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Abstract

This study investigated the mental health significance of Barack Obama’s 2012 presidential
re-election among Blacks. Upon his re-election, we hypothesized Blacks would either feel symbolic
empowerment or relative deprivation. They would feel symbolic empowerment because a man who
identifies as Black won re-election to the nation’s highest office. His second victory should generate
optimism, given his status as a historic first. Alternatively, they would feel relative deprivation because
The Great Recession from 2007 to 2009 curtailed what Obama could achieve. More important, he
withered when afforded opportunities to challenge White supremacy and championed individual
responsibility. Using a quasi-experimental design with nationally representative survey data from the
2012 Behavioral Risk Factor Surveillance System (BRFSS), we predicted Blacks’ preelection and
postelection poor mental health days. We found no time period main effects. However, Black men
with less than a college degree experienced 1.11 more poor mental health days postelection whereas
Black men with a college degree or more experienced 2.93 fewer poor mental health days postelec-
tion. These findings support relative deprivation theory.

Keywords: Barack Obama; Behavioral Risk Factor Surveillance System (BRFSS); Mental Health;
Relative Deprivation Theory; Symbolic Empowerment Theory

Introduction

Barack Obama’s 2008 presidential election was a milestone moment in U.S. history,
particularly for Blacks (Bobo and Dawson, 2009; Brooks 2012; Coates 2017; Collins
2012; Dyson 2016; Esposito and Finley, 2009; Hunt and Wilson, 2009; Logan 2014;
Moore and Bell, 2010; Parker 2016; Wingfield and Feagin, 2013). Enslaved Africans and
their descendants spent 246 years (1619–1865) in chattel slavery—dehumanized, raped,
abused, branded, battered, and discarded. They spent 100 additional years (1865–1965) as
victims of unmatched institutional discrimination and racial terrorism, barred from equal
protection under the law, including voting. Then forty-three years later (1965–2008), a
man who identifies as Black became president of the United States. Upon Obama’s
presidential election on November 4, 2008, White supremacy seemed vulnerable
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(Brown, et al., 2021; Bonilla-Silva and Ray, 2009; Gorman 2023; Hunt andWilson, 2009;
Ikard and Teasley, 2012; Teasley and Ikard, 2010; Parker 2016). Right then, an overdue
promissory note compensating Blacks for racial injustice seemed redeemable (Brooks 2012;
Coates 2017; Dyson 2016; Moore and Bell, 2010; Teasley and Ikard, 2010). However,
expectations for Obama outsized what any elected official could accomplish.

If Obama’s 2008 presidential election was the wedding, then his 2012 presidential
re-election was the wedding vow renewal. By then, the honeymoon was long over.
Evidence existed for Blacks to judge Obama’s contributions beyond descriptive represen-
tation (Fletcher 2012; Gleason and Stout, 2014; Hunt andWilson, 2009; Moore and Bell,
2010; Simien 2015; Stout and Tate, 2013; Teasley and Ikard, 2010). Evidence existed
regarding whether he would challenge White supremacy (see Dyson 2016; Lowenthal
2010;Wallace 2012). Evidence existed regarding the harsh reality of governing during and
afterTheGreat Recession alongsideWhite politicians who seemed opposed personally to a
Black president (Kessler 2012; Parker 2016; Wingfield and Feagin, 2013). In fact, it
appeared Obama underestimated White supremacy. For example, in July 2009, a White
police officer arrestedHenry Louis Gates, Jr., a blackHarvard University professor, whilst
he attempted to open a jammed door at his home. Someone reported a burglary. Obama
suggested racemight have played a role in the arrest stating, “…there’s a long history in this
country of African-Americans and Latinos being stopped by law enforcement
disproportionately.” That statement caused White backlash. Consequently, he back-
tracked quickly and invited Gates and the arresting officer to the White House for what
pundits called a “Beer Summit,” a group-hug-response to racial profiling. In September
2009, during a televised joint session of Congress on health care reform, Rep. JoeWilson, a
White South Carolina Republican, shouted “You lie!” at Obama. It was a breathtaking
display of disrespect andWhite privilege. In January 2010, on his first MLK, Jr. holiday as
president, Obama spoke at Vermont Avenue Baptist Church inWashington, DC—a place
MLK, Jr. had spoken. He reflected on difficulties collaborating with Congress and
distractions stemming from remarks about his race. Referencing the post-racial shift many
predicted his presidency would cause, Obama said, “That didn’t work out so well.” In April
2011, the birtherismmovement forced theWhiteHouse to release copies ofObama’s long-
form birth certificate to prove he was born in Hawaii. Finally, in February 2012, George
Zimmerman murdered Trayvon Martin, a seventeen-year old child whose only crime was
being Black in a White space. In response, Obama said, “When Trayvon Martin was first
shot, I said that this could have been my son.”Those words enraged manyWhites and did
nothing to relieve the Black community’s anguish (Coates 2017; Dyson 2016).

Juxtaposing representation (i.e., there is a Black president) against reparations (i.e., there is a
Black president challengingWhite supremacy), we investigate themental health significance
ofObama’s 2012 presidential re-election among Blacks.We invoke symbolic empowerment
theory and relative deprivation theory to frame our hypotheses. Using a quasi-experimental
design with nationally representative survey data from the 2012 Behavioral Risk Factor
Surveillance System (BRFSS), we predict poor mental health days Blacks experienced
preelection versus postelection. Findings support relative deprivation theory and imply the
thrill (and mental health benefit for Blacks) of a Black president faded by fall 2012.

Symbolic Empowerment Theory

Symbolic empowerment captures a sense of inclusion prompted by an underrepresented
individual occupying an authoritative position (Brown et al., 2021; Gorman et al., 2023;
Jackson et al., 1996; LaVeist 1992). Their presence confers power vicariously to aggrieved
constituents excluded typically from authoritative positions (Goldman and Mutz, 2014;
LaVeist 1992; Simien 2015). It taps descriptive representation (Gleason and Stout, 2014;
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Philpot andWalton, 2007; Stout and Tate, 2013) where an elected official shares physical,
social, or experiential characteristics of aggrieved constituents. Further, it signals to
aggrieved constituents whatmight be possible despite strictures of a racialized social system
(Bonilla-Silva 1997; West 2017). Descriptive representation manifests best when examin-
ing historic firsts in elections (see Simien 2015).

Symbolic empowerment explains changes in political attitudes and behaviors (Gleason
and Stout, 2014; Parker 2016; Simien 2015; Stout and Tate, 2013). For example, Shane
A. Gleason and Christopher T. Stout (2014) found Blacks’ external efficacy—belief the
government is receptive to constituents’ demands—was higher in districts with a Black
congressional representative, compared to districts without a Black congressional repre-
sentative. They concluded descriptive representation facilitated Blacks’ trust in institutions
and elected officials. High voter turnout likewise reflects symbolic empowerment. For
instance, voter turnout among Blacks, Hispanics, and Asians increased at the 2008 pres-
idential election, compared to 2004 (Lopez and Taylor, 2009; Roberts 2009). In fact, the
gap between Black andWhite voter participation rates shrank in 2008. Black voter turnout
reached a record high (66%) during the 2012 presidential election surpassingWhite voter
turnout for the first time (Krogstad and Lopez, 2017). Finally, Tasha S. Philpot andHanes
Walton, Jr. (2007) found Black women most supported Black women candidates, again
suggesting representation among political candidates encourages political participation.

Regarding symbolic empowerment and historic firsts, we must discuss Barack Obama.
He won election in fall 2008 and re-election in fall 2012 to the nation’s highest office.
There were prior historic firsts in Congress (e.g., Hiram Revels), and among presidential
candidates (e.g., Shirley Chisolm and Jesse Jackson, Sr.) and vice presidential candidates
(e.g., Charlotta Bass). But Obama broke through twice. His biography and broad appeal
(i.e., adoration by young White voters) led many to believe the United States would
become post-racial (Bobo and Dawson, 2009; Brown et al., 2021; Dyson 2016; Esposito
and Finley, 2009; Goldman and Mutz, 2014; Hunt and Wilson, 2009; Ikard and Teasley,
2012;Moore and Bell, 2010; Logan 2014; Parker 2016; Teasley and Ikard, 2010; Valentino
and Brader, 2011; Wingfield and Feagin, 2013).

Three studies exemplify the health significance of symbolic empowerment. First, James
S. Jackson and colleagues (1996) analyzed nationally representative panel survey data
spanning thirteen years and overlapping with Jesse Jackson, Sr.’s 1988 presidential cam-
paign. They found Blacks’ views of racial progress improved and Blacks reported reduced
levels of psychological distress and physical health disability around 1988. The authors
attributed this salubrious pattern to Jesse Jackson, Sr.’s visibility and campaign message
promoting social and racial justice. Second, Jennifer Malat and colleagues (2011) analyzed
data from the Ohio Family Health Survey, whose field period lasted from August 6, 2008
until January 24, 2009. They found improvements in self-rated health for Blacks and
Hispanics immediately following Obama’s nomination by the Democratic Party, but not
after his presidential election or inauguration.

Third,TonyN.Brown and colleagues (2021) developed symbolic empowerment theory
to explain why the 2008 presidential election of Barack Obama would demonstrate mental
health significance for Blacks. Specifically, they proposed symbolic empowerment
increases optimism because “members of an aggrieved group experience a sociopolitical
context where a progressive redistribution of power seems possible and possibly
ineluctable” (2021, p. 102). They argued Obama’s 2008 presidential election ignited a
“collective racial effervescence” benefittingBlacks’mental health.Using the same outcome
and quasi-experimental design as here, they found Black men experienced 1.01 fewer poor
mental health days postelection, compared to preelection. Brown and colleagues (2021,
p. 110) speculated Black women did not experience improvedmental health postelection in
fall 2008 because of: (1) internal conflict related to supporting Hillary Clinton as a woman,
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(2) identification with and fear for Michelle, Sasha, and Malia Obama, (3) realistic conflict
with Black men over gendered racism, and (4) awareness the racial status quo would soon
return. We suspect Black women in fall 2012 still doubted whether racial progress would
happen, hence, we stratify our analyses by gender. Invoking symbolic empowerment
theory, we hypothesize (H1) Blacks would report improved mental health after as compared to
before Barack Obama’s 2012 re-election.

