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Republicans have tried to 
pin the lame duck label on 
President Obama for quite 

a while now. But for a lame duck, 
Obama is doing pretty well.

He won on Obamacare. He won 
on gay marriage. He won on 
trade. His party was even able to 
leverage a horrendous crime — 
the killings in Charleston — to 
put Republicans on the defensive 
over the Confederate f lag.

A president’s approval rating, 
and his general image of success 
or failure, affect the candidate of 
his party seeking to succeed him. 
From that perspective, Obama’s 
victories are a gift to Democratic 
frontrunner Hillary Clinton.

Indeed, Clinton was quick to 
embrace the Supreme Court 
Affordable Care Act decision. 
“Yes!” she tweeted just minutes 
after the news broke.

“SCOTUS affirms what we know 
is true in our hearts & under the 
law: Health insurance should be 
affordable & available to all.”

A short time after Clinton’s 
statement, I sent notes to 
several Republican operatives, 
some working on presidential 
campaigns and some unaffiliated. 
How do GOP candidates deal with 
a president on a winning streak? 
How does it affect the campaign? 
Does it give Clinton a stronger 
hand? The answers that came 
back showed a party struggling to 
figure out exactly how to deal with 
the Democrats’ recent run.

Some stressed that the 
president’s wins aren’t really his, 
pointing especially to the trade 
deal, in which Obama succeeded 
almost entirely because of 
Republican help.

“Yes, he can claim some 
victories, but few of his own 
making and mostly due to other 
actors, for their own reasons, 
making things happen,” said Dave 

Carney, the New 
Hampshire-based 
strategist who 
advised Rick Perry 
in the last election. 
“He has become the 
Forrest Gump of 
presidents.”

Others laid blame 
on GOP lawmakers 
in Congress, 
arguing they must 
do more to stop the 

president’s agenda.
“Republicans in Washington 

need to act and put pressure 
on Obama to veto conservative 
legislation or come to the table,” 
said Tim Miller of the Jeb Bush 
campaign. “There has been a lot of 
talking, but Republicans need to 
start getting results.”

Still others argued that Obama’s 
wins don’t say much about the 
merits of his agenda. “He won the 
(Obamacare) case, but just having 
the Court say it was legal doesn’t 
make it good policy, popular 
with the American people, or 
good health care,” noted Curt 
Anderson, a top adviser to the 
Bobby Jindal campaign.

Some saw Obama’s wins 
as tangential to the issues 
that matter most with voters, 
explaining that Obama is still 
a loser when it comes to the big 
stuff.

“When the voters start giving 
the president credit for a booming 
economy and a globe-spanning 
string of foreign policy successes, 
then the Republicans will have to 
worry,” said Vin Weber, a longtime 
GOP strategist who is an outside 
adviser to the Bush campaign.

Finally, others saw Obama’s 
wins as mainly the work of a 
Washington establishment out of 
touch with economic suffering 
going on beyond the Beltway.

“President Obama and 

America’s elites are winning, 
winning, winning,” said Alex 
Castellanos, a longtime GOP 
strategist who is not affiliated 
with any campaign this time 
around. “Let the peasants 
eat cake, Obamacare, and 
unemployment. A lot of steam 
is building up in the populist 
pressure cooker. In 2016, some 
very angry peasants are going to 
storm Washington with torches 
and pitchforks.”

One could spend a long time 
searching those statements for 
a single, fully coherent strategy 
to counter the president and 
neutralize the benefit his victories 
might confer on Hillary Clinton. 
That’s not really a surprise, 
given that there are currently 13 
declared candidates, with three 
more likely to come, in the race 
for the Republican nomination. 
But whichever course they choose, 
Republicans will have to connect 
with the people who lose when 
Obama wins.

After the Supreme Court 
decision, the GOP candidates 
themselves issued mostly 
boilerplate statements. They 
pledged to keep fighting. They 
vowed, as Texas Sen. Ted Cruz 
said, to make the 2016 election “a 
national referendum on repealing 
Obamacare.” They promised 
to replace Obamacare with 
something better.

But what’s going on now is 
bigger than simply Obamacare. 
The president is on a roll at 
the moment, and the Democrat 
who hopes to follow him to 
the White House is looking to 
roll along. Republicans need 
a focused strategy to stop that 
momentum. So far, the GOP is 
still looking.

BYRON YORK is chief political correspondent 
for The Washington Examiner.

Court 
rules for 

populace, 
not party

Republicans struggle to � nd a winning strategy
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Wildlife key to area tourism
To the Editor:
As a business owner and land-

owner in Cochise County, I was 
interested to learn of the recommen-
dations of North Star Destination 
Strategies to the City of Sierra Vista, 
as reported in the Herald in May. 
Several of those recommendations 
resonated deeply with me, especially 
the emphasis on how our beautiful 
landscape in southeastern Arizona 
represents a tremendous asset for 
our communities.

