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THANK YOU & WHY REPUBLICANS LOST

Submitted by Matthew on November 20, 2006 - 1:24am. Tags: general, 2008 Elections, conservatism, Democrats, Ohio Governor, 
Ohio MSM, RINO watch

This is Matt Naugle and I spent the past two years working for Secretary Ken Blackwell's gubernatorial campaign. It was a sincere 
honor to work for him.

First, I want to thank all the folks at Right Angle Blog... even the pompous, yet entertaining Cleveland-area Republican squishes like 
"Marty" and Dave Harbarger. I designed this community website but I honestly have no idea who a number of contributors are. Joe 

Crea, "Conservative Guy," "Jim Rhodes," and especially "Right Angle," along with others, have done a great job, and I hope they 
continue their hard work because it is likely that the job I am about to take will not allow me to be a regular RAB contributor for very 
long. I also want to thank bloggers Robert Bluey , Matt Hurley , Dave Stacy , Parker Novak , Matt Dole , Mark McNally , Scott 
Pullins , Michael Meckler , Eric Kephas , Patrick Ruffini , Matt Margolis,  and Andrew Roth . I'd also like to thank Tom Blumer  who 

is the best blogger in the state and a more talented, natural economist than any of those pointy-headed Keynesian halfwits. 

I'm not old enough to have voted for any of my conservative heroes... Calvin Coolidge, Barry Goldwater, and of course Ronald 
Reagan... but I loved working for Ken Blackwell because he truly embodies what those Republicans stood for . And in a world of 
corrupt politicians like former Ohio House Speaker Larry Householder  (I used to work for him... yikes!) and with Republicans 
growing the size of government at a rate that puts Lyndon Johnson to shame, it was refreshing to work for a honest political "tree 

shaker" who stands for cutting taxes, shrinking government and traditional values. Blackwell really is the 6 foot 5, black combination of 
Steve Forbes and Russell Kirk . I am still in awe that Sec. Blackwell has accomplished so much, and yet he never missed an 
opportunity to make things difficult by always fighting the tyranny of the status quo. It was a pleasure to work for him, and I would drop 
everything to help a future Blackwell campaign.

So why did Ken Blackwell lose? Was it because he was supposedly "extreme?" No. In fact, Ken Blackwell is in the mainstream of 
Republican thought. Blackwell only looks extreme when you compare him to the blue-blood country-club Republican establishment 

types... And that is the same establishment that disliked Ronald Reagan... especially when he ran against Gerald Ford. And Blackwell 
looks extreme compared to Mike DeWine, a wussy unprincipled politician whose platform consisted of "I bring home the bacon," "free 
trade is bad," and "my ultimate objective is to compromise with Democrats, even though their platform is wrong for America." (Hey 
Mike, the Gang of 14 sure worked out well, huh?!)

A big reason why Ken Blackwell is viewed as an "extreme" ideologue is because that fits the template set by Ohio's media. For 

example, on election night, Ohio Public Radio reporter Karen Kasler interviewed Jim "I stole my dynamic personality from Al 
Gore" Petro . Although it didn't make it into her final radio news report , she asked him about Ken Blackwell's views supposedly 
being out of the mainstream. Country-club Jimmy, in a flashback to the primary, agreed with her assessment and brought up the same 
nonsense about "we need to be the big tent" party that he discussed at the GOP "unity dinner." Immediately after her brief interview, I 

explained to Karen that Ken Blackwell simply stands for Republican principles, and he is viewed as "extreme" because she sees Ken 
as an extremist, and asks such questions to reinforce her point of view. But Karen is still more fair than al AP's Julie Carr Smyth or 
The Dispatch's Joe Hallett. Julie loved painting Ken as too conservative and frequently used the other popular media template that 
says Ken Blackwell "may have stole the 2004 election." And Joe Hallett, who declared jihad against Ken Blackwell once we 

brought up serious and true facts about Ted Strickland , couldn't have possibly written his column from today  with a straight 
face.

I can tell you right now, Republicans didn't lose because they were "extreme" or "too conservative." Reagan won 49 states on his 
conservative Republican principles and the Republicans (under Newt Gingrich's leadership) won the Congress in 1994 by standing for 
those same principles. Republicans lost this month because they lost their way and the people were fed up with their ineffectiveness. 

And the biggest shame of 2006 is that out of the many crappy, tax-raising Republicans our state has had, we finally had the right 
candidate for governor, but it was simply the wrong year.

So.... Republicans lost their way and the voters demanded change... And they got it! Now, my space cadet socialist hippie 
Congressman is a Senator and we just elected an unqualified bumpkin as our governor. (By the way, Ted stole his "chicken coop" 
story from Governor Jim Rhodes. ) Also, we are a sneeze away from losing the state legislature, just as Jon Husted and Bill Harris 
started to steer them in the right direction. 

It won't take long for voters to see how awful the Democrat agenda is. So now it is time for Republicans to regroup and to return to the 

principles of the Republican Party.

And the lesson of the 2006 electoral thumping needs to sink in quickly... 2008 is right around the corner!

I look forward to contributing to RAB. If you wish to contact me, my email address is matthew@rightangleblog.com .
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Submitted by Marty on November 20, 2006 - 2:42am.

Matt, thanks for sharing your views.  I'm not going to do my usual Blackwell-bash here, because I respect where you're coming
from.  As someone who has worked for Blackwell, you admire him and probably overlook many of his faults, just like I do with

Petro (although I've never worked for him).

