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Iowahawk has the spirit.  
The last time Democrats gloated this hard after a health care victory, they lost 60 House seats. 
  
  
Andrew Malcolm's take on the decision.  
The Supreme Court's shocking decision to uphold most of ObamaCare Thursday elated its 
proponents, disheartened its enemies and may have finally taught media legal observers to 
never again draw conclusions from justices' questions in oral arguments. 

But one other thing it did for sure is thrust Obama's whole idea of inserting government deeper 
and deeper into the most intimate parts of Americans' daily lives and deaths smack dab back 
into the political arena. There, in the next 130 days, the nation will hear a different set of oral 
arguments -- on the stump -- until voters issue their collective final opinion on Nov. 6. 

The 5-4 court decision ruled the idea was constitutional. Now, voters will decide if it's 
acceptable. And affordable. Within hours, the decision had driven more than a million new 
dollars into the Romney war-chest. ...  

... We were disappointed with a sharp sense of betrayal as the professed conservative chief 
justice, unsolicited, crafted a successful legal foundation to hand a grand victory to this arrogant 
Chicago bully like an undeserved, unexpected gift. 

It may well have been accidental or coincidental, but Roberts' 'political choices' image is apt and 
perfectly-timed for summer of a presidential election year. Remember back during the 
ObamaCare debate when Nancy Pelosi said we'd have to pass the mammoth thing to find out 
what was in it? Only in Washington could someone utter those lordly words in public, as if they 
made any sense whatsoever. And not be laughed off the rostrum. ... 

  
  
And Peter Wehner.  
Having already written about the majority opinion by Chief Justice Roberts, what about the 
politics of the decision? 

I have argued before that while overturning the Affordable Care Act (ACA) would be a 
debilitating blow to the president, upholding it would create problems of its own. And that’s 
certainly the case. 

For one thing, as others at ”Contentions” have pointed out, the president is now saddled with a 
huge middle class tax increase. Anchoring the Affordable Care Act in the Tax Clause is the only 
way it passed constitutional muster—and Republicans will do everything in their power to 
tether Obama to his tax increase. It doesn’t help the president that the argument that saved 
ObamaCare contradicted what Obama himself repeatedly said, which is (a) the individual 
mandate is “absolutely not a tax increase” and (b) he would never in a thousand years raise 
taxes on the middle class. 



It was, and he has. 

In addition, the decision by the Court to uphold the Affordable Care Act has once again thrust to 
center stage a historically unpopular law (one that is particularly unpopular in swing states). 

The Supreme Court, then, has succeeded in once again inflaming the passions of the GOP 
base while reminding independents why they despise the ACA. The 2012 election may now take 
on a 2010 feel. And for those who might have forgotten, Democrats—thanks in large part to 
Obama’s health care law—sustained an epic defeat in that mid-term election. 

As it was, so may it be. 

  
  
Mort Zuckerman on Obama's middle class vulnerability.   
The American public has had lots of experience living through recessions. We have endured 11 
over the past 60 years, but none since the end of World War II has been as deep or as long as 
this one. It has severely tested the optimism, confidence, and animal spirits that typify the 
temper of America. 

People see that the administration has invested $5 trillion to reverse the recession and achieve 
growth again, and the Federal Reserve has pushed interest rates down to record lows. But it's 
like strenuously inflating a tire with a leaky valve. Whatever we do, it is soon soft again and now 
the air still seems to be hissing out, so we fear we will soon be riding on the rim. The only 
certain result is that we will be paying interest on this $5 trillion for decades to come. 

American families are hurting. Just this month, the Federal Reserve reported that between 2007 
and 2010 there was a massive decline of 39 percent in real median household net worth, 
dropping from $126,400 to $77,300, the lowest level since 1992. Two decades of cumulative 
prosperity for the average American family have been wiped out. The housing market hasn't 
reached anywhere near bottom, further threatening Americans' largest asset, their home equity. 
Banks still own 450,000 foreclosed properties on top of another 2 million units in the foreclosure 
process, and an additional 1.7 million homes are in some form of delinquency. Add to this the 
near record 3.6 million vacant units being held off the market for "unspecified reasons," and you 
have a huge excess supply that will be a dead weight on housing values for months to come. 

Who has suffered the largest percentage of losses in both wealth and income? The middle class 
of America. ... 

  
  
National Journal piece on Hillsborough County outside of Tampa.  
TAMPA, Fla.—Welcome to the molten core of the political universe, the hottest battleground in 
the biggest battleground state. Since 1960, Hillsborough County has called every single 
presidential election except for one—and there’s no reason to think that voters here won’t do it 
again. 

Look around this county of 1.2 million and you’ll find a mash-up of past and future: a solidly 
Democratic city bracketed by Republican-leaning suburbs; strawberry fields, ranch-style homes, 



and gentrified urban neighborhoods; Puerto Ricans, Cuban-Americans, African-Americans, 
Midwestern retirees, college kids, active military, and young families; the brick and wrought iron 
of historic Ybor City, and the stucco and terra-cotta of the Sun City Center senior community. 

