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PREFACE

Growing up with completely different backgroundss hgiven us two

unique and diverse perspectives on the world apéadgsly on politics.

One of us is the son of a conservative white Pratesevangelical
preacher who grew up in the racially divided Deeut8 believing that
the world was a complicated place and governmestfaathe select few.
While the other, a biracial liberal, who resided feearly a decade in
Washington, DC, holds dear the fundamental belethe power and
promise of an effective government. By working tibge, we have found
that because of our passion for a brighter futbegter government and
safer world, we have far more in common than wginaily thought.

We first came together in August 2001 as doctdradents at Kent State
University. By chance, we migrated to the backhaf tlassroom along
with what would become our dearest and cherishedds, James Holland
and Tunjay Durna, and began a discussion abouhimgythat had to do
with politics that continues to this day. As we &ee the “Seinfeld Four”
studying for candidacy exams, we shared with eabkroa passion for
understanding public policy issues and the decisiaking process.
Countless hours were spent eating chicken wingsdabating the merits
of Kingdon'’s policy streams model, punctuated egiim, B.A.C levels
and Maryland basketball. One of us constantly foanday to bring up
Protestant evangelicals into the discussion while ¢ther one of us
always reminded her friends to consider the roleagk in the political
sphere and the possible disproportionate impagiubfic policies. As a
result, we developed a passion and interest in rstateding how our
backgrounds and religious beliefs affected our giesi the political
process. This book is a product of those sharedsiggas and
conversations. In writing this book, we have gomeugh the process of
debating the issues, analyzing the data and flgsburt their religious
convictions, political tendencies and personaldigliWe spent countless
hours debating and attempting to better understama religion and
Protestant evangelicals mesh and how Protestantigelieals became
Obamagelicals helping Senator Obama become Présilsama. Given
the books continual evolution, we would be amisswié did not
acknowledge the help of so many people throughwmiptocess.
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CHAPTERONE

INTRODUCTION

The election of Senator Barack Obama (D-IL) as4#&President of
the United States was an election for the agese-tlmat will be researched
and analyzed for decades to come. It will take yéarfully grasp the tidal
wave of support and excitement that swept Baracan@@binto the White
House. Nearly three years have passed since thet ohshe campaign,
and many political scientists, policy entrepreneand everyday voters are
still discussing the historic presidential electioh 2008. It shattered
traditional political and socioeconomic barriersdan turn shed light on
guestions of race, religion, social class and ditxer

At the center of any election are questions sumdmgthe current
issues and the candidate’s platforms, which laytleicandidates’ agenda,
issues and details how the candidate will addrhsscurrent pressing
public policy issues. The presidential election26D8 was no exception.
Americans were dealing with the disintegration loé ttountry’s capital
markets, wars in Iraq and Afghanistan, high unemmplent, a growing
number of personal bankruptcy filings and home dlmrgures, continued
civil unrest in the Middle East and a general concagbout the overall
direction of the country’s moral values. These éssareated deep anxiety
and presented challenges for the presidential datel faced with some
of the most daunting issues the United States dasanted, not least the
gravest economic crisis since the Great Depregsitaggoner, 2008; Balz
and Johnson 2009, xiii; Smidt et al, 2010). Addi&b questions were
raised regarding immigration, global warming, nacleproliferation,
international and domestic terrorism and same-saxiages/civil unions.
Many Americans were clamoring for change in a pasitdirection
believing that anything but the status—quo woultardy begin to fix the
problems facing the United States, but position teuntry for a
prosperous and brighter tomorrow.

Americans felt Barack Obama could best tackle tlweseerns; thus
he won the presidential election in convincing fash His 53% of the
popular vote was the highest for any Democrat siogedon Johnson
(Leip 2008§. His electoral vote totals—375 to McCain's 163—ever
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comparable with those of Bill Clinton in 1992 an@98, but all the more
impressive because he was African-American. Histagords that the
traditional path to the White House is a journeyite/southerners conquer
by utilizing their white political connections but this case, Obama, a
relative political newcomer, broke away from thiadition and won by
nearly 10 million votes, 69,457,897 to McCain's &%},814 (Balz and
Johnson, 2009, 372). Obama possessed the unidlity &bireconfigure
electoral politics and create never before seemgatoalitions that will
possibly become a blue-print for future electoeales.

