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No PC

Obama’s political capital is spent. 

KRAUTHAMMER 7-23. [Charles, “Beware the lame duck” Washington Post -- DA 7/27/10]

Barack Obama's considerable political capital, earned on Election Day 2008, is spent. Well spent, mind you, on the enactment of a highly ideological agenda of Obamacare, financial reform and a near-trillion-dollar stimulus that will significantly transform the country. But spent nonetheless. There's nothing left with which to complete his social-democratic ambitions. This would have to await the renewed mandate that would come with a second inaugural.

Public support for Obama continues to dwindle.
Voice of America 10

VOA News, 13 July 2010, “New Poll Shows Drop in Public Support for Obama”, http://www1.voanews.com/english/news/usa/Poll--Public-Support-for-Obama-Drops-98312174.html

A new voter opinion poll shows public confidence in U.S. President Barack Obama has hit a new low. The new survey, conducted jointly by the Washington Post and ABC News, says nearly six in 10 voters say they lack faith in the president's ability to lead the nation.  At the start of his presidency nearly 18 months ago, about six in 10 Americans expressed confidence in Mr. Obama's decision-making. The tough assessment of Mr. Obama's performance comes as he deals with military action abroad, high unemployment at home, weak stock and housing markets and the oil spill crisis in the Gulf of Mexico. The poll also shows that only 43 percent of voters, including a third of Democrats, approve of Mr. Obama's handling of the struggling U.S. economy.  The president's low approval numbers may also be affecting congressional lawmakers in his Democratic Party.  A in a poll of likely voters, 49 percent say they will cast their ballots for opposition Republican lawmakers in the November congressional elections, compared to 45 percent for Democrats.  Democrats hold solid majorities in both the U.S. House and Senate, but recent polls suggest growing animosity toward incumbent lawmakers. All 435 seats in the House of Representative are up for grabs, while just over a third of all U.S. senators are facing reelection. The latest poll was a random phone sampling of more than 1,000 adults, with a margin of error of plus or minus just over three percent.
Obama’s political capital has already been spent; there will be no more major reforms.

Krauthammer 10

Charles, Pulitzer Prize winning columnist and political commentator for the Washtington Post, Washington Post, 23 July 2010, “Beware the Lame Duck”, http://www.washingtonpost.com/wp-dyn/content/article/2010/07/22/AR2010072204029.html?hpid=opinionsbox1
Barack Obama's considerable political capital, earned on Election Day 2008, is spent. Well spent, mind you, on the enactment of a highly ideological agenda of Obamacare, financial reform and a near-trillion-dollar stimulus that will significantly transform the country. But spent nonetheless. There's nothing left with which to complete his social-democratic ambitions. This would have to await the renewed mandate that would come with a second inaugural. That's why, as I suggested last week; nothing of major legislative consequence is likely to occur for the next 2 1/2 years. Except, as columnist Irwin Stelzer points out, for one constitutional loophole: a lame-duck Congress called back into session between the elections this November and the swearing-in of the 112th Congress next January. Leading Democrats are already considering this as a way to achieve even more liberal measures that many of their members dare not even talk about, let alone enact, on the eve of an election in which they face a widespread popular backlash to the already enacted elements of the Obama-Pelosi-Reid agenda.  That backlash will express itself on Election Day and result, as most Democrats and Republicans currently expect, in major Democratic losses. It is still possible for the gaffe-happy Republicans to blow it. When the ranking GOP member of the House Energy and Commerce Committee publicly apologizes to the corporation that unleashed the worst oil spill in American history, you know the Republicans are capable of just about anything.  But assuming the elections go as currently projected, Obama's follow-on reforms are dead. Except for the fact that a lame-duck session, freezing in place the lopsided Democratic majorities of November 2008, would be populated by dozens of Democratic members who had lost reelection (in addition to those retiring). They could then vote for anything -- including measures they today shun as the midterms approach and their seats are threatened -- because they would have nothing to lose. They would be unemployed. And playing along with Obama might even brighten the prospects for, say, an ambassadorship to a sunny Caribbean isle
Obama has lost both political support and political capital in the past 12 months

Brown 10

Peter A., assistant director of the Quinnipiac University Polling Institute, former White House correspondent with two decades of experience covering Washington government and politics, Wall Street Journal Blogs, “A Year After Honeymoon Ends, Whites, Men and Independents Desert Obama”, http://blogs.wsj.com/capitaljournal/2010/07/21/a-year-after-honeymoon-ends-whites-men-and-independents-desert-obama/

It was a year ago this month that President Barack Obama began losing voters. In the 12 months since, he has had legislative victories that appear – especially in the case of health care – to have cost him large amounts of both political capital and political support. British Prime Minister David Cameron and President Barack Obama hold a joint news conference in the East Room of the White House Tuesday.  A comparison of the public’s views of him then and now tells us a great deal about the shape of American politics and how difficult it is for any president, even one as politically gifted as Barack Obama, to surmount the nation’s deep political and ideological divisions. Mr. Obama won a surprisingly easy victory in 2008, carrying 53% of the popular vote and 365 electoral votes – along with Bill Clinton in 1996, the biggest Democratic presidential win since Lyndon Johnson’s 1964 landslide. Candidate Obama promised “change we can believe in,” a post-partisan, problem-solving presidency that would heal the nation’s yawning political divide. By the time he was inaugurated in January 2009, Mr. Obama had stratospheric public approval ratings, heightened by many who had voted against him but decided to give him a chance despite their misgivings. For the first six months of his presidency, Mr. Obama retained vigorous public support – until he tried to translate into legislation his promise to “reform” health care, which, it turned out, meant different things to different voters. In July 2009, the demonstrations against the Obama health care plan reached critical mass and began to deflate the president’s poll numbers, and that continues today. Skepticism about the Government’s Role the U.S. economy has continued to flounder, and surely that is part of the reason for the president’s decreased standing. But the disillusionment with the president’s handling of the economy stems from the same public skepticism about the role of government in economic policy as in health care. Quinnipiac University today released a national poll of 2,181 registered voters, almost twice the size of most national polls. (It has a margin of error of 2.1 percentage points.) It showed President Obama’s net job approval rating at its lowest point ever – 44% approve, 48% disapprove. In July 2009, Quinnipiac’s national poll had the president with 57% approve, 33% disapprove. The decline in Mr. Obama’s support over the past year has been across the-board, with the largest decreases being among whites, older voters, political independents and men. Some of it was to be expected. It was unlikely, for instance, that given Mr. Obama’s preference for increased government involvement that he was going to keep the 21% of Republicans who approved of his job performance in July 2009. That figure is now 12% – more than a third lower. Losing Faith in Obama. So, too, went white, evangelical Christians, perhaps the largest GOP constituency group. In July 2009, 35% said they approved of Mr. Obama’s job performance. Today, that figure has been cut almost in half – to 19%. If it was just among Republicans and their ideological allies that the president was losing support that would not represent a serious political threat. What is most problematic for the president is the drop among whites, men and political independents. Those demographic groups gave him greater support in 2008 than they had most Democratic presidential candidates over the past few decades. Simply put, when Democrats carry or are competitive among whites, independents and men, they win the White House. When they don’t, they don’t. Winning the White House. On Election Day 2008, much was made of the increased turnout that Mr. Obama inspired among young voters and African-Americans, and to be sure that fattened his margin. But he won the White House because, the exit polling showed, he got 49% of men, 43% of whites and 52% of independents. Each of these three groups individually makes up a larger share of the electorate than blacks and young people combined. In July 2009, President Obama had actually grown that support so that he was getting a thumbs-up job approval from 54% of men, 51% of whites and 52% of independents. But today, the numbers for those three groups show just how far he has fallen. He gets a positive job approval from just 37% of whites, 38% of independents and 39% of men – a roughly 30% drop in all three groups in his support.

