This narrative that Romney is behind is getting tiresome.  These polls, even the ones right after the Democratic convention, are not convincing on that point.  When one considers that late decides always break for the challenger, and in an electorate of over 100 million people there will be late deciders, at most one can say the race is basically tied.  I will remind you what Politico's own Harris and Vandehei wrote after Hillary won New Hampshire in 2008:
There is no way to cover the horse race without polls. That explains our obsession. But it does not excuse our lack of discretion. We cover polls we know to be statistically suspect, from firms we know use questionable methodology. Most of all, we treat even legitimate polls as holy writs, rather than simply snapshots of the general contours of a race.
We are not about to forswear polls. They can be astonishingly prescient, as was The Des Moines Register poll that correctly showed Obama and Huckabee surging in the days before the caucus. For that matter, most New Hampshire polling correctly predicted John McCain’s win, Mitt Romney’s close second-place finish and Huckabee’s bump to third. But no poll that we saw was anticipating Clinton’s win.
The entire profession gives polls an oracular significance that no responsible polling expert would ever agree with. Perhaps every story should come with a bold-type reminder, “This is polling, folks, not infallible data.” 
Given the Politico's expressly stated knowledge that polling is suspect, and the fact that the polls show a tie race considering late deciders, we must conclude that they are knowingly engaged in a campaign to help President Obama when every horse race story starts with the assumption that Obama is clearly ahead.  He is not clearly ahead, he is clearly tied when considering late deciders, an inconvenient fact they get around by assuming no late deciders will actually vote, an absurd suggestion.  
[bookmark: _GoBack]This is not journalism, it is advocacy.  That is fine, so long as it is expressly stated that a "journalistic" organization is for Obama, which Political does not do.  They pretend to be objective and it is this pretense that is so frustrating and leads to feelings of deep resentment that fosters a political environment of profound distrust, anger and even rage.  If Obama manages to scratch his way back into office using a massive campaign of personal destruction of one man, Romney, aided by a media who refuses to highlight what really matters, our terrible economic and fiscal situation that demand an immediate solution, the media will be largely responsible for the economic and fiscal calamity that results in an Obama second term.  
This is a center-right nation and the media is trying to deceive the naive middle of the road who trusts the media somewhat to reelect a leftist by distracting them with shiny objects so that they do not look at the economic disaster in which we are living.  When the Republican congress it will no doubt elect clashes with the leftist President, the public will be left with a disaster.  The media should highlight what really matters, the economy, and quit trying to dispirit Republicans literally every single day.  They should let happen what these economic circumstances dictate will happen, an Obama defeat, so that we can get on a real road to recovery and avoid financial collapse.  If the media stopped shilling for Obama and focused on the only issue they should be primarily highlighting, the economy, they know Obama would lose.  That's probably why we will continue to see headlines like, "So -- what should Mitt Romney do?"  