In many aspects, this book is a lot like watchinghavie and then
reading the book that the movie is based on — \ieeady know the
ending. In this case, you know Senator Barack Ohiareéected President
of the United States in an unprecedented fashiobwat we sometimes
miss, just like when we simply see the movie withaading the text, is
the nuances, narratives and rich descriptions fiiavide detail and
background information that is often produced tlgfouhours of
painstaking analysis and research. While the ouécofrthe presidential
election is known, the role of campaign strategiedicy development and
key groups should be further explored.

Campaign analysts and political junkies provide idewrange of
explanations for how Obama, a junior senator frdm was able to
become the most powerful elected official in therldio Every word,
campaign stop and event has been analyzed in emitto offer some
reasonable explanation for the change in polititiahate and exuberance
experienced by the electorate. Explanations incldDdama’s charismatic
demeanor, the campaign’s community organizing styde of the internet
and social network sites and endorsement of powedlebrities (i.e.
Oprah). While these factors all may have playedla, many have also
pointed to the end result of increased voter turedgpecific demographic
groups.

Voter participation among young people accountsflarge percentage
of the total increase in votes cast. Fifty-threecpet of eligible voters 18
to 30 years of age actually voted in 2008 (TiscB®0African-Americans
had the highest turnout rate among 18- to 24-y&hrwoters — 55
percent, an 8 percent increase from 2004 (Lope@9268iowever, voters
who fell into older age groups (45-64 and 65-phz) the highest voting
rates (69 percent and 70 percent, respectivelyhil@iy, older African-
Americans increased their turnout by 5 percentagjatp to 65 percent,
nearly matching whites of the same age cohorall, minorities made up
nearly 1 in 4 voters in 2008, the most diverse telate ever (Lopez
2009).
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Another factor that may have contributed to Bar@tama’s election
that has not received much consideration focusethenmost unlikely
religious group: white Protestant evangelicalsrddible as it may sound,
exit poll data indicates that the number of youmages 18-44) white
Protestant evangelicals, the perceived base oR#publican Party, who
for so many years has championed morality issudssat-responsibility,
supported Obama in record numbers compared to siport of John
Kerry in 2004 (Sullivan 2008; see also Waldman.c2008). Table 1.1
shows that nationally, 28% of white Protestant gedinals voted for
Obama (Pew Center for the People and the Press).2008s is
unprecedented given the white evangelical voteblegn one of the most
reliable demographic groups for the Republicanypaiith 68% of white
evangelicals casting their vote for Bush in 200@ &@8% in 2004 (Pew
Research Center for People and the Press).

Table 1-1 Votesin Presidential Elections by Religion by percent

2000 2004 2008
Gore Bush Kerry | Bush Obama| McCain
Total 48.0 48.0 48.0 51.0 53.0 46.0

Protestant/Other | 42.0 56.0 40.0 59.0 45.0 54.0

Christian

Evangelical/Born | 24.0 68.0 21.0 79.0 26.0 73.0

Again

Non-Evangelical n/a n/a 44.0 56.0 44.0 55.0
Source: 2008 Pew Research Center for the PeoplthariRess.

The surge of 5% of the Protestant evangelical sudpo President
Obama, who by all accounts is liberal in socialigges and moral issues,
reflects stunning changes among voters who hawktitraally voted for
the most right-wing Republican candidates. FurtteeenBarack Obama
may have been perceived as a different type of Reamtic candidate to
the evangelical community. He openly discusseddiib. For example, in
his book theAudacity of Hope (Obama 2006) he penned one of the most
introspective discussions of personal religiousvgidoy an office holding
politician.

