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OBAMA PUSHING IMMIGRATION REFORM IN THE STATE OF THE UNION – WILL BE A TOUGH POLITICAL TASK BUT BOTH PARTIES WILL COME TOGETHER TO PASS – KEY TO ECONOMY

SAN ANTONIO EXPRESS NEWS 1-28-2010

WASHINGTON — President Barack Obama urged lawmakers in his State of the Union speech Wednesday to drop partisan divisions and pass immigration reform legislation. “We should continue the work of fixing our broken immigration system,” Obama said, “to secure our borders, enforce our laws and ensure that everyone who plays by the rules can contribute to our economy and enrich our nation.” The president supports earned legal status for the estimated 12 million unauthorized immigrants in the United States, a contentious issue that has blocked reform legislation in the past. Republicans oppose citizenship measures as an amnesty for lawbreakers who entered the country illegally. It remains the most politically divisive issue of immigration reform efforts. Sen. John Cornyn, R-Texas, said he was ready to work on a bipartisan bill to fix the broken immigration system, but said the president must be an active leader to move any legislation forward this year. “The president cannot be a bystander and expect immigration reform to just happen,” Cornyn said. Immigration reform this year faces election-year hurdles that include an electorate angry about the economic recession. Obama’s nod to reform in his speech was noted by Democrats. “I am going to give the president a lot of credit for broaching the subject in this particular environment of ‘Just Say No to Everything,’ ” said Rep. Charlie Gonzalez, D-San Antonio. But Rep. Lamar Smith, R-San Antonio, said the electoral victories chalked by Virginia Gov. Bob McDonnell and Massachusetts Sen. Scott Brown, both Republicans, came on campaign platforms opposing earned legalization for undocumented immigrants. “The message from voters is twofold: listen to us, and we oppose amnesty,” Smith said. Rep. Henry Cuellar, D-Laredo, said politics shouldn’t “stall our progress in our efforts to achieve immigration reform,” adding, “I have faith in the president to see his promise through.” The U.S. Chamber of Commerce and business groups want immigration reform and guest worker programs to provide labor for industries as diverse as hospitality and high-technology. Religious and immigrant rights groups have pushed for reform to unite families and provide a more humane approach to immigration. A 2007 bipartisan bill failed in the Senate. A new effort has begun in the House, but not yet in the Senate. Obama last year appointed Homeland Security Secretary Janet Napolitano to lead a bipartisan task force to work through the more volatile issues on immigration reform.White House spokesman Robert Gibbs said Obama believes Congress can build a coalition, come to consensus and pass a bill.
Obama political capital is essential to pass immigration reform

Brad Knickerbocker, Staff Writer for Christian Science Monitor, 7-18 2010, “Immigration reform: Obama's political dilemma”, http://www.csmonitor.com/USA/2010/0718/Immigration-reform-Obama-s-political-dilemma

As Obama (and others) decry a “patchwork” of state laws as reason to assert federal authority over immigration, most states appear to be going it alone at an accelerating pace. States passing more immigration laws Between 2006 and 2009, the number of state bills and new laws related to immigration more than doubled, according to the National Conference of State Legislatures. “In the first quarter of this year, state legislators in 45 states had introduced 1,180 bills and resolutions relating to immigrants and refugees,” NCSL reported in May. Most Americans support stiffer laws against illegal immigration, polls show. Gallup reported this month that “Americans' initial reactions to the U.S. Justice Department lawsuit against Arizona's new illegal immigration law are more negative than positive, by a 50 percent to 33 percent margin.” “This means the Obama administration is sailing against the tide of public opinion in its efforts to block the law,” reports Gallup. As the debate continues, so does the stream of immigrants entering the US illegally from Mexico. The Center for Immigration recently posted its second hidden-camera video of illegal border crossings, some involving guns and drugs. “The inescapable conclusion is that hidden cameras reveal a reality that illegal-alien activity is escalating,” the organization reported. 
Failure to change immigration policy kills US-Mexico relations.

