
Dear John, Fuck off.  Sincerely, US
Posted by Matej - 27-03-2008 20:35
_____________________________________

I actually don't have anything else to say at the moment, but I just wanted to start (what I think) is the first US Election
2008 thread in the new digs.

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Inca - 27-03-2008 21:12
_____________________________________

I just keep liking Hillary less and less...her speech on the economy was branded like one of Bush's speeches--with her
standing in front of a repeated slogan:



http://d.yimg.com/us.yimg.com/p/ap/20080327/capt.5a822cec1c2446a49a6fa6db49e7f154.clinton_2008_nccd101.jpg?x=
400&y=222&sig=r1_OCJ2t5b4ghDcxUX2o2g--



I just find stuff like that really creepy.

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by toro toro - 27-03-2008 21:13
_____________________________________

What a great, great photo.

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Villain - 27-03-2008 21:46
_____________________________________

Given the porky she got caught out telling about being under sniper fire maybe she's talking about the last fishing trip she
was on.

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Nathan Helena Handcart - 27-03-2008 22:04
_____________________________________

Magnificent picture.

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Ginger Yellow - 27-03-2008 22:10
_____________________________________

She looks like the head of Richard Nixon when he got Bender's body

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Inca - 01-04-2008 23:25
_____________________________________

Hillary advisor Harold Ickes spoke with TPM.



In an interview with me this morning, senior Hillary adviser Harold Ickes confirmed that Reverend Jeremiah Wright is a
key topic in discussions with uncommitted super-delegates over whether Obama is electable in a general election.
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The comments from Ickes, who is Hillary's chief delegate hunter, are to my knowledge the first on-the-record
confirmation from a Hillary adviser that the Wright controversy is a subject in conversations between the Hillary campaign
and the super-delegates her advisers are trying to win over to Hillary's side.



In the wide-ranging interview, Ickes also:



* Said that it was possible that Hillary forces on the convention credentials committee could bring a so-called "minority
report" to a full convention vote, though he also said that this is something Hillary doesn't want to happen



* Confirmed that the Hillary campaign could still try to woo super-dels even if she lost the popular vote, with Michigan and
Florida counted



* Said that there was no risk of Hillary's efforts "tearing the party apart," described the current campaign as "genteel," and
dismissed those worrying about the damage the campaign could do to the party as "hand-wringers"



The bit about the campaign being genteel makes me think there's an implication of "you wouldn't want to see us get dirty"
behind it.

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Ginger Yellow - 02-04-2008 09:11
_____________________________________

To be fair, this campaign has been pretty mild by historical standards. And I don't really object to Clinton staying in the
race, even at this stage. What I object to is using tactics that will hurt both Obama and Clinton in the general - praising
McCain's experience to denigrate Obama, echoing Republican narratives of "latte drinking liberal elites" and so on.

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Antonio Gramsci - 02-04-2008 11:50
_____________________________________

I also think that HRC is getting a very hard ride about staying in the race for no good reason.  She still has a serious
chance of beating Obama in the popular vote.  As long as she does that, she would have a good case to make to the
superdelegates, who might then vote her in.  No one could say that superdelegates "stole" a victory from Obama in that
case; or at least, it would be equally the case that an Obama win would be "stealing" victory from HRC and a majority of
Democratic voters.



Obama has out-organized Hillary.  But Texas and Ohio show that he hasn't really been able to out-campaign her.  He is,
in one memorable phrase, a winner who can't quite win



Why should she quit?  I'm not sure I would, in her position.

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Ginger Yellow - 02-04-2008 12:08
_____________________________________

"She still has a serious chance of beating Obama in the popular vote. "



Like bollocks she does. Obama has a lead of nearly 200 delegates and there are only just over 200 elected delegates left.

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Antonio Gramsci - 02-04-2008 12:35
_____________________________________

erm..popular vote, not delegate count.

============================================================================
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Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Hieronymus Bosch - 02-04-2008 12:53
_____________________________________

How far behind him is she in the popular vote?

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Ginger Yellow - 02-04-2008 13:01
_____________________________________

Even then it's really unlikely. Obama's leading by 750,000 or so, and the only big state left is Pennsylvania. Clinton will
win that, it's true, but she'd need a crushing (ie 75/25) victory there and dead heats everywhere else to win. Most of the
other states look like Obama-leaners.

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Gyuri - 02-04-2008 13:10
_____________________________________

Even then it's really unlikely. Obama's leading by 750,000 or so, and the only big state left is Pennsylvania. Clinton will
win that, it's true, but she'd need a crushing (ie 75/25) victory there and dead heats everywhere else to win. Most of the
other states look like Obama-leaners. I think that's right.  There are risks, though, as the latest polls in KY and WV have
Clinton up by 20+ percent.  It wouldn't be surprising if those states went to Clinton, but the current polling margins are
higher than I would've thought.  The real surprise for me was Indiana, in which yesterday's poll had Clinton with a
statistically significant lead. All that being said, so far in this primary season, Obama has been able to eat substantially at
Clinton's early polling lead once he starts campaigning in the relevant state.



The biggest risk to Obama winning the popular vote is the chance that the DNC will cave in to pressure from Florida and
Michigan to seat their delegations.  If the beauty contests there became legitimated, then the popular vote totals in those
states would narrow the current gap substantially (Obama's name wasn't even on the ballot in MI).

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Antonio Gramsci - 02-04-2008 13:10
_____________________________________

Puerto Rico isn't necessarily pro-Obama, GY.  And they have a full primary and high turn-out rates.



Jay Cost and Sean Oxendine have both written about this on Real Clear Politics recently.

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by The Chubby Cyclist - 02-04-2008 13:13
_____________________________________

Real Clear Politics has a track of the popular vote, in all kinds of forms. Excluding Florida and Michigan; including Florida
but not Michigan, and including both; and also with, and without, various states which haven't officially announced tallies.



http://www.realclearpolitics.com/epolls/2008/president/democratic_vote_count.html



Only with Michigan included where Obama wasn't even on the ballot could Hillary win the popular vote.

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Antonio Gramsci - 02-04-2008 13:13
_____________________________________
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All that being said, so far in this primary season, Obama has been able to eat substantially at Clinton's early polling lead
once he starts campaigning in the relevant state.



This was true through to about the Potomac primaries.  The Texas and Ohio polls were pretty much dead on.

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Antonio Gramsci - 02-04-2008 13:14
_____________________________________

Chubby, man, that's three times today.  This is getting ridiculous.

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Ginger Yellow - 02-04-2008 13:25
_____________________________________

Dean's made it pretty clear that Michigan and Florida shouldn't be seated, and quite right too (a revote is another matter).
The credentials committee leans the same way, from what I understand. Hopefully this fiasco will mean a complete
overhaul of the primary process next time around (returning a sitting president would be a perfect time to do it, as well) to
get rid of this ridiculous me-first nonsense.

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Gyuri - 02-04-2008 13:38
_____________________________________

She still has a serious chance of beating Obama in the popular vote. As long as she does that, she would have a good
case to make to the superdelegates, who might then vote her in. No one could say that superdelegates "stole" a victory
from Obama in that case; or at least, it would be equally the case that an Obama win would be "stealing" victory from
HRC and a majority of Democratic voters.I, honestly, don't understand the focus on the popular vote rather than pledged
delegates. The Democratic Party nominee has always been chosen based on who has the most delegates, and
candidates have always campaigned to win the most delegates, not for the popular vote (in the machine-politics days,
which were not too long ago, many states didn't even have meaningfully contested primaries, because the nomination
was decided by who could swing the state politicians who controlled that state's delegations).  



In the current system, pledged delegates are selected by proportional representation from state districts, and both
candidates tend to focus their campaigns on the districts that would provide them with the most  pledged delegates. The
candidates have campaigned so as to maximize the pledged delegates and not the popular vote.  If the popular vote was
the key, you would see vastly different campaigns with, I would expect, different results.



AG, I think you're just saying that a popular vote lead would give Clinton a plausible argument with superdelegates, but
the argument that going with the pledged delegate leader and not the popular vote leader is "stealing" the election is
really just a cynical argument that the rules themselves don't matter.  It would be like arguing after the NBA season that
the true champion is the regular season points leader and not the winner of the playoffs.   It may be a better way of
crowning a champion, but it's not what the teams were trying to do.  If the teams were trying to maximize points, they
would have had different strategies during the regular season and the outcome may have been different.



Obama has out-organized Hillary. But Texas and Ohio show that he hasn't really been able to out-campaign her. I guess
it depends on what you mean by "out-campaign" her.  A month before the Ohio primary, Clinton was up over 20 percent
in the polls, and she eventually won by only 10 percent in the primary.  The pre-February polls at Real Clear Politics
show Clinton's huge early lead. You can see that before February, Clinton was up substantially.  This would seem to be a
case where once the actual Ohio campaign started, Obama made real progress, and real progress, in a proportional rep
state, means a real gain in pledged delegates even if he did not win the primary.  



My apologies for being contentious so early in my non-lurking OTF life.  I'm generally a pretty friendly guy, but, living in
DC, this primary campaign has driven me a bit batty.

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
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Posted by ursus arctos - 02-04-2008 13:39
_____________________________________

Indeed.



Gramsci, I'm not at all sure that the effect that Gyuri notes has been eliminated.  The Pennsylvania polling is all over the
place, but some recent polls have what was once a 20 point lead for HRC down to single digits.  And we still have three
weeks to go.

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by ursus arctos - 02-04-2008 13:41
_____________________________________

And by the way, an extra hearty welcome to Gyuri, who I just realised is an long-standing "real world" friend.

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Antonio Gramsci - 02-04-2008 13:45
_____________________________________

No, hang on, that's not right, though.  His lead without Michigan and Flordia  is a little over 700K; his lead with Michigan
and Florida included  is under 30K.  Polls being what they are, there is almost no way Obama will win the popular vote if
you include those states.



Still, even if you exclude those states - assume she wins PA by 10-15 points.  That's about 250K votes.  Assumes she
wins Puerto Rico by 20 points - that's another 200-250K votes.  Now Obama's margin would be down to a quarter of a
million votes.  It would still be a struggle for her to pick up the remainder from the other smaller states, but she looks
good for wins in Kentucky and West Virginia, so it's not impossible at all.

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Gyuri - 02-04-2008 13:47
_____________________________________

Thanks for the OTF-world welcome, UA.  After months of unsuccessfully trying to register on old-OTF, the one real
benefit of new OTF is that I can actually do more than lurk for hours on end.

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Antonio Gramsci - 02-04-2008 13:50
_____________________________________

AG, I think you're just saying that a popular vote lead would give Clinton a plausible argument with superdelegates, but
the argument that going with the pledged delegate leader and not the popular vote leader is "stealing" the election is
really just a cynical argument that the rules themselves don't matter



Well, OK, but there's nothing in the rules that says superdelegates have to vote for the person who won the elected
delegate count, either.  They're supposed to have the freedom to vote for whomever they think would make the best
candidate.  If Obama were to win both the delegate count and the popular vote, he can make the strong case that he is
"the choice of the party" and superdelegates should vote for him on that basis, regardless of what they think of him
personally.  If Hillary nicks in and wins the popular vote, that argument goes out the window.  Superdelegates are
effectively  "released" to vote how they want.  



They might still deliver the convention to Obama, of course, but it would be for different reasons.

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Ginger Yellow - 02-04-2008 13:59
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_____________________________________

"his lead with Michigan and Florida included is under 30K. Polls being what they are, there is almost no way Obama will
win the popular vote if you include those states."



He wasn't even on the ballot in those states. It's absurd to include them.

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Gyuri - 02-04-2008 14:00
_____________________________________

Well, OK, but there's nothing in the rules that says superdelegates have to vote for the person who won the elected
delegate count, either. They're supposed to have the freedom to vote for whomever they think would make the best
candidate.



Well, they can vote for whomever they want for whatever reasons they want, regardless if they think s/he would make the
best presidential candidate.  They can vote for Obama based purely on his sandwich-making ability if they so choose, or,
less ridiculously, if they think he would have better coattails in their state or district even if they think s/he'd lose the
presidential election.



While Clinton nicking the popular vote would give them cover to choose her, claiming that a slight popular vote win
makes her the "choice off the party" requires ignoring how the primaries/caucuses were set up and how they were
contested. Or at least I think so. I believe that campaigning strategies and tactics have a real effect on outcomes (which
is why I think that viewing the MI and FL results as representative of anything meaningful is nuts).

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Antonio Gramsci - 02-04-2008 14:12
_____________________________________

I don't think winning the popular vote on its own makes anyone vote for her.  I think winning the popular vote means that
superdelegates can't just say "Obama's the choice of the people, let's all vote for him".  What it does is keep the
superdelegates in play.  As long as they are in play, Obama can't win until Denver, and - who knows - things might
change by then.  



Agreed on MI and FL.

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by The Chubby Cyclist - 02-04-2008 14:17
_____________________________________

If Obama is leading on delegates and popular vote, then there's almost no democratic case that can be made by Hillary
to the superdelegates; only a realpolitik one about her being the better candidate. As soon as Hillary has any leverage -
even if it's popular vote including Fla and Mich - then she will be able to create a democratic case, even if we think it a
completely uncompelling one.

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Gyuri - 02-04-2008 14:17
_____________________________________

AG, I completely agree that Clinton winning the popular vote will make it more difficult for the superdelegates.  I don't
think it will go until Denver, though. Dean, Reid and Pelosi have already made it clear that they think the superdelegates
should decide by July 1, and, as the three key members of the Dem leadership, I think they will be able to force a
superdelegate decision (maybe through a "superdelegate primary") before Denver.  Of course, I'm probably just being
uncharacteristically optimistic.

============================================================================
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Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Antonio Gramsci - 02-04-2008 14:27
_____________________________________

Yeah, Gyuri, thats all I was saying.  Sorry if I was unclear.



If Obama wins the popular vote, I think it will be over in June - no reason to wait more than a day or two after Puerto Rico
votes.  



But if Hillary wins it, I can't see how Pelosi et al are going to make that July 1 thing stick.  Superdelegates will take their
sweet time making up their minds (and extracting favours in return)

and there's not a damn thing the DNC can do about it.

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Ginger Yellow - 02-04-2008 14:28
_____________________________________

It's not just "uncompelling", though. It's insulting. MI and FL broke the rules set by the party establishment, which is why
they won't be seated. That very same party establishment makes up the superdelegates.

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Gyuri - 02-04-2008 14:38
_____________________________________

AG, I think I mistook your argument for what the Clinton campaign's position would be for an argument validating that
position as the correct one.  I've spent so much time arguing about this with friends of mine who work on the Clinton
campaign (or are friendly with those who do), that it gets my ears pinned back immediately.



I think that Pelosi and Reid have quite a bit of leverage over the elected superdelegates (campaign money, committee
positions, scheduling of legislation, etc.) to push them to make a decision before Denver.  I have no idea whether Dean's
position as head of the DNC gives him any useful leverage over the un-elected superdelegates, though.

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by ad hoc - 02-04-2008 14:54
_____________________________________

Welcome Gyuri.  Good to have an OTFer with a Hungarian user name.

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Gyuri - 02-04-2008 15:09
_____________________________________

Thanks, ad hoc.  I've no Hungarian blood (though my mother's long-time boyfriend's last name is Magyar), but had
recently read Under the Frog when I first tried to register for old OTF a while back and one of the protagonist's names
stuck with me.

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by toro toro toro toro - 02-04-2008 15:10
_____________________________________

PA seems to be tightening quite rapidly. The latest polls have her by 12-9%, apart from one outlier which has him by two.

============================================================================
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Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by ursus arctos - 02-04-2008 15:23
_____________________________________

It's even tighter than that, the Real Clear Politics poll average is now only 6 points (though it is fair to point out that
Obama was within single digits before the Wright stuff started to dominate the news cycle).



I think that the firm that has Obama ahead by 2 points has methodology issues; their immediately prior poll had him
behind by 26 points.

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Antonio Gramsci - 02-04-2008 15:28
_____________________________________

I worked this out on the last Board...if memory serves, SurveyUSA has been consistently the most accurate of the survey
firms this election cycle as far as Dem primaries go.  Their weekend poll gave HRC a 12-point lead.

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by ursus arctos - 02-04-2008 15:33
_____________________________________

Down from 19 points in their own immediately preceeding poll; thus providing excellent support for the effect that Gyuri
noted (and you questioned).

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by toro toro toro toro - 02-04-2008 16:05
_____________________________________

I heart Bill Richardson;



Carville and others say that I owe President Clinton's wife my endorsement because he gave me two jobs. Would
someone who worked for Carville then owe his wife, Mary Matalin, similar loyalty in her professional pursuits? Do the
people now attacking me recall that I ran for president, albeit unsuccessfully, against Sen. Clinton? Was that also an act
of disloyalty? 




============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Pan Tau - 02-04-2008 16:46
_____________________________________

My apologies for being contentious so early in my non-lurking OTF life. I'm generally a pretty friendly guy, but, living in
DC, this primary campaign has driven me a bit batty.