Relative Deprivation Theory

Samuel A. Stouffer and colleagues (1949) proposed and others honed relative deprivation
theory (see Runciman 1966; Smith et al., 2012; Vanneman and Pettigrew, 1972). It
describes a situation in which individuals sense, despite being entitled to scarce resources,
they are deprived of them relative to others and/or themselves at some previous time.
Walter G. Runciman (1966) theorized an individual “…is relatively deprived of X when
(i) he does not have X, (ii) he sees some other person or persons, whichmay include himself
at some previous or expected time, as having X (whether or not this is or will be in fact the
case), (iii) he wants X, and (iv) he sees it as feasible that he should have X” (p. 10).
Importantly, relative deprivation can occur at the social category level (i.e., fraternal
relative deprivation, see Smith et al., 2012 for further elaboration). Presently, we investi-
gate relative deprivation experienced by low versus high socioeconomic status Blacks.

We invoke relative deprivation theory for two reasons. First, the U.S. housing market
collapse and subsequent global financial crisis sparked by mortgage-backed securities
initiated The Great Recession—the most severe recession since The Great Depression.
It happened near the start of Barack Obama’s first presidential term, but its impact lasted
through his second presidential term. During The Great Recession, the
U.S. unemployment rate doubled. The GDP dropped 4.3 percent. Foreclosures were
commonplace. Unsurprisingly, the economic downturn harmed Blacks disproportion-
ately. For example, home equity decreased nine percent for Whites but twelve percent
for Blacks.Householdwealth dropped furthest for Black families (Hall et al., 2015;Thomas
et al., 2018). From about 2007 to 2011, Black median income declined 15.8 percent. In
contrast, Hispanic median income declined 11.8 percent, Asian median income declined
7.7 percent, and White median income declined just 6.3 percent (DeNavas-Walt et al.,
2012). Almost twenty-four percent of Blacks were under-employed and sixteen percent
were unemployed duringTheGreat Recession (Kochhar andCilluffo, 2017;Thomas et al.,
2018). During the “recovery period” from 2009 to 2012, Black households still continued
to lose wealth (Hall et al., 2015; Thomas et al., 2018). We assert The Great Recession’s
racial disproportionality and the fact high socioeconomic status Blacks were more pro-
tected generated a sense of relative deprivation among low socioeconomic status Blacks.

Second and more important, we argue many Blacks (but especially low socioeconomic
status Blacks) expected BarackObama to pursue a vigorous civil rights agenda (Brooks 2012;
Coates 2017; Dyson 2016; Price 2016). More pointedly, they expected Obama to challenge
White supremacy (Bonilla-Silva and Ray, 2009; Coates 2017; Dyson 2016; TMZ 2023). In
contrast, Obama’s presidency ushered in a new racial politics (Esposito and Finley, 2009;
Fletcher 2012;Gorman 2023; Ikard andTeasley, 2012; Logan 2014; Price 2016;Teasley and
Ikard, 2010). He downplayed how structural inequality produced nihilism in the Black
community (Dade 2012; Fletcher 2012; Saul 2008;West 2017). In fact, some scholars assert
an implicit racial pact enabled his political ascendancy (Bonilla-Silva and Ray, 2009; Coates
2017; DiAngelo 2011; Dyson 2016; Esposito and Finley, 2009; Ikard and Teasley, 2012;
Logan 2014; Price 2016; Moore and Bell, 2010; Teasley and Ikard, 2010; Wingfield and
Feagin, 2013). This racial pact prescribed howObama should behave in exchange for access
to the White House, a historically White institution: He must affirm his election meant

4 Tony N. Brown et al.

https://www.cambridge.org/core/terms. https://doi.org/10.1017/S1742058X24000043
Downloaded from https://www.cambridge.org/core. IP address: 3.144.118.124, on 19 Sep 2024 at 00:40:22, subject to the Cambridge Core terms of use, available at

https://www.cambridge.org/core/terms
https://doi.org/10.1017/S1742058X24000043
https://www.cambridge.org/core


racism receded, race-targeted policies are unfair, racial discrimination is rare, the political
systemworks, and candid conversations aboutWhite supremacy are divisive. Indeed, Daniel
Q. Gillion (2016) found Obama spoke less about race during his first two years as president
than any other Democratic president since the early 1960s. Moreover, colorblindness and
abstract liberalism characterized his remaining six years in office (Coates 2017; Dyson 2016;
Esposito and Finley, 2009; Moore and Bell, 2010; Price 2016;Wingfield and Feagin, 2013).
Applying relative deprivation theory, we argue low socioeconomic status Blacks (i) lacked
access to power because of White supremacy, (ii) experienced disparities in health, wealth,
education, and incarceration relative to high socioeconomic status Blacks because of power
disparities, (iii) wanted Obama to be an anti-racist hero and empower them, and (iv) saw it as
feasible that a man who identifies as Black elected to the nation’s highest office would
challenge White supremacy.

Evidence of the disappointment low socioeconomic status Blacks felt is scarce because
the Black community avoided airing dirty laundry (Brooks 2012; Dade 2012; Fletcher
2012). Given the frequency of Whites’ attacks on Obama (and his family), many Blacks
refused to criticize him publicly but rather embraced what he symbolized (e.g., the value of
voting and political participation). Still, we did find anecdotal support confirming Blacks’
disappointment.

First, in a politically bizarre media mashup (TMZ 2023), Tucker Carlson interviewed
Ice Cube and the topic of Barack Obama’s presidency came up. Ice Cube stated he was
proud America had elected a Blackman, and thought maybe “this guy is gonna be the guy.”
But ultimately, Ice Cube felt Obama, akin to his White predecessors in the White House,
did nothing to improve Black people’s standing. IceCube stated notmuch has changed “for
the people he knows or cares about.” He concluded Obama’s presidency was simply a
“symbolic victory.” Along those lines, at a January 2012 Black poverty forum organized by
Tavis Smiley andCornelWest, Roger A. Clay, president of theOakland, CA-based Insight
Center for Community Economic Development said:

I’m extremely disappointed [in Obama], more so than I ever thought I could be. I think
part of the reason I’mdisappointed is because I had hoped for a lot….Some ofmy hope was
probably based on unrealistic expectations. But because he’s black, I still have very high
expectations….I don’t think you go around talking about race, but I do think you have to go
around talking about issues that affect black people.

Second, Rakim Brooks (2012) argued linked fate prevents Blacks from criticizing
Obama, writing that Black politicians and activists “…should avoid open criticisms of
Obama, which only leads to their political marginalization. The administration may have
proven a disappointment to most black voters, but they know that a second term will be a
good deal better than what they can expect from Mitt Romney” (p. 45). Finally, Bill
Fletcher (2012) wrote, “…the content of Obama’s politics, while reform oriented, did
not represent anything approaching the consistently progressive. For Black America this
presented a complicated picture. While Obama did not run away from being an African
American, neither did he integrate race and racial justice into his program” (pp. 5, 8). More
bluntly, Fletcher (2012) opined,

…Obama has done little to deal with the structural problems that face Black America….
While it is absolutely correct that various reforms initiated by the administration (e.g.,
healthcare) are of benefit to African Americans, and while it is certainly true that the initial
stimulus helpedmany African Americans, what wasmissing was attention to the structurally
dispossessed in addition to those affected by the Great Recession (p. 6).

Theoretically, the correlation between relative deprivation (measured using socioeco-
nomic status) and poor health is a function of social comparisons, social engagement, and
autonomy (Marmot 2005;Wilkinson 1997, 2005). Michael Marmot (2005) argued we find
socioeconomic status gradients in morbidity, mortality, and stress responses because
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hierarchies distribute autonomy differentially and disturb social engagement. Basically,
some of usmake demands of the world and the world responds. Others of usmake demands
that go ignored and we feel disappointed. Some of us are rarely deprived. We enjoy full
participation in society, in part because others, who compare themselves to their more
fortunate counterparts, do not (Wilkinson 1997; 2005). For instance, Bruce P. Kennedy
and colleagues (1996) found age-adjusted all-cause mortality, infant mortality, coronary
heart disease mortality, malignant neoplasms mortality, and homicide were lowest in
U.S. states with less pronounced income disparities between the poor and wealthy, as
measured by the Robin Hood Index. Other studies replicated this finding at the country
level (Marmot 2005; Kennedy et al., 1996;Wilkinson 2005). Richard G.Wilkinson (1997)
wrote, “The most plausible explanation is that mortality is lower in more egalitarian
societies because the burden of relative deprivation is reduced” (p. 593).

When Barack Obama won re-election in fall 2012, we suspect low socioeconomic status
Blacks felt relative deprivation because they expected their lives would be better after aman
who identifies as Black had served as president for four years. But their lives were not, and
they felt disappointment. Racially disproportionate devastation caused by The Great
Recession explains a small part of it. Obama’s inclination to be “the president of all
America,” not Blacks’ anti-racist hero, explains the remainder. Many Blacks, but especially
those with low socioeconomic status, expected Obama to challengeWhite supremacy and
discredit individual responsibility as the cure for structural inequality (Bonilla-Silva and
Ray, 2009; Coates 2017; Dyson 2016). However, his re-election would bring more of the
same: support for White fragility (DiAngelo 2011), colorblind rhetoric (Dyson 2016;
Esposito and Finley, 2009; Moore and Bell, 2010; Price 2016; Wingfield and Feagin,
2013), and respectability politics (Coates 2017; Collins 2012; Crenshaw 2014). Invoking
relative deprivation theory, we hypothesize (H2), relative to Blacks with a college degree or
more, Blacks with less than a college degree would report worse mental health postelection, compared
to preelection.

