SDI 2010

20
Mini-Tournament Politics

Updates

***Mini-Tournament Politics***

1***Mini-Tournament Politics***

***Midterms****
2
Midterms – Dems Win
2
Midterms – Dems Win
3
Midterms – GoP Win – Senate
4
Midterms – GoP Win
5
Midterms – GoP Win
6
Aff – Economy Outweighs
7
Aff – Silver Original 2ac – Prefer Our Evidence
8
Aff – GoP Senate Impossible
9
Aff – AT: Gridlock
10
Aff – K Business
11
Neg – 1nc Link Extension
12
Neg – AT: Economy Outweighs
13
Neg – AT: Too Far Away
14
Neg – Loss ( Gridlock
15
***Cap and Trade***
16
Affirmative – Uniqueness Overwhelms Link
16
Affirmative – Uniqueness Overwhelms Link
17
Negative – Won’t Pass
18
***START***
19
Won’t Pass – No GoP
19
Will Pass
20


***Midterms****

Midterms – Dems Win

Democrats will retain the Senate now

Dallas News 7-18
Sessions, Cornyn see Republican momentum for midterm elections, Lexis

Democrats picked up 30 seats in their 2006 takeover, a serious blow to President George W. Bush. In 1994, the year of the Contract With America, Republicans upended the Clinton presidency with a gain of 52 seats, four more than Democrats claimed in the post-Watergate elections of 1974.  On the Senate side, Democrats control 59 of 100 seats. Most analysts foresee GOP gains that fall short of a majority, and Cornyn was careful not to predict a takeover. Menendez said that “despite headwinds,” Democrats will retain the majority.  On ABC’s This Week, Vice President Joe Biden shrugged off doom-and-gloom predictions for Democrats. “I don’t think the losses are going to be bad at all. I think we’re going to shock the heck out of everybody,” he said.
Recent trends show democrats gaining in the polls

Payne 7-19
Scott, Democrats gain six point lead on generic ballot, http://trueslant.com/scotthpayne/2010/07/19/democrats-gain-six-point-lead-on-generic-ballot/

Republicans have not been quiet about their opposition to Democratic efforts to pass financial reform legislation aimed at reining in Wall Street and avoiding another financial collapse like that experienced in 2008. Indeed, leading Republicans got busy calling for the repeal of the legislation before it had even passed the Senate. The Republicans’ strategy seems to be centered around the idea that opposition to government spending, which has been running rampant in independent voting circles, and a general mistrust of government overreach would, as in the health care reform debate, resonate more strongly with Americans. However, breaking polling indicates that Republicans may have misread voters on this issue. A poll just released by Gallup shows Democrats taking their first lead over Republicans on the generic ballot for the midterm elections, According to Gallup, the six-point jump is due in large part to movement by the very independent voters with whom the GOP has been so successful of late. With Republicans’ and Democrats’ support for their own party’s candidates holding steady in the low 90s this past week, independents are primarily responsible for Democrats’ improved positioning. While registered independents still favor a Republican candidate over a Democrat on the generic ballot, Democrats have made an impressive ten point gain among independents since the beginning of July, While Gallup is hesitant to draw any specific causality between the passage of financial reform legislation and the jump in Democratic support, it does go on to note a June poll demonstrating majority support for an expansion of regulations overseeing major financial institutions. And while a majority of Americans have expressed skepticism over the bill’s predicted efficacy, it could well be that Democrats’ message about Republican obstructionism is finally finding some purchase. 

Dems will come back from previous predictions

Payne 7-19
Scott, Democrats gain six point lead on generic ballot, http://trueslant.com/scotthpayne/2010/07/19/democrats-gain-six-point-lead-on-generic-ballot/

In the Huffington Post last week, outspoken reform advocate Senator Ted Kaufman advised, Ultimately, given the make-up of the Senate and the requirement of 60 votes, this was the best bill that could pass. For those who wish the bill was stronger, let there be no confusion about where the blame lies. It is because almost every Senator on the other side of the aisle did everything they could to stall, delay and oppose Wall Street reform. Having banked on the success of their messaging, Republicans may well be unable to pivot on what seems like breaking sentiment among a class of American voters who will hold perhaps more sway than ever in this year’s midterms. If that is the case and Democrats are able to take full advantage of lingering anti-Wall Street sentiment, the news may prove Democrats’ first real break in the polls leading up to November’s election and the meaningful possibility of a comeback from previous predictions.
Midterms – Dems Win

Democrats will retain control of the Senate

Reuters 7-14

Election looms for Democrats: How bad can it be?, http://www.reuters.com/article/idUSTRE66D4C920100714?feedType=RSS&feedName=topNews

In the Senate, Republicans would need to sweep nearly all of about 16 competitive races to reclaim the 51 seats needed for control. Poll averages compiled by the web site Real Clear Politics show the Democrats are likely to suffer big Senate losses but narrowly keep control.  "For the Senate to flip, you need a lot of things to happen -- Republicans will probably need a couple of surprises," said pollster Peter Brown of Quinnipiac University. "Clearly the Republicans are going to pick up seats, but they have a lot of seats they need to pick up."

Chances of Senate loss are 18 percent

Business Week 7-22

The Midterms Could Spark a Stock Rally, http://www.businessweek.com/magazine/content/10_31/b4189048926083.htm

The S&P 500 gained 6.7 percent in the 12 months after the 2006 midterm election, when Republicans and President George W. Bush lost control of both houses. In the 1994 congressional elections under President Bill Clinton, Democrats gave up their majority in the House and Senate. That was followed by the S&P's 34 percent surge in 1995, the biggest in 37 years, data compiled by Bloomberg show. The chance that Democrats will lose their Senate majority this year is 18 percent, according to Intrade.

Midterms – GoP Win – Senate

Senate will swing for the GoP now

Galston, Professor of Civic Engagement @ Maryland, 7-14
William, Attention, Democrats! The Senate Is Now in Play, The New Republic, http://www.tnr.com/blog/william-galston/76247/attention-democrats-the-senate-now-in-play

As if things weren’t bad enough for Democrats, something I didn’t believe possible six months ago has happened: The Senate is now in play. You don’t believe it, dear reader? Let’s look at the numbers.

