--ELECTIONS—

Too early to tell

Obama’s only slightly ahead, the direction can always change

New York Times 6/14- an American daily newspaper founded and continuously published in New York City since 1851, (“Readers See Obama Slightly Ahead, With Ohio Crucial for Romney”, New York Times, June 14th, 2012, http://fivethirtyeight.blogs.nytimes.com/2012/06/14/readers-see-obama-slightly-ahead-with-ohio-crucial-for-romney/, CJD)
In our overview of the state-by-state electoral projections issued by other media outlets, we asked FiveThirtyEight readers to weigh in using The Times’s build-your-own electoral map interactive. Twenty-seven readers obliged, and over all they see the race as most others do, including the FiveThirtyEight model: very close with a faint advantage to President Obama. Twenty-three of the 27 maps submitted had Mr. Obama winning re-election, but 18 of those 23 had him winning fewer than 300 electoral votes (it takes 270 to win). And more than half of the respondents predicted that the final Electoral College margin will be within 40 votes, whether Mr. Obama or Mr. Romney wins. The average of readers’ electoral projections almost perfectly matched the current numbers from FiveThirtyEight. The reader average had Mr. Obama winning 280 votes to Mr. Romney’s 258. The FiveThirtyEight model has Mr. Obama with 286.8 votes to Mr. Romney’s 251.2. There were a few readers who expect the election to break wide open. Valleyforge, for example, predicted that Mr. Romney would win 360 electoral votes, one more vote than Mr. Obama would earn if he won all the states he did in 2008. Valleyforge has Mr. Romney winning Oregon, New Mexico, Minnesota, Michigan and every tossup state. That might seem unlikely, but Valleyforge says it shouldn’t: It’s easy to forget that Republicans haven’t won a presidential election by more than 2.5 percent since 1988, and our view of the Electoral College is clouded by an assumption that Republicans aren’t competitive in some regions. But from 1980 to 1988 the Republican won 489, 523 and 421 electoral votes.

--OBAMA WINS--

At: econ

Obama still popular despite failing economy – strong supporters in Democratic party overall
Lambro 6/29 – Townhall is the top source for conservative news, political cartoons, breaking news, election news and commentary on politics and the media culture (Donald, Do Die-Hard Democrats Care About the Obama Economy, Jun 29, 2012
http://townhall.com/columnists/donaldlambro/2012/06/29/do_diehard_democrats_care_about_the_obama_economy) / czhang

Do Democrats care about the dismal economy that is now in the fourth year of Barack Obama's jobless presidency?

Despite mounting evidence the sluggish economy is slowing down further, unemployment is climbing, and the Democrats' core voting blocs are suffering the most under Obama's economic policies, he still holds a slight overall lead over Republican Mitt Romney in the latest Gallup polls.

Even though Obama's approval/disapproval numbers are poor (45 percent/47 percent), Gallup shows him with a 46 percent to 44 percent edge over the former governor.

And recent polling in three critical battleground states -- Florida, Pennsylvania and Ohio -- gives Obama relatively healthy leads in each of them.

Gallup surveys show Obama has maintained strong support among the Democrats' most loyal constituencies, African-Americans, Hispanics and Latinos, and in the party overall.

Nearly one-third of Obama voters say the chief reason they are voting for him is because he has done a good job overall. Another 10 percent, believe it or not, say they will vote for him because of the economy and his economic recovery plan.

Another 40 percent say they will support him because of what he has done for job creation and employment, "the working/middle class," or they generally agree with his views, or just because they always vote Democratic.

Only 1 percent of Obama voters in the Gallup poll say the president is "doing a poor job" and "want [him] out of office."

Much of the Democratic Party is made up of "working class", low- to-middle income Americans and of course minorities. And these groups have arguably suffered most from Obama's policies that have resulted in mediocre job creation, falling incomes and the weakest recovery since the Great Depression.
generic

Obama will win - commitment

AP 6/30-  American news agency owned by its contributing newspapers, radio and television stations in the United States, “Obama's legacy hinges on election”, June 30th, 2012, http://www.leadertelegram.com/news/daily_updates/article_c871ced6-c333-11e1-aad8-0019bb2963f4.html, CJD)

WASHINGTON (AP) — Presidents live in a world of wins and losses quickly forgotten. Rarely are they presented with the kind of defining moment that President Barack Obama experienced when the Supreme Court upheld his health care law. It's one that will transcend his presidency, change America's social safety net and shape how he is likely to be remembered. Then there's the catch. If Obama does not win a second term in November, he risks losing both the law and the core of his legacy. Republican Mitt Romney will try to gut the law and impose something else. All the rest of what Obama accomplishes will fall under the dimmer view of history assigned to one-term presidents. Immediate attention isn't on the lasting consequences. Right now, the campaign retains its focus and remains a biting contest between two men with vastly different visions about how to fix the economy. Obama's re-election message is not expected to differ because of the ruling. But his presidency has changed. Where others failed, he succeeded, pushing through a plan to get basic health coverage to millions of uninsured people in the richest nation on Earth. "Obamacare," as critics derisively call it and supporters adoringly do, is his Medicare, his Social Security. The high court ensured that the law would crown Obama's legacy. He did it with no Republican help in Congress, with half the country against him, with a Supreme Court led by a conservative chief justice who produced the surprising, deciding vote to rescue his law. "If he wins re-election, he's got one huge marker down that he can build upon," said Bill Daley, Obama's former chief of staff. Daley said if Obama achieves a long-term debt deal on immigration or brokers an energy plan as well, and avoids major mess-ups for eight years, "then that has the potential to be a very significant presidency." Reaching for greatness Douglas Brinkley of Rice University, among the presidential historians who have met with Obama for dinners, said Obama wants to be remembered on the scale of Theodore Roosevelt, Franklin D. Roosevelt and Lyndon Johnson. Now, Brinkley said, Obama is poised to go down as one of the leading progressive presidents for delivering on a health care promise that has eluded so many, for so long. "It's a bit of confounding presidency," Brinkley said. "It always seems like Obama is about to flip off the rails. And then lo and behold, he's back on top again." And if he loses to Romney? "It all changes," Brinkley said. "One-term presidents have a hard time building tremendous legacies."

   xt. generic

Obama is ahead of Romney in the status quo

McManus 7/1- staff writer at the Los Angles Times, (Doyle, “So far, Obama is maintaining slight election edge”, Deseret News, July 1st, 2012, http://www.deseretnews.com/article/765587127/So-far-Obama-is-maintaining-slight-election-edge.html, CJD)
On paper, June looked like a bad month for President Barack Obama. It began with a gaffe, his lighthearted comment that "the private sector is doing fine." Then the Federal Reserve revised its growth forecast downward, making it clear that 8 percent unemployment is likely to linger past Election Day. Consumer confidence has sagged to a five-month low, and in one poll released this week, 61 percent of Americans said they think the country's on the wrong track. On top of that, Mitt Romney is out-raising the president in campaign donations, an unusual problem for an incumbent to face. So how, amid all that bad news, has Obama clung to a narrow lead of about 3 percentage points in an average of major polls? And how has he built a more impressive margin in the 12 swing states that will actually decide the election, 50 percent to 42 percent in an NBC News-Wall Street Journal Poll released this week? Part of the reason is that Obama has the incumbency advantage, and he's been using it in a blur of executive action to remind the Democratic electorate that he's their guy. He has made it easier for students to repay their loans. He endorsed gay marriage after years of waffling, a decision one Romney adviser privately conceded was "a net plus for the president." He announced that the government would stop deporting most undocumented immigrants who entered the United States as children. Romney, who doesn't have the ability to change government policy with a signature, has had a hard time competing. Equally important, though, Obama and his campaign have waged an effective and ferocious battle to define Romney as a heartless capitalist whose former company, Bain Capital, has sent jobs overseas. Characteristically, Vice President Joe Biden delivered the attack in its purest form: "You've got to give Mitt Romney credit," he said in Iowa on Tuesday. "He is a job creator — in Singapore and China (and) India." Romney's representatives hotly deny the claim that Bain-owned firms ever shipped any U.S. jobs overseas, and they insist the company created jobs here, too. But that's not an argument that's easy to win, and it's not a debate the GOP wants its candidate to get tangled up in. The Obama campaign's strategy is straightforward. It wants to impeach Romney on what he cites as his main qualification for the presidency: that he's a successful businessman who knows how to create jobs in the private sector. Voters know Obama, but many of them don't know Romney yet; in one recent poll, only 57 percent of respondents knew he was a Mormon. The Obama campaign realizes it has a brief window when it can shape how people see the GOP candidate. And the strategy may be working, at least in the short run. The NBC-Journal poll found that in the 12 swing states, where the Obama campaign has been running television ads, the percentage of voters saying they have an unfavorable view of the Republican grew from 36 percent a month ago to 41 percent now. 