This revelation generates an interesting paradakwiarrants further
research and exploration. How does one explain eyhitorn-again
Christians who stereotypically are thought of a®rfyetuating racial
division in lieu of tearing it down” (Emerson andani$h 2000, preface)
supporting Obama in record numbers? While it israbjgmatic to note
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that young voters, both white and African-Americaould support a
candidate over 35 years younger than his opponemy does one
reconcile the fact that 30% of white, evangelicaler the age of 30,
typically the bastion of the Republican Party, havdavorable feeling
toward Obama and less than 45%ve a warm feeling when it comes to
the Republican Party (Green and Greenberg, 2008)fM R statistical
analysis standpoint, when one sees states that thadiionally voted
Republican and comprised of largely white Protdséaangelicals, such
as North Carolina with 40% white Protestant evaingld, shift and vote
for Obama in large numbers, one has to ask whgaiisg on? In the case
of Obama, he garnered 6.5%%0re votes than Kerry did in 2004 in North
Carolina (Pew Center for People and Press). We aidtuss white
Protestant evangelical turnout and swing statelteesn more detail in
Chapter 2 but Obama's victories in Indiana, Norénoina, Colorado and
Virginia provide a glimpse into what happened i®20Indiana is carried
by a Democratic nominee for the first-time since8@;9Virginia for the
first-time since 1948; North Carolina for the fitshe since 1976; and
Colorado for the first-time since 1964 (Todd andvzar 2009).

Moreover, when attempting to fully understand Obaméctory and
the role of the white Protestant evangelical, dmeukd also consider the
margin of victory with the popular vote and the qmrtage of eligible
voters that are Protestant evangelicals. In the8 2@@sidential election,
the margin of victory in swing states averages toube 3.1% resulting
with a shift of 75 additional electoral votes toadtm from Kerry in 2004
(Todd and Gawisher 2009). Furthermore, the averslgige Protestant
evangelical vote in swing states comprises 30%hefvoting population.
There is no doubt that a shift in the voting paisein these states can be
attributed to changes within the white Protestamingelical polity, but to
what degree and what precipitated the changes?

The change in the 2008 white Protestant evangelma&l increase for
Obama, the Democratic candidate, brings numeroestigus to mind.
Have the voters changed or was there somethinguenapout Barack
Obama? Are the issues that have galvanized thelfRepn Party not that
important anymore as many morality voters haveyplaopped? Are new,
younger, white Protestant evangelicals redefiningratity politics in a
whole new light? Are older white Protestant evaiogdd, often referred to
as religious right extremists, laying down theimardeclaring that the
cultural war is over? Or are they simply becomingnaority in the
conservative world of politics? Are white Protestaavangelicals
redefining the cultural war as they engage in nattldgrounds and utilize
new coalitions? Is this new approach to “matterfadh” a sudden turn to
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the left or has it been a more gradual turn sintdagrosion as conservative
white Protestant evangelicals and religious voaeesputting reason above
rhetoric? Is this shift a result of the campaigatstgies of Obama who by
all accounts rather a brilliant campaign? How mo€hhis shift can be
attributed to the ability of Obama and his campaigrirame key issues
and have them placed on the campaign agenda whdesing to not
discuss other issues? Did Obama’s campaign singplgtr out to the white
Protestant evangelical constituency through grassroperations or was
this shift strictly a backlash against the Repuii®arty? This text seeks
to explore these questions and begin to explain Bmgident Obama and
his election strategies capitalized on the shiftirgyvs of white Protestant
evangelicals thereby altering the political lang&caf the 2008 Presidential
election and in so doing created the Obamagelical.

Who are Obamagelicals?

The term “Obamagelical” was first coined by Stevalivhan from
Beliefnet.com to differentiate between white Prttas evangelical
traditionalists who consistently vote Republicandghis case for Senator
McCain) and white Protestant evangelical centréstd modernists who
had “shifted” to the Democrat Party and voted fan&or Obama
(Waldman 2008). Two factors are central to theityebkhind the creation
of the Obamagelical. The first is a "liberal" thegital perspective that
involves less traditional views of the divine, #piality and religious
authority (Green 2008). Obamagelicals do not necidgsiiew the Bible
as being the literal world of God and as such db place as much
emphasis on scriptural interpretation. When surdg§8% of Obamagelicals
believe that the Bible is both literal and figuvaticompared to 74.7% of
traditional white Protestant evangelicals (Waldr2ans).

The second factor is a liberal perspective on igalitissues. Issues
such as abortion and same sex marriages arersfibrtant but not the
driving force behind their political beliefs or flarm. For the
Obamagelical, issues such as poverty, environmesiabardship, the
economy, the war on terrorism, etc. are equalliyrg®rtant and are moral
issues of the day. Interestingly, Campolo (2006¢rseto them as “red-
letter Christians”: they quote the words of Jesused from their Bibles
but have a liberal political bent in the sociaéldis such are beginning to
shift to the Democrat Party.