The county boasts the nation’s seventh-largest seaport, the fourth-largest zoo, three major-
league sports teams, and an annual festival honoring pirate invasions of the 18th and 19th 
centuries. It sits at the intersection of Interstate 75, which traverses the United States from north 
to south, and I-4, which bisects Florida from east to west. This is holy ground for pollsters and 
advertisers scouting a cross section of America. 

“To me, it’s the linchpin,” said Peter Hart, a veteran Democratic pollster who has overseen 
dozens of focus groups in the county, including one last month that analyzed Republicans’ 
views of presumptive presidential nominee Mitt Romney. “If you want to understand the swings 
in the electorate, you are likely to find them in Hillsborough County. It tends to be a good mirror.” 

Hillsborough was a Democratic bastion back in the 1970s, but, like other parts of Florida and the 
South, it has been trending Republican for years—even though the Democratic Party has a 
50,000-vote edge in the county. The last time Hillsborough voted for a Democratic presidential 
nominee was for Bill Clinton in 1996. Before that it was Jimmy Carter in 1976. Five out of the 
seven county commissioners are Republicans; so are the property appraiser, the tax collector, 
the state attorney, the elections supervisor, and the sheriff. 

In 2008, Hillsborough became the only Florida county that had backed Republican George W. 
Bush in 2000 and 2004 to flip to Barack Obama. A surge of minority voters, young people, and 
independents helped Obama wring 68,000 more votes out of Hillsborough than John Kerry had, 
propelling him to a 7-point victory over Republican nominee John McCain in the county. 

Was it a fluke? Or was it the start of something big? 

Democrats are banking on the latter, pointing to demographic trends here and throughout the 
country that are pumping up the share of the electorate that isn’t white and that leans their way. 
Republicans prefer to think of 2008 as an anomaly and Obama as a one-hit wonder, a history-
making candidate at a time when the stars and planets over Hillsborough were aligned just right. 
... 

... Can Romney ultimately match Obama in organizational power here? There’s no reason to 
think he can’t. The race is a dead heat, and Obama was even less organized in Florida than 
Romney at this time four years ago. 

“We’re not going to be outworked,” said Martinez, the Romney spokesman and a veteran of 
Rubio’s successful U.S. Senate campaign in 2010. “You’re going to see an aggressive effort in 
the state of Florida comparable to the successful Republican efforts you’ve seen in the state 
before.” 

Few, however, are underestimating the difficulty of dislodging a president in a place so evenly 
divided. Over a mug of coffee in his cottage-like office, Republican strategist Goodman proudly 
pointed to framed signs from recent winning state campaigns: Attorney General Pam Bondi, 
Chief Financial Officer Jeff Atwater, incoming House Speaker Will Weatherford. But this one is 
different. 



“Anyone who thinks that Florida, which tends to be reliably Republican, will be anything less 
than a firefight in November is ignoring history,” Goodman said. “All hands will be on deck.” 

Goodman called the GOP’s selection of Hillsborough to host the national convention “huge” and 
said that the publicity surrounding the four-day event could easily boost Romney’s popularity 
enough to make a difference in November. But there is little evidence that the location of a 
convention translates into a win; in fact, the last four Republican nominees all lost the states that 
hosted the national conventions: California in 1996, Pennsylvania in 2000, New York in 2004, 
and Minnesota in 2008. Eric Ostermeier, a research associate at the University of Minnesota’s 
Humphrey School of Public Affairs, noted on the school’s website that over the past half-
century, there was only one instance in which a state hosting the Republican convention flipped 
after voting for the Democratic nominee four years earlier. 

That was in 1968, when Richard Nixon won Florida. 

  
 
 
 

  
David Burge 
Iowahawk 
  
The last time Democrats gloated this hard after a health care victory, they lost 60 House seats. 
  
  
  
  
Investors.com 
Turns out, the ObamaCare ruling creates another appeal after all, the election  
by Andrew Malcolm 

The Supreme Court's shocking decision to uphold most of ObamaCare Thursday elated its 
proponents, disheartened its enemies and may have finally taught media legal observers to 
never again draw conclusions from justices' questions in oral arguments. 

But one other thing it did for sure is thrust Obama's whole idea of inserting government deeper 
and deeper into the most intimate parts of Americans' daily lives and deaths smack dab back 
into the political arena. There, in the next 130 days, the nation will hear a different set of oral 
arguments -- on the stump -- until voters issue their collective final opinion on Nov. 6. 

The 5-4 court decision ruled the idea was constitutional. Now, voters will decide if it's 
acceptable. And affordable. Within hours, the decision had driven more than a million new 
dollars into the Romney war-chest. 

If Obama reaches 270 electoral votes, we're stuck with it, plus all the accompanying financial, 
medical and social costs of such a fundamental collective transformation of a nation built on 
individualism. If Mitt Romney wins, the country gets a do-over. 



We keep coming back to a seminal sentence of Chief Justice John Roberts in his majority 
opinion for the court: 

"It is not our job to protect the people from the consequences of their political choices."  

We don't understand his motivation for choosing the side he did and tipping the historic balance 
in favor of the pol who's more than once crudely tried to intimidate him and the court. We agree 
with Roberts' dismissal of the commerce clause argument.  