That said, I do take issue with a few things that you said and I just wanted to point out some of those disagreements.  I mainly take

issue with this attempt to seperate the Republican party into different groups and classify one as the "blue-blood country-club 
Republican establishment".   I can tell you that if you think that there are Republicans who hated Reagan, you're crazy.  One of
those blue-bloods that you've identified (Petro) worked on the Goldwater campaign and idolizes Reagan.  So you, and he and
Blackwell (I'm sure) share the same Heroes.  Most Republicans do.

Part of the logic of the "big tent" is trying to avoid this tendancy of people to name call or classify voters within our party.  I
understand your frustration with certain people and office-holders within the party and I also share it.  But the whole point of the
concept of unity within the party is that despite the differences between people within the party, it is always important to put them 

aside in light of the many more shared beliefs.  This is especially true when we're running in an election.  Reagan himself was a
firm believer in this.  We've got to get out of this us vs. them mentality, because it will only hurt the party.  When we emailed
privately, I gave you quite a few examples of how the Blackwell Team alienated Republican workers and volunteers -- I'm not 
talking about office-holders or the high and mighty, but the grass-roots people doing the phone banks and literature drops.  That

was a mistake by Blackwell and his campaign, and it hurt him.  That's what people mean by being the party of the big tent and
unifying.  Blackwell didn't, and that's one reason he lost.

And yes, Reagan was a conservative, but he also didn't attempt to offend.  Blackwell is considered "extreme" not because of his

views but because of the way he expresses them.  I've often brought up the whole "barnyard" comment, because I think it
perfectly typifies what turns off so many people towards Blackwell.  No, Blackwell isn't extreme, but in that simple statement he
used the language of extremism, and then got that label of being an extremist from the press and others for the rest of his life. 
Reagan was a great politician because he had the tact to make people love him, regardless of whether or not they agreed with his 

views.  He'd crack jokes, and charm the hell out of you so much that you forgot that you didn't necessarily agree with everything
he said.  You knew where he stood, but if you didn't agree with it, you didn't vilify him.  Blackwell does the exact opposite.  He not
only tells you what he believes, but he does it in such a way that it is impossible to like him if you disagree with him.  That, again,
is another reason why he lost.

È login or register to post comments

Reagan had a strong
Submitted by Matthew on November 20, 2006 - 12:35pm.

Reagan had a strong following from Goldwater Republicans, but Washington insiders considered him conservative, stupid, 
too old and just a B-movie actor. The "moderate" east-coast Rockefeller Republicans resented that he was just a graduate 
from Eureka College. And Reagan was unsuccessful in his stop Nixon campaign and his campaign against President Ford. 
And columnist Robert Novak said at the time that Reagan was too conservative to win the general election. But he spoke 

over their heads to the people with his wit and his conservative message.

I truly wish this "barnyard" comment would go away. We would get calls about it all the time... usually from out of state 

liberals who read the comment somewhere online. I still don't know what context it was said and I don't know if he even said
it. But regardless of who said what, I believe that homosexuality is immoral... And I would personally stand by the liberal 
media's interpretation of what the barnyard comment was. Homosexuality is unnatural, and people can make the choice to
not partake in homosexual acts. And if some people really are predisposed to homosexuality, I pray that those suffering with

this disease seek help from a medical professional and find strength from God to overcome their disability. I'm sure some 
liberals disagree with me, but these are the same liberals who would want to rehabilitate and "cure" pedophiles (or at least 
hire them as a campaign manager). How can pedophiles be cured of their impulses but gays cannot? 

But Ken Blackwell does not use the language of extremism. The only thing extreme about Ken Blackwell is that he stands for 
principles, while many Ohio politicians only stand for political expediency. Even Joe Hallett yesterday said how charming, 

witty and brilliant Sec. Blackwell is. He speaks as a man who has overcome massive obstacles, and rejected the 
victimology preached by many black activists. He speaks like Jack Kemp and Steve Forbes when arguing the benefits of a 
flat tax, where wealth creation is encouraged, instead of punished by the government. And he speaks of free men, with the 
Lord's help, can overcome anything life can throw at you. That is NOT the language of extremism.... That is the language of 

liberty and culture. Anyone who has heard Ken Blackwell speaks knows that he is a better off the cuff speaker than anyone in 
Ohio politics... And his stories show a warm, kind father who truly cares about others. His humor and charm was disarming 
to a number of my liberal friends.

Ken Blackwell is no extremist... But I'm all in favor of extremism in the Goldwater sense. Jim Petro and other supposed 
Goldwater fans may remember when Barry said "Extremism in defense of liberty is no vice, moderation in the pursuit of 

justice is no virtue." Oh well. 

In any other year, Ken Blackwell or Jim Petro could have easily won the general election. Even without the bloody

Republican Primary and stupid "hypocrite" TV ads with chubby soccer moms, we probably still would have lost. It was 
simply a bad year, and voters had every right to be furious as the Republican establishment. And the Republicans lost 
because they were not conservative enough..... on issues like spending reform, immigration reform, et cetera. And a sloppy 
foreign policy certainly didn't help Republicans.

È login or register to post comments
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Now Matthew you are
Submitted by Dave Harbarger on November 20, 2006 - 2:10pm.

Now Matthew you are discussing this election rationally.  There are principles of government

that distinguish Republicans from democrats. 

I am firmly convinced that we can differ on some issues and all be good Republicans.  We don't have to
think alike on everything and our common beliefs about the role of government in our lives will bind us
together in spite of any opinion on any single issue.  We all need to let that happen however.  I must
acknowledge your Republicanism inspite of our differences about abortion and you must acknowledge my 

Republicanism even though we differ on that issue.   You don't have to agree with me and you can lecture
me every day about how wrong I am, but that should not stop us from working together to elect
Republicans.