Study Contribution

Our study makes at least three novel contributions. First, mental health research relies
overwhelmingly on the stress process model (Pearlin et al., 1981; Pearlin 1989; Turner
2013), a micro-level framework theorizing why certain negative experiences arising from
routine circumstances of life overwhelm an individual’s capacity to respond. In contrast, we
focus on Barack Obama’s fall 2012 re-election, a macro-level event and whether it
influences the mental health of Blacks. Second, our design could be replicated to examine
other macro-level events because the BRFSS collects data year-round and has since 1984.
Third, we contrast symbolic empowerment theory and relative deprivation theory. The
former focuses usually on political attitudes and behaviors, whereas the latter focuses
usually on physical health outcomes. Hence, our analysis of mental health is unique.

Methods

Data

We analyzed nationally representative survey data from the 2012 Behavioral Risk Factor
Surveillance System (BRFSS). TheBRFSS is this nation’s premier system of health-related
telephone surveys and collects data year-round from adults (eighteen years of age and
older) regarding their risk behaviors, chronic health conditions, and use of preventative
services. Established in 1984 with fifteen states, the BRFSS presently collects more than
400,000 survey interviews each year across all fifty states as well as theDistrict of Columbia
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and threeU.S. territories, making it the largest continuously conducted health surveillance
system in the world.1

The available sample included self-identified Blacks (i.e., “Black only, Non-Hispanic”
on the calculated variable _IMPRACE [i.e., imputed race] in the 2012 BRFSS [n = 40506]).
We aimed to isolate the contemporaneous effect of Barack Obama’s presidential
re-election on November 6, 2012. We therefore restricted the available sample to Blacks
(n = 4589) surveyed during these time periods: 2012-10-07 to 2012-11-05 (i.e., a thirty-day
period before the re-election) or 2012-12-06 to 2013-01-04 (i.e., a thirty-day period
starting thirty days after the re-election). The second time period started thirty days after
the re-election to accommodate an incubation interval, which permits significance of the
re-election to concretize (see Brown et al., 2021, pp. 104-105). Additionally, the second
time period started thirty days after the re-election to account for the dependent variable’s
“during the past thirty days” framing, thus bolstering potential causal claims. Finally, we
kept Black respondents with complete information on study variables, resulting in an
estimation sample of 3807.

Variables

Our outcome was the number of poor mental health days reported. The question read:
“Now thinking about your mental health, which includes stress, depression, and problems
with emotions, for how many days during the past 30 days was your mental health not
good?” It is the only mental health indicator in the BRFSS and has been widely used to
examine trends in population-level mental health (see Slabaugh et al., 2016). There were
two predictors: (1) time period (0=preelection vs. 1=postelection) and (2) college degree or
more (0=no; 1=yes). Time period captured whether the survey interview occurred from
2012-10-07 to 2012-11-05 (i.e., a thirty-day period before the re-election) or 2012-12-06
to 2013-01-04 (i.e., a thirty-day period starting thirty days after the re-election). Replicat-
ing the quasi-experimental design used in similar studies (see Brown et al., 2021; Gorman
et al., 2023, Malat et al., 2011), we treat the time periods as a control condition and an
experimental condition, respectively, with the treatment being BarackObama’s re-election
on November 6, 2012. College degree or more captured whether the respondent attained
education equivalent to a college degree or more (see Table 1).

Control variables included established social determinants of health and sociopolitical
context variables. Sociodemographic controls included: gender (i.e., men, women), age
(range eighteen to ninety-nine years of age), number of children in the household (range=0
to 5 or more), and marital status (i.e., married, not married). Socioeconomic controls
included: household income (i.e., less than $25,000; $25,000 to $49,999; $50,000 to
$74,999; $75,000 or more) and employment status (i.e., paid employment, retired, unable
to work, other). We also controlled for urbanicity (i.e., not in metro area, inside the center
city, outside the center city) andwhether respondents lived in a state whereObamawon the
popular vote (i.e., no, yes). We retrieved information regarding which 2012 presidential
candidate received the most votes by state from theMassachusetts Institute of Technology
Election Data and Science Lab (https://electionlab.mit.edu/data). The BRFSS does not
collect data on partisanship (i.e., party identification or political orientation) or voting
behavior, or attitudes that may serve as proxies for them (e.g., views on birth control,
abortion, affirmative action, etc.). These omissions are intentional because non-partisan
federal agencies sponsor the BRFSS. Consequently, to capture information about the
sociopolitical context during the 2012 presidential election, we constructed a variable
representing the difference between Barack Obama’s state vote winning percentage and
Mitt Romney’s state vote winning percentage (i.e., Obama-Romney percent differential).
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Table 1. Descriptive Statistics Stratified by Time Period and Gender for Poor Mental Health Days, College Degree or More, and Control Variables among Black Adults
in the 2012 Behavioral Risk Factor Surveillance System (BRFSS)

Full sample Men preelection
Men

postelection
Women

preelection
Women

postelection

Mean SD Mean SD Mean SD Mean SD Mean SD

Poor mental health days (range:1–30 days) 3.82 8.24 3.02* 7.53 3.95* 8.91 4.05 8.35 3.94 8.22

College degree or more (0=no; 1=yes) .28 .45 .26 .44 .25 .44 .29 .45 .28 .45

Gender (0=men; 1=women) .69 .46 – – – – – – – –

Married (0=not married; 1=married) .34 .47 .45 .50 .43 .49 .29 .45 .29 .45

Number of children (range: 0=no children to 5=five or more) .55 1.01 .44 .90 .42 .92 .59 1.02 .64 1.10

Employment status

Paid employment (0=no; 1=yes)a .42 .49 .39 .49 .34 .47 .44 .50 .43 .50

Retired (0=no; 1=yes) .28 .45 .32 .47 .31 .46 .27 .44 .27 .44

Unable to work (0=no; 1=yes) .14 .35 .14 .35 .14 .35 .13 .34 .15 .35

Other (0=no; 1=yes) .16 .37 .15* .36 .20* .40 .16 .37 .15 .36

Household income

< $25,000 (0=no; 1=yes)a .47 .50 .42 .49 .43 .50 .49 .50 .49 .50

$25-49,999 (0=no; 1=yes) .26 .44 .26 .44 .29 .45 .26 .44 .26 .44

$50-74,999 (0=no; 1=yes) .12 .32 .12 .33 .13 .33 .11 .31 .12 .32

$75,000 or more (0=no; 1=yes) .15 .36 .20+ .40 .16+ .37 .14 .35 .13 .34

Age (in years) 55.85 15.11 56.47 15.10 56.29 15.24 55.75 14.97 55.37 15.31

Urbanicity

Not in metro area (0=no; 1=yes)a .22 .42 .22 .42 .21 .41 .24+ .43 .21+ .41

Inside the center city (0=no; 1=yes) .49 .50 .47 .50 .49 .50 .48 .50 .51 .50

Outside the center city (0=no; 1=yes) .29 .45 .31 .46 .30 .46 .28 .45 .28 .45

State Obama won (0=no; 1=yes) .50 .50 .50* .50 .57* .50 .47*** .50 .53*** .50

Obama–Romney percent differential (range:–.48 to. 84) .02 .23 .03 .22 .04 .26 .02 .23 .02 .24

n 3,807 709 456 1,652 990

Note: Standard deviations shown next tomeans.Bold indicatesmarginally and statistically significant differences betweenmen’s or women’s preelection and postelection estimates, respectively.
Estimation sample size equals 3,807. Available sample size equals 4,589.
a Represents excluded groups in the negative binomial regression models in Tables 2 and Table 3.
+ p <. 10 * p <. 05 ** p <. 01 *** p <. 001 (two-tailed tests)
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The Obama-Romney percent differential ranged from negative forty-eight percent
(i.e., Romney defeated Obama by forty-eight percent) to eighty-four percent
(i.e., Obama defeated Romney by eighty-four percent) and we used it as a control variable.

Analytic Strategies

Tomeet the BRFSS standard for sample designs, participating states must confirm sample
records represent a probability sample of all households with telephones in their respective
state. Consequently, a sample record is one telephone number in the list of all telephone
numbers randomly selected via Random Digit Dialing (RDD) techniques.2 Further,
BRFSS respondents are surveyed randomly and continuously across an entire calendar
year. That means respondents have the same probability of being contacted by telephone
any day of the calendar year, barring major holidays. We treat this feature of the BRFSS
design as a form of randomization and describe our methodological approach as a quasi-
experimental design. Presumably, any unmeasured characteristics (e.g., job loss, poor
mental health, voting behavior, political orientation, etc.) are distributed randomly across
the time periods. Data in the estimation sample come from all fifty states and theDistrict of
Columbia.We omitted respondents fromPuerto Rico, Guam, and theU.S. Virgin Islands.
We also omitted respondents completing interviews by cell phone because the BRFSS does
not capture urbanicity for them.

We present unweighted analyses consistent with a quasi-experimental design (see
Brown et al., 2021; Gorman et al., 2023). Patterns in Table 1, where study variables tend
not to differ significantly by time period and gender, support treatment of the time
periods as control and experimental conditions, respectively. Item non-response was low
(1.78 percent per variable, on average) but after listwise deletion the estimation sample
was 3807. Household income was the culprit with 674 missing cases. However, missing
cases should not affect the results because of randomization across the time periods.
Recognizing the dependent variable originates from a count probability distribution with
overdispersion (i.e., alpha significantly greater than zero), we ran negative binomial
regression models. Each model in Tables 2 and 3 includes a lnalpha estimate and
constant. The lnalpha estimate is the log of the dispersion parameter (i.e., alpha), which
can be recovered by exponentiating lnalpha. The constant represents the expected log
count when all variables in the model are evaluated at zero, if zero represents a plausible
value for every variable. To address state-level clustering and inclusion of the Obama-
Romney percent differential variable, we estimated robust standard errors. We con-
ducted the analyses in Stata 17.