No Bipart

Bipart Low

Washington Post (blog) 7/21 (Greg Sargent, 7/21/10, " Republicans delay vote on unemployment extension ", http://voices.washingtonpost.com/plum-line/2010/07/republicans_delay_vote_on_unem.html)

Right now, as we speak, Senate Republicans continue to file a bunch of motions that could delay the vote on extending unemployment benefits for as long as another day. This is key: It's a reminder that Republicans intend to continue to try to block the extension, unless its costs are offset, for as long as possible. Nobody is focused on this, but Republicans actually see a political upside for themselves in this standoff. I'm told that Republicans are filing the motions because Senator Harry Reid says he doesn't want to allow votes on amendments that are designed to offset the extension's costs. Reid wants to proceed with the full vote. Senator Tom Coburn just filed a motion to suspend the rules, and Republicans are resolved to sit tight in hopes of forcing a vote on it. "Republicans are declaring an all-out war on unemployed Americans," Reid spokesman Jim Manley emails. "Even though Democrats have the votes to give unemployed workers the safety net they deserve, Republicans are callously delaying the vote for an entire day. There are people literally waiting for this assistance to buy food and pay their bills while they search for work. Why should they suffer for another day?" I'm going to say this again: While it's unanimously assumed that Dems hold all the political cards in this standoff, Republicans have their own strategy here. They believe that while Dems can milk this for short term advantage, over time any discussion of "chronic" joblessness -- a term you'll hear more often -- draws attention to the failure of Dem economic policies and feeds the GOP's larger critique of the inefficacy of the Dems' big spending ways. This could drive some discussion today. More when I learn it.  

Bipart low-Republican opposition

Australian 7/18 (Christina Lamb, 7/18/10, " No escape from heat for holidaying Barack Obama ", http://www.theaustralian.com.au/news/world/no-escape-from-heat-for-holidaying-barack-obama/story-e6frg6so-1225893622227)

"Sometimes these pundits can't figure me out," [Obama] said. "They say, 'Why is he doing that - that doesn't poll well?' I've got my own pollsters. I know it doesn't poll well. But it's the right thing to do for America."  Although the recession may be over, the recovery is slower than expected. Unemployment remains at 9.5 per cent and mortgage foreclosures are at record levels. The administration's handling of the oil spill raised questions about its competence and Obama has failed to bring about the new era of bipartisanship he promised.  The Republican opposition has made many Americans feel they are worse off under Obama's administration. Clemons blames this on "the tendency of Democrats to be timid in power so even when they pull something off, people miss the fact it's a big deal". The backlash is not just from the voters but also from party donors. While Obama might be right that the 2300 pages of new financial regulations are good for the country, Wall Street has cut its contributions to the Democrats by 65 per cent. The two Democratic national fundraising committees have raised $US 49.5 million this year compared with $US 81.3m at the same point in the last election.  The Republicans have raised even less, however, and some are also expected to fall victim to the general anti-incumbency mood.  While Obama's poll ratings may be bad, those for congress are far worse. A recent Wall Street Journal/NBC poll found 72 per cent of Americans disapproved of congress. There is even a website, Get Out of Our House, aimed at forming a coalition of candidates to get rid of every sitting congressman. "I wouldn't get too smug if I was a Republican," said Alan Colmes, a Fox News radio host. Pointing out that previous presidents also languished in the polls halfway through their first term, he said: "It's a marathon, not a sprint."  If Obama does lose the House, he will be in the same position as Bill Clinton, the last Democratic president, who lost control of congress in 1994. Clinton moved towards the centre, finding issues on which he could win co-operation from Republicans.  Obama has recently been turning to Clinton for advice on unemployment and dealing with the business community. He is employing more and more former Clinton staffers and the former president has worked some of his old magic on the campaign trail.  One glimmer of hope for the Democrats was a poll in Nevada that shows Harry Reid, the Senate majority leader, ahead of Sharron Angle, the Republican candidate, by 44 per cent to 37 per cent. Reid had been considered one of the most vulnerable Democrats.  As Obama escaped the torrid heat of Washington for the weekend, he was under fire for going north instead of south.  Last week, Michelle Obama visited the oil-ravaged gulf to urge Americans to holiday there. "Folks here in Florida and across the gulf coast are still depending on visitors and tourist dollars to put food on their tables," she said.  Yet after buying a chocolate ice cream on the beach, she flew with the President and their two daughters 3200km north to Maine.  Critics will be watching to see if the President dares bring out his clubs on one of the island's golf courses. Before he had even touched down, the Republicans had launched a website entitled Play Golf or Save the Gulf. 

Bipart low-loss of Democratic Party leadership

NPR 7/20 (Andrea Seabrook, 7/20/10, " Victories In Congress May Cost Democrats At Polls ", http://www.npr.org/templates/story/story.php?storyId=128649195)

Wednesday, President Obama will sign into law a sweeping new package of Wall Street regulations. It's a big win for Democrats, following a year and a half of legislative wins that rivals any Congress in half a century. But it comes at a price: The majority party has taken a pummeling from the GOP in that time, and polls show the Democrats have largely fallen out of favor with independent voters. Regardless of one's opinions about the health care bill, the new financial regulations, the economic stimulus package and student loans, the sheer volume of legislation this Congress has passed is pretty impressive. And the scope of the work is very ambitious, says analyst Norm Ornstein, of the American Enterprise Institute. "The reach that it will have on people's lives in areas from health to education to finance — it's really quite remarkable," he says. "And of course, made even more remarkable by the fact that it's being done in a poisonous, rancorous, partisan and ideological environment." To give you a sense of just how rancorous — consider that on the day the health care overhaul passed, Rep. Louise Slaughter (D-NY), the chairwoman of the House Rules committee, could hardly finish a sentence without her longtime colleague, Rep. David Dreier (R-CA), the ranking Republican on the panel, interrupting her. Dreier repeatedly sought to derail Slaughter from speaking about the bill on the House floor. By the end of that day, Democrats accomplished what some had called impossible — they passed a massive restructuring of America's health care system. Their problem is, they did it alone. "We've done a lot — there's no question about that," says Democratic Rep. Baron Hill, who represents southeastern Indiana. "Some of it is politically very difficult to try to defend back home, though." You can't say Democrats didn't keep their promise, says Hill.  The problem is how they did it, says another conservative Democrat, Rep. Jim Marshall of Georgia. The fact that the leadership couldn't build almost any good will with moderate Republicans — much less true bipartisanship — will hurt everyone, Marshall says. "It's very inappropriate for government to make a decision to head in one direction, and then all of a sudden things switch and you're heading in the opposite direction. Business can't rely on that, people interested in making investments can't rely on that, the American public can't rely on that," Marshall says. "We need a steady course. And it's very difficult to find a steady course as we flip to extremes when one side or the other takes over." Democrats blame the acrimony on the Republicans — who began almost unanimous opposition to President Obama's legislative initiatives just three weeks into his presidency.  Whichever side you blame, Democrats are paying a political price. Congressional approval ratings hit a record low; incumbents are facing strong primary challenges — and as Democrat Alvin Greene proved in the South Carolina Senate primary, a guy no one's heard of can beat the party's choice to be the candidate. 
No Bipart

Bipart Low-Republicans rising in power from Obama’s lack of enthusiasm

Washington Post 7/2 (Greg Sargent, 7/2/10, " Obama supporters deeply disappointed? ", http://voices.washingtonpost.com/plum-line/2010/07/dem_base_deeply_disappointed_i.html)

Everybody is talking about Charlie Cook's new  column saying that for Democrats, the House is "teetering on the edge." Cook makes the now-familiar argument that Dems are suffering from an "enthusiasm" gap that could help Republicans make huge gains.  But the most interesting nugget in here may be the explanation for why there's such a big enthusiasm gap: It's all driven by the fact that the largest decline in voter interest has been among core Obama constituencies.  Cook digs into a recent poll done by pollsters Peter Hart and Bill McInturff, which probed voter enthusiasm in some detail, and found this:      Hart and McInturff then looked at the change among the most-interested voters from the same survey in 2008. Although 2010 is a "down-shifting" election, from a high-turnout presidential year to a lower-turnout midterm year, one group was more interested in November than it was in 2008: those who had voted for Republican John McCain for president.      And the groups that showed the largest decline in interest? Those who voted for Barack Obama -- liberals, African-Americans, self-described Democrats, moderates, those living in either the Northeast or West, and younger voters 18 to 34 years of age. These are the "Holy Mackerel" numbers.  Digby theorizes that a lot of this is driven by Obama's tendency to constantly seek a middle ground between what he tends to characterize as equivalent extremes on either side. She thinks he'd do better speaking directly to the base.  I tend to fall into the camp that holds that the Dem base's lack of enthusiasm is out of sync with the size and scope of the accomplishments racked up thus far by Obama and Dems. The excitement around Obama's victory was so intense, and the sense of a "big change moment" was so palpable, that people were bound to feel let down despite Obama's clearly historic achievements.  But reasonable or not, something is apparently turning off these voters in a big way. 

====START====

1NC Start Uniqueness

Will pass – lugar support. 

