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Obama will win

Obama will win
Lake, Frank, 05/30/12, Weekly World News, Astrologers Predict Obama will win, http://weeklyworldnews.com/headlines/48671/astrologers-predict-obama-will-win/
NEWS ORLEANS  -  According to the world’s top astrologers, Barack Obama will win re-election to the U.S. presidency.  Fifty of the world’s top astrologers gathered in New Orleans to determine who will win the Presidential election in November.  Most of them relied on studies of celestial charts pertinent to both Obama and presumed Republican nominee Mitt Romney for the date of either the election itself or the next presidential inauguration.  For Chicago astrologist, Nina Gryphon, it was her study of the Aries ingress – the exact time when the Sun enters the sign of Aries – that clinched the decision. “It’s obvious,” she said. “Obama stays where he is without a change in status.”  Billed as a meeting of the world’s top astrologers, the conference in New Orleans drew some 15,00 people who participated in workshops and panel discussions.    Astrologer Henry Murkin, of Locust Valley, New York said that he looked at Mercury, Venus and the rings of Saturn and matched them with the birthplaces of Romney and Obama.  ”Romney is headed back to his home in New Hampshire in January and Obama will become the greatest President that ever lived.  That’s what the stars say.”  The astrologers employed non-scientific methods to predict how the relative positions of celestial bodies may influence human behavior and future events.    Denver astrologer Curt Beeman  said his chart focused on the public profiles of the two presidential candidates, both of whom “are entering into peak periods of eminence in the next few months.” But he said there was a key difference: “Obama’s peak period keeps peaking and goes off the charts.  His aura is literally mind-blowing.  He’s almost as bright a star as the sun itself. ” he said.  Romney’s misspelled campaign slogan isn’t helping him.    Most of the astrologers placed a 99.9% certainty on their forecasts, but a few pointed to potential difficulties Obama may face after his re-election.  ”He’s in for some bad times,” said Beeman.  “The ingress of Saturn into Scorpio will cause his downfall,” Beeman said. “It won’t cost him the election, but he will suffer the worst times any President has ever been through – economically.”  Beeman added,  ”His reputation will be ruined.”  But astrologer Sally Tindel disagreed, “I see his face on Mount Rushmore.  It’s in his chart. Definitely.”    As for the election itself, Beeman raised the slight possibility of the contested 2000 election being revisited.  “We should all be aware of the Mercury retrograde that will occur on election day,” another prominent astrologer from New Jersey said, referring to an optical illusion that can make a planet appear to reverse direction temporarily.  “Most astrologers are pretty certain that this could cause problems similar to what happened in the 2000 election,” Brennan said, referring to the contested Florida vote that was settled only when the Supreme Court ruled that George W. Bush should be president rather than Al Gore.  A survey of the astrologers revealed that they were all Democrats. “But that has nothing to do with our predictions… we are basing
Obama will win – 5 reasons
Miller, Aaron David, a distinguished scholar at the Woodrow Wilson International Center for Scholars, 04/25/12, Foreign Policy, 5 Reasons Obama will win in November, http://www.foreignpolicy.com/articles/2012/04/25/5_reasons_obama_will_win_in_november?page=0,4