health care

Healthcare ruling means Obama gets credit

Blow 6/29 – an American journalist, and the current visual Op-Ed columnist for The New York Times. Blow graduated magna cum laude from Grambling State University in Louisiana, and has worked as a graphics director and art director for the Times and National Geographic respectively. (Charles, Obama, for the Win!, http://www.nytimes.com/2012/06/30/opinion/obama-for-the-win.html, June 29, 2012) // czhang
The Supreme Court ruling on Thursday that largely found President Obama’s signature health care law to be constitutional left them floundering and fuming.

The conservative chief justice, John Roberts Jr., joined the liberal wing of the court in doing so, much to the ire of Republicans.

According to Politico, “Indiana congressman and gubernatorial candidate Mike Pence likened the Supreme Court’s ruling upholding the Democratic health care law to the Sept. 11 terrorist attacks,” during a closed-door House G.O.P. meeting. He later apologized.

Senator Rand Paul, a Republican from Kentucky and the son of former presidential candidate Ron Paul, issued a statement that seemed to suggest that the court doesn’t even have the authority to make the ruling. It read in part: “Just because a couple people on the Supreme Court declare something to be ‘constitutional’ does not make it so. The whole thing remains unconstitutional.”

And what of the Judas chief justice? All hell rained down.

On his online show, Glenn Beck (remember him?) called Roberts a coward and is selling a T-shirt to that effect.

Beck’s own Web site explained, “Glenn also had radio co-host Pat Gray dress up as The Dread Pirate Roberts (a reference to Andre the Giant’s infamous scene in the classic film ‘The Princess Bride’).” That’s a quote. You can’t make this stuff up, folks.

The right-wing radio personality Michael Savage suggested that Roberts ruled the way that he did because of epilepsy medication: “Neurologists will tell you that medication used for seizure disorders, such as epilepsy, can introduce mental slowing, forgetfulness and other cognitive problems. And if you look at Roberts’s writings, you can see the cognitive dissociation in what he is saying.”

Roberts joked on Friday that he would be spending some time on an “impregnable island fortress” now that this court session is over. Good call.

Republicans are so upset because one of the basic pillars of the “Obama illegitimacy” canard is that he is operating outside the parameters of the constitution, that he is the point of the shiv aimed at the heart of America.

As the conservative radio host Neal Boortz put it in a Twitter message following the ruling: “I am so sick to death of calling the play-by-play of the destruction of this great country by power-hungry Democrats and the moocher class.”

This ruling has supposedly energized the Republican base. Maybe, but it’s been supporting the repeal of the health care act since it was passed. What’s new? Republicans say that the court called the mandate a tax although Obama had insisted that it wasn’t. True, but I’m not sure that has legs outside the Grover Norquist-no-tax echo chamber.

They sound like a broken record on this one: broken promises and big government; more taxes and less freedom.

But there is one part of their rationale and rallying call that I simply can’t let stand: the idea that most Americans — or at least significantly more Americans than not — wanted the health care law overturned because they felt that it went too far and was too intrusive.

A lie is like a cat: you need to stop it before it gets out the door or it’s really hard to catch.

This cat is already out, but let’s try to round him up, shall we?

A New York Times/CBS News poll released early this month found that 41 percent of Americans thought that the entire law should have been overturned, while 27 percent thought only the mandate should have been overturned and 24 percent thought the whole law should have been kept intact.

If you just took the numbers at face value, they would seem to support the Republican position. But let’s not. The same poll found that 37 percent of Americans believed the law went too far, while 27 percent said not far enough and 25 percent said about right.

When you cross-reference the numbers, just over two-thirds of the people who wanted the law struck down thought it went too far. That’s only 27 percent of those polled. Suddenly, the claim that a majority of the public wanted the court to strike it down for overreaching evaporates.

Slightly more than a quarter of those who thought the court should strike it down thought it was about right or wanted the government to go even further. Ever heard of single-payer?

Make no mistake, Thursday’s ruling is an unmitigated win for the Obama administration and for America. The “too much government” crowd is just grasping at straws.
   xt. health care

Obama will win- health-care decision

Manual 6/28- staff writer at all voices (Stephen, “Will Supreme Court judgment help Obama win presidential election?”, all voices, http://www.allvoices.com/contributed-news/12483143-will-supreme-court-judgment-help-obama-win-presidential-election, CJD)

Finally, President Barack Obama has carried the day. He stood winner as the Supreme Court ruled on Thursday to uphold the Affordable Care Act. However, the president remained humble during his speech following the decision. He said that it was a victory for the American people and his administration would continue to work for betterment of the people. The Supreme Court judgment is clearly against the anticipation of Republicans, as they were predicting a contrary decision on the issue. The judgment can be called one of the biggest victories of the Obama administration in years. However, the question arises whether the Obama administration will be able to translate the victory into successful election campaign or not. Observers believe the administration would definitely exploit the judgment in its favor and try its best to convince electorates to cast vote for Obama in the upcoming presidential election. The visionary abilities of Obama would be highlighted and people would be told about revolutionary plans of Obama for the people and that all these plans would be implemented only if he is reelected into the office in November’s election. The judgment would also help the Obama administration Republican to undermine capabilities of presidential candidate Mitt Romney. Observers opine the judgment dealt a heavy blow to the Republicans, as they believed the court would strike down the individual mandate – at the very least. They were planning to celebrate the judgment and shaming the Obama administration once the verdict was out, but they were shocked after the judgment was released. Observers believe that the Obama administration has got a fresh opportunity to set the house in order and focus more on public-related issues so that they could bag maximum votes in the upcoming presidential election. It is the best opportunity for Obama to sell his Health-Care law to the masses.

   xt. health care

Health care ruling boosts Obama profile

Yakabuski 6/30 – Konrad, Health-care ruling restores Barack Obama’s winning profile, WASHINGTON — The Globe and Mail, 6/30/12

http://www.theglobeandmail.com/news/world/health-care-ruling-restores-barack-obamas-winning-profile/article4382862/) // czhang

If Barack Obama risked his presidency on passing his health-care reform law, persevering in the face of a groundswell of opposition and the rise of the Tea Party, it was in part to secure his own place in history.
On Friday, Mr. Obama woke up to newspaper front pages from across the country saying he had done just that. Thursday’s Supreme Court verdict upholding his legislation gave new legitimacy to the President’s effort to provide health coverage for millions of uninsured Americans. Editorials underscored the historical significance of moment.

For any President, particularly one seeking re-election in four months, it does not get much better. Now, Mr. Obama looks like a winner – prescient, gutsy and back on track to become the transformational president he bragged, in 2008, about wanting to become.

Obamacare, a term used derisively by the law’s critics, could now become shorthand for a cherished and nearly untouchable social entitlement, like Medicare or Social Security.

“It is actually a good thing that the law is associated with his name in such a profound way. Imagine if Medicare was known as LBJ-care,” presidential historian Douglas Brinkley said of Lyndon Johnson’s signature 1965 social legislation. “This is the major legacy component for Barack Obama’s first term.”