To retain control, Democrats need at least 50 seats. They start with 45 seats that are safe or not up for election this year, and there are three more races (NY, CT, and OR) that they are likely to win, for a total of 48. (The comparable number for Republicans is 41.) That leaves 11 seats in play. Here they are, along with the most recent survey results:

CA       Fiorina (R) 47, Boxer (D) 45

CO      Buck (R) 48, Bennet (D) 39

FL        Rubio (R) 36, Crist (I) 34, Meek (D) 15

IL         Giannoulias (D) 40, Kirk (R) 39

KY      Paul (R) 43, Conway (D) 43

MO      Blunt (R) 48, Carnahan (D) 43

NV      Angle (R) 48, Reid (D) 41

OH      Portman (R) 43, Fisher (D) 39

PA       Toomey (R) 45, Sestak (D) 39

WA      Murray (D) 47, Rossi (R) 47

WI       Feingold (D) 45, Johnson (R) 43

Apply whatever discount you want to individual surveys of varying quality and provenance; the overall picture is pretty clear. A few things stand out:

·        Barbara Boxer is really in trouble, and it’s part of a larger California story: The most recent survey had Meg Whitman up seven over Jerry Brown in the gubernatorial contest.

·        Patty Murray and Russ Feingold are fighting for their political lives.

·        Colorado has been moving away from the Democratic Party since early in the Obama administration, and intra-party squabbling over the Senate nomination has increased the odds against Bennet.

·        The surge some expected toward Harry Reid after the Republicans nominated an “out-of-the-mainstream” candidate has not yet materialized.

·        Illinois's “deep-blue” status may not be enough to counteract the effects of a weak Democratic nominee.

There are some elections years (1980, 1986, and 2006 come to mind) when most of the close races tip in the same direction, producing a shift of control. 2010 could be another.

It’s entirely possible that when the dust settles this November, Republicans will have hit the trifecta—President Obama’s former seat, Vice President Biden’s former seat, plus the Senate majority leader’s seat.

Midterms – GoP Win

GoP will win the house

a) Political analysts agree

The Economist 7-8
Waiting to thump the Democrats, http://www.economist.com/node/16541619?story_id=16541619&fsrc=rss
THIS is a miserable time to be a Democratic politician in America, especially if you are a member of the House of Representatives. Most non-partisan pollsters and pundits agree that the Democrats can expect a thumping on November 2nd, when all of the 435 seats in the House and 36 of the 100 in the Senate will be up for grabs in the mid-term elections. By general consent the Republicans are unlikely to gain the ten seats they need to capture the Senate from the Democrats. In the House, on the other hand, the Democrats’ majority hangs by a whisker.  A nice indication of how close a race it is comes from a study by Alan Abramowitz, a political scientist at Emory University. He calculated last month that the Republicans are on track to win 42 House seats currently held by Democrats and lose just three of their own seats. That would give them a net gain of 39, which by coincidence is exactly how many they need to gain control. Nancy Pelosi would then have to surrender the speaker’s gavel she won in 2006 to the Republicans’ John Boehner, who would preside over a majority of 218 to 217—tiny, but enough to make life wretched for the Obama White House. Mr Abramowitz’s projection is only one of many to suggest that the election is tight. Although the analysis of his Cook Political Report still puts the Democrats’ losses between 30 and 40, Charlie Cook, an expert on the horse-race, says his “gut” tells him that the Democrats will lose “a few more than 40”. “Earth to House Democrats,” Bill Galston, a senior fellow in the Democrat-leaning Brookings Institution, wrote recently: “It’s time to press the panic button.”
b) Enthusiasm gap

The Economist 7-8
Waiting to thump the Democrats, http://www.economist.com/node/16541619?story_id=16541619&fsrc=rss

In the general election of 2008 part of the Democrats’ appeal was their fresh and inspiring presidential candidate. But Mr Obama is not up for re-election until November 2012, so even the diminishing number of voters who continue to find him inspiring might not vote in the mid-terms, when turnout is usually a good 15 points or so lower. That is especially true of the first-time voters, enthusiastic young people and fired-up blacks Mr Obama was able to mobilise in 2008. All polls now find that a far bigger proportion of Republicans than Democrats or independents are “more enthusiastic” about voting in the mid-terms.  A survey published by the Pew Research Centre on July 1st found that 56% of Republican voters were more enthusiastic about voting this year, the highest proportion since the Republican triumph of 1994. More Republicans than Democrats (64% to 50%) say they are playing close attention to election news. True, the same poll found that under-30s favoured the Democrats by a wide margin (57% to 32%), but only half of these were absolutely certain to vote. Among over-50s, on the other hand, the Republicans enjoy an 52% to 41% lead, but about eight of ten of these older voters said they were absolutely certain to vote. For the Democrats this is an ominous change: in the mid-terms of 2006, they held the same lead among young people but a 14-point lead among older voters too.

Midterms – GoP Win

c) Trends

Young 7-22
JT, served in the Department of Treasury and the Office of Management and Budget from 2001 -2004 and as a Congressional staff member from 1987-2000, Daily Caller, http://dailycaller.com/2010/07/22/recent-trends-point-to-disastrous-election-for-democrats/