In Table 1, we generated descriptive statistics. To determine whether study variables’
distributions differed significantly by time period and gender, we conducted two-tailed
two-sample t-tests for the continuous variables and Pearson’s chi-squared tests for the
categorical variables—see columns 3 through 10. In Table 2, we presented estimates from
gender-stratified negative binomial regressions of poor mental health days on time period
and college degree or more, net of control variables. To address H1, we examined time
period main effects—see row 1, columns 1 and 2 of Table 2. A statistically significant time
period coefficient where poor mental health days decrease postelection would support H1.
To address H2, row 3, columns 3 and 4 of Table 2 include a statistical interaction between
time period and college degree or more. A statistically significant interaction where
respondents with less than a college degree report more poor mental health days postelec-
tion and those with a college degree or more report fewer poor mental health days
postelection would support H2.
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Results

Table 1 displays descriptive statistics for Blacks in the full sample, and stratified by time
period and gender. Blacks reported about four poor mental health days during the past
thirty days. Over a quarter of respondents held a college degree or more. Over two-thirds
(69%) were Black women. Approximately thirty-four percent were married. Respondents
had roughly one child, on average. Over two-thirds held paid employment (42%) or were
retired (28%), and almost half earned less than $25,000 per year. They were about fifty-six
years old. More than seventy-five percent lived inside the center city or outside the center
city. Half lived in a state Obama won. The average Obama-Romney percent differential
equaled two percent. More respondents were interviewed from 2012-10-07 to 2012-11-05
(i.e., a thirty-day period before the re-election) than from 2012-12-06 to 2013-01-04 (i.e., a
thirty-day period starting thirty days after the re-election) because fewer respondents were
interviewed around the Christmas, Kwanzaa, and New Year holidays.

Table 1 shows a small number of study variables’ distributions differed significantly by
time period. For example, men reported higher numbers of poor mental health days
postelection (3.95), compared to preelection (3.02). The proportion of men who reported
other employment was higher postelection (20%), compared to preelection (15%). The
proportion of men who reported household income of $75,000 or more was marginally
lower postelection (16%), compared to preelection (20%). The proportion of women not
living in metro areas was marginally lower postelection (21%), compared to preelection
(24%). Finally, more men and women lived in a state Obama won postelection (57% and
53%, respectively), compared to preelection (50%and 47%, respectively). Overall, respon-
dents’ characteristics as indicated by the control variables did not shift across the time
periods in a way that would cause changes in mental health.

Table 2 presents estimates from gender-stratified negative binomial regression models.
Row 1, columns 1 and 2 addressed H1. Net of control variables, Black men’s expected log
count of poor mental health days was. 01 higher postelection, compared to preelection.
Black women’s expected log count of poor mental health days was. 03 lower postelection,
compared to preelection. However, these coefficients were not statistically significant
(95% CI [-.36,. 39] and [-.20,. 11] respectively). Thus, contrary to H1, we found no
evidence supporting symbolic empowerment theory.

In terms of control variables, Blackmen andwomen unable to work reportedmore poor
mental health days than those with paid employment. Black men in the other employment
category reported more poor mental health days relative to those with paid employment.
Black men with household income between $50,000 and $74,999 reported fewer poor
mental health days relative to thosewith household income less than $25,000. Blackwomen
with higher household income levels reported fewer poor mental health days relative to
their counterparts with household income less than $25,000. Each year increase in age
associatedwith fewer poormental health days for Blackwomen. Blackmenwho lived inside
the center city reportedmore poormental health days, relative to those not in ametro area.
Black men living in a state Obama won reported more poor mental health days. Finally,
each unit increase in the Obama-Romney percent differential associated with fewer poor
mental health days for Black men.

Row 3, columns 3 and 4 addressed H2. Black men with a college degree or more
reported significantly fewer poor mental health days (-1.37, p <. 001) than those with less
than a college degree, postelection compared to preelection. Equivalently, Black men with
a college degree ormore reported seventy-five percent fewer poormental health days (IRR
=. 25, p <. 001), relative to those with less than a college degree. Black womenwith a college
degree or more reported no significant mental health change postelection. Thus, we found
evidence supporting relative deprivation theory, but only among Blackmen. Figure 1 plots
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Table 2. Estimates from Negative Binomial Regression Models Stratified by Gender Predicting Poor
Mental Health Days Using Time Period, College Degree or More, and Control Variables among Black
Adults in the 2012 Behavioral Risk Factor Surveillance System (BRFSS)

Poor Mental Health Days

Men Women Men Women

Time period (0=preelection; 1=postelection) .01 –.03 .30 –.13
(.19) (.08) (.22) (.09)

College degree or more (0=no; 1=yes) –.16 –.15 .33 –.28*
(.29) (.13) (.35) (.13)

Time period x College degree or more –1.37*** .33
(.40) (.22)

Married (0=not married; 1=married) –.10 –.07 –.12 –.07
(.19) (.10) (.20) (.10)

Number of children (range: 0=no
children to 5=five or more)

.03 –.02 –.01 –.02
(.09) (.04) (.08) (.04)

Employment status
Paid employment (0=no; 1=yes)a 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00

(.00) (.00) (.00) (.00)
Retired (0=no; 1=yes) .05 .00 –.02 .01

(.33) (.16) (.33) (.17)
Unable to Work (0=no; 1=yes) 1.19*** .96*** 1.12*** .96***

(.25) (.14) (.25) (.14)
Other (0=no; 1=yes) 1.02*** .24 .98*** .25

(.24) (.15) (.25) (.16)

Household income
< $25,000 (0=no; 1=yes)a 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00

(.00) (.00) (.00) (.00)
$25-49,999 (0=no; 1=yes) –.18 –.34** –.19 –.34**

(.21) (.11) (.21) (.11)
$50-74,999 (0=no; 1=yes) –.98** –.47*** –1.06** –.48***

(.34) (.12) (.35) (.12)
$75,000 or more (0=no; 1=yes) –.15 –.61*** –.30 –.61***

(.29) (.18) (.28) (.18)

Age (in years) –.00 –.02*** –.00 –.02***
(.01) (.00) (.01) (.00)

Urbanicity
Not in metro area (0=no; 1=yes)a 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00

(.00) (.00) (.00) (.00)
Inside the center city (0=no; 1=yes) .38** .01 .54*** .01

(.14) (.13) (.15) (.13)
Outside the center city (0=no; 1=yes) .19 .06 .29 .06

(.19) (.15) (.19) (.14)
State Obama won (0=no; 1=yes) .53* .19 .58* .18

(.27) (.12) (.29) (.13)
Obama–Romney percent differential (range:–.48 to. 84) –1.46*** .06 –1.64*** .06

(.39) (.19) (.43) (.20)
lnalpha 2.35*** 1.96*** 2.34*** 1.96***

(.08) (.04) (.08) (.04)
Constant .58 2.26*** .43+ 2.28***

(.42) (.18) (.45) (.18)

n 1,165 2,642 1,165 2,642

Note: Standard errors shown in parentheses underneath coefficients. Standard errors are corrected for within-state
clustering. Estimation sample size equals 3,807. Available sample size for these analyses equals 4,589.
a Represents excluded groups.
+ p <. 10 * p <. 05 ** p <. 01 *** p <. 001 (two-tailed tests)
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the statistical interaction. The left panel displays the relationship between time period and
poor mental health days for Black men with less than a college degree. The right panel
displays the relationship between time period and poor mental health days for Black men
with a college degree or more. Among respondents with less than a college degree, there
was a non-statistically significant increase of 1.11 poor mental health days, from 3.19 to
4.30 days (Wald test p =. 18). However, respondents with a college degree or more
experienced a statistically significant decrease of 2.93 poor mental health days, from 4.45
to 1.52 days (Wald test p =. 02). Thus, the postelection disparity between those with less
than a college degree and those with a college degree or more was 2.78 (4.30-1.52) poor
mental health days.

In terms of control variables, Blackmen andwomen unable to work reportedmore poor
mental health days than those with paid employment. Black men in the other employment
category reported more poor mental health days relative to those with paid employment.
Black women with higher household income levels reported significantly fewer poor
mental health days relative to their counterparts earning less than $25,000. Similarly, Black
men with household income between $50,000 and $74,999 reported fewer poor mental
health days than their counterparts earning less than $25,000. Each year increase in age
associated with fewer poor mental health days for Black women. Men who lived inside the
center city reported more poor mental health days relative to those not in metro areas.
Black men living in a state Obama won reported more poor mental health days. Finally,
each unit increase in the Obama-Romney percent differential associated with fewer poor
mental health days among Black men.

Fig. 1. Predicted poor mental health days among black men by college degree before and after Barack
Obama’s 2012 presidential re-election, Behavioral Risk Factor Surveillance System (BRFSS)
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Table 3. Sensitivity Analyses: Estimates from Negative Binomial Regression Models Stratified by Gender
Predicting Poor Mental Health Days Using Time Period, College Degree or More, and Control Variables in
the 2011 or 2012 Behavioral Risk Factor Surveillance System (BRFSS)

Poor Mental Health Daysb

Men Women Men Women

1. Black Respondents in 2011 (n = 4,407)

Time period (0=preelection; 1=postelection) .21 –.11 .23 –.10

(.15) (.10) (.20) (.10)

College degree or more (0=no; 1=yes) –.05 –.07

(.25) (.15)

Time period x College degree or more –.06 –.05

(.37) (.17)

lnalpha 2.22*** 1.89*** 2.22*** 1.89***

(.05) (.05) (.05) (.05)

Constant 2.00*** 2.13*** 1.99*** 2.12***

(.37) (.19) (.38) (.19)

2. White Respondents in 2012 (n = 34,748)

Time period (0=preelection; 1=postelection) –.08 .01 –.06 –.01

(.06) (.04) (.07) (.05)

College degree or more (0=no; 1=yes) –.23*** –.17***

(.06) (.05)

Time period x College degree or more –.04 .04

(.08) (.07)

lnalpha 2.43*** 1.93*** 2.43*** 1.93***

(.03) (.02) (.03) (.02)

Constant 2.38*** 2.73*** 2.38*** 2.74***

(.15) (.13) (.16) (.13)

3. Black Respondents in 2012, States Obama Lost (n = 1,899)

Time period (0=preelection; 1=postelection) .19 –.11 .44 –.12

(.34) (.11) (.37) (.11)

College degree or more (0=no; 1=yes) .75 –.35

(.62) (.21)

Time period x College degree or more –1.68* .05

(.74) (.26)

lnalpha 2.34*** 1.88*** 2.32*** 1.88***

(.13) (.04) (.12) (.04)

Constant –.05 2.59*** –.38 2.59***

(.65) (.35) (.75) (.35)