No one could have said that if the Supreme Court had struck down the health-care legislation. No amount of damage control from the White House would have spared Mr. Obama from the perception that he had wasted his first 18 months in office.

The arc of the history, however, has taken a very different trajectory.

Republicans seized on the court’s move to uphold the health-care law – it ruled that the federal government’s taxing power allowed it to penalize Americans who refuse to purchase insurance – to characterize Obamacare as a massive tax grab.

The GOP is using that line to encourage the party’s grassroots supporters to dig deeper into their pockets to help defeat Mr. Obama this fall. It raised millions on Thursday and Friday alone.

There are plenty of Americans who sincerely believe that Mr. Obama’s health-care law, which is still years away from being fully implemented, will have disastrous consequences. Like Medicare, it is likely to cost much more than Democrats let on.

But GOP presidential nominee Mitt Romney, who passed a strikingly similar law while governor of Massachusetts, is not the best person to make that case. Each time he reiterates his vow to “get rid of” Obamacare, he begs the question: “Then what?”

“The fact that Romney had a similar plan as governor makes for a weak-tea argument,” said Prof. Brinkley, who teaches history at Rice University in Texas.

Mr. Romney has already suggested he would preserve some of the Obama law’s most popular elements, including a provision that prohibits private insurers from denying coverage to people with pre-existing medical conditions.

Experts insist, however, that such a provision is only economically feasible if healthy people belong to the same insurance pool as sick ones. That is the reason Obamacare requires all Americans without health coverage through their employer, or a public program such as Medicare, to purchase it on their own. The working poor will get subsidies to buy a policy. But to enforce the provision that everyone buy coverage, the law provides for tax penalties on the non-compliant.

Mr. Romney has vowed to stop the implementation of Obamacare on his first day in the Oval Office and move to replace it with an as-yet-undetermined series of reforms. But if he does win, Mr. Romney will likely have far more pressing priorities.

Congress is likely to come up with no more than a stop-gap solution to avoid the so-called “fiscal cliff” facing the country at the end of the year. Income-tax cuts passed under George W. Bush are set to expire, as is a payroll-tax reduction. Along with spending cuts set to take effect on Jan. 1, the measures would sap economic growth.

Whoever ends up in the Oval Office in late January will be consumed with finding a way out of this budget imbroglio, not tweaking Obamacare.

Indeed, Mr. Obama dared to suggest on Thursday that “when we look back five years from now, or 10 years from now, or 20 years from now, we’ll be better off because we had the courage to pass this law.”

On Friday, Obama for America began selling T-shirts, at $30 a pop, reading “Health reform still a BFD.” It was a reference to the comment, containing an expletive, that Vice-President Joe Biden made to his boss when the health-care bill was signed into law. He called it a “big f***ing deal.”

With the Supreme Court’s ruling, that’s much harder to deny.

   xt. health care

Healthcare will improve Obama’s chances of winning

Oman tribute 6/30- No.1 English newspaper for decision-makers in Oman, (“Health care win boosts Obama image, kicks up new election row”, Oman tribute, June 30th, 2012,  http://www.omantribune.com/index.php?page=news&id=122613&heading=Americas, CJD)

WASHINGTON The US Supreme Court enshrined Barack Obama’s legacy as a transformative president on Thursday, but its fateful health care decision unleashed an explosive new row in an already volatile election. A divided conservative majority court narrowly upheld the bulk of Obama’s defining political act, an historic law that brought the world’s richest nation closer than ever before to universal health coverage for all citizens. “I know there will be a lot of discussion today about the politics of all this - about who won and who lost,” Obama said. “But that discussion completely misses the point.” But in Washington, being Washington, pundits spent the day assessing the impact of the ruling on Obama’s November election clash with Republican Mitt Romney. On the face of it, the ruling was a huge vindication for a president who expended his political capital to drive the reform through Congress even though critics said he should have focused solely on the economic meltdown. Successive Democratic presidents had failed to pass health reform, which amounted to the most sweeping social reform legislation since the 1960s. But the ruling also offered new ammunition for conservatives fiercely opposed to what they dub “Obamacare” and will ensure the unpopular law remains a key election issue, which may trouble the president. “The guy who was most threatened today was Obama. There was almost no place for him to hide had he lost this - the seminal act of his presidency... was going to go under,” Stephen Ryan, former general counsel of the Senate Committee on Governmental Affairs, said. “It is as big an act as killing Osama Bin Laden in terms of giving his presidency a temporary boost.” However, Supreme Court Chief Justice John Roberts, a champion of conservative causes, stunned the US political establishment by casting the deciding vote to uphold Obama’s health reforms. With Thursday’s landmark ruling, observers are taking a new look at Roberts, 57, long seen as a bedrock conservative who in seven years on the court has cast decisive votes favouring social conservatives and business interests. “It is momentous that the conservative chief justice provided the critical vote and wrote the decision saving the administration’s most vital achievement,” said Tom Goldstein, a longtime Supreme Court expert. Republicans would have argued had the act been struck down that Obama spent a year-and-a-half fighting for a reform that Americans did not want, that detracted from reviving the economy and was not even constitutional. Now, Obama can turn to Romney, who has vowed to repeal Obamacare, in a presidential debate, and say the act bears the approval of a conservative-majority Supreme Court. “Politically, it is a clear win for Obama, who can now campaign on the legitimacy of his signature issue come this fall,” said Christopher Malone, a political science professor at Pace University in New York. Senior Obama aides privately cautioned against the idea that Obama could expect a huge electoral boost at the polls from Thursday’s ruling. Costas Panagopoulos of Fordham University said the decision would “set the stage for the coming election, it gives the president some ammunition, and it gives his opponents some ammunition.” 

swing states

There are bigger factors than the economy that allow Obama to win: swing states

Seib 7/2 – the assistant managing editor and executive Washington editor for The Wall Street Journal. He is responsible for evaluating the quality of the Journal’s news analysis from Washington. He is also developing the digital edition of the Washington bureau that will include his own column and commentaries (Gerald, Obama Holds Strong Cards, 7/2/12, http://online.wsj.com/article/SB10001424052702303933404577502683260629066.html) // czhang

It's Fourth of July week, a kind of All-Star break for the presidential campaign. The economy is still sagging, unemployment remains above 8% and the Fed just lowered its forecast for economic growth this year.

Pretty bleak stuff for President Barack Obama. Yet he still enjoys a modest lead in most presidential-campaign polls.

Multiple factors account for that, obviously, but the president reaches this stage with three distinct advantages that are serving him well:

The swing-state edge. If a candidate is going to do well anywhere, obviously the place to beat expectations is in the swing states that will decide the election. It's fine to rack up big vote margins in the states firmly in your camp, and fine to let your opponent win big in states you have no hope of winning. The key is battleground states such as Ohio, Florida and Virginia.

And the latest Wall Street Journal/NBC News poll, completed last week, indicates that Mr. Obama is doing well precisely in the dozen swing states crucial to deciding the election. By the same token, in poll tracking compiled by Real Clear Politics, he leads in all those states except one, North Carolina. Equally important, his Republican opponent, Mitt Romney, has some image problems in those same places.

Just a few numbers prove the point. Overall in the new Journal/NBC News survey, Mr. Obama had a three-point lead over Mr. Romney, 47% to 44%. In the swing states—the 12 states the Journal and NBC News have identified as the battleground states—he had an eight-point advantage, 50% to 42%. Intriguingly, that advantage has widened; it was an average of just two points from January through April.

Voters also have more positive than negative perceptions of the president in those states, by 48% to 39%. By the same margin, voters in swing states say Obama economic policies have helped rather than hurt.

By contrast, perceptions of Mr. Romney don't seem to be improving in swing states; 41% of voters there view him negatively, while 30% say they have a positive image, a reading that has gotten worse since he clinched the GOP nomination. Perhaps most troubling for the Romney campaign, the candidate's business experience—the principal calling card for his candidacy—also is viewed as a net negative. Stunningly, voters in swing states are just as likely as voters in solidly Democratic states to say that Mr. Romney's business experience makes them view him more negatively.