No need to apologise at all, Gyuri. I thought your posts on this thread were well argued and of great interest. OTF at its
best kinda stuff. 



And welcome, of course.

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Gyuri - 02-04-2008 17:06
_____________________________________
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Thanks, G-Man (I hope I've kept up with the name switching and got that right).  It's always a bit difficult to figure out the
right tenor for online posting. I think this is especially true for me here, as I've been lurking on this site since UA
mentioned it to me in 2002 (I had just moved to Germany, and was trying to find a place to help me get up-to-speed on
football in Europe).  As a result, I already have a partly formed conception of many OTFers online personalities and
would instinctively post with a sense of familiarity (or ease) that couldn't match everyone's (lack of) familiarity with my
newbie self.   I planned to slowly dip my toe in the water here as I would were I meeting new people in person, and that
earlier post was a bit more contentious than a get-to-know you conversation would normally be.



To return a bit to the topic, Richardson's endorsement apparently drove the Clintons   around the bend.

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Coffy - 02-04-2008 17:20
_____________________________________

Gyuri, are you from Philadelphia?



And to return to the topic, is Hillary still going after delegated already pledged to other candidates?  That's really
disturbing.

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Gyuri - 02-04-2008 17:26
_____________________________________

Coffy,



I've always answered the Philly question with a yes, though in reality I moved from there to S. Florida when I was 10 (but
really, who wants to admit they're from Ft. Lauderdale?).  I've always maintained my childhood sports rooting interest,
though, and still pop up from DC from time-to-time to catch games.



I think Hillary's plan is to go after pledged delegates at the convention, though, if it gets that far, Obama would be doing
the same thing. I think the purpose of her people mentioning pledged delegate switching now is to try and continue to
cast doubt on Obama's inevitability.  Basically, this strategy is what Josh Marshall has called the "fog of nonsense".

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Antonio Gramsci - 03-04-2008 08:26
_____________________________________

A useful historical reality-check on the "Hillary Should Quit" movement

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Gyuri - 03-04-2008 13:51
_____________________________________

This line from the article is fairly amusing:

The fact is that, until now, candidates have rarely, if ever, faced such a concerted movement (featuring prominent names,
such as Bill Richardson, and a column in Slate titled "The Hillary Deathwatch"), urging them to drop out before their rival
has clinched the nomination. It is amusing because I'm positive that supporters for the leading candidate have always
suggested that the other candidate drop out (see McCain/Huckabee as far back as six weeks ago); it's not as if
prominent unaffiliated political figures have suggested Clinton drop out.  It's also amusing because it cites a Slate feature
that is trying to gauge when she'll drop out as evidence of a "concerted movement".  First, there is no "concert" between
Obama's campaign and Slate.  Second, Slate is not close to a major national opinion-setter. Third, it's a web magazine
without historical precedence in any of the cited races. Finally, the Slate feature isn't suggesting she drop out, just trying
to determine when/if she will.



As for the substance of the article.  What the article refers to as pressure to drive Clinton out is really two distinct
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phenomena.  The main request is that she stop driving up Obama's negatives with divisive personal attacks and stop
saying that McCain is a better qualified candidate than Obama. This isn't a request to drop out, and it has some actual
party support. The second motivation is that she should drop out so the party can begin to unite and fight against
McCain. Outside of Obama supporters who had been suggesting she drop out (though Obama hasn't, and his supporters
have stopped this), the unity plea is not so much that Clinton should drop out, but that superdelegates should decide this
thing after the primaries, but well before the convention (see Pelosi, Reid and Dean).  



The suggestion that superdelegates should decide this before the convention (which is the real ground that Clinton is
fighting against; the claims of victimization against dropping out are mainly a fundraising tactic) can't be compared to the
cited historical record, because superdelegates did not exist in any of the cited races other than 1988 (in fact, they came
into being partly as a result of the inability of the party to decide on a nominee pre-convention in 1980), and 1988 is really
a terrible analogy. By this stage in the process, there was no question that Dukakis was going to win, and there was
widespread acknowledgment that Jackson was staying in to try and ensure that the party platform paid attention to
African-American issues.  In other words, Jackson's goal wasn't to win the nomination, so he didn't spend the campaign
driving up Dukakis's negatives, and so people didn't call for a quick end because his remaining in had no real detrimental
effect to the party.



My personal opinion is that Clinton should quit, but that's only because I don't want her to be president (for a whole host
of reasons, most of which derive from my belief that she will be far too hawkish), and I would have preferred she quit six
months ago.

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by linus - 04-04-2008 21:06
_____________________________________

The clintons have finally released their taxes. They made $109,000,000 in the last 7 years, mostly on the talk circuit.



I love it when Hillary turns on her fake folksy scrappy side, the one that won her Ohio.

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by ursus arctos - 07-04-2008 13:15
_____________________________________

I'm somewhat surprised that that didn't get more play over the weekend.  From this distance it seemed to be around for a
single news cycle and then pretty much disappear.  If I was a newspaper editor, I would have sent a hack around to get
some quotes from the numerous small businesses the campaign has been stiffing on bills lately.



And now HRC has maybe, sort of, thrown Mark Penn under the bus, a bit.  



Do those closer to the situation think that either of these developments is going to have any lasting impact on the race?

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Hieronymus Bosch - 07-04-2008 13:55
_____________________________________

The clintons have finally released their taxes. They made $109,000,000 in the last 7 years, mostly on the talk circuit.



Fuck me!

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Gangster Octopus - 07-04-2008 13:56
_____________________________________

So we now know your price...

============================================================================
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Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Gyuri - 07-04-2008 14:35
_____________________________________

Do those closer to the situation think that either of these developments is going to have any lasting impact on the race?I
don't think Penn's leaving is going to have any real effect on the race, mainly because it seems that his strategic
influence has waned a bit over the past couple of weeks as Clinton has cut back the negativity of her campaign (of
course, the week before PA this is likely to change, but that would likely be true regardless of Penn's influence). Also, it's
not like his leaving the campaign altogether (he's still doing polling) and he and the Clintons are close enough, that I
expect his voice will still be heard. 



As for releasing the taxes, I'm not sure the entire story is dead.  I think there's going to be some chasing down of sources
of income for the early portion of this week.  I don't think that the $109mm number is going to have any real staying
power as a news story, although it may have an effect with some lower-income voters.

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by linus - 09-04-2008 04:29
_____________________________________

The weasels did release their tax info on a late Friday afternoon, timed for minimal impact and bundled with the Penn
dump. 



I think the Penn fiasco will have some impact, it will provide more substance for the labor unions who are backing Obama.



In any case, HRC's lead in PA is now down to 5%-7% after it was about three times larger last month, while Obama is
opening up a huge lead in Carolina. It looks like Obama might actually increase his delegate lead in the last leg.
Obama's lead in the overall nationwide democrat polls is now around 6%-7%, much larger than it was last month.



Quote from AG's linked article:

But a larger factor is that Clinton is being held to a different standard than virtually any other candidate in history.



The author loses all credibility here, that's total BS. The Bosnia episode alone would have sunk most candidates. He's
sounding like Clinton appologist Geraldine Ferraro, who has been pimped on Fox to rally Archie Bunker types with the
victimization/reverse racial discrimination shtick (the implied premise is that the media is favoring Obama because he's
black and ravaging HRC because she's a white woman...) Fox BTW has been remarkably supportive of Hillary, and their
motives there are quite transparent...

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Gyuri - 09-04-2008 04:45
_____________________________________

Linus,



Oddly, the latest Survey USA poll of PA has Clinton up by 18.



This is a significant outlier from the most recent polls, but SUSA has been one of the most accurate pollsters in this cycle
so it's hard to dismiss. 



I still think Obama will lose PA by about 10-12%, and hope the recent closer polling doesn't set unrealistic expectations
for him.

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by linus - 09-04-2008 16:47
_____________________________________

Losing PA won't make a difference in the actual delegate count, because Obama would nearly recoup that deficit in NC
where he's running 15-20 pts ahead and come out ahead if you add the other states. Obama could deal her a knockout
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blow if he actually wins in PA but I doubt that will happen.

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Nathan Helena Handcart - 09-04-2008 16:53
_____________________________________

I presume Hillary's method is simply that if she can win biggish in Pennslyvania, on the back of winning Ohio, she creates
the idea that she is the most unifying of the two candidates left - if Obama can't win there, then he runs the risk that he
can't win the GE. Then, as the convention approaches, she relies superdelegates to swing to her as the candidate to
beat McCain, and leapfrog Obama in the run up to or at the Convention.



I can't see what else she can do. Even if it, by implication, says the dems can only win by having the votes of white-collar
racists in the north and mid-west, and that she's the woman to appeal to them. Nice lady.



And if it is, she is a vile, vile, self-satisfied arrogant shithead, and it says so, so much about the Dems that she has got to
this stage of her life having been so prominent with her vile husband in the party.

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Gyuri - 09-04-2008 19:43
_____________________________________

Losing PA won't make a difference in the actual delegate count, because Obama would nearly recoup that deficit in NC
where he's running 15-20 pts ahead and come out ahead if you add the other states. Obama could deal her a knockout
blow if he actually wins in PA but I doubt that will happen. Linus, I agree that PA is unlikely to really affect Obama's odds
of winning the pledged delegate count, but, as AG has discussed, an 18 point win in the popular vote would damage
Obama's case with the superdelegates (though, for reasons I mentioned up-thread, it shouldn't).  If Clinton wins PA by
the same amount Obama wins NC, it's still a large win for Clinton (PA has a much larger population and many more
delegates). This is why I'd be worried for Obama if the SUSA poll is accurate.



I'm not sure that adding in the other states really helps Obama.  Other than PA and NC, the remaining states are:



Guam--4 pledged delegates, likely to be split.



Indiana--72 pl delegates, Clinton currently up in polls by between 5 and 10 pts.



W. VA--28 pl delegates, Clinton up in polls by 20+



Kentucky--51 pl delegates, Clinton up in polls by 25+



Oregon--52 pl delegates, Obama likely win, probably around 10%



Puerto Rico--55 pl delegates, Clinton likely win, but not clear how bi.



Montana--16 pl delegates, Obama slight win



S. Dakota--15 pl delegates, Obama slight win



I don't think Obama is in real trouble, but a 15+ win by Clinton in PA will make this close enough that it is unlikely to end
early.



NHH wrote:

I presume Hillary's method is simply that if she can win biggish in Pennslyvania, on the back of winning Ohio, she creates
the idea that she is the most unifying of the two candidates left - if Obama can't win there, then he runs the risk that he
can't win the GE. I think this is Clinton's plan, though it's predicated on some questionable assumptions (e.g., that
primary success in a state correlates with GE success; that Obama can't put together a winning coalition with non-
traditional Dem states, etc.).

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
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Posted by Max Payne - 09-04-2008 20:43
_____________________________________

Tou know that saying 'Better the devil you know'. I hope Obama doesn't get it. Not only would he probably be a bullet
magnet but on a personal level the guy just gives me the creeps.

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Gyuri - 09-04-2008 21:04
_____________________________________

Max,



What about Obama gives you the creeps?

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Bryan - 09-04-2008 21:22
_____________________________________

He uses the word "folks".

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Inca - 09-04-2008 21:24
_____________________________________

Sure you don't mean "folk"?  That's quite common among African Americans.

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Jimski - 09-04-2008 21:29
_____________________________________

If Clinton did win the nomination (say), what would the various US OTFers do? Hold their nose and vote for her? Third
party? Abstain? (Just curious.)

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by ursus arctos - 09-04-2008 21:33
_____________________________________

I would hold my nose and vote for her in a heartbeat.

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Gyuri - 09-04-2008 21:37
_____________________________________

He uses the word "folks"."Folks" is/was pretty common in most places I've lived, as a type of informal word for second
person plural (as in "these folks sure do like bowling"), or for one's parents (as in "my folks").  Similar to "folksy", which
generally means unpretentious or affable.



Not all that similar to referring to the "folk" or "Volk", and, at least in the US, not particularly creepy. Certainly less creepy
than McCain referring to everyone as "my friends".

============================================================================
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Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Gyuri - 09-04-2008 21:42
_____________________________________

If Clinton did win the nomination (say), what would the various US OTFers do? Hold their nose and vote for her? Third
party? Abstain? (Just curious.)Like UA, I'd most likely vote for her, but with little joy.  My choice between McCain and
Clinton would most likely come down to Supreme Court appointments, as I have no faith in Clinton having a less hawkish
foreign policy than McCain, and think she'd throw overboard any part of the left coalition if she thought it would help her
win re-election in 2012



If McCain had a reasonable VP (unlikely) and promised centrist Supreme Court appointments (he has already promised
the opposite), I'd still vote for Clinton, but it would be closer.

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Hieronymus Bosch - 09-04-2008 21:49
_____________________________________

"Black folks" is an extremely popular and widely-used phrase in the African-American community.



Obama is the least bad candidate. He's a PR man, all smiles and no substance, but he's still preferable to the power-
crazed Clinton and the mad warmonger McCain.

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Matej - 09-04-2008 21:49
_____________________________________

I've repeatedly mentioned that I don't think I could vote for Hillary.  It would probably be an election day decision.

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Matej - 09-04-2008 21:50
_____________________________________

What are the odds of Leiberman being McCain's running mate?

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Gyuri - 09-04-2008 21:52
_____________________________________

Obama is the least bad candidate. He's a PR man, all smiles and no substance, but he's still preferable to the power-
crazed Clinton and the mad warmonger McCain.HB, why do you think Obama has no substance? Or, I guess a better
question would be, what do you define as meaningful "substance" for a presidential candidate?

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Gyuri - 09-04-2008 21:58
_____________________________________

What are the odds of Leiberman being McCain's running mate?I think somewhere between a longshot and no fucking
way.  While he'd most likely help with some independents, it would piss off his base and be unlikely to excite anyone new
to vote.  Lieberman was not great on the stump in 2000, so I'm not sure he adds much there.  He comes off as older than
he is, and so wouldn't make the McCain campaign seem more in touch.



Finally, though Lieberman is a Dem apostate, his politics are not to the right enough to be acceptable for a VP of a high-
risk president (meaning, McCain's old and may not last 4 or 8 years).

============================================================================
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Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Hieronymus Bosch - 09-04-2008 22:00
_____________________________________

I've read his book. I had to review it for work last year. I thought almost all of it was empty waffling and sugary cliches.
The things that he had to say on poverty and racial strife were surprisingly orthodox and safe –- in some cases boiling
down to little more than "Can't we all just get along?" –- and, at times, his pragmatic, wait-and-see outlook sounded more
like an updated version of John Dewey than anything original. 



The stuff about the economy was similarly vague, not in an ignorant, unknowing way, but in the sense that he sometimes
didn't seem to know exactly what conclusions he was trying to arrive at.



His statements on Palestine/Israel have been nothing beyond the usual platitudes about needing to find a peaceful
solution, unless I've missed something. Maybe he's suppressing his actual views on the subject in order to secure
election, or maybe not.



I'm not keeping tabs on his campaign as closely as you probably are, so I don't know what kind of stuff he's been coming
out with lately, apart from the well-publicised speech he made after the preacher episode erupted. Basically, after reading
that book I think there's much less going on with Obama than meets the eye. I'd still rather he won than the other two,
though.

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Pan Tau - 09-04-2008 22:00
_____________________________________

Last night I watched the Senate questioning of General Petraeus and the rat-faced US ambassador to Iraq.



Clinton's line of questioning was designed to feed the hunger for soundbites. She sounded like she had been against the
war all the time.



Barak sounded a bit like an inexperienced, slightly awkward journalist in his questioning. But he certainly knew what he
was talking about, and tried to get to, as they say, "the heart of the matter". His line of questioning sounded like that one
would use to sort out a mess.



Accusing him of having no depth vis-a-vis either Clinton or McCain seems a bit unfair.



And, bloody hell, if Obama is creepy, what the fuck are the other two?

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Gyuri - 09-04-2008 22:20
_____________________________________

HB,



I think that's a fair reading of "Audacity of Hope" (is that the one you read?), which, in many ways, is a typical pre-
presidential run sort of affair (though he wrote it, rather than ghostwriters).  



It's difficult, in a US campaign, to avoid certain types of pandering if you want to win.  I'm not sure that's what we're
seeing with his statements on Israel/Palestine, but his major foreign policy advisers tend to be the most understanding of 
the Palestinian cause in the US mainstream (in fact, the level of fear/paranoia of his stance on Israel among the older
generation of American Jews is staggering). 



Anyway, if you are defining "substance" as strong ideological progressivism, then I think you are right.  For better or
worse, the US is unlikely to have that sort of substance in a legitimate presidential contender in the near future. That
being said, his having a real history in community organizing is at least some indication that he understands and
sympathizes with the concerns of certain communities that many progressive policies are designed to help. 



Usually in the US when he is accused of lacking substance, people generally mean that he is lacking knowledge or
intelligence, an empty suit (like Dan Quayle, for example).  My sense of him from his public statements, writings and from
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people who know him is that he is very smart (for example, his grades at Harvard Law School were extraordinary and the
grading there is blind) and makes decisions with an open, though critical, mind. To give some flavor as to what I'm trying
to convey, take a look at this article from Cass Sunstein (a well-respected left of center  law professor who taught with
Obama at U. of Chicago law school).



