too much.

That’s why the resurgence of mea-
sles and other preventable illnesses is 
so distressing. Parents who miss sched-
uled inoculations or believe the myth 
that vaccines cause autism are erasing 

decades of medical progress and put-
ting us all at risk. How misguided, dan-
gerous and selfish that is when history 
shows us a safe vaccine is available. 
The measles outbreak at Disneyland 
last month should sound an alarm that 
vaccinations aren’t optional.

The irony is that the Centers for Dis-
ease Control and Prevention declared 
measles eradicated in the United States 
in 2000. In 2001, there were about 100 
measles cases nationally; last year there 
were 644 in 27 states, including Texas. 
Infections are certain to surpass last 
year’s total and cost millions of dollars 
in health care. Vaccinations could have 
prevented this hard-to-control spread.

Opposition to vaccines is turning 
back the clock to a time we should nev-
er want to see again, and it’s not just 
measles staging a comeback. In 2012, 
whooping cough cases in the United 
States were the worst since 1955. There 
were nearly 50,000 reported cases and 
20 deaths, most of them babies younger 
than 3 months old. Do we really want to 
return to those dark, desperate days?

Getting vaccinated is a responsibility, 
not a choice. Get your children vacci-
nated.

Time for the budget talk
When your allowance isn’t enough, kid

HEY, BIG GUY, have a sit and 
let’s talk a bit. Is school going 
okay? Reading anything inter-

esting? How’s the car running? Here’s 
hoping you’re eating something besides 
pizza.

Gas money? No, we’re tapped out 
just now. But since you mention mon-
ey . . . . This came in the mail last week, 
and we thought we’d sit down and have 
a little discussion about finances and 
responsibility.

Yeah, you are a little old for this, but 
we couldn’t help but notice this credit 
card bill. Addressed to us.

Kid, you’re 18 trillion dollars in debt. 
How in the world does a body get 18 
trillion dollars in debt? That’s a lot of 
pizza. That’s a lot of anything. Nobody 
else we know is 18 trillion dollars in 
debt. Not at your age, not at our age, not 
at any age. And the bill is coming here.

Now, granted, a little debt can be 
good. You know, get a credit history 
and all that. Buy a car, carry a credit 
card in your wallet—that’s what adults 
do. But how can we stress this? Eighteen 
trillion dollars.

Yes, we saw that you put a budget 
together. That’s a good start. That’s bet-
ter than you’ve been able to do in some 
years. But you’re still spending more 
than you’re taking in.

What do you mean this year’s spend-
ing is “fully paid for”? Do you even know 
what that phrase means? Fully Paid For 
means you won’t spend more than you 
take in. Your budget for the coming year 
is $3.999 trillion in spending. And you 
expect to take in $3.5 trillion. How does 
that equal Fully Paid For, hmmm? Your 
budget deficit last year was $483 billion. 
This year’s looks as if it’ll be even more. 
And this “budget” of yours puts both 
deficits on the credit card.

Well, yes, we see that $483 billion 
isn’t as bad as the trillion-plus deficits 
you’ve racked up in years past, but . . . . 
Kid, you’re going the wrong way. Just 
because you don’t outspend your bud-
get as much this year as you’ve done in 
past years doesn’t mean you’re making 
up ground. You’re still spending more 
than you’re taking in. Didn’t they teach 
math in your high school?

And the long run doesn’t look any 
better. It looks as though your deficits 
will continue to rise for the rest of the 
decade. You call this a budget? We call 
it a recipe for financial disaster.

You’re not making any cuts in ex-
penses, but you’re adding another round 

of spending, asking for $478 billion in 
highways and bridges and the like. Actu-
ally, we can see the need for that. Bridges 
we’ll always need. But can’t you make 
cuts elsewhere? Anywhere?

Now we hear you want free tuition 
at community colleges—for everybody. 
That’ll be another 900-plus million dol-
lars in just two years, according to the 
New York Times. Whether everybody 
enrolled in community colleges needs 
the help or not—or whether, if they do, 
they can get jobs on campus or win 
scholarships. A part-time job, you know, 
can be a real education. Ours was.

There’s more: You want $239 million 
to help the Environmental Protection 
Agency fight climate change. You want 
a 5.5-percent funding increase for the 
National Institutes of Health—however 
sorry its performance was during the 
late unlamented Ebola crisis.

Another $16 billion for yet another 
job training program? Whether it pro-
vides jobs or not. 

How many times have you asked for, 
and got, an increase in your credit lim-
it? Every time you’ve asked?

NOW YOU say you need more 
money. And we need to in-
crease your allowance. You want 

more fees on banks and higher taxes on 
businesses. More taxes on the wealthy. 
There, that ought to encourage them to 
provide more jobs and hire more people.

Also, you want one-time taxes on 
profits that companies have kept over-
seas. How many times have we heard 
about one-time taxes? And why do they 
become permanent ones?

And please spare us the usual guff 
about finding savings in the budget by 
sniffing out fraud-and-waste. You say 
that every year. You also say you’re go-
ing to save money by spending less on 
health programs. When you’ve just tak-
en over the whole country’s health-care 
system. Do we look that thick?

Kid, you’ve got a problem. And it’s 
only going to get worse as the years go 
by. We can’t go on spending like this. 
At some point, you’re going to have to 
come up with a budget, a real one, that 
not only reduces the annual deficit, but 
starts to cut into this credit card debt.

Eighteen trillion dollars. And you’re 
only making it worse.

Maybe it’s time to let the adults set 
your budget.

After all, the bill is coming to this ad-
dress.

The measles madness, explained
BY JONATHAN BERNSTEIN

BLOOMBERG NEWS




