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for perjuring him-
self, after claiming 
he wasn’t involved 
with a redistrict-
ing plan that 
effectively disen-
franchised thou-
sands of brown 
people, benefited 
cronies, de-clawed 
enemies and ulti-
mately sought to 
protect the State 
House status quo.

Now, with Lord 
Tom gone and a 
new regime in 
place, the NAACP, 
Common Cause, 
MassVOTE and 
a herd of other 
voting rights groups are attempting 
to clean up the maps that have for 
years been generated by a largely un-
monitored process taking place behind 
closed doors.

Rep. Marty Walz (D-8th Suffolk), 
whose district stretches from Boston 
Common to Cambridge, via a series of 
twists and turns, inherited the pillaged 
turf of a Finneran opponent. “I repre-
sent six neighborhoods in two cities in 
two separate counties,” said Walz, who 
joined dozens of politicians, citizens and 
scholars last week to testify before the 
Legislature’s Joint House-Senate Com-
mittee on Election Laws. Along with 56 
of her colleagues, Walz is pushing for the 
Fair Districts Constitutional Amend-
ment, which if passed by the House and 
Senate, would be put to voters on the 
2008 ballot.

The amendment would strip legisla-
tors of the authority to define electoral 
boundaries. Instead, the responsibility 
would be given to a nine-member inde-
pendent commission. It’s a reasonable 
plan, so long as someone can convince 
enough representatives and senators 
to surrender their ability to manipulate 
legislative districts for their advantage. 
Knowing that arm-twisting would be 
a problem, Common Cause Massachu-
setts enlisted several leaders who were 
smacked by the redistricting ruler in the 
past, to catch the group’s back.

Sen. Steve Tolman (D-2nd Suffolk) has 
a simple way of describing the present 
system of redistricting. “It’s out of hand,” 
he said. In his testimony, Tolman gave 
the example of former Rep. Carol Cleven, 
a Middlesex Republican whose district 
was chopped into four parts and doled 
out to neighboring Democrats. “It’s time 
to take the B.S. out of it and do it right,” 
Tolman said.

Rehoboth Democrat Philip Travis 

(D-4th Bristol) jumped on the pile. “Does 
the leadership run the redistricting in 
this building? You’d better believe it,” 
Travis said. “If you don’t think so you’re 
kidding yourself.”

Common Cause activists and their 
allies say the amendment will install a 
fair process that won’t exclude minority 
voters or adversely target certain politi-
cal sects. Pam Wilmot, executive director 
of Common Cause, said both parties 
are responsible for the national ger-
rymandering epidemic. Wilmot used the 
example of Tom De Lay’s push to carve 
up Texas, to the vast detriment of Demo-
crats, which she suggested was not just 
standard Republican tactics, but also 
payback for past Democratic sins. “We 
need to stop the tit for tat,” Wilmot said. 
“It’s wrong no matter who’s doing it.”

Some members of the election laws 
committee, however, are insulted by the 
proposal they view as overly punitive. 
“This makes us look foolish and guilty 
when we aren’t either,” declared Rep. 
Steven Walsh (D-11th Essex). Rep. Karen 
Spilka (D-7th Middlesex) agreed, asking, 
“How are we helping our credibility by 
just turning over the process?”

Besides gripes about forfeiting their 
powers, legislators are most afraid of 
having to run against each other if 
districts are redrawn. They also question 
the makeup of the proposed indepen-
dent commission, which, according 
to the proposed legislation, would be 
comprised of “nine different individuals 
and organizations in order to maximize 
participation by both those inside and 
outside the political process.” 

It’s a lofty goal some deem impossible. 
“I have yet to meet a group that 

doesn’t have a hidden agenda,” said 
Sen. Scott Brown (R-Norfolk, Bristol, 
Middlesex).

STALKING THE GERRYMANDER  from >> 8

Deval Patrick couldn’t find a campaign 
manager. He’d twice delayed officially 
announcing his candidacy for governor. 
Already lacking the fundraising capabili-
ties and local political connections of his 
eventual opponent, Attorney General 
Tom Reilly, Patrick appeared to have 
been entirely frozen out of the state’s 
Democratic Party apparatus. Two weeks 
ago, things didn’t look good 
for Bill Clinton’s former civil 
rights chief.

