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Introduction
	On October 16, 2007 Stephen Colbert announced he would be entering in the running for President of the United States.  After hinting as to such a move on talk shows like Larry King Live, the move was finally made official (Hazell, 2007).  Colbert almost made the announcement on his partner in satirical political humor, John Stewart’s, show, The Daily Show, but only give a tease so the true happening could occur on his set with balloon drops and all.  He would be entering himself into the South Carolina primaries as a “Favorite Son,” hoping to gain the support of his local state.  A running mate was not yet established, but Colbert was operating under the slogan “Truthiness and Justice For All.”  He claimed he would be running on both the Republican and Democratic tickets, essentially representing all people (DB, 2007).
	With a sponsorship from Doritos and the excitement from his fan base, Colbert pushed into campaigning and strengthening his name within South Carolina.  What had originally appeared as another joke by the political comedian was suddenly slightly concerning to candidates.  Colbert was actually gaining support.  Polls were showing Colbert to actually be taking a portion of the votes cast.  Not only was he being able to capture some of the voters, but Colbert was leading some of the candidates (Joyner, 2007).  He was actually given the key to the city of Columbia by the mayor (Smith, 2007).  Rather than his move simply being an event covered by Comedy Central, major politicians began weighing in on the prospect of the television star entering the political world.  Varying opinions flared as the comedians move was discussed.  The political world was all of sudden being invaded, and successfully so, by someone who made their living insulting politics.  Colbert’s hopes to run on both ballots ended as the cost to appear with Republican Party was too weighty.  He turned to the Democratic primary and hoped to establish his campaign on their side.  However, that was where Colbert’s campaign trail ended.  The day after he turned in his check to the Democratic Party, November 1, 2007, the South Carolina Democratic Party executive council voted 13-3 and refused Stephen Colbert’s entrance into the Democratic race.  Following his denial, on November 5, 2007, Colbert officially removed his name from the bid for the presidential race (Vogel, 2007).
	A move like Colbert’s is not one that should be ignored.  For years he and Jon Stewart had made a living tearing apart politicians and making a joke of governmental actions.  This was expected of them.  They were a part of a separate unit than the actual political world itself.  Colbert took a step which broke down this barrier.  He was actually preparing to enter the world in which he insulted for a job.  This would be like a sports commentator playing in an NBA game.  They do not belong there one would think.  However, Colbert was not only able to push through the barrier, but do so successfully.  He was actually building a base of support behind what appeared at first to be a humorous move.  This was not a movie star running for state office.  This was much larger.  A mere television celebrity was placing his name in the bid for president of the United States.  Not only this, but he was actually finding success in his campaign.  The politics of America had the potential to be completely shaken.  Citizens and politicians alike had to wonder if entertainment leaders like Colbert had the ability to make a threatening attempt at the office.  This sparked a great variety of reactions from those within the political world.  Some were furious and others supportive as the political comic entered their world.  Colbert had to have wondered if his push into the realm of politics was truly a good move.  With such an unexpected and system changing action, did Stephen Colbert’s decision to run for President of the United States positively affect those within the political world?
	Scribe’s well-made play is a perfect choice in analyzing the events and reactions of Colbert’s presidential campaign.  With Scribe’s style being attributed to the restoration of satirical comedy within classical theatre, Colbert plays right into such a mold.  Despite his campaign being legitimate and legal, the event was based on a satirical character and viewed in this light by the public and the media.  So in this way, Colbert’s story fits the kind of drama developed by Scribe.  That is another way in which this campaign works with the well-made play.  Drama.  This was not a regular attempt at office with little recognition from other candidates or news coverage.  The political world was in fact put into an uneasy state as they adapted to the new situation.  So Colbert’s story fits the feel of a well-made play.  However, this move also includes all the needed elements with a plot, action and suspense pattern, conflict, the peripeteia and obligatory scenes, a central misunderstanding, and a denouement.  Looking at Stephen Colbert’s presidential campaign with Scribe’s well-made play as a guide would not only clarify the details of the event, but further establish the roles and emotions of the other characters within the drama, given further insight as to whether or not his move had a positive impact on those within the political world.
Method
The method of Scribe’s well-made play was the best choice for analyzing Colbert’s campaign as a clarifying of the drama’s structure would clarify the emotions of the characters within the plotline.  Understanding the elements that make up a storyline allow for clearer picture of the emotions and status of those who play a role in the action.  Colbert’s short lived campaign was analyzed using Scribe’s well-made play with the primary goal of seeing the emotional reactions of the political figures due to Colbert’s move.
