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 Should Pinellas Democrats

NATIONALIZE or LOCALIZE
  The 2012 Election Cycle?
A wide range of issues are being raised during the consciousness-raising, grassroots-building, solution-seeking exercises Nina Hayden is conducting at various Democratic Clubs throughout the county.

One of the most significant is the question of whether Democrats in Pinellas should nationalize or localize the 2012 election cycle.
Most of us still remember the costly “Vote Local” debacle in 2008, where Pinellas Democrats were unable to unseat any local Republican officeholders, or win any open partisan races, despite Barack Obama decisively topping John McCain in Pinellas by a solid 53-45% margin.
Why weren’t Pinellas Democrats able to benefit from the Obama coattail effect, particularly among the new voters that his victorious “Campaign for Change” so successfully attracted?

It’s because the Florida Democratic Party localized the election, instead of joining the epic nationwide tide of change Obama inspired.

A similar thing happened in 2010.  Republicans nationalized local and statewide races in Florida by demonizing President Obama, Speaker of the House Nancy Pelosi, and their landmark legislative achievements.
Instead of defending Obama and accentuating the benefits that were accruing to middle-class Americans, Democrats tried to localize the 2010 election by attacking a pair of little-known Tallahassee insiders.  The result was an unprecedented across-the-board Republican sweep.
Let’s not make that same mistake.  Nationalize the 2012 election!

Florida Democrats overwhelmingly elected Rod Smith – a charismatic and fiery former state senator, prosecutor and state-wide candidate – to succeed Karen Thurman as Chair of the Florida Democratic Party.
Following a campaign season that was replete with disappointment and defeat, Smith’s election sends a clear signal that Florida Democrats will have the passionate and eloquent leader the Party so desperately needs. 

In his acceptance speech, Smith pledged to increase the Party’s get-out-the-vote operation by building a strong base of grassroots support.  He emphasized his commitment to the Party’s ongoing efforts to raise funds and recruit young candidates.  And he outlined the following priorities: 
· Re-electing President Barack Obama and Sen. Bill Nelson in 2012.

· Ensuring that the process of redrawing new congressional and legislative districts is consistent with the standards contained in the two constitutional amendments that Florida voters approved.

· Finding “the next generation of Democrats and Democratic candidates” to run.
 “Today is the end of our period of mourning,” said the Florida Democratic Party’s newly-elected Chair.  “We have an enormous opportunity to begin the turnaround.  From this day forward, we will no longer be dispirited, dismayed or discouraged!”

Now that a proven campaigner and inspirational leader like Rod Smith is at the helm, Florida Democrats can realistically envision victory in 2012. 
“Obama will be the head of the ticket … “we (GOP) are going to have turnout problems.”
   -- Republican state committeeman Tony DiMatteo  (St Pete Times, 1/16/11)

Since the tea-bagging Republicans insist on calling the Affordable Care Act Obamacare in an effort to persuade the American people that it is a part of a cult of personality, a job killer, a budget buster, a defect maker, an attack on Senior Citizens and a government takeover of the health care industry, it is long past time that we embrace this moniker and start to extol the virtues of ObamaCare.
Few Democrats were entirely happy and thrilled with the end result of the health care debate. Many of us wanted a single payer plan like the one espoused by the Congressman from Ohio -- Dennis Kucinich. Some of us were unhappy with the reductions in funding that applied to the Medicare Advantage program.
Doctors were unhappy that tort reform was not part of the plan, hospice entities were unhappy that they were excluded and of course the giant pharmaceutical companies were unhappy with the controls put on their activities. 

The long and short of it is that there was general agreement that this was not a perfect bill from any perspective. The problem was there were too many conflicting interests in Congress to pass a “perfect” bill.  And the truth of the matter is that it was the best bill that could be approved by both houses of Congress and signed into law by the President. 

In my view, one of the many faults of the bill is that it is implemented over too long a period of time giving the opponents too much time to raise and promote falsehoods about its provisions. When you consider that every Democratic President since Harry Truman (and even Republican Richard Nixon) has attempted to enact health care reform and failed, I guess a few more years won‘t matter.