It's almost May. Six months to go until the only presidential poll that counts.   Worries abound in the Obama camp: Large Democratic donors have dried up, the fragile economic recovery is looking weaker, independents are, well, being independent, and the Republicans have finally found their nominee and maybe their voice too.  Worrying about getting reelected is part of a president's job description, but this president really shouldn't be all that concerned. The election is bound to be closer than in 2008, but when it's over, the presidential gods will likely have smiled kindly on Barack Obama. Here are the top five reasons why.  1. Americans are reelecting imperfect and flawed presidents.  I know it's going to come as a shocker, but Obama hasn't been a great president in his first term and is unlikely to be one in his second. His two claims to fame -- saving the economy from another Great Depression and passing his signature health-care legislation -- won't get him there. The first will largely be taken for granted, and the second is still a very uncertain and untested proposition. The president's foreign policy has been very competent, but aside from the killing of Osama bin Laden, it has had no spectacular successes.  But what's so great about being great anyway? Greatness is certainly not a requirement for reelection.  The last two U.S. presidents -- Bill Clinton and George W. Bush -- were reelected comfortably, and neither could hardly be considered a candidate for the presidential hall of fame. Both were flawed and imperfect men: Obama's predecessor was below average; Clinton clearly above average. That's about where Obama falls too. Consider this: Since Franklin D. Roosevelt, the United States has had four presidents who served out two terms: Eisenhower, Reagan, Clinton, and Bush 43. Even with a push from partisans and revisionist historians, none really belongs in the very top tier.  2. Obama has history on his side.  Since 1980, only one U.S. president has failed to gain a second term. That was George H.W. Bush, who defied the odds by succeeding a two-term president of the same party. Since FDR, this has happened only once. It's a tough hill to climb. Americans generally tire of too much single-party dominance. Indeed, that's why Hillary Clinton should take a very hard look at her chances in 2016 -- should Obama be reelected.  A set of three presidents -- Clinton, Bush 43, and perhaps Obama -- is hardly a valid statistical sample, but it does tell you something about the power of the incumbent. It's hard to defeat a sitting president. Although a bad economy offsets some of the incumbent's advantage, Americans tend to get comfortable with their presidents. Presidents are also able to act presidential right up to Election Day. The presidency has a great many bells and whistles, including the White House, which Aaron Sorkin's West Wing president once described as the world's greatest home-court advantage.  There's also the issue of continuity. These days, U.S. state and congressional politics have gotten pretty combustible and polarized. The media circus at the national level only makes things seem more out of control.  As Americans watch their politics implode, they seem to be seeking a measure of stability in the one institution that they all have responsibility for shaping -- the presidency. In these turbulent times, Americans tend to stay with their guys, flawed as those guys may be. Should Obama be reelected, it will only be the second time in U.S. history that America has had three two-term presidents in a row. The last time? Jefferson, Madison, and Monroe. "Throw the bums out" doesn't seem to be as compelling a line these days. 3. The guy's a mensch (kind of).  If location, location, location is the key to success in the real estate business, then being liked -- cubed -- plays a big part in a president's success too. When Americans choose a president, they do so partly on the basis that they're inviting him (or her, someday) to be part of their lives for four and possibly eight years. This means being able to like the person and be comfortable with him.  Forget whether the candidate is brilliant -- the most overrated quality in the presidency. Can he be trusted? Is he trying to do the right thing? Is he arrogant and out of touch, or likable and down to earth? Can one imagine spending an hour with the president and not having to look down at one's shoes for the entire conversation? Think about whom you'd want to spend time with: Bill Clinton or Bob Dole; Ronald Reagan or Jimmy Carter. If the president has a normal family life, that helps too, particularly if he's got a cool wife, cute kids, and a dog.  Obama can appear detached, even cold, at times. More often, though, he's accessible and sincere. You'll never convince the birthers, racists, and Obama-haters that he's anything other than an alien president. But back on planet Earth, most Americans, according to recent polling, see him as more likable, more in touch with the needs of average people, than Republican candidate Mitt Romney.  He's good on his feet and appears pretty comfortable in his own skin. That's the elusive quality of emotional intelligence. Are you in balance? Can you relate to others, keep your demons and insecurities under control, and stay out of trouble? Obama gets high marks in this important category. 4. The Republicans are weak and divided.  You can't beat something with nothing. That old saw in politics wins out most every time. The Republican Party has never gotten over its love affair with Reagan. Look at the parade of Republican hopefuls who rose and fell during primary season. Had Reagan been around, he'd have been frustrated with the divisions in Republican ranks. And the Gipper might have described the primaries as an audition in which the last guy standing got the part only because the producers were exhausted and needed to get the play into rehearsals before the opening.  I know the main counterpoint: Republicans will come together because they need to defeat Obama. But the gaps between the Republican base and the centrists are huge; the obsession with social issues risks alienating independents; there are real doubts that Romney is conservative enough; and there's not much enthusiasm for his stiff style on the campaign trail. All this is creating real trouble for a party that seems to have lost its way. Add to that Republican difficulties in making inroads with women and Hispanics, and you might conclude that the election is Obama's to lose. 5. The economy: bad, but Obama wins on points.  Clearly, much will depend on how voters perceive their economic reality closer to the election. Obama really isn't running against Romney -- he's running against the economy. By the fall, it's likely that about the best he'll have to show is a weak recovery. Indeed, the New York Times reported last week that when it comes to the economy, the all-important Ohio voters see Romney vs. Obama as an unpalatable choice between liver and Brussels sprouts.  Still, when Americans vote for a president, they ask themselves two questions: To what degree is the guy in the White House responsible for my misery? And if I vote for the other guy, can he really make it better? Barring another economic meltdown, I'm betting that enough Americans will conclude that things are getting better, albeit slowly; that Obama is doing the best job he can under tough circumstances; that the president is much more attuned to those who are suffering; and that the Republicans have neither better answers on the economy nor a compelling-enough candidate worth giving the benefit of the doubt.  So don't worry too much, Mr. President. You may not be getting into the presidential hall of fame, but it looks like you're going to get another shot to try. 