4. Black Respondents in 2012, Time period x Obama–Romney Percent Differential (n = 3,807)

Time period (0=preelection; 1=postelection) .01 –.04

(.20) (.08)

Obama–Romney percent differential (range:–.48 to. 84) –1.45** –.14

(.54) (.30)

Time period x Obama–Romney percent differential –.02 .40

(.53) (.34)

lnalpha 2.35*** 1.96***

(.08) (.04)

Constant .58 2.27***

(.42) (.18)

(Continued)
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Table 3. (Continued)

Poor Mental Health Daysb

Men Women Men Women

5. Black Respondents in 2012, Time period x Household Income (n = 3,807)

Time period (0=preelection; 1=postelection) .30 –.03

(.26) (.11)

Household income

< $25,000 (0=no; 1=yes)a 1.00 1.00

(.00) (.00)

$25–49,999 (0=no; 1=yes) –.05 –.37*

(.26) (.15)

$50–74,999 (0=no; 1=yes) –.56 –.51**

(.46) (.18)

$75,000 or more (0=no; 1=yes) .15 –.53**

(.40) (.20)

Time period x < $25,000 (0=no; 1=yes)a 1.00 1.00

(.00) (.00)

Time period x $25–49,999 (0=no; 1=yes) –.28 .08

(.39) (.22)

Time period x $50–74,999 (0=no; 1=yes) –1.08 .09

(.67) (.25)

Time period x $75,000 or more (0=no; 1=yes) –.69 –.26

(.58) (.33)

lnalpha 2.35*** 1.96***

(.08) (.04)

Constant .52 2.26***

(.43) (.19)

6. Black Respondents in 2012, 30 Days Preelection and Immediate 30 Days Postelection (n = 4,466)

Time period (0=preelection; 1=postelection) .05 –.11 .21 –.12

(.19) (.08) (.24) (.09)

College degree or more (0=no; 1=yes) .21 –.30*

(.31) (.13)

Time period x College degree or more –.62+ .02

(.34) (.17)

lnalpha 2.36*** 1.95*** 2.36*** 1.95***

(.05) (.04) (.05) (.04)

Constant 1.59*** 2.14*** 1.50*** 2.14***

(.47) (.27) (.47) (.27)

Note: Standard errors shown in parentheses underneath coefficients. Standard errors are corrected for within-state
clustering.
a Represents excluded groups.
b All models include control variables from Table 2.
+ p <. 10 * p <. 05 ** p <. 01 *** p <. 001 (two-tailed tests)
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Sensitivity Analyses

Table 3 presents sensitivity analyses. It shows estimates from six, separate negative
binomial regression models predicting poor mental health days, net of control variables.
In the “Black Respondents in 2011” panel, we addressed whether Black men or women
typically experience fewer or more poor mental health days around the winter holidays
(i.e., a seasonal effect). Specifically, we replicated analyses in Table 2 in fall 2011 and found
no statistically significant evidence supporting symbolic empowerment or relative depri-
vation. In the “White Respondents in 2012” panel, we replicated the analyses in Table 2
with Whites in fall 2012 and found no statistically significant results. Null findings for
Whites suggest the mental health significance of Barack Obama’s re-election is specific to
college-educated Black men. In the “Black Respondents in 2012, States Obama Lost”
panel, we addressed whether hypothesized associations would be stronger in a state Obama
lost.We speculated symbolic empowerment or relative deprivationmay bemore intense in
sociopolitical contexts where Blacks are surrounded by voters who did not support Obama.
We did not find any time period main effects. However, we again found a significant
interaction between time period and college degree or more among men. College-
educated Black men in a state Obama lost reported fewer poor mental health days relative
to those with less than a college degree, postelection compared to preelection. Although
larger in magnitude, the statistical interaction coefficient (-1.68, p <. 05) did not differ
significantly (Wald test p =. 61) from the interaction coefficient in Table 2 (-1.37, p <. 001).
In the “Black Respondents in 2012, Time Period x Obama-Romney Percent Differential”
panel, we addressed whether the association between time period and poor mental health
days depended on the Obama-Romney percent differential, a measure of sociopolitical
context. In a recent study, Quintin Gorman, Jr. and colleagues (2023) found an amplifying
effect for symbolic empowerment among Black veterans living near others who voted for
Obama in the 2008 presidential election. Thus, we modeled an interaction between time
period and theObama-Romney percent differential. However, it was not significant. Next,
we wondered if the relative deprivation finding was specific to education. We therefore
modeled statistical interactions between time period and household income categories in
the “Black Respondents in 2012, Time period x Household Income” panel. They were not
statistically significant. Further, in analyses not shown, we compared the lowest category of
household income against all other categories (i.e., less than $25,000 vs. else). Time period
still did not interact with household income to predict poor mental health days. Thus, the
moderating effect was specific to education, which did not fluctuate as income did during
The Great Recession. Further, low education may associate more strongly than low
income with the expectation Obama should challenge White supremacy. Finally, we
addressed whether symbolic empowerment or relative deprivation emerged in the thirty-
day period immediately following the 2012 presidential election. We realize the thirty-day
period immediately following the election means respondents are technically evaluating
their poormental health before the election, in part. Still, wewould expect some association
to emerge during this incubation interval (see Brown et al., 2021, pp. 104-105). Along those
lines, we found Black men with a college degree or more reported a marginally significant
decrease in poor mental health days in the thirty-day period immediately following the
2012 presidential election (.62, p = .07; 95% CI [-1.29, .05]).

Discussion

This study examined the mental health significance of Barack Obama’s 2012 presidential
re-election among Blacks. Unlike most sociological work examining mental health, we do
not invoke the stress processmodel (Pearlin et al., 1981; Pearlin 1989; Turner 2013), which
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is a micro-level framework theorizing why certain negative experiences arising from
routine circumstances of life overwhelm an individual’s capacity to respond. We instead
address how a macro-level sociopolitical shift predicts the mental health of Blacks. Hence,
our independent variable represents a social determinant of health far above the micro-level
(see Brown et al., 2021; Morey et al., 2021). Two theories framed our hypotheses:
(1) symbolic empowerment (Brown et al., 2021; Gorman et al., 2023; Jackson et al.,
1996; LaVeist 1992; Stout and Tate, 2013) and (2) relative deprivation (Runciman 1966;
Stouffer et al., 1949; Wilkinson 1997, 2005).

On the one hand, symbolic empowerment theory led us to hypothesize Blacks would
report improved mental health after Obama’s re-election. Though some luster wore off
Obama by fall 2012 (e.g., he received fewer Black votes in 2012 than 2008;Taylor 2012), his
re-election represented continuation of a supposed progressive shift. Blacks should feel
optimism when a man who identifies as Black earns re-election to the nation’s highest
office. On the other hand, relative deprivation theory led us to hypothesize low socioeco-
nomic status Blacks, relative to high socioeconomic status Blacks, would experience
worsened mental health postelection, compared to preelection. Our reasoning revolved
around constraints on what Obama could accomplish because of The Great Recession and
its racial disproportionality, but more so on his reluctance to challengeWhite supremacy.
Many Blacks, but especially those with low socioeconomic status, expectedObama to act as
an anti-racist hero (Bobo and Dawson, 2009; Bonilla-Silva and Ray, 2009; Brooks 2012;
Coates 2017; Dyson 2016; Gorman 2023;Moore and Bell, 2010; Teasley and Ikard, 2010).
Related, relative deprivation predicts negative views of Black elected officials. For example,
Brown and colleagues (2018) found Blacks who felt their economic situation had not
improved tended to believe Black elected officials hurt or did not help the Black commu-
nity’s standing. To sum, low socioeconomic status Blacks should feel relatively deprived by
Obama’s re-election.

We found no evidence supporting symbolic empowerment theory—Black men and
women did not report significantly improved mental health postelection, compared to
preelection (see Table 2, row 1, columns 1 and 2). This null finding contradicts what Tony
N. Brown and colleagues (2021) found regarding the mental health benefit of Obama’s
2008 presidential election. However, we found evidence supporting relative deprivation
theory. Black men with less than a college degree experienced 1.11 more poor mental
health days postelection, whereas Black men with a college degree or more experienced
2.93 fewer poor mental health days postelection. The postelection disparity between those
with less than a college degree versus a college degree or more was 2.78 poormental health
days. Black women’s poor mental health days did not differ by time period and education
(see Table 2, row 3, column 4).

To situate the present effect, consider a study analyzing data overlapping Obama’s
second presidential term.With nationally representative survey data (n = 103,710) from the
2013-2015 Behavioral Risk Factor Surveillance System (BRFSS), Jacob Bor and colleagues
(2018) examined exposure to police shootings of unarmed Blacks occurring three months
prior to respondents’ survey interviews and poor mental health days (our outcome). Half
their respondents were exposed to police shootings of unarmed Blacks and exposure
predicted .14 additional poor mental health days.We found an association of substantively
greater magnitude.

Regarding predictions derived from symbolic empowerment theory and relative dep-
rivation theory, findings supported the latter. Alternatively, one could argue Obama’s
re-election symbolically empowered college-educated Black men who weathered The
Great Recession, and were less concerned with structural inequality but more concerned
with assimilation into White society. Again, Obama personified a type of model minority
(Bobo and Dawson, 2009; Brooks 2012; Dyson 2016; Esposito and Finley, 2009; Fletcher
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2012; Logan 2014; Moore and Bell, 2010; Price 2016; Teasley and Ikard, 2010;Wingfield
and Feagin, 2013). The type was sanitized, safe, and would endorse individual responsi-
bility and downplay White supremacy.