Gary Martin, Writer for the San Antonio Express-News. 11/10/06. “It's not all smiles as leaders meet.”

"I hope we will sit down, roll up our sleeves and get to work," said Cornyn, who called immigration reform the "single most important policy of the federal government."  Calderón is a former president of a national development bank in Mexico. He later served as energy secretary under President Vicente Fox.  Relations between the United States and Mexico became strained under the Fox administration, especially after a push by Fox and Bush for immigration reform was shelved after the Sept. 11, 2001, attacks, which caused the United States to place a higher priority on border security.  Mexico's opposition to the war in Iraq also created distance between Fox and Bush.  Calderón has acknowledged that illegal immigration has become a rancorous issue for both countries, draining Mexico of its most able workers who travel to the United States for employment.
US-Mexico relations are key to fight terrorism. 

Richard Lugar North American Border Control 7/12/05, accessed 9/14/2006, pg. ln

U.S. Senate Foreign Relations Committee Chairman Dick Lugar made the following statement at today's hearing on border security: Today the Senate Foreign Relations Committee meets to examine cooperation between the countries of North America on border security. Our nation is inextricably intertwined with Mexico and Canada historically, culturally, and commercially.   The Department of Transportation reports that goods worth more than $ 633 billion crossed our land borders in 2004. According to the Census Bureau, more than 26 million of the 39 million individuals of Hispanic-origin who are legal residents in the United States are of Mexican background. The flow of goods and people across our borders helps drive our economy and strengthen our culture. But our land borders also serve as a conduit for illegal immigration, drugs, and other illicit items. Given the threat of international terrorism, there is great concern that our land borders could also serve as a channel for international terrorists and weapons of mass destruction. The threat of terrorist penetration is particularly acute along our southern border. In 2004, fewer than 10,000 individuals were apprehended entering the U.S. illegally through our 5,000-mile land border with Canada. This compared with the more than 1.1 million who were apprehended while trying to cross our 2,000-mile border with Mexico. The Department of Homeland Security reports that about 996,000 of these individuals were Mexicans crossing the border for economic or family reasons.   The Homeland Security Department refers to the rest as "other than Mexicans," -- or "OTMs." Of the approximately 100,000 OTMs apprehended, 3,000 to 4,000 were from so-called "countries of interest" like Somalia, Pakistan, and Saudi Arabia, which have produced or been associated with terrorist cells. A few of the individuals who have been apprehended at our southern border were known to have connections to terrorists or were entering the U.S. under highly suspicious circumstances. For example, one Lebanese national, who had paid a smuggler to transport him across the U.S.-Mexican border in 2001, was recently convicted of holding a fundraiser in his Michigan home for the Hizbollah terrorist group.

That prevents extinction.

Barack Obama, prez, 4-5-2009, “Obama Prague Speech on Nuclear Weapons,” Huffington Post, http://www.huffingtonpost.com/2009/04/05/obama-prague-speech-on-nu_n_183219.html

The existence of thousands of nuclear weapons is the most dangerous legacy of the Cold War. No nuclear war was fought between the United States and the Soviet Union, but generations lived with the knowledge that their world could be erased in a single flash of light. Cities like Prague that existed for centuries, that embodied the beauty and the talent of so much of humanity, would have ceased to exist.  Today, the Cold War has disappeared but thousands of those weapons have not. In a strange turn of history, the threat of global nuclear war has gone down, but the risk of a nuclear attack has gone up. More nations have acquired these weapons. Testing has continued. Black market trade in nuclear secrets and nuclear materials abound. The technology to build a bomb has spread. Terrorists are determined to buy, build or steal one. Our efforts to contain these dangers are centered on a global non-proliferation regime, but as more people and nations break the rules, we could reach the point where the center cannot hold.  Now, understand, this matters to people everywhere. One nuclear weapon exploded in one city -- be it New York or Moscow, Islamabad or Mumbai, Tokyo or Tel Aviv, Paris or Prague -- could kill hundreds of thousands of people. And no matter where it happens, there is no end to what the consequences might be -- for our global safety, our security, our society, our economy, to our ultimate survival.
Uniqueness 1/4
Immigration reform popular with Dems and minorities