All this isn't an accident. Those readings are a sure sign that the Obama campaign ads running in swing states, charging that Mr. Romney's record at Bain Capital shows he killed off jobs in the firms he bought and sent some abroad, have taken a toll. The Romney campaign vows to fight back with more ads of its own, and soon. But for now, the Obama campaign's ad dollars appear to be money well spent.
hispanics

There are bigger factors than the economy that allow Obama to win: Hispanic vote

Seib 7/2 – the assistant managing editor and executive Washington editor for The Wall Street Journal. He is responsible for evaluating the quality of the Journal’s news analysis from Washington. He is also developing the digital edition of the Washington bureau that will include his own column and commentaries (Gerald, Obama Holds Strong Cards, 7/2/12, http://online.wsj.com/article/SB10001424052702303933404577502683260629066.html) // czhang

The Hispanic vote. The president and his Democratic Party have big advantages among Hispanics, which isn't new. What's more important is that the advantage may be growing.

In its last two surveys, the Journal/NBC News polling team, in conjunction with Telemundo, the Spanish-language broadcaster, has done an extra-large survey of Hispanic voters to get a reliable sample of their opinions. In June, Hispanics said they preferred Mr. Obama over Mr. Romney by a whopping 40 percentage points, 66% to 26%. Support for Mr. Obama among Latinos has ticked up five points over the last month. Mr. Obama won in 2008 with that same share of the Hispanic vote, and he almost certainly needs a repeat to win again. Right now, he's getting it.

Similarly, the share of Hispanics identifying themselves as Democrats, already high, has edged up over the last year, as has the share saying Democrats handle immigration issues better than Republicans.

second tier issues

There are bigger factors than the economy that allow Obama to win: second tier issues

Seib 7/2 – the assistant managing editor and executive Washington editor for The Wall Street Journal. He is responsible for evaluating the quality of the Journal’s news analysis from Washington. He is also developing the digital edition of the Washington bureau that will include his own column and commentaries (Gerald, Obama Holds Strong Cards, 7/2/12, http://online.wsj.com/article/SB10001424052702303933404577502683260629066.html) // czhang

Second-tier issues. The Supreme Court decision upholding the president's health-care initiative may well turn out to be a wash; the law isn't widely popular and has created deep schisms that seem likely to remain in place.

Polling illustrates, though, that two other initiatives by the president—his decision to stop deporting the children of illegal immigrants if they have stayed in school and out of trouble, and his rhetorical support for gay marriage—have helped him overall.

Example: As noted above, the Journal/NBC News poll shows that the president's immigration decision went down well with Hispanics. Perhaps more important, it met with approval by 68% of all adults. Similarly, polling suggests the gay-marriage position solidified Mr. Obama's support with his base without turning off many in the middle.
The bottom line: The dreary economy still could pull the entire Obama campaign under. The key question is how much ballast these offsetting advantages can provide.
romney flip flop

Obama will win – he has gotten the point across that his re election will be net- better than Romney’s – Romney risks a flip flop
McManus, 6/21 – English-language daily newspaper based in the United Arab Emirates (Doyle: Unemployment is still high, economy is struggling, 6/21/12 - http://gulftoday.ae/portal/2e632e8e-61a9-41a1-a72a-ab91df8a9f75.aspx) // czhang

Is November’s presidential election a referendum on President Obama’s record or a choice between two different approaches to government? How voters answer that question could well determine the outcome.

If voters think their job is to pass judegment on Obama’s performance during his first four years, the president is in trouble. Polls show his job approval rating stuck at a notch below 50 per cent, and for good reason. Unemployment is still high, the economy is struggling and Congress remains gridlocked.

But if voters view the election instead as a choice between two sharply different strategies for fixing the economy, the president has a better chance of being reelected. Americans may not like Obama’s economic proposals much, but they haven’t embraced Mitt Romney’s either.

That’s why last week’s mini-debate between the two candidates, who gave colliding speeches the same afternoon in Ohio, was important.

Neither Obama nor Romney unveiled any new positions, but that shouldn’t have been a surprise. Instead, they concentrated on persuading voters to focus on what each campaign thinks the election ought to be about — on what campaign professionals call “framing.”

Obama’s plea was that voters think about the election as a choice between two strategies for fixing the economy, not a referendum on his first term. He warned of the dire consequences of electing a Republican, charging it would mean more tax cuts for the rich, budget cuts for the poor and a voucher system for Medicare.

His core message boiled down to: You may not be happy with my record, but you’ll be even less happy with the other side.

Romney, on the other hand, spent the week urging voters to see the election as a referendum. The former Massachusetts governor isn’t always faithful to the facts — he charged that Obama’s stimulus spending produced no private sector jobs at all, a wild exaggeration — but he’s become concise at attacking Obama’s economic record, and in politics that’s a cardinal virtue.

“He’s been president for 3 1/2 years,” Romney said in his “prebuttal” speech Thursday. “If you want to see the results of his economic policies, look around ... and you’ll see a lot of people are hurting.”

Romney’s prescription is simple: unleash private enterprise through lower taxes and less regulation. It’s a kind of free-market fundamentalism. If you want to know whether bank regulations are a good idea, he suggested, just ask a banker; for advice on energy policy, ask a coal mine operator. Anyone who expected a more moderate Massachusetts version of Romney to emerge once the general election campaign was underway is still waiting. After the primary season controversies over the inconstant positions of his early career, the one thing Romney can’t afford is another flip-flop.
--OBAMA LOSES—

Romney win

Romney will win

Chambers 6/29- Arlington Conservative Examiner (Dean, “Romney holds lead in electoral vote map”, examiner, June 29th, 2012, http://www.examiner.com/article/romney-holds-lead-electoral-vote-map, CJD)

Former Massachusetts Governor Mitt Romney, the Republican nominee running against President Obama in November, continues to lead in a sufficient number of states to win the election. At this time, Romney would get at least 298 electoral votes if the election were held today. Six states, which are Maine, New Hampshire, Pennsylvania, Colorado, Nevada, and Oregon are too close to call. In these states one candidate might lead by less than the margin of error in the reliable polls, but neither candidate has a majority. A look at the map, at the left, shows it is looking more red and this trend is gradually moving in that direction as we get close to election day in November. I expect the continued unpopular nature of Obamacare, given it being upheld by the high court, will further energize conservative and tea party movement support for Mitt Romney. Those pink states will become more red and don't be surprised to see the swing states go red. The most solid states going for President Obama right now are Vermont, New York, Delaware, Maryland, his home state of Illinois, Hawaii, and California. These states total must over 100 electoral votes, or a similar number to those states won by Michael Dukakis when he ran against George H. W. Bush in 1988. That is clearly what the trend is starting to show, that this election could look a lot more like 1988 than the 2000 or 2004 scenario that many pundits are predicting. Florida, Ohio, Wisconsin, and Michigan are showing signs of staying in the Romney camp and I expect that trend to continue. Pennsylvania will be a bit more of a challenge for Romney to win but it's possible he can do it. If we see Romney campaigning a lot in the next two months in states like Pennsylvania, Michigan, and perhaps even Minnesota and Colorado, that will be a sign the Romney campaign is operating from a position of strength. If we see the attacks ads from Obama get more vicious, that will be another indication. This campaign can still yet get more negative than it has, and the more Romney leads in the polls the political experts know are credible, as opposed to the doctored and manipulated ones put out by the mainstream media, the more the attacks on Romney will grown more negative.
GOP will repeal healthcare

Romney will repeal healthcare if elected

Klein 6/29- staff writer at the Washington post, (Ezra, “If Romney wins, he can repeal health reform. And he should.”, the Washington post, June 29th, 2012, http://online.wsj.com/article/SB10001424052702304870304577489033172932866.html?mod=googlenews_wsj, CJD)
If elected, will Mit Romney really be able to repeal “Obamacare”? Ryan Lizza and David Frum say no. I’d say yes. It won’t be easy, of course. Which is why Romney is often careful in his language on this. ““What the Court did not do on its last day in session,” he said on Thursday, “I will do on my first day if elected President of the United States. And that is I will act to repeal Obamacare.” You catch that? I will “act to repeal Obamacare” is not the same as “I will repeal Obamacare.” Nevertheless, if Romney has a Congress willing to act with him, he can do quite a lot, quite quickly. Romney won’t have 60 votes in the Senate. But if he has 51, he can use the budget reconciliation process, which is filibuster-proof, to get rid of the law’s spending. One objection to that is that budget reconciliation is supposed to be used for laws that reduce the deficit, and the Congressional Budget Office would score repeal of the Affordable Care Act as increasing the deficit by about $300 billion.