Therefore, we expand upon the definition of Waldn{2608) by
noting that Obamagelicals are white Protestant gelézals, who have
chosen their own path and have redefined what toegider to be moral
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issues—issues that they feel express the new dpattied for the culture
war that has become so important in shaping théeStant evangelical
tradition and faith. In essence, we contend an Giggiical equation
would be conceived as:

Obamagelical = voted for Obama + white Protestant evangelical
+ Bibleisboth literal and figurative+ stance on moral issuesare
not the primary factor in their voting

We believe that the creation of the Obamagelicalioed over time
as political views, social concerns and theologidiefs shifted and were
redefined based on world events, domestic conceans, Obama’s
campaign. Furthermore, we contend that this skift bccurred on two
fronts—a generational shift and a theological shifhich Obama’s
campaign was able to capitalize on (see McKenz@820

In the case of the generational shift, the Protésevangelical
leadership that had been the stronghold of the ezwative Protestant
movement had fallen by the wayside by 2008. Theding generation of
leaders like Jerry Falwell, Paul Weyrich and Chaifobson, who first
guided Protestant evangelicals into RepublicantipsIB0 years ago were
all but gone. Dobson announced his plans to fisdaessor for Focus on
the Family in 2007, Falwell died in May of 2007 angyrich, who helped
organize and lead the Heritage Foundation, a ceatee think-tank and
the Moral Majority with the help of Falwell, becarseriously ill in 2007
and passed away in 2008. This void was quickly aegd with new,
younger, white Protestant evangelical leadersHiak Warren, TD Jakes
and Bill Hybels. These younger, white Protestarngelical leaders have
capitalized on the mega-church movement and braabtig¢heir large
congregation’s attention to issues other than a&borand same sex
marriage. For example, Protestant evangelical ksadggned joint
statements demanding the United States take aotiothe situation in
Darfur and global warming. The statement also wento condemn the
policy on the use of torture by the United Stat8addleback Church,
located in California and one of the most promirerdtestant evangelical
churches in the country with membership in excds400000 sponsored
the Civil Forum on the Presidency in August 200&ddrated by Pastor
Rick Warren, both Obama and McCain were asked muesstelated to
stem-cell research, global warming, the economgedjand environmental
stewardship. This event was seen by a nationaliséde audience and
broadcast by CNN. The new evangelical leaders hkee brought a
theological shift to the white Protestant evangglicadition and in so
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doing push politics and social issues to the forgfr

The theological shift has seen Protestant evaraiglimove from
primarily focusing only on abortion to becomingiaists in other issues
that they believe have moral overtones. Kirkpat(@2®07) notes that they
have:

“... a renewed attention to Jesus’ teachings aboeibkjustice as well as
about personal or sexual morality. However conakivkough, the result
is a new interest in public policies that addressblems of peace, health
and poverty — problems, unlike abortion and samersarriage, where
left and right compete to present the best ansWers.

The impact of these two shifts can be seen in seyuconducted by
Public Religion Research on behalf of faith in petiife (Faith in Public
Life 2008). When asked, Protestant evangelicalg&cated that they had
heard sermons on political and social issues sucltha War in Iraq,
atrocities in Darfur, issues related to immigrafiglobal warming and the
environment. This is not to suggest that Obamagislitack a sense of
value and lifestyle distinctiveness when frameatigh the morality lens
but rather these issues are not the driving foetgri their existence. In
many cases, Obamagelicals are redefining what ibatest a moral issue.
Their focus is on individual piety through evanggti and social missions
as they work to make the world a better place (\Wiald 2008). The
values are further exhibited when one examinesrbst important issues
identified by Obamagelicals regarding the 2008taac Table 1.2 shows
the issue priorities of the general voting popolatiObamagelicals and the
evangelicals who voted for McCain.