The way he discussed race, and his recent speech on the economy, showed a surprisingly nuanced understanding of the
way the world works.  I'm not sure this will regularly lead to the policies I want implemented, but I view it as refreshing in
the current US political climate and not at all a lacking in substance.

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Gyuri - 09-04-2008 22:28
_____________________________________

Any thoughts from the Canadians on OTF as to Canadians apparently overwhelming preference for Obama over Clinton
and McCain?

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Hieronymus Bosch - 09-04-2008 22:33
_____________________________________

I think that's a fair reading of "Audacity of Hope" (is that the one you read?)



Yeah, that's the one. It's actually pretty well written by politicians' usual standards, but there's ultimately very little there
when you get past the skilful use of imagery.



He's clearly not a moron, not by a long chalk. I just think most of the things he says are pretty hollow. If he gets in, we'll
see how he does.



However, I have this awful feeling that someone will attempt to shoot him before November.

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Max Payne - 09-04-2008 22:43
_____________________________________

His eyes give me the creeps, Gyuri. The guy doesn't seem stable to me. Hilary Clinton is a corrupt bitch but at least a
known quantity.

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Gyuri - 09-04-2008 22:57
_____________________________________

The guy doesn't seem stable to me. Hilary Clinton is a corrupt bitch but at least a known quantity.That's an interesting
reaction, Max. He strikes me as one of the more emotionally stable mainstream US politicians (certainly more than the
other two candidates), but I guess mileage varies widely on that. 



I just think most of the things he says are pretty hollow. If he gets in, we'll see how he does. I understand how his main
stump speech can seem relatively hollow, though I've found his comments in debates and his policy speeches to be
much less so.  For me, I think, it comes down to the fact that I trust his political instincts (on Iraq, constraining nuclear
proliferation, focus on transparency in politics and finance, etc.) and his intelligence. So when he slips into one of those
Kang and Kodos "we must move forward, not backward, upward not forward,

and always twirling, twirling, twirling towards freedom"-type things, I don't see it as reflective of the man, but of
presidential politics.  



He may very well be a bad president (and, if he wins, the circumstances he will be faced with will make it hard to be
good), but I like his odds of being a good president much better than those of Clinton or McCain.
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============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by linus - 10-04-2008 01:13
_____________________________________

Good posts Gyuri.

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Amor de Cosmos - 10-04-2008 01:25
_____________________________________

Any thoughts from the Canadians on OTF as to Canadians apparently overwhelming preference for Obama over Clinton
and McCain?



I can't remember a time when the majority of the Canadians didn't favour the more liberal of US choices in a presidential
election. Republicans, as a whole, are regarded as representing the opposite of the those things most of us would go to
the wall for: strict gun control and universal medical care. Added to that I don't think Hillary impressed many people as
governor of a border state. She certainly wasn't front and centre in opposing the idiotic security policies and proposals
emanating from Washington for the past  seven years.

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Antonio Gramsci - 10-04-2008 01:33
_____________________________________

Any thoughts from the Canadians on OTF as to Canadians apparently overwhelming preference for Obama over Clinton
and McCain?



AdC is correct about the preference for the more liberal candidate.  I'm not sure HRC's record has much to do with it as
I'm not sure anyone could really tell you what it was.  Let me add two possibilities:



1) Canadians are starved of inspirational politicians.  The crew we've got at the top are really, really boring and
uninspriting.  Mind you, Canadians also have short memories: our last two inspirational PMs (Trudeau, Mulroney) have
both provoked major national unity crises and more or less nearly destroyed the country.  As the saying goes, Canada
works in practice, but not in theory.  Any time someone comes along with "big visions" federally, we run into trouble.



2) Canadians are hopeless starfuckers when it comes to American politics.  We felt the same way about Bill Clinton,
actually.





I also have creepiness-related reservations about Obama.  The implicit messianism of his campaign (which I believe I
went into at some length on the old board) is the main reason.

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Amor de Cosmos - 10-04-2008 01:53
_____________________________________

Mulroney was an inspiritional PM ?!



Hillary's "Security trumps trade" comment got a lot of play I seem to recall, but you're right I'm not sure how many people
remember it now

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Antonio Gramsci - 10-04-2008 02:14
_____________________________________
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AdC, we may need to start a separate thread about this, but yes, absolutely Mulroney was inspirational.  The fact that he
was also a bag of shit is irrelevant.  



He spoke in terms of big national projects and national visions.  He wanted to remake Canada, not just manage.  And on
free trade, though I was opposed at the time, he was right.  And he persuaded a reluctant country to go along with him. 
He has his flaws, but he has enormous gifts, too.



I would actually argue that we have only had three insporational leaders since WWI - Dief, PET and Mulroney.  The fact
that these were arguably three of our worst PMs in that stretch is probably not coincidence: Canada is not built for
inspiration.  If we can get people who can focus on two or three tasks per term and do them well, they look like geniuses.
 Which is why Chretien, who is so deeply unappealing in so many ways, is still going to go down in history as one of our
two or three best-ever PMs.

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Inca - 10-04-2008 02:15
_____________________________________

Anyone seen Hillary's nauseating "Scranton" ad?  "I was raised on pinochle and the American dream."  



Get me a bucket.

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Antonio Gramsci - 10-04-2008 02:16
_____________________________________

I liked her better when she was Emma Thompson.

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Amor de Cosmos - 10-04-2008 02:24
_____________________________________

He spoke in terms of big national projects and national visions.



Yeah but does that make him inspirational? Surely you have to actually galvanize a few people too, and I don't
remember ever coming across anyone who found Lyin' Brian's ingratiating blarney and bluster anything but repulsive.



But you're right this is a whole other thread (with maybe three participants.)

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Antonio Gramsci - 10-04-2008 02:32
_____________________________________

I don't remember ever coming across anyone who found Lyin' Brian's ingratiating blarney and bluster anything but
repulsive.



Not many PMs in our history have received back-to-back majorities.  And I believe he and Dief remain the only two PMs
ever to crack 50% of the popular vote in an election.  So he must have inspired some people.

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Reed Miller - 10-04-2008 02:37
_____________________________________

Hillary is about as Scrantonian as the Queen.
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============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Reed Miller - 10-04-2008 02:54
_____________________________________

AdC, when was Hillary governor of a border state? That's news to me.



If Brian Mulroney counts as inspirational than you all are suffering on the wrong end of a wide inspiration gap. Then
again, what counts as inspirational speech in Canada? "Ok boys, let's get'em, Gordy, Lorny, Mikey, Johnny. Let's go.
Short shifts, now. Dat's da way, boys!!!"



Obama wrote his books at the start of his campaign. It's standard campaign practice to start a campaign with the soft
focus, "let me introduce myself" sort of stuff. Establish the brand, as it were. Besides, he's still running against Hillary and
the substantive differences in their platforms are relatively small, so the only way to persuade voters is to appeal to their
emotions and gut instincts.



Once it gets into the general election, the substantive differences will be greater so there will be more opportunity to talk
about that.



Even though I live in a solid blue state, I think I'd still vote for Hillary if she gets the nomination. I'm not seeing anything
from the Greens that would make me feel good about voting for them.

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by WornOldMotorbike - 10-04-2008 03:17
_____________________________________

Any thoughts from the Canadians on OTF as to Canadians apparently overwhelming preference for Obama over Clinton
and McCain?





Yeah, we tend to like the liberal best. I think we're also pretty good at spotting insincerity at about 100 paces. Hillary's
just reeks of talking out of both sides of her mouth and has done so ever since she was the one at the podium. She's a
chronic liar, and not a very good one. And during the campaign, I've become accustomed to hearing "the Clintons are
calling in old favours in 'such and such' a state to win the nomination", which simply leads me to think that her
Presidency would be rife with political payback, old-boy horse-trading and bullshit-as-usual. I think she carries too much
baggage that we already know about. Just imagine how much of that iceberg is below the surface.



Obama offers at least the vague hope of a new way of doing things.

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Gyuri - 10-04-2008 04:49
_____________________________________

WOM, AdC and AG,



Thanks for the responses about Canadian polling love for Obama.  I have to admit that I am embarrassingly ignorant of
Canadian politics (and, really, Canada in general. . . my trip to Nova Scotia last fall was my first time north of the border. .
. truly worth shaming me for), so I apologize for how stupid this may sound.  Anyway, does the political left and right in
Canada match up to to the US spectrum, is it more similar to Europe, or something else entirely?  



Besides my general interest, I'm asking because I would imagine that Harper is at least somewhat right of Hillary, and so
wonder why it is that Canadians historically prefer the more liberal candidate in America when they don't, necessarily, do
so at home (besides the fact that the American right is, currently, a terrifying animal).

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Antonio Gramsci - 10-04-2008 05:40
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_____________________________________

Harper's government is not very far to the right of Hillary, if at all.  Theymight like to be, but they have a minority
government and are playing their conservative instincts very carefully.  The Canadian centre is probably to the left of both
the Democratic candidates.



The thing to understand about Canadian politics is that we are instintively lefty but also incredibly miserly.  It's an
interesting combination.  It's why we have are so very, very few public buildings of any architectural distinction
(Vancouver's public library and Toronto's City Hall being the only real exceptions I can think of off the top of my head.).

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Amor de Cosmos - 10-04-2008 06:31
_____________________________________

AdC, when was Hillary governor of a border state? 



My bad, I meant senator of course.



I think we're also pretty good at spotting insincerity at about 100 paces. 



Yet still elected Mulroney?



Canadians applaud fiscal conservatism but most are very uncomfortable with social conservatives. As AG says the
Harper government certainly contains a fair few members with those leanings, but if any hint of them shows publicly a
media/parliamentary  show-trial is convened immediately.

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Chippy - 10-04-2008 07:33
_____________________________________

Hillary Clinton is currently a senator of a border state.

http://www.lib.utexas.edu/maps/us_2001/new_york_ref_2001.jpg

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Pan Tau - 10-04-2008 08:21
_____________________________________

Bloody hell, looking at that map, I'm surprised by how many of the names of random, small-ass places in NY State I
actually know.

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Ginger Yellow - 10-04-2008 09:21
_____________________________________

Roughkeepsie is such a great name for a town.

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Gangster Octopus - 10-04-2008 09:36
_____________________________________

Yeah, but it's Poughkeepsie on that map, isn't it?

============================================================================
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Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by blameless - 10-04-2008 09:47
_____________________________________

Chippy's map has reminded me that I really want to see the Finger Lakes at some point.



Once the US is being run by something approximating sane human beings again, I really must get over there for a
holiday.

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by E10 Rifle - 10-04-2008 09:49
_____________________________________

"I was raised on pinochle and the American dream."



I read that as "Pinochet" first off, and she wouldn't be the first American leader to be able to boast of that.

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by ursus arctos - 10-04-2008 09:52
_____________________________________

Poughkeepsie in real life, too (pronounced "Puh-kip-see" by the locals, I'm afraid).



The fact that there is a town called "Jersey Shore" in Central Pennsylvania west of Wiliamsport, and more than a
hundred miles from the actual Jersey Shore is intriguing.  Perhaps Reed knows the story.



The "Scranton" ad and a night's sleep is making me reconsider my reflexive reaction as to what I would do if HRC gets
the nomination.  Given that I can't see any way* that she could do so without making her even more unpalatable to me
than she already is, I am beginning to think that I would seriously consider taking advantage of the fact that I vote in a
state that McCain could not possibly win and either abstain or vote for a fringe candidate other than Nader.



* short of a complete Obama meltdown or the realisation of Bosch's fear.

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Ginger Yellow - 10-04-2008 09:55
_____________________________________

"Yeah, but it's Poughkeepsie on that map, isn't it?"



That makes more sense. I've heard of Poughkeepsie.

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Gangster Octopus - 10-04-2008 10:18
_____________________________________

One thing about the map is that it shows the Thousand Isles, but doesn't name them.  Is that 'cos they is Canadian?

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by ursus arctos - 10-04-2008 10:22
_____________________________________

Some of them are American, and one or two are split between the two countries.  The broken black line through the
middle of Lake Ontario is the border.

============================================================================
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Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by WornOldMotorbike - 10-04-2008 13:41
_____________________________________

... wonder why it is that Canadians historically prefer the more liberal candidate in America when they don't, necessarily,
do so at home.





I agree with AG. Our right is just slightly right of the US left. We believe very strongly in the government's right to keep
out of the individual's business. Hence we're pro-choice, pro-gay marriage, anti-death penalty, and fairly ambivalent on
marijuana. However, when it comes to impinging on the rights of each other, we get busy: hence our low tolerance for
guns and any type of God in the government. As 'right' as Harper's party is (and as devoutly religious as Harper is), his
most trusted aide, John Baird, is gay. Sort that out.



What's more, the Conservatives weren't really elected as much as the Liberal party was unelected due to a series of
'patronage' scandals. At the time of the election, it was openly discussed that the Liberals were simply being put in the
penalty box and that they'd be returned to power in no time. However, Harper's done a remarkable job of walking the line
for over two years now, and has done a lot to dispell the notion of him being Scary Steve who'd steal your wife's womb
and make you find God. What's more, the Liberals are in a state of disarray after electing the wrong guy at their
leadership convention over a year ago. The Quebec wing of the party is in open revolt and people are saying they're
going to have to lose a confidence-prompted election and then choose a new leader to get out of their current mess.





AG; the museum of civilization in Ottawa/Hull is pretty sexy.

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Gangster Octopus - 10-04-2008 14:39
_____________________________________

WornOldMotorbike wrote:

the museum of civilization in Ottawa/Hull is pretty sexy.It's built on a bridge?

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by WornOldMotorbike - 10-04-2008 14:48
_____________________________________

Clever dick.



It's actually directly across the river from the Parliament buildings. For whatever reason, Ottawa/Hull often get lumped
together as twin cities, like Kitchener/Waterloo (Ontario) or Minneapolis/St Paul (Minn).



But the bridge idea is intriguing.

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Reed Miller - 10-04-2008 14:52
_____________________________________

Jersey Shore's story as described by wiki:

"Jersey Shore was originally named Waynesburg by the two brothers, Reuben and Jeremiah Manning, who laid out the
town circa 1785. Around the time that this was happening, a settlement arose on the eastern side of the West Branch
Susquehanna River (Nippenose Township), opposite Waynesburg. A rivalry developed between the two settlements, and
those on the eastern shore began referring to the settlement on the western shore as the "Jersey Shore," because the
Manning family had relocated from New Jersey. The nickname became so fixed that in 1826 the original name of
Waynesburg was officially abandoned and changed to Jersey Shore."



It's odd that it shows up on that map. It's a very small town. You'd hardly notice it as you pass through.
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Pennsylvania also has a lot of towns with Port in the name, despite being totally landlocked and not having even a canal
running through - Williamsport, Coudersport, Port Jervis, Port Matilda, etc. (my parents' address is in Port Matilda,
although they live in Stormstown). I think it has some connection to the old railroad.

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Mitch - 10-04-2008 15:07
_____________________________________

Oh, so that's where Buffalo is... I used to like the Dave Lee Roth song about it ("Ladies Night In Buffalo"), but I thought it
was some sort of Texan wild-west place.



So it's more like the "Canadian Tijuana" instead?

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Gangster Octopus - 10-04-2008 15:10
_____________________________________

Y'see, this is where I differ from you youngsters.  When I see Buffalo mentioned, I start singing Shuffle Of To Buffalo...

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by WornOldMotorbike - 10-04-2008 15:11
_____________________________________

That's exactly what it's like. In Southern Ontario, the kids go across the border for dirt-cheap beer and easy chicks. The
American kids come across so they can drink at 19 (vs 21) and frustrate themselves trying to get anywhere with
Canadian chicks.

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by WornOldMotorbike - 10-04-2008 15:18
_____________________________________

I think of Fogerty singing "If I had my way, I'd shuffle off to Buffalo. Sit by the lake, and watch the world go by." 

And then I think "In Buffalo? The town that 'fun' forgot? That's where you'd choose to do this?"

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by linus - 10-04-2008 16:47
_____________________________________

Poughkeepsie is a sleepy 'burb, but it has a couple of interesting attractions, the Franklin D Roosevelt museum and the
Culinary Institute of America.



WOM: do you really believe that Stephane Dion is the "wrong candidate"? It's really amazing how much the Canadian
media likes to bash him. He certainly wasn't the candidate a lot of the establishment wanted. Most of the knocks on Dion
have been a sort of preposterous type of school bullying depicting him as a geek.

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Inca - 10-04-2008 16:59
_____________________________________

Have you ever picked your toes in Poughkeepsie.
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============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Reed Miller - 10-04-2008 17:03
_____________________________________

Isn't Vassar in Poughkepsie, or am I thinking of another New York town with an indian name?