We moved here in 1996 because of 
the abundant wildlife and wildlife 
watching is the number one reason 
why people visit our Cochise Strong-
hold Retreat. People come here for 
an exceptional experience close to 
nature, where they can walk quietly 
along canyon trails and view multi-
tudes of diverse and rare birds from 
their patio. Our business depends 
on our very special natural environ-
ment to attract guests from all over 
the country. The North Star report 
reflects what we know and experi-
ence in our business – that the natu-
ral assets of Cochise County hold 
immense value for future growth, as 
nature tourism attracts more visi-

tors and their travel dollars.
My recent summer vacation 

took me to New York, Boston and 
Washington D.C. I couldn’t wait to 
get home to our beautiful, natural 
environment.   While exciting in 
the short term,  enduring the stress 
of those big cities highlighted why 
many of our guests come here to 
decompress in our spectacular Sky 
Islands.

Other recent studies demonstrate 
the value of nature-based economic 
development for rural western com-
munities. An economic study from 
Southwick Associates showed that 
wildlife watching brought $14 mil-
lion in retail sales to Cochise County 
in one recent year alone. Another 
study from Colorado College found 
that “Voters in Arizona say the most 
significant factors in choosing their 
home state are the healthy, outdoor 
lifestyle and a clean environment. 
Voters there also point to the ability 
to live near and enjoy public lands as 
significant a factor as economic op-
portunities.”

The spectacular public lands we 
enjoy can also attract new, “smart” 
businesses. As detailed in a 2012 
report by Headwaters Economics, 
“Entrepreneurs and talented work-

ers are choosing to work where they 
can enjoy outdoor recreation and 
natural landscapes.”

For these reasons it’s imperative 
that residents and business owners 
in Cochise County recognize the 
value – personal, inspirational and 
economic – of our incredible natural 
resources and precious public lands. 
We should adopt relevant recommen-
dations of the North Star Destina-
tion Strategies report, and preserve 
our vital natural heritage for south-
eastern Arizona, now and forever.

Nancy Yates
Owner, Cochise Stronghold Retreat

Climate change is real
To the Editor:

The June 26 Sierra Vista Herald/
Bisbee Review had an opinion piece 
authored by Jack Nugent of Bisbee. 
In it, he attempted to tarnish and de-
ny the overwhelming evidence that 
we are experiencing human caused 
global warming. The problem is 
that he has let his opinion take over 
when citing facts.

Mr. Nugent points to Lamar 
Smith’s committee and people testi-
fying in its hearings. Smith has told 
us the purpose of that committee is 
to destroy any effort aimed at curb-
ing global warming. He hasn’t read 
the latest report from the United 
Nations’ Intergovernmental Panel 
on Climate Change, but he says he 

There is no court higher than 
the United States Supreme 
Court and Monday morning 

that reality put a serious hurt on 
state Republicans.

Lawmakers filed a lawsuit seek-
ing to return the authority to draw 
legislative district boundaries to 
the State Legislature. The Court 
said Monday that the definition 
of “legislature” intended in the 
Constitution is consistent with the 
authority of Arizona’s Independent 
Redistricting Commission. The 
existing legislative district map, as 
it was decided through the IRC pro-
cess in 2012, will remain in place.

Arguing the constitutional merits 
of the Court’s decision misses the 
point of the issue in Arizona.

By keeping the power to draw leg-
islative district boundaries in the 
hands of an independent commis-
sion, the goal of reducing political 
influence in the process can still be 
reached.

The best government results 
when candidates from differing 
parties are closely matched in po-
litical support. Even after winning 
office, the need to represent the 
interests of the entire district are a 
priority when every vote counts.

Both candidates have to work 
hard to please a constituency. Both 
candidates have to seek common 
ground with potential voters, so 
compromise and reason are still the 
table for the minority party.

When a majority party has the 
authority to define every aspect of 
state government, including how 
legislative district boundaries are 
drawn, the consequence is less 
competition between candidates 
when party politics determines the 
configuration of populace represen-
tation.

Constitutional or not, the Su-
preme Court has ruled that the 
intention of the Founding Fathers 
was a government of elected repre-
sentatives responsive to all people, 
not just the interests of the majority 
political party.

Now that state lawmakers must 
live with the outcome of a voter-
approved Independent Redistricting 
Commission, the politics will turn 
to influencing the representation 
on that board.

As long as the IRC is responsible 
for drawing our legislative maps, 
there will be lawsuits to influence 
the process.

Monday, the Supreme Court made 
clear that for Arizona, the power to 
draw legislative boundaries stays 
with the populace, not the majority 
party.
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