
Republicans vow not to repeat mistakes of 2012: Opinion
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Recently, in a "never again" moment, national GOP chairman Reince Priebus won approval to make significant 

changes in the nominating process and reassert control over managing it. (Getty Images)
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By Carl Golden

By any reasonable standard, the 2012 presidential primary season for the Republican Party was a disaster — 
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They ganged up on Romney, forcing him to spend time and resources defending himself rather than taking the 

fight aggressively to Obama.

While the media has long been a target for party conservatives, the change is designed to reduce the number of 

debates and lessen the impact of insurgent candidates.

The change also addressed the growing length of the primary season. The first four primary states — Iowa, New 

Hampshire, South Carolina and Nevada — will hold contests in February, others in March and winner-take-all 

systems March 15 and beyond. The support for Priebus’ proposals is an unmistakable sign that the 2012 

experience inflicted serious damage on Romney and on the party’s overall national reputation.

Despite misgivings over the potential for freezing underfunded and lesser-known candidates out of the process by 

denying them access to televised debates, the committee recognized a repeat of 2012 is not in the party’s best 

interest and would undermine its better-than-even chance of capturing the presidency in 2016.

Retaining control of the House of Representatives and winning the six seats needed to gain control of the Senate 

in this year’s midterm election will give Republicans enormous momentum, signaling a deep discontent in the 

country with the president and the Democratic Party. 

The debates two years ago became pander-fests and demeaned and diminished candidates and media alike. They 

ceased being clashes of ideas or intellectual exchanges over serious problems the nation faced and deteriorated 

into slogans, jingoism and sound bites, often revealing an appalling lack of understanding or perspective on the 

part of the candidates.

It’s a given that if Hillary Clinton seeks her party’s presidential nomination, she will in all likelihood have a clear 

field, allowing her to concentrate on building organizational and financial support without the distraction and 

diversion of resources necessitated by dealing with lesser candidates.

While the changes approved by Republicans won’t guarantee the party will achieve the degree of unity a Clinton 

candidacy provides the Democrats, they are an overdue recognition that greater focus and discipline are crucial in 

the run-up to 2016.
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