Gail Russell, 7.12.10,  http://www.csmonitor.com/USA/Politics/2010/0712/Can-an-overloaded-Congress-get-to-immigration-reform
Immigration reform again looms over the congressional agenda, as a backlash builds over the Justice Department’s decision to sue Arizona over its new immigration law. Democratic governors conveyed their concerns over the lawsuit at a meeting of the National Governor’s Association in Boston last weekend. 

The lawsuit and promises to take up comprehensive immigration reform are gestures to Hispanic voters and Democratic Party activists disappointed that Democrats let the issue pass at a time when they held the White House and majorities in both the House and Senate – a chance that may not come again.

Obama is committed to Immigration

CNN, 6. 28. 10, http://www.lexisnexis.com/us/lnacademic/results/docview/docview.do?docLinkInd=true&risb=21_T9806387913&format=GNBFI&sort=RELEVANCE&startDocNo=1&resultsUrlKey=29_T9806387916&cisb=22_T9806387915&treeMax=true&treeWidth=0&csi=266325&docNo=1

"Today, we strongly requested for the president to assert his leadership and escalate his efforts to assure comprehensive immigration reform legislation is enacted in 2010," Ali Noorani, executive director of the National Immigration Forum and meeting attendee, said in a statement. "From our meeting, it is clear that the president is committed to comprehensive immigration reform and understands that congressional action is needed urgently."

OBAMA COMMITTED TO PUSH FOR SUBSTANTIAL IMMIGRATION REFORM IN 2010 – WILL BE A TOUGH SELL

LA Times, 12. 30. 10
Reporting from Washington – With the healthcare battle still unfinished, the Obama administration has been laying plans to take up an issue that could prove even more divisive — a major overhaul of the nation’s immigration system.
Senior White House aides privately have assured Latino activists that the president will back legislation next year to provide a path to citizenship for the estimated 12 million illegal immigrants living in the United States.
In a recent conference call with proponents, White House Deputy Chief of Staff Jim Messina, political director Patrick Gaspard and others delivered the message that the White House was committed to seeing a substantial immigration bill pass and wanted to make sure allies were prepared for the fight. In addition to the citizenship provision, the emerging plan will emphasize efforts to secure U.S. borders against those trying to cross illegally. But that two-track approach was rejected repeatedly in the past by Republicans and other critics who insist that a border crackdown must demonstrate its effectiveness before any action on citizenship is considered.
Whatever proposal Obama puts forward will probably meet equally determined opposition. Another complication is the calendar: Midterm elections are in November, and polls show that the public is more worried about joblessness and the fragile economy than anything else. So embracing an immigration bill is a gamble for the White House, which already has apacked agenda for 2010: economic recovery, global warming legislation and tougher regulation of financial institutions. No matter what the environment, immigration is a tough sell, said Democratic pollster Geoff Garin.
“We know from a lot of experience that immigration reform has been and can be a very polarizing issue. There are heated differences about whether there ought to be some kind of pathway to citizenship for people who entered the country illegally,” he said.
“And my sense from the public-opinion research is people care more about vindicating their position than they do about getting the issue solved.” Even so, the White House apparently has decided to press ahead.