Obama will win – has a strong grip on the nation
Cohen, Michael, correspondent at the Observer, 05/26/12, The Guardian, US election: yes, Romney could win, but Obama’s grip on his nation is still strong, http://www.guardian.co.uk/commentisfree/2012/may/27/michael-cohen-obamas-election-chances
Recently, there has been a palpable buzz in liberal enclaves across America. You can hear it in the Upper West Side of New York City, in Hyde Park in Chicago and in college towns from Berkeley to Eugene, Oregon. It's the distinct hum of liberals freaking out that Barack Obama might lose in November.  This is not a new phenomenon; the liberal electoral panic began in November 2010, when Republicans took back the House of Representatives and picked up steam during last year's debt-limit debacle. Things had settled down for a few months and then came a series of public opinion polls that suggested the presidential race between Obama and Romney has tightened.  In particular, there was a CBS/New York Times poll that showed Romney with a three-point lead. No longer could the president's supporters have complete confidence that their hero would defeat his Republican opponent (a view that is held by a majority of Americans, who by a 20-point margin expect Obama to win). Crushing memories of victories denied in 2000 and 2004 lingered in the minds of left-leaning voters.  It should first be noted that with more than five months to go until election day most Americans are barely paying attention to the race. Polls this far out can give one a general sense of where the race is heading, but they are hardly predictive. It's worth remembering that in June 1992, the leader in national polls (and even in the electoral college) was independent candidate Ross Perot. So a lot can change between now and November.  Considering how evenly divided the nation's politics have been over the past 12 years, the 2012 election was always going to be close and the polling rejuvenation for Romney is a natural regression to the mean.  As Romney's tumultuous primary battle has ended, Republicans and Republican-leaning independents have rallied around his candidacy. Meanwhile, continued economic bad news is preventing Obama from having any sort of political breakout. His approval ratings remain relatively steady, but still below 50%.  That Obama is neck and neck with Romney is what should perhaps be most shocking. The track record of presidential incumbents battling high unemployment, sluggish economic growth and an electorate overwhelmingly convinced the country is on the wrong track is generally not good. In fact, there's a name for them: one-termers. If anything, Obama's ability to keep his head above water against Romney is an indication of his unusually high favourability ratings and Romney's improving but still lacklustre personal marks. But anyone who thought Obama was going to have an easy time of it was deluded. And with minefields on the way to November, such as a potential Supreme Court decision that could gut his main domestic accomplishment (in healthcare) and a financial crisis in Europe that could eventually infect the United States, the road ahead may not be so easy for the president.  Still, none of this means it is time for liberals to start looking for rental properties in Vancouver or Toronto. In fact, the one place where Obama appears to have something of a political advantage is the only place that actually matters – the electoral college. For British readers not familiar with the electoral college, it is an invention of America's Founding Fathers that makes democracy in the United States messy, complicated and unfair. Rather than simply count up all the votes and give the presidency to the one who has the most, candidates must win states and their resulting number of electoral votes. (This, by the way, is why Al Gore, who won 500,000 more votes than George W Bush in 2000, ended up making documentaries… and the United States invaded Iraq.)  In 2000, the key battleground state was Florida. But it wasn't the only showdown state: places such as Wisconsin (which Gore won by 5,000 votes); Iowa (where he won by 4,000) New Mexico (which he won by a mere 500) were incredibly competitive. Even in traditionally liberal states such as Minnesota and Oregon, Gore won by mere percentage points. In 2004, the map was remarkably similar – only New Hampshire, New Mexico and Iowa changed columns and while John Kerry won many of the same states that Gore won, he did so by similarly slim margins.  But in 2008, things changed dramatically. States that were once highly competitive such as Wisconsin, Michigan and Nevada moved decisively into the Democratic column; states that were perennial swing states, such as Florida and Ohio, were won by Obama and even states such as Virginia and North Carolina that were barely on their radar screen in 2004 went Democratic. Part of this was a function of the Republicans' broken political brand, but it was also a function of Obama himself and his appeal to blacks, Hispanics and college-educated whites. This new electoral map was a reflection of the Democratic coalition he was seeking to create.  Conversely, for Republicans, their electoral map remains disturbingly static. Since 2000, the number of solid Republican or Republican-leaning states is largely unchanged – and no state that even Kerry won in 2004, except perhaps New Hampshire, Wisconsin or Pennsylvania, is considered a Republican target this year.  With the caveat that one can only read so much into polls taken five months before election day, Obama enjoys a small but noteworthy advantage in the Electoral College. According to a recent tally by the RealClearPolitics website, Obama has 227 solid or "leaning" electoral votes, while Romney has 170. Combined, that represents 39 of the 50 states (plus the District of Columbia). These are places where residents will for the most part hear more about the election than experience it first hand since candidates will likely not make more than a token appearance in them.  Of the 11 other states, Obama is either leading or tied in nine of them. For Romney to become president, he needs to win the majority of these swing states, not just perennial targets such as Florida and Ohio, but also North Carolina and Virginia (places where Obama is leading or tied). Amazingly, if he were to win all four of these states he could still lose the election. In fact, for Romney, it's extremely difficult to construct a scenario where he wins the election while losing Florida. Barring an electoral free-fall for Obama, places that were highly competitive such as Wisconsin, Minnesota, New Mexico, Michigan and Nevada will  likely not be seriously contested. In the end, what this means for election day is that more likely than not the battle will be waged on turf that strongly favours the president.  None of this means that, in the end, Obama will win the election; this year's presidential election has more wild card variables than perhaps any other in recent history. But for liberals it's hardly time to start heading for the hills.     