I supported Jim Petro in the primary for reasons in two major areas:

1)  We have been friends for 35 years;

2)  I honestly believed he was the best person to win in November and that he would have brought a
true Republican approach to Ohio government.  He would have cut waste, cut programs government
should not be doing, reduce the cost of government and help create a better environment for business

in Ohio and I felt he had a clearly articulated plan to do just that.

I did not support him because of any "social" issue and I did not oppose Blackwell because of any "social"

issue.  "Social" issues played no role in my choice for governor.

I couldn't agree more with Goldwater's quote but I don't think you understand it yet.   Show me you do by
putting aside the rest of the litmus tests for Republicans you seem to advocate.

Dave

È login or register to post comments

Matt, there are aspects
Submitted by Marty on November 20, 2006 - 7:35pm.

Matt, there are aspects about Blackwell that I do admire and like. I do agree with many of his stances on fiscal matters,
despite the fact that his record would seem to contradict his beliefs.

It is too bad Blackwell couldn't make the "barnyard" comment go away, but he couldn't, just like George Allen couldn't 
take back his stupid comment and Howard Dean couldn't take back his "Yaaaaa!!!!". I believe it cost him dearly, in
many ways that are difficult to quantify. What do you think put that bulls-eye on his back that caused all those negative
articles?

This was a tough year for Republicans, particularly in Ohio. Really, you could say that Petro ran a bad primary

campaign, because he lost. This might sound like Romeo Crennel talking, but when you lose a campaign, it means you
ran a bad campaign. Now, when you lose by the worst margin since 1912, it means you ran an AWFUL campaign. Taft
gets much of the blame, but there's plenty on Team Blackwell's shoulders too. The problem is that he took a lot of
people down with his horrible showing.

As for your views on homosexuality, Matt, I won't comment, because it's none of my business. But the Blackwell

campaign got killed with voters 18-35 years old. I think that that "barnyard" comment couldn't have helped his cause.

FYI, the biggest "Washington Insider" in Republican politics in Ohio this year was Ken Blackwell. The guy most likely

to belong to a country club? Yep, the same Ken Blackwell who has a chaufeur drive him around in his black towncar.
Petro drives a four-year-old Mercury Sable. Stop acting like he's a blue-blood. I'll also add that that perfectly shows the
difference between Petro's belt-tightening approach to his offices and Blackwell's, which is the exact opposite. Matt, I
can't help to scratch my head reading what you wrote up there again. Blackwell didn't shrink his offices, as we all

know, in fact they grew at rates higher that Taft's government. He's no "tree-shaker" he's a guy who talks-the-talk but
can't walk-the-walk.

Finally, you're using the Goldwater quote completely out of context. Who's liberty was Blackwell defending with that
quote, the barnyard animals or the rest of us from those evil swishes?

È login or register to post comments

AMEN Brother! I am not
Submitted by old_cuss on November 20, 2006 - 8:14pm.

AMEN Brother! I am not ashamed to be conservative, I  wish that I knew of a political party that was not!

www.nokooks.blog.com
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I have to agree with most of
Submitted by Dave Harbarger on November 20, 2006 - 11:44am.

I have to agree with most of what Marty said. However, a few personal observations. Matt, are you calling me a blue-blood 
country-club politician? Let's see, born of the son of a coal miner/farmer and daughter of railroad engineer. Father spent a career 

as an enlisted man in the US Air Force, grew up in Topeka and Wichita Kansas, worked my way through a state university 
(WSU) in various jobs including, janitor, clerk, McDonalds worker, plastic mold machine operator, etc. My wife and I both 
worked to get me through law school. Don't belong to a country club and where's the blue blood. Worked for Richard Nixon in 
1960, Barry Goldwater in 1964, Nixon in 1968 and 1972, Gerald Ford in 1976, Ronald Reagan in 1980 & 84; was a delegate for 

Reagan in 1984 and CoChair of the campaign in NE Ohio, was Reagan Eagle in 1984. I knew these heroes and they were my 
heroes before you could walk without diapers. Find one quote anywhere when I said Blackwell lost because he was "too 
conservative." I've been harping that the main reason for this loss in Ohio and nationally was that we "failed to govern like 
Republicans." Now, in my opinion, Blackwell ran a terrible and ineffective campaign, so did DeWine and Montgomery. If that 

offends you because you were involved in decision making (don't know if you were or not) tough.......the campaign was lousy. It 
was tough year for all Republicans but Blackwell ran well behind all the other Republicans, stop making excuses and blaming 
other people and look at your candidate and the campaign. As I said before, I think all the consultants on this one should be sent 
packing. When we are talking about a big tent, we are talking about the ability of the Party to encompass differing views about 

certain issues while being bound together by a common believe in the role of government in our lives. RONALD REAGAN 
understood this and he brought everyone in. In 1984 when I was CoChair, a Delegate and on his Finance Committee the 
President or at least his closest advisors knew that I was Pro-Choice and I was embraced because they knew I was a solid 
Republican and we agreed on much more than we disagreed. Again, Reagan was inclusive! Your problem with this "blue-blood, 

country-club" establishment type is only that he disagreed with your candidate selection in the primary. Well the result may have 
shown me to be right and you to be wrong. The problem with your self-centered view of politics is that you claissify anyone who 
disagrees with you as the enemy........but friend you have met the enemy and it is you. You are the one who is arrogant, exclusive, 
narrow minded, and blind. The light of knowledge shines all around you and still you WILL NOT see. Yet I would still welcome 

you to the table of Republican politics and work with you and any Republican for the betterment of our system of government. I 
don't expect you would always agree with me on everything and I doubt we would ever agree on everything but if you truly 
embrace the Republican concepts of governance then you are welcome. Too bad you and others like you don't feel the same. 
Dave

È login or register to post comments

First of all Dave... I would
Submitted by Matthew on November 20, 2006 - 1:09pm.