We were disappointed with a sharp sense of betrayal as the professed conservative chief 
justice, unsolicited, crafted a successful legal foundation to hand a grand victory to this arrogant 
Chicago bully like an undeserved, unexpected gift. 

It may well have been accidental or coincidental, but Roberts' 'political choices' image is apt and 
perfectly-timed for summer of a presidential election year. Remember back during the 
ObamaCare debate when Nancy Pelosi said we'd have to pass the mammoth thing to find out 
what was in it? Only in Washington could someone utter those lordly words in public, as if they 
made any sense whatsoever. And not be laughed off the rostrum. 

'I've got this wonderful new car ready for you to buy. But you can't see it, touch it or drive it until 
you sign here and pay in full.' 

But guess what? As a nation, enough of us did precisely the same thing in 2008, choosing as 
Democrat nominee and then president out of blind -- and often good -- faith this man about 
whom we knew virtually nothing, except what he and his team dished out and a lazy media 
served up. And also choosing to hand him both houses of Congress controlled overwhelmingly 
by party mates.  

So tired were enough of us with his decent but inarticulate predecessor. So unexcited were 
many of us with the elderly legislator the GOP offered as successor. And the ill-prepared partner 
he chose. So eager were a majority of us for something fresh and new, even historic.  

There were hints of troubling details about Obama. His associations with shady Chicago 
characters like Tony Rezko and Bill Ayres. Merely his survival within the Daley Democratic 
machine, one of history's longest-running, most corrupt political gangs. His patronizing quotes 
about gun-loving, Bible-believing back-country rubes in Pennsylvania. No credible documents, 
transcripts, childhood neighbors or college pals floating around to share revealing stories. 

In those days a virtually void resume served Obama well. Many eager Americans filled in the 
blanks with hopes instead of facts, dismissing even legitimate suspicions as racist. And what pol 
of any party would discourage the eyes of any beholder from seeing beauty? 

A faithful churchgoer for 20 years who never caught any of Jeremiah Wright's racist, anti-
American rants. Seriously? Not even once or twice out of those 1,040 Sunday services? Even 
Oprah, once the gullible guru of daytime TV, had abandoned that parish. 

Would Obama have beaten the former first lady and then the brave war veteran had most 
Americans known of his rootless, pot-smoking, dog-eating years and the serial falsehoods and 
made-up characters seeded throughout his allegedly nonfiction autobiography?  



The composite girlfriends uttering quotes that perfectly advanced his desired narrative that they 
later denied ever saying? The torture by British colonials of his freedom-fighting grandfather that 
never happened? The other grandfather fighting with Gen. George Patton when he could not 
have? The literary biography that placed Obama's birth in Kenya for a decade before he got 
around to changing it to Hawaii? 

So Obama "won" in the Supreme Court Thursday. But now, in addition to defending his 
indefensible record on jobs and the economy, he'll be pressed to explain how the ObamaCare 
health plan that the Supreme Court ruled is really a tax, isn't really the largest single tax 
increase on the middle class in the history of these 57 states. 

"If we want to get rid of ObamaCare," Romney said Thursday of the unpopular program, "we 
have to get rid of President Obama." 

"It is not our job to protect the people from the consequences of their political choices." In the 
end this Supreme Court "victory" for the president may, in fact, be the crucial catalytic event that 
forces the people to face the costly consequences of their past political choice, on the day when 
they get a second-chance choice. 

Contentions 
Why Upholding ObamaCare Will Badly Damage Obama’s Reelection Chances 
by Peter Wehner 

Having already written about the majority opinion by Chief Justice Roberts, what about the 
politics of the decision? 

I have argued before that while overturning the Affordable Care Act (ACA) would be a 
debilitating blow to the president, upholding it would create problems of its own. And that’s 
certainly the case. 

For one thing, as others at ”Contentions” have pointed out, the president is now saddled with a 
huge middle class tax increase. Anchoring the Affordable Care Act in the Tax Clause is the only 
way it passed constitutional muster—and Republicans will do everything in their power to 
tether Obama to his tax increase. It doesn’t help the president that the argument that saved 
ObamaCare contradicted what Obama himself repeatedly said, which is (a) the individual 
mandate is “absolutely not a tax increase” and (b) he would never in a thousand years raise 
taxes on the middle class. 

It was, and he has. 

In addition, the decision by the Court to uphold the Affordable Care Act has once again thrust to 
center stage a historically unpopular law (one that is particularly unpopular in swing states). 

The Supreme Court, then, has succeeded in once again inflaming the passions of the GOP 
base while reminding independents why they despise the ACA. The 2012 election may now take 
on a 2010 feel. And for those who might have forgotten, Democrats—thanks in large part to 
Obama’s health care law—sustained an epic defeat in that mid-term election. 

As it was, so may it be. 



  
  
US News & World Report 
Obama's Middle-Class Vulnerability 
Voters tend to decide to rehire a sitting president on the basis of his record, not on the 
basis of pointing fingers and blaming others 
by Mortimer B. Zuckerman 
  

 

The American public has had lots of experience living through recessions. We have endured 11 
over the past 60 years, but none since the end of World War II has been as deep or as long as 
this one. It has severely tested the optimism, confidence, and animal spirits that typify the 
temper of America. 