Table 1-2 Issue Priorities of Protestant Evangelicals 2008

General Obamaadicals Protestant Evangelicals
Population g Voted for McCain
1. Economy Economy Abortion
2 War in Iraq War in Iraq Character
Reducing Cleaning up the
3. Health Care .
Poverty Environment
4. Terrorism Character Flghtmg Is_Iamlc
Radicalism
5. III_egaI_ Environment Gay Marriage
Immigration

Source: Waldman 2008
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It is important to note that the two top prioritimong Obamagelicals
mirrors the top two priorities identified by thergegal electorate prior to
the election, while only one of McCain’s prioritiés anyway resembles
national concerns- Islamic radicalism and the Walrag. We offer two
theories for this situation which will be developfedther in the following
chapters. First, as previously noted, many whitetd3tant evangelicals
are redefining issues of importance. While McCaintmues to “recycle”
old campaign themes and mandates, the convertedn&jadical has
broadened their agenda to include issues of soubrtance across the
continuum of society such as the reducing povertg anvironmental
stewardship. Secondly, Obama has put forth a cteteffort to reach out
to white Protestant evangelicals hiring a DirectbFaith Outreach for his
campaign (Sullivan 2008). And by all accounts itpegrs to be on
message as the campaign heads for the homestretch.

One Caveat

In this text we are going to attempt to show théedénces that exist
between young, white Protestant evangelicals whe lzan allegiance to
Obama (thus Obamagelicals) and older, more conseryawhite
Protestant evangelicals, who show loyalty to McCBiat we do not want
to suggest by inference or by impression that ormup is better —
politically or spiritually- than the other. The ti#a is that studying and
researching Protestant evangelicalism is complicated multi-faceted.
We recognize that Protestant evangelicalism isrmaolithic. Protestant
evangelicalism is a highly complex, diverse religiotradition that for
many years has been treated as a monolith for museeasons. We have
elected to simply not refer to all evangelicals “@hristians” or as
“evangelicals”. Our reasoning for this is quite plen When asked to
identity ones religious beliefs, many Americansniify themselves as
“Christians” and many different types of evangdBcaxist. Where once,
evangelicalism only referred to a specific “bramdProtestantism, this is
no longer the case. Today there are groups of Gatleangelicals,
Anglican evangelicals and other traditions suclAmglican, Lutheran, and
Methodist have sects of evangelicals in their mildss for this reason we
use the term “Protestant evangelical” throughow thxt. It is also
important to note that throughout the text we refer “Protestant
evangelicals” as “white Protestant evangelicalslir @asoning for this is
also simplistic in nature. We believe and recognthat Protestant
evangelicalism is not solely limited to the whitenemunity. There are
more than 24,000 Hispanic congregations that censitemselves to be
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“Christians” or “evangelicals” and Black evangel&care quickly becoming
a dominant force in conservative politics (Natiomtispanic Christian
Leadership Conference 2010; Riley 200680 throughout this text, we
have elected to refer to a specific group withie tlarge mosaic of
Protestant evangelicalism, that being white Pratéstvangelicals.

Obamagelicals: A Shift to the L eft

This book demonstrates how rhetorical strategiesmalized,
marginalized, and/or anaesthetized the traditiorialvs of the white
Protestant evangelical voter and gave younger Vifitéestant evangelicals,
who self-identify as being centrists or moderniatspice that had otherwise
been drowned out by the traditional old guard efmotestant evangelical
religious right.

Obamagelicals argues Obama capitalized on this completely differe
set of value issues that resonated with white Btat¢ evangelical
centrists and modernists in ways never dreamedilppjessThis text is
exploratory in nature and while it is our hope tiagg can shed light on
many of the aforementioned questions, as policyyatsaand researchers,
we hope that it raises more queries that genemtenagoing dialogue
about the role religion plays in campaign cycled #ime importance of
recognizing the impact of individual theologicallibés in the election of
governmental officials in a democratic process.sTiwok accomplishes
this by exploring the relationship between key vatg policy issues and
the new moral views of the Obamagelical that becéoual points for the
Obama campaign at a time when McCain used traditiohetoric to
discuss abortion, gay marriage, presidential erped and character.