RUSHING 7-24. [J Taylor, staffwriter, “Lugar optimistic he can rally GOP to back US Russia arms treaty” The Hill -- DA 7/27/10]

Sen. Richard Lugar (Ind.), the only Senate Republican to publicly endorse a U.S.-Russia arms treaty, said this week he is optimistic the upper chamber will approve it this year.  The ranking Republican on the Foreign Relations Committee told The Hill this week he believes he can persuade enough GOP votes to ratify the treaty “eventually.” And despite Congress’s crowded and closing legislative calendar, Lugar disputes the notion that the Strategic Arms Reduction Treaty (START) is on the ropes. I don’t see that it’s in particular trouble,” Lugar said. “The problem is in how many days we’ll be in session and the priority of scheduling. But I believe [Senate Foreign Relations Committee Chairman John] Kerry [D-Mass.] and I are headed toward a markup in our committee in about two weeks, and if that’s successful then it becomes a matter of Majority Leader Harry] Reid’s [D-Nev.] priorities and if he’s prepared to put it on the floor.”  Kerry spokesman Frederick Jones said that “discussions are ongoing, and as of now, no final decision has been made on the timing of a markup in the Foreign Relations Committee. Ultimately, the goal is to build consensus for the timely ratification of this vital treaty.”  With 67 votes necessary for ratification, eight Republicans will need to support it, assuming all 59 senators who caucus with Democrats back it. 

Start- Will Pass

Will pass – negotiations on modernization mean they’ll get kyl – he’s key. 

BAKER 7-23. [Peter, staffwriter, “White House Presses Republicans on Arms Treaty” New York Times -- DA 7/26/10]

With time running out for major votes before the November election, the White House is trying to reach an understanding with Senate Republicans to approve its new arms control treaty with Russia by committing to modernizing the nuclear arsenal and making additional guarantees about missile defense.  The White House pressed allies in Congress in recent days to approve billions of dollars for the nation’s current nuclear weapons and infrastructure even as administration and Congressional officials work on a ratification resolution intended to reaffirm that the treaty will not stop American missile defense plans.  The effort to forge a genuine bipartisan coalition contrasts with most of President Obama’s legislative drives in the past year because a treaty requires a two-thirds vote, meaning that the president needs at least eight Republicans. White House officials are optimistic that they can reach an agreement that will attract enough Republicans but are racing against the calendar because the closer it gets to the election, the more partisan the debate may become.  At stake is perhaps Mr. Obama’s most tangible foreign policy achievement, a treaty that bars the United States and Russia from deploying more than 1,550 strategic warheads and 700 launchers. If the president fails to get the New Start treaty ratified, it will undercut his effort to rebuild the relationship with Moscow and his broader arms control agenda.  The critical player is Senator Jon Kyl of Arizona, the Republican whip, who has criticized the treaty but also signaled that his reservations could be assuaged. In particular, he has sought to modernize the nuclear force, and the administration has proposed spending more than $100 billion over 10 years to sustain and modernize some strategic systems.  “I’ve told the administration it would be much easier to do the treaty right than to do it fast if they want to get it ratified,” Mr. Kyl said Thursday in an interview. “It’s not a matter of delay,” he added, but “until I’m satisfied about some of these things, I will not be willing to allow the treaty to come up.”  Mr. Kyl sounded hopeful that he could reach agreement, ticking off three ways the White House could assure him that the proposed nuclear modernization program would be adequate: ensure enough first-year money in the next round of appropriations bills, include enough second-year money in a follow-up budget proposal and revise the long-range modernization plan to anticipate additional costs in later years.  “I’m not questioning the administration’s commitment to this,” he said, “but this is a big deal, and it needs to have everybody’s commitment to it at takeoff, and I really don’t see that the groundwork has really been laid.”  Vice President Joseph R. Biden Jr. has met with Mr. Kyl once and invited him and other senators to talk about the treaty again next week. Senator John Kerry, Democrat of Massachusetts and chairman of the Foreign Relations Committee, has likewise been talking with Mr. Kyl regularly and is trying to help resolve Republican demands to inspect at least some of the secret negotiating record.  “If they get Kyl, it’s over,” said Samuel Charap, an analyst at the Center for American Progress, a research organization close to Mr. Obama. “He carries a lot of weight, and he has made himself such a hard get that if they get him, it will be a big deal. But the question is, are they willing to pay the price he’s asking in light of what they want to do in the future?” 
Will pass – Reid wrangling.

LUGAR AND KITFIELD 7-19. [Richard, totally thug senator, nonprolif expert, James, national journal writer, “Lugar calls for passage of “New START”” Global Security Newswire -- DA 7.27.10]

NJ: Do you believe that the New START pact will win the two-thirds majority needed for passage in the Senate? Lugar: I think its prospects are good. The Foreign Relations Committee is likely to have the last of the New START hearings soon, and all of the relevant intelligence information is now available to senators and their staffs. Senator John Kerry has indicated he hopes to move the treaty out of committee in this four-week session, and then it's up to [Majority Leader Harry] Reid (D-Nev.) to schedule a floor vote in the post-Labor Day period. That's not a slam dunk, however, because there will be a lot of pressure on Senator Reid to wind things up so members can go home to defend their seats in the November elections. So it will depend on his priorities. 

Will pass now – delay from the plan derails passage – focus key. 

GLOBAL SECURITY NEWSWIRE 7-23. [“Obama jockeys for republican backing on New START” -- http://www.globalsecuritynewswire.org/gsn/nw_20100723_8943.php -- DA 7/27/10]

Ratification of the treaty in Washington would require 67 Senate votes, a number that must include no less than eight Republicans endorsements in this Congress. Although enough GOP lawmakers are likely to back the treaty to secure its passage, discussion of the pact could become increasingly polarized with the approach of November's midterm election (Peter Baker, New York Times, July 22).

Will pass – most predictive. 

PEOPLES DAILY ONLINE 7-24. [“US Russia nuke treaty stirs heated debate” -- http://english.peopledaily.com.cn/90001/90777/90853/7079236.html -- DA 7/27/10]

A debate is heating up in the run up of a senate vote on the passage of new START, a U.S.-Russia nuclear arms treaty that many experts bill as a major foreign policy accomplishment for U.S. President Barack Obama.  Celebrities of the foreign policy world, such as former National Security Adviser Brent Scowcroft and former Secretary of State Henry Kissinger, support the treaty, while conservative analysts and lobbying groups oppose it. Prominent GOP senators such as Jon Kyl, A.Z., are casting a scrutinizing eye on the agreement.  "It needs to be passed," said Scowcroft of the Strategic Arms Reduction Treaty, which provides a framework for U.S.-Russia discussions of nuclear weapons.  The treaty, the latest in a long line of nuclear weapons agreements between Moscow and Washington that dates back to the early 60s, seeks to pick up where the last one left off when it expired in December.  Scowcroft, who served as National Defense Secretary under the administrations of Presidents Gerald Ford and George Bush Sr., said much of the debate revolves around issues that are only "dimly related" to the treaty.  A battle between lobbyists has also emerged during this week's Congressional recess, reported The Hill newspaper.  Heritage Action, nonprofit group affiliated with the Heritage Foundation, is asking senators not to ratify new START and gathered the signatures of more than 11,000 opponents in the first 24 hours of an online petition. At the same time, peace activists are pushing for ratification, the Hill newspaper reported.  But new START's ratification is facing hurdles in the Senate - so far only one GOP senator is on board - although the White House and many experts are confident it will pass. 
Start Will Pass
Mad bipart support now. 