But now it is time, leading up to the 2012 elections, for us to put aside all our doubts and embrace ObamaCare.  Let’s take on the challenge posed by the opposition party and make the question of health care reform -- and the tax breaks for billionaires -- central themes of the upcoming election cycle. 
Despite the lukewarm support by Democratic candidates for President Obama’s Health Care Reform during the past election cycle, a recent AP/GfK Poll finds opposition to the law is dramatically dropping -- from 47% of those surveyed in November to 41% today.  Democrats are now unifying behind it, so we anticipate the positive response will grow. 

During the primary, candidate Obama paced the stage and thundered “Just words?  Words matter. Words have power”.  He was right, and Republicans have known this for decades.

While talking about casinos, a reporter asked Gov. Scott why he continuously used the word “gaming” instead of the word “gambling”.  Gov. Scott replied “I don’t know.  It was on a talking points paper”.  It’s because words matter.  “Gaming” is fun, friendly, harmless, entertainment.  It is nothing but a friendly card game.  “Gambling” is risky, addictive, and probably immoral.  It involves loan sharks and back alleys.

Certain words create mental images, which create an emotional response, which affects our conscious reasoning.  With FRAMING, emotion-charged words are repeated in groups until they become linked in our sub-conscious.  They define an issue.  They cannot be fought with pure logic.  

“ObamaCare is a socialist program that uses death panels to ration healthcare.  It includes the government takeover of Medicare and the VA.”  This has been repeated to the point that these words have become linked in the sub-conscious of many.  When they hear one of these words, they sub-consciously associate them with the others, even if the others are left unspoken.  That is how NEGATIVE FRAMING works.
The sub-conscious does not differentiate between past, present and future, nor does it differentiate between positive and negative.  That is why good football coaches say “hold on to the ball”, but never say “don’t fumble”.  We can say “ObamaCare is NOT socialist”, but the sub-conscious mind records only “ObamaCare, socialist”.  We should NEVER use the word “ObamaCare”, even in debate.

Since we cannot adopt or use their words, and we cannot use pure logic, and most certainly cannot fight their framing with cold statistics, what are we to do?  We must REFRAME the issue on our terms.  When we hear the word “Obamacare”, we should reply: “Do you mean the Patient’s Rights and Affordable Health Care for America Act?”

“Well, of course we stood up for America and we told the insurance companies that if they sell you health insurance, then they have to pay your medical bills, and they have to cover your children.   And if they sell health insurance to one American then they have to sell health insurance to all Americans.   Did we stand up for the consumer protections that lead to affordable healthcare for all Americans?  Of course we did!”  (We passed the Affordable Care Act by a party line vote.  We cannot run from it, so we might as well brag about it).  We defeat their framing by replacing it with OUR FRAMING.

Just words?   Words matter.   Words have power.   -- PAUL STARR, DEC Campaign Planning Chair

“Strategists say Democrats can win the (health care reform) PR war.  As more people benefit from the provisions already in effect, it will provide Obama and the party with a centerpiece for the 2012 election.” 







---  St Petersburg Times (Jan 20, 2011)   

                           
Ignoring the torrent of phone calls unleashed by Organizing for America urging them not to undo the Affordable Health Care for America Act, Republican legislators in the House voted to repeal the law and roll back the significant basket of benefits it offers.
But instead of passively acquiescing, leading Democrats in Congress are now “gearing up for a major campaign against the GOP’s health care reform repeal effort, in hopes that it will give them another crack at selling the American public on the law,” according to a recent story in the Washington Post.
These Congressional Democrats plan to brand the Republican repeal effort as: “The Patient’s Rights Repeal Act.”

Sounds like a terrific idea.  It’s too bad Democratic leadership both inside and outside Washington didn’t recognize how imperative it was to defend this health care reform legislation, which the Republicans succeeded in pejoratively branding as “ObamaCare”, BEFORE the 2010 election cycle concluded, not after.

By largely staying silent, Democrats on both the federal and state levels allowed their Republican opponents to control the debate by using such pernicious phrases as “job killer” and “government takeover” – a phrase labeled by PolitiFact as the “Lie of the Year”– to describe this landmark health care legislation, rather than emphasizing the benefits that Americans across the socio-economic spectrum would be receiving.
At least Democrats are now standing strong and proudly defending our Party’s major legislative accomplishments, instead of abjectly shrinking when the opposition attacks.  Better late than never! 