As November looms, no wonder Democrats are concerned.  Just as trends are important in investing, and much time is devoted to trying to discern them, so too in politics.  In both cases, the reason is simple: they matter.  Right now, from whatever perspective, those trends are running against the Democrats. In politics, the most important election is always the next one.  It is especially true this year, with so many problems to address and so many policies yet to be finished.  Generally, we hear the trends are going against the Democrats, but what are the trends?  With what precision can we predict this will be a tough election for them?  Plenty. Rarely do the trends line up as consistently as they do right now.  Historical, near-term, and current, all point one direction. Historically, the party that holds the White House loses congressional seats in a president’s first midterm election.  In the last 100 years, only twice has a party bucked this trend: once by the Democrats with FDR in 1934, and once by the Republicans with George W. Bush in 2002. Over the last century, on average, Democrats lose 30 House seats and 1.4 Senate seats in their president’s first mid-term elections.  Just the average historical loss in the House this November would leave Republicans only 9 votes short of a majority. The near-term trend offers more of the same.  Last August, public opinion reached a watershed on the national health care reform proposal and it has not yet reversed.  Over that year, there have been eight “national elections”: the 2009 VA and NJ gubernatorials, the MA special Senate election, and five House special elections (NY-23, CA-10, FL-19, HI-1, and PA-12). None of these elections has taken place in “dark red” electorates, which could skew the results decidedly against Democrats.  Yet in only one has the Democratic candidate bested Obama’s 2008 total in that locale.  On average, the Democratic candidates have run 7.7 percentage points behind Obama’s presidential tally with their particular electorate. Such an amount may seem small, but politics usually is a zero-sum game – what one side loses, the other gains – so the electoral effect is double.  Of the Democratic candidates seeking reelection this year, 49 House and 4 Senate incumbents would have been at or below 50%, if 7.7 percentage points were taken from their last election’s vote percentage. Democrats have other challenges too.  Open seats, appointed seats, and special election seats all mean seats in which incumbents have less than full-term experience – that means less time to connect with the voters and to raise reelection money.  Twenty-five Democratic House seats and nine Democratic Senate seats fall in this category. All told, Democrats have 74 House seats and 14 Senate seats that are cause for concern under the near-term trend.  Both figures are well more than double Democratic historical loss trends of a first midterm election. Of course, not all these Democrats will lose by any means, and Republicans have their own seats in these categories as well.  But remember the trends.  Both the historical and the near-term trends are running against Democrats, not against Republicans. Finally, there is the current trend.  For this we can look at a variety of polling results, but two clearly show it.  According to a Quinnipiac University nationwide poll (2,181 registered voters, margin of error +/-2.1%) released 7/21, Obama’s approval rating was 44%, while his disapproval was 48%. In the “handling” of every sampled policy area – the economy, Gulf oil spill, illegal immigration, foreign policy, and Afghanistan – Obama’s disapproval was higher than his approval rating.  In the House generic ballot question, the Republican led the Democratic 43% to 38% and with independent voters the spread was 15%. Even more compelling was a National Public Radio June poll conducted in swing congressional districts – 60 Democratic-held and 10 Republican-held seats.  Obama’s approval rating was 42% versus 53% disapproval.  In the House election preferences, the Republican led 49% to 41% for the Democrat. With November just over three months away, forget the theoretical of policy differences.  It is the empirical of numerical differences that matter most now.  Democrats find themselves thrice in a vise, squeezed by all three trends – historical, near-term, and current – and the screws appear to tightening.
Aff – Economy Outweighs

Economy outweighs

Curtis 7-11
John, writes politically neutral commentary analyzing spin in national and global news, Obama’s Midterm Doldrums, http://www.examiner.com/x-45268-LA-City-Buzz-Examiner~y2010m7d11-Obamas-Midterm-Doldrums
If Barack wants to help Democrats next November, he needs to more forcefully communicate the Democratic agenda. So far, it looks like he has many priorities just not fixing the nation’s unemployment problem. Under Obama’s stimulus plan, the country has run up bigger budget deficits but hasn’t added many private sector jobs. Today’s sluggish economy directly relates to the lack of private sector jobs. When the world’s biggest economies met in Toronto last month, the European Union counseled fiscal restraint. Financing two extravagant wars hasn’t helped the private sector rebound and create new jobs. Voters will vote their pocket books in November. All the clever arguments won’t wash unless the economy continues to grow. If Republicans take charge next November, it’s not going to be, as Gibbs says, better arguments. It’s going to be the economy.  Democrats face a repeat of the “Republican Revolution” next November unless Barack can get the economy to start gaining steam. More foreclosures, bankruptcies and short-sales continue to hammer Barack’s approval ratings. Now that health care’s passed Congress and scheduled for 2014, Barack must work feverishly to pay the steep price tag. Lurking in the background are the fiscal insolvencies of Medicare and Social Security, the nation’s biggest social programs. Between now and the election, Barack should be talking about how he plans to get the economy moving. Fed Chairman Ben S. Bernanke can’t figure out the key, anymore than billionaire investor Warrren Buffett. While even Dr. Gloom himself, NYU Stern School Prof. Nouriel Roubini, predicts no double-dip recession yet,, Obama must devote every minute of his waking day to fixing the economy. 
Aff – Silver Original 2ac – Prefer Our Evidence

Prefer our evidence – Silver’s methodology is most effective

Condon 8
Stephanie, staff writer for CNET News focused on the intersection of technology and politics, Q&A: The formula behind FiveThirtyEight, http://news.cnet.com/8301-13578_3-10080885-38.html

While a number of sites and other media outlets offer aggregated polling information that can give a snapshot of the state of the presidential race, Silver's site takes things up a notch. FiveThirtyEight.com--named after the number of votes in the electoral college--uses a predictive algorithm to determine the most likely electoral outcome based on polling data and other variables, such as pollster reliability and demographics.  Silver's methods are based on Pecota (short for Player Empirical Comparison and Optimization Test Algorithm), an algorithm he wrote to predict the performance of baseball teams. As an analyst at the sports media companyBaseball Prospectus, he made a name for himself as a numbers guy with startlingly accurate results.  FiveThirtyEight is simple in design but crammed with numbers, graphs, and maps that deconstruct the data. The site also features a blog where Silver and writer Sean Quinn offer insightful commentary on campaign events.  Even though Silver launched the site as recently as March, its straightforward approach, daring predictions, and short but impressive track record has put it on the map of political sites to follow.The Washington Post featured Silver in its 14th annual election prediction contest this year, and he'll be reporting on Tuesday night's results with Dan Rather on HDNet.  As of Monday morning, Silver's projections had Democrat Barack Obama winning the presidency, with about 340 votes, and gave Republican John McCain less than a 4 percent chance of becoming president. Silver is open on the site about his support for Obama, but he claims that it shouldn't interfere with his methodology.  So far, Silver's methodology has held up well. His site became popular after he beat out most of the pollsters and pundits in predicting how the Indiana and North Carolina Democratic primaries would turn out.