First of all Dave... I would hope that even a son of a coal miner could break his writing paragraphs. My eyes still hurt!

And you would know something about "terrible and ineffective campaigns." You were, after all, in the Petro for Governor 
campaign. Jim's campaign screwed up on a daily basis... I documented most of their screwups on the campaign blog, but
after awhile I started feeling bad for them. I believe it was Brent Larkin who said that details of Jim's campaign should be

shared with political science students as how to NOT run a campaign.

And what is AMAZING about the Petro campaign is that it was generally accepted as a given in political circles that Jim 
Petro would be the Republican nominee. When I interned in the Ohio House, everyone was pro-Petro. They thought I was 
personally insulting state house employees by collecting hundreds of signatures for the sales tax repeal effort. And with the 
worthless county endorsements, Petro was trying to do what he did to Joe Deters by overwhelming his opponent with 

establishment support and get his opponent to drop out.

And Petro's campaign was so confident for so long! My personal example is when the US Supreme Court took up the issue 
of affirmative action, Jim Petro refused to allow OSU President Karen Holbrook to submit a friend of the court brief about 
why she supported the University of Michigan's admissions policy. In 2003, the OSU student government passed a 
resolution condemning Jim Petro. At the time, I was a candidate for student senate, and Petro fund raiser Amy Gravengaard 

met with other candidates and me who were supportive of Jim Petro. Seriously, if their campaign was paying attention to a 
completely worthless and stupid OSU student government issue, they really took their eyes off the ball.

Jim forgot that the establishment, and especially anti-TEL county commissioners, don't elect governors. And in regards to 
the TEL... Jim Petro really did campaign on the false notion that Ken Blackwell wanted to make it impossible to raise 
taxes.... SERIOUSLY! I'm not kidding! haha

And Dave, I don't care how many hundreds of years you have been in Republican politics, and I don't care about your 
background. Anyone, from any economic background could still embrace country-club Republicanism.... Its an ideology 

consisting of being more concerned about mutual fund investment decisions and less concerned of the importance of culture, 
tradition and defending the unborn. When those types ran the Republican party, we were a small minority... Please keep that 
in mind.

I love how this "big tent" never seems to have room for conservatives. Its all about conservatives reaching out to squishes... 
Not the other way around. It is time for the Republican party to get back their principles which has lead to victory in the 
past... I am tired of the big tent, and I am tired of carrying water for "big tent" Republicans who don't deserve our support. 

È login or register to post comments
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And Dave, I don't care how
Submitted by AmericanPatriot on November 20, 2006 - 1:36pm.

And Dave, I don't care how many hundreds of years you have been in Republican politics, and I don't 
care about your background. Anyone, from any economic background could still embrace country-club 
Republicanism.... Its an ideology consisting of being more concerned about mutual fund investment 
decisions and less concerned of the importance of culture, tradition and defending the unborn. When 
those types ran the Republican party, we were a small minority... Please keep that in mind. 

Barry Goldwater called - he wants his description of "conservative" back.

È login or register to post comments

AP you said a heck of a lot
Submitted by Dave Harbarger on November 20, 2006 - 1:50pm.

AP you said a heck of a lot in that one line.  Have you watched "Goldwater on Goldwater" on HBO? 
Tears welled up as I watched some of the speeches and campaign stops.  I wish a 50 year old Barry was
here for us right now, or for that matter a 70 year old Ron. 

Dave

È login or register to post comments

I hate to get technical (not
Submitted by Dave Harbarger on November 20, 2006 - 1:46pm.

I hate to get technical (not really) but I never said I was the son of a coal miner, as usual you never read the 
comments, just blast off into your narrow, small world with  your special brand of Koolaid.

How did Petro's campaign get in this conversation, it was one of the worst I've ever seen and I've said that 
before on here.  If Jim had taken my advice, given in the summer of 2005, he may well have won the primary. 

They diidn't and they didn't later either.  Must be pure dispair on your part not to have anything worthwhile
to say. 

But you do show your true colors, as I said before, you don't want anyone in the Party that doesn't agree 
with you on every issue.  That will never change and you and yours are the real RINO's.  Being a Republican
is about a lot more than 2 or 3 "social" issues.  It's about the operation of government.  Your attitude, totally

that of a loser, is that "if you lose an endorsement or election it's because the "country-club" set cheated 
me out of it," not because the majority of the Party disagreed on that issue or candidate with you and you
lost.  The only people you want in the Republican Party are those that speak, think, look, walk and emote like
you do.  That is a guarantee for disaster and permanent minority status.  As a matter of fact that party is no

more than a third party like the "greenies."

That's not going to happen as long as I'm around and try as you might, you are not going to make the 

Republican Party the monolithic thoughtless irrational zombie you want it to be.  I know that people are
smarter than you think they are and they will not buy the thoughtspeak you are selling.

My history and experience is important to understand why I'm so passionate about the Party and
government.  If you can't figure that out then your situation is hopeless.

Dave

È login or register to post comments

No I read your comments. Its
Submitted by Matthew on November 20, 2006 - 3:31pm.

No I read your comments. Its just more dramatic to say you are the son of a coal miner, than a son of a son of a 
son of a son of coal miner.

Dave said this:

How did Petro's campaign get in this conversation, it was one of the worst I've ever seen 
and I've said that before on here. If Jim had taken my advice, given in the summer of 2005,
he may well have won the primary. They diidn't and they didn't later either.