People see that the administration has invested $5 trillion to reverse the recession and achieve 
growth again, and the Federal Reserve has pushed interest rates down to record lows. But it's 
like strenuously inflating a tire with a leaky valve. Whatever we do, it is soon soft again and now 
the air still seems to be hissing out, so we fear we will soon be riding on the rim. The only 
certain result is that we will be paying interest on this $5 trillion for decades to come. 

American families are hurting. Just this month, the Federal Reserve reported that between 2007 
and 2010 there was a massive decline of 39 percent in real median household net worth, 
dropping from $126,400 to $77,300, the lowest level since 1992. Two decades of cumulative 
prosperity for the average American family have been wiped out. The housing market hasn't 
reached anywhere near bottom, further threatening Americans' largest asset, their home equity. 
Banks still own 450,000 foreclosed properties on top of another 2 million units in the foreclosure 
process, and an additional 1.7 million homes are in some form of delinquency. Add to this the 
near record 3.6 million vacant units being held off the market for "unspecified reasons," and you 
have a huge excess supply that will be a dead weight on housing values for months to come. 

Who has suffered the largest percentage of losses in both wealth and income? The middle class 
of America. The median family income of $49,600 in 2007 had by 2010 fallen to $45,800—and 
in the two years since 2010 such families have gotten poorer. The biggest reduction in net worth 
in percentage terms affected families headed by 35-to-44-year-olds, whose median net worth 



dropped 54 percent over the three-year period ending in 2010 and continues to decline to this 
day. So for most American families, especially the middle class, there has been no recovery at 
all. 

The citing of economic statistics may be mind-numbing, but the gauge of GDP numbers reads 
shockingly low. Since the so-called recovery began in the second quarter of 2009, the Wall 
Street Journal has noted, annual GDP growth has averaged only 2.4 percent, and it has 
declined to 1.8 percent in 2012. Cumulative GDP growth for the past 11 quarters was just 6.8 
percent, less than half the 15.2 percent average growth after previous U.S. recessions over a 
similar period of time, and the slowest growth rate of all the 11 post-World War II recessions. 

By now we should be feeling the snap-back pull of the powerful rubber band seeded into the 
American economy as we did in the Reagan expansion of 1983. This time there is no pull. 
Instead, we are facing the third double-dip scare in the first three years of this unprecedented 
weak recovery. 

As with income and GDP, so with jobs. It is harder to find work than it has been in any previous 
recovery period. Today there are 18 million people competing for just 3.7 million jobs. Job 
openings plunged this past April in the steepest collapse since September 2008. Eight million 
people have become so discouraged that they have left the labor force since the recession 
began. Without that critical wrinkle, the headline unemployment rate would be 12 percent. 
That rate has held at 8 percent or more for an unprecedented 40 months, on top of which this 
month the unemployed came to the end of 99 weeks of extended benefits. 

As David Rosenberg of Gluskin Sheff has pointed out, it typically takes 25 months to close the 
employment gap from the employment peak near the start of the downturn. This time around, 52 
months after employment peaked in January 2008, non-farm employment is still approximately 4 
million below where it started. 

Some 43 percent of the unemployed have been out of work for six months or longer, the highest 
level since the Great Depression. Roughly 50 percent of the jobs created have been part-time 
jobs without typical healthcare or retirement benefits. Less than a quarter of those hired from the 
graduating classes of 2006 to 2008 are working full time. The number of workers claiming 
disability in 2000 was 5 million—now it is 9 million. For the same period, the number of food 
stamp recipients has increased from about 20 million to 45 million. Consumer confidence stands 
at 64.9;—the historical average in expansions is 102 and in recessions 78—that's 13 points 
below the norm of a typical recession. 

In effect, we are living with the statistics that mark a modern-day depression, hardly befitting the 
third year of an alleged recovery. There is little to show for a government stimulus of over $1 
trillion a year for more than three years, a zero percent Federal Reserve rate policy, and a 
dramatic expansion of the money supply. We might say it could have been worse, but we still 
face secular headwinds from debt-burdened household balance sheets, eroding household-
related wealth, structural unemployment, and the retrenchment in state and local government. 

Part of the explanation lies in the administration's hostile attitude toward business, symbolized 
by the political and regulatory uncertainties best captured by President Obama's rushed 
healthcare bill which, according to studies by researchers at Stanford and the University of 
Chicago, produced an estimated loss of 2 million to 2.5 million jobs. Add to that the failure to 



reach an agreement to deal with our long-term deficits and you can understand the atmosphere 
in which businesses are less willing to invest and individuals are less willing to spend. No 
wonder 83 percent of voters in a Fox poll in April said they thought the country was still in a 
recession, and no wonder they can't understand why the president said the private sector is 
"doing fine." 

Obama naturally blames his predecessor, George W. Bush, and the Republican Congress for 
the nation's travails. But voters tend to decide to rehire a sitting president on the basis of his 
record of solving the nation's problems, not on the basis of pointing fingers and blaming others. 