OBAMA PUSHING IMMIGRATION REFORM IN THE STATE OF THE UNION – WILL BE A TOUGH POLITICAL TASK BUT BOTH PARTIES WILL COME TOGETHER TO PASS – KEY TO ECONOMY

SAN ANTONIO EXPRESS NEWS 1-28-2010

WASHINGTON — President Barack Obama urged lawmakers in his State of the Union speech Wednesday to drop partisan divisions and pass immigration reform legislation. “We should continue the work of fixing our broken immigration system,” Obama said, “to secure our borders, enforce our laws and ensure that everyone who plays by the rules can contribute to our economy and enrich our nation.” The president supports earned legal status for the estimated 12 million unauthorized immigrants in the United States, a contentious issue that has blocked reform legislation in the past. Republicans oppose citizenship measures as an amnesty for lawbreakers who entered the country illegally. It remains the most politically divisive issue of immigration reform efforts. Sen. John Cornyn, R-Texas, said he was ready to work on a bipartisan bill to fix the broken immigration system, but said the president must be an active leader to move any legislation forward this year. “The president cannot be a bystander and expect immigration reform to just happen,” Cornyn said. Immigration reform this year faces election-year hurdles that include an electorate angry about the economic recession. Obama’s nod to reform in his speech was noted by Democrats. “I am going to give the president a lot of credit for broaching the subject in this particular environment of ‘Just Say No to Everything,’ ” said Rep. Charlie Gonzalez, D-San Antonio. But Rep. Lamar Smith, R-San Antonio, said the electoral victories chalked by Virginia Gov. Bob McDonnell and Massachusetts Sen. Scott Brown, both Republicans, came on campaign platforms opposing earned legalization for undocumented immigrants. “The message from voters is twofold: listen to us, and we oppose amnesty,” Smith said. Rep. Henry Cuellar, D-Laredo, said politics shouldn’t “stall our progress in our efforts to achieve immigration reform,” adding, “I have faith in the president to see his promise through.” The U.S. Chamber of Commerce and business groups want immigration reform and guest worker programs to provide labor for industries as diverse as hospitality and high-technology. Religious and immigrant rights groups have pushed for reform to unite families and provide a more humane approach to immigration. A 2007 bipartisan bill failed in the Senate. A new effort has begun in the House, but not yet in the Senate. Obama last year appointed Homeland Security Secretary Janet Napolitano to lead a bipartisan task force to work through the more volatile issues on immigration reform.White House spokesman Robert Gibbs said Obama believes Congress can build a coalition, come to consensus and pass a bill.
Democrats confident of immigration reform

Sarah Posner RSS  July 15, 2010 10:34AM House Dems Confident Immigration Reform Will Pass—With LGBT Equality Post by Sarah Posner 