Agreed. And I look forward to reading this book, which just came out in paperback:
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If only we read this book in time.
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Cool graphics, I like it.Ìâå 
Submitted by Dave Harbarger on November 20, 2006 - 7:08pm.

Cool graphics, I like it.  I was trying to think of a title and now I've got one.

Dave

È login or register to post comments

At this point, would it not
Submitted by King on November 20, 2006 - 3:48pm.

At this point, would it not be safe to say that there was alot of ammo for the other side to use against our candidates in this past 
election. That none of our candidates were without fail and had baggage.  That collectively, all the campaigns were poorly ran and

had a lot to be desired. To think that any one candidate lost the election for us is sad.

Most importantly, that WE all failed! That means from central committee members of all the county parties, all the way up to the
top.  There cannot possibly be any one person, after some deep soul searching, that could say they could have done nothing
different.  From party leaders not policing the ranks and for others for not speaking out. Simply put, fault can be placed at all
levels in some way, shape or form.

Let's learn from our mistakes, do our best not to allow them to happen again and move forward.  As we are all human (I think),

we will not agree on everything. I think we are wasting our time arguing about who is more republican.  Guess what we all got
beat.

The worst thing that could happen to us know, is that we all agree on everything. By having good open objective discussion from 
opposing viewpoints will only make us better.  General Patton once said - Show me people all thinking alike, and I will show you
people not doing thier jobs, (or something like that).

Don't know if I agree with the "big tent" theory, sounds to democrat for me, but we need to stay from being to extreme and to 
liberal in our views.  People over time change, the past election shows being extreme to either side is not what the people want.

But remember, down the center is not always good either.

I maybe fairly new and not as smart as some people think they are on here, but statistics and all that other garbage mean nothing 

to me.  It is about educatiing the voters as to why we are the better party to lead them, it is about connecting with the voters and
having them believe in us once again.  All the other arguments, while maybe good political talk, mean nothing if the voters do not
believe in the candidate.  Ken Blackwell could have made thier kids cry when they seen his picture by being scary, but if they
beleived in him, he would have been elected.  Any candidate could be interchanged in this scenario.

My opinion is that, too many candidates ran away from being republican.  They did not turn it to thier advantage that the current

republicans were not leading like republicans and they would be man/women enough to effect immediate change.

King
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Matthew, Above you state:
Submitted by C.T. on November 20, 2006 - 4:40pm.
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Matthew, 

Above you state: "I love how this "big tent" never seems to have room for conservatives. Its all about conservatives reaching out 
to squishes... Not the other way around. It is time for the Republican party to get back their principles which has lead to victory in 
the past... I am tired of the big tent, and I am tired of carrying water for "big tent" Republicans who don't deserve our support."

Wasn't George W. Bush the conservative darling entering the Presidential election? If I'm not mistaken, he's collected over 100
million votes in 2 elections, led the push for a Constitutional amendment banning gay marriage, and has put conservative justices 

on the bench. So, I guess I don't get your point about there being room for you in the "big tent" when a conservative has been the
leader of our national Party for the last 6 years.

The reason Ken Blackwell lost is simply because he ran a bad campaign. Did he communicate to the voters about lower taxes,
fiscal discipline, minimizing government (which are the true conservative priciples, not gays and abortions)? Absolutely not. He
made the Primary election about gay marriage and Jim Petro "flip flopping" on life/choice. Then, in the last month when the
voters were paying attention, he made the election about NAMBLA and some idoitic scandal from years ago. And don't forget the

whisper campaign from this summer about Strickland being a homosexual.

He ran a campaign that would have made Reagan or Goldwater embarrassed. Gay marriage and abortion are both state issues
which should have played no role in this campaign (gay marriage decided in '04 and abortion fed'l for the moment). Ken painted
himself into a corner in the Primary on issues that he and Petro agreed on (with the exception of rape/incest/life of mother issue) 
and could never recover. The press pegged him as a radical at that time and he never shed the label. Further, where did all of his

campaign money go? I saw more commercials for Betty and Dann than for Ken. I guess his record of poor spending as SOS
carried over to his campaign.
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Yeah... and that gay
Submitted by Matthew on November 20, 2006 - 7:37pm.

Yeah... and that gay marriage Amendment has moved far. In fact, will go about as far as my one man campaign to repeal the 
17th Amendment.

President Bush is no "conservative darling." Just the opposite- President Bush has been openly hostile to conservatism. His 
foreign policy is written by reformed Trotskyites ("neoconservatives", even though I hate that term), government spending is 
out of control, and President Bush is openly campaigning against the conservative position on immigration. Just President 

Bush's inability to find his veto pen should be deeply offensive to conservatives, as he has allowed massive spending bills 
riddled with earmarks pass by his desk.

So yes, President Bush is correct on the judiciary, and is the only reason I voted for him. But then again, he did try to appoint 
Harriet Miers. And the two supposedly conservative justices he appointed had a painfully limited paper trail. And now, with
Senator Patrick 'Leaky' Leahy in charge of the judiciary committee, I can't imagine there will be any originalists confirmed 
anytime soon.

Ken Blackwell's campaign against Jim Petro was a campaign against the ENTIRE REPUBLICAN ESTABLISHMENT... 

And Ken came out on top! There were millions of dollars spent on TV and we had no coherent grassroots team during the 
primary, and Ken Blackwell won... by almost 12 points. That alone is a major accomplishment.

And gay marriage is STILL an issue in Ohio. Think there isn't an activist judge out there who would want to force a gay 
marriage from another state on Ohio, via the constitution's full faith and credit clause? Think again. We sorely need better 
judges and we need marriage to be defined in the US Constitution.