Obama will win – 303 electoral votes to Republican’s 235.

Rothschild, David, an economist at Yahoo Labs. He has a Ph.D. in applied economics from the Wharton School of Business at the University of Pennsylvania, 02/16/12, Yahoo News, Obama poised to win 2012 election with 303 electoral votes: The Signal Forecast, http://news.yahoo.com/blogs/signal/obama-poised-win-2012-election-303-electoral-votes-202543583.html
With fewer than nine months to go before Election Day, The Signal predicts that Barack Obama will win the presidential contest with 303 electoral votes to the Republican nominee's 235. How do we know? We don't, of course. Campaigns and candidates evolve, and elections are dynamic events with more variables than can reasonably be distilled in an equation. But the data--based on a prediction engine created by Yahoo! scientists--suggest a second term is likely for the current president. This model does not use polls or prediction markets to directly gauge what voters are thinking. Instead, it forecasts the results of the Electoral College based on past elections, economic indicators, measures of state ideology, presidential approval ratings, incumbency, and a few other politically agnostic factors. We'll dip into what the model says in a moment, but first a note about models in general: there are a lot of them, from complex equations generated by nerdy academics (like the team at The Signal) to funny coincidences like the Redskins Rule, which holds that the incumbent party keeps the White House if Washington's football team wins its last home game. (This is true in 17 of the last 18 elections!) Every year, some of these models are right and some are wrong, and the difference is often just luck. As a result, models get a bad rap as being very good at predicting the past and lousy at predicting the future. But every election gives researchers more data to work with and a better idea of what works and what doesn't. Not all models are bogus just because many of them are. Our model combines powerful scientific algorithms with both real-time and historical data sources. We have examined the last 10 presidential elections and found that the Yahoo! model, which is the work of Yahoo Labs economists Patrick Hummel and David Rothschild, would have correctly predicted the winner in 88 percent of the 500 individual state elections. The following chart shows our predictions for each state in the general election, based on this model. In addition to predicting winners, you'll see that the Yahoo! model predicts by how much each candidate will win each state. These estimates are, on average, under 3 percentage points off. (We exclude Washington, D.C., in the model and assume it will go for the Democratic candidate.) The Yahoo! model assumes that the president's approval rating will stay the same between now and mid-June, that each of the 50 states will report personal income growth that is average for an election year, and that certain key indicators of state ideology will remain unchanged this year. Although the model currently predicts that Obama will win 303 electoral votes in November, please note that it predicts only probabilities of victory, and that many states are nearly toss-ups. Because Mitt Romney has the lead in the delegate race for the Republican presidential nomination, for this table we assume that the Republican candidate's home state is Massachusetts and that the Republican candidate's home region is the East. This may be a conservative estimate for Obama, because January's economic indicators suggest that the states are likely to experience greater-than-average income growth in the first quarter. We will update our predictions accordingly when the actual data from the current year is available. A key finding of the model is that economic trends—whether things are getting better or worse than they were a month ago—are more meaningful than the level state of the economy. In other words, whether the unemployment rate is increasing or decreasing is more important than what the unemployment rate actually is. Another lesson of this model is that, while campaigns and candidates matter, they don't matter all that much. Despite the varying quality and positions of the campaigns and candidates over the last 10 presidential elections, variables beyond their immediate control describe the outcome very well. A brilliant or lucky campaigner is at an advantage, but the net effect of politics and strategy, averaged over the past 40 years, is just the small variation that the Yahoo! model cannot predict. In the following weeks, The Signal will have more posts that describe how the model was built and what its implications are. Rothschild is scheduled to give a talk on an academic paper that he and Hummel are writing on the Yahoo! model in May at the American Association for Public Opinion Research national convention. 