It brings to mind the old saw about never going to a doctor whose office plants have died. 
Obama's office plants are his programs to deal with the recession, and they simply have not 
worked. Only 16 states, led by Texas, have posted any job creation since the president took 
office, according to Rosenberg, and 9 of the 11 swing states have less employment now than 
when the 2008 election took hold. That is what makes President Obama so vulnerable. 

  
  
National Journal 
The Cornerstone 
Florida’s Hillsborough County, the site of this summer’s GOP convention, voted for Bush 
twice and then flipped to Obama. Winning here in 2012 might hold the key to the entire 
election.  
by Beth Reinhard 
TAMPA, Fla.—Welcome to the molten core of the political universe, the hottest battleground in 
the biggest battleground state. Since 1960, Hillsborough County has called every single 
presidential election except for one—and there’s no reason to think that voters here won’t do it 
again. 

Look around this county of 1.2 million and you’ll find a mash-up of past and future: a solidly 
Democratic city bracketed by Republican-leaning suburbs; strawberry fields, ranch-style homes, 
and gentrified urban neighborhoods; Puerto Ricans, Cuban-Americans, African-Americans, 
Midwestern retirees, college kids, active military, and young families; the brick and wrought iron 
of historic Ybor City, and the stucco and terra-cotta of the Sun City Center senior community. 

The county boasts the nation’s seventh-largest seaport, the fourth-largest zoo, three major-
league sports teams, and an annual festival honoring pirate invasions of the 18th and 19th 
centuries. It sits at the intersection of Interstate 75, which traverses the United States from north 
to south, and I-4, which bisects Florida from east to west. This is holy ground for pollsters and 
advertisers scouting a cross section of America. 

“To me, it’s the linchpin,” said Peter Hart, a veteran Democratic pollster who has overseen 
dozens of focus groups in the county, including one last month that analyzed Republicans’ 
views of presumptive presidential nominee Mitt Romney. “If you want to understand the swings 
in the electorate, you are likely to find them in Hillsborough County. It tends to be a good mirror.” 

Hillsborough was a Democratic bastion back in the 1970s, but, like other parts of Florida and the 
South, it has been trending Republican for years—even though the Democratic Party has a 
50,000-vote edge in the county. The last time Hillsborough voted for a Democratic presidential 



nominee was for Bill Clinton in 1996. Before that it was Jimmy Carter in 1976. Five out of the 
seven county commissioners are Republicans; so are the property appraiser, the tax collector, 
the state attorney, the elections supervisor, and the sheriff. 

In 2008, Hillsborough became the only Florida county that had backed Republican George W. 
Bush in 2000 and 2004 to flip to Barack Obama. A surge of minority voters, young people, and 
independents helped Obama wring 68,000 more votes out of Hillsborough than John Kerry had, 
propelling him to a 7-point victory over Republican nominee John McCain in the county. 

Was it a fluke? Or was it the start of something big? 

Democrats are banking on the latter, pointing to demographic trends here and throughout the 
country that are pumping up the share of the electorate that isn’t white and that leans their way. 
Republicans prefer to think of 2008 as an anomaly and Obama as a one-hit wonder, a history-
making candidate at a time when the stars and planets over Hillsborough were aligned just right. 

County Republican Chairman Art Wood goes so far as to call Hillsborough’s improbable support 
for Obama in 2008 his “personal Masada,” referring to the Roman siege on an Israeli 
mountaintop that led the Jewish rebels to commit mass suicide. “I was deeply depressed by the 
outcome in 2008, and I will use it as a rallying point in 2012,” he said. “That’s not going to 
happen again.” 

To ensure that it doesn’t, the GOP picked Tampa to host its 2012 nominating convention. 
Pumping millions of dollars into the local economy isn’t a bad way to remind voters that you’re 
on their side. In a close election, a postconvention boost in central Florida may help put Romney 
over the top. And it could be that tight. The campaign here will pit Obama’s organizational power 
and his capacity to take advantage of the region’s shifting demographics against Romney’s 
message of fiscal prudence, backed by the state’s all-powerful GOP establishment, and played 
against the backdrop of a still-sputtering local economy. 

To understand the politics of Hillsborough County is to understand migration patterns in Florida, 
which unfolded along the state’s major highways. Liberal Northeasterners headed south on I-95 
to Miami-Dade, Broward, and Palm Beach counties, turning South Florida into a Democratic 
stronghold, while folks from Michigan and Ohio took I-75 to Florida’s west coast. The influx 
bestowed on Hillsborough County a Midwestern sensibility that’s more practical than ideological. 

Obama campaigned heavily in Hillsborough in 2008 on a simple promise with broad appeal: to 
cut taxes for 95 percent of working families. His most recent trip to Florida—the 16th since 
taking office—was to the Port of Tampa last month, where he touted his trade policy. “I want us 
selling stuff, and I want us putting more Americans back to work,” he said, knowing his 
economy-focused audience. 

Republicans have been trying to seize that ground. In one obvious sign of the county’s penny-
pinching mind-set, tea party activists help lead a successful battle in 2010 against a 1-cent 
increase in the sales tax to pay for light rail and other transportation projects in the county. The 
Democratic nominee for governor that year, Alex Sink, hailed from Hillsborough County but won 
here by only 10,000 votes. That slim margin of victory helped Republican Rick Scott, a former 
corporate executive who promised to create 700,000 jobs in seven years, narrowly win 
statewide. 