Poor spending at the SoS office? Before you continue spreading such claptrap, make sure to read Joe Hallett's column from 
1999 about how horribly unorganized the SoS office was under Bob Taft's leadership (or lack thereof). By modernizing the 

office, and moving to a fee-based system, Sec. Blackwell cut the time it takes to start a business down to a couple days, and 
SUBSTANTIALLY cut the office's reliance on tax dollars. I would love it for more government services to be provided by 
fees, so those who don't use the services also won't pay for them.
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Matt, Ìâå Awesome job with
Submitted by pullinsreport on November 20, 2006 - 5:20pm.

Matt,

 Awesome job with Ken's blog, you couldn't have done it any better.  Thank you also for your kind words.  I learned a lot from the
first races on work on in 1986 (they all lost)!  You've learned more from this one to help in the future.

 

Scott A. Pullins
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Thanks for your kind words,
Submitted by Matthew on November 20, 2006 - 6:51pm.

Thanks for your kind words, Scott. You are an interesting character and I hope you continue to stir up problems on the 

Pullins Report.
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As much as I am loathe to
Submitted by Mark_McNally on November 20, 2006 - 11:33pm.

As much as I am loathe to replay the primaries, they were a time when no one covered themselves in glory, I feel I must. 

 

First off: Ken started with an unnecessary salvo against Petro's ethics. That's really something you can't do when you are going 

to try to heal things afterwards. Personally, I suspect Arshnikoff in that as the ad hit shortly after he joined Ken's team coming 
from Betty's team. I fear Arsh's vendetta seeped into Ken's campaign. 

Next: All the back and forth about who invested in what. I mean who cares?

Lastly: The Petro anti-TEL ad. Taking the firetruck from the little kid just reinforced my prejudice that Jim would be just the next 
Taft-Voinovich "fiscal conservative". You know the type: Big spending hikes, tax increases, but hey the check book is balanced. 

Now for a few take aways: 

1. A house divided can not stand. Say what you want about Bob Bennett, and I could go on for a while, but he knew how to avoid 
primaries (pre 2006 anyways).

 2. If you govern as a big government party long enough, you are going to lose eventually. There was lots of anti-R sentiment and
it was indiscriminent just ask all the state reps who lost in the last 2 cycles, including 2 in Lake in '04 and atleast one in 
Cuyahoga. All three were good men. It also happened on the national level too in '06. The McLaughlin Survey results showed this 

that people claim to want less government and the GOP is now the party of big government.

 

Lastly I don't know what kind of deal Ken cut with the ORP after winning the primary but he quickly became a company guy. 

Being the only one to not run against the statist quo after he won the primary. In the last week Betty did the "I'm angry at 
Columbus too" ad which I though was funny. And our victory Mary Taylor tied Sykes to Taft or was that wiff Taff.

 And I'd like to thank Taft and Householder for putting us back decades. Thanks tax and spenders.

 Once we became the party of big government, the only thing left is the social issues and once those are thrown overboard we'll
be officially down to nothing. See the Illinois GOP for details on how that has worked.
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Good takes, Mark. That
Submitted by Marty on November 21, 2006 - 12:20am.

Good takes, Mark.

That Blackwell add was the cheap-shot of all cheap-shots.  Not because it was negative, but because it simply wasn't true. 
It was low-ball politics at it's worst.  It was a story manufactured by political enemies to do damage, and it did.

The Petro anti-TEL spot I don't think did much, if anything, I think that Team Blackwell should be happy that Team Petro 
decided to go with that ad platform instead of the other one, which in hindsight would have been much stronger.

Yea, Taft hurt us.  But honestly, when I saw Blackwell linking Petro with Taft in his ads during the primary, and more

importantly, reminding everyone how awful Taft was, I knew that Blackwell was cooking his own goose.  Taft might have
been in the voters' consciousness, but Blackwell helped remind everyone just how incompetent he was.  And then that was
just turned against him later on in the general.

Honestly, it's one of the big problems with the way the Blackwell camp ran in this election, and it is only reinforced by Matt's 
words above.  Yes, Blackwell winning the primary was a huge accomplishment.  But I always had the feeling that the
Blackwell team kind of didn't know what to do once they won the primary.  For them, that was a big enough
accomplishment.  After that, they just went into a shell. 

The only way your take was flawed, was with the opinion that Petro would have raised taxes and increased spending.  It's
just not in the guy's blood.  His record, throughout his long political career, is one of very strong fiscal conservatism, much
stronger than anything Blackwell has ever done.  I think his approach to this state would have been fantastic, and would have

turned things around.  Petro has just been so fiscally shrewd throughout his career in politics, there are countless stories



Thank You & Why Republicans Lost | Right Angle Blog - Ohio's Online Conservati... http://www.rightangleblog.com/story/thank_you_why_republicans_lost#comment

10 of 14 6/11/07 9:34 AM

where he increased productivity and cut spending, and he would have done more of the same as Governor.

Honestly, the biggest mistake we ever made was nominating Taft.  Matt's article above is true, the guy was never a good
officeholder.  He rose to be Governor because he could win the race, but not because he was going to do a good job.  That
may have been Bennett's biggest mistake, deciding that Taft was the next man for the job.  It's not that he wanted to raise
taxes/spending, it's that he wasn't competent enough to govern in any other way, and ultimately it forced his hand.  Too bad.
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Petro knew he was going to
Submitted by Matthew on November 21, 2006 - 12:20am.

Petro knew he was going to lose at least a month or two outside the primary. And with it being such a tough year for
Republicans, the last thing we needed was Jim Petro out there spending millions of dollars on TV ads against Ken
Blackwell. But I guess when you are offered the nomination and piss it all away, its hard to just walk away from it.