KINGSTON 7-21. [Reif, Deputy Director of Nuclear Non-Proliferation at the Center for Arms Control and Non-Proliferation, “’Consensus for American Security’ Supports New START” Nukes of Hazard Blog http://nukesofhazardblog.com/story/2010/7/21/111838/756 -- DA 7/27/10]

The already strong bipartisan support for New START just got a little stronger.  On Monday, the American Security Project launched the "Consensus for American Security," a group of more than 30 senior former military and national security leaders who support the New START treaty and other common sense measures to reduce the threat of nuclear terrorism and proliferation.  The bipartisan initiative includes former Senators Gary Hart (D-CO) and Chuck Hagel (R-NE), former STRATCOM Deputy Commander in Chief and Chief of Staff Gen. Arlen “Dirk” Jameson (USAF, ret.), former Vice Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff Admiral WIlliam Owens (USN, ret.), and the Center's very own Lt. Gen. Robert Gard (USA, ret.).
AT: Delay Jacks Start 

No Risk Of Delay Jacking Start

SOKOLSKI 7-26. [Henry, executive director of the nonproliferation policy education center, “The Corner” http://corner.nationalreview.com/post/?q=MDY4ZWVlZGYwM2FmZTY4N2EyODdiYjdhZmNjZTZkNTg= -- DA 7/26/10]

First, the New START Treaty is hardly in any danger of being egregiously delayed, even if it ends up being ratified as late as the start of the new Senate session next year. Do the math. New START was submitted to the Hill on May 14, meaning the Senate will have reviewed it for 12 weeks when it goes on recess after the first week of August. If the Senate were to abide by the White House’s plea to ratify New START before the November elections, they presumably would have to do so between September 12, when the Senate returns, and October 1, when it plans to adjourn for fall elections. This would mean New START would be ratified after only 15 weeks of Senate action. Add two weeks for a possible lame-duck session, and you get 18 weeks. If you go for ratification by the second week of February (a prospect that even Majority Leader Reid has allowed as a possibility), you get roughly 20 weeks. All together, that would pass within a period just shy of eight months.
Vote Now

Committee vote before recess – floor vote before midterm. 

BAKER 7-23. [Peter, staffwriter, “White House Presses Republicans on Arms Treaty” New York Times -- DA 7/26/10]

Mr. Kerry has said he wants his committee to vote on the treaty before the Senate leaves town for summer recess, possibly Aug. 3 or 4. That would mean a fall floor debate in the midst of the campaign or perhaps during a postelection lame duck session
Start Wont Pass

START will not get 67 votes – 41 senators will oppose and efforts by Obama to “modernize” arsenal will NOT swing votes

Gaffney 7-26 [By Frank J. Gaffney Jr., president of the Center for Security Policy, a columnist for The Washington Times and host of the nationally syndicated program "Secure Freedom Radio," “GAFFNEY: Quality control or rubber stamp?” July 26, 2010 http://www.washingtontimes.com/news/2010/ jul/26/quality-control-or-rubber-stamp/ and http://www.washingtontimes.com/news/2010/jul/26/quality-control-or-rubber-stamp/?page=2
The good news is that 41 senators signaled in December that they would not consent to ratification if the Obama administration failed to provide for the modernization of the U.S. deterrent. But thanks to the NPR's diktats, it cannot comply. In the hope that senators will opt to be rubber stamps rather than real quality-control agents, Team Obama has offered a classic bait-and-switch. It has provided a back-of-the-envelope plan that ostensibly would spend about $85 billion over 10 years on "modernization." Set aside the fact that most of the money is in far out-year budgets - and, is therefore, but a gleam in the eye. Most of it already is programmed for ongoing operations and maintenance. Some would go to upgrading Manhattan Project-era facilities. But how many new nuclear weapons would we get for $85 billion? Nada. Not even one. If senators take their constitutional responsibilities seriously, or even just meant what 41 of them formally committed to in writing seven months ago, they must not rubber-stamp the New START Treaty. Just say no.
Won’t pass – gop block bc of modernization funding. 

WASHINGTON POST 7-26. [“The START Debate” http://www.washingtonpost.com/wp-dyn/content/article/2010/07/25/AR2010072502243.html -- DA 7/26/10]

This is a legitimate concern. The U.S. weapons stockpile is in need of renewal, as are the laboratories and industrial complex that sustain it. Despite its official embrace of the goal of eliminating nuclear weapons, the Obama administration accepts this priority and, to its credit, has been working hard to persuade Mr. Kyl and other Republicans of its commitment to it. Among other things, officials have prepared a plan for $80 billion in spending on the nuclear weapons complex over the next decade and have pressed Democrats in the House and Senate to support a $7 billion installment in next year's budget.  Mr. Kyl is not satisfied. He says that he wants to see the 2011 money appropriated by Congress before the Senate votes on the treaty. Republicans are further asking to review the official negotiating record with Russia, a demand that the administration is resisting. All this could have the effect -- perhaps intended -- of thwarting Democratic hopes that the Senate Foreign Relations Committee will vote on START by early next month, so that the full Senate can take it up before the November election. 

Not enough time.

LAFRANCHI 7-23. [Howard, staffwriter, ‘Republican skepticism challenges US-Russia treaty on nuclear weapons” Christian Science Monitor -- DA 7/27/10]

The White House will be scrambling in the coming weeks to answer the objections and questions of key Republican senators to aspects of a new arms control treaty with Russia. President Obama would like to see the treaty ratified by the end of the year. But with the November midterm elections fast approaching, and with some Republican voices calling for no significant legislation to be considered in a post-election lame-duck session, prospects for what is widely considered to be President Obama’s most significant foreign-policy achievement to date may be wilting with every passing hot Washington summer day.
Won’t Pass – Gop Painting It As Weakening Security 

HEILBRUNN 7-12. [JACOB, staffwriter, “The New START treaty deserves to be ratified” LA Times -- DA 7/26/10]

President Obama signed a nuclear arms control agreement — the New START treaty — with Russian counterpart Dmitry Medvedev in Prague in April to much fanfare. Senate hearings on the treaty are taking place. But in a reprise of Cold War debates, hard-liners are seeking to block Senate ratification of the treaty, where it needs a two-thirds majority, by depicting the deal as a dangerous sellout to Moscow. The treaty deserves careful scrutiny, but it is in danger of becoming the victim of a hazing campaign.  The Heritage Foundation announces on its website that it "has been leading the charge against New START treaty, as we do with all threats to American sovereignty and independence. And our message is getting through to our target audience in Congress." Indeed it is. Senate Minority Whip Jon Kyl (R-Ariz.) is citing the foundation's studies. Other Republican senators expressing doubts include Mitch McConnell of Kentucky, James M. Inhofe of Oklahoma and Jim DeMint of South Carolina. The most inflammatory attack, however, has come from former presidential candidate Mitt Romney. In an op-ed in the Washington Post, he claimed the treaty represented Obama's "worst foreign policy mistake yet." 
====Cap and Trade====
Cap and Trade Wont Pass
Its dead – no way to resurrect it – uniqueness overwhelms the link. 

HEISER 10. [James, staffwriter, “Cap and Trade collapses in Senate” The New American -- http://www.thenewamerican.com/index.php/usnews/politics/4129-cap-and-tradencollapses-in-senate -- DA 7/27/10]

According to press reports, the drive for “cap and trade” legislation has finally died in the Senate.  A New York Times story reports:  Bowing to political reality, Senator Harry Reid, the Nevada Democrat and majority leader, said the Senate would not take up legislation intended to reduce carbon emissions blamed as a cause of climate change, but would instead pursue a more limited measure focused on responding to the oil spill in the Gulf of Mexico and tightening energy efficiency standards.  “We know where we are,” Mr. Reid told reporters after reviewing the state of energy legislation with Senate Democrats and administration officials. “We know that we don’t have the votes.” 
Cap and Trade was not supported 
Morrissey July 27, 2010 (Ed, American conservative blogger, columnist, motivational speaker, and talk show host. "House Dems feel hung out to dry on Cap and Trade." July 27, 2010) http://hotair.com/archives/2010/07/27/house-dems-feel-hung-out-to-dry-on-cap-and-trade/
“That bill would just crucify Missouri. Voting for it, it just didn’t make sense,” said state Sen. Bill Stouffer, who is one of two well-financed Republican primary candidates hoping to unseat Democratic Rep. Ike Skelton in the fall. TheGOP is using the climate change vote to accuse Skelton, now in his 34th year in Congress, of drifting from his moderate Midwestern roots. “I vote for Ike Skelton. Everybody votes for Ike Skelton,” said Kay Hoflander, chairman of the Lafayette County Republican Party. But when Skelton voted for the climate bill, “he quit representing his district,” Hoflander said. “People now are saying, ‘Ike used to be one of us.’ “ Anyone with a map and a sense of politics knew that the Senate would get nowhere with cap-and-trade.  Harry Reid used up all of his political capital getting ObamaCare passed, and that didn’t have the regional implications that C&T has.  A number of Democrats in the upper chamber represent Coal Belt states like Pennylvania, Ohio, West Virginia, Indiana, and so on.  On top of that, imposing a de facto energy tax in the midst of economic turmoil would be akin to dousing a house fire with jet fuel, and the rational minds in the Senate know it. If these Representatives fell for a line from Pelosi and Obama that the Senate would rush to pass such a bill after making themselves monumentally unpopular with ObamaCare, then they deserve their early retirement.  It sounds more like a case for a Captain Louis Renault award, however: 