Aff – GoP Senate Impossible

GoP can’t win the senate 

Hutchinson 5-26
Mark, What The 2010 Elections Could Mean For The Economy, NU Wire Investor, http://www.nuwireinvestor.com/articles/what-the-2010-elections-could-mean-for-the-economy-55498.aspx

Thus, the likelihood is for considerable Republican gains - but not outright dominance.  In the U.S. Senate, it's almost impossible when only 17 Democratic Senate seats are up for re-election for the Republicans to go from 41 to 51, thereby giving the GOP the 10 additional seats it needs to get a majority (ties would be broken by Vice President Joe Biden - in favor of the Democrats).  Even if the popular mood favored Republicans strongly, enough of their candidates would have weaknesses that they would lose some apparently winnable races. For example, Sharron Angle, who won the Nevada primary to run against the apparently vulnerable Senate Majority Leader Harry Reid , D-NV, is a "tea-party" candidate whose views and past statements make her vulnerable to attack from the well-funded Reid.
Aff – AT: Gridlock

A republican majority is key to overcome gridlock – politics are more important then policies 
Connolly and Kosova 10
Katie Connolly MA Public Policy Kennedy School of Government Harvard Michael Kosova Senior editor & Hirsh web editor Newsweek, March, Lexis
This isn't true, of course—any more than it was true when the Democrats said the same thing as they dedicated themselves to thwarting George W. Bush. In zero-sum Washington, members of the opposition party have little incentive to help the president, especially if it means the credit for their actions could accrue to him and not them. If politics is the art of compromise, then politics as practiced in the capital is the art of preventing compromise at all costs. This is why, infuriatingly, our elected officials spend so much time plotting ways to stick it to the other side with "filibuster-proof super-majorities" and "nuclear options," while the unemployment rate hovers in the double digits and 46 million Americans go without health insurance. It is why not a single GOP senator voted for the health-care bill now stalled in Congress, and why Senate Minority Leader Mitch McConnell turned against a GOP-inspired plan for a deficit commission once Obama endorsed the idea.  A handful of Republicans—Sen. Olympia Snowe on health care, Sen. Bob Corker on financial reform—have tried on their own to break from this tit-for-tat and deal with Democrats. They see what most politicians know but don't talk about: that on many issues, the differences between the two sides are not nearly so great as the party bosses would have us believe. Too often it is politics, not policy, that stymies progress. Certainly Harry Reid and Nancy Pelosi, scornful of Republican ideas and motives, have not gone out of their way to solicit Republican views. And the GOP leadership has made known its displeasure at moderates' overtures to the other side. Some of Snowe's colleagues treated her like an apostate. Corker has been frustrated in his efforts. "We've probably had the most selfish generation in Congress … in modern times," says Corker. "It's beyond belief to me that the deficit commission did not pass."
GOP win makes compromise more likely – GOP stifling agenda now; win solves

NYT 10
2-19, Week In Review, Proquest
Some believe that a return to divided government after the midterms this year might actually ease the way for action. Capturing at least one chamber of Congress would give Republicans a greater stake in compromising with a Democratic president. Shared responsibility between the political parties, Mr. Reischauer noted, helped explain how Mr. Reagan simplified the tax code, George H.W. Bush secured a deficit-reduction deal and Bill Clinton overhauled welfare policy.    

Losses among conservative Dems boost Obama’s agenda
The Atlantic 10
Political Players: Obama Communications Guru Sees Health Care Passing Before November, http://politics.theatlantic.com/2010/02/political_players_obama_communications_guru_sees_health_care_passing_before_november.php

BRIAN GOLDSMITH: Some liberals have said the president is better off after the midterms losing some of the swing state Democrats who have given the White House a hard time on every vote.  Do you agree with that?  ANITA DUNN: I think that there are many Democrats who have cast some extraordinarily tough votes.  And the president has had to make some very tough decisions to do what's right for this country.  I think that we're facing some very, very hard midterm races--extraordinary challenges in some of those races. The people who took the tough votes but are out there aggressively talking about what they did to help the economy are much better off than people who are running from a defensive crouch.  If you are in a defensive crouch, in this environment, you will lose.
Aff – K Business

GoP win creates a fascist regime that makes war, environmental destruction and discrimination inevitable 

Nagin 10

Rick Nagin Ohio correspondent for the People's World, has written for the paper and its predecessors since 1970. He has been active for many years in local politics and the labor movement.  He helped elect Cleveland's first Hispanic city councilman and served as his executive assistant for over seven years. Progressive challenge: defeat GOP in November elections July 5, 2010 accessed July 20, 2010 http://peoplesworld.org/progressive-challenge-defeat-gop-in-november-elections//Donnie   

Unfortunately this includes some on the left who seem more inclined to attack Obama and the Democrats than to build the movement to defeat the ultra-right. That movement depends on electing Democrats, some of whom may in fact be less than inspiring. But only if Democrats are elected will the progressive movement have the time and space to grow. The 30 years of increasingly rightwing governments, beginning with the Reagan administration, were very difficult for labor and all its allies, including the progressive movement. If the right wing returns to power, the situation will be much worse. The Bush-Cheney administration will be mild in comparison. The rightwing is hell-bent to destroy the current administration and guarantee that nothing like Barack Obama happens again. They will mount an unprecedented attack on the living standards and rights of labor and the American people. The assault on the environment and the military threat to all nations on earth will escalate. Given the blatantly fascist orientation of the corporate-funded Tea Party and their cheerleaders in the media and much of the Republican Party, the dangers inherent in the November elections must be a clarion call to action for all of labor and all democratic and progressive-minded people.
Neg – 1nc Link Extension

Cutting commitments will be used by the incumbent party to swing national elections

Tago, Professor of Int’l Politics, 9
Atsushi, PhD in Advanced Social and Int’l Studies.  Associate Prof of Int’l Politics, Grad School of Law, Kobe University, Japan, When Are Democratic Friends Unreliable? The Unilateral Withdrawal of Troops from the `Coalition of the Willing', Journal of Peace Research, JSTOR
There are two plausible explanations for connecting national elections with a politi- cal leader’s decision to reverse a course of committed action. The first is the strategic position-taking of an incumbent leader (Canes-Wrone, 2004; Mayhew, 2004: 61–77; Conley, 2005). Opposition par- ties usually politicize unpopular commit- ments and criticize the administration’s entanglement in costly international obli- gations. An incumbent leader, facing a challenger who opposes an international commitment, may announce the termina- tion of the ongoing commitment policy to counter the opposition parties’ campaigns. I hypothesize that democratic leaders value their re-elections above all else, and thus there is a good chance that they will reverse an unpopular commitment to win national election. An election may acce- lerate the timing of the abandonment of commitments.