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by WornOldMotorbike - 10-04-2008 17:04
_____________________________________

I truly believe that the choices were shit to begin with:

Kennedy - very little experience on the level that's required for PM. However, if I was going to take a flyer on someone,
it'd be him

Rae - lousy premier who changed parties to shoot for PM

Ignatief - hasn't lived in Canada for 30 years, but returns because he wants to run the place

Dion - who? Doesn't speak one of our two languages particularly well. Comes across as geeky and weak, and seems to
have proven that over the past year or so. Is derided in his home province and virtually 'unknown' in the rest of the
country. Has had, what, four or five chances to topple Harper, but hasn't taken one of them because even he knows he'd
likely hand the Conservatives a majority.



Hated his loser-esque 'people have always underestimated me' bit after the convention last year. What a great way to
say 'things are going to change'.

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by ursus arctos - 10-04-2008 17:21
_____________________________________

Vassar is in Poughkeepsie; the FDR museum in actually in Hyde Park.  IBM has a large facility there, too.

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by linus - 10-04-2008 18:46
_____________________________________

I think the Culinary Institute is technichally in Hyde Park as well, but that hamlet is just ten minutes up the Hudson Valley
from Poughkeepsie.



WOM, just to let you know, most of the criticism of Dion in Quebec stems from his being too federalist. "Comes across as
geeky and weak" is precisely what upsets me about his critics, it's a very superficial knock, and one that seems to have
been nurtured by the media. He has consistently had the most principled stance on many issues, from the environment
to the wars in the Middle East.

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by WornOldMotorbike - 10-04-2008 19:51
_____________________________________

Well, "comes across as geeky and weak" is fair criticism when you're looking for a man to lead the Liberals out of the
corruption woods and get them back on track. They need someone who just radiates (or even fucking says) "This is the
new regime. We have ideas. We're going to knock the Conservatives flat on their asses. Make one false move and we'll
topple you and retake Parliament Hill". I don't want a conscientious policy wonk type of guy, and that's what Dion
projects. Leadership is largely about being the kind of guy who people would want to follow. I've yet to see that just once
from Dion.



(PM for you.)
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============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Reed Miller - 10-04-2008 20:00
_____________________________________

I thought leadership was the ability to tell people to go to hell in such a way that they believe they will enjoy the trip. Or is
that diplomacy? Same thing, I guess.

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Gyuri - 12-04-2008 14:52
_____________________________________

I think Obama just made his first, real political mistake.  While speaking to donors in California, he said:"You go into
these small towns in Pennsylvania and, like a lot of small towns in the Midwest, the jobs have been gone now for 25
years and nothing's replaced them," Obama said. "And they fell through the Clinton Administration, and the Bush
Administration, and each successive administration has said that somehow these communities are gonna regenerate
and they have not."



"And it's not surprising then they get bitter, they cling to guns or religion or antipathy to people who aren't like them or
anti-immigrant sentiment or anti-trade sentiment as a way to explain their frustrations."Saying working class whites they
only care about religion or gun rights because of economic insecurity make's Obama sound patronizing and makes it
seem as if he thinks that these people's beliefs have no substantive value or weight.  The fact that he said this to rich,
West Coast donors, will make this play even worse.



I don't think Obama is entirely wrong in what he said (from what I understand, it's basically the thesis of What's The
Matter With Kansas, a book that's widely read on the American Left), but he has been having trouble with lower-income
whites and this will exacerbate the problem.

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Pan Tau - 12-04-2008 19:25
_____________________________________

Do you think that nuanced critique of what Obama said would have legs in creating a controversy and a backlash?

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Gyuri - 12-04-2008 20:04
_____________________________________

I think the attacks on what Obama said will not require any sort of nuance, and will likely have legs.  I think his
defense/counter of the attacks will have to be nuanced, and, therefore, may be difficult to make successfully. 



I think the problem for Obama with this, is that the gloss on his statements that the attacks use feed into some of
Obama's underlying image problems (that he doesn't understand/appeal to lower-income whites; that he is somehow
arrogant/above-it-all; etc.).  It's unlikely that a big, nuanced speech (like with the Wright matter) can help, because in
many ways it will just feed into this above-it-all persona.  Further, it's unclear that nuanced speeches can help with low
income, non-college educated whites as they tend to be low information voters.

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Gyuri - 14-04-2008 04:15
_____________________________________

I'm not sure how this whole "bitterness" brouhaha will play out, but I like that Obama, unlike the last couple of Dem
general election candidates, responds quickly and turns defense into offense on the exact point (wrong and out-of-touch)
on which he is being attacked.  For an example of this, see the video at the end of this post.  
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Basically, he narrows the point he initially made to the question of whether people are, in fact, bitter about the current
economic situation, and then mocks McCain and Clinton for being out-of-touch in a jokey, casual way.  He may end up
not being a good president, but he's a pretty good politician.

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Pan Tau - 14-04-2008 07:03
_____________________________________

From what I've heard, he has defused that situation quite skillfully.

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Gyuri - 14-04-2008 14:12
_____________________________________

I'm not sure he will have actually defused it (the American public is an odd beast), but I agree that he did as well, if not
better, than can be expected.  Of course, Clinton has helped him a bit by trying to turn herself into a gun-toting, god-
fearing, 'merican.

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Inca - 14-04-2008 15:02
_____________________________________

Pan Tau wrote:

From what I've heard, he has defused that situation quite skillfully.



Not so sure about that.  Hillary's going to keep bringing it up, and it will no doubt be mentioned at the PA debate.  The
media will keep the issue alive.

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Matej - 14-04-2008 15:09
_____________________________________

Grrr.... The fact that this is even an issue just shows how much is fucking wrong with this country.




============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Gyuri - 14-04-2008 15:11
_____________________________________

Regardless of whether Clinton keeps bringing it up (she looks ridiculous when she does, and she doesn't need to bring it
up herself), the media will keep at it.  It fits into the traditional media trope that the Democrats are effete elitists.  The
relevant question is whether this trope matters as much to voters in this election as it has in the past.  It probably will.  It's
a shame that Romney couldn't win the GOP nomination, as it would have undercut this.

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Reed Miller - 14-04-2008 16:04
_____________________________________

What he should have said is that he didn't meant to say that gun rights, religion or whatever are necessarily stupid or
wrong (although maybe he does think that), it's just that the President doesn't actually have that much direct influence on
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the issues related to guns, religion, etc, or at least, voting for a Democrat isn't going to change as much as the
Republicans want their scared constituences to believe. 



But the president can have a lot of influence on whether or not we fight stupid, immoral and mind-boggingly expensive
wars. The President can set leadership objectives for overall economic development - technology  and so forth. The
President can have a lot of influence on the tax structure. And the president, through the NLRB and so forth have a lot of
impact on how labor laws are enforced or not. 



These are the things that working class people should be focused on, but because they're so jaded by the experience of
nothing improving that they cling to these wedge issues like abortion or guns which Republicans whip up for the express
purpose of taking people's eye off the more critical problems.

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by E10 Rifle - 14-04-2008 16:23
_____________________________________

We're accustomed now to Hilary's robustly brass neck, but the spectacle of her describing an opponent as from an "out
of touch elite" is indeed one to grimly behold.



That said, Obama fucked up a bit with that comment. When people say that politicians are out of touch with working-
class voters, for whatever reasons, they are nonetheless telling the truth.



Gary Younge today:

http://www.guardian.co.uk/commentisfree/2008/apr/14/uselections2008.barackobama

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Reed Miller - 14-04-2008 16:33
_____________________________________

Good piece there.



Fayette County is indeed very grim, and yet has a lot of natural beauty. I didn't know that George Marshall or the Big Mac
was from there, however. Doesn't make it less grim.

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by linus - 14-04-2008 18:07
_____________________________________

Is he a bitter person?

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Ginger Yellow - 14-04-2008 18:30
_____________________________________

I think he handled it fine. What he said isn't controversial in the slightest. It's just one of those things that you can't say in
the US media, unless you're a conservative. If I'd have handled it any differently, I'd have pointed out that David Frum
(you know, ex speechwriter for Bush) said exactly the same thing, except that his point was that we need to keep the
masses in fear of economic ruin to ensure they have conservative cultural values. He wrote an entire book on the
subject, for fuck's sake.

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by And I am the Life - 14-04-2008 18:37
_____________________________________
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Y'see, this is where I differ from you youngsters. When I see Buffalo mentioned, I start singing Shuffle Of To Buffalo...



Err.... "Matrimony is baloney, she'll be wanting alimony in a year or so, still they go and shuffle, shuffle off to buffalo.
When she knows as much as we know, she'll be on her way to reno while he still has dough."



Hmm. I was a very cool 11 year old wasn't I. We went to see 42st in the point for my sisters 9th birthday. I think that
catherine Zeta jones was one of the leads.

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by ursus arctos - 14-04-2008 19:00
_____________________________________

Suddenly, and most unexpectedly, an awful lot becomes much more clear . . .

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by And I am the Life - 14-04-2008 19:26
_____________________________________

My sister was a big fan of musicals, particularly that andrew lloyd webber shite, and every night as she would go to sleep
she'd put on one of them and would loudly sing along with the wrong words, and it used to irritate the shit out of me. So
eventually I wound up knowing the lyrics to such horrendous dross as starlight express and the phantom of the opera. 



I did like cats though. Elliot threw in some rivetting yarns.



Is 42nd street a sort of compilation best of musical? I would have thought that lullaby of Broadway was in something else.

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by ursus arctos - 14-04-2008 19:56
_____________________________________

She supported Liverpool, too, didn't she?



42d Street is partly a remake of a Warner Bros. film from the 30s and partly a compilation.  Lullaby of Broadway wasn't in
the original film, but was written for Golddiggers of 1935 (and yes, I had to look that bit up).

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by jason voorhees - 14-04-2008 20:51
_____________________________________

Well, look at that Reed: Pittsburgh Steelers owner Dan Rooney tells his mama he's for Obama.

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Reed Miller - 14-04-2008 21:04
_____________________________________

That says a lot about the quality of people in the Rooney family, but I don't know if it will help Obama.

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by linus - 15-04-2008 00:45
_____________________________________

Who's JoPa pulling for?
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============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Gyuri - 15-04-2008 00:47
_____________________________________

McGovern.

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by linus - 15-04-2008 01:45
_____________________________________

Teehee. Good to see he didn't go for Goldwater!

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Gyuri - 15-04-2008 02:06
_____________________________________

Not content to let my little JoePa-is-old joke stand (mainly because I love the man), I did a donor search on opensecrets
and it looks like the only candidate he gave to this cycle was Obama ($250).

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Reed Miller - 15-04-2008 02:30
_____________________________________

That's probably not him, but his son Jay. Jay publicly came out in favor of Obama and spoke at the little opening event
for Obama's office in State College.



Unfortunately, I don't think that helps Obama. Jay gets blamed for everything by the fans - unfairly I think. 





I've done that open secrets search on JoePa before. He doesn't give much. He gave some to each of the Bush's, but the
last real candidate he gave money to was Lamar Alexander, as I recall.

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Gangster Octopus - 15-04-2008 13:06
_____________________________________

And I am the Life wrote:

We went to see 42st in the point for my sisters 9th birthday.I saw it either four or five times in London, including the
penultimate performance.Is 42nd street a sort of compilation best of musical?Yes, as ua says.  There's large swathes of
the greatest film ever made, Golddiggers Of 1933, in there.  I remember the first time that I watched it being amazed that
all these wonderful songs and dances were being done in colour; I was so used to the black-and-white of the films...

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by And I am the Life - 15-04-2008 15:26
_____________________________________

She was just the farmers daughter,

And the salesman made his sale. 

But what she got, she didn't order

And you can't return by mail.
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To the church her daddy got him

With some buckshot in his bottom

How could he say no

So they have to shuffle 

Shuffle off to buffalo.

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Nathan Helena Handcart - 17-04-2008 07:56
_____________________________________

She's a vile, vile piece of work, isn't she?

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Pan Tau - 17-04-2008 11:20
_____________________________________

The Democratic frontrunner was also asked to respond to a videotaped question from a woman asking whether he
believed in the American flag because of his refusal to wear a lapel pin. Obama said it was a "manufactured issue".



How do you answer that? Well done to Obama for not resorting to the obvious sarcastic response.



And HRC just forgot to tell the truth. Just slipped her mind, did it?

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Ginger Yellow - 17-04-2008 11:38
_____________________________________

I'm more pissed off with the moderators than Hillary, although she hardly covered herself in glory. It took them an hour to
ask a single policy question.

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by ursus arctos - 17-04-2008 11:44
_____________________________________

I am becoming more and more pessimistic about the outcome of the general election every day.

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Gangster Octopus - 17-04-2008 11:53
_____________________________________

This might sound daft, but this year is the first time that I've ever heard the US Presidential elections being referred to as
a "general election".  Has something changed or have I just been not paying attention for the last forty years?  (Which is
not beyond the bounds of possibility...)

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Gyuri - 17-04-2008 12:03
_____________________________________

I'm more pissed off with the moderators than Hillary, although she hardly covered herself in glory. It took them an hour to
ask a single policy question.I agree. I'm still in a seething rage over the debate, and it's hard to blame Clinton.  I'm
tempted to use the scorpion/frog analogy (which also works for UA's comment, as surely the whole Dem lot is going to
drown), although the metaphor would fit better if there was a brain-damaged duck floating next to them egging the
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scorpion on. 



I think this post  expresses my thoughts much more coherently than I could (although I would have used much more
profanity, coherence be damned).

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by ursus arctos - 17-04-2008 12:17
_____________________________________

GO, we've always called the real thing in November the "general election".  We need a term to distinguish it from the
dog's breakfast of primaries, caucuses, run-offs, special elections and local elections that fill the rest of a political year
like this one.



It is likely the case that the term is getting more attention now because the Democratic race has become even more
focused than usual on the question of which candidate has the better chance to win in November.



That's an excellent rant, Gyuri.  Bunch should be writing for a better paper than the Philly Daily News.

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Inca - 17-04-2008 14:49
_____________________________________

I only watched about 10 minutes--it was abysmal.  



Apparently Hillary has an even higher threshold for what it takes to be 'upper class,' or at least above 'middle class' than
Charles Gibson--she said she would not raise taxes on middle class Americans, who she defined as people making uo to
$250,000 a year.  In an earlier debate, Gibson infamously said rolling back Bush's tax cuts would hurt middle class
families, like people making $200k.



I've just about given up hope.  Hillary's going to take this somehow.  I said it after Texas/Ohio, but I didn't feel it as
strongly as I do now.

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Inca - 17-04-2008 17:34
_____________________________________

This makes me halfway hopeful:



One of the night's most popular answers, according to WPVI's undecided voter reaction tracker thingy, was this response
by Obama to a question about his relationship to former Weather Underground bomber William Ayers:



George, but this is an example of what I'm talking about.



This is a guy who lives in my neighborhood, who's a professor of English in Chicago, who I know and who I have not
received some official endorsement from. He's not somebody who I exchange ideas from on a regular basis.



And the notion that somehow as a consequence of me knowing somebody who engaged in detestable acts 40 years ago
when I was 8 years old, somehow reflects on me and my values, doesn't make much sense, George. ...



his kind of game, in which anybody who I know, regardless of how flimsy the relationship is, is somehow -- somehow
their ideas could be attributed to me -- I think the American people are smarter than that. They're not going to suggest
somehow that that is reflective of my views, because it obviously isn't.



Hillary's response? "Well, I think that is a fair general statement, but I also believe that Senator Obama served on a
board with Mr. Ayers for a period of time, the Woods Foundation, which was a paid directorship position." The undecided-
voter meter plummeted.

============================================================================
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Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by toro toro toro toro - 17-04-2008 17:37
_____________________________________

Inca - she can't win. There's actually no way at all that she can win, beyond bare mathematical possibilities.



She can hand it to McCain, but she can't win. In the last month, supers have broken about 4-to-1 in favour of Obama.
She needs to win the remainder by about that margin, by persuading them to abandon the African-American vote for at
least a generation. Or to win every remaining state by massively improbable margins. It's not going to happen.

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Gyuri - 17-04-2008 18:04
_____________________________________

I basically agree with toro, the only real chance for Clinton is for Obama to both fall drastically in the polls and to lose to
Clinton significantly (15%+) in nearly all of the remaining states.



That being said, the general election is looking worse every day and I think Clinton is, at least sub-consciously, playing
for 2012.

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Nathan Helena Handcart - 17-04-2008 18:44
_____________________________________

This campaign should be the death of anyone who helped the dems during the 90s. As you see the cavalcade of cunts
that is the Hilary campaign and the dems establishment, for the first time, I realise with crystal clarity the whole 'I'm voting
Nader' in 2000 move. I'd have done the same if I'd have seen these bastards close up.

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Inca - 17-04-2008 20:16
_____________________________________

I never said that Hillary will win the nomination (fair and square)--I said she's going to take it.

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Gyuri - 17-04-2008 20:22
_____________________________________

Inca, 



I guess it's possible that Obama won't get enough superdelegate votes prior to the convention to clinch the nomination,
in which case I see what you're getting at (is that what you were getting at?   The thought of that happening makes me
feel slightly ill, both b/c I won't be able to stand seeing her win under those circumstances, and b/c I can't stand
reading/listening/watching much more of this intra-party crap, but can't seem to force myself to ignore it.