Cap and Trade won’t pass ever

Jenkins and Swezey July 26, 2010 (Jesse and Devon, Director of energy and Climate Policy at the Breakthrough Institute. "Earth to Greens: Forget about Cap and Trade and START over." July 27, 2010) http://blogs.forbes.com/energysource/2010/07/26/earth-to-greens-bury-cap-and-trade-and-plan-anew/
Cap and trade is dead. Again. For real this time.  Reports put the time of death at 1 P.M. EST, July 22nd, 2010. That is when Senate Majority Leader Harry Reid emerged from a meeting of the Democratic Caucus without enough support for even a severely weakened and scaled-back emissions cap on the utility sector.  With that, recognition has finally set in everywhere: the United States Senate is not going to enact any form of cap and trade. Not this year. And probably not any time in the foreseeable future.  Worse yet, clean energy progress this year has gone down with the long-sinking cap and trade ship.  Democrats in the Senate have now successfuly wasted what little time they had left on the congressional calendar wrangling over a utility-only cap--already compromised beyond recognition and destined for political failure--instead of working to advance a package of measures that would have started to make real progress on clean energy.  Reid has made it clear he'll bring only an extremely narrow bill to the floor before the August recess, one pairing measures responding to the Gulf oil spill with some incentives for home efficiency retrofits and natural gas vehicles. 
Cap And Trade Bill Is Dead- Won’t Come Out Of The Senate
TIME 7-22 (“Cap and Trade is Dead (Really, Truly, I'm Not Kidding). Who's to Blame?” Bryan Walsh, 7-22-2010.  http://ecocentric.blogs.time.com/2010/07/22/cap-and-trade-is-dead-really-truly-im-not-kidding-whos-to-blame/?xid=rss-topstories Accessed 7-27)
The headline has been written countless times, but this time it is true: carbon cap-and-trade of any sort will not come out of this Congress—and perhaps it never will. Instead of comprehensive economy-wide carbon cap that Senator John Kerry had urged—and that the House had already passed a year ago—or even the compromise utility-only cap bill that had been suggested as an alternative, Senate Majority Leader Harry Reid announced today that he would move forward next week on a bill that only deals with the BP oil spill and a few other low-profile energy policies. The reason was simple, according to Reid—politics: It's easy to count to 60. I could do it by the time I was in eighth grade. My point is this, we know where we are. We know we don't have the votes [for a bill capping emissions]. This is a step forward. That Reid couldn't get a filibuster-beating super-majority to pass climate and energy legislation surely seems to be the case—after all, the Majority Leader can indeed count. But the idea that such an unambitious bill—even after the shock of the oil spill—represents anything but treading water is a joke. According to Democratic Senator Jeff Bingaman of New Mexico—who had pushed an earlier compromise energy bill out of his committee—Reid's bill won't include a carbon cap or even a renewable energy standard, which would require utilities to source a certain percentage of their electricity from clean sources. Instead it's likely to contain energy efficiency upgrades for home appliances and measures to push the nation's trucking fleet to use cleaner natural gas. (Something the Texas oil-turned-wind tycoon T. Boone Pickens has been advocating for years, as Bradford Plumer of the New Republic points out—so at least a Texas billionaire who made his money off petroleum is having a good day.) It's possible that the Democrats will be able to put some form of a carbon cap back into the bill after the August recess or even during the lame-duck session following the November elections—but that has about a snowball's chance in midtown Manhattan (after global warming) of coming true

Cap And Trade Never Had A Chance
Michael Shellenberger 10 (“Shellenberger: 'This is the end of cap-and-trade for a long time'” By Ezra Klein, July 23, 2010; 5:00 PM ET. Michael Shellenberger, co-founder of the Breakthrough Institute and one half of the heterodox environmental duo of Nordhaus and Shellenberger http://voices.washingtonpost.com/ezra-klein/2010/07/shellenberger_this_is_the_end.html Accessed 7-27)
 “I think the attacks from the greens on the White House and the White House’s response all miss the point. There was no amount of speechifying or arm twisting Obama could have done that would’ve changed that vote significantly. And vice versa, the green groups hired some of the best advertisers and lobbyists and spent $100 million. They didn’t do a bad job. They had arguably the best mobilization environmental groups have ever done in the history of the environmental movement. It was the proposal itself that was impossible for this Congress, and any Congress in recent memory, to pass
====Mid Terms====

GOP Win 1NC

GOP will win now—polls prove a trend to dem losses but a win isn’t locked yet

Kyle Trygstad, Real Clear Politics Washington Correspondent, 7/26/2010, "Gallup: Dem Dominance Declining In 2010," http://www.realclearpolitics.com/articles/2010/07/26/gallup_dem_dominance_declining_in_2010_106466.html

The number of Americans identifying themselves as Democrats has been on the decline for the past two years, Gallup  reports. With that, far fewer states in 2010 are dominated by Democrats as were in 2008, when the party won the White House and extended its majorities in both chambers of Congress. Now, just 44% of Americans identify themselves as Democratic or leaning Democratic, an 8-point drop since 2008. The number of independents has concurrently increased by 8 points to 16%, while Republican identification has remained stable at 40%. The results were taken from 175,000 interviews with American adults over the first six months of the year. While party identification doesn't necessarily predict how one will vote or voter turnout -- especially when these results are of adults, not necessarily registered or likely voters -- the trend line still shows a more politically competitive country this year. The number of states where Democrats hold at least a 10-point lead in party ID has declined by more than half over the last two years, going from 30 in 2008, to 24 in 2009, to 14 in 2010. Meanwhile, solidly Republican states have increased from four in 2008 to seven in 2010, and toss-up states have increased from 10 to 16 over the past two years. "The key finding at this juncture is that Democrats, not Republicans, have been the net losers as Americans shift away from the major parties," writes Gallup's Frank Newport. "The overall result is a more competitive partisan environment this year than has been the case in the last two years, underscoring the potential for Republicans to do well and pick up seats in this year's midterm elections."

GOP Win

Dems will lose now—incumbency, three-in-a-row syndrome, polls, and special elections prove

Tim Storey, National Conference of State Legislatures Senior Fellow, Sabato's Crystal ball (UVA Center for Politics Blog) Guest Columnist, 7/22/2010, "Legislature Lowdown," http://www.centerforpolitics.org/crystalball/articles/txs2010072201/

To say that Democrats have their work cut out for them in 2010 would be an understatement. Several historic trends point to this being a GOP year. Since 1900, there have been 27 elections held in the presidential mid-term year. In all but two of those mid-term elections, the party in the White House lost seats in state legislatures. The only exceptions were in 1934 and 2002. In 1934 during one of the lowest points of the great depression, Democrats campaigned on Franklin Roosevelt’s New Deal and gained over 1100 legislative seats nationwide in FDR’s first mid-term election. In 2002, Republicans rode a groundswell of support for President George W. Bush in the wake of the September 11th attacks to pick up 177 seats. However, in the other 25 mid-term elections, the party of the president lost an average 495 legislative seats. Mid-term losses have been mitigated in recent decades since modern redistricting took hold, but the trend is still very consistent. This trend is not good news for Democratic legislative candidates running for the first time since 2000 with a Democrat in the White House.  Another trend that works in favor of the GOP is the three-in-a-row syndrome. Democrats have increased their legislative numbers in each of the past three election cycles with their biggest surge being in 2006 when they added 322 seats. Neither party has netted seats in four consecutive elections since Democrats capped off a string of winning four elections in a row in 1936. Add to this polls pointing to an anti-incumbent year, and it’s clear that Democrats face the proverbial uphill climb especially since they will have far more incumbents running for legislatures than the Republicans. One other minor trend that might bode well for Republicans is the handful of special legislative elections held thus far in 2010. Since January 1st, there have been 37 special elections to fill state legislative vacancies. In six of those races, the party control of the seat switched with Republicans winning four and Democrats winning two. In 2006, Democrats managed to swipe 11 seats in special elections compared to two won by Republicans, and that edge in specials turned out to be a harbinger of big Democratic gains in November of that year.
Rangel scandal will undermine Dems—guarantees major Dem losses

Shane D'Aprile, The Hill, 7/25/2010, "Rangel may hurt fellow Dems with ethics trial yet keep his own seat," http://thehill.com/blogs/ballot-box/house-races/110789-rangel-may-hurt-fellow-dems-yet-keep-his-own-seat

A prominent congressional Democrat having to stand trial before the House ethics committee less than two months before November's election could compound the party's electoral woes in 2010. Yet if Rep. Charles Rangel (D-N.Y.) does end up making the campaign trail tougher for House Democrats this fall, the irony is that short of him being expelled from the House, observers say he's unlikely to lose his own congressional seat.  Democrats have resigned themselves to losing seats in Congress this fall and have been test-driving a midterm message strategists think can help minimize those losses, but news that the House ethics committee is charging Rangel with multiple violations is certain to knock Democratic candidates off message.

