
Before President Donald J. Trump was 
elected in 2016, many political science 
teachers concealed their personal politi-

cal biases, intent on maintaining a nonpartisan en-
vironment in the classroom. However, in just one 
term, Trump’s presidency has profoundly trans-
formed the way that political science is being taught 
throughout the U.S. and beyond. 

The unconventional presidency that is the 
Trump administration has provided political scien-
tists, educators and students with a bone of conten-
tion: Is it okay for educators to show their political 
bias? Is it okay if teaching from moral ground in-
volves tipping one’s hand toward a political party? 

As a student of political science, the answer is 
clear to me. Yes; it is okay to indicate preference 
towards a political party if the moral imperative to 
speak the truth requires that of an educator. It is no 
longer possible to teach a class that discusses both 
sides of the political spectrum in an objective and 
authentic manner. The influence of politics has 
expanded beyond the shaping of people’s attitudes 
into alterations of people’s perceptions of the truth. 
The politics of Trump have surpassed partisanship.

 We are living in an increasingly polarized 
world; our nation is divided into two distinct ideo-
logical halves, separated by policies and differences 
of belief. Our 45th president does not fit into the 
commonly-accepted boundaries of American poli-
ticians; much of what he says is morally reprehensi-
ble, or just inaccurate. 

In just 1,316 days, the president has made over 
22,200 false and misleading statements, accord-
ing to the Washington Post Fact Checker. His 
most common claim, being repeated 407 times, 
is, “Within three short years, we built the strongest 
economy in the history of the world.” The Fact 
Checker states that this is incorrect, as the econo-
my under Presidents Dwight D. Eisenhower, Lyn-
don B. Johnson and Bill Clinton did better than it 
has under Trump.

Regardless of party, no one can deny that our 

nation’s leader spreads dangerous and false infor-
mation almost daily, particularly in relation to coro-
navirus information and voting-by-mail. Trump’s 
remarks and tweets have repeatedly crossed over 
the  line, away from ethical standards and factuality.

Upper School Political Science Teacher Col-
leen Roche echoed this sentiment.

“Whether it is insulting people from other 
countries, imposing anti-Muslim travel bans, 
mocking handicapped reporters or boasting about 
assaulting women, there are just so many aspects to 
his [Trump’s] character that I find problematic.” 
Roche continued, “I feel that as an educator, it is 
really doing a disservice to my students if I overlook 
that behavior.”

Teachers cannot be expected to maintain non-
partisan rhetoric when faced with a president who 

has refused to denounce white supremacy. During 
the first presidential debate, Trump responded to 
moderator Chris Wallace’s request to condemn 
white supremacy with the statement, “Proud Boys, 
stand back and stand by,” referring to a far-right, 
neo-fascist and male-only organization that en-
courages violence, according to the Southern Pov-
erty Law Center. 

While it has been made difficult to do so, teach-
ers should attempt to separate discussions on liberal 
and conservative policy with Trump’s personal be-

havior. However, there are certain policy positions 
that can’t be tolerated at a school with a mission like 
Masters. If a policy supports racist, homophobic, 
sexist and anti-Muslim stances, teachers cannot 
balance objectivity in teaching while remaining true 
to their values, especially considering the school’s 
emphasis on diversity, equity and inclusion.

The criticism of Trump in my political science 
class is made easier by the majority of left-leaning 
students on the roster, and the relative scarcity of 
his supporters. I also recognize that if my teacher 
was a Trump supporter, I would not want him or 
her to incorporate political opinions or biases into 
conversations. However, if he or she were a Trump 
supporter and followed the same prescription of 
operating from the moral imperative of discussing 
the truth, I think the classroom would still create a 

positive environment for dialogue.
Teachers have an obligation to create an aca-

demic atmosphere that stimulates and challenges 
students of both conservative and liberal back-
grounds, forcing them to evaluate their viewpoints. 
They should attempt to create a classroom environ-
ment that reflects the moral and ethical values for 
which they stand, and provides students with the 
resources to create their own informed political 
opinions.
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            Whether it is insulting people from other countries, 
imposing anti-Muslim travel bans, mocking handicapped 
reporters or boasting about assaulting women, there are 
just so many aspects to his [Trump’s] character that I find 
problematic. I feel that as an educator, it is really doing a 

disservice to my students if I overlook that behavior.