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Inca - 17-04-2008 22:14
_____________________________________

That's possible.  I'm also thinking that her attack machine digs up something really bad about him and persuades him to
step aside or be her VP.  I really think that she would rather destroy the party than to not be the nominee.

============================================================================
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Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Coffy - 18-04-2008 15:15
_____________________________________

I was just skimming through the comments on a blog post, and one of the commenters was called Ginger Yellow.  What
a coincidence. (FYI: It was Ezra Klein's, which I was led to via Eschaton.)



Anyhow, I was having lunch with friends yesterday, one of whom is a Hillary volunteer; another is an Obama volunteer,
and the others didn't say whom they support, but all are Democrats.  The Hillary volunteer takes the line that "it's Hillary's
time" or "it's a woman's turn," and I read that a lot in the newspapers when opinions are solicited, but I just can't get
behind that logic--or illogic--at all.

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Gyuri - 18-04-2008 15:28
_____________________________________

The Hillary volunteer takes the line that "it's Hillary's time" or "it's a woman's turn," and I read that a lot in the newspapers
when opinions are solicited, but I just can't get behind that logic--or illogic--at all.I've seen that line among women I know
split pretty starkly along a generational line.  Most of the women I know who are near my age (28-35), either support
Obama, or support Clinton but are turned off by the "you're only a true feminist if you vote for Hillary" idea (as set forth
here). Most of my mother's friends (ages from 55-65), however, either say that they are voting for Clinton b/c it's time for
a women to be President, or that the fact that Clinton is female plays a significant role in their support. For what it's worth,
my mother initially supported Clinton, but has been completely turned off by her to the point that she has donated to
Obama.



I definitely understand (at least to the extent a guy can understand) the idea that, to a woman, the fact that a woman
could be president would have some impact on their preferences.  I just have a hard time getting comfortable with the
idea that it should be dispositive.  By way of comparison, as a Jew, I think the idea of a Jewish person becoming
President would be a net positive to me, but I wouldn't ever vote for someone for that reason alone.  For example, I
couldn't possibly vote for Lieberman.

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by ursus arctos - 18-04-2008 15:28
_____________________________________

And speaking of coincidences, I was thinking about that very "argument" this morning (having also read and heard it
repeatedly), and was left equally cold.  



Is that really the best they can do?

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by WornOldMotorbike - 18-04-2008 15:37
_____________________________________

Every time I hear a supporter say "it's Hillary's time" I think "You're just reinforcing the worst possible rationale for anyone
wanting to do that job". The notion that it's somebody's 'turn' or 'time' just leaves me cold. If Bush has taught the US
anything, it should be "Get the right person for the job."

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Coffy - 18-04-2008 15:55
_____________________________________

Gyuri, if only my first choice had thrown his hat into the ring.  We could have had the thrill of a new group represented as
well as a good man: Russ Feingold.
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============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Inca - 18-04-2008 16:02
_____________________________________

My mom has also really been put off by Hillary, and like me is a lukewarm Obama supporter.  We were both big Edwards
people.

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Coffy - 18-04-2008 16:06
_____________________________________

Me, too (well, second choice for me).  I asked my mother who she voted for, and it was Edwards, even though he'd
already suspended his campaign, which was like my own votes for Dean and Bradley in the previous two primaries.



Edit: Actually, not exactly "me, too," because I think my mother would prefer Hillary to Obama.

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Gyuri - 18-04-2008 19:28
_____________________________________

Gyuri, if only my first choice had thrown his hat into the ring. We could have had the thrill of a new group represented as
well as a good man: Russ Feingold.I could get behind a Feingold candidacy, too.



As for Edwards, for some reason he leaves me a little cold. I'm not sure exactly why, and it's probably not rational.  It
may be that I've been infected by the general disdain in the legal profession for plaintiff's attorneys, and the
corresponding belief that they are predisposed to be full of shit when making "I just want to help the common man"
arguments.  In any event, he was my preference in 2004, which I thought was a weaker field, but this time out I liked
Obama more.

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Antonio Gramsci - 21-04-2008 08:56
_____________________________________

I quite enjoyed this article.



It's an interetsing thesis, which suggests that the real war within the democratic party is as much tactical as ideological in
nature.

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Gyuri - 21-04-2008 13:31
_____________________________________

Edit: I should point out first, before I set about disagreeing with other things, that I agree that the Dem race is not really
about current policy-related ideology, though I'm not sure it's about tactics (50-state vs. narrow wins) either.  I think it's
actually about, as many recent US elections are, competing attempts to define personal narratives and to peg the other
as a type of person who is unsuitable to win the election/lead the country (e.g., Obama is an empty suit who can't win b/c
he's black and everyone thinks he's a Muslim; Clinton is an inveterate liar/triangulating opportunist, who can't win b/c of
her heavy baggage an the fact that over 50% of the country hates her).



It's an interesting article, though I think for the description of history rather than its somewhat muddled thesis.  The key
claim that the Dems lost the '72 and '84 elections (or at least lost them by huge margins) because of internal strife seems
a little off.  In both of those situations (but especially in '84), the Dems were running against a popular incumbent (in '84,
a monstrously popular incumbent).  Those were not elections that the Dems had any real chance of winning, and a
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slightly closer electoral college result would not have changed anything (see Bush 2 for evidence that the size of victory
is not particularly related to the President's claimed mandate).  The idea that Muskie or Hart in '84 would have won the
general election is not very plausible.  Hart could have won in '88, but it wasn't Dem infighting that killed him then.



This year, an average GOP candidate would get crushed by an average Dem candidate, unfortunately the GOP
somehow managed to nominate their best chance despite themselves, while the Dems have two good, but flawed
candidates running against him.  Though I may regret saying this, I don't think the Dems are going to lose this election
because of intra-party hatred brought upon by the primary.  If they lose, they are going to lose because the long primary
has allowed McCain to set his own narrative while the Dems have been forced to go on offense only against themselves,
but to play defense against both their Dem opponent and McCain.

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Gyuri - 21-04-2008 15:46
_____________________________________

Hillary finally goes with the fear-mongering bin Laden imagery.  



By the way, any predictions for what happens in PA tomorrow? My guess would be that Hillary wins by 12%, enough to
plausibly keep the campaign going, but not enough to make her likely to win.

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by linus - 21-04-2008 19:04
_____________________________________

7%-8% win



Key quote from the Salon article linked by AG:

"It's fair to say that the Democratic leadership is always more eager to lose with a Mondale than with a McGovern -- with
a familiar, safe, mainstream candidate rather than a reform-minded outsider."



I disagree with a lot of the premise of the article though, basically saying that the candidates' difference s boil down to
images and perception.

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Antonio Gramsci - 22-04-2008 01:52
_____________________________________

Can you actually name a substantive policy difference between Hilary and Obama?

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Gyuri - 22-04-2008 02:04
_____________________________________

I think you were directing your request to Linus, but thought I'd take a stab even though I generally agree that the
differences between the two aren't huge.



Actual, current policy differences include the reach of "universal" health care (Clinton includes a mandate that everyone
be covered, Obama's doesn't. . .this may in fact have a huge effect on what the eventual solution looks like), removing
the cap on the social security tax (Obama wants to remove it, Clinton doesn't), negotiating with "rogue regimes" (Obama
is for it, Clinton is against it), and, of course, eating babies (Obama's against it, Clinton's for it).  



Those are the revealed differences that I could come up with off the top of my head, and I'd agree that, for the most part,
there aren't huge policy differences (although, relative to elections in other democracies, the differences between the
Dem candidate and McCain won't be that substantial either). 



There are also potentially hidden policy differences, based on the political history of the candidates.  The biggest one
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here is Iraq.  I am personally of the view that Clinton's current stance is one of political necessity and not true belief (she
hadn't held it until the Dem primary started, and she also voted for a rather strong statement about potential use of force
against Iran), whereas I think Obama has been much more consistently against the Iraq war.  That being said, it's not
clear to me that, as President, they will actually treat Iraq differently, as I imagine that the facts on the ground limit the
variety of reasonable action, but this difference may affect the way they respond to other potential military issues.



By the way, if, after reading this, you get the sense that the entire reason for my post is to make the "eating babies"
crack, you'd be correct.

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Pan Tau - 22-04-2008 07:02
_____________________________________

And I am grateful you did. It's good to start the working day with a laugh out loud moment.

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by linus - 22-04-2008 07:27
_____________________________________

Can you actually name a substantive policy difference between Hilary and Obama?



This line of questioning has been used to discredit obama suporters and reduce that support to some kind of superficial
groupie-like inclination.



Regardless of policy issues, there is a huge difference between the candidates in terms of basic character. That alone is
more than enough to support Obama and to abhor Clinton.



Beyond this, there are two other major differences off the bat. First, the fact that Obama is getting most of his financial
support from smaller donors while HRC is far more dependent on financing from the establishment. Second, Obama's
personal background and life experiences is one that will make him more open to the rest of the world.



But beyond that, what Gyuri said about Iraq might be the most important difference in terms of past and future policy. I
also think that Obama will be much more able to resist pressure to attack Iran, which is the next target on the neocon
agenda. He already took a stand against the war while HRC went with the politically expedient choice.

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by JtS - 22-04-2008 08:51
_____________________________________

The response to Hilleatababy's video by using an old Bill Clinto video is brilliant.

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Nathan Helena Handcart - 22-04-2008 09:50
_____________________________________

In a system like the US's, character seems to take on a major importance. So what can we say on this? Well, Hillary is an
insincere, beltway insider who will keep on with all the flaws of the Democratic establishment. She'll place in positions of
authority people who like here feel some soprt of entitlement to office.



Obama seems to be the outsider here and seems to be more human. He will bring new people in. The latter makes me
more hopeful that will bring about change. 



Did I mention he's not a vile, grasping, insincere corporate elitist shill?

============================================================================
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Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Antonio Gramsci - 22-04-2008 10:14
_____________________________________

This line of questioning has been used to discredit Obama suporters and reduce that support to some kind of superficial
groupie-like inclination.



That's not how I meant it.  Although, since you raise the point, if a candidate's campaign school actually tells its workers
to move away from policy issues in discussions on the doorstep in favour of talking about how they "discovered" Obama
and about what his message means to them, I'd say that's probably fair game.  



My point is that in fact most of the putative differences betwen the two are based not on a massive difference in ideology
(their Senate voting record is almost identical), but rather on a dislike of Hillary's "character" and an accompanying
projection of what Obama's really like.  People on this thread seem to feel he's a wonderful guy, but I think that's largely
a by-product of him not really having any kind of track record in office and him therefore being a blank slate onto which
people can project whatever they want (as Nathan says, Obama "seems" to be better - but do we really know?).  People
have projected a lot of hopes and dreams onto Obama.  If he wins, these people will inevitably get mugged by reality at
some point (as many New Labour supporters were) and there will be tears.



As for Nathan's concern that HRC is a "vile, grasping insincere elitist shill", I think my response would be that I doubt very
much that her Presidency would be much different than Bill's.  And for all his faults, the poor made some extraordinary
gains during his Presidency.  I wouldn't be sorry to see another 4 or 8 years like that.



All of that said, I am - marginally - happier about the prospect of an Obama candidacy than an HRC one.  But I really
don't understand why people get as upset as they do about this contest.

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Ginger Yellow - 22-04-2008 10:25
_____________________________________

I don't know, AG. I think a lot of it is that even if you don't find the policy differences that big (and outside of Iraq, I don't
think they are in the grand scheme of things), Obama has (personally) conducted this campaign a lot better than Clinton
has, in both strategy and integrity. Despite my dislike of her hawkishness, there were points in the campaign when I
leaned toward Clinton (especially when the misogyny was at its peak), but it's just become harder and harder to like or
admire her. Nearly every day now she or her husband comes out with something that makes it a little bit harder for a
Democrat to win in November, and four years from now.



 I'm under no illusions about Obama - I just want the next president not to be a Republican, Obama seems the better
person to ensure that, and to a certain extent seems less likely to commit the same catastrophic mistakes a hawkish
Republican would. I'm not expecting him to be some liberal messiah - whoever wins has got an enormous, painful clean-
up job to do and I don't see them lasting more than a single term.

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Antonio Gramsci - 22-04-2008 10:38
_____________________________________

Agree completely on strategy, GY - he has cleaned her clock.  Comportment...well, I know what you mean (and feel the
same way to an extent), but it's easy to run a clean campaign as an upstart insurgent and as an "inevitable winner" (he
moved from one to the other awfully quickly, didn't he?) than it is as a running-out-of-time challenger.  Her campaign was
pretty clean while she was the frontrunner, too.  



On the "winnability" factor - have you seen Obama's numbers againt McCain in Florida and Ohio?  Not good.  I'm not
convinced one is more of an asset than the other.



You're right about there being a mess to clean up.  In some ways, I'm hoping things get bad very quickly (i.e. before
November) so that blame can be more obviously assigned where it belongs - to the Republicans.  It could be then that
the next President gets credit even though there is a lot of pain at the start of his/her term, rather the way Reagan
benefitted from the bounce at the start of the 80s.

============================================================================
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Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Ginger Yellow - 22-04-2008 10:55
_____________________________________

Of course it's easier to run a clean campaign from the front. But a) all the more reason for Clinton not to carry on now
that it's essentially impossible for her to win without destroying the party, and b) it's the way that most of her attacks on
Obama have reinforced GOP narratives and bolstered McCain that has really put me off. She's playing it like a zero sum
game when in fact it's negative sum.

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Antonio Gramsci - 22-04-2008 11:08
_____________________________________

See, I don't quite get that "destroy the party" narrative.



It's still quite possible for her to end up at the end of the primary season with more popular votes (if not delegates) than
Obama.  On that basis, she can say to the superdelegates - I'm as much the choice of the people as Obama is, choose
between us based on our merits.



Why would that destroy the party?  Couldn't the opposite case - that the party would be destroyed by nomintaing the
person who won the pledged delegate count but not the popular vote - equally be made?



If after today's primary it becomes clear that she hasn't really a hope of catching him in the popular vote, I would agree
with you.  Until then, I think she's got a right to keep going.   And while I agree with you that she has in some respects
made McCain's job easier, I can't actually think of too many ways a challenger can campaign against a leader that
would't do that anyway.

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Nathan Helena Handcart - 22-04-2008 11:10
_____________________________________

I guess we'll have to disagree about Bill's legacy. I thought he was someone who talked a much better game than he
delivered on. I'm sure he would say that what the republicans would have done or wanted to do would have been worse,
but I tenmd to judge progressives on how good they were, not on how much a cunt they weren't, and on that score, the
Clinton years seem similarly full of the same fantasies and failing of Blair in the Uk; namely, the idea that pretty
irreoncilable differenecs could be massaged away, that big tents can be built, that the rich getting richer is compatible
with real afforts to end poverty, and so on.

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Ginger Yellow - 22-04-2008 11:27
_____________________________________

It's more agitating for Michigan and Florida to be seated without a revote I'm thinking about when it comes to destroying
the party. I've said in the past that Hillary has every moral right to stay in the race to the end, but that's predictated on
running her campaign in a way that doesn't damage the chances of the eventual winner. She seems to be taking a win at
all costs approach on a very slim chance of winning.

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Antonio Gramsci - 22-04-2008 11:33
_____________________________________

Nathan - if big tents are your problem, how does Obama fit the bill?   I would have thought he was the worst possible
candidate - all that "get everyone around a table and work together" fluff...



GY - completely agree on MI and FL.  
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Anyone have any predictions for tonight?  Mine - and I've been hideously wrong before this season - is Clinton by 9%. 
High enough for her to keep running but not high enough to give her much momentum.

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Gyuri - 22-04-2008 12:44
_____________________________________

My prediction, which I may have mentioned somewhere upthread before the latest excellent set of posts, is Clinton by
12%.



See, I don't quite get that "destroy the party" narrative.I think it's more than just MI/FL.  Since Super Tuesday, her
campaign has spent a lot time attacking not just Obama, but his supporters (mindless cultists who don't understand
politics or policy), the states that he won (small, meaningless, unnecessary to the Democrats), the African-American
base (see both the Ferraro comments and the follow-up, as well as the attack on black churches that came with attacks
on Rev. Wright), and the progressive base (see Clinton's recently revealed comments about MoveOn and the "activist
base", including her Rovian bullshitting about their position on Afghanistan).



At best, these various comments will decrease the pool of votes available to her in November, at worst, they will depress
turnout that would otherwise help the Democrat down-ticket candidates (it's not an accident that most superdelegates
that are elected officials in swing states have come out for Obama). Why would that destroy the party? Couldn't the
opposite case - that the party would be destroyed by nomintaing the person who won the pledged delegate count but not
the popular vote - equally be made?I think that case can be made, though it's a poor one.   Six months ago, I would bet
that no one in the leadership of the party thought that the popular vote was the relevant factor in selecting the nominee,
primarily because the rules have been set up to make delegates, not the popular vote, the relevant metric for winning the
nomination.  If the popular vote was relevant (which it has not been in previous primaries), then the candidates would
have campaigned differently and the popular vote totals would likely be different than they are today. Second, the
popular vote tally mostly ignores the caucus states, and so is not a particularly useful metric to determine which
percentage of voters in the primary support each candidate. 