Black women’s null findings underscore that on rare occasions when Obama acknowl-
edged White supremacy, his approach was gendered (Crenshaw 2014). For example, in
remarks after exoneration of Trayvon Martin’s murderer, he referenced challenges Black
men and boys face in the United States. Nowhere in his remarks did Obama acknowledge
Black women and girls also face violence. Further, Obama inserted himself into the
incident involving Henry Louis Gates, Jr. He also mentioned regularly his respect for
Eric Holder (the Attorney General of the United States from 2009 to 2015). Both were
high socioeconomic status Black men. In addition, when his policies were not colorblind,
he favoredBlackmen.Consider, for example, the “MyBrother’sKeeper” initiative.Obama
crafted this 200 million dollar initiative to improve the lives of young men of color after
TrayvonMartin’s murder. His decision to exclude Black girls could have signaled his belief
Black men and boys are “exceptionally endangered” by White supremacy (Crenshaw
2014). Finally, when addressing the Black community in public and homogeneous racial
settings, Obama frequently discussed responsible fatherhood. For example, in June 2008,
he spoke on Father’s Day at Apostolic Church of God in Chicago, IL. He lambasted
(presumably low socioeconomic status) Black men for forsaking parental responsibilities
and the subsequent suffering it brought upon Black communities.

Obama’s responsible fatherhood rhetoric resonated with those Blacks seeking to rede-
fine Black masculinity in line with respectability politics (Coates 2017; Collins 2012;
Crenshaw 2014). To sharpen the point, his efforts to fix Black men appeased those who
love and hate them (Crenshaw 2014). For instance, Barack Obama gave the 2013 com-
mencement speech atMorehouseCollege (a historically Black institution serving onlymen
and overwhelmingly Black men). We suspect the speech’s content probably made the
brand-new college graduates feel superior to Black men with less than a college degree.
Here are a few excerpts (Time 2013): “Sometimes I wrote offmy own failings as just another
example of the world trying to keep a blackman down. I had a tendency sometimes tomake
excuses for me not doing the right thing. But one of the things that all of you have learned
over the last four years is there’s no longer any room for excuses.” “…we have individual
responsibilities. There are some things, as black men, we can only do for ourselves.”
“Nobody cares how tough your upbringing was. Nobody cares if you suffered some
discrimination. And moreover, you have to remember that whatever you’ve gone through,
it pales in comparison to the hardships previous generations endured—and they overcame
them. And if they overcame them, you can overcome them, too.” “…if you stay hungry, if
you keep hustling, if you keep on your grind and get other folks to do the same—nobody
can stop you.” “At the turn of the last century, W. E. B. DuBois spoke about the ‘talented
tenth’—a class of highly educated, socially conscious leaders in the black community. But
it’s not just the African American community that needs you. The country needs you. The
world needs you.” “So it’s up to you to widen your circle of concern—to care about justice
for everybody, white, black and brown. Everybody. Not just in your own community, but
also across this country and around the world.” Unsurprisingly, scholars (Dyson 2016)
reported Obama avoided allusions to respectability politics in commencement addresses at
other places such as the Naval Academy, University of Notre Dame, and Barnard College.

Obama’s Morehouse College commencement speech occurred after his 2012 presiden-
tial re-election, but exposed his beliefs about how Blacks should overcome structural
inequality (Bobo and Dawson, 2009; Bonilla-Silva and Ray, 2009; Coates 2017; Collins
2012; Fletcher 2012; Ikard and Teasley, 2012; Logan 2014; Moore and Bell, 2010; Price
2016). Themes in the speech suggested middle-class values produce upward mobility.
However, those themes are problematic because structural inequality routinely trumps
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hard work and meritocracy (Bonilla-Silva 1997; Dade 2012; Esposito and Finley, 2009;
Gorman 2023; Saul 2008; Wingfield and Feagin, 2013). Obama implied low socioeco-
nomic status Blacks must learn to help themselves (Logan 2014). This view appealed to
high socioeconomic status Blacks while disappointing low socioeconomic status Blacks—
the groupwho bore the brunt ofTheGreat Recession. Related, we recall a hotmicmoment
involving Jesse Jackson, Sr. in July 2008. He whispered to UnitedHealth Group executive
Dr. Reed V. Tuckson (Reuters Staff 2008), “See, Barack’s been talking down to black
people…I want to cut his nuts off.” Jackson apologized quickly. Recounting his remarks, he
admitted, “I said it can come off as speaking down to black people. Themoralmessagemust
be a much broader message.What we need really is racial justice and urban policy and jobs
and health care.” Interestingly, Jackson had previously critiqued Obama for endorsing
colorblindness and failing to challenge White supremacy (Saul 2008).

Limitations and Future Directions

This study is the first to examine the mental health significance of Barack Obama’s 2012
presidential re-election among Blacks. Moreover, this study’s limitations provide a road-
map for future research. First, using BRFSS data, scholars could investigate whether
Donald Trump’s 2016 presidential election confers mental health benefit, via symbolic
empowerment, for low socioeconomic status or politically conservative White men (see
Morey et al., 2021). Second, given what transpired since Obama left office in 2016, Blacks’
current views of him may be more positive than they were in 2012. Thus, symbolic
empowerment may be operating to protect Blacks’ mental health today, even though
Obama is no longer in the White House. Third, there are other noteworthy dates from
Obama’s second presidential term (e.g., his second inauguration occurred on January
21, 2013). Future studies of symbolic empowerment could examine those dates. Fourth,
self-reportmeasures are subject to present state bias. Thatmeans respondents feeling awful
might over-report poor mental health days, whereas those feeling wonderful might under-
report the same. But this bias should be distributed randomly across the time periods (see
Analytic Strategies). Fifth, universal exposure to Obama’s 2012 presidential election
disqualifies statistical techniques that might isolate a causal effect (e.g., propensity score
methods or difference-in-differences modeling). Related, it would be ideal to investigate
symbolic empowerment, relative deprivation, and mental health using panel data collected
from the same individuals preelection and postelection. To our knowledge, no such data
exist and therefore BRFSS data are the best available option. Moreover, the sensitivity
analyses (see Table 3) should increase confidence in our conclusions. Sixth, BRFSS data
suffer from coverage bias, just like all community-based social surveys. For example, the
most relatively deprived Blacks (i.e., the incarcerated, homeless, impoverished, etc.) are
unlikely to participate in social surveys, thus our estimates are probably conservative.
Finally, although ninety-three percent of Blacks voted for Obama in fall 2012 (Roper
Center for Public Opinion Research n.d.), BRFSS data do not include variables such as
voting behavior and political orientation. Again, we argue those and other omitted vari-
ables’ effects should be distributed randomly across the time periods (see Analytic
Strategies).

Conclusion

We investigated whether Blacks experienced fewer or more poor mental health days after
BarackObama’s 2012 presidential re-election.We foundBlackmenwith less than a college
degree experienced 1.11 more poor mental health days postelection, compared to preelec-
tion. Whereas Black men with a college degree or more experienced 2.93 fewer poor
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mental health days postelection, compared to preelection. We suspect Obama alienated
some low socioeconomic Black men (and possibly many Black women) by endorsing
respectability politics, the power of interracial political coalitions, and racial progress
narratives. We conclude Obama’s colorblind policies, underestimation of White suprem-
acy, affinity for individual responsibility rhetoric, and disregard for structural inequality
disempowered and deprived select groups in the Black community.

Acknowledgement
The authors thank members of the Racism and Racial Experiences (RARE)Workgroup and Sociol-
ogistsTalking about PopulationHealth (STAPH) lab group, both in the sociology department at Rice
University, for their critical feedback on an early manuscript draft and perpetual encouragement.

References

Bobo, Lawrence D., and Michael C. Dawson (2009). A Change Has Come: Race, Politics, and the Path to the
Obama Presidency. Du Bois Review: Social Science Research on Race, 6(1): 1–14.

Bonilla-Silva, Eduardo (1997). Rethinking Racism: Toward a Structural Interpretation. American Sociological
Review, 62(3): 465–480.

Bonilla-Silva, Eduardo, andVictorRay (2009).WhenWhites Love a BlackLeader: RaceMatters in “Obamerica.”
Journal of African American Studies, 12(2): 176–183.

Bor, Jacob, Atheendar S. Venkataramani, David R. Williams, and Alexander C. Tsai (2018). Police Killings and
Their Spillover Effects on the Mental Health of Black Americans: A Population-Based, Quasi-Experimental
Study. The Lancet, 392(10144): 302–310.

Brooks, Rakim (2012). A Linked Fate: Barack Obama and Black America. Dissent, 59(3): 42–45.
Brown, Tony N., Heather Hensman Kettrey, and Ebony M. Duncan-Shippy (2018). Relative Deprivation and

Perceived Inefficacy of theCivil RightsMovement and of Black ElectedOfficials. Social Science Quarterly, 99(2):
553–562.

Brown, Tony N., Alexa Solazzo, and Bridget K. Gorman (2021). “YesWe Can!”: Examining the Mental Health
Significance for U.S. Black Adults of BarackObama’s 2008 Presidential Election. Sociology of Race and Ethnicity,
7(1): 101–115.

Coates,Ta-Nehisi (2017).WeWereEight Years in Power: AnAmericanTragedy.NewYork:OneWorldPublishingCo.
Collins, Patricia H. (2012). Just Another American Story?: The First Black First Family. Qualitative Sociology,

35(2): 123–141.
Crenshaw, Kimberlé W. (2014). The Girls Obama Forgot. Opinion, The New York Times, July 29. https://

www.nytimes.com/2014/07/30/opinion/Kimberl-Williams-Crenshaw-My-Brothers-Keeper-Ignores-Young-
Black-Women.html (accessed March 28, 2024).

Dade, Corey (2012). Obama’sMost Vocal Black Critics Dial Back Attacks As Election Year Begins.NPR, January
13. https://www.npr.org/sections/itsallpolitics/2012/01/13/145188135/obamas-most-vocal-black-critics-
dial-back-attacks-as-election-year-begins (accessed March 28, 2024).

DeNavas-Walt, Carmen, Bernadette D. Proctor, and Jessica C. Smith (2012). U.S. Census Bureau, Current
Population Reports, P60-243, Income, Poverty, and Health Insurance Coverage in the United States: 2011.
Washington, DC: U.S. Government Printing Office.

DiAngelo, Robin (2011). White Fragility. The International Journal of Critical Pedagogy, 3(3): 54–70.
Dyson, Michael Eric (2016). The Black Presidency: Barack Obama and the Politics of Race in America. Boston, MA:

Houghton Mifflin Harcourt.
Esposito, Luigi, and Laura Finley (2009). BarackObama, Racial Progress, and the Future of Race Relations in the

United States. Western Journal of Black Studies, 33(3): 164–175.
Fletcher, Bill, Jr. (2012). “What Happened?”: Obama, Demobilization, and the Challenge of the 2012 Elections.