The GOP will repeal healthcare

Dunham 7/1- staff writer at Reuters (Will, “Top Republicans press healthcare law repeal effort”, Reuters, July 1, 2012 http://www.reuters.com/article/2012/07/01/us-usa-healthcare-idUSBRE8600E120120701, CJD)

 (Reuters) - The two top Republicans in Congress vowed on Sunday to push ahead with efforts to repeal President Barack Obama's healthcare law despite the Supreme Court upholding it, but the White House said it is time to stop fighting and start implementing it. "This has to be ripped out by its roots," House of Representatives Speaker John Boehner, the top Republican in Congress, said of the 2010 law on the CBS program "Face the Nation." Boehner added: "We will not flinch from our resolve to make sure this law is repealed in its entirety." The House, controlled by Republicans, has scheduled a vote on July 11 to repeal the law. The Democratic-led Senate, as it has done in the past, is certain to block any repeal legislation. The U.S. Supreme Court on Thursday upheld the law, Obama's signature domestic policy achievement and the most sweeping overhaul since the 1960s of the unwieldy U.S. healthcare system. The ruling was written by conservative Chief Justice John Roberts and joined by the court's four liberals. "I think the thing that the American people want is for the divisive debate on healthcare to stop," White House Chief of Staff Jack Lew said on "Fox News Sunday." "I think that what we need to do is get on with the implementation now, and that's what we intend to do," Lew added. The healthcare law battle promises to figure prominently in the November 6 election in which Obama is challenged by Republican Mitt Romney, who as Massachusetts governor pushed through a state healthcare overhaul with provisions similar to Obama's plan. A Reuters/Ipsos poll released on Sunday showed public support for the law rising to 48 percent after the ruling from 43 percent before the court's decision.

The GOP will repeal healthcare in 2013

AP 6/30- staff writer at Reuters, (Associated Press, “GOP plots 2013 strategy on health care repeal”, nola, http://www.nola.com/politics/index.ssf/2012/06/gop_plots_2013_strategy_on_hea.html, CJD)
Turned away at the Supreme Court, congressional Republicans sketched a strategy Friday to repeal the nation's health care law in 2013 that requires a sweeping election victory carrying Mitt Romney to the presidency and the party at least to narrow control of the Senate. Romney sought to turn the court's decision upholding the two-year-old law into a campaign battle cry, saying the 5-4 ruling had injected "greater urgency" into his challenge to President Barack Obama. "I think many people assumed that the Supreme Court would do the work that was necessary in repealing Obamacare," he said, adding that the justices "did not get that job done."

GOP won’t repeal healthcare

Congress won’t allow Romney to repeal healthcare

Lightman 6/29- staff writer at morris daily herald, (David, “Republican hopes dimming to repeal health care law”, morris daily herald, June 29th, 2012, http://www.morrisdailyherald.com/2012/06/29/republican-hopes-dimming-to-repeal-health-care-law/a9z2v0i/, CJD)
WASHINGTON (MCT) — Congress is highly unlikely to repeal the entire 2010 federal health care law this year. And it’s going to be difficult if not impossible to do it next year, even if Mitt Romney wins the presidency. Republicans said Thursday that they’ll try hard to repeal the Patient Protection and Affordable Care Act starting with a July 11 repeal vote in the House of Representatives, where the party holds a huge majority. But they’d need 60 votes to get it through the Senate, and 67 to get past President Barack Obama’s certain veto. They have 47 seats in the Senate now. The only faint prospect for repeal would be a strong mandate from the 2012 congressional and presidential elections — a Republican landslide that does not now appear on the horizon. Polls suggest the public is not overwhelmingly opposed to the law, and the elections are more likely to be seen as a mandate for economic change, not an overhaul of health care laws. To pass repeal next year, the House would have to remain in Republican hands, and the party probably would need 60 senators. The odds are staggering. Twenty-three seats controlled by Democrats are up for election this year, compared with only 10 for Republicans. Independent analysts see at best a four- to six-seat Republican gain. While Republicans may win a Senate majority, the chances the party will gain 13 seats are daunting. No party has had that kind of net gain since 1958. Republicans’ best bet for change is likely to be an effort to dismantle the law piece by piece. They’ve already tried, and in some cases they’ve picked up dozens of Democratic votes. Earlier this month, for instance, the House voted 270-146 to repeal a 2.3 percent tax on the sales of medical devices. Thirty-seven Democrats joined 233 Republicans in approving the measure, which is awaiting Senate action that is not expected anytime soon. More such efforts are expected, particularly next year. “What you’re looking at is a Whac-a-Mole approach rather than full-scale repeal,” said Ilisa Halpern Paul, managing government relations director at the Drinker Biddle & Reath law and lobbying firm. Congress could try to deny funds for implementing the law, for instance, or reconsider the law’s Independent Payment Advisory Board, which will be making recommendations about Medicare cuts. 

Healthcare repeal will be impossible 

AP 6/30- American news agency owned by its contributing newspapers, radio and television stations in the United States, (Associated Press, “Pelosi: GOP repeal of Obamacare is 'unrealistic'”, June 30th, 2012, http://www.businessweek.com/ap/2012-06-30/pelosi-gop-repeal-of-obamacare-is-unrealistic, CJD) 
WASHINGTON (AP) — Minority leader Nancy Pelosi says House Democrats are happy to debate dismantling Obamacare, but repeal is unrealistic. In an interview on NBC's "Meet the Press" slated to air Sunday, Pelosi says Republicans from Mitt Romney to members of Congress are "being the mouthpiece of the health care industry" when they talk about reversing the Affordable Care Act. Pelosi says the act puts people "in charge of how they receive coverage and health care." She said Republicans "will ask for repeal, repeal of all the things ... that help children, help young adults, help seniors, help men or women who may have prostate cancer, breast cancer, whatever it is, any precondition. And everybody will have lower rates, better quality care and better access." "So that's what they want to repeal," she said. "we're happy to have that debate." The Supreme Court upheld President Barack Obama's health care overhaul in a highly anticipated decision issued on Thursday. The House is scheduled to vote to overturn the law on July 9. The vote will largely be symbolic since the Democrats control the Senate. But it will put lawmakers on record for the upcoming political campaign.