Further, the Clinton campaign had said, before Super Tuesday, that the only thing that mattered was the pledged
delegate count.  It was only when she fell behind on that score that anyone started to talk about the popular vote.

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Ginger Yellow - 22-04-2008 12:51
_____________________________________

The MI/FL thing rankles most for me, partly because it is so short-sightedly self-interested and partly because that was
definitely Clinton. A lot of the nasty stuff about Obama himself (though not all of it) is coming from Clinton supporters and
subordinates. I've seen some nasty stuff about Clinton from Obama supporters, and I'm sure his campaign isn't playing
nice either. You can hold candidates accountable for their campaigns to a large degree, but you can't pin every individual
sin to the candidate. For that reason I'm sticking to the stuff that Clinton clearly endorses. For the most part, that boils
down to MI/FL and belittling Obama to the benefit of Republicans (eg emphasising the experience thing, which surely
implies McCain rather than Clinton).

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Gyuri - 22-04-2008 12:58
_____________________________________

People on this thread seem to feel he's a wonderful guy, but I think that's largely a by-product of him not really having
any kind of track record in office and him therefore being a blank slate onto which people can project whatever they want
(as Nathan says, Obama "seems" to be better - but do we really know?).I agree with this, and would take it a step further
and say that his track record as a Senator is hard to put to much value on because he spent the entire time basically
running for President, which always skews someone's voting record.  I would also say, however, that a similar argument
could be made against Clinton.  Her record is very thin, and her positions have also been tailored to her goal to be
President (it was clear when she was elected to the Senate that she was going to run for higher office).  Amusingly, this
is also true of McCain, even though he's been in office for much longer than Clinton and Obama combined.  His political
positions (except with respect to a general American-greatness-through-military idea) have changed quite dramatically
several times.  They changed after the Keating 5 scandal, when he became an ethics reformer; in the run-up to the 2000
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election, when he tried to position himself as an outsider; prior to 2004, when he was flirting with the Dems; post-2004,
when he was preparing to run in this election.



Fundamentally, then, they are all in many ways blank slates.  Though with Hillary, you get someone who has caved into
GOP pressure on foreign policy issues and been willing to attack/ignore the party base (see my prior post, as well as her
husbands entire presidency), whereas Obama was at least able to stand apart on Iraq.  



To echo Linus, I have no illusions that Obama is going to be the perfect progressive President, I don't think such a
person exists in the US and could become President at this point in time.

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Gyuri - 22-04-2008 13:03
_____________________________________

You can hold candidates accountable for their campaigns to a large degree, but you can't pin every individual sin to the
candidate. For that reason I'm sticking to the stuff that Clinton clearly endorses.I agree that you can't pin every statement
by a surrogate on the candidate, but I think you can pin statements of campaign managers and campaign messages on
the candidate.  The fact that Maggie Williams put out a press release blaming Obama for playing the race card minutes
after Ferraro had said she wasn't going to apologize and that people were being racist against her makes it look like
coordination, as does the fact that it took the candidate herself three days to say anything critical of Ferraro's comments.
The attack on MoveOn and the activist base came out of Clinton's mouth, so can also be pinned on her.For the most
part, that boils down to MI/FL and belittling Obama to the benefit of Republicans (eg emphasising the experience thing,
which surely implies McCain rather than Clinton). It wasn't just the emphasis on the experience thing, she actually said
that McCain was ready to be Commander-in-Chief while Obama wasn't.



Edited to add: By the way, I agree that MI/FL thing has bothered me the most, as it's ridiculous on its face and clearly
rebutted by her stated position before Super Tuesday.

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Tactical Genius - 22-04-2008 14:03
_____________________________________

The fact that Clinton is making all these accusations about Obama now will help him if he is nominated.

There same accusation would have been made by the Republicans in a much nastyer fashion come Autumn so it is
better all his skeletons are out of the closet now which means that the GOP will have to find new ones or spin them from
another angle.

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Inca - 22-04-2008 14:15
_____________________________________

Antonio Gramsci wrote:

See, I don't quite get that "destroy the party" narrative.



It's still quite possible for her to end up at the end of the primary season with more popular votes (if not delegates) than
Obama.



Not according to Bloomberg News (assuming FL and MI ar enot included):



Clinton would need a 25-point victory in Pennsylvania, plus 20-point wins in later contests in West Virginia, Kentucky and
Puerto Rico. Even that scenario assumes Clinton, 60, would break even in Indiana, North Carolina, South Dakota,
Montana and Oregon -- a prospect that's not at all certain. 



More than just big margins, Clinton would need record voter turnout too. In Pennsylvania, she would need a turnout of 2
million, about half the state's registered Democrats; in the 2004 primary, about 800,000 voted. She would also need
turnout to almost double in other states where she leads, and reach some 1 million in Puerto Rico, which is about how
many Democratic- leaning voters went to the polls in a 2004 gubernatorial election.

============================================================================
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Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Antonio Gramsci - 22-04-2008 14:19
_____________________________________

Inca, those Bloomberg percentage figures depend heavily on what you think turnout is going to be.  If turnout is high, the
percentage wins don't need to be as big.  Jay Cost demonstrated this on his blog awhile back.  He also included this
handy calculator so that you could make your own predictions based on turnout and margin.  It's quite interesting.

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Gyuri - 22-04-2008 14:46
_____________________________________

It is amazing that Puerto Rico, which doesn't have any electoral college votes in the general election, and which had a
primary until a month ago, may end being somewhat decisive on the popular vote issue.

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by King Mob - 22-04-2008 15:47
_____________________________________

I haven't been keeping pace with this thread, or the performance of the Democratic hopefuls in general, so is this the sort
of thing we can expect more of from Hilary if she gets into power? 



Mrs Clinton was asked how she would respond if Iran launched a nuclear attack on Israel. She replied that: "If I'm the
president, we will attack Iran... we would be able to totally obliterate them.



"That's a terrible thing to say, but those people who run Iran need to understand that, because that perhaps will deter
them from doing something that would be reckless, foolish and tragic," she told TV channel ABC

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Gyuri - 22-04-2008 15:50
_____________________________________

Yes, though that comment was more aimed at trying to drive a further wedge between Obama and the more conservative
Jewish voters.

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Coffy - 22-04-2008 16:10
_____________________________________

On the old board, was there any discussion of Iran's offer in May 2003 to change its stance on Israel and its nuclear
policy?  (An offer shot down by Cheney.)

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Ginger Yellow - 22-04-2008 16:23
_____________________________________

Not sure what the problem is with that quote, in a US context. Israel has always been under the US's nuclear shield. I'm
sure Obama would say the same thing. Do you really think he wouldn't attack Iran if they nuked Israel?

============================================================================
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Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by ursus arctos - 22-04-2008 16:31
_____________________________________

Didn't one of HRC's earliest attacks on Obama center on his "reckless" unwillingness to rule out the use of force in Iran?



And now she's channelling Curtis LeMay?

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Gyuri - 22-04-2008 16:40
_____________________________________

I'm sure Obama would say the same thing. Do you really think he wouldn't attack Iran if they nuked Israel?I think there is
some relevant difference between policy and rhetoric.  Obama's stance, which he repeated during the last debate, was
that "he would take no options off the table."  Rhetorically, that's a pretty big difference from Clinton's "I'm gonna rip out
their eyes and piss in their skulls"-type of rhetoric.



Further, I thought King Mob's question was whether this type of unhinged muscular posturing was something we should
expect from a Hillary Clinton administration, and I think it is, at least much more so than an Obama administration.

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Ginger Yellow - 22-04-2008 16:59
_____________________________________

I'm not sure Obama has been asked directly about a nuclear attack on Israel. His "no options" responses (the ones that
I've seen, anyway) have been with dealing about Iran's nuclear ambitions in a general sense.



Regardless, I'd agree it is a big rhetorical difference, but it's (pretty much) just that. They're manoeuvring for hawkish and
dovish votes, respectively. Of course one is going to be more hawkish than the other. But if they both have the same
policy, it seems weird to highlight that issue. Surely Iraq and Iran in general are more relevant than hypothetical attacks
with non-existent weapons on a country with its own deterrent capability.

Further, I thought King Mob's question was whether this type of unhinged muscular posturing was something we should
expect from a Hillary Clinton administration, and I think it is, at least much more so than an Obama administration.

Again, I think you've got to look at these things in context. Obviously, a Clinton administration will be more hawkish than
an Obama one. It's clearly the single biggest divide between the candidates. That said, I don't think that quote, or even
similar ones, are necessarily reflective of how her administration would operate (again, within an American context - all
American foreign policy looks like unhinged muscular posturing from abroad). The point is that US foreign policy really
has been unhinged muscular posturing for the last seven years because the people in the administration think that
unhinged muscular posturing, in and of itself, is good diplomacy. They genuinely believe that the best way to achieve
their ends is to have the rest of the world think they're psychopaths who will nuke them at the drop of a hat. I don't think
Clinton and her team think that way (or Lieberman would have endorsed her, for a start). They'll invade, but they'll do it
with sorrow in their heart, basically. Posturing has lots of place in elections (clearly), but relatively little place in liberal
imperialist diplomacy.

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Gyuri - 22-04-2008 17:08
_____________________________________

His response at the debate, to a question that touched on the threatened use of nuclear weapons on Israel was:"I will
take no options off the table when it comes to preventing them from using nuclear weapons or obtaining nuclear
weapons," he said. "And that would include any threats directed at Israel, or any of our allies."You're right that it's not the
same thing as saying what he'd do after a theoretical attack occurred.



I agree with you that this issue is less illuminating in general than evidence of how they would handle Iraq and Iran. 
Though on that point as well, Clinton has historically been more hawkish.

============================================================================
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Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Jimski - 22-04-2008 21:44
_____________________________________

Any news on exit polls or anything yet?

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Gyuri - 22-04-2008 21:57
_____________________________________

I haven't seen any, though I'm trying not too look.  The early exits have been very off so far this cycle.  The exits released
when the polls close have been better, but for those we have to wait until 8:00 Philadelphia time.

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Gyuri - 22-04-2008 22:04
_____________________________________

Damn it, Jimski, you got me curious.  Drudge says the early exits have it 52/48 Clinton, the National Review says 52/47
Obama. I haven't seen anything from a reliable, non-GOP source, but I wouldn't pay too much attention to these anyway.
 I still think it'll be Clinton +12.



Edit: Or just read this Josh Marshall post. If he had this up earlier, it would have saved me the ignominy of having to go
to the NR site.

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by linus - 23-04-2008 00:19
_____________________________________

Exit polls indicate that Obama is getting 9/10th of the Black vote. I guess the UB40 fans are sticking with Clinton...



Kidding aside, it looks like HRC is doing well with the non-college, union, Catholic blue collar small town whites.

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Gyuri - 23-04-2008 00:55
_____________________________________

NBC and Fox call it for Clinton.  Still unclear by how much, but it's an early call, so probably a reasonably large margin.

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Reed Miller - 23-04-2008 01:06
_____________________________________

CNN has it at 53/47 with 5% counted. If that margin were to hold, she'd be cooked, right?

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Antonio Gramsci - 23-04-2008 01:09
_____________________________________

I don't think it will hold, though.  An awful lot of the votes counted so far are from Philly - most rural counties haven't
reported yet.  And in those that have, Obama - for the most part - is getting hammered.

============================================================================
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Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Reed Miller - 23-04-2008 01:30
_____________________________________

Holding so far.



Getting hammered in places like Warren and Elk counties is mitigated by the fact that there are hardly any humans living
in those places.

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by linus - 23-04-2008 02:13
_____________________________________

Looks like Barack is going to keep it down to single digits. A big win in Carolina will negate HRC's delegate gain today.



Did you see Slick willie's latest outburst, accusing Obama of playing the race card on him in reference to his Jesse
Jackson S. carolina remark? Unbelievable. What a slimeball...

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by ursus arctos - 23-04-2008 06:44
_____________________________________

With 99% of precincts reporting, HRC's lead is 9.4 points, or 215,000 votes.



The New York Times  has a number of good graphical analyses of the results on its home page.

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Villain - 23-04-2008 07:06
_____________________________________

So Clinton is still in it then. Whats up next? Are there any big states left that would finish this?

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by ursus arctos - 23-04-2008 07:15
_____________________________________

No.  North Carolina (which Obama will win) and Indiana (which HRC is likely to win, but will be closer) are next, but won't
be decisive.  Unless HRC's funds suddenly dry up or she somehow manages to lose big in Indiana (both of which are
quite unlikely), it isn't going to be over until the Superdelegates have declared, and it will be interesting to see if the
Democratic leadership can in fact get them to do so by the proposed deadline of June 1st.



My pessimism about the general election continues to grow.

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Reed of the Valley People - 23-04-2008 08:40
_____________________________________

My God this is aggravating. It needs to end. I've never been so tired of a continuous news story since the Monica
Lewinsky thing.

============================================================================
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Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by And I am the Life - 23-04-2008 09:34
_____________________________________

the most disturbing thing about that hilary clinton nuking Iran spiel, is that she doesn't blink once throughout the duration
of the fucking clip that I saw on the news. It's terrifying.



Anyway why bother posturing on nuking Iran. Israel has enough nuclear warheads in the indian ocean to kill nearly every
single muslim within 1000 miles of israel.

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by E10 Rifle - 23-04-2008 09:38
_____________________________________

Did you see Slick willie's latest outburst, accusing Obama of playing the race card 



Which is rich indeed coming from Mr "I feel your pain". Christ, what a cunt. One of the things this campaign has
inculcated in me is a profound sympathy for Chelsea Clinton: imagine having those two odious, grasping fuckers as
parents.

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Antonio Gramsci - 23-04-2008 10:14
_____________________________________

. I've never been so tired of a continuous news story since the Monica Lewinsky thing.



I'm not having that.  The Monica story was fantastic.  The tabloid-level tawdriness, the bizarre posturing of the Clinton
spin doctors, the absurd manufactured indignation of the Republicans, the awfulness of that Tripp woman, the steely
evilness of the prosecutor, and the somewhat sweet if catastrophically deluded nature of Monica herself made ita
completely engrossing story.



I think the OJ story was much more tiresome.

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Bryan - 23-04-2008 12:25
_____________________________________

I'm fed up of hearing about this story.  Obama, Clinton, whatever.

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Antonio Gramsci - 23-04-2008 16:05
_____________________________________

Obama's popular vote margin (excluding FL and MI) is down to half a million.  Assuming roughly 4.5 million voters in the
remaining nine primaries, Clinton needs to win 56% of the combined vote to  pull ahead.

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by linus - 23-04-2008 17:03
_____________________________________

Not going to happen, considering that Barack will win by double digits in NC, and comfortably in Oregon. Clinton doesn't
have a real shot at winning the popular vote, or even reducing Obama's current half million lead by much.



She reduced her delegate deficit by about 15 in PA, which is almost what Obama will pick up in NC. 
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This is a very laborious process, to say the least. Clinton is not going to run out of funds, she has the large donors behind
her, and her own sizable fortune. Perhaps part of the reason she didn't disclose her revenues earlier is that she didn't
want to spend her money unless she really has to... 



Regardless, Obama will in all likelihood emerge as the candidate. Hopefully there will be enough time between then and
november for him to recover from the damage of this campaign.

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Gyuri - 23-04-2008 17:23
_____________________________________

I pretty much agree with what Linus said about it being unlikely for Clinton to pass Obama in the popular vote, although
I'm not sure Obama will get a double-digit win in NC.



Clinton is not going to run out of funds, she has the large donors behind her, and her own sizable fortune.I'm not sure
that the large donors have much remaining value for her, as they will nearly all be capped out at the $2,300 individual
limit (plus that of friends and family).  That being said, I wouldn't be surprised if her smaller donor amounts increased in
the next two weeks.  This is the first time in a while that the media spin has it that she has a legitimate chance to win, and
smaller donors may be more likely to throw money at her if they don't think it is a lost cause.

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Gyuri - 23-04-2008 17:38
_____________________________________

Here is some evidence that money won't be a huge problem for Clinton in the short-term.  They are claiming they'll have
raised $10mm in 24 hours after yesterday's victory, with 50k new donors.

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Coffy - 23-04-2008 19:01
_____________________________________

I don't think I'd have that much sympathy for Chelsea.  The starting salary for her first job out of college was in six
figures, and I doubt that's typical for IR majors.  I wonder why that was.

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Antonio Gramsci - 23-04-2008 19:43
_____________________________________

I didn't know that, Coffy.  Where was she working?

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Coffy - 23-04-2008 19:50
_____________________________________

It was some kind of consulting job.  I reckon one could Google up the specifics, but I read it someplace a couple of years
ago and it stuck in my craw, ex-IR major from a decent school that I am.

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Gyuri - 23-04-2008 19:53
_____________________________________
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I believe Chelsea went straight to McKinsey Consulting after (non-MBA) grad school, and then joined a hedge fund.