Neg – AT: Economy Outweighs

Economic trouble isn’t blamed on Obama – their evidence overstates the alt causes

Trende 7-13
Sean, It's Not "Just the Economy, Stupid" This Time, Real Clear Politics, http://www.realclearpolitics.com/articles/2010/07/13/its_not_just_the_economy_stupd_106290.html

Setting aside the political science models for now, let’s just apply a little bit of common sense to the data.  People don’t approve of the way Obama has been handling the economy, and haven’t for quite some time. But consider question 17 in this April CBS/NYT poll.  It asks who people blame mostly for the state of the economy.  Four percent blamed the Obama Administration, while a sixty percent blame the Bush Administration, Wall Street, or “someone else”.  It seems highly unlikely that when even the vast majority of Tea Partiers (10% blame Obama) refuse to lay blame for the state of the economy at the Administration’s feet, that it is what is dragging down his approval rating.

Economics doesn’t drive voters – new policy can shift the focus

Trende 7-13
Sean, It's Not "Just the Economy, Stupid" This Time, Real Clear Politics, http://www.realclearpolitics.com/articles/2010/07/13/its_not_just_the_economy_stupd_106290.html

But since many of the “it’s the economy, stupid” arguments rely on an appeal to economic modeling to make their point, let’s examine an actual model.  There are a large number of models from which to choose, so to try to insulate myself from accusations of cherry-picking, I’ll use a piece Brendan Nyhan referred me to in an earlier back-and-forth: a 2002 article by Professor Brian Newman  of Pepperdine. Newman’s model uses two economic indicators – inflation and unemployment – to predict average monthly Presidential approval.  It also utilizes variables for both positive and negative personal, domestic, and foreign policy events.  The coefficients for the statistically significant factors in Newman’s model, which explains about 90% of the variance in Presidential Approval ratings, are as follows:
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Right from the start, we can intuit that economic variables are an important part of the equation, but not overwhelmingly so.  A positive domestic event can cancel out the effects of 11% worth of unemployment altogether.  Similarly, a negative domestic event is the equivalent of 6% of unemployment.
Neg – AT: Too Far Away

Early losses are self-fulfilling – magnify in importance come the midterm

Silver 10
Nate, Widely regarded as the best and most accurate political analyst, 1-21,  http://www.fivethirtyeight.com/2010/01/will-base-abandon-hope.html

Now, look, political cycles are moving faster and faster, and the probability of a turnaround in the momentum back toward the Democrats, even in the near term, is probably greater than generally acknowledged -- even if we can neither identify nor predict the precise mechanism by which this occurs. But I worry that the upside is limited if the base is burned out -- at best toward a Clintonian second term (treading water, competent) and not Reaganesque one (realigning). And these things tend to have a self-fulfilling quality to them -- if the base doesn't believe that you can actually push the country in their direction, they become less likely to donate to you, work for you, and vote for you, and that in turn makes such successes harder to achieve. I don't know if the Democrats have any good moves right now, but watching the base give up hope isn't one of them.
Action now is key

Silver 10
Nate, Widely regarded as the best and most accurate political analyst, 1-30, http://www.fivethirtyeight.com/2010/01/strategy-memo-democrats-need-proactive.html
Now it's incumbent upon the Democrats to poise themselves to take advantage of the upside case. Political time is moving faster and faster, and it goes without saying that a lot could change between now and November. But precisely because the public is so bombarded with information, it may be all the more important to develop a proactive rather than reactive messaging strategy, and to implement it sooner rather than later.

Neg – Loss ( Gridlock

GOP takeover in the House kills Obama’s agenda

Randy Goldring, MA in International Political Economy at USC, 8-13-2009, “Deja Vu All Over Again?,” http://www.randygoldring.com/2009/08/13/will-it-be-deja-vu-all-over-again/

However the bigger parallel I see concerns the mid-term elections.  In 1994, after forty years as the minority party in the House of Representatives, Republicans surprisingly regained majority status in the lower branch of Congress.  Many believe that when Clinton was freed from the extremer demands of his own party’s dominance, his presidency was “saved” from implosion.  Today, in the midst of massive economic uncertainty, it seems the key “independent” voters now focusing more on slowing down dramatic government activism and wanting the country’s budget managed responsibly. I see Republicans making tremendous gains in the 2010 Congressional mid-term elections.  They might even retake the House.  A Republican party that many said was on life support just six months ago, would then become the incremental brakes on the steamroller that is Obama’s agenda. 
It makes progress on all parts of the agenda impossible

Steve Benen, Washington Monthly, 9-22-2009, “BIDEN WARNS OF 'THE END OF THE ROAD' FOR AGENDA,” http://www.washingtonmonthly.com/archives/individual/2009_09/020051.php

Vice President Biden was in Delaware yesterday, and raised a few eyebrows with a warning about next year's midterm elections. Vice President Joe Biden said today that if Democrats were to lose 35 House seats they currently hold in traditionally Republican districts, it would mean doomsday for President Obama's agenda.      Biden said Republicans are pinning their political strategy on flipping these seats.      "If they take them back, this the end of the road for what Barack and I are trying to do," the vice president said at a fundraiser for Rep. Gabrielle Giffords (D-AZ) today in Greenville, Delaware.  Republicans would need to win 41 House seats to reclaim the majority they lost in 2006, and the GOP has its eyes on 49 districts represented by Democrats, which McCain/Palin won last year.  Biden added that a poor GOP showing next November would produce a more functional political process. "All the hidden Republicans that don't have the courage to vote the way they want to vote because of pressure from the party," Biden said, "it will break the dam and you will see bipartisanship."  The RNC and a variety of conservative bloggers seemed delighted to hear about Biden's comments, because it suggests the White House is at least aware of the possibility that the GOP could make significant gains next year. If the vice president is talking about it, that means Democrats are worried about it.  But is it really that surprising? Of course Democratic leaders are concerned about Republicans reclaiming power. The White House and its allies have a lot of work to do, cleaning up messes left from GOP rule during the Bush era, and a shift in congressional leadership would make progress impossible.
Obama needs to maintain a House majority to get his agenda.