“Fiscal conservatism tends to be the common ingredient over the last number of cycles. That 
definitely trumps the social issues,” Florida Republican strategist Adam Goodman said. “I think 
Romney will play very well here. People are going to like his business experience.” 

MORE SCIENCE THAN ART 

In truth, Democrats who see Obama’s 2008 win here as the start of a trend and Republicans 
who see it as an aberration may both have it wrong. Obama’s 2008 campaign in Hillsborough 
mixed art and science like never before. The art—a resonant message promising better times 
delivered by a fresh-faced candidate who connected with wide swaths of voters—is something 
that can’t be replicated in 2012. An unemployment rate above 8 percent, a trillion-dollar budget 
deficit, and the slings and arrows of three-plus years of presidential fortunes trumps hope and 
change. 

“This is a campaign that can’t find a campaign theme. That says something,” said Darryl 
Paulson, a retired University of South Florida political-science professor. “I think it will be very 
difficult for Obama to repeat his performance from 2008.” 

Still, calling Obama’s victory in Hillsborough an anomaly ignores the science—the 
unprecedented amount of money and shoe leather and the know-how invested in the Tampa 
area, where his state campaign was headquartered. After years of Democrats playing to the 
party faithful in South Florida, Obama’s campaign charted a new course by targeting the middle-
of-the-road voters in the middle of the state. He made more visits and aired more ads in the 
homestretch of the campaign in the Tampa Bay media market, which includes Hillsborough and 
surrounding counties, than any other part of the state. 

“The demographics mean there are going to be more base supporters for Democrats to turn out, 
but you can’t forget that Florida is won in the middle by voters who are not offended by either 
political party,” said Democratic strategist Steve Schale, who masterminded Obama’s 2008 
campaign in Florida. “The recipe for winning Hillsborough is similar to the recipe for winning the 
state and winning the country: increase black and Hispanic turnout, increase youth turnout, and 
persuade independent voters. Pull the legs out of any one of those, and you’re toast.” 

Obama could do it again. Schale crunched the numbers and found that Hispanic voters, who 
were 11 percent of the county’s electorate in 2008, now make up 13 percent. No wonder the 
Obama campaign is airing a new Spanish-language television ad featuring a Tampa Bay 
campaign volunteer. The headquarters has returned to Tampa’s Ybor City neighborhood, one of 
26 offices—and counting—across the state. An office in Panama City slated to open on 
Saturday will be No. 27. 

Romney has zero offices in the state; his three makeshift quarters from the January primary are 
long closed. The recently anointed presumptive nominee is only now turning his attention to 
Florida, although the state and national parties have started laying the groundwork for his 
campaign. 

The president’s advantage looks even bigger when one considers that he did not start putting 
together his 2008 campaign in Florida until June. Obama had been boycotting the state because 
its early presidential primary flouted national-party rules. 



This cycle, Obama essentially started building his reelection campaign under the auspices of the 
Democratic National Committee’s Organizing for America project after he took office in 2009. 
Ever since he officially launched his reelection bid one year ago, volunteers have participated in 
thousands of phone banks, voter-registration drives, canvasses, and house parties. It all adds 
up to a sweeping grassroots network in which the campaign is constantly “building capacity” and 
recruiting new “neighborhood team leaders.” 

“I have never seen a ground game like the one Obama put up in Florida. It was masterful … and 
they never left,” Tampa Mayor Bob Buckhorn said. “By relentlessly organizing, they have built a 
firewall.” 

But unlike in 2008, when Obama outspent McCain by more than 3-to-1 in Florida, Republican 
super PACs could outgun him in 2012. And this time, instead of running with the winds of the 
outgoing Bush administration at his back, Obama is facing the headwinds of a punishing 
economy. Unemployment in Hillsborough County in February, the most recent month for which 
data are available, was 9 percent. That’s higher than the national average of 8.3 percent, 
although lower than the 11.8 percent high in Hillsborough on Obama’s watch in July 2010. 
When the president took office, county unemployment was 8.9 percent. 

While the jobs forecast is improving, the real-estate market is still in the tank. Core-Logic, a 
data-analysis firm, reported a 12.4 percent foreclosure rate in Hillsborough and three 
surrounding counties in January, compared with 12.1 percent in the state and 3.4 percent 
nationwide. The foreclosure inventory is bigger than when Obama took office because property 
values have yet to recover, leaving increasing numbers of homeowners under water, anchored 
to heavy mortgages. 

“The state of Florida is ground zero for the failures of the Obama administration,” declared 
Albert Martinez, a spokesman for the Romney campaign in Florida. “How does he come down to 
a state that’s been hit so hard by his policies and convince Floridians that life is better since he’s 
become president?” 

BREAKING BREAD 

A Panera Bread franchise on the outskirts of Hyde Park, an upscale Tampa neighborhood, is as 
good a place as any to find voters disenchanted with Obama. However, many are still a long 
way from making up their minds, and there was little of the vitriol against the president common 
in more-partisan corners. 