Obama will win reelection – surverys prove.
PewResearch, research center for the people and press, 07/30/12, PewResearch, 59% - Most Americans Predict Obama Will Win Re-Election, http://pewresearch.org/databank/dailynumber/?NumberID=1465
By a 59% to 32% margin, most Americans think Barack Obama will win re election if Mitt Romney is the Republican nominee, according to a survey conducted March 7-11. This margin expands significantly if Rick Santorum is the GOP nominee (68% predict an Obama victory, compared to just 24% for Santorum).  Confidence among Democratic voters is high regardless of the outcome of the GOP primary contest. In a hypothetical general election, 83% of Democrats and Democratic leaners predict an Obama victory over Romney and 89% predict a victory over Santorum.  But Republican voters are less confident, particularly if Santorum wins the nomination. By a modest 60% to 30% margin, most Republican and Republican leaning voters think Romney would win in the fall if nominated. But if Santorum is the nominee, about as many Republican voters think Obama would win (43%) as think Santorum would win (46%).  This difference is driven by supporters of Mitt Romney, most of whom (59%) think Obama would win if Santorum is the nominee. By contrast, Santorum's primary supporters are mostly optimistic about beating Obama regardless of whether Romney (61%) or Santorum (64%) becomes the nominee.

Romney will win

Romney will win – wins Wisconsin

Moe, Alex, from nbc news, 07/29/12, NBC News, Ryan: Romney can win Wisconsin, http://firstread.msnbc.msn.com/_news/2012/07/29/13023436-ryan-romney-can-win-wisconsin?lite
JANESVILLE, Wis. -- Campaigning for the GOP nominee in his home state with just 100 days before the presidential election, Congressman Paul Ryan said he is confident Mitt Romney can win here in the Badger State this November. "We haven't gone Republican on top of the ticket since 1984 but we think this time is different. We think it’s different because people in Wisconsin are tired of the direction Washington is going. They don't the president's policies have worked," Ryan told NBC News in an interview Sunday evening. They think, “this is not the uniter. This is not the hope and change. This is a man who is dividing us, who is giving us terrible economic policies, who is growing government, who is growing the debt, and that just doesn't rub right with Wisconsinites." Advertise | AdChoices   And the Republican National Committee Chairman predicted victory as well: "If we win Wisconsin, I think it is lights out for Barack Obama," Chairman Reince Preibus told reporters in Waukesha. Addressing crowds at Victory Centers throughout Wisconsin this weekend, Rep. Ryan was joined at points by Sen. Ron Johnson and the RNC Chairman, who is originally from Wisconsin. These events – complete with an official Romney bus -- were part of a big surrogate push throughout the country while Romney is overseas. "This is a national campaign. All these battleground states, what we want to do is get the message out, President Obama's policies aren't working, we need to go a different direction and we also want to thank all our volunteers," Ryan said -- avoiding the question if this surrogate blitz is really a tryout to be Romney's vice presidential pick. Sen. Johnson weighed in briefly on the VP speculation. "I think Paul would do a phenomenal job as vice president.  Nice thing that Gov. Romney has a lot of great choices.  So I've got faith that he'll choose a good one," the senator said. But Rep. Ryan, who earlier in the day attended the Dousman Derby Days parade and fair where he participated in the 2012 Wisconsin State Frog Jump contest, continued to avoid any talk of being on Romney's ticket. "I don't think it does the Romney campaign any help or favors to speculate or feed the speculation on this stuff so that's why I just don't make comments about it," he said when asked if he was a 'dark horse' for Romney to select. The Wisconsin Congressman heads to the 19th District of Florida Monday to campaign for Chauncey Goss who is running for Congress before heading back to Washington, DC for the week.  
Romeny will win the 2012 election.
LoGiurato, Brett, a political reporter for Business Insider, 07/11/12, Business Insider, BBVA Compass: The Deteriorating Economy Means Romney Will Wallop Obama With 53.3% Of The Vote, http://www.businessinsider.com/obama-romney-election-prediction-economy-jobs-manufacturing-2012-7
The bank BBVA Compass is predicting that Mitt Romney will win the 2012 election as economic conditions continue to deteriorate over the next few months. In a research note Wednesday, the bank said that the current economic conditions favor a victory for President Barack Obama.  However, the bank expects manufacturing activity to slow in the months ahead, causing further sluggish job growth that has become the norm of the past few months. That's why they think Romney will emerge with the presidency: From the note: Mitt Romney will be victorious according to our vote-share model, assuming our revised baseline scenario. Under current conditions, however, opinion polls, options probabilities and our vote-share model suggest Obama has a higher probability of winning. Thus, maintaining the status quo favors Obama whereas deteriorating economic conditions favor Mitt Romney. Here's how the bank breaks it down: If the election were held today, Obama would win. Opinion polls and Intrade both predict as much. And manufacturing activity is "better than expected." So, according to the bank's current predicted vote-share model, Obama would win 50.7 percent of the popular vote (this doesn't take the electoral college into account).  Non-farm payroll growth has shrunk to a 75,000 three-month average, something that the bank expects to continue. And the Manufacturing Purchasing Managers' Index is at its lowest level in 34 months. "Our baseline forecasts now incorporate a more pessimistic view with regard to future activity," the bank writes. Here's a chart that breaks it all down. The big keys are a decline in inflation and a further decline in ISM Manufacturing will give Romney a predicted 53.3 percent of the vote share.  