John Bussey, Washington Bureau Chief for the Wall Street Journal. 9/21/09. Money for Breakfast, “President Obama's Media Blitz; Curing Health Care, Pez Museum in a Bitter Court Battle; Global Green Summit; Dow Approaches 10,000; Three Arrests in Terror Probe; Twittering to the Top; Getting the Big Picture; Fox 50” Lexis.
GLICK: What's at stake John? BUSSEY: 2010, not just health care which is the most ambitious part of his domestic agenda, a huge issue for this administration to show that it has the ability to make all the other changes and do all the other programs: climate change, financial regulatory overhaul that the administration wants to do.  But critically, right off in the horizon, the 2010 midterm elections. What they don't want to have happen is for Democrats to lose seriously such that they lose majorities which would prevent them from pursuing the rest of their agenda.  GLICK: What did you make about the intervention, the White House perhaps intervening in the New York Governor race; they're suggesting today that Paterson that he step away? I thought that was really surprising.  BUSSEY: Well, the White House has kind of backed off of that, and said, "We didn't do that." One doesn't know what is going on behind the scenes. But this all once again about positioning, if it were to have happened, it's all about positioning for the upcoming midterm elections. The concern being that a tremendous advantage that the Democrats have now to pass bills in the House and Senate, it has diminished seriously just as it did in 1994.
***Cap and Trade***

Affirmative – Uniqueness Overwhelms Link

Cap and trade is dead

Klein 7-19
Ezra, Cap-and-trade is dead, Washington Post, http://voices.washingtonpost.com/ezra-klein/2010/07/were_not_getting_a_price_on_ca.html

You can't pass what you can't say: Senate Majority Leader Harry Reid played dumb last week when a reporter asked him if the energy and climate bill headed to the floor would come with a “cap” on greenhouse gas emissions. “I don’t use that,” the Nevada Democrat replied. “Those words are not in my vocabulary. We’re going to work on pollution.” One of my rules in politics is that whichever side is resorting to framing devices is losing. In 2004, when Democrats became obsessed with George Lakoff, it's because they felt unpopular and looking for a quick fix. And in 2006, when they took the Congress back, it wasn't because they found a new slogan. It was because the Iraq War and Jack Abramoff had made the Republicans toxic. In 2008, it was exhaustion with George W. Bush and a cratering economy. Post-9/11 frame theory wouldn't have said run the black guy with the name "Hussein." If cap-and-trade is so unpopular that its primary legislative advocates can't mention it, then it's dead. The BP oil spill offered a chance to change the fundamentals on the issue and Democrats decided against trying to use the disaster as a galvanizing moment for climate legislation. Word games don't offer a similar opportunity.
It can’t get 60 votes

Lomax 7-14
Simon, Carbon Cap-And-Trade Law Can't Pass, Rockefeller Says, Washington Post, http://www.washingtonpost.com/wp-dyn/content/article/2010/07/14/AR2010071404736.html

Legislation that cuts carbon dioxide from power plants with a cap-and-trade program can't pass the U.S. Senate this year, Senator Jay Rockefeller said today.  "Cap-and-trade cannot get 60 votes," Rockefeller, a West Virginia Democrat, said in a conference call with reporters, referring to the number of votes regularly needed to pass major legislation in the Senate. It's "common knowledge around here," he said.  Senate Majority Leader Harry Reid, a Nevada Democrat, said yesterday a plan to cut carbon dioxide from power plants may be part of energy legislation planned for debate this month.
More evidence

Washington Post 7-21
Too much money and too much complexity, Lexis
Complexity, of course, is somewhat baked into the cake with both bills, as they each try to compromise with the existing status quo in the government and in the private sector, and thus layer new solutions and fixes atop old institutions and problems. For an interesting companion piece to Steve's, read David Leonhardt on the regulatory approach that some environmentalists are advocating now that cap-and-trade looks pretty dead.

Affirmative – Uniqueness Overwhelms Link

Reid scrapping bill- No chance for passage  
The Atlantic Harry Reid Scraps the Energy Bill   7/22/2010 http://www.theatlantic.com/politics/archive/2010/07/harry-reid-scraps-the-energy-bill/60248/ 7/22/2010

 So much for an energy bill before recess. CongressDaily's Amy Harder and Dan Friedman report that Sen. Majority Leader Harry Reid is abandoning his push to pass a comprehensive energy package before the August break. The news is hardly surprising, given that Senate Dems had not yet decided on a bill to bring to the floor next week, but it is sparking anger in environmental circles.   Reid had previously planned to incorporate energy provisions into a "spill bill" tightening oil industry regulation and reforming the Minerals Management Service, thereby pressuring Republicans to vote for the legislation or risk appearing to side with oil companies. The Senate will still tackle a spill bill, but it will not include a carbon cap or even a renewable electricity standard.   When the news broke, Sens. John Kerry and Joe Lieberman were digging for last-minute support for their carbon-pricing bill. Ever tireless in the face of the Senate's climate paralysis, Kerry then "called upon a crowd of more than 200 clean-energy advocates to work with him to find 60 votes for comprehensive energy and climate legislation" 

It’s dead for this year

Roll Call 7-21

Energy Bill Options Narrow for Democrats; Election-Year Pressures Produce Strategy Rift, Lexis

But another Democratic Senator said that since any form of cap-and-trade is dead for the year, Reid's options were "more talk than action."  A senior Senate Democratic aide said Democrats have not been able to make any inroads with Republicans on broader climate issues, and they still lack centrist Democrats' support for a measure that would cap greenhouse gases.  "There are not 60 votes for just about anything right now," the aide said. "We don't have enough time to seriously legislate on this issue." The aide blamed the time constraints on the GOP's continual efforts to delay or block most bills moving through the chamber.
Dems have abandoned the effort