The ads against Petro were true, and were nothing compared to what the Dems would have run against him. It was an 
honor for me to pick out that HORRIBLE looking sad face picture from the Toledo Blade- They only had it on their 
website for a few hours before they removed it.

What is hilarious about Petro's anti-TEL ads is that NO ONE KNEW WHAT THE EFF HE WAS TALKING ABOUT. 

But at least Petro solidified the municipal government official vote. 

È login or register to post comments

The anti-TEL ads didn't
Submitted by Marty on November 21, 2006 - 12:55am.

The anti-TEL ads didn't work.  No argument here.

No, Petro didn't think he was going to lose.  Just the opposite.  They had a plan and they stuck to it.  They believed
that they had to get Betty out of the race, and when they did, it was an even race.  They had more money and
thought they'd win it in the final month.  Then that ad campaign popped, distracted everyone and dragged him
down.  Even within the last month, the last week, Petro believed he would win.  I know that for a fact.

I also know that without a doubt, that ad was a LIE.  A complete and total LIE.  And frankly, Matthew, you should be
ashamed to be a part of it and ashamed to take so much pleasure in it.  It's disgusting.  More than anything else,
Petro took pride in being an honorable officeholder, and he was one.  If I remember correctly, I heard a story of him

meeting you and shaking your hand despite knowing you were the guy behind some pretty bad mudslinging against 
him throughout the entire campaign.  Even cracked a joke about it and gave you a compliment.  I also know he met
with Blackwell and pledged to run an honest and clean race about the ideas.  Blackwell refused.

Here's the thing -- where did that FBI investigation go?  What happened to that?  It never existed.  Arshinkoff was
bragging for months that he would drop something on Petro two weeks before the filing deadline that would cause 
him to drop out.  Originally he was going to do it for Betty.  And then, when did it drop?  Two weeks before.  It was
completely manufactured.  Sandy Theis got roped in by a lie, and then she published it, and then the Arshinkoff

machine went to work for your boy Blackwell.  It was disgusting, a complete LIE, and below any "Christian" to run
that lie or take pleasure in it.

Sorry, Matthew.  That is the truth.  Live with it.
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Blackwell's demeanor
Submitted by C.T. on November 21, 2006 - 10:17am.

Blackwell's demeanor throughout the campaign was highly questionable. Does anyone remember his

complete lack of respect during the Plain Dealer endorsement meeting? He was openly laughing when Petro
was answering questions. Marty's story about the remark to Brunner doesn't surprise me at all.

Matt, I respect your opinion that the new fee-based system is better at the SOS, but I know a lot of folks on 
both sides of the aisle who are looking forward to a more efficient office when Ken is gone. Anyone who's
ever attempted to work with his office should know what I'm talking about. In fact, I challenge anyone to call

the SOS now and try to get a concrete and quick answer to an election or campaign finance related question.

I guess my main frustration with this entire discussion is the ongoing RINO/"country club republican" cat 

calls. Personally, I am a pro-choice Republican who doesn't think abortion or gay marriage are federal
issues (which I would argue is a more conservative viewpoint than those who call for a Fed'l Marriage 
amendment). HOWEVER, I spend each fall campaigning, lit dropping, phone calling, etc etc for all
Republicans, whether they are Ken Blackwell or Jim Petro or Betty Montgomery. I ultimately believe that

most candidates running from our Party are going to be better than any Democrat.
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Take DeWine, for example. Most of the far right called him RINO etc etc. Instead of helping him, they stood
on the sidelines and watched him lose. Now we're stuck with Sherrod Brown.

Call me establishment or whatever you want, but rest assured I'll be out there every year working for our top 

of the ticket on down, whether or not they match me on every social and economic belief.
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C.T. I'm with you!Ìâå 
Submitted by Dave Harbarger on November 21, 2006 - 11:36am.

C.T.

I'm with you!  Couldn't have said it better myself.

Thanks  

Dave
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C.T.Ìâå says: "Take DeWine,
Submitted by Matt Hurley on November 21, 2006 - 4:19pm.

C.T. says: "Take DeWine, for example. Most of the far right called him RINO etc etc. Instead of helping
him, they stood on the sidelines and watched him lose. Now we're stuck with Sherrod Brown."

ME: Now, I'll take a lot of crap from the big tenters, but I'll be DAMNED if I let this one go by without
comment.  I worked my butt off for Bill Pierce in the primary and when my guy lost, I went to work
supporting DeWine.  Why?  Because it was the right thing to do...I kept asking Petroites to do the same

for Blackwell, but aside from Matt Dole, you couldn't find Petroites with a search warrant. 

No...nice big tent "conventional wisdom" but it ain't true.  Conservatives held their nose and pulled the
lever for DeWine, or at least most of them did...can the big tenters say the same about
Blackwell?  (crickets)  That's what I thought... 

And, yes, it is true...I probably am over-reacting, but this particular lie irks me to no end...

MATT HURLEY

Contributing Editor, "Weapons of Mass Discussion"

Founding Member, State of Ohio Blogger Alliance
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Matt, you should be
Submitted by Marty on November 21, 2006 - 4:35pm.

Matt, you should be commended.

There were a few people who did go over to Blackwell's campaign who were Petro workers. 
Others who went on to new things.  Jenna (not sure about her last name), one of Petro's fundraisers
went over, and a few behind-the-scenes supporters shifted their loyalties as well.  Petro people did
do work for Blackwell, working phone banks, etc., but often, the Blackwell people didn't want 

outside help.  In fact, a few times they outright refused to participate in literature drops, etc., that
were being run in part by former Petro supporters.