Romney win in November

Ian Schwartz, a political reporter at Real Clear Politics, 07/25/12, Real Clear POltics, Krauthammer: Romney Will Win, Obama "Has Nothing To Run On", http://www.realclearpolitics.com/video/2012/07/25/krauthammer_romney_will_win_in_november_obama_has_nothing_to_run_on.html
 "I feel like a presidential candidate, you quoted me out of context. I then continued to say that the election is not being held tomorrow and it's going to be held in November and Romney's going to win and I gave the reasons why that's true. And I've seen all over the internet people saying that I predicted Obama was going to win," syndicated columnist Charles Krauthammer said about his prediction that Obama would win the election if it were held last week.  "And the reason why I said it at the time, which was two weeks ago, that Obama would win was not some deep analysis, I did the arithmetic. You take an average of the polls, the national polls, you put that together, that reduces the margin of error because you have a higher numerator and a higher denominator and if you're up by 2%, you're going to win. So that's not analysis, that's just pure math," Krauthammer explained. 

Republicans win in a landslide.

Morris, Dick, a former political adviser to Sen. Trent Lott (R-Miss.) and President Bill Clinton, is the author of "Outrage.", 04/18/12, Real Clear Politics, Undecided Lean to Insurgent, http://www.realclearpolitics.com/articles/2012/04/18/undecided_lean_to_insurgent_113883.html 

With most current presidential polls of likely voters showing 9 percent to 10 percent undecided, the question of where the undecided votes go becomes of paramount importance.  To answer this question, I compared the final Gallup polls with the actual results in every race in which an incumbent president was opposing an insurgent since 1964. This included the Johnson-Goldwater race of 1964, the Nixon-McGovern race of 1972, the Carter-Ford race of 1976, the Reagan-Carter-Anderson race of 1980, the Reagan-Mondale race of 1984, the Clinton-Bush-Perot race of 1992, the Clinton-Dole race of 1996 and the Bush-Kerry race of 2004.   In these races, the undecided vote went heavily for the insurgent and the incumbent lost vote share between the final poll and the election, even when the incumbent was winning the contest easily overall. Six of eight presidents seeking reelection performed worse than the final Gallup poll predicted, while one finished the same (Reagan in 1984) and one gained votes (Bush in 2004). Seven of the nine insurgent candidates did better than the final Gallup survey predicted.  • In 1964, Johnson lost 3 points to Goldwater at the end.  • In 1972, Nixon lost 1 point to a third-party candidate.  • In 1976, there was a 4-point swing to Carter.  • In 1980, there was a 3-point swing to Reagan or Anderson.  • In 1984, there was no change between the final poll and the results.  • In 1992, there was a 1-point shift away from Bush. In that contest, there was also a 5-point swing away from Clinton to Perot at the end.  • In 1996, there was a 5-point swing away from Clinton and to Dole or Perot.  • Only Bush in 2004 ran better in the result than in the final poll, by  2 points.  In other words, of the total of  19 points that shifted between the final poll and the election results, 17 points or 89 percent went to the challenger.  The implications of these findings are that the current polls, while seemingly close, portend a strong Republican victory. The RealClearPolitics.com average of the past eight presidential horse race polls shows Obama with a 47-44 lead over Romney. But among likely voters, in the Rasmussen survey (all others were of either registered voters or adults), the president was running behind Romney by 48-44.  But given the historical fact that the final results are almost always worse for the president and almost never better, we really need to focus on the Obama vote share rather than his lead or lack of one against Romney. If Obama is, indeed, getting 44 percent of the vote, he is likely facing, at least, an 11-point loss. If he is getting 47 percent of the vote, he is looking, at least, at a 6-point defeat. (Given the fact that six of the eight incumbent presidents not only lost the undecided, but finished lower than the pre-election survey predicted, it would be more likely that Obama’s margin of defeat would be greater than even these numbers suggest.)  There are other indications of a Republican landslide in the offing. Party identification has moved a net of eight points toward the GOP since the last election. In Senate races, there are currently eight Democratic-held seats where Republicans are now leading either the Democratic incumbent or the Democratic candidate for the open seat.  The predictions of a close election are all based on polling of registered voters — not likely voters — and fail to account for the shift in votes against the incumbent that has been the norm of the past presidential contests.   