“I think he’s lost his way,” Jerry Bohannon, an insurance and investment planner, said. “I 
thought he had a lot of promise, but now he’s just a Washington insider trying to keep his 
position. I know he wants to be president for another four years but I don’t really know what he 
wants to do.” 

Another customer that afternoon, Elissa Gross, who serves on the board of a local nonprofit, 
lamented the president’s health insurance overhaul. She called it a “socialized health care 
system.” But with one child at Columbia University and the other at the University of Florida’s 
medical school, she praised Obama for backing a cap on federal student-loan repayments. 



“I like Obama,” she said, reflecting a common finding that voters think well of the president 
personally even if they question his performance. “I think he’s articulate, even-tempered, and 
energetic. The economy is on the uptick, so we’ll have to see.” 

Janice Powell, a 58-year-old real-estate broker, sounded disgusted with politicians across the 
board, Democrat and Republican. Like one of every four voters in Hillsborough, she’s not 
registered with either party. 

Powell was sitting at a small round table with her 25-year-old son, Cody Powell, and another 
real-estate agent, Ellen Zusman. The three have launched a website to rent private homes in 
the Tampa area to convention delegates. Bankruptcy filings by local home-builders have rattled 
a construction industry that long fueled Hillsborough’s economy. 

“Middle-class people are really hurting, and all I see are a bunch of professional politicians,” 
Powell said. “I don’t see how we’re going to get back on track.” 

More than half of the Florida voters in a recent Fox News poll said they don’t see signs that the 
economy is improving. Still, Obama posted an 8-point edge in the percentage of voters who 
view him favorably, compared with Romney. The survey and others have found an essentially 
tied race that will be decided by fence-sitters like Zusman. The mother of two is a Democrat who 
voted for Obama but hasn’t decided if she will support him again. She doesn’t think he made 
good on his promise to work with Republicans; she’s worried that Romney will pander to the 
GOP’s conservative wing. “The Republican Party loses me when it comes to social issues,” 
Zusman said. “It’s like they believe in small government until you get pregnant.” 

Several polls have found a gender gap working in Obama’s favor, following a heated debate 
during the Republican primary over the administration’s efforts to require religious-affiliated 
institutions to cover birth control in their health insurance plans. Democrats are also plugging 
Obama’s advantage with Hispanic voters, pointing to Romney’s hard line against illegal 
immigration. 

“The Republican primary made our job a lot easier,” said Buckhorn, the Tampa mayor, although 
the gaps with women and Hispanic voters are expected to shrink between now and November. 
“When they write the history of this election, it will be those two groups that will decide it.” 

In an interview in his office at City Hall, the former Hillary Rodham Clinton supporter came 
across as an ideal surrogate for Obama in the region: an affable, centrist Democrat who projects 
competence and a pro-business mind-set. Buckhorn said that the secret to winning 
Hillsborough, a largely middle-class community that has been devastated by the real-estate 
bust, is responding to the concerns of working people. 

“Obama is going to have to make the case that what he’s done has made a difference,” said 
Buckhorn, whose sleeves are rolled up in a picture on the city website. “Romney’s challenge is 
to come across as the average guy.” 

Obama’s allies are already on the attack. A super PAC created on the president’s behalf, 
Priorities USA, recently aired a 30-second spot in Hillsborough and other counties that accuses 
Romney of making millions of dollars on the backs of middle-class workers. 



That message has sunk in with Bernard Woodside, a 44-year-old African-American who was 
working on his laptop at Panera across the table from his two young sons doing their homework. 
“I think he’s geared more toward the upper class,” he said of Romney. “I don’t think he has a 
plan that speaks to lower incomes.” 

ROMNEY’S OPPORTUNITY 

In a county with higher unemployment and foreclosure rates than the national average, issues 
like gas prices, not gay marriage, are expected to motivate voters in 2012. Romney’s moderate 
record on social issues such as abortion—a liability in primaries dominated by Christian 
conservatives—could be an asset for him in the general election, along with his business 
experience. Most of the Hispanic voters here are Puerto Rican and Cuban-American, for whom 
immigration policy is of interest but not a priority. That means Romney has a better shot at 
drawing Spanish-speaking voters in Hillsborough County than he may have elsewhere. 

Romney will also have the advantage of campaigning in a state where the political 
establishment is solidly Republican. Of the six statewide officeholders in Florida, only one, Sen. 
Bill Nelson, is a Democrat. While Gov. Scott’s ratings are even lower than Obama’s in Florida, 
more-popular and dynamic figures such as Sen. Marco Rubio and former Gov. Jeb Bush will 
serve as important ambassadors for the GOP nominee. Rubio is considered a top contender for 
the vice presidential nomination, and he has already taken a star turn with Romney by 
campaigning recently in another battleground state, Pennsylvania. Bush released a statement 
criticizing Obama’s trade policy in advance of his recent speech at the Port of Tampa. 

But Romney won’t need surrogates to show him the way around Florida. He has been 
campaigning in the state since February 2007, when Florida was poised to schedule its earliest 
primary in history and Romney was launching his first White House bid. He came in second in 
the 2008 primary with 31 percent of the vote, 5 percentage points behind McCain. Romney 
captured roughly the same share of the vote in Hillsborough County. But this year, he garnered 
48 percent of the vote in Hillsborough in the Jan. 31 primary, surpassing his 46 percent average 
statewide. 