Obamagelicals is a unique contribution to the current, interitioary
conversation about the role of white Protestantngehcals in the
democratic process and the victorious presidergiattion of Barack
Obama. First, it is unique because it treats Ptatégvangelicalism not as
a monolith but as a mosaic—comprised of humeroum®ménations and
belief patterns. Through this creation of space tbe theological
continuum of Protestant evangelicalism, believerawd attention to
themselves by creating distinction and attentiors & result, each
denomination or group can take a particular palitstance in an attempt
to garner political influence or political capitdlhis book examines how
the shift in theological interpretations of theigtures lead to shift in
cultural and political issues that went undetedigdrepublican candidate
Senator John McCain but embraced by President Obama

Furthermore, unlike many of the works publishedthe field of
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political science and sociology, that rely heawly new methodological
techniques and strategiesPDbamagelicals provides a consistent
methodological approach, that is easy to underdianthose interested in
religion and politics. Using data analysis and s+@bulations, each topic
or theme employs simple, easy to understand vasatiiereby allowing

for a cross-comparison. We can begin to examinedhaections between
religiosity and political participation on such kelicy issues as the
economy, War in Iraq and Afghanistan, and same+sexriages, and
between political power (the ability to radicallansform the political

landscape) and religious denominations within thesaic of Protestant
evangelicalism. Each chapter incorporates currentey research data
from the 2004 and 2008 National Election Survey.

Obamagelicals is organized into seven chapters. Chapter 2 pesvid
theoretical framework that will underpin the exaewplthat follow by
providing a historical overview of white Protestavangelicalism in the
United States and their influence in national jedit elections in recent
years.

Chapter 3 explores the issues and debate surrauttaénwar in Iraq.
Much of the debate within Protestant evangelicahwinity has focused
on answering the question, “When is a war just?” Weamine this
guestion and conduct an in-depth analysis intocdmapaign strategy of
Obama and McCain as they woo Protestant evangetitais. The War in
Irag served as a major factor in the 2006 Congraasielections and in
this chapter we examine the role of the candidatesapitalizing on the
sentiments of the country and in particular youbigptestant evangelicals.

Chapter 4 provides an analysis of the issues suoding the
crumbling of the economy and the strategic plandath candidates to
address this volatile issue. In 1992, President Biinton told the
American electorate that, “It's about the econorstypid!” (Carville
1992). As we analyze the 2008 presidential electien find that that
sentiment rang true once again as more and mortedtaat evangelicals
and Americans for that matter list the economy agrimary area of
concern (Waldman 2008). In an October 2008 pretielepoll, more than
80% of all-Americans listed the economy as their tampaign issue and
more than 78% of Protestant evangelicals listegt ithe top. Chapter 4
examines the role the economy played in the 2088tieh and provides
insight into how Obama and McCain addressed theeisat a time when
the electorate was looking for leadership and atarawhich candidate
reassured the voters that they possessed the ndealedl to insure
confidence and stability?

Chapter 5 provides a brief overview of the tradidibmoral arguments
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that Protestant evangelicals have also ralliedratofamily issues. In this

chapter we will look briefly at the questions refhtto abortion. Is the
issue of abortion as caustic as it was 20 years agbas its value as a
political lighting rod dissipated leaving conseivatProtestant evangelicals
weakened in the political arena? Just as importasiat differences

existed between the McCain campaigns and the Olsampaigns or was
the abortion issue not important enough to thetipali mainstream to

warrant much attention?

Chapter 6 investigates one of the new issues omtreal front of the
culture war campaign undertaken by white Protestaahgelicals — same
sex marriages. Understanding how centrist and nmigtelProtestant
evangelicals and the various denominations withateBtant evangelicalism,
relates to the rhetoric surrounding the same-sewriaga/ civil union
debate and the stances of the Obama and McCainabginspgets to the
very heart of shift that is occurring in the whieotestant evangelical
tradition. Obamagelicals see same sex marriagescaldunions in a
much different light than more conservative whitetBstant evangelicals
and this chapter explores how these differencese weident in the voting
patterns of those that support Obama.

Finally, Chapter 7 will serve as a brief conclusidrawing together
themes from the previous chapters as we look tanw20d2. Obamagelicals
teach us interesting lessons about religion anttiggohnd provide us with
a unigue opportunity to further explore and themabout why these shifts
occurred.