A2: healthcare – Obama win

Healthcare would have been forgotten by the election

AFP and AP 6/29- French news agency and American news agency, cooperative owned by its newspapers, radio and television stations, (Agence France-Presse and Associated press, “Major healthcare victory for Obama”, nzherald, June 29th, 2012, http://www.nzherald.co.nz/international-politics/news/article.cfm?c_id=1503226&objectid=10816249, CJD)
The US Supreme Court upheld the heart of President Barack Obama's health care overhaul, handing him a huge election-year political victory and keeping in force the legislative centrepiece of his term, a law aimed at covering more than 30 million uninsured Americans. But the court's fateful health care decision has unleashed an explosive new row in an already volatile election. A divided conservative majority court narrowly upheld the bulk of Obama's defining political act, a historic law that brought the world's richest nation closer than ever before to universal health coverage for all citizens. "I know there will be a lot of discussion today about the politics of all this - about who won and who lost,'' Obama said in a televised address. "But that discussion completely misses the point.'' On the face of it, the ruling was a huge vindication for a president who expended his political capital to drive the reform through Congress even though critics said he should have focused solely on the economic meltdown. But the ruling also offered new ammunition for conservatives fiercely opposed to what they dub "Obamacare'' and will ensure the unpopular law remains a key election issue, which may trouble the president. "The guy who was most threatened today was Obama. There was almost no place for him to hide had he lost this - the seminal act of his presidency... was going to go under,'' Stephen Ryan, former General Counsel of the Senate Committee on Governmental Affairs, told AFP. "It is as big an act as killing Osama bin Laden in terms of giving his presidency a temporary boost.'' Republicans would have argued had the act been struck down that Obama spent a year-and-a-half fighting for a reform that Americans did not want, that detracted from reviving the economy and was not even constitutional. A reversal would certainly have fired up efforts by the conservative grassroots to question Obama's very legitimacy as president. Now, he has the potent political weapon of turning to his Republican foe Mitt Romney, who has vowed to repeal Obamacare and say the act bears the approval of a conservative-majority Supreme Court. "Politically, it is a clear win for President Obama, who can now campaign on the legitimacy of his signature issue come this fall,'' said Christopher Malone, a political science professor at Pace University, New York. Obama can now accuse Republicans of wanting to "litigate the past,'' Malone said. The president's re-election campaign manager Jim Messina went further, arguing that Romney was oblivious to the pain Americans would have faced had the court ruled the other way. "He is completely unmoved by what that would do to millions of middle-class families, women, seniors and young Americans who are today benefiting from the law.'' However, just because Obama won the health care argument, it does not mean he will win the election, and appears to retain significantly vulnerability on health care. "This will set the stage for the coming election, it gives the president some ammunition, and it gives his opponents some ammunition,'' said Costas Panagopoulos of Fordham University, New York.

It’s too early to predict the elections based off health care

Silver 6/29, staff writer at the New York Times, “June 29: Obama Rises to 67.8 Percent”, the New York Times, http://fivethirtyeight.blogs.nytimes.com/, CJD)
The government also released data on personal income on Friday, another economic indicator the model uses. It rose by 0.2 percent in May, somewhat stronger than in most previous months and slightly beating market expectations. Still, personal income growth has been extremely sluggish for most of Mr. Obama’s term and remains the most pessimistic of the economic indicators the model uses. The flow of polling has been comparatively strong for Mr. Obama of late, with leads in most battleground states in surveys published this week and national polls moving toward him, though some of this probably reflects statistical noise. It is much too soon to tell what, if any, direct effect the health care ruling will have on Mr. Obama’s polling numbers; the large majority of polls used by the model were conducted before it was announced.

Healthcare

Healthcare made Obama more unpopular – higher chances of losing

National post 6/28- Canadian American national newspaper (“Obama hails healthcare ruling ‘victory’ as Romney now sets sights on November”, National Post, June 28th, 2012, http://news.nationalpost.com/2012/06/28/obama-calls-health-care-ruling-a-victory-while-romney-vows-to-scrap-the-law-if-he-wins-elections/, CJD)
U.S. President Barack Obama hailed Thursday’s decision by the Supreme Court to uphold his healthcare reforms as a “victory” for people across America and urged opponents to swing behind the law. “Whatever the politics, today’s decision was a victory for people all over this country whose lives are more secure because of this law and the Supreme Court’s decision to uphold it,” Obama said. “It should be pretty clear by now that I didn’t do this because it was good politics,” he said. “I did it because it was good for the country.” By letting the law stand, the decision keeps the United States on a course toward joining all other major developed countries in guaranteeing health care for all its citizens. But polling has suggested that most Americans oppose the law and Republican presidential candidate Mitt Romney vowed again after the ruling to seek its repeal. Romney said his mission now was to see the overhaul repealed, calling the changes in the system bad policy and bad law. “This is a time of choice for the American people. If we’re going get rid of Obamacare we’re going to have to replace President Obama. My mission is to make sure we do exactly that,” Romney said after the Supreme Court upheld most of the law. Republican party Chairman Reince Priebus was also quick to respond: “Today’s Supreme Court decision sets the stakes for the November election. Now, the only way to save the country from ObamaCare’s budget-busting government takeover of health care is to elect a new president.” The court upheld the heart of the reforms, including the controversial individual mandate. The ruling means the historic overhaul will continue to go into effect over the next several years, affecting the way that countless Americans receive and pay for their personal medical care. The decision, written by Chief Justice John Roberts, sided with Obama on the centerpiece of the law which requires all Americans to have health insurance or face a federal fine. The court’s judgment allows the law to go forward with its aim of covering more than 30 million uninsured Americans.
healthcare
The GOP will use healthcare to win elections

Curry 6/29- 
MSNBC National Affairs Writer, ( “GOP trying to transform health care defeat into Election Day wins”, MSNBC, http://nbcpolitics.msnbc.msn.com/_news/2012/06/29/12484036-gop-trying-to-transform-health-care-defeat-into-election-day-wins, CJD)
Conservatives' surprise and anger over Thursday's Supreme Court decision upholding the Affordable Care Act are still sinking in, but they’re turning to the work of transforming defeat in the courtroom on Thursday into victory at the ballot box on Election Day. In Senate and House races from North Dakota to New Hampshire, Republicans are or soon will be using Democratic candidates’ support for the ACA as a motivator to get conservatives to vote. “I know many of you are angry about the Supreme Court's decision to uphold Obamacare,” said Sen. Jim DeMint, R- S.C., in a fund-raising e-mail to supporters of his Senate Conservatives Fund. “I am too. We're now living in a post-constitutional era that is destroying our country.” But he said in the wake of Thursday’s decision, “there is only one solution to our government's unchecked power: win elections.” Rep. Phil Gingrey, R- Ga., told reporters Friday, “I want to say to our base in the Republican Party: Get even more active than you’ve been. Get out and vote and take your friends with you. Because this train is leaving the station and there’s not going to be another opportunity. If Barack Obama is re-elected to a second term and we don’t replace him with the 45th president then this law sinks in, it gets roots and it ain’t going away.” In a more neutral tone, Chief Justice John Roberts had a similar message in his decision Thursday: If you’re unhappy with a decision made by Congress or the president, vote. Roberts reminded Americans that -- unlike Roberts himself -- elected officials “can be thrown out of office if the people disagree with them.” Roberts’s decision may have the effect of helping the Republican message machine by re-framing the insurance purchase mandate as a tax increase. As Roberts put it in his decision, going without insurance will now be “just another thing the Government taxes, like buying gasoline or earn­ing income.” The Republican anti-tax message isn’t new, but it does appeal to most loyal base voters, some of whom did not bother to turn out for John McCain in 2008. It remains to be seen in races from New Hampshire’s Second Congressional district to Montana’s Senate race whether support for “Obamacare” is going to help or hurt Democrats. On the House side, one might think that any Democrat who was going to lose his or her seat due to a vote for the ACA would have already been defeated in the 2010 election massacre. More than a dozen Democrats in Republican-leaning districts went down to defeat in 2010 due in part for the vote for “Obamacare,” from John Spratt in South Carolina to John Salazar in Colorado. There are seven Democrats who voted for the ACA lost their seats in 2010 and are now trying a comeback, including Dan Maffei in New York and Alan Grayson in Florida “Democrats got booted out of office in 2010 for their support of ObamaCare, and now they’re out taking self-congratulatory victory laps, said National Republican Congressional Committee spokesman Nat Sillin. “Voting for ObamaCare ended their congressional careers and it’s going to sink their chances at a comeback.” 
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Obama’s re-election is threatened by the sluggish improvement of the economy.