Romeny will win – polls prove

Zak, Michael, a political reporter for Policy Mic, April 2012, Policy Mic, 7 Reasons Why Mitt Romney Will Win the Presidential Election, and 8 Reasons Why Obama Will Lose, http://policymic.com/articles/7981/7-reasons-why-mitt-romney-will-win-the-presidential-election-and-8-reasons-why-obama-will-lose
In assessing the Romney vs. Obama campaign for the presidency, let's step back and look at the big picture. The Republican nominee will win in November, and here's why.  Mitt Romney is currently running about even with Barack Obama in reputable polls. Tied, or even a few points behind in May, is the ideal position for the challenger.  Romney's vote minimum is McCain's 47% — and he will certainly do much better than that. Obama's vote maximum is his previous 53% — and he will certainly do much worse than that.  Here are 7 reasons why Romney will win:   1. Romney has the discipline to stay on message. 2. Romney wants to win more than McCain did in 2008. 3. Romney has better strategists than McCain had in 2008. 4. Romney is not afraid of Obama. 5. Romney has firmed up his support among conservatives more effectively than some had feared. 6. Romney's campaign funding will be better than McCain's was in 2008. 7. The RNC is much stronger than it was in 2008. 8. Republican activists are using the Internet more effectively than they were in 2008
Political Capital High 
Obama PC high – rating at an all-time high

Murray, Mick, deputy political director, 3/3/09, MSNBC, Poll: Obama's rating at all-time high, http://www.msnbc.msn.com/id/29493021/ns/politics-white_house/t/poll-obamas-rating-all-time-high/#.UBcynTFSTrE

WASHINGTON — After Barack Obama's first six weeks as president, the American public's attitudes about the two political parties couldn't be more different, the latest NBC News/Wall Street Journal poll finds. Despite the country's struggling economy and vocal opposition to some of his policies, President Obama's favorability rating is at an all-time high. Two-thirds feel hopeful about his leadership and six in 10 approve of the job he's doing in the White House. "What is amazing here is how much political capital Obama has spent in the first six weeks," said Democratic pollster Peter D. Hart, who conducted this survey with Republican pollster Bill McInturff. "And against that, he stands at the end of this six weeks with as much or more capital in the bank." By comparison, the Republican Party — which resisted Obama's recently passed stimulus plan and has criticized the spending in his budget — finds its favorability at an all-time low. It also receives most of the blame for the current partisanship in Washington and trails the Democrats by nearly 30 percentage points on the question of which party could best lead the nation out of recession. But the poll also shows potential dangers for Obama and the Democrats. For instance, there's a sizable gap between the president's personal popularity and the popularity of his policies. And it contains some hope for Republicans, given the public's concerns about the costs of Obama’s policies and programs. "When does gravity begin for President Obama?" McInturff asked. Obama’s high marks  In the survey, 68 percent have a favorable opinion of the president, including 47 percent whose opinion is "very positive" — both all-time highs for Obama in the poll. Moreover, 67 percent say they feel more hopeful about his leadership and 60 percent approve of his job in the White House. 

Obama’s political capital high – approval ratings show.

Murray, Mick, deputy political director, 3/3/09, MSNBC, Poll: Obama's rating at all-time high, http://www.msnbc.msn.com/id/29493021/ns/politics-white_house/t/poll-obamas-rating-all-time-high/#.UBcynTFSTrE

In the survey, 68 percent have a favorable opinion of the president, including 47 percent whose opinion is "very positive" — both all-time highs for Obama in the poll. Moreover, 67 percent say they feel more hopeful about his leadership and 60 percent approve of his job in the White House. Advertise | AdChoices   Yet the percentage of Americans who are confident that Obama has the right goals and policies for the country — 54 percent — is slightly smaller, suggesting that the president is more popular than his policies are. An example: 57 percent tend to support the stimulus, compared with 34 percent who tend to oppose it. Still, these attitudes about Obama have helped fuel a big jump in the percentage of Americans who believe the U.S. is headed in the right direction, according to the poll. In January’s NBC/Journal poll, 26 percent said the country was on the right track; now 41 percent think that. McInturff attributes this jump to Democrats who have been pleased by Obama’s actions — such as the stimulus’ passage, his announcement that he will close the prison at Guantanamo Bay, and his declaration that most U.S. troops will be out of Iraq by Aug. 2010. “If you’re a Democrat, that’s a pretty good six weeks compared to the last eight years in their mind,” he said. 

Political Capital Low

Obama’s PC low- rating lowest ever.

Lubin, Gus, a political reporter for Business Insider, 09/14/11, Business Insider, Obama's Approval Rating Falls To All Time Low, http://articles.businessinsider.com/2011-09-14/politics/30152938_1_approval-rating-presidency-big-speech
The big speech that was supposed to save Barack Obama's presidency was a flop, according to a new Bloomberg poll.  Obama's approval rating stands at 45 percent, the lowest point of his presidency, with a growing number of independents jumping ship.  62 percent disapprove of his handling of the economy, up 9 in six months.  Only 36 percent approve of his job creation efforts; 30 percent approve of how he's handled the budget deficit; 39 percent approve of how he's handled health care.  These rating all represent lows for his presidency. 