“
- Colleen Roche, Upper School History Teacher

In the classroom, truth trumps politics

This was not supposed to be my story 
for this issue. Initially, I had pitched 

the idea for a piece on 
experiences of 

Trump supporters at Masters. I thought it 
would be interesting to examine what it’s 
like being such a small political minority in 
our mainly liberal school. One student that I 
reached out to for an interview declined; he 
said that he didn’t want to be shamed or called 
a racist. The student felt like he had to resort 

to anonymity to express his political be-
liefs. This moment told me more about 
Masters’ political climate than any arti-
cle I could’ve written. 

	 The Instagram direct message ex-
change between my inter-

viewee and I was not the 
first conversation I’ve 

had like that. I’ve heard from other centrist 
and conservative students that bringing their 
ideas to the Harkness table has not always 
been easy. As an educational institution, one 
of our biggest failures is our closed-minded-
ness to political views different than ours--es-
pecially when it comes to Trump supporters.

	 Don’t get me wrong: it’s hard to 
find anyone more anti-Trump than I am. I hate 
everything about him and his administration, 
from his character to policies. I have very lit-
tle respect for any adult that supports him. 
In most environments, it’s difficult for me to 

have open dialogue with Trump support-
ers; it feels counterproductive and only 

further depletes my hope for this 
country’s politics.

	 But high school is not 
like most environments. Rarely does 
someone come out of high school as 
the same person they came in as. Sci-
entifically of course, the brain con-
tinues to develop through teenage 
years, but more than that, students 
have been told that high school is an 
environment for us to become a dif-
ferent, and maybe better, version of 
ourselves. Masters is a space for pos-
itive growth in every facet of life; why 
should that stop at political growth?

	 For most, if not all, our 
first sense of political alignment 

comes from our parents. I still remember my 
dad waking me up the morning after 2008 
election night to tell me that Obama had won. 
I was happy because he was happy. It was that 
simple. Only by freshman year had I begun to 
diverge from and question some of my par-
ents’ views. It’s ridiculous for a freshman to 
come into this school and feel cut off because 
of their support for Trump. Those views have 
been shaped by their previous environments 
more than anything, and yet we treat young 
Trump supporters as if their views are set in 
stone.

	 I’ve had students and teachers argue 
that politics plays a different role in the class-
room during the Trump era. I fully agree with 
that. Trump is a liar and an abuser of the Con-
stitution; to not acknowledge that in a politi-
cal science class would be counterproductive. 
Criticizing elements of Trump’s administra-
tion for teaching moments is fair, but we need 
to draw a firm line between that and deliber-
ate, non-pedagogical polarization of Trump 
supporters inside of the classroom and out.

	 In our school’s political climate, we 
effectively create separate political and ideo-
logical echo chambers. An isolated Trump 
supporter is more likely to develop a Trump 
obsession than an appreciation of why the 
school community takes issue with their 
views. Without political dialogue, the rest 
of the school of Trump opposers will only 

become further entrenched with their own 
views, becoming more and more out of touch 
with the reasons that someone may side with 
Trump in the first place.

	 We are, after all, a school that values 
the Socratic method as a way to find a deeper 
understanding of a subject. We have open, 
argumentative dialogue about everything: I’ve 
witnessed debates about things as miniscule 
as comma rules, and as trivial as the best cere-
al offered at the Dining Hall. With an election 
looming and many of our students eligible 
voters, the stakes are clearly higher than Fruit 
Loops vs. Frosted Flakes. We should be able 
to have healthy, productive debate about the 
upcoming election so that we can have a better 
understanding of what goes into our vote. The 
only way that can work, however, is if we allow 
Trump supporters to bring their voices to the 
table without fear of being shut off from the 
entire student body. Right now, we are failing 
at that.

	 As the election creeps closer, No-
vember 3rd is making its way into every class-
room and every chat in between classes. Mas-
ters: I want you to keep an open mind going 
into the discussions. Embrace healthy debate. 
Avoid making assumptions about people with-
out knowing the whole story. And lastly, like 
the real Masters student I know you are, never 
be afraid to be honest and speak your mind 
when you think someone is in the wrong.

Embracing healthy debate leads to political growth
M. Brody Leo
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