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Bryan - 23-04-2008 21:16
_____________________________________

You can get 2.12 for President Obama and 2.64 for President McCain on Betfair.



That means you can't lose if you bet on the two of them, assuming of course that Obama wins the nomination.

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by TonTon - 23-04-2008 21:19
_____________________________________

what would those odds be in real money?

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by ursus arctos - 23-04-2008 21:19
_____________________________________

It was definitely McKinsey.  



I didn't know that she had gone to a hedge fund.

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by ursus arctos - 23-04-2008 21:23
_____________________________________

I read Bryan's odds as saying that if you bet one pound on each of Obama and McCain, you would get back 2.12 if
Obama won and 2.64 if McCain won, making a profit on your 2 pound investment in either case.

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Bryan - 23-04-2008 21:24
_____________________________________

edit: what he said.



TonTon wrote:

what would those odds be in real money?



Decimal odds:

Stake x odds = winnings + stake



Thus:

You bet $1 on Obama at 2.12, and you get back $2.12 if you win.

Bet $1 on McCain at 2.64, and you get back $2.64 if you win.



Bet $1 on each and you are guaranteed to win at least $0.12, assuming one of the two becomes Prez.

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Pan Tau - 23-04-2008 21:28
_____________________________________
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Chelsea is the spawn of those two eviltons and will probably become like that, if her gurning on stage with Mommy
Dearest is an indicator. She'll turn out like them. 



I feel sorry for her because she was named after a shit football club.

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Gyuri - 23-04-2008 21:39
_____________________________________

I didn't know that she had gone to a hedge fund.She went to Avenue Capital Group, which, apparently, specializes in
investments in distressed debt. Given the current US credit market, I guess Chelsea for Sec Treasury in a Clinton
administration.

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by TonTon - 23-04-2008 21:44
_____________________________________

I have that block that old people have about centigrade, with decimal odds. no matter how many times I have them
explained, I cannot get a grip and need them translated for me.

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by linus - 23-04-2008 21:44
_____________________________________

Chelsea will eventually be too busy managing the nine-figure family estate to bother with working for a (high) salary.
Hope she inherited her mother's outstanding investment management skills, which allowed her to turn $1,000 into
$100,000 in the commodities futures market...



G-Man, she's already like them, if you've heard her speak on the college tour.

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Bryan - 23-04-2008 23:32
_____________________________________

TonTon wrote:

I have that block that old people have about centigrade, with decimal odds. no matter how many times I have them
explained, I cannot get a grip and need them translated for me.



If you'd prefer I could quote the prices in £/s/d.

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Gyuri - 24-04-2008 22:23
_____________________________________

Obama's popular vote margin (excluding FL and MI) is down to half a million. Assuming roughly 4.5 million voters in the
remaining nine primaries, Clinton needs to win 56% of the combined vote to pull ahead.AG, here is a pretty good
rundown of what Clinton would need to do to win. It's a long and involved post, so I won't summarize it, but it's interesting
reading.

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
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Posted by linus - 25-04-2008 03:48
_____________________________________

Nice link Gyuri, graphs galore.



Big picture: Obama is leading HRC by a big margin on the RCP nationwinde Democrat preference poll, 50% to 40%. 



Obama will end up having more votes and delegates overall, but that relatively small margin is a bit deceiving because
he has had to build his momentum vs an established candidate, which means that he's lost a lot of early votes by virtue
of being a darkhorse candidate. 



I think Obama would beat Clinton in California if that vote were held today, a state he has lost by 9%, the equivalent of
over 400,000 votes. The last result in PA has had the effect of distorting where Obama really stands nationally vs Clinton.



This however was Hillary's last stand, a double digit win in NC following a near-tie in Indiana will reset the momentum in
the final stretch once and for all.

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Gyuri - 25-04-2008 04:15
_____________________________________

The one irritating sidebar to all of this, is that Rev. Wright has embarked on a publicity tour, with a conversation with Bill
Moyers that has already re-stirred controversy (he said Obama's race speech was just Obama saying what he had to say
as a politician) and a broader press conference on Monday. 



Though I appreciate all the attacks must be rubbing Wright raw, it would be excellent if he could have just stayed quiet
until November.

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Antonio Gramsci - 25-04-2008 10:18
_____________________________________

Yeah, great article Gyuri.  I agree almost completely.  She didn't win by enough in PA to make the winning the popular
vote a possibility, unless one includes Florida (the DNC plus 1 countin the article).



I've seen this distinction drawn between Michigan and Florida a few times in the media but don't quite understand it. 
Was Obama on the ballot in Florida and not in Michigan?

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Gyuri - 25-04-2008 13:06
_____________________________________

Yes.  He stayed on the ballot in FL, b/c it was not possible to get off of it.  MI allowed you to withdraw, and so Obama
and Edwards both withdrew.  This is why MI's popular vote count is especially ridiculous as evidence of anything.



There's a rather damning quote from Clinton (on NH public radio) when asked why she didn't take her name off the
ballot, she said it didn't matter, as the vote obviously won't mean anything b/c Edwards's and Obama's name weren't on
the ballot.

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Gyuri - 25-04-2008 20:40
_____________________________________

Obama had a meeting with the editorial board at the Indianapolis Star newspaper today (Indiana being one of the next
primary states), and the paper streamed it live.  
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I found him to be very impressive in talking with this small group of reporters over a wide range of subjects and, for those
of you who think he is a bit of an empty suit, I think it shows his ability to speak at a level different than big speeches or
debates. 



Unfortunately, I didn't think to post it here until after it was over, but I'm hoping that the link will house the recorded video.
 If not, I'll take a look later to see if the video is posted elsewhere.

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by nefertiti - 25-04-2008 21:09
_____________________________________

I saw some of this too, Gyuri. He is an extraordinary man, calm, intelligent, thoughtful and eager to lasten and genuinely
engage with the issues. Compared to most people, let alone most Americans he has been exposed to a phenomenal
range of ideas and influences and has been thinking about them deeply. 



I thought his  speech on race in America was inspiring and the interview confirned to me, that I think America has the
chance to educate a genuinely intellectually curious and transformative politician.

Let's hope he gets his chance- and the the Clinton/Rove alliance  don't steal it from him.

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Gyuri - 25-04-2008 21:21
_____________________________________

Nefertiti, 



That's how he comes off to me as well.  Unfortunately, some segment of the electorate think he is a Muslim, crypto-
Marxist, anti-White racist, elitist empty suit who consorts with known terrorists and would sell the country to China for an
8-ball of cocaine.

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by nefertiti - 25-04-2008 21:34
_____________________________________

And so they want to vote for that paragon of morality and rectitude, Hillary Clinton.

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Gyuri - 25-04-2008 21:59
_____________________________________

Well, if Clinton wins the nomination, then in the general election people will be told that she is an atheist, crypto-Marxist,
anti-male, lesbian, elitist, ball crusher in an ill-fitting pantsuit who consorts with known terrorists and would sell the
country to China for $50 and a leash for her husband.  And they'll believe that, too.

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by linus - 25-04-2008 22:15
_____________________________________

Or alternatively, they can be told she is a compulsive liar, with irrefutable recent footage from her campaign to butress
the claim. That would probably be less taxing.

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
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Posted by nefertiti - 25-04-2008 22:16
_____________________________________

 "This is America, man."

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Gyuri - 25-04-2008 22:23
_____________________________________

Or alternatively, they can be told she is a compulsive liar, with irrefutable recent footage from her campaign to butress
the claim. That would probably be less taxing.Well, the GOP can't do that, because then Clinton's campaign will just play
all the clips of McCain taking diametrically opposite  (from himself) positions on a wide variety of issues.  I mean it's not
like the media is going to carry water for McCain or anything. . .This is America, man.Oh, indeed.

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Nathan Helena Handcart - 25-04-2008 22:28
_____________________________________

What would Bill do?

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Pan Tau - 26-04-2008 10:21
_____________________________________

Oh, Obama should use that in a campaign video. A great endorsement.

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Antonio Gramsci - 26-04-2008 15:06
_____________________________________

Sure, except that visuals trump audio in ads.  Most people would think they were watching an HRC ad.



Here's an interesting article from Paul Krugman.  The most interesting bit, I think, is this:



The attacks from the Clinton campaign have been badminton compared with the hardball Republicans will play this fall. If
the relatively mild rough and tumble of the Democratic fight has been enough to knock Mr. Obama off his pedestal, what
hope did he ever have of staying on it through the general election?  Let me offer an alternative suggestion: maybe his
transformational campaign isn’t winning over working-class voters because transformation isn’t what they’re looking for.

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Gyuri - 26-04-2008 15:23
_____________________________________

I'm a little wary of Krugman on this.  He has been relentless against Obama since early in the primary (I think it's b/c he
prefers Clinton's health care plan, but it's been odd nonetheless).   That doesn't make his critiques not worth paying
attention to, though.



What I'm not sure I understand is the proof the Obama's been knocked off his pedestal.  He shaved 10+ points off of
Clinton's lead in PA in six weeks, he's leading the national polls (at least if you look at the RCP or Pollster poll averages)
over Clinton by close to his largest margin ever, though we'll see whether Clinton's bump from PA lasts and he did
marginally better with working class whites in PA than he did in OH. Further, his loss in PA was almost identical to his
campaign's leaked projections three months ago (they've been shockingly dead on).  



The only things that have changed are (a) the media narrative turned against him once he became the front runner, and
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(b) the primary schedule (demographics of primary states were favorable in February and less favorable in March/April).  



Finally, and to Krugman's asinine "badminton" point, Obama's been running against both Clinton and McCain for the past
seven weeks.  MSNBC has been running on a loop the crazy racist NC GOP ad, Fox News has been all over him for
Wright, Ayers and "bitter-gate" for weeks, and McCain's campaign has attacked him daily without saying much at all
about Clinton (just in the last week, Lieberman called him a "Marxist" and McCain said he is the candidate of Hamas,
etc.). 



Ok, this time really finally, Krugman, like everyone else, uses working class when he means working class white women. 
Working class blacks are overwhelmingly for Obama.  Working class white men are only slightly for Clinton (and less so
in open primaries).  



All that being said, I do think Obama has an issue with working class whites against McCain. Of course, Dem general
election candidates always do.  Clinton barely won a plurality of them in '92 and '96 and he had Perot siphoning off a
large percentage of the GOP vote.



Krugman is an excellent economics writer, but his political writings have been consistently terrible and ill-thought out for
years.  Even his many attacks on Bush, which I agree with in theory, often come across as a person so addlepated with
anger that he can't think through his arguments.

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by nefertiti - 26-04-2008 15:32
_____________________________________

Krugman for reasons which are not entirely clear to  me is massively supporting Clinton, He's in her -= or their-pocket. 
He seems also to be ignoring some crucial issues.



Firstly the Clintons have been consistently playing with the notion of race.



 Maybe the Republicans will do that too, but it will be mighty hard for the Republicans to win this election with a crumbling
economy, with 5000 US soldiers dead from a war which has cost trillions.



Why is Karl Rove fighting so hard for Hillary? Surely it's because he and the neo-con gang would rather have her as their
opponent. 



Secondly it concerns me that Krugman thinks the Clinton teams recycling of the neocon gang's insinuations - that
Obama's a Muslim , that he's asssociated with the Weather Underground. (who carried out their acts when he was 8
years old,) and so forth are all fair game because the Republicans will do worse. They are already doing it.



Clinton has been restating the rules by which the match is to be played -because she's losing. 

She is prepared to do anything to get the nomination - it's her last chance.

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by linus - 26-04-2008 17:00
_____________________________________

Bottom line, HRC is going to win Kentucky and lose in every other state left in the contest. Last tuesday was her last
hurrah.  Obama has a slight lead in Indiana, and will ultimately increase his pre-Pennsylvania lead (caveat/wildcard:
Puerto Rico's winner-takes-all system, which makes it more important.)

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Gyuri - 26-04-2008 17:06
_____________________________________

Linus, 



I generally agree with your point (Obama will win), but Clinton will definitely win in W. Virginia(she's up by 20+ in the last
poll).  Also, I'm not so sure he will win in IA (currently polls are statistically tied), and the demographics are questionable.
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On the good news front, PR is proportional rep not winner-take-all.

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Antonio Gramsci - 26-04-2008 18:08
_____________________________________

She's ahead in Indiana, too, isn't she?



My point in raising the Krugman article was twofold: one, it's becoming increasingly obvious that Obama is the candidate
of the educated middle class, and that HRC is the "blue collar" candidate.  Now there may be a massive amount of
Thomas-Frank-what's-the-matter-with-Kansas-false-consciousness-etc going on here, but them seems to be the facts. 
And I thus find it odd that so many OTFers seem to be on the opposite side of the fence from that where they usually sit.



Second, I think Krugman's quite right to say that criticism of HRC's "hardball tactics" is largely misplaced.  I think she's
been gentle compared to what the Republicans will do to him.

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Gyuri - 26-04-2008 18:33
_____________________________________

AG,



I think what you see is a function of race and geography (and I'd guess that those identifiers aren related), rather than
policy. For the most part, it seems that Clinton does better among whites without a college education in states where
there are a large amount of African-Americans, but in states where there are few Africa-Americans, Obama does better
among this group. There's a story on this here.



Given that there are very few policy differences between these two candidates, and to the extent they exist, they tend to
be buried rather deep in the weeds of the policies, I'd be shocked if blue collar-friendly policies had an effect on non-
college educated whites, as they tend to be low-information voters in the US. Scary black man with Muslim name and
freaky preacher seems more likely to be the cause.



Given that OTF doesn't seem to be a hotbed of racial animosity, it's not really a surprise that the race issue doesn't play
a role in candidate choice here.  Further, there is almost no evidence from her time as Senator that HRC will act as a
progressive in office, and, she has already made it clear how little regard she has for the party's progressive/activist
base.  It's also worth keeping in mind that her husband was probably the most center-right Democratic President the US
has had in a long while. So given the politics of many on OTF, Obama's general support doesn't strike me as all that odd.
 



Comparing what HRC has done to what the GOP has done/will do strikes me as an exercise in point missing.  By
racializing the race in the primary, she has helped poison Obama's candidacy among loyal, working class, white
Democrats who may have supported him in the general election.  Further her campaign's racial politics legitimizes these
attacks when they are used by the GOP and its related media.  For example, her campaign surrogates have regularly
ball-washed Fox News ("they are the most fair and balanced news source", etc.), which has run Wright, Obama,
madrassa, etc. constantly.  It makes it much harder for Obama to push back on the GOP by painting them as the party of
anachronistic racial animus and gutter politics, b/c, after all, no less a paragon of the Dems then the sainted Clintons
have done the same.



If her theory is that Obama is unelectable and she is just trying to save the general election for the party, then she should
have done this before Super Tuesday when she had a legitimate chance to win without splitting the party.  Now she
doesn't.She's ahead in Indiana, too, isn't she?No, but as I mentioned in a previous post, his lead is not statistically
significant.

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Gyuri - 26-04-2008 19:48
_____________________________________

Message Board - When Saturday Comes - The Half Decent Football Magazine FireBoard Forum Component version: 1.0.2 Generated: 3 December, 2008, 07:01



Just to give some anecdotal, um,  color to the race point, here's an article from the Philadelphia Inquirer on Obama and
race in PA.

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Antonio Gramsci - 27-04-2008 04:16
_____________________________________

Well, HRC's is in the uncomfortable position of effectively arguing that she is better for the party because she is better
able to appeal to bigots than Obama.  That can't be fun for many of her supporters.

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Gyuri - 27-04-2008 04:24
_____________________________________

It's a weird place to be in, and I like to think that she wouldn't have undertaken some of these tactics had she been the
one with the slight lead. 



I don't think it is fun for many of her supporters (especially the younger generation that comprise a large portion of her
staff), and I really worry what a Clinton win will do to the black portion of the Dem coalition.  It's amazing how quickly Bill
went from being the first "black" president to almost universally reviled by the black community.

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by nefertiti - 27-04-2008 07:30
_____________________________________

There's a good  piece in this Weeks's New Yorker by Hendrik Hertzberg saying that if anyone is really vulnerable to the
republican attacks it's  Clinton







 That she has not yet faced what the republican machine has -or will have - on her-



My point is that Hillary Clinton has not, in fact, survived the worst that the Republican attack machine (and its pilotless
drones online and on talk radio) can dish out. We will learn what the worst really means if she is nominated. The Commie
law firm will be only the beginning. Many tempting targets—from Bill’s little-examined fund-raising and business activities
during the past seven years to the prospect of his hanging around the White House in some as yet undefined role for
another four or eight years to whatever leftovers from the Clinton “scandals” of the nineteen-nineties can be retrieved from
the dumpster and reheated—remain to be machine-gunned. The whole Clinton marital soap opera, obviously off limits
within the Democratic fold, will offer ample material for what Obama calls “distractions.” To take the most obvious example,
the former President’s social life since leaving the White House will become, if not “fair game,” big game—and some of these
right-wing dirtbags are already hiring bearers and trying on pith helmets for the safari. Is this a “there” where the
Democratic Party really wants to go?