Petro himself did campaign for Blackwell, much more than would have been called for.  Petro

probably averaged three evening events a week after the primary on behalf of other candidates 
including Blackwell.  He also hosted a pancake breakfast for DeWine in Cleveland just prior to the
election.

I still think the ticket was disjointed because of Blackwell more than anyone else.  I remember the
Bush event in Cleveland, Blackwell didn't even aknowledge the other statewide candidates present 
in his speech beforehand, which is absolutely unheard of during a political season.  There are other
examples which I won't rehash, but Blackwell needed to unite the troops and run as a team.  Instead

his prevailing attitude was that they weren't worthy and didn't have principles as strong as his, 
which is ridiculous.  That might be what CT is talking about.  And I agree.
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I don't know how much of
Submitted by Matt Hurley on November 21, 2006 - 5:32pm.

I don't know how much of that is true, but that isn't what C.T. was getting at at any rate...

C.T. was trying to say that right-wingers abandoned DeWine and that just isn't true.  When
presented with a choice between a real conservative and DeWine in the primary, sure...but 
Sherrod Brown is about as liberal as they get and I don't know a single right-wing

Republican who didn't vote for DeWine in the general.

If anybody was abandoned, it was Ken Blackwell by the big tenters who were screaming for 
"unity" after the primary but insist that the big tent has little to no room for conservatives.

Perhaps, Matthew can clear this up...  If Blackwell rejected help from the big tenters, then that
is his own damn fault.  He sure stopped running as the "outside" guy after the primary, he
should have taken the help that the insiders offered him, if that is indeed true...otherwise, I don't 
know what good it did Blackwell to stop running against Columbus...

It just doesn't make sense to me...

MATT HURLEY

Contributing Editor, "Weapons of Mass Discussion"

Founding Member, State of Ohio Blogger Alliance
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Mr. Hurley, Thank you for
Submitted by C.T. on November 21, 2006 - 5:44pm.

Mr. Hurley, 

Thank you for your work on behalf of DeWine. I guess we had different experiences in
different parts of Ohio. I saw Petro supporters band together behind Ken (as Marty
mentioned) AND DeWine along with the rest of the ticket. Ken's most vocal supporters

here had nothing to do with any candidate but Ken. Additionally, there was not much by
way of communication between Ken's team and those former Petro supporters who 
wanted to help, which was unfortutate.

Again, I applaud you working for DeWine despite overriding differences on key issues.
Unfortunately, I did not witness the same cooperation.
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CT some of us did a lot of
Submitted by Mark_McNally on November 21, 2006 - 9:12pm.

CT some of us did a lot of ORP calls which were Blackwell/DeWine/and the 
congressman and dropped lots of lit - DeWine was included in those and even did a 
little door to door in a DeWine t-shirt in the last week (not that it felt good). 

 No, I wasn't vocal in support of DeWine. I likened the race between drinking warm

flat beer and cynanide. And besides, an "Independent fighter" like DeWine probably 
wouldn't have wanted me to carry his water on the internet. But Even the most rabid 
Blackwellie knows to order the flat warm beer when the other choice is 100% 
poison.

Judging from the vote results it's probably safe to say the conservatives were the 
more loyal voting group than the establishment - when it came to voting straight 

ticket.

 As for DeWine he got the 44% he had been polling at for over a year. He never
figured out how to get any higher. Voting in near lockstep with McCain (Gang of 14, 
Detainees, Interrogation, etc.) and shifting to the middle (with a 30 point drop in ACU
rating)  didn't do the trick.

 Strangest thing is at the end of the day the big issue was the economy. I say strange

because Michigan is in a one state recession and their pols (Dems)  paid no price,
no price at all. 
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And Padgett wouldn't have
Submitted by The Dude on November 21, 2006 - 11:52am.

And Padgett wouldn't have caused a problem for Petro in the General? Please, we had no chance in this environment. Let's stop 
the finger pointing and get back to work rebuilding the Party. 

È login or register to post comments

Hey Dude, you're back, good
Submitted by Dave Harbarger on November 21, 2006 - 12:04pm.

Hey Dude, you're back, good to see you.  We do need to get back to rebuilding the Party.  But we need to learn
from this election and it can teach us a lot of we use logic to review it and not emotion. 

Dave
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Likewise Wally,Ìâå Ìâå Ìâå  You
Submitted by The Dude on November 21, 2006 - 12:16pm.

Likewise Wally,    You are correct about learning from our mistakes. I agree with constructive postmortems, not bashing each
other over social issues. I think we all can agree that you have to win first and then worry about the social issues. I think there has 

to be a recognition that the majority of voters will entertain the social issues once their bellies are full or once they feel secure 
economically. 
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Yep, but after winning you
Submitted by Dave Harbarger on November 21, 2006 - 2:42pm.

Yep, but after winning you have to govern like Republicans on economic and governmental issues.

Our Ohio General Assembly spent too much time worrying about issues like lap dancing and not enough time on waste in 

government, the size of government, corruption, taxes, economic development and education.  Obviously following Bob Taft
was going to be difficult, but I do think we would have done better if we gave voters positive reasons to vote for our
candidates instead of trying to out do the d's on negative attacks.

I was very disappointed in the campaigns of Blackwell, DeWine and Montgomery.  I think they all could have done better if
they had explained to the voters why they weren't Bob Taft and why they were a better choice for the offices sought. 

Dave
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GOVERNING - It's not just a
Submitted by The Dude on November 21, 2006 - 3:15pm.

GOVERNING - It's not just a job, it's an adventure.
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So true. However, for some
Submitted by Dave Harbarger on November 21, 2006 - 3:20pm.

So true.

However, for some of our recent office holders it was more like "Lost" than anything. 

 

Dave
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