Gop will take the house – momentum and voter turn out. 

TANTAROS 7-27. [Andrea, “99 Days to the election, and the democrats are in trouble” Fox News -- http://www.foxnews.com/opinion/2010/07/23/andrea-tantaros-midterm-elections-gop-capture-house-representatives-senate/ -- DA 7/27/10]

It’s impossible to predict what will happen in November when voters head to the polls in the 2010 midterms. But looking at the current landscape and polling, it shows that a stagnant economy, a bleak job market, an unpopular healthcare bill, a suffering gulf and lawless border have put Democrats on very shaky ground.   And this isn’t just election. Democrats hold the House, the Senate and the White House giving them total control. If the GOP were to take either legislative bodies – or both – a power balance would be achieved.   If the election were held today, Republicans would have a good chance at capturing the House of Representatives. Generic congressional ballot polls show the GOP with an edge. Numbers by Rasmussen, Fox News and Quinnipiac show the right with a 9, 4, and 5 point lead, respectively, and a margin of error of +/- 3%.   Enthusiasm is also on the GOP’s side. Republicans are much more engaged in the coming election and more inclined to say they are certain to vote than are Democrats.   According to the Pew Center’s President Andrew Kohut, “the much-talked about GOP enthusiasm edge over Democrats is turning into a sizable voter turnout advantage, one even bigger than in 1994 when conservatives shocked Washington and took control of the House and Senate.” 

Gop win – independents bandoning obama. 

TANTAROS 7-27. [Andrea, “99 Days to the election, and the democrats are in trouble” Fox News -- http://www.foxnews.com/opinion/2010/07/23/andrea-tantaros-midterm-elections-gop-capture-house-representatives-senate/ -- DA 7/27/10]

Independents will play a key role in the midterm outcomes. The demographic broke in large numbers for Barack Obama in 2008 but have peeled off and are now polling more likely with the right.   Fueling this wave against the left is a very unpopular President and his policies. According to a Fox News/Opinion Dynamics poll released July 16th, finds that 41 percent of voters will cast their ballots to register opposition to President Obama's policies and according the Gallup Daily poll, President Obama’s job approval is hitting one of his lowest points - a 46% approval and disapproval rating. The real nugget of interest when you look closer is that only 36% of Americans have confidence in the Presidency. That’s down 15 percentage points in the last month. 

Gop win – money advantage. 

DAVIS 7-15. [Susan, Capital Bureau, “GOP has money momentum in open senate races” Wall Street Journal -- DA 7/27/10]

Underscoring the momentum shift behind the GOP in the midterm elections, Republican candidates out-raised Democrats in the second quarter in every competitive race for an open Senate seat.  Below is a snapshot of the key races and their money haul for the second quarter. Collectively, Republicans out-raised Democrats in these nine races by about $9 million in the three month span from April through June.  While this is good news for the GOP, there are caveats–as always. In several races, Republicans out-raised Democrats during the quarter, but the Democrat still has more money in the bank. In Indiana, for example, Republican Dan Coats out-raised Democrat Brad Ellsworth, but Ellsworth still holds a $200,000 cash-on-hand advantage.  And in competitive races with an incumbent Democrat, including California, Nevada, and Arkansas, the senator out-raised the Republican challengers.  But in the competitive races for open seats—where no incumbent is running—the GOP money momentum has picked up. Whether Republican candidates can maintain the cash advantage remains to be seen, and money doesn’t always translate in to Election Day victories, but the numbers underscore why the GOP is feeling bullish this year. 

GOP Win

Dems lost momentum now—distracted, no message, and race scandal 

David Kuhn, Real Clear Politics Chief Plitical Correspondent, 7/25/2010, "On Democrats' Lost Week," http://www.realclearpolitics.com/articles/2010/07/25/on_democrats_lost_week_obama_nancy_pelosi_race_netroots_rangel_106460.html

It should have been a good week for Democrats. The financial overhaul was signed into law. The extension of unemployment benefits passed. The Democratic Party finally looked like a party that could get things done. But the week didn't turn out so good. The economic news was smothered by that most American of cacophonies – the race tempest. Add to the noise a scandalized old pol. It felt like the good (or bad) old days. Even the Black Panthers are in the news. The headline came from the bastion of racy stories – the Agriculture Department. An official was fired for seemingly racist remarks. The White House soon realized these were not racist remarks. Context brought about a presidential mea culpa. Here we were again. The politically correct police charged a black woman with insensitive words about whites. Indeed, this was the novel part. The racial roles were reversed. It was ripe irony. Conservatives cried racial grievance. Liberals cried over racial comments taken out of context. Of course, the tempest is anything but novel. About two years ago, a race spectacle spurred Barack Obama to speak about our tendency to "tackle race only as spectacle." One year ago, the cop and prof scandal brought about the silliest of spectacles – the beer summit. But race was also beside the political point. Democrats' deeper issue is their vulnerability to these distractions. This was the same week that New York Democratic Rep. Charlie Rangel was officially charged with violating congressional ethics rules. Democrats cannot get a break these days. Recall the week prior. The BP spill stopped. The government won a record settlement from Goldman Sachs. But some things never change. If it bleeds it still leads. The bleeding stops. We move on. This is not to spin a liberal yarn. Democrats' bad days are not merely a matter of bad luck. Obama owes his mandate to this environment's formative event – the market crash. He is judged by his response to that crash. Now, in electoral terms, Democrats are set to pay significantly more than history dictates. Yes, it's normal for the president's party to lose seats in their first midterm. But it's abnormal to risk losing this many seats. This is not the natural ebb of political tides. Midterm waves do not generally cause so rapid a reversal. In fact, in post-World War II America, midterm waves usually take twelve years to see the tide fully turn (GOP wave in '46, Dem wave in '58 – GOP '66, Dem '74 – GOP '94, Dem '06). But, in another sense, this potential wave is unsurprising. Democrats have been on this path for a year. They made the same old liberal mistakes. The same old mommy-daddy fights followed. And so might the familiar rebuke of modern liberalism. The hard reality is already sideling liberal dreams, all over again. Senate Democrats bowed to realpolitik this week and tabled the comprehensive energy bill. The Democratic week closed with the annual Netroots Nation conference. Some 2,000 online liberal activists gathered in Las Vegas.  On Saturday, House Speaker Nancy Pelosi tried to assuage liberal bloggers. She said the Senate must not "walk away" from energy reform. "Time is running out," she added. Time is running out for Democrats as well. Pelosi implored activists to "keep up the fight." This is not only how weeks are lost but also majorities. The midterm election is in 100 days. Democrats cannot afford many more lost weeks. After all, when a leader urges her troops to "keep up the fight," we know which side is winning the war.

GOP win—popular discontent

Camille Elhassani, Al Jazerra staff writer, 7/25/2010, "Democrats, Republicans, and 100 Days," http://blogs.aljazeera.net/americas/2010/07/25/democrats-republicans-and-100-days

It’s possible if not probable that Republicans could pick up enough seats to substantially affect  policymaking, even if they don’t become the majority party.  That’s because voters are angry that about job loss, home foreclosures and retirement savings vanishing and don’t see substantial progress on their priorities.  Jobs, jobs, jobs.  No incumbent will be able to avoid the political black hole of high unemployment.  Nearly 15 million Americans are unemployed, and if they don’t have a job to go to on November 2, they might be the first ones in line on Election Day.  And there are other national and local issues voters will consider:  the growing deficit, illegal immigration, and widespread public anger with Washington could translate into a drubbing for the Democratic Party.  The oil spill in the Gulf of Mexico and the increasing number of US casualties in Afghanistan are added headaches for the party in power. 

Obama’s wins have hurt his mid-term chances

Camille Elhassani, Al Jazerra staff writer, 7/25/2010, "Democrats, Republicans, and 100 Days," http://blogs.aljazeera.net/americas/2010/07/25/democrats-republicans-and-100-days

Democrats, on the other hand, will try to convince voters that the specter of George Bush remains and obstructionist Republicans are responsible for the country’s problems.   Obama and the Democrats have fulfilled a number of campaign promises, but have consistently failed to convince the public that these achievements are good for the country. And the President has angered independents and liberals in nearly equal measure.  Independents say he went too far Left with his economic policies while liberals decry his escalation of the war in Afghanistan.