However, plugging Colbert’s journey into the format of the well-made play was not a simple task.  I had trouble making the sense of the elements with Colbert as the protagonist and attempting to do so required much more stretching of facts than legitimate application.  Then I flipped the roles of the main characters and the pieces started to fall into place.  With Colbert as the antagonist and American politics as the hero, the artifact was easily applicable and fit well within the play mold.  Having the character structure figured out, the campaign was divided into the play elements of plot, a central misunderstanding, an action and suspense pattern, conflict, perepeteia, obligatory scene, and the denouement.
Plot:
Colbert’s campaign featured a lively plot in which an unlikely character enters a realm he is not supposed to be able to and causes a ruckus within the system as he does so.  This adventure features a variety of conflicts, secrets, and varying intensities as the events played out.  The whole event came to a climactic conclusion as the villain was silenced and peace and order were restored and everything returned to as it was.
A Central Misunderstanding:
	The central misunderstanding is made up of a secret known to the audience but not to the main characters.  Following Colbert’s announcement he would be running for president there was a large amount of disbelief.  Other politicians wondered if this move was simply another one of the comedian’s stunts or what new joke he was trying to pull.  Colbert may have had some faith in his fan base, but there is always doubt when entering a political race.  So all of the characters could hardly guess there would be any success for this new entrance into the South Carolina Primaries. 
 This was the secret the audience knew.  The public, as they were watching the politicians squirm and wonder what would happen next, knew where their support would be going.  They knew in fact that Colbert would actually be receiving a noticeable amount of votes during polling.  His campaign would suddenly not be a joke at all.  However, this was a secret only known to those outside of the actual race.  Those within would not have guessed that Stephen Colbert’s entrance into the presidential race was not only legitimate, but supported by the public (Green, 2007).
Action and Suspense Pattern:
	The action began as Colbert entered the race.  His move was a defiant and surprising one as he broke the barrier between political commentator and actual politician.  This lead to a period of suspense as politicians and the public alike waited to see what would become of the comedians act that could not possibly be true.  News arrived that Colbert’s campaign was not only legitimate, but completely legal (Brusk, 2007).  The action picked back up as the dream of the television star was made a reality.  He was actually making a successful invasion into the largest race in the political realm.
	Suspense built as the question as to whether or not the comedian would actually have any impact on the “real” race.  They knew he was a name being spoken of in the conversation now, but no one knew whether or not Colbert’s move would actually be supported in any way.  There was tension as the political world waited to see how the comedy central icon would fair in the polls.  Another surprise hit as not only was Colbert acquiring some of the votes, but was leading some the “actual” candidates (Joyner).  This generated more action as opinions and attitudes flared from those involved calling Colbert’s campaign a “ridiculous exercise” and insult to the political system (Baldwin, 2007).
	With his newfound success, Colbert planned to get his name officially put on both the Republican and Democratic ticket.  The suspense was now heavy on the other candidates as they wondered if the comedian was actually about to pull of his great venture.  This next step would officially make his name part of the same race they had been working to try and win.  Action rose and left quickly as Colbert found he would not be able to make the Republican ballot due to funding.  Again there was action as Colbert found the Democratic Party a viable option for his name.  He paid his fee and was prepared to officially be a part of the Democratic ticket.  Yet again the candidates were left in suspense as they waited to see whether or not Colbert’s entrance would be successful.  Climactic action rose as Colbert’s attempt at being on the Democratic ticket was voted down by the South Carolina Democratic Party executive council (Vogel).
	However, Colbert was not officially out of the race yet.  The candidates and political world waited to see what move the television star had left.  There was the suspense as to whether or not the comedian could find any other way to work his way into the presidential race.  After four days, Colbert officially removed his name from the bid, being the final action of the drama (Vogel).
Conflicts:
	The campaign was a conflict from the beginning.  Colbert even entering the presidential race was against what was expected.  So from the start, his actions were immediately conflicting with those of the hero
	More importantly, there were a variety of smaller conflicts seen between Colbert and other parties as he progressed through his campaign.  These occurrences provided an interesting twist in the story, but also gave a close look at the reactions of those affected in the political world.
	Having chosen to run as South Carolina’s “Favorite Son,” Colbert was placing himself in conflict with native South Carolinian John Edwards.  This lead to a humorous battle between the two resulting in a number of press releases by Edward’s team.  One statement released, “As the candidate of Doritos, his hands are stained by corporate corruption and nacho cheese. John Edwards has never taken a dime from taco chip lobbyists and America deserves a President who isn't in the pocket of the snack food special interests” (Hamby, 2007).  Another of Edward’s “attacks” stated, “Edwards was born in South Carolina, learned to walk in South Carolina, learned to talk to in South Carolina and will kick Stephen Colbert's New York City butt in South Carolina” (Boyanoski, 2007).  These were comical remarks allowing the candidate the chance to defend his case as well as show another side of him to the public.