Souls, 14(1-2): 4–9.
Gillion, Daniel Q. (2016). Governing With Words. Cambridge, UK: Cambridge University Press.
Gleason, Shane A., and Christopher T. Stout (2014). Who is EmpoweringWho: Exploring the Causal Relation-

ship Between Descriptive Representation and Black Empowerment. Journal of Black Studies, 45(7): 635–659.
Goldman, Seth K., and Diana C. Mutz (2014). The Obama Effect: How the 2008 Campaign Changed White Racial

Attitudes. New York: Russell Sage Foundation.

Four More Years! or So What? 19

https://www.cambridge.org/core/terms. https://doi.org/10.1017/S1742058X24000043
Downloaded from https://www.cambridge.org/core. IP address: 3.144.118.124, on 19 Sep 2024 at 00:40:22, subject to the Cambridge Core terms of use, available at

https://www.nytimes.com/2014/07/30/opinion/Kimberl-Williams-Crenshaw-My-Brothers-Keeper-Ignores-Young-Black-Women.html
https://www.nytimes.com/2014/07/30/opinion/Kimberl-Williams-Crenshaw-My-Brothers-Keeper-Ignores-Young-Black-Women.html
https://www.nytimes.com/2014/07/30/opinion/Kimberl-Williams-Crenshaw-My-Brothers-Keeper-Ignores-Young-Black-Women.html
https://www.npr.org/sections/itsallpolitics/2012/01/13/145188135/obamas-most-vocal-black-critics-dial-back-attacks-as-election-year-begins
https://www.npr.org/sections/itsallpolitics/2012/01/13/145188135/obamas-most-vocal-black-critics-dial-back-attacks-as-election-year-begins
https://www.cambridge.org/core/terms
https://doi.org/10.1017/S1742058X24000043
https://www.cambridge.org/core


Gorman, Quintin, Jr. (2023). What Explains Why Some Blacks Believe Barack Obama’s 2008 Presidential
Election Indicates Achievement of Racial Equality. Department of Sociology, Rice University, Houston, TX.
Unpublished Manuscript.

Gorman, Quintin, Jr., TonyN. Brown, and Julian Culver (2023). MyCommander in Chief is Black!: TheMental
Health Significance of Barack Obama’s 2008 Presidential Election for Military Veterans. Armed Forces &
Society, 49(3): 846–865.

Hall, Matthew, Kyle Crowder, and Amy Spring (2015). Variations in Housing Foreclosures by Race and Place,
2005-2012. The ANNALS of the American Academy of Political and Social Science, 60(1): 217–237.

Hunt,MatthewO., andDavidC.Wilson (2009). Race/Ethnicity, PerceivedDiscrimination, and Beliefs about the
Meaning of an Obama Presidency. Du Bois Review: Social Science Research on Race, 6(1l): 173–191.

Ikard, David H., and Martell L. Teasley (2012). Nation of Cowards: Black Activism in Barack Obama’s Post-racial
America. Bloomington, IN: Indiana University Press.

Jackson, James S., Tony N. Brown, David R. Williams, Myriam Torres, Sherrill L. Sellers, and Kendrick T.
Brown (1996). Perceptions and Experiences of Racism and the Physical and Mental Health Status of African
Americans: A Thirteen-Year National Panel Study. Ethnicity and Disease, 6: 132–147.

Kennedy, Bruce P., Ichiro Kawachi, and Deborah Prothrow-Stith (1996). Income Distribution and Mortality:
Cross Sectional Ecological Study of the Robin Hood Index in the United States. British Medical Journal, 312
(7037): 1004–1007.

Kessler, Glenn (2012). When Did Mitch McConnell Say HeWanted to Make Obama a “One-term President?”
The Washington Post, September 25. https://www.washingtonpost.com/blogs/fact-checker/post/when-did-
mcconnell-say-he-wanted-to-make-obama-a-one-term-president/2012/09/24/79fd5cd8-0696-11e2-afff-
d6c7f20a83bf_blog.html (accessed March 28, 2024).

Kochhar, Rakesh, and Anthony Cilluffo (2017). HowWealth Inequality has Changed in the U.S. Since the Great
Recession, by Race, Ethnicity, and Income. Pew Research Center. https://www.pewresearch.org/fact-tank/
2017/11/01/how-wealth-inequality-has-changed-in-the-u-s-since-the-great-recession-by-race-ethnicity-and-
income/ (accessed March 28, 2024).

Krogstad, Jens Manuel, and Mark Hugo Lopez (2017). Black Voter Turnout Fell in 2016, Even as a Record
Number of Americans Cast Ballots. Pew Research Center. http://www.pewresearch.org/fact-tank/2017/05/
12/black-voter-turnout-fell-in-2016-even-as-a-record-number-of-americans-cast-ballots (accessed March
28, 2024).

LaVeist, Thomas A. (1992). The Political Empowerment and Health Status of African-Americans: Mapping a
New Territory. American Journal of Sociology, 97(4): 1080–1095.

Logan, Enid (2014). BarackObama, theNewPolitics of Race, andClassedConstructions of Racial Blackness.The
Sociological Quarterly, 55(4): 653–682.

Lopez, Mark Hugo, and Paul Taylor (2009). Dissecting the 2008 Electorate: Most Diverse in U.S. History. Pew
Hispanic Center. https://www.pewresearch.org/hispanic/2009/04/30/dissecting-the-2008-electorate-most-
diverse-in-us-history/ (accessed March 28, 2024).

Lowenthal, Abraham F. (2010). Obama and the Americas: Promise, Disappointment, Opportunity. Foreign
Affairs, 89(4): 110–124.

Malat, Jennifer, Jeffrey M. Timberlake, and David R. Williams (2011). The Effects of Obama’s Political Success
on the Self-Rated Health of Blacks, Hispanics, and Whites. Ethnicity & Disease, 21(3): 349–355.

Marmot, Michael (2005). Status Syndrome: How Your Social Standing Directly Affects Your Health. New York:
Bloomsbury.

Moore, Wendy Leo, and Joyce M. Bell (2010). Embodying the White Racial Frame: The (In) Significance of
Barack Obama. Journal of Race and Policy, 6(1): 123–138.

Morey, Brittany N., San Juanita García, Tanya Nieri, Tim A. Bruckner, and Bruce G. Link (2021). Symbolic
Disempowerment and Donald Trump’s 2016 Presidential Election: Mental Health Responses Among Latinx
and White Populations. Social Science & Medicine, 289: 114417.

Parker, Christopher S. (2016). Race and Politics in the Age of Obama. Annual Review of Sociology, 42: 217–230.
Pearlin, Leonard I. (1989). The Sociological Study of Stress. Journal of Health and Social Behavior, 30: 241–256.
Pearlin, Leonard I., Elizabeth G. Menaghan, Morton A. Lieberman, and Joseph T. Mullan (1981). The Stress

Process. Journal of Health and Social Behavior, 22(4): 337–356.
Philpot, Tasha S., andHanesWalton, Jr. (2007). One ofOurOwn: Black FemaleCandidates and theVotersWho

Support Them. American Journal of Political Science, 51(1): 49–62.
Price, Melanye T. (2016). The Race Whisperer: Barack Obama and the Political Uses of Race. New York: NYU Press.
Reuters Staff (2008). Jesse Jackson: Obama “Talking-Down” to Blacks. Reuters, July 9. https://www.reuters.com/

article/us-usa-politics-obama-jackson/jesse-jackson-obama-talking-down-to-blacks-idUSN0918037220080710
(accessed March 28, 2024).

20 Tony N. Brown et al.

https://www.cambridge.org/core/terms. https://doi.org/10.1017/S1742058X24000043
Downloaded from https://www.cambridge.org/core. IP address: 3.144.118.124, on 19 Sep 2024 at 00:40:22, subject to the Cambridge Core terms of use, available at

https://www.washingtonpost.com/blogs/fact-checker/post/when-did-mcconnell-say-he-wanted-to-make-obama-a-one-term-president/2012/09/24/79fd5cd8-0696-11e2-afff-d6c7f20a83bf_blog.html
https://www.washingtonpost.com/blogs/fact-checker/post/when-did-mcconnell-say-he-wanted-to-make-obama-a-one-term-president/2012/09/24/79fd5cd8-0696-11e2-afff-d6c7f20a83bf_blog.html
https://www.washingtonpost.com/blogs/fact-checker/post/when-did-mcconnell-say-he-wanted-to-make-obama-a-one-term-president/2012/09/24/79fd5cd8-0696-11e2-afff-d6c7f20a83bf_blog.html
https://www.pewresearch.org/fact-tank/2017/11/01/how-wealth-inequality-has-changed-in-the-u-s-since-the-great-recession-by-race-ethnicity-and-income/
https://www.pewresearch.org/fact-tank/2017/11/01/how-wealth-inequality-has-changed-in-the-u-s-since-the-great-recession-by-race-ethnicity-and-income/
https://www.pewresearch.org/fact-tank/2017/11/01/how-wealth-inequality-has-changed-in-the-u-s-since-the-great-recession-by-race-ethnicity-and-income/
http://www.pewresearch.org/fact-tank/2017/05/12/black-voter-turnout-fell-in-2016-even-as-a-record-number-of-americans-cast-ballots
http://www.pewresearch.org/fact-tank/2017/05/12/black-voter-turnout-fell-in-2016-even-as-a-record-number-of-americans-cast-ballots
https://www.pewresearch.org/hispanic/2009/04/30/dissecting-the-2008-electorate-most-diverse-in-us-history/
https://www.pewresearch.org/hispanic/2009/04/30/dissecting-the-2008-electorate-most-diverse-in-us-history/
https://www.reuters.com/article/us-usa-politics-obama-jackson/jesse-jackson-obama-talking-down-to-blacks-idUSN0918037220080710
https://www.reuters.com/article/us-usa-politics-obama-jackson/jesse-jackson-obama-talking-down-to-blacks-idUSN0918037220080710
https://www.cambridge.org/core/terms
https://doi.org/10.1017/S1742058X24000043
https://www.cambridge.org/core


Roberts, Sam (2009). 2008 Surge in Black Voters Nearly Erases Racial Gap. The New York Times, July 29. https://
www.nytimes.com/2009/07/21/us/politics/21vote.html (accessed March 28, 2024).