Many of us snickered with a sense of superiority when Tea Party protestors were yelling statements like: “Don’t let the government take my Medicare away!” as they disrupted Healthcare Town Hall meetings held during the summer of 2009.

Ho, Ho, Ho, we thought.  Don’t those yahoos know that Medicare IS a government program?  But when the 2010 election results were tallied in Florida, it turned out that the joke was on us.

Although Sen. Bill Nelson tried to shield Florida seniors enrolled in Medicare Advantage plans from the program cuts contained in the soon-to-be-passed Health Care Reform legislation, he was not successful.
Florida seniors remembered.  And in 2010, Democratic candidates paid the price with their lost seats.  Can Democrats regain support among these disaffected seniors?

If so, we’ll have to respond with strength and conviction to the objections being raised by anti-Obama letter-writers like this one:


    “Medicare Advantage Plans Under Assault”


 
  (Published Letter to the Editor by Anti-Obama Activist)
“President Barack Obama is stealthily destroying Medicare Advantage plans.  The mainstream media is shielding him by deliberately underplaying the story.”

“Many of us seniors have chosen the optional Medicare Advantage plans as our Medicare coverage.  These plans give better and less expensive coverage because they use free market competition between insurance companies and accept the limitation of ‘in-plan’ providers.  Most include Medigap and Part D drug coverage.”

“Obama budgeted an increase to them of just 3 percent in 2009 and zero thereafter.  Benefits are accordingly being decreased.  The plans will be dead in a few years.”

“Then we must go back to basic Medicare run by bureaucrats with no competition.  Are you retirees prepared to add the premium costs of Medigap and Plan D drug coverage to your budgets?”

                               --- Ron Rowand, Clearwater (St Petersburg Times, 1/7/2011)

“Generally, the Wall Street Journal publishes opinions that interpret the facts in a framework that lead to a logical conclusion.  We assume the facts are correct and the opinions given are based on a correct presentation of the facts.”

“I like advocacy, but not deception, so let’s get the facts correct concerning the FDA’s ‘Death Panel’ rejection of Avastin for metastatic breast cancer (3BLA 125085 Avastin {bevacizumab} withdraw memo).”

“It is undisputed by the manufacturer that for this specific condition, Avastin does not significantly prolong the lives of the patients tested, measured by overall survival.  Additionally, claims of progression-free survival or patient-reported outcomes, such as quality-of-life, do not stand in light of the data presented.”

“The public has an interest in receiving drugs that work and disposing of, in an orderly fashion, those that do not.  Moreover, those which have unique side effects that may result in death, on top of their ineffective nature, are particularly onerous.  So, the FDA did what is right in withdrawing Avastin for this indication and saved many stricken patients the false hope of a safe, effective treatment.”
“After incorrectly sorting out the effectiveness issue, the attorneys’ second leg of the ‘Death Panel’ argument complains that only the wealthy will be able to afford this unfashionable therapy.  Moreover, the authors contend that after the denial of approval, the government then will deny providing this drug to insured members, because of its cost ($90,000 per patient).”

“Of course, they continue, the denial of any drug is unconstitutional because the government cannot interfere with bodily autonomy or limits choice by imposing an ‘undue burden’ on access to a life-preserving treatment.”

“The authors wish us to believe that their purported ‘life-saving’ treatment works and that the government is wealthy and can afford unproven therapies.”

“Last I heard our government is up-to-the-neck deeply in debt, cannot continue down the path of unlimited medical spending, and that there are no easy solutions to the mounting debt issues.”
           -- Submitted by Stuart Berney,  Tampa, FL