	Another conflict was seen when Ben Richardson’s poll numbers came back lower than Colbert’s (Joyner).  Upon being asked how they felt about the results, Richardson’s spokesman remarked, “This is a serious election with serious consequences and we are not going to comment on this ridiculous exercise” (Baldwin).  Colbert’s campaign had created an agitated candidate, which in turn generated insult to the legitimacy of Colbert’s cause.  Fear and frustration due to the addition of the comedian in the primary polls also got Sam Brownback as pressure from the new runner caused him to even drop out of the race (Green).
	Smaller conflicts arose as big name candidates like Obama and McCain were questioned about the running of television comedian.  Barack Obama called to question the authenticity of Colbert’s claim to being a South Carolina native by stating, “Where’s he exactly from South Carolina?  I don’t get much of an accent.  If he’s from South Carolina, he wasn’t really down-home South Carolina—that’s my impression.  I can’t picture Stephen eating grits, but who knows” (Tapper, 2007).  Colbert responded by eating a large amount of grits on his next aired show.  McCain also turned what was expected to be a conflict into an opportunity to show his lighthearted side by remarking, “"Hope he joins us for the debates. He can make them livelier and he can reach a wider audience than that narrow little sliver that watches his show” (Tapper).
	Several conflicts came about as Colbert sought a place on the tickets for each of the parties.  The Republican Party turned out to be too expensive of an investment, and those involved were not too fond of the idea of Colbert as an edition to their party.  Their chairman Katon Dawson expressed Colbert would be better off spending the thirty-five thousand dollar entrance fee to “buy a sports car and get a girlfriend” (Baldwin).  Even when Colbert finally paid for his place in the Democratic Party the conflicts did not end.  His name got denied entrance into the ticket and even received insulting questioning of legitimacy after the process was over.  The party’s director stated, “The general sense of the council was that he wasn’t a serious candidate and that was why he wasn’t selected to be on the ballot,” while another member of council claimed Colbert would make the ticket “Over my dead body” (Vogel).
Peripeteia:
	The peripeteia is the lowest point for the hero within the drama.  Within the Colbert Campaign, this was the moment when Colbert had officially paid for his entrance into the Democratic Party.  He was about to have legitimately become a part of the race for the President of the United States.  This would be a low point for the hero as the system they had developed was about to be broken into by essentially a joke.  The integrity of the American government was about to seriously come into question.
Obligatory Scene:
	In contradiction to the peripeteia, the obligatory scene occurred when Colbert was voted against 13-3 by the South Carolina Democratic Party executive council.  That was his final hope.  There was no longer a party for him to enter.  Within this scene the political offender was silenced by the firmness and order of the American political system.  This showed despite the support of the public and the television popularity of Colbert, the governments system was able to stay strong when needed.
Denouement:
	If a play concluded with a tragic scene then the resulting scenario was considered a catastrophe.  On the other hand, if the drama was brought to a close by a happy ending, this was labeled a denouement.  The obligatory scene in Colbert’s campaign generated a denouement within the story.  Peace was restored and the presidential race was returned to the way it was before Colbert invaded.  Despite all of the varying efforts of the villain, his cause was thwarted and ultimately subdued by the hero.  The American government was able to once again rest in the order it was supposed to.
Analysis
	An initial thought when looking at Colbert’s campaign is that the movement was a joke that was too big.  His job on television was to make people laugh.  He was in fact on comedy central.  With no surprises, his campaign came about in a humorous manner.  His announcement and further participation in the race were intended to be done with a light hearted appeal.  One could not be taken too seriously with the campaign sponsor of Doritos or the slogan, “Truthiness and Justice For All.”  Considering the first “word” of his slogan was not even a real word, his campaign was difficult to see as a real campaign.  So his actions appeared as a joke.
	However, jokes are not always taken well.  Often making light of a situation can be taken as disrespectful, destructive, and despicable.  Thus is the downside of humor.  There will always be those who do not find humor in the situation.  Colbert was used to this notion as his job required him to insult the actions of the political realm on a daily basis.  Of course he would find those who did not find his satirical deterioration of their field humorous.  The larger of a target Colbert would make fun of, the more likely he was to receive scrutiny for his action.  His campaign was essentially an attack on his biggest target yet.  He was going to actually make his joke a part of the political world rather than simply let them hear.  This was bound to not sit well with at least some of those involved.
	As expected, the move was not received well by all.  Critics arose almost immediately.  News commentator Bill O’ Reilly claimed Colbert’s move to be nothing but a publicity stunt in order to gain buyers for his book I Am American (And So Can You) (abc).  As he progressed further into the campaign, more disgruntled voices arose.  Ben Richardson’s spokesman made clear to reporters that Colbert’s move was making a ridiculous invasion on a very serious matter (Baldwin).  His move was viewed as an attack on a world he did not belong in, that being one of seriousness.  The pressure from Colbert’s move was also enough to make Sam Brownback drop out of the race (Green).  This was humiliating move for a politician hoping to try and get his name more publicity.  Colbert’s “joke” was disturbing the seriousness of the presidential race and destroying the efforts of those who were actually attempting to make a legitimate run for office.