“The voter in the I-4 corridor tends to be focused on issues of immediacy and what’s going on 
nationally with the economy,” said Republican consultant Brett Doster, who led Bush’s 2004 
reelection bid and Romney’s 2012 primary campaign in Florida. “When you’ve got a guy like 
Romney who is a proven job creator juxtaposed against a guy who said he would get 
unemployment down to 8 percent and it’s hovering above that, those things matter.” 

Doster partly attributed George W. Bush’s win in Hillsborough after the 2001 terrorist attacks to 
the substantial population of active and retired military. The headquarters of the U.S. Central 
Command, MacDill Air Force Base, is just south of Tampa. Via satellite from the base, Bush 
offered troops around the world an upbeat assessment of the war in Iraq in June 2004. The year 
before, he invited country-music star Toby Keith to perform there. “You’ll be sorry that you 
messed with the U.S. of A.,” Keith belted out to a cheering crowd. 

But national-security concerns were not running as high by November 2008, and McCain was 
forced to defend Bush’s stewardship of a flailing economy and increasingly unpopular war. 



In the meantime, Hillsborough’s makeup had been changing. David Dent, an associate 
journalism professor at New York University, has launched a website dedicated to counties like 
Hillsborough that voted for Bush in 2000 and 2004 but went for Obama in 2008. Nationwide, 272 
counties  fit the BushObamaAmerica.com profile. Although some similarities with nationwide 
averages on race and income can be drawn when all of the counties’ populations are grouped 
together, the makeup of the individual counties varies widely. Some are home to growing 
minority populations; others are overwhelmingly white. 

“Hillsborough is clearly one of the Bush-Obama counties where a tilt in diversity helped produce 
the win, and the question is whether those ingredients are still ripe enough, given the current 
economic climate,” Dent said. 

How closely divided is Hillsborough? Of the 1.95 million votes cast in presidential elections since 
1992, Republican nominees won only about 14,000 more than Democratic nominees. Another 
nugget dug up by Schale, the Democratic strategist: The outcome in the Tampa Bay market has 
run within 2 percentage points of the statewide result in every presidential election since 1992. 

Florida’s critical importance to the Obama campaign was as clear as black and white, in a 
weekly schedule scrawled on a dry erasable board in mid-April at the campaign headquarters in 
Ybor City. Monday was a call with reporters to tout Obama’s plan to raise taxes on the rich. On 
Tuesday, the president outlined the aforementioned plan in Boca Raton. Michelle Obama spoke 
in Jacksonville on Thursday, and Obama stopped at the port on Friday. Vice President Joe 
Biden and his wife, Jill Biden, also made public appearances in Florida last month. 

Romney has not yet made a trip to Florida since he emerged as the presumptive nominee, and 
he has only the bare bones of a campaign on the ground. He won the Florida primary in January 
mostly by turning in two strong debate performances and quashing Newt Gingrich’s momentum 
out of South Carolina by unleashing a torrent of attack ads, many of which were aired by the 
super PAC Restore Our Future—another weapon that the Romney campaign will have on its 
side. His fledgling Florida team also showed its potential with an impressive absentee-ballot 
program that banked tens of thousands of votes before the primary election. 

Can Romney ultimately match Obama in organizational power here? There’s no reason to think 
he can’t. The race is a dead heat, and Obama was even less organized in Florida than Romney 
at this time four years ago. 

“We’re not going to be outworked,” said Martinez, the Romney spokesman and a veteran of 
Rubio’s successful U.S. Senate campaign in 2010. “You’re going to see an aggressive effort in 
the state of Florida comparable to the successful Republican efforts you’ve seen in the state 
before.” 

Few, however, are underestimating the difficulty of dislodging a president in a place so evenly 
divided. Over a mug of coffee in his cottage-like office, Republican strategist Goodman proudly 
pointed to framed signs from recent winning state campaigns: Attorney General Pam Bondi, 
Chief Financial Officer Jeff Atwater, incoming House Speaker Will Weatherford. But this one is 
different. 

“Anyone who thinks that Florida, which tends to be reliably Republican, will be anything less 
than a firefight in November is ignoring history,” Goodman said. “All hands will be on deck.” 



Goodman called the GOP’s selection of Hillsborough to host the national convention “huge” and 
said that the publicity surrounding the four-day event could easily boost Romney’s popularity 
enough to make a difference in November. But there is little evidence that the location of a 
convention translates into a win; in fact, the last four Republican nominees all lost the states that 
hosted the national conventions: California in 1996, Pennsylvania in 2000, New York in 2004, 
and Minnesota in 2008. Eric Ostermeier, a research associate at the University of Minnesota’s 
Humphrey School of Public Affairs, noted on the school’s website that over the past half-
century, there was only one instance in which a state hosting the Republican convention flipped 
after voting for the Democratic nominee four years earlier. 

That was in 1968, when Richard Nixon won Florida. 

  
  

 
  
  



 
  
  

 