AP, 6/28 (“Tepid economic growth weighs on US job market”, Bloomberg BusinessWeek, 6/28/12, http://www.businessweek.com/ap/2012-06-28/us-unemployment-aid-applications-fall-to-386-000)//MC 

Slow improvement in the economy threatens President Barack Obama's re-election hopes. He is likely to face voters with the highest unemployment rate of any president since the Great Depression. The Federal Reserve last week downgraded its outlook for 2012 growth. The Fed now predicts the economy will grow between 1.9 percent and 2.4 percent this year — a half a percentage point lower than its forecast in April. And it doesn't see the unemployment rate falling much lower this year. Hiring hasn't likely improved in June, based on the level of people applying for unemployment benefits. Weekly applications fell only slightly last week to a seasonally adjusted 386,000, the Labor Department said. Applications have climbed nearly 5 percent in the past two months. When applications are above 375,000, it generally means that hiring isn't strong enough to rapidly lower the unemployment rate. Economists are predicting that 100,000 jobs were added in June and the unemployment rate did not change, according to a survey by FactSet. The government will issue the June employment report on July 6. 

   Xt. Econ

The weak economy threatens Obama’s re-election

AP, 6/3- (“Weak U.S. job growth bad for global economy”, Southeast Missourian, 6/3/12, http://www.semissourian.com/story/1855996.html)//MC 

WASHINGTON -- Another bad month for the U.S. job market is lengthening the list of perils facing the global economy. American employers added only 69,000 jobs in May, the fewest in a year and not even close to what economists expected. For the first time since June, the unemployment rate rose, to 8.2 percent from 8.1 percent. It was the third month in a row of weak job growth and further evidence that, just as in 2010 and 2011, a winter of hope for the economy has turned to a spring of disappointment. "This is horrible," said Ian Shepherdson, chief economist at High Frequency Economics, a consulting firm. The job figures, released Friday by the Labor Department, dealt a blow to President Barack Obama at the start of a general election campaign that will turn on the economy.

--THUMPER—

highway bill
Highway bill extension non-uniques the link-partisan concessions

Cohen, 6/30/12-Staffwriter(Tom, “Congress halts student-loan rate hike, passes highway bill,” CNN News Service, http://www.sentinelsource.com/news/national_world/congress-halts-student-loan-rate-hike-passes-highway-bill/article_f95306c4-b49f-5cd7-a245-f007dc1e38dc.html)//JM
Both parties had to compromise on core issues. Republicans dropped language that would have approved the Keystone XL pipeline and prevented the Environmental Protection Agency from regulating harmful coal ash waste from power plants. Democrats were forced to accept GOP demands to streamline and speed up the federal review process of construction projects. Republicans said that doing so would cut permitting times in half. They also got reforms that would allow states to opt out of federal mandates to spend highway dollars on bike paths and highway beautification projects. Doing so, Republicans said, would allow states to spend more on critical infrastructure projects. Although the agreement includes many of the reforms the House GOP pushed for, it falls far short of the broader transportation and energy bill that House Speaker John Boehner unveiled this year. Boehner, R-Ohio, framed that initial proposal — which combined road and bridge projects with provisions promoting greater domestic energy production such as more drilling on public lands and approval of the Keystone XL pipeline — as a major jobs bill. However, internal GOP divisions forced House Republican leaders to pull the measure and it never got a floor vote. The energy portions of the bill did pass the House, but none of those were included in the final measure negotiated with the Senate. The student loan measure will keep interest rates at the current 3.4 percent rate, which was set to double to 6.8 percent Sunday. Obama brought national attention to the student loan issue and started campaigning for it in April. After the certain Republican candidate for president, Mitt Romney, also said he supported extending the lower rate, Congress got serious about looking for ways to make it happen for another year. During negotiations this week, legislators the the revenue to pay the $6 billion cost should come from changes to the way companies fund pension programs. The deal would also limit how long undergraduate students can go to school without accruing interest on student loans to six years.
   xt highway bill

Zero link uniqueness-massive transportation spending bill passes Congress
AP 6/29/12(“Congress passes highway jobs bill, halts student loan rate hike,” Associated Press, http://www.foxnews.com/politics/2012/06/29/house-passes-highway-jobs-bill-halts-student-loan-rate-hike/)//JM
Congress has passed a massive measure that will salvage some 2.8 million jobs and shield college students from sharply higher interest rates on college loans. The bill would also shore up the federal flood insurance program. The Senate approved the bill by a vote of 74-19. The House passed the bill earlier in the day and it now goes to the White House for President Obama's signature. The bill would spend more than $100 billion on highway and transit programs over two years. The measure would also prevent a doubling of interest rates on new student loans scheduled to go into effect on Sunday. A requirement that the government approve the contentious Keystone XL pipeline was dropped from the measure.

   Xt highway bill

Obama spent his PC over transportation bill and student loans

Cohen 6/29- staff writer at CNN (Tom, “Congress approves new highway funding/student loan bill”, CNN, June 29th, 2012,http://www.cnn.com/2012/06/29/politics/congress-highway-bill/index.html, CJD)
Washington (CNN) -- Congress gave final approval Friday to a $109 billion transportation funding bill as part of a package that includes a measure holding down interest rates on federal student loans. Both issues are priorities of the president, and the legislation demonstrated rare bipartisan agreement in the deeply divided Congress. The package won Senate approval with a 74-19 vote after earlier passing the House 373-52. It now goes to President Barack Obama to be signed into law. Compromises on the transportation bill and the student loan issue, as well as a third component reauthorizing national flood insurance, came in rare bipartisan agreement during the same week that House Republicans enraged Democrats by voting to hold Attorney General Eric Holder in contempt of Congress. Passing the package meant Congress beat looming deadlines, with highway repair funding and the lower student loan rates set to expire on June 30. The transportation bill funds construction for highways, bridges and other transportation projects for two years in every state and congressional district in the nation. Obama has pushed for it as a way to boost job growth in the construction industry, and both parties expressed interest in reaching a deal. Still, enactment of the measure marks a significant accomplishment for legislators. In recent years, Congress was only able to agree on a series of short-term extensions of the previous transportation bill passed in 2005. Aides predicted the final bill would get large the bipartisan majorities it did, although some Republicans opposed the measure because they think it costs too much. Both parties had to compromise on core issues. Republicans dropped language that would have approved the Keystone XL pipeline and prevented the Environmental Protection Agency from regulating harmful coal ash waste from power plants. Democrats were forced to accept GOP demands to streamline and speed up the federal review process of construction projects. Republicans said doing so would cut permitting times in half. They also got reforms that would allow states to opt out of federal mandates to spend highway dollars on bike paths and highway beautification projects. Doing so, Republicans said, would allow states to spend more on critical infrastructure projects. Although the agreement includes many of the reforms the House GOP pushed for, it falls far short of the broader transportation and energy bill that House Speaker John Boehner unveiled earlier this year. Boehner, R-Ohio, framed that initial proposal -- which combined road and bridge projects with provisions promoting greater domestic energy production such as more drilling on public lands and approval of the Keystone XL pipeline -- as a major jobs bill. However, internal GOP divisions forced House Republican leaders to pull the measure and it never got a floor vote. The energy portions of the bill did pass the House, but none of those were included in the final measure negotiated with the Senate. The student loan measure will keep interest rates at the current 3.4% rate, which was set to double to 6.8% on July 1. Obama brought national attention to the student loan issue and started campaigning for it back in April. After the certain Republican candidate for president, Mitt Romney, also said he supported extending the lower rate, Congress got serious about looking for ways to make it happen for another year. During negotiations this week, legislators the the revenue to pay the $6 billion cost should come from changes to the way companies fund pension programs. The deal would also limit how long undergraduate students can go to school without accruing interest on student loans to six years.
   Xt highway bill

All Das are non-unique, congress just passed a massive transportation bill

Hall 7/2- staff writer at the examiner, (Terri, “Congress passes new federal highway bill”, examiner, July 2nd, 2012, http://www.examiner.com/article/congress-passes-new-federal-highway-bill, CJD)
Up against another short-term highway bill extension deadline, Friday Congress finally passed a two-year $105 billion highway bill called MAP-21, which stands for Moving Ahead for Progress in the 21st Century. Except that Congress’ view of ‘progress’ usually means good news for special interests, and bad news for taxpayers -- Congress didn’t disappoint. The bill removed the Bingaman Amendment that would have added protection for taxpayers by removing a financial incentive for states to sell-off their highways to private entities in public private partnerships that charge Americans 75 cents or more per mile to access our public roads. It also removed the approval of the Keystone Pipeline from the bill.