Boston Globe, " Senate leaders abandon effort to pass climate change bill until fall ," 7/22, http://www.boston.com/news/politics/politicalintelligence/2010/07/senate_leaders.html, Alex Agne
Senate leaders acknowledged today they have no chance of passing a comprehensive climate change bill any time soon, saying they would abandon the effort for the time being and take it up again in the fall.  Senator John Kerry of Massachusetts, standing with Majority Leader Harry Reid, and White House energy advisor Carol Browner, said a year of work had still not produced a deal that could gain GOP support.  "We've always known from day one that to pass comprehensive energy reform, you've got to have 60 votes," said Kerry, who has led the effort in the Senate on a "cap-and-trade’’ bill to limit greenhouse gas emissions. "As we stand here today we don't have one Republican vote."  The House passed an energy bill last year, but the Senate’s filibuster rules have prevented it from acting. 
Negative – Won’t Pass

Cap and trade unlikely now

Post Tribune 7-22
Climate bill losing its steam, http://www.post-trib.com/news/2521958,new-climatelobby0722.article

Prospects are unlikely that a climate bill will get through Congress before the Senate's August recess.  The sticking point is a cap-and-trade system -- a concept unpalatable to lawmakers in the Midwest, which is dependent on coal, an adviser to Sen. Richard Lugar, R-Ind., said.
It’s not dead

Trzupek 7-22
Rich, Disappearing Cap and Trade, http://frontpagemag.com/2010/07/22/disappearing-cap-and-trade/

Conventional wisdom says that cap and trade is dead, since America’s crippled economy simply can’t absorb another blow. Yet, while proposals to limit emissions of so-called greenhouse gases through a trading program may be on life support, it’s not quite time to administer last rites. Recent signs suggest that the administration and Democrats are getting ready to make one more big push in an effort to force something through.

Despite conventional wisdom, it’s not dead

E and E Daily 6-28
Lexis
Which means that despite the oft-repeated assertion by Sen. Lindsay Graham (R-S.C.) that “cap and trade is dead,” the House’s bill based on cap and trade could be back in play — someday, given the right conditions. Even if they do not enact cap and trade, Democratic leaders could use a conference to ratchet up the climate regultions [sic] past what the Senate agreed to and beyond what Democratic House centrists want.  “We have a lot of wiggle room in conference,” said a House Democratic aide.  And it could be hard for centrists in either party or either chamber to walk away from the bill if they have taken the risk of voting for it on initial passage.  “Once you get to conference, it’s an up-or-down vote,” said Norm Ornstein, a veteran congressional expert at the American Enterprise Institute. “People who vote against it have to explain why they voted for it before they voted against it.”
It’s not dead – Obama can still swing votes

David Leonhardt, “Overcome by Heat and Inertia,” New York Times, 7/20/2010

Yet when United States senators and their aides file into work on Wednesday, on yet another 90-degree day, they may be on the verge of deciding to do approximately nothing about global warming. The needed 60 votes don’t seem to be there, at least not at the moment. Harry Reid, the Senate majority leader, and President Obama may still find a way to cobble together the votes, as they did on health care and financial regulation. Perhaps they can somehow persuade moderate Republicans to support a market-based limit on power plant emissions — a policy that power plants themselves seem open to.  Or perhaps Mr. Reid and Mr. Obama can get Democrats to support a less ambitious set of rules that would require vehicles, buildings and power plants to meet certain energy standards. Several Republicans support that approach. Democrats are divided between thinking that it’s the most realistic chance for progress and worrying that it’s a fig leaf that may delay more significant action. 

***START***

Won’t Pass – No GoP

Won’t pass 

a) Key GoP members not on board

Washington Independent 7-19

Video: Daschle Pushes for New START Ratification, Lexis

Today at the Center for American Progress, former Senate Majority Leader Tom Daschle (D-S.D.) urged the Senate to ratify the New START nuclear arms reduction treaty, arguing that it would enhance the countrys national security and allow America to lead by example on the global stage. He noted that seven current GOP senators approved of President Reagans original START treaty but have not voiced support for New START ” and with Sen. Joe Liebermans (I-Conn.) backing, their yes votes would give the treaty the 67 votes needed to pass. 
b) Concern about sacrificing missile defense
Defense News, William Matthews,  “Republicans Continue Assault on New START Treaty,” 7-20-10, DA 7-22-10, http://www.defensenews.com/story.php?i=4716346&c=AME&s=LAN 
Republicans led by Sen. John McCain, R-Ariz., hammered at the New START Treaty when the U.S. Senate Armed Services Committee held its fourth hearing on the arms reduction pact with Russia on July 20.  Democrats defended the treaty as necessary to reduce U.S. and Russian nuclear arsenals and to permit the United States to resume inspections of Russian nuclear sites. But skeptics dominated the hearing.  McCain set a curmudgeonly tone when he asked Gen. Kevin Chilton, chief of the U.S. Strategic Command, if he agreed with a U.S. State Department assessment that "any cheating by the Russians would have little, if any effect."  "Senator, I do agree with that in my ..." Chilton started to reply.  "You do agree with it?" McCain interrupted with exaggerated astonishment.  Chilton explained that cheating on the START Treaty by the Russians would have little effect on the United States' ability to maintain an.  The New START (Strategic Arms Reduction Treaty) would reduce the number of deployed nuclear warheads for the United States and Russia to 1, effective deterrent force of submarine-launched and intercontinental ballistic missiles. "I believe that we're in a good position vis-a-vis the Russians in this regard."  "Well, what this explains to the casual observer's mind, general, is if it doesn't have any consequences, if they do any cheating, what's the point in having a treaty?" McCain demanded550 each. Each now has about 2,200 deployed warheads and thousands more in storage or awaiting disposal. The treaty was signed in April by U.S. President Barack Obama and Russian President Dmitry Medvedev, but must be ratified by the U.S. Senate and the Russian parliament.  Taking their cues from McCain, other Republicans on the Armed Services Committee attacked various facets of the treaty.  Sen. George LeMieux, R-Fla., faulted the treaty for not covering tactical nuclear weapons, in which, he said, Russia has a 10 to one advantage. Tactical weapons pose a threat because they are mobile, thus hard to monitor and easier to proliferate, LeMieux said.  He also criticized the treaty, contending that Russia has already reduced its stockpile to about the 1,550 level, so the United States is extracting no concessions from Russia by agreeing to that level.  Sen. Scott Brown, R-Mass., complained that the New START Treaty "punted" on the matter of tactical weapons, and wanted to know "where are the teeth" in the treaty if the Russians violate it.  The United States has a range of possible responses, said James Miller, principal deputy undersecretary of defense for policy. They range from political actions to raising the alert level on U.S. strategic weapons to increasing the number of deployed warheads on U.S. missiles and bombers.  That should serve as a disincentive for the Russians to cheat, Miller said.  Sen. Susan Collins, R-Maine, complained that the treaty doesn't require the Russians to supply the United States with missile telemetry for warhead verification purposes.  Miller said that telemetry isn't needed because the United States will be able to conduct on-site inspections of Russian missiles.  Collins also complained that the new treaty provides for fewer on-site inspections than the old one did. Miller said the new treaty permits 18 inspections while the old one permitted 28. But there are only 35 sites in Russia to be inspected compared to 70 in the Soviet Union when the old treaty went into effect.  So, proportionally, the new treaty permits more inspections than the old one did, he said.  Republicans questioned whether the treaty would impair U.S. efforts to improve missile defense systems in the United States and in Europe. And they did not appear satisfied by repeated assurances that the treaty would not, and that the United States would proceed with missile defense improvements.    
Will Pass