We've come a long way together.  We've had many victories and our share of setbacks. The next few years aren't going to be easy.  It's going to be a fight to stop right-wing Republicans from rolling back progress and forcing gridlock in Congress. We'll need to work harder than ever to accomplish real change and reelect President Obama in 2012. 
We've never sat back and hoped for change, we've always done what it takes to make it happen.  Which is why it's time to discuss the state of our Progressive Movement. 
We must decide together how we can move forward to unite our country for a better future.  The question is still what kind of country do we want to live in?
Republicans often play to the worst impulses in human nature and separate people from each other, scapegoating minority groups and dismantling our community support systems. We have a better answer.
We know what we believe.  We believe in community. We care about our neighbors and we help each other. We can provide a bright future to our children with a quality education and we can provide a secure retirement free from poverty and dependence for our grandparents. And we can accomplish it within a reasonable budget so we don't leave a burden of debt on the next generation. Democrats are responsible and balance budgets. Democrats lift up the community and make sure that everyone has a chance for a future.
We believe in security. We will foster strong partnerships with other nations to ensure the secure and safe prosperity for all. We will reduce our dependence on resources that make us vulnerable to attack. We will use our American ingenuity to strengthen our economy and environment. We won't start wars of choice and then perpetuate them to keep the military contractors in business. We will fund schools and investment in green jobs over funding bombers and missile defense our military doesn't need or even want.
We believe in liberty. We respect every American's right to practice their own religion and to live a life free from bigotry, abuse, and harassment. We will fight discrimination and deliver on the promise of equality for all Americans. We believe that no one, not multinational corporations nor the government, has the right to your personal information to keep tabs on you for profit or unwarranted policing.
We believe in community, security and liberty and we will never back down.  We will fight to live in a country that values those things we hold dear. Whether we are fighting corporate greed or right-wing attacks, we will stand up for what we believe.

That means that we must fight for our values against Republican attempts to dismantle progress we have made.
It will be our mission to make sure Americans know the difference between our values and Republicans -- a choice between strong communities, security and liberty -- or Republican division, greed, and fear.   The state of the Progressive Movement is strong. This is our time to recommit to our work for a better America.
             -- Governor Howard Dean, M.D.         Founder, Democracy for America 

"Last week we saw a white Catholic male Republican judge murdered on his way to greet a Democratic Jewish woman member of Congress, who was his friend. Her life was saved initially by a 20-year-old Mexican-American gay college student, and eventually by a Korean American combat surgeon, and... all this was eulogized by our African-American President. Yes… there is hope!”

The St Petersburg Times recently published a petulant complaint 
about partisan politicians.  In the writer’s misguided view:  “When they (congressmen or congresswomen) compromise with the other party, they act bipartisan but are still motivated by their partisan interests”.

Huh????  Candidates for political office are not the equivalent of generic, off-brand, unlabeled merchandise.  Each one carries a party label – Democrat, Republican or Independent.  Those party labels are in essence a branding device.  They define, or should define, the core beliefs of a candidate as well as the party they represent.

 
The idealistic notion …“We don’t need partisan or bipartisan.  We need nonpartisan” … undermines the entire premise of representative government.  Political parties should give voters a clear choice between competing positions and philosophies.
If lines are blurred, do we then just choose the prettiest candidate? The wealthiest?  The one who advertises the most?  What precisely is wrong with choosing the candidate that best represents our views?  It’s called partisanship!  Democrats need to have more of it, not less.  

"Between the year 2000 and 2006, insurance premiums in this country doubled, health insurance company profits quadrupled, and this (Republican-dominated) Congress did nothing.”  -- Congressman Chris Van Hollen (D-MD) 
   

In “Citizens United”, the U.S. Supreme Court ruled laws prohibiting corporations and unions from spending their general funds on campaign ads were an unconstitutional violation of their First Amendment rights.

By extending First Amendment protection to political fund-raising and spending, the Roberts Court effectively ended the post-Watergate era of Campaign Finance Reform that peaked with the passage in 2002 of the McCain-Feingold Act.

  Among the rules McCain-Feingold established were: prohibiting national party committees from accepting huge “soft-money” donations; and barring corporations and unions from airing powerful, issue-based “electioneering communications” ads in close proximity to Election Day.

Now, virtually all of these limitations have been struck down.  And the few that remain tend not be enforced by the FEC (Federal Election Commission) which, in the view of a noted Politico.com commentator, “has been gripped by partisan deadlock”.

Can Democrats effectively compete now against the flood of dollars corporate interests are legally entitled to pour into the political process?

Surprisingly, the answer is Yes, according to an article published by Brookings Institute senior fellow Thomas E. Mann.

Mann believes legislative measures may be too difficult to enact.  That was the case with a bill sponsored by Rep. Chris Van Hollen (D-MD) that passed the Pelosi-led House last session but failed in the Senate.