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Ginger Yellow - 28-04-2008 09:56
_____________________________________

Well, HRC's is in the uncomfortable position of effectively arguing that she is better for the party because she is better
able to appeal to bigots than Obama. That can't be fun for many of her supporters.



No, but it's still true. I've read countless stories with quotes from archetypal male Clinton voters (working class whites)
where they've basically said they'll vote for a woman but not for a black person. I'm not saying every male Clinton voter is
a bigot, far from it (my dad's for Clinton, for a start), but you see far more of that than you see Obama supporters saying
they'd vote for a black man but not a woman.

============================================================================
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Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by nefertiti - 28-04-2008 11:09
_____________________________________

And if that's true, GY? (and I'm sure it is) Do you think that's a reason to go with Hillary or to support Obama and build
the coalition he's seeking to appeal to?





I'm not being sarcastic. I genuinely want to know, since this seems to be the core of the issue. There seem to be a lot of
Clinton supporters, trying to trash Obama as being in the pocket of special interests, having a track record of dodgy
deals, or being prepared to say anything to get elected. All of which seem at least as true of his democratic opponent.



My own view is that Rove and co are more scared of Obama than Clinton. At present they have a win-win situation. By
supporting her at the moment if she wins they can run against the familiar candidate ( alienated from the Afro American
vote)and with a whole lot of flaws which have not yet been exploited in any significant way by the Obama campaign.
Should he win they have allowed Democrats to make the race issue legitimate,

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Matej - 28-04-2008 11:28
_____________________________________

I've recently begun trying to come to terms with the idea of President McCain.  It isn't a pretty thought.



I really believe deep down that an Obama-McCain match-up would quickly become a whitewash in favor of Obama, but
this is America, and belief and faith in politics quickly disappears or gets shattered.



I'm mostly worried that McCain is basically given a pass by the media.  His 'maverick' image, though patently false, has
never been dumped by the mainstream, and when it comes down to it, the Republican party base will get mobilized for
him against either Obama or Clinton.



The Democrats haven't completely destroyed their chances in this contest, but they are coming close.



Thank god Rudy got thrashed.  At least my complete nightmare scenario isn't possible.

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Gyuri - 28-04-2008 16:50
_____________________________________

Is there anyone here who spends a lot of time on the progressive netroots blogs who can explain to me the reaction to
Obama's appearance on Fox?  Take a look at Open Left (scroll down to read three or four posts on the subject), and
they seem to have completely disowned Obama in, what seems to me, a violent and unhinged way based on something
that strikes me as molehill-mountain building.  



Is there a history to this that I am missing? Why is it worse for Obama to go on Fox News to push back on criticisms than
for the Clinton campaign to champion Fox News as the one place for impartiality?  The sense I get is that either these
folks are working through some petulant solipsism, or else that they now think Clinton will be the nominee and are trying
to get back in her good graces.



Regardless, I find this deeply weird, but acknowledge that I may be missing something.

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Ginger Yellow - 28-04-2008 17:22
_____________________________________

"And if that's true, GY? (and I'm sure it is) Do you think that's a reason to go with Hillary or to support Obama and build
the coalition he's seeking to appeal to?"
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It doesn't really enter into my thought process at all. So long as both candidates have a decent level of support, I care
more about their actual policies and campaign strategy.

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Antonio Gramsci - 28-04-2008 17:32
_____________________________________

they seem to have completely disowned Obama in, what seems to me, a violent and unhinged way based on something
that strikes me as molehill-mountain building.



If there is one thing I have learned over the years about politics it is the uncanny ability of the left (in Canada at least - I
suspect it has overtones elsewhere) to make the perfect the enemy of the good.  



Unhinged doesn't even begin to cover it from a tactical point of view.

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Ginger Yellow - 28-04-2008 17:35
_____________________________________

Gyuri, I'm reserving my judgement until I have the time to watch the interview, but from the various descriptions I have to
agree with you. I suspect it's coming from a sense of betrayal in that the netroots have worked hard to get the Dems to
treat Fox with the contempt they deserve, and here Obama is going on and giving them credibility. But it does seem like
a huge overreaction - I doubt they'd have done the same thing if he'd accepted an interview with the WSJ.

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Gyuri - 28-04-2008 17:43
_____________________________________

If there is one thing I have learned over the years about politics it is the uncanny ability of the left (in Canada at least - I
suspect it has overtones elsewhere) to make the perfect the enemy of the good.Ain't that the truth. The especially weird
thing in this case, is the perfection that they're seeking ought to be low down on the priority list relative to, you know,
actual policy issues.Unhinged doesn't even begin to cover it from a tactical point of view.I agree, and think "tactical" can
be in reference to both Dem success in the general election and the voice of Open Left in the party.  If they are going to
go ballistic on every little step outside their orthodoxy, then the rage will drown out their arguments and remove any
sense of degree.  If Obama going on Fox once (after a 2-year boycott) to try and save his campaign is made equivalent
to the Clinton campaign's constant praise of Fox, then the attractiveness of any candidate boycotting Fox at all is
instantly reduced.  And I'm talking as someone who, in theory at least, is sympathetic to the plan to marginalize Fox.

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by nefertiti - 28-04-2008 20:55
_____________________________________

OK let me rephrase it. DO you think that the Clinton team are bringing race into play as part of their campaign strategy as
alleged byGary Younge  in The Guardian today amongst others. And if so, how do you think this should best be
challenged?

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Antonio Gramsci - 28-04-2008 21:14
_____________________________________

The evidence that she's bringing race into  the campaign is pretty slim, I think.  Her main line of attack is that he is "elitist"
(which, historically, is a term more commonly attached to whites).



Arguably, the fact that a black man can be tarred with the accusation that he is an Ivy-League elitist out of touch with the
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common man is a sign of the great progress that has been made in race relations in the US.  Certainly, I don't remember
anyone attacking Jesse Jackson or Shirley Chisholm this way.

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Ginger Yellow - 28-04-2008 21:26
_____________________________________

I think people around Clinton (arguably including Bill) are doing so, at least to a "plausible deniability" degree. I'm not
convinced Clinton is herself. What I think she is doing is attempting to maximise her cultural resonance with her base -
women and working class white men - and minimising Obama's resonance with them. That strategy inevitably means
othering Obama, and that is a dangerous game to play when the person being othered is of a different race. But for the
most part her attempts to other Obama haven't played into racial stereotypes - quite the opposite, in fact - they've played
into Republican/media stereotypes of Democrats as rich, effete, out of touch elitists. That's what I find objectionable.

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by nefertiti - 28-04-2008 22:32
_____________________________________

I think you're giving her a soft ride. She definitely said Obama wasn't a Muslim "as far as I know".  



She also has worked the demon black preacher line hard, forgetting that Jeremiah Wright was one of the many men of
God she and Bill summoned to the White House to give them marriage guidance counselling. 



And she has had Bill to take things a little further when necessary. 



I read an intersting ananlysis of the 3 am call commercial and the ways it was calculated to play on  white female fears of
the black man. 



People don't do things by accident.



I agree with you about the other objectionable side of her strategy-and this is Rovian in her  "attack your opponent at his
strongest place". Obama is far less elitist than her.

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Ginger Yellow - 28-04-2008 22:48
_____________________________________

The "as far as I know thing" looks bad on its own, but if you watch it, it's really not bad at all. It's not like she pauses, and
then says "as far as I know". She outright denies it on multiple occasions, and calls it a ridiculous smear. I think it's
massively overblown.



As for the Jeremiah Wright thing, yes, she has played it hard, but then I think any candidate would, and again it fits with
her more-Republican-than-the-Republicans othering strategy in that Wright's opinions are outside the realms of
mainstream discourse, especially for her target voters. Similarly for the 3am call ad. I really don't think she's racialised it
in any reprehensible way.

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Gyuri - 28-04-2008 23:05
_____________________________________

For me, its the Ferraro Obama-is-an-affirmative-action-hire thing prior to Ohio that bothered me the most.  Granted,
Ferraro was just a surrogate and member of the campaign finance committee and not an advisor, but (a) she had made
the comments several times before they received broad public notice (so the campaign must have known about them),
(b) the campaign's initial official response was to blame Obama for playing the race card (in a statement that came out
30 minutes after Ferraro said Obama was being racist against white people, clearly coordinated), and it took them a while
to back away.  
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Leaving aside the Jesse Jackson comment, which was bad enough, but Bill has a habit of constantly belittling Obama in
a "that boy has gotten too big for his britches"-paternalistic way that grates, even if it's not clearly racist.

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Ginger Yellow - 28-04-2008 23:29
_____________________________________

I'd agree with that. Ferraro's comments were deeply reprehensible and the campaign's response was lame at best. Like I
say, I'm not defending the people around Clinton at all - one of her greatest flaws is that she surrounds herself with really
bad people.

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Inca - 06-05-2008 15:45
_____________________________________

Ginger Yellow wrote:

No, but it's still true. I've read countless stories with quotes from archetypal male Clinton voters (working class whites)
where they've basically said they'll vote for a woman but not for a black person.



I heard the opposite last week on NPR--a guy in Indiana saying he was more comfortable voting for a black man than a
woman--"it's the male chauvinist in me, I guess" was what he said. 



This thread has died a bit, just before these primaries that will resolve absolutely nothing.  What's up?



I'm rather surprised that pretty much the entire media seems to be leaning against the suspension of the gas tax, calling
it political pandering.  Unfortunately, they only really seem to be talking about Hillary, and not mentioning that McCain
came out for it first.  So we only get to see Hillary supporters coming out and brushing off a request to name one
economist that supports suspending the tax, saying "thank God that we don't have economists making necessarily public
policy".

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by WornOldMotorbike - 06-05-2008 15:55
_____________________________________

He says it's a temporary measure before a long-term solution. What's Hillary's long term solution? High taxes are last
thing causing high gas prices in the US. High consumption's the likely cause, and I can't see how that can change
drastically overnight.

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Ginger Yellow - 06-05-2008 16:06
_____________________________________

I'm rather surprised that pretty much the entire media seems to be leaning against the suspension of the gas tax, calling
it political pandering. Unfortunately, they only really seem to be talking about Hillary, and not mentioning that McCain
came out for it first.



You're going to love the campaign proper.

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Coffy - 06-05-2008 16:10
_____________________________________

She's really continuing to work the elitism angle, and sadly, it's sinking in; I read a comment by an Indiana woman who
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considers Obama "sheltered": "He's not one of us."  What, compared to the well-off childhoods of Hillary and McCain? 
Ugh.

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Ginger Yellow - 06-05-2008 16:11
_____________________________________

It's interesting that the press seem to be pushing back on it, even if selectively. I've always wondered why gas prices so
often dominate US election year discourse, when a president has pretty much zero control over prices in the short to
medium term. About the only thing a president can do to lower gas prices during their term is not invade the Middle East.
So I figured that the media were playing a part in fomenting these pointless diversions, but now it seems they're resisting
it.

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by WornOldMotorbike - 06-05-2008 16:21
_____________________________________

This is why the US ends up with the Presidents they do: they start thinking of gasoline prices as an issue upon which to
choose a leader.

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by nefertiti - 06-05-2008 16:23
_____________________________________

Given the unwaveringly loyal support that Krugman has offered Hillary (referred to upthread) then it would be interesting
to know how he feels about the populist trashing of his profession by Clinton and her campaign



Of course the swiftboating of Obama as elitist is dtraight out of the Karl Rove technique, as used on Kerry's war record.
Attack the opponent at your weakest point. 



With the addded advantage that each time Obama corrects it (brought up by lone single parent white mother) he
confirms to the American public their prejudices about "feckless" black men who walk out on their wives, and reminds
them of his mixed race background.

Incredibly interracial marriage was a crime in certain southern statesand was only upheld by a federal court in 1967 



THe appropriately named Mildred Loving from Virginia who won the right to marry the man of her choice in the Supreme
Court died last Friday. RIP

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Ginger Yellow - 06-05-2008 16:34
_____________________________________

Why don't you read him and find out?

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by nefertiti - 06-05-2008 16:39
_____________________________________

He lets her off the hook, there, though, doesn't he? 



I mean he dodges the shameless "well what do economists know they don't feel the pain of average Americans unlike
Hillary who knows what it's like for ordinary people schtick" which makes me sick to my stomach- and is a downright  lie.

============================================================================

Message Board - When Saturday Comes - The Half Decent Football Magazine FireBoard Forum Component version: 1.0.2 Generated: 3 December, 2008, 07:01



Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Ginger Yellow - 06-05-2008 16:41
_____________________________________

Sure. I'm just saying he has a blog. It's not like he's keeping his opinion to himself. You can even ask him about it in the
comments.

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Ginger Yellow - 06-05-2008 19:44
_____________________________________

If you haven't seen the Daily Show's take on the gas tax holiday, do so.

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Gyuri - 06-05-2008 22:13
_____________________________________

This thread has died a bit, just before these primaries that will resolve absolutely nothing. What's up?I've been trying to
step back from the nonsense related to the campaign for a little while as it has been driving me a bit batty.  This isn't an
easy process, but so far I've been taking baby steps (for example, I'm not even going to look at exit polls for today's
primaries until after the actual results are in. . .maybe).  At this point, almost all of the relevant and quasi-relevant points
about Clinton/Obama have been hashed out over and over, and, barring some huge, unforeseen event, there's nothing
to do but wait and see what happens.  



Until the Dems get their act sorted, it's a bit hard to focus on the McCain-related idiocy (though I wish it weren't). 



I expect my current attempt to disengage to last at least three more hours.

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Antonio Gramsci - 07-05-2008 02:35
_____________________________________

Andrew Stephen (a seriously smart dude) in the NS has been saying that this whole thing is going to come down to
battling sets of lawyers at the convention.  Basically, as long as she keeps it close enough that Florida and Michigan
would make the difference, she can litigate this the way dubya did in 2000.



I've not seen many American commentators pick up on this idea, but it has an ugly ring of likelihood to it.



Obama by 14 in NC, HRC by 4 in Indiana, for those of you who haven't seen the results yet.

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Inca - 07-05-2008 03:05
_____________________________________

Antonio Gramsci wrote:

Andrew Stephen (a seriously smart dude) in the NS has been saying that this whole thing is going to come down to
battling sets of lawyers at the convention.  Basically, as long as she keeps it close enough that Florida and Michigan
would make the difference, she can litigate this the way dubya did in 2000.



I've not seen many American commentators pick up on this idea, but it has an ugly ring of likelihood to it.



I'd just like to remind everyone that I called that Hillary would find a way to take the nomination.  I'd really like to be
wrong, but I'm very afraid.

============================================================================
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Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Gyuri - 07-05-2008 03:36
_____________________________________

Obama by 14 in NC, HRC by 4 in Indiana, for those of you who haven't seen the results yet.Though HRC's 4 in Indiana
may shrink to 2 by the time Lake County (an expected heavily pro-Obama region) reports. Fundamentally, Obama has
made back nearly all of the gains in delegates and popular vote that he lost in PA.  A truly terrible night for Clinton. If the
exit polls are correct (a huge if), than her margin of victory is less than the amount of votes she gained from Limbaugh's
"Operation Chaos", which seems to have been about 7%.



As for the convention ending up with a lawyerly reprise of 2000, I think that is sort of unlikely.  First, I expect that most of
the superdelegates will have made their decision well before the convention (most people expect that they will have done
so by the beginning of July), and if Obama's margin then takes him passed the magic number of delegates (i.e., Obama
delegates > HRC delegates + possible MI & FL delegates + Edwards delegates), then HRC is powerless at the
convention.  Second, even if it goes to the convention, it's not going to be a lawyer party in the same way as 2000, b/c
we will be dealing with internal party rules rather than state election law.  Internal party rules are much less likely to led to
the judicial system than the ballot shenanigans in Florida in 2000. 



That being said, it's definitely possible that HRC will try and take this to the convention, I just don't see any chance that
the outcome will hinge on the federal court system.

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by linus - 07-05-2008 03:42
_____________________________________

One of the main stories in this saga is that Obama has just about closed the superdelegate gap, he's been doing well
there. HRC will have enough fuel to keep going and keep doing her sick schtick, but she will have to step aside in June.
Her momentum was effectively blocked today.

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by linus - 07-05-2008 05:33
_____________________________________

Final results: Hillary lost NC by 14%, won Indiana by less than 2%, perhaps it is the Limbaugh/Fox keeping that zombie
alive.



There are no nails on Hillary's coffin yet, but she's in there now, folks. I'm kind of optimistic now, Obama seems to have
fully recovered from the Wright and pseudo-elitist crap they've thrown at him. He should have enough time to make his
case between june and november, and the economy is not going to get any better this summer.



Looking good.

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by The Chubby Cyclist - 07-05-2008 08:05
_____________________________________

I'm as much in favour of the destruction of the Republicans as anyone, but I still find "...the economy is not going to get
any better this summer. Looking good." to be a very peculiar phrase.

============================================================================

Re:Fuck off, Hillary... (and yeah, you too, John)
Posted by Inca - 07-05-2008 13:53
_____________________________________

From today's NYT:
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