GOP fundraising surge

Eric Zimmerman, The Hill, 7/27/2010, "Pelosi fears ‘disturbing surge in Republican fundraising' efforts," http://thehill.com/blogs/blog-briefing-room/news/111119-pelosi-fears-disturbing-surge-in-republican-fundraising

Speaker Nancy Pelosi (D-Calif.) is concerned about a “disturbing surge in Republican fundraising,” according to an e-mail she wrote to Democratic supporters Tuesday.  In a missive to the Democratic Congressional Campaign Committee (DCCC) e-mail list, Pelosi thanked donors for helping the committee reach their fundraising goal, but warned that Republicans were jumping out ahead.  “[J]ust as soon as word came of the contribution that put us over the top, we received news of a disturbing surge in Republican fundraising,” Pelosi wrote. “House Republicans are now claiming to have had their strongest fundraising in five years.”
GOP will win—public opinion

Rob Mentzer, Wausau Daily Herald staff writer, 7/25/2010, "Year of the elephant?," http://www.wausaudailyherald.com/article/20100725/WDH06/7250316/Year-of-the-elephant-

This year, public opinion data indicate that the midterm elections are likely to be very good to Republicans. Analysts see it as very possible that the GOP will retake the House, and perhaps the Senate.  That has many Republicans in Wisconsin hoping that their party will put in a strong enough showing here to win not only the governor's mansion, but also one or both chambers of the state Legislature.  "I think it's possible (that Republicans will win both chambers). I think it's very possible," said Mark Jefferson, executive director of the Republican Party of Wisconsin. "I have found it's best to under-promise and over-deliver. But I think it's possible."  In the state Senate, Democrats hold 18 seats and Republicans hold 15, meaning the GOP needs to gain two seats to take control. In the Assembly, Democrats have 52 seats to Republicans' 46, and one former Democratic lawmaker, Rep. Bob Ziegelbauer of Manitowoc, recently announced that he'll run for re-election as an independent. Republicans need to gain four seats to take control.  Part of what Jefferson is hoping will happen is that the national political mood will trickle down to state-level races. In reference to state races, Jefferson spoke about national-level policies such as the 2009 economic stimulus bill and a proposed cap and trade energy bill.  "People are not happy, and the fact is, the Democrats overreached," Jefferson said. "Those (national) issues are all on the table."
GOP Lose
Dems win now – reid proves. 

CHRISTOPHER 7-16. [Tommy, “Midterms Harbring? Harry Reid leads Sharron Angle 44%-37% in New Poll” Media Ite -- http://www.mediaite.com/online/midterm-harbinger-harry-reid-leads-sharron-angle-44-37-in-new-poll/ DA -- 7/16/10]

According to a new Mason-Dixon poll, Senator Harry Reid (D-NV) may have turned the “corner” on Sharron Angle. The poll shows Reid leading, for the first time, over his Teapublican opponent, 44%-37%, with a 4-pt margin of error. While the political media are pushing the idea that the mid-terms are a referendum on President Obama, could this poll be an indicator that the White House’s framing, that you don’t give the keys back to the ones who drove us into the ditch, is working? (h/t Rumproast)  Even with this lead, Harry Reid, like President Obama, suffers from less-than-majority support, an awful sign for an incumbent. People aren’t happy with the Democrats, but they’re even unhappier with the Republicans. Granted, Sharron Angle is a uniquely awful candidate (who actually threatened to sue Reid in order to silence…herself), but even so, Reid has been in trouble for a very long time, and it only took Angle a month to pull him out of it.  Much has been made of the “anti-incumbent sentiment,” one that flowers in off-year elections anyway, and is aggravated by tough economic times. But if the Democrats can convince voters that the Republicans are that much worse, and they get a few lucky breaks on the economy, they could pull off some ugly wins.  

Dems gaining in the polls – gop gaffes. 

SCHALLER 7-21. [10, Tom, Associate Professor in the Department of Political Science at University of Maryland “House Majority Tipping Point” Five Thirty Eight, DA 7/25/10]

The impetus this time is pretty straightforward: The "big news" this week that the Democrats seem to be gaining ground in Gallup's General Congressional Ballot. As Gallup's Lydia Saad writes in her summary of the results, "The Democrats' six-point advantage in Gallup Daily interviewing from July 12-18 represents the first statistically significant lead for that party's candidates since Gallup began weekly tracking of this measure in March."  OK, what to make of this? What might explain the Democratic bump, will it last, and is it enough to mitigate their expected losses this November?  To begin, loyal 538 readers know that as a general rule of thumb we should use +2D as the GCB "zero point" because of the way Democratic respondents (mostly as a result of racial redistricting) are distributed across House districts. So the good news for Democrats is that the latest generic ballot is above +2; the bad news is that it's not much above it, particularly when polling margin of error could account for most of that net 4-point spread. One spike up does not a trend make.  However, for the sake of argument let's presume that Democrats have finally hit bottom and are now starting to surge toward a comeback that will limit their losses to something closer to the historical midterm average loss of about 16 seats, rather than closer to the 39 seats they'll need to recapture the majority. (Related note: As the National Republican Congressional Committee recently and quite correctly pointed out, some national Democrats are trying to move the goalposts a bit to raise expectations about the number of seats the GOP should gain, so they can spin the results in November.)  In any case, let me spitball a few possible explanations for the turnaround:  1. The poor House Republican response to the BP spill, particularly the whole Joe Barton episode, seriously damaged the Republican momentum by portraying Republicans as elevating big business interests over the national interest;  2. The financial reform debate shifted the national conversation away from difficult economic topics for Democrats like unemployment, stimulus, and bailouts;  3. The painful fight over health care reform is over, and voters are starting to come around a bit on the idea of reform;   4. The national Democratic campaign to depict the GOP as a the "party of no" or "new no ideas"* is starting to gain traction; and/or  5. Anti-incumbent sentiment is subsiding.
Republican lead will collapse—they either adopt a platform and divide the party or don’t and are the “party of no”

Doyle McManus, LA Times columnist, 7/25/2010, "National view: Post-November congressional outlook: partisan gridlock," http://www.duluthnewstribune.com/event/article/id/174589/

But there’s at least one potential problem for the Republicans: They haven’t settled on a unified national message yet — and a quiet civil war is brewing over what, if anything, it should say. In one camp are House conservatives, led by Rep. Eric Cantor, R-Va., the House minority whip, who argue that Republicans won in 1994 because the Contract with America laid out by then-Rep. Newt Gingrich, R-Ga., articulated a coherent message around which candidates and voters could rally. The document got wide buy-in from congressional Republicans, with only two members of the House electing not to sign it.  Without that kind of clear, near-unanimous statement, Cantor and his allies argue, Republicans leave themselves vulnerable to being painted by Democrats as the “party of no” — and, worse, as the party that voters rejected in 2008.  Other Republicans, reportedly including Senate Minority Leader Mitch McConnell, R-Ky., worry about finding a tent large enough to include all GOP viewpoints. Trying to come up with a single platform, they believe, could be divisive, and the party should simply embrace a few broad issues such as cutting taxes and spending. We’re already winning, they argue; why get too specific and give

Even if Dems lose, they won’t lose big—fundraising advantage 

Chris Cillizza, WaPo staff writer, 7/21/2010, "Money versus momentum in the fight for House control," http://voices.washingtonpost.com/thefix/morning-fix/1-2-3-with-west.html

Democrats, too, should feel as though they are as ready as they will ever be for what almost certainly will be an election in which they sustain significant losses. The $34 million sitting in the DCCC bank account will pay for lots (and lots) of ads attacking Republicans running for Congress across the country and, given the NRCC's current cash position, voters will be hearing more of the Democratic message than the Republican one over their airwaves in the final months of many of these competitive races.
GOP Lose
Dems will recover and win upcoming special elections—will re-energize the party

Shane D'Aprile, The Hill, 7/27/2010, "Despite defeats, liberals see hope in remaining primaries," http://thehill.com/blogs/ballot-box/house-races/111021-despite-defeats-liberals-see-hope-in-remaining-primary-challenges

But nationally, liberal and progressive groups remain undaunted — looking ahead on the primary calendar and touting candidates they think have the potential to upend the party establishment. One marquee primary is unfolding in New Hampshire’s 2nd congressional district, where activists have a tailor-made narrative they think will motivate liberals nationwide. The two leading candidates in the Democratic primary, who are competing for the seat being vacated by Rep. Paul Hodes (D), are Katrina Swett and Ann McLane Kuster. One is the former co-chairwoman of Sen. Joe Lieberman’s (I) presidential campaign, the other a longtime abortion-rights activist and self-proclaimed champion of the progressive grass roots.  “The energy we are seeing from activists is just incredible,” said Kuster. “We have well over 1,000 grassroots activists in over 110 towns across the district, making calls, campaigning door to door.”