So much for appear-
ances. Last week, the Patrick 
Committee (it’s not officially 
a campaign yet) announced 
the hiring of campaign 
manager John Walsh, the 
former head of the Plymouth 
County Democratic League, 
and the field organizer for 
the Massachusetts Dems in 
2002 and John Kerry’s Maine campaign in 
2004, and a delegate to the 2004 Demo-
cratic Convention. He’s got experience 
and, more importantly, connections. This 
is no small-timer.

Before Patrick’s flurry of activity 
earlier this year, the race for the Demo-
cratic gubernatorial nomination had 
more than a whiff of inevitability to it; 
the party’s major players deferred to 
Reilly. They figured that his experience as 
AG, his proficiency for getting the Boston 
Globe to take his picture and his generic 
(uninspired, some might say) politics 
would make him the perfect candidate to 
recapture the suburban voters Mitt Rom-
ney rode to victory three years ago. 

Besides, reasoned people like Reilly 
fundraiser (and former Howard Dean 
staffer) Steve Grossman, the messy, 
combative 2002 Democratic primary had 
weakened eventual nominee Shannon 
O’Brien so badly that she was too dam-
aged to properly fight Romney. By lining 
up early behind one candidate, the Dems 
could focus their money and their energy 
on vanquishing the Mittster.

“A lot of people in the party would 
probably like it if there was no primary, 
no battle between candidates,” concedes 
longtime political observer Larry DiCara. 
“But there’s only one race every four years.” 

And it’s this long interval between 
races, weighing on party faithful since 
Bill Weld stormed the State House in 
1991, that has many in the party quietly 
grumbling about Reilly’s early coronation 
as their candidate. Why, four years after 
Romney trounced the forgettable Shan-
non O’Brien, should locals rush to get 
behind Reilly?

Despite the appearance of a mono-
lithic Reilly movement, there’s a lot of 
discontent with him; it’s the sheer force of 
this discontent that’s created the energy, 
anticipation and even momentum be-
hind Deval Patrick.

“Deval would be a breath of fresh air” 
in Massachusetts politics, argues his long-
time friend and supporter, State Senator 

Dianne Wilkerson. Wilker-
son notes that Patrick is a 
self-made man and a Beacon 
Hill outsider—biographical 
traits that were successfully 
exploited by Mitt Romney 
four years ago. Besides, adds 
Wilkerson, Patrick stands 
for everything a Democrat 
should stand for.

“You have to believe that 
he has a greater sense of the 
responsibilities of govern-

ment than someone who’s made a career 
out of being a politician,” argues Jake 
Lambert, an early Patrick volunteer and 
the organizer of the Allston-Brighton Pat-
rick Meetup group. “Democrats are in a 
pretty good position to win next year, and 
you don’t want to do something that’ll 
jeopardize that, like nominating a classic 
political insider.”

Initially, money looked to be a 
problem for Patrick. Although person-
ally wealthy, he was facing a $2.5 million 
fundraising gap between himself and 
Reilly. Of course, that was before Patrick 
signed a $2.1 million consulting deal with 
his former employer, Coca-Cola; although 
packaged as an employment consultancy, 
many saw the deal as a huge fundraising 
coup that puts Patrick on even financial 
footing with Reilly before he ever hosts 
one major fundraiser. 

Which leaves the question of the 
candidates’ activist base. “Reilly has been 
in this business—and let’s be honest, 
that’s what it is, a business—for a long 
time,” DiCara says. “He has allies who can 
get bodies to places. He can pick up the 
phone and get a group of people to hold 
signs in Lowell. Patrick’s friends don’t 
know how to do these things—they’re 
working from two different models.”

But, DiCara adds, the Patrick cam-
paign has the potential to follow in the 
model used by Robert Reich in 2002—one 
whose full potential was exposed by Dean 
two years later. “Deval appeals to the 
people who don’t like Reilly. Those were 
the same people who backed Reich, and 
really used e-mail [as an organizing tool]. 
The most energy from that campaign 
came from the Reich folks.”

OUTSIDE SHOT
Deval Patrick looks to derail Romney and Reilly
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Deval Patrick

A comparison of districts before 
and after the 2001 redistricting. 
Harder than Chinese algebra, folks. 