CHAPTERTWO

PROTESTANTEVANGELICALS
AND PRESIDENTIAL ELECTIONS
A HISTORICAL PERSPECTIVE

“The subject of presidential selection has greatly ddddhe House,
and will also divide people out of doors. It istinth the most difficult
of all on which we have had to decide."
—James Wilson (PA) Constitutional Convention of 278

What do people look for when selecting and votfieg a U.S.
president? Is it their campaign promises? Is itrthbaracter? Is it their
loyalty to their political party or perhaps the tfélgat they do not belong to
a political party at all? Is it their looks and csana? Is it their stance on
morality issues? It is their attention to a specifsue such as global
warming or a more comprehensive approach like enmiental stewardship
that peaks one’s interest? For many Americansselection of a President
is an arduous and complicated task. But what hasrbe such a difficult
decision for citizens was vaguely addressed byfahading fathers when
the selection process was developed. For the frawmfethe Constitution,
someone who wants to become the President must Uritad States
citizen who has lived in the country for 14 yeansl at least 35 years old.
While these are the only legal requirements forpbsition; most citizens
have a number of expectations of Presidential cktes which could be
considered informal requirements. The selectiom ¢fresident is greatly
influenced by their social agenda and willingnesbring about change. In
2004, the three most important qualities of prasidé candidates, as
identified by a nationwide potential voter pool,saa willingness to bring
about change (24%), a clear stand on the issue®)(Bnd possessing
strong leadership skills (17%) (Associated Pre€s726ee also Smidt et al
2010). For many, the candidate’s appearance anisoi@mare important
attributes. For example, handsome and articulatang&ey's televised
debates and his Camelot dreams when comparedheithan-charismatic,
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badly in need of a shave, but seasoned veteran-Rfiegident Nixon
swung the election to Kennedy in 1960 (Bhide 2008).

Many times, one of the most important factors tiapact an
individual's support for a presidential candidateges on the voter’s
perception of the candidate’s religiosity. In adutit the specific faith of a
candidate also matters greatly. For American votitseism is the chief
pariah. A Pew Forum survey found that while 38%Amfiericans were
reluctant to vote for a Muslim candidate, 52% wotbldve the same
reluctance about an atheist (Pew Forum on Religi@hPublic Life 2008).
More recent polls have shown the percentages #sliegh as 70% (Smith
et al 2009, 34). Many Americans have had resematabout voting for
presidential candidates that were Catholic, incigdihe defeat of John
Kerry in 2004 and the election of Kennedy in 196@cause of their
perceived alliances to the Pope (Slayton 2001).

For years, presidential nominees have dealt \lighnbeshing of their
personal religious beliefs with the public’s pevesl views, especially
regarding public policy issues that have a momattsifor years. Whether it
was Smith (1928), Kennedy (1960) or Kerry (20043veering questions
about Catholicism, Romney (2008) addressing comsceith Mormonism
or Obama (2008) responding to questions relatedbeing a Muslim,
religion plays a huge role in the selection of espdent. Typically, at least
70% of Americans reported that they agreed with stegement “It is
important that the president should have stronmicels beliefs” (Pew
Center for the People and the Press 2008; Smiéth 2010, 32). For the
Protestant evangelical, perhaps the most impodaatifications are the
candidate’s religious and moral views. There argerd important
individual and political reasons for this being tase.

First, as we discussed in Chapter 1, religion apdituality are
extremely important to the white Protestant evangkl Survey data
points out that 61.5% of white Protestant evang#diéndicate that their
religious beliefs are not only important but theg also a factor in their
daily life decisions while among white Protestavdrggelical traditionalists
like Pentecostals, more than 17% specified thair ttedigion was the
single most important component of their life (8pénd Power Survey
2007; National Study of Youth and Religion 2063).

Secondly, many times biblical interpretation oé tBible determines
which issues are important to the white Protestawangelical. The
American democratic system of politics allows andhstimes advocates,
not only religious freedom, but also religious plism. White Protestant
evangelicals capitalize on this opportunity, to motly promote their
religious ideals and principles, but to also adyivengage in agenda
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setting strategies and policy formulation at aliekls of government. Moral
issues such as abortion, same sex marriage andceémesearch have
become issues that have been the major focus fate wProtestant
evangelicals over the past presidential elections.