New momentum—jobs legislation

Jennifer Bendery and Steven Dennis, Roll Call Staff, 7/22/2010, "Democrats Score Big Win on Jobs Bill," http://www.rollcall.com/issues/56_10/news/48582-1.html?CMP=OTC-RSS

House Democrats trumpeted a blowout victory Wednesday on the first item on their revamped jobs agenda — not only because they racked up a much-needed accomplishment but also because they drove a wedge between Republican rank-and-file Members and their leadership

Can’t Predict the Elxn
Can’t predict the election—too early and multiple controversies will occur that change the key issues in the election

Walter Shapiro, Politics Daily Senior Correspondent, 7/19/2010, "Handicapping the 2010 Election: The Five Biggest Mysteries," http://www.politicsdaily.com/2010/07/18/handicapping-the-201o-election-the-five-biggest-mysteries/

Our all-talk-little-thought media culture has scant patience for actual events like elections -- by the time flesh-and-blood voters go to the polls on Nov. 2, everyone's attention will already be fixated on the 2012 presidential primaries. While the more cautious analysts footnote their predictions with the caveat "if the elections were held today," such hedge phrases are sloughed off like the motor-mouthed recital of possible side effects at the end of a drug commercial. In truth, the congressional elections are still far enough in the future for the political landscape to be reshaped by the powerful bulldozer of unknowable events. One hundred days was long enough for Napoleon to escape Elba, assemble an army, reclaim his title as emperor of France and endure his final defeat at Waterloo. One hundred days was long enough for the newly elected Franklin Roosevelt in the depths of the Depression to create the New Deal. But in an era when information flows at a speed that makes Mercury seem flatfooted, we are treating the 2010 elections as if voters will be locked in a news-free isolation chamber until November. Without conjuring up the chilling notion of another terrorist attack (the X-factor mentioned in all election forecasts since 2002) or a dramatic image makeover (Harry Reid rescuing a drowning kitten with TV cameras rolling), we still can be certain that aspects of the summer of 2010 will seem as dated as a Jane Fonda workout video by Election Day. Here are Five Known Unknowns (hat tip to Don Rumsfeld) that could play havoc with 2010 electoral predictions: Changed Perceptions of the Economy Nothing will make this a "morning in America" election for Barack Obama, Nancy Pelosi and the Democrats. (Next shocking revelation: Earth orbits sun). But it is easy to under-estimate how quickly public attitudes about the direction of the economy can shift. Just about 100 days ago, in early April, a routine financial news story in The New York Times was headlined, "Why So Glum? Numbers Point to a Recovery." Another Times story captured the prevailing April optimism with this sentence: "The mood has gone from panicked to cautious, and now, as Mark Zandi, chief economist for Moody'sEconomy.com put it, some consumers are 'almost a bit giddy.'" In late April, a CBS News/New York Times national poll even found that voters narrowly gave Obama a favorable rating for his handling of the economy. In contrast, Obama's approval rating on the economy plunged to 40 percent in a recent CBS News poll. These days, the nation's water supply would have to be dosed with Prozac to produce a hint of giddy optimism among consumers or to lure Democrats, who gave up being giddy months ago, off their window ledges. But, despite downcast economic projections, the dominant theme in late October could be renewed recovery or double-dip recession. We will not know for sure until we see the final pre-election unemployment numbers, the Halloween weekend Dow Jones average and the fall global economic outlook in the wake of the Greek debt crisis. The Immigration Wild Card July 27 could turn out to be among the most important dates on this year's political calendar -- that is when the Arizona are-your-papers-in-order immigration law is slated to take effect. One hundred days ago, when it was still uncertain that Gov. Jan Brewer would sign the get-tough legislation, few imagined that this Arizona law would become a Rorschach test for national attitudes on immigration. If the law is harshly enforced with TV news footage and YouTube videos highlighting examples of ethnic profiling and harassment of legal residents, the resulting furor could galvanize the Latino vote and increase Democratic turnout above expected levels in November. Conversely, the federal courts could halt enforcement of the law awaiting a judicial review likely to go all the way to the Supreme Court. In that case, Republican base voters joined by anti-immigration independents could have a new reason to revile the Obama administration and rally against perceived judicial activism. Will the Oil Spill Remain a Gusher of an Issue? BP's fouling of the Gulf of Mexico has been the second biggest news story of the year (topped only by the sputtering economy), according to content analysis by the Pew Research Center's Project for Excellence in Journalism. But if the oil spill has indeed been permanently capped (nothing is certain when it comes to BP these days), will that mean that Obama's slow initial response to the environmental catastrophe will fade as both a news story and a voting issue? This is the kind of question that defies pollsters since voters themselves have no idea how they will feel in November. Factor in the uncertainties of the hurricane season plus the unknown pace of cleanup efforts -- and you have a tar ball of a political puzzle. Do the Republicans Need a Message – and Will They Have One? Most memories of the 1994 GOP landslide that brought Newt Gingrich to power overstress the importance of "The Contract With America" that nearly 200 Republican incumbents and candidates signed on the steps of the Capitol six weeks before the election. But the struggle dividing congressional Republicans and their consultants this year is between those who believe that merely shouting, "Obama! Pelosi! Liberal!" is enough and those who demand an affirmative program. As Gingrich himself told The Washington Post, "Consultants, in my opinion, are stupid. The least idea-oriented, most mindless campaign of simplistic slogans is a mindless idea." Even if the Republicans can agree on a positive political vision for November (an iffy proposition), it will need to be a compelling message that can be communicated to the voters against the cacophony of 30-second attack ads and oppo-research vitriol. Gingrich was always a masterful showman and "The Contract With America" was built around internal House reforms that could be enacted despite the bitter opposition of a Democratic president in the White House. That is a challenging standard for House Minority Leader John Boehner to match with his planned but still ill-defined "Commitment to America." For according to a recent Washington Post-ABC News poll, only 26 percent of the voters have confidence in Republicans in Congress making "the right decisions for the country's future."

Can’t predict turnout now

Walter Shapiro, Politics Daily Senior Correspondent, 7/19/2010, "Handicapping the 2010 Election: The Five Biggest Mysteries," http://www.politicsdaily.com/2010/07/18/handicapping-the-201o-election-the-five-biggest-mysteries/

Who Will Actually Vote?  Most state polls, such as Rasmussen Reports, use a likely voter model to estimate who will actually go to the polls in November. But without plunging into the depths of bitter debates over polling methodology, it is an obvious truth that pollsters can more accurately gauge likely voters on the eve of the election than they can in mid-July. With statewide political reporters an endangered species because of newspaper cutbacks, these horse-race polls provide much of the grist for political debate in Washington and on television. The potential problem for armchair political analysts is that these July polls may provide a distorted picture of the 2010 electorate, especially if turnout patterns do not follow traditional norms. There are other political uncertainties out there from the Tea Party's prospects in the remaining Senate primaries in states like Colorado to whether the Citizens United Supreme Court decision will lead to an October outpouring of corporate-sponsored political TV ads, which would be legal for the first time. The real-world world could further complicate political handicapping with everything from a foreign-policy crisis to an unexpected Obama administration scandal. One hundred days is a lifetime in politics -- as Napoleon would be the first to attest. So follow the confident prognostications of TV pundits if that is your game. But just remember that no soothsayer has ever offered a money-back guarantee.

Gridlock Inevitable
Gridlock inevitable even if the Dems win

Doyle McManus, LA Times columnist, 7/25/2010, "National view: Post-November congressional outlook: partisan gridlock," http://www.duluthnewstribune.com/event/article/id/174589/

No matter what happens in November, we will have a divided government. If Republicans win a majority in the House, they will still be dealing with a Democratic president and, probably, a Democratic Senate. If Republicans fall short in the House, they may still reduce Speaker Nancy Pelosi’s majority enough to make bipartisan deals possible in the middle.
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