Will pass – bipartisanship

Reif and Sharp 7-15

Director of Nuclear Non-Proliferation at the Center for Arms Control and Non-Proliferation. Travis Sharp is a Research Associate at the Center for a New American Security, http://www.dodbuzz.com/2010/07/15/right-strikes-out-on-start/#ixzz0uRtV38UR
In reality, the remarkable thing about New START is the wide-ranging bipartisan consensus in support of the agreement. For starters, Secretary of Defense (and former Cold Warrior) Robert Gates, Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff Adm. Michael Mullen, all the Service Chiefs, STRATCOM Commander Gen. Kevin Chilton, and Missile Defense Agency Director Lt. Gen. Patrick O’Reilly strongly support the treaty on the grounds that it limits and allows the monitoring of Russia’s still enormous nuclear arsenal.  Keep in mind that these military leaders, who have access to all the pertinent intelligence information and analysis, assumed their current positions under the Presidency of George W. Bush.

Will Pass despite opposition

Iter-Tass 7-20

Itar-Tass, international news agency, “New START to be ratified by US Senate despite protests-Lugar,” 7-20- 2010, DA 7-22-10, http://www.itar-tass.com/eng/level2.html?NewsID=15332160&PageNum=0

The Russian-American Strategic Arms Reduction Treaty (START) will be ratified by the US Senate despite resistance of many representatives of the Republican Party, influential Senator Richard Lugar who is active supporter of the treaty said in an interview to the National Journal weekly.  Asked about the START destiny in the upper house of the Congress Lugar noted that he thinks that the treaty’s prospects are good.  However, Lugar did not deny that he feels some concern over the possible deeper dragging of the treaty into the US internal political squabbles in the run-up to the primary elections to the Congress that will be held in November. There are those in the republican minority in the Senate who simply distrust Russians and the others regarding the victory every day before the elections on which nothing happened, the senator admitted.  He also confirmed that he totally disagrees with Massachusetts ex-governor Mitt Romney, member of the Republican Party who has recently published in The Washington Post an article devoted to the treaty entitled “Obama’s Worst Foreign Policy Mistake.” Romney wrote in the article, in particular, that the “New-START gives Russia a massive nuclear weapon advantage over the United States. The treaty ignores tactical nuclear weapons, where Russia outnumbers us by as much as 10 to 1. Obama heralds a reduction in strategic weapons from approximately 2,200 to 1,550 but fails to mention that Russia will retain more than 10,000 nuclear warheads that are categorized as tactical because they are mounted on missiles that cannot reach the United States. But surely they can reach our allies, nations that depend on us for a nuclear umbrella. 

Will pass – congressional testimony will get the necessary support

Ambinder 7-19

Marc Ambinder, politics editor of the Atlantic and chief political consultant to CBS news, the atlantic, “Quietly, Obama Gets a START Victory,” 7-19-10, DA 7-22-10, http://www.theatlantic.com/politics/archive/2010/07/quietly-obama-gets-a-start-victory/60030/

Tomorrow, some of the principal authors of the president's nuclear nonproliferation strategy  -- Tom D'Agostino of the National Nuclear Security Administration, Jim Miller, the principal deputy undersecretary of defense for policy, and Gen. Kevin Chilton of STRATCOM -- are testifying before the Senate Armed Services Committee in what will probably be the final START hearing. It will be a deliberate show of force from the keeper of the nukes, the keeper of the nuke policy, and the keeper of the nuke forces. They all strongly support the treaty. Ultimately, the Senate will decide whether to ratify it.  One thing that will sway Republican senators is the extent to which they believe that the current nuclear stockpile is properly maintained. And that's where the Energy and Water Development subcommittee of the House Appropriations Committee comes in. Last week, this subcommittee, traditionally (at least when controlled by Democrats) quite hostile to nuclear weapons projects of any sort, greenlighted virtually everything President Obama asked for in terms of the NNSA's budget. This being an election year and money being tight, the administration and some in the activist community worried that the panel would gut the NNSA's budget in exchange for politically popular water or energy projects. The committee didn't. Instead, it funded NNSA to the tune of $7 billion worth of new activities, including money that could go to helping scientists develop parts of new warhead designs.   Fully funding NNSA has key START implications. Because the agency was given more money to refurbish and modernize the stockpile, it is intimately tied up with the nuclear posture review (which is predicated on the U.S. maintaining a credible deterrent) and might even benefit ratification of the Comprehensive Nuclear Test Ban treaty, which will get its turn in the merry-go-round next year. 