In this chapter, we provide a framework for untierding the role of
white Protestant evangelicals in the 2008 presidieglection and thus the
creation of the Obamagelical. First, we offer imsignto the role white
Protestant evangelicals have played in severaidemsal and congressional
midterm elections leading up to 2008. Through tivierview and analysis,
we present a strong case that white Protestantgeliaals have had a
major impact in the selection of American presidestd in public policy
matters and that their role cannot be minimizethken for granted.

Next, we conduct an in-depth analysis of the 2@ddsidential
election from the perspective of the white Protetsevangelical. It is our
contention that the 2004 presidential election leetwPresident George
Bush and Democrat nominee, Senator John Kerry,neasnly a turning
point in American politics, but also the momentuharger that initiated
the process by which the chasm between the moigtogdly observant
Americans who self-identify as conservative whitepRblicans and the
more secular, white liberal Americans who self-tifgnwith either
political party began to close and shrink. We codtthat it was this slow
disappearance of the “God-Gap” that has resultatdrcreation of a new
political white Protestant evangelical known as @igamagelical (Smidt
et al 2010). What pollsters call “The God Gap,the range between the
percentages in a specific religious demographiaigneoting Republican
or Democratic between two elections. If the God @Gegpeases while the
percentage of voters choosing the Democratic Ramtylidate shrinks, it
reveals not only the small but important numberedifjious swing voters,
but also a major failure of the Democratic Partyriake a compelling case
for its overall policies to a broad range of radigs voters (Berlet and
Fredrickson 2010)

We examine the 2008 presidential election payilegec attention to
the economic and moral issues that were importatiié selection of the
44th President of the United States. Understanthiegcontext in which
this election occurred when seen through the ef/¢iseowhite Protestant
evangelical provides unique insight into the radégion plays in politics
and into the selection process itself.

We conclude this chapter by laying some methodoédoundations
for the remainder of the text as we paint a pictofrehe newly created
Obamagelical.
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White Protestant Evangelicalism and Elections

To date there have been 54 presidential electiomghich votes were
cast? While the popular vote was not the chosen methuil 1836, there
is no doubt that an individual's personal religiowgighed into their
decisions prior to that time period as well as sirtben. American
Protestantism has always played a role in elecfios®me way, shape or
form and in recent years white Protestant evangslicave risen to be key
players in the electoral process. In 1928, Alfrenits, a self- proclaimed
Roman Catholic, loses the race badly to Herbert idooas white
Protestant evangelicals and mainstream Protesfaatsthat Smith will
answer to the pope and not the voters (Slayton R0Btith’s liberal
stance on prohibition also hurt him with consemesdi waging war in the
Temperance Movement (Lichtman 1979). White Proteéstaangelicals
began a shift to the Republican Party in large rensduring the turbulent
times of the 1960’s and early-1970’s due in partheir opposition to
Brown v. Board of Education and the Civil Rightdavioting Acts of the
1960’s (Zoll 2006). In this section we examine fpuesidential elections
and two congressional midterm elections, in whichitev Protestant
evangelicals played a key role, either in the silacof a winner or in
addressing key policy areas.

1976 Presidential Election: The 1976 presidential election pitted
incumbent President Gerald Ford (R-MI) against Demaio nominee,
Georgia Governor Jimmy Carter. Carter, a self @iowkd “born again
Christian” and Sunday school teacher of the Figghti¥t Church in Plains,
GA. ran on the platform of restoring honesty anggnity to the White
House. It is important to note that prior to the7@9election, white
Protestant evangelicals did not form a comprehengsrtisan voting
coalition. In the Midwest, they were principally Reblicans; in the South,
almost entirely Democrats (Novak 2008). But witle tfise in discontent
over the Watergate scandal and questions overdergl character and
moral integrity white Protestant evangelicals sgizke opportunity to
make an impact in 1976. White Protestant evandslicamprised more
than 35% of the population and Carter, the soutfmocrat, set out to
rally the troops (Witcover 1977). President Forddpaed President Nixon
of any and all crimes associated with Watergatethad watched his poll
numbers embark on a free-fall. By the time the Denmaib Convention
occurred, Carter held a 33 point lead in the pollsr Ford- a lead that
seemed to be insurmountable. However, through @&ssef miscues
Carter’s lead began to evaporate and white Pratiestaangelicals served