	His move was also not well received by both the Democratic and Republican councils of the city.  The leader of the South Carolina Republican Party executive council made her opinion clear that Colbert would be much better off investing himself anywhere besides the presidency.  Upon making his way into the Democratic Party, Colbert received similar distaste for his hopeful campaign (Vogel).
	Colbert truly was appearing to be the villain in the drama.  His campaign hopes generated a bad taste in the mouth of parts of the political world as they felt his actions were destructive to order and not worth merit.  However, negativity was not the only reaction received from those within the political world by the humorous adventure.
	One of Colbert’s first conflicts was seen with South Carolinian competitor John Edwards.  This conflict was much different than most though.  Rather than the battle being one of aggression and slander, a lighthearted bit of competition was developed between the two.  Edward’s used Colbert’s sponsorship from Doritos and his claim to South Carolina to release a group of comedic statements towards the comedian’s campaign.  This confrontation with John Edward’s showed a humorous side of Edwards as well as the fact he welcomed the challenge of the comedy central host (Hamby).
	While in the city of Columbia, the campaign was met with a warm welcome.  Colbert was presented with a key to the city by Mayor Bob Coble.  Rather than facing rejection and insult, the comedian was welcomed into the city with joy by the people as, “they hoped the visit would bring humor and press coverage to the city” (Smith).  The mayor saw Colbert’s race brought not only publicity, but entertainment to his city.
	Comments on Colbert’s campaign were given by larger candidates as well.  Both McCain and Obama got a chance to comment on the new runner as they were asked for their opinions.  McCain showed support and appreciation for Colbert.  Obama, similar to the move of Edwards, took the opportunity to take a crack at the comedian.  Neither candidate showed distaste, but actually supported the campaign of Colbert (Tapper).
	So along the way, there were a number of figures impacted by Colbert’s campaign who were affected positively.  Political figures like Edwards, Coble, McCain, and Obama were able to show their lighter sides.  These actions removed a feeling of stiffness and tension from the campaign trail and brought humor and entertainment.  Colbert’s campaign gave these characters a chance to show the public a new a positive side of them that may not have ever come out otherwise.
	However, this lighthearted reaction was not seen in all involved.  Many were frustrated and against the actions of the comedian.  Nevertheless, this was not in fact a completely negative reaction.  With American politics as the hero, the reactions of these different characters were actually defensive.  If Colbert was in the place of the hero than these responses could hardly be considered positive.  Yet, with him as the adversary to what is right, the impact on the political world was nothing but positive.
	The moves by the council to deny Colbert were acts of defense.  They were seeking to protect the integrity of the political system.  As Colbert made his way into their realm with a whimsical approach and a silly slogan they concluded there to be lack of seriousness from his campaign.  The state of South Carolina would not want their votes wasted on a candidate who would not effectively represent their state or the United States.  Colbert’s entrance into the scene put those involved in a position in which they could defend their political system or idly watch the comedian successfully blaze a trail into new territory.  Ben Richardson would not stand for the insult of the polls damaging the seriousness of the election.  The election of a president is one of the weightiest decisions put on the American people.  Richardson sought to defend that practice.  The Republican and Democratic Parties both saw a lack of legitimacy in Colbert’s race.  They did not want a joke to contaminate a serious time for the leadership of the United States.  The Democratic Party took their investigation further as they discussed the option of Colbert as a member of the Democratic ticket.  His name was a viable option.  However, after evaluating the situation, they came to the conclusion his campaign was not legitimate.
Colbert’s campaign actually brought out the best of those within the political world.  Candidates were given the chance to show their humorous side as they embraced the competition and shared their opinions.  Through their frustration others who were affected were able to show they would stand for the integrity of the American system.  Despite the popularity and lightheartedness of Colbert’s campaign, the political system showed they were strong and would not stand for a mockery to be made of their system.  He strengthened the entire political realm.
Conclusion
When Stephen Colbert declared he was presidential race the political world was shaken.  They stood in suspense as the waited to see whether or not the television icon would be able to successfully enter their field.  There was a fear Colbert’s move would make a mockery of the system and negatively impact others within the political realm.  Attitudes varied as some used the opportunity to joke with the new contender and others put their feet down in hopes of preventing any entrance by the satirical commentator.  However, the event of the Colbert campaign allowed for some of the candidates to show the public their lighthearted side while giving others the chance to show they would stand for the integrity of the American political system.  Despite the unexpected and groundbreaking move by Colbert, his entrance into the presidential race had an overall positive on those within the political world.
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