Roper Center for Public Opinion Research. Cornell University (n.d.) How Groups Voted in 2012. https://
ropercenter.cornell.edu/how-groups-voted-2012 (accessed September 13, 2020).

Runciman, Walter G. (1966). Relative Deprivation and Social Justice: A Study of Attitudes to Social Inequality in
Twentieth-Century England. Berkeley, CA: University of California Press.

Saul, Michael (2008). Jesse Jackson Apologizes Over “Hot Mic” Comments about Barack Obama. Daily News,
July 10. https://www.nydailynews.com/news/politics/jesse-jackson-apologizes-hot-mic-comments-barack-
obama-article-1.349486 (accessed March 28, 2024).

Simien, Evelyn M. (2015). Historic Firsts: How Symbolic Empowerment Changes U.S. Politics. New York: Oxford
University Press.

Slabaugh, S. Lane, Mona Shah, Matthew Zack, Laura Happe, Tristan Cordier, Eric Havens, Evan Davidson,
Michael Miao, Todd Prewitt, and Haomiao Jia (2016). Leveraging Health-Related Quality of Life in
Population Health Management: The Case for Healthy Days. Population Health Management, 20(1): 13–22.

Smith, Heather J., Thomas F. Pettigrew,GinaM. Pippin, and Silvana Bialosiewic (2012). Relative Deprivation: A
Theoretical and Meta-Analytic Review. Personality and Social Psychology Review, 16(3): 203–232.

Stouffer, Samuel A., Arthur A. Lumsdaine, Marion H. Lumsdaine, Robin M. Williams, Jr., M. Brewster Smith,
Irving L. Janis, Shirley A. Star, and Leonard S. Cottrell, Jr. (1949). The American Soldier: Combat and its
Aftermath. Princeton, NJ: Princeton University Press.

Stout, Christopher Timony, and Katherine Tate (2013). The 2008 Presidential Election, Political Efficacy, and
Group Empowerment. Politics, Groups, and Identities, 1(2): 143–163.

TMZ (2023). Ice Cube Tells Tucker Carlson…“Nothing Changed” with Obama or BLM. https://
www.tmz.com/2023/07/26/ice-cube-tucker-carlson-president-barack-obama-stay-in-your-lane/ (accessed
March 28, 2024).

Taylor, Paul (2012). The Growing Electoral Clout of Blacks is Driven by Turnout, Not Demographics. Pew
Research Center. https://www.pewsocialtrends.org/2012/12/26/the-growing-electoral-clout-of-blacks-is-
driven-by-turnout-not-demographics/ (accessed March 28, 2024).

Teasley, Martell, and David Ikard (2010). Barack Obama and the Politics of Race: The Myth of Postracism in
America. Journal of Black Studies, 40(3): 411–425.

Time (2013). Read President Obama’s Commencement Address at Morehouse College. https://time.com/
4341712/obama-commencement-speech-transcript-morehouse-college/ (accesed March 28, 2024).

Thomas, Melvin E., Richard Moye, Loren Henderson, and Hayward Derrick Horton (2018). Separate and
Unequal: The Impact of Socioeconomic Status, Segregation, and the Great Recession on Racial Disparities in
Housing Values. Sociology of Race and Ethnicity, 4(2): 229–244.

Turner, R. Jay (2013). UnderstandingHealth Disparities: The Relevance of the Stress ProcessModel. Society and
Mental Health, 3(3): 170–186.

Valentino, Nicholas A., and Ted Brader (2011). The Sword’s Other Edge: Perceptions Of Discrimination and
Racial Policy Opinion After Obama. Public Opinion Quarterly, 75(2): 201–226.

Vanneman, Reeve D., and Thomas S. Pettigrew (1972). Race and Relative Deprivation in the Urban United
States. Race and Class, 13(4): 461–486.

Wallace, Sophia J. (2012). It’s Complicated: Latinos, President Obama, and the 2012 Election. Social Science
Quarterly, 93(5): 1360–1383.

West, Cornel (2017). Race Matters, 25th Anniversary: With a New Introduction. Boston, MA: Beacon Press.
Wingfield, Adia Harvey, and Joe Feagin (2013). Yes We Can?: White Racial Framing and the Obama Presidency.

New York: Routledge.
Wilkinson, Richard G. (1997). Health Inequalities: Relative or Absolute Standards? British Medical Journal, 314:

591–595.
Wilkinson,RichardG. (2005).The Impact of Inequality:How toMake SickSocietiesHealthier.NewYork:TheNewPress.

Notes

1 For more information about the BRFSS or to access the questionnaires and survey data, visit https://
www.cdc.gov/brfss/annual_data/annual_2012.html.

2 See https://www.cdc.gov/brfss/about/brfss_faq.htm.

TonyN.Brown is aDistinguished Professor of Sociology at RiceUniversity inHouston,TX.He earned his PhD
from theUniversity ofMichigan and completed postdoctoral training atMichigan’s Institute for Social Research.

Four More Years! or So What? 21

https://www.cambridge.org/core/terms. https://doi.org/10.1017/S1742058X24000043
Downloaded from https://www.cambridge.org/core. IP address: 3.144.118.124, on 19 Sep 2024 at 00:40:22, subject to the Cambridge Core terms of use, available at

https://www.nytimes.com/2009/07/21/us/politics/21vote.html
https://www.nytimes.com/2009/07/21/us/politics/21vote.html
https://ropercenter.cornell.edu/how-groups-voted-2012
https://ropercenter.cornell.edu/how-groups-voted-2012
https://www.nydailynews.com/news/politics/jesse-jackson-apologizes-hot-mic-comments-barack-obama-article-1.349486
https://www.nydailynews.com/news/politics/jesse-jackson-apologizes-hot-mic-comments-barack-obama-article-1.349486
https://www.tmz.com/2023/07/26/ice-cube-tucker-carlson-president-barack-obama-stay-in-your-lane/
https://www.tmz.com/2023/07/26/ice-cube-tucker-carlson-president-barack-obama-stay-in-your-lane/
https://www.pewsocialtrends.org/2012/12/26/the-growing-electoral-clout-of-blacks-is-driven-by-turnout-not-demographics/
https://www.pewsocialtrends.org/2012/12/26/the-growing-electoral-clout-of-blacks-is-driven-by-turnout-not-demographics/
https://time.com/4341712/obama-commencement-speech-transcript-morehouse-college/
https://time.com/4341712/obama-commencement-speech-transcript-morehouse-college/
https://www.cdc.gov/brfss/annual_data/annual_2012.html
https://www.cdc.gov/brfss/annual_data/annual_2012.html
https://www.cdc.gov/brfss/about/brfss_faq.htm
https://www.cambridge.org/core/terms
https://doi.org/10.1017/S1742058X24000043
https://www.cambridge.org/core


Before joining theRiceUniversity faculty, he earned tenure in the sociology department at VanderbiltUniversity.
While there, he co-edited the American Sociological Review, served as the inaugural Faculty Head of Hank Ingram
House in the Martha Rivers Ingram Commons, and held appointments in several departments and programs
across the main and medical campuses. As a critical race theorist, he investigates how racism works, from the
womb to the tomb, to disadvantage Blacks and privilege Whites. His research lab can be viewed here: https://
rare.rice.edu/

Quintin Gorman, Jr. is a PhD candidate in the Rice University Department of Sociology and a 2023-2024
American Sociological Association Minority Fellowship Program Fellow. His areas of interest include racial
attitudes, racial identity, and second-class citizenship. His dissertation asks, “What is the contemporary meaning,
prevalence, and significance of Du Boisian double consciousness among Black adults?” It includes multiple-item
scales developed to measure double consciousness and evaluate Du Boisian theory. He currently works as a
graduate research assistant for the Race and Racial Experiences (RARE) Workgroup at Rice University (see
https://rare.rice.edu/), where faculty members, graduate students, and undergraduate students collaborate to
investigate how racism impacts lifestyles and life chances in the United States and the global South.

Julian Culver is a Postdoctoral Research Associate in the Department of Sociology at Brown University. He
earned his PhD in Sociology from Rice University in 2022. As a sociological social psychologist and racial
inequality scholar, he investigates racial attitude change and the influence of social identities on racial attitudes.

Asia Bento is an Assistant Professor and Dean’s Fellow in the Department of Sociology at the University of
California, Irvine. Her research examines the intersection of race and racism, economic inequality, and urban
sociology. Specifically, her current projects examine the spatial relationship between mortgage lenders and
economic outcomes in racially segregated neighborhoods.

Cite this article:Brown, TonyN., Quintin Gorman, Julian Culver, and Asia Bento (2024). FourMore Years! or
SoWhat?TheMentalHealth Significance of BarackObama’s 2012 Presidential Re-Election amongBlack Adults
Du Bois Review: Social Science Research on Race, 1–22. https://doi.org/10.1017/S1742058X24000043

22 Tony N. Brown et al.

https://www.cambridge.org/core/terms. https://doi.org/10.1017/S1742058X24000043
Downloaded from https://www.cambridge.org/core. IP address: 3.144.118.124, on 19 Sep 2024 at 00:40:22, subject to the Cambridge Core terms of use, available at

https://rare.rice.edu/
https://rare.rice.edu/
https://rare.rice.edu/
https://doi.org/10.1017/S1742058X24000043
https://www.cambridge.org/core/terms
https://doi.org/10.1017/S1742058X24000043
https://www.cambridge.org/core

	Four More Years! or So What?
	Introduction
	Symbolic Empowerment Theory
	Relative Deprivation Theory
	Study Contribution
	Methods
	Data
	Variables
	Analytic Strategies

	Results
	Sensitivity Analyses

	Discussion
	Limitations and Future Directions

	Conclusion
	Acknowledgement
	References
	Notes