   Xt highway bill

Congress just passed a highway bill

Progressive railroading 7/2- railroad news service, (“Surface transportation reauthorization bill awaits President Obama's signature”, Progressive railroading, http://www.progressiverailroading.com/federal_legislation_regulation/news/Surface-transportation-reauthorization-bill-awaits-President-Obamas-signature--31522, CJD)
Over the weekend, public transportation industry representatives continued to express sighs of relief now that Congress has passed a major surface transportation reauthorization bill, ending a three-year run of short-term extensions to the SAFETEA-LU law. Titled “Moving Ahead for Progress in the 21st Century” (MAP21), the new bill provides $105 billion for the nation’s surface transportation programs over two years, and continues the current level of funding plus inflation through fiscal-year 2014. The legislative package also includes provisions related to student loans and flood insurance. The House and Senate passed the legislation on Friday; the bill now goes to President Obama, who is expected to sign it. “This is a good, bipartisan bill that will create job, strengthen our transportation system and grow our economy,” said U.S. Transportation Secretary Ray LaHood in a prepared statement. “It builds on our aggressive safety efforts, including our fight against distracted riving and our push to improve transit and motor carrier safety. The bill also provides states and communities wit two years of steady funding to build the roads, bridges and transit systems they need.” MAP21 includes a limited increase for federal transit programs, providing $10.6 billion in authorized funding in FY2013 and $10.7 billion in authorized funding in FY2014, according to the American Public Transportation Association’s (APTA) summary of the legislation. In addition, funding authorized from the Mass Transit Account will total about $8.5 billion in FY2013 and $8.6 billion in FY2014, with $2.1 billion authorized from the genera fund in each fiscal year, APTA officials said. Separately, the bill also extends authorizations for FY2012 based on the current law. “This new bill will provide for a greater degree of certainty for public transit agencies and private sector businesses as they maintain, plan and implement public transportation projects,” said APTA President and Chief Executive Officer Michael Melaniphy in a prepared statement. “It includes improvements to keep our systems in a state of good repair; streamlines delivery of public transit projects; [and] provides funding for new start projects.”

Health care

Obama has no PC after passing health care 

Fox news 6/28- news program by the Fox Entertainment Group (“Supreme Court Upholds Health Care Reform Law in Big Win for Obama”, Fox news, June 28th, 2012,http://latino.foxnews.com/latino/politics/2012/06/28/supreme-court-obama-health-care-reform-act-is-constitutional/, CJD)
Opponents of the bill had strongly criticized the health care bill as an overreach by the federal government. The dissenting justices struck a theme about legal over-reach that Republicans have often pushed against the Obama administration, accusing it of going for shortcuts around the normal channels of law to get its way. “The Court regards its strained statutory interpretation as judicial modesty,” the dissenting opinion by the four dissenting justices said. “It is not. It amounts instead to a vast judicial overreaching. It creates a debilitated, inoperable version of health-care regulation. . .In the name of cooperative federalism, it undermines state sovereignty.” Republicans immediately cast the Supreme Court decision as a wake-up call for Americans. In what is surely to be a campaign theme for Romney going forward, the Republican National committee chairman Reince Priebus said: "We need market-based solutions that give patients more choice, not less. The answer to rising health care costs is not, and will never be, Big Government.” Democrats heralded the decision as a much needed extension of basic health care to millions of Americans without access to medical attention. The matter is immensely important to Latinos, who number some 50 million in the United States and who are twice as likely as the general population to be uninsured. Nearly a third of Latinos, or slightly more than 15 million of them, are uninsured. They are three times as likely as non-Hispanic whites to be uninsured. That rate may be much higher given that many more Latinos are undocumented. To fill the void for lack of healthcare, many immigrants in the Latino community often rely on a patchwork of remedies that includes getting medicine from their native countries that sometimes have been outlawed in the United States because they are considered unsafe.

A2 highway bill thumper

The new transportation bill maintains the status quo of federal transportation spending.

Malouff, 7/3-  professional transportation planner for the Arlington County Department of Transportation (Dan, “Federal transportation bill clings to the status quo”, Greater Greater Washington, 7/3/12, http://greatergreaterwashington.org/post/15422/federal-transportation-bill-clings-to-the-status-quo/)//MC 

Congress passed a major transportation bill last week, authorizing more than $100 billion in spending for highways, transit, and other modes over the next 2 years. The bill changes a number of rules and shifts the ways in which money is distributed, in an effort to preserve highway funding. The bill generally maintains the status quo of federal trans​por​tation spending, but attempts to stretch the amount of money available for highways. Transit gets the same amount of money as before, which is not nearly enough for the projects states want to build. Bicycle and pedestrian programs got consolidated into a single, smaller program, half of which state governments control directly. States uninterested in building sidewalks and bike trails can spend the money on more roads instead. The bill makes $54.6 billion available per year for the next 2 years. About 80% of funding will go to highways, and about 20% will go to transit. Both the overall funding level and the 80/20 split are comparable to existing allocations. The gas tax will remain at 18.3¢ per gallon, as it has since 1993 when gas was $1.07. Since this won't produce enough revenue to maintain current spending, almost $20 billion in federal general fund money will be infused into the transportation fund.

Highway Bill passed due to GOP Keystone concession and Democrats conceding to lower regulations

Washington Times 6/29/12(“Congress ends deadlock on highways, student loans,” http://www.washingtontimes.com/news/2012/jun/29/congress-ends-deadlock-highways-student-loans/?utm_source=RSS_Feed&utm_medium=RSS)//JM

The measure was stalled for months until House Republicans this week gave up demands that the so-called “highway bill” include a provision for the proposed Keystone XL pipeline, which would bring oil from Alberta, Canada, to Steele City, Neb. President Obama in January rejected a previous bid for the pipeline on the grounds that more time was needed to vet alternative routes. Keystone has strong support from business and labor groups but sparked a backlash from environmentalists and some property rights advocates. Republicans had pushed hard for the pipeline, saying it would create thousands of jobs and foster greater domestic energy independence. Most Democrats were adamant about leaving it out of the measure, saying it was unrelated to transportation issues. Democrats in return gave up certain environmental restrictions to streamline reviews of new highway projects to seven years from 15 years. They also dropped calls for a program that funds bike paths, pedestrian safety projects and roadway beautification efforts. The bill retains a 18.4 cents per gallon federal tax for gasoline and 24.4 cents per gallon for diesel fuel.

Highway Bill passes due to Keystone concession

Cooper 7/2/12-Senior Fellow at the Center for American Progress(Donna, “New Highway Bill Leaves Bumps in the Road Congress Has to Start Working on Legislation that Meets 21st Century Needs,” Center for American Progress, http://www.americanprogress.org/issues/2012/07/highway_bill.html)//JM

Congress finally reached a bipartisan agreement on Friday to continue highway and transit funding, and passed the Moving Ahead for Progress in the 21st Century Act, or MAP 21. The bill faced a rough road to passage. Some Republicans in the House and Senate pulled out all the stops to derail an agreement. They proposed to link passage of the bill to forced approval of the Keystone tar sands pipeline from Canada without determining the pipeline's impact on air or water pollution and overturning the Environmental Protection Agency’s ruling on coal ash. But Senate leadership stood firm, demanding a two-year bill without the highly charged and environmentally damaging provisions. The bill is a political victory for Democrats. It also means America’s construction sector will enjoy a year and a half of predictable work, nearly 2 million jobs will be sustained, and some of the urgently needed road, bridge, transit, and rail improvements will get underway. But let’s not kid ourselves. The bill falls far short of what’s needed to build a 21st century transportation system capable of improving U.S. competitiveness.