“A more promising strategy,” Mann wrote, “is to fashion policy to encourage the proliferation of small donors to balance the political spending by corporations.”

That’s what happened in 2008, when Obama’s victorious campaign rejected public financing with its attendant limitations (limitations that hobbled the Kerry campaign in 2004), and instead relied on the record-shattering fund-raising efforts of its nationwide network of small donors as well as its vast army of grassroots volunteers, rather than the deep-pocketed insiders who traditionally fund political parties and campaigns.

 By focusing on small donors, the additional payoff is anyone who willingly “invests” their dollars to support a political party or candidate is more likely to invest their time and energy to be a grassroots volunteer!   

   

“After 12 years of Republican governors and a Republican-controlled Legislature, do we really believe that removing the remaining regulations will turn this state around?”

“When corporations cannot be sued or regulated, the individual citizen will regret the foolish choice of a governor whose company was caught by regulations in a massive fraud against taxpayers.”     --  By Paul W Hitchens  (St Petersburg Times, 1/8/2011)
   

 “(Governor) Rick Scott has shown his lack of knowledge by advocating that the jobless who receive unemployment insurance benefits do community service.” 
“Scott confuses unemployment insurance benefits with court-ordered community service. Unemployment insurance is called "insurance" for a reason: Both the employer and employee pay into this fund for those who become jobless through no fault of their own.” 

“This insurance benefit is intended to be a temporary financial safety net until the jobless can find new employment. With one job presently available for every 5 jobless seeking work, and unemployment over 9 % nationally, benefits have rightly been extended by our government.” 

“Scott seeking the jobless to do community service wrongly equates them to those convicted of a crime. Our governor should realize that the only crime that was committed was by Wall St. and the banks that caused the financial meltdown and the current massive unemployment in our country.”    -- Frank Lupo  (SPT 12/30/10)
 


      
       

There will be an Election for 2011-2012 Officers and Directors at our February meeting.  Please consider becoming an active leader of our club by volunteering to serve.  Volunteers are needed for all positions.  Your attendance is necessary to insure a quorum for the election.   -- Jack Killingsworth, President  (595-7878)   (596-1990 mobile)

Nina Hayden, a former State Senate candidate and School Board member, will conduct a Membership Seminar on proposed solutions to election problems identified at previous meetings.  Your input to this effort will be forwarded to the local and state Party Chairs.
FEBRUARY 2011  - 11 pgs -- Written & Edited by HAL  ALTERMAN 

















Meeting the Fund-Raising Challenge


     That “Citizens United” Poses 























  














Branding Effort 6 Months Too Late


   























  











  Most Promising 2012 Prognostication


   























  











Florida Democratic Chair Rod Smith


      Outlines His Top Priorities


   























  











   Health Care Opposition Diminishing











  Why We Should Not Talk About “ObamaCare”


- By PAUL STARR, DEC Campaign Planning Committee Chair  

















  














  Next Meeting:  Wednesday, Feb. 2, 2011 


   	      Guest Speaker:  NINA HAYDEN


 Pinellas DEC Headquarters -- 2250 1st Ave N,  St Petersburg


  		     Pizza at 6:30 pm --  Meeting begins at 7 pm








    “Medicare Advantage” Defenders


Pose Challenge to Florida Democrats








A Few Words in Defense of Partisanship


   























  











 “Citizens at Risk”  -- LTE by PAUL W HITCHENS














   CLUB ANNOUNCEMENTS – Election of Officers


	








 TIME TO EMBRACE OBAMACARE !!!


    -- By Former Club President Jim Donelon 

















  











 Democrats Stand Strong in Defending


   Health Care Reform against Repeal























  














         “Jobless Entitled To Benefits”


 -- LTE by Noted Pinellas Democratic Activist FRANK LUPO














    “Death Panels Come Back To Life”


Letter to Wall St Journal by Tampa Activist Stuart Berney








Fitting Tribute to Dr Martin Luther King


    -- Contributed by Lifelong Democratic Activist Marsha Vose























  











 The State of the Progressive Movement


 by Democracy for America Founder Howard Dean 











 Democrats Now More Aggressive


In Defense of Health Care Reform


   























  

