Obama PC low – people don’t like the way he is handling the economy.

Stein, Sam, a political reporter from the Huffington Post, 07/18/12, The Huffington Post, Obama Approval Rating Dragged Down By Economy, New Poll Shows, http://www.huffingtonpost.com/2012/07/18/obama-approval-rating-economy_n_1684611.html
The presidential race is a dead heat, according to the newly released CBS/NYT poll. And for all the attention being paid to the attacks on Mitt Romney's record at Bain Capital and, more subtly, his wealth, the economy still appears to be the overriding factor.  President Barack Obama trails Mitt Romney, 46 percent to 47 percent.  After weeks of bad news for the presumptive Republican nominee, the poll result would seem to be unexpectedly tight. And the most logical explanation for why Obama has failed to open up a national lead seems to rest on the economic polling data.  Romney leads Obama among respondents by a margin of 49 percent to 41 percent on who can best handle the economy and jobs. People who think the economy is getting better dropped from 33 percent in April to 24 percent now -- owed largely to a series of bad jobs reports.  Obama is perceived as the candidate who can best help the middle class, with 52 percent citing the president on that question, including 15 percent of Republicans. But even then, he gets a heaping of blame for not turning the economy around. Almost two-thirds of respondents said the president's policies contributed to the economic downturn. Only 17 percent of respondents said the president's policies on the economy were "improving it now."  The economy, in short, is drowning out the political conversation surrounding Romney's private equity career, at least on the national level. Romney's years at Bain Capital made 14 percent of voters more likely to vote for him and 23 percent less likely to vote for him. A fuller 60 percent of voters said it didn't matter. Romney's wealth made 5 percent of voters more likely to vote for him, 20 percent of voters less likely to vote for him, and didn't matter to 73 percent.  There are some silver linings for the president's re-election campaign. Fifty-two percent of Republican voters said they, like Obama, believe tax cuts should expire for people with incomes of more than $250,000, including 16 percent who think they should expire for all earners. Meanwhile, 46 percent of respondents said the Supreme Court's health care decision was a "good thing," while 41 percent said it was a bad thing. That suggests a growing acceptance that this is the law of the land.

Congress will not be in session during August
(United States Senate __no date, United States Senate, no date, http://www.senate.gov/artandhistory/history/common/generic/News_August_Recess.htm, “The August Recess”)

By tradition and by law, Congress recesses for the month of August. During the Senate's early years, members attempted to adjourn in the spring, before the summer's heat and oppressive humidity overwhelmed them and their small staff. When the Senate moved to its current chamber in 1859, senators were optimistic about its "modern" ventilation system, but they soon found the new system ineffective. Long sessions were plagued by hot and stormy weather. The 1920s brought  "manufactured weather"  to the Senate chamber, but even modern climate control could not cope with the hottest days, forcing 20th-century senators to escape the summer heat. In 1970, finally facing the reality of long sessions, Congress mandated a summer break as part of the Legislative Reorganization Act. Today, the August recess continues to be a regular feature of the Senate schedule--a chance for senators to spend time with family, meet with constituents in their home states, and catch up on summer reading.

Congress will not be in session during August

(Parkinson’s Action Network 12 Parkinson’s Action Network, 2012, http://www.parkinsonsaction.org/news/2012-august-recess-outreach-resources, “2012 August Recess Outreach Resources”)
Congress will be on August Recess, meeting with constituents in their home states, between August 6 and September 7, 2012.  It is critically important for members of the Parkinson’s community to talk to their elected officials about the benefits of an increased investment in biomedical research at the National Institutes of Health (NIH), as well as the potentially devastating impact of funding reductions and/or across-the-board cuts (sequestration) currently set to go into effect in January 2013.  
Congress will not be in session during August

(PPAI Publications 7/24 PPAI Publications, 7/24/12, http://pubs.ppai.org/2012/07/advocate-for-the-industry-during-the-congressional-august-recess-3/, “Advocate For The Industry During The Congressional August Recess”)
The U.S. Congress goes into recess on August 6; legislators spend this time at home in their districts connecting with constituents. Aside from the industry’s trip to Washington, D.C., in the spring as part of PPAI L.E.A.D., this is the single best opportunity to meet with members of Congress and educate them about the power of promotional products and the strength of the industry across the nation.
AT: Congress not in session

We fiat that the plan passes. So either,

1) Congress gets back in session for the passage of our plan. 

Or, 

2) Plan happens once Congress gets back in session. 
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