At a Capitol Hill press conference this morning, House Democrats reiterated their support for comprehensive immigration reform package that would include equality for LGBT people and expressed confidence that such a bill would pass this year. Democrats from the Congressional Hispanic Caucus, Congressional Black Caucus, Congressional Asian Pacific American Caucus, Congressional Progressive Caucus, and Congressional LGBT Equality Caucus were joined by a coalition of 37 immigration, LGBT, and faith advocacy groups in support. The Congressional speakers, particularly Luis Gutierrez (IL), Jerrold Nadler (NY), Jared Polis (CO), and Mike Honda (CA) expressed confidence that a bill that included equal treatment of LGBT bi-national couples would be passed this term. According to Immigration Equality, 36,000 bi-national couples in the United States face imminent or future separation because the US citizen of same-sex couples cannot, like those in heterosexual married couples, sponsor their partner for citizenship. As I’ve reported here, Sen. Charles Schumer (D-NY), who wasn’t at the press conference, has reached out for the support of conservative evangelical groups, who say they are for immigration reform but will not support a bill that includes LGBT equality. hWen President Obama gave his immigration speech at American University earlier this month, the White House highlighted the presence of Richard Land of the Southern Baptist Convention, Leith Anderson of the National Association of Evangelicals, and Samuel Rodriguez of the National Hispanic Christian Leadership Conference. All three organizations oppose LGBT equality in immigration reform, and have said they won’t support a package that includes it. Land, who declined an interview request from RD, told Fox News this week that he met with White House senior advisor Valerie Jarrett and White House Office of Faith-Based and Neighborhood Partnerships director Joshua DuBois “to thank the president for giving the speech we asked him to give. And then they wanted to talk about where we go from here in terms of putting comprehensive immigration reform back on the front burner.” But the House Democrats dismissed the evangelicals’ sway either to get Republicans on board or to keep LGBT equality out of a comprehensive bill supported only by Democrats. Polis pointed out that Republicans—whom the Democrats are trying to reach via the evangelicals—have yet to support immigration reform with or without the Uniting American Families Act (UAFA). “We would like Republican leaders to embrace immigration reform,” Polis told me, “because certainly there’s been strong support from the evangelical community, there’s been strong support from the bishops’ community, two core constituencies of the Republican Party, but that has yet to translate into a single Republican who has stood up and said they support immigration reform.” Nadler told me that “we should reach out to everybody” for support, but he hoped “evangelicals and others can see they should support this [UAFA] too. Because it has nothing to do with the issue of marriage... The immigration laws of the United States should not work to keep couples separated. It’s cruelty.” Steve Ralls, communications director for the Immigration Equality Action Fund, which organized the press conference, told me that not a single Republican refuses to support immigration reform because of the inclusion of UAFA, and that there are some Democrats, like Tammy Baldwin of Wisconsin, who would be more likely to support an inclusive bill than one without LGBT equality. The bottom line here is that the Catholic bishops and conservative evangelicals who Schumer suggested hold the keys to getting Republicans on board and reform passed don’t have the sway they claim. Their support for reform hasn’t budged any Republicans, and they don’t scare the Democrats with their opposition to LGBT equality in the bill.  

Obama is committed to immigration reform

Economic times 21 Jun 2009, 0050 hrs IST,AGENCI India economic times “Obama 'committed' to immigration reform” http://economictimes.indiatimes.com/Features/Visa/Obama-committed-to-immigration-reform/articleshow/4677425.cms

WASHINGTON: President Barack Obama Friday said he was committed to comprehensive immigration reform, amid rising calls by Hispanic supporters for a path to citizenship for 12 million illegal immigrants.   Obama did not, however, lay out a timetable for action on one of the most perilous issues in the United States, which political leaders struggle to reconcile with the political heat of a two-year congressional election cycle.   "Together we must build a future where the promise of America is kept for a new generation," said Obama, at the National Hispanic Prayer Breakfast in Washington.   "We also know that keeping this promise means upholding America's tradition as a nation of laws and a nation of immigrants.   "Those things aren't contradictory, they're complementary. That's why I'm committed to passing comprehensive immigration reform as president of the United States."  Obama laid out general outlines of reform, saying people should not be allowed to come to the United States against the law and that employers must not exploit low-wage, illegal labor.   He also called for an attempt to "clarify" the status of millions of immigrants, who entered the United States illegally years ago and put down roots.   "For those who wish to become citizens, we should require them to pay a penalty and pay taxes, learn English, go to the back of the line, behind those who played by the rules."That is the fair, practical and promising way forward."   Former president George W Bush was also a fierce proponent of comprehensive immigration reform, but his bi-partisan effort to offer legal status to 12 million illegal immigrants in the country crashed down in 2007.   Obama's spokesman Robert Gibbs said in April that the president hoped to launch an immigration reform effort in 2009 but that fallout from the economic crisis would likely push the effort into next year.   As a US senator from Illinois, Obama voted in 2007 in favor of immigration reform and made it one of his top campaign issues, winning the key support of 66 percent of some 10 million registered Hispanic voters on election day.    

States are demanding that congress push immigration reform forward
Jordy Yager - 07/25/10 11:56 AM ET The Hill Christie: Take my bipartisan example to pass immigration reform By 
New Jersey’s Republican Gov. Chris Christie called on Congress and the White House to push immigration reform on this year’s agenda, adding that they should take a cue from him on how to build a bipartisan consensus.  “The president and the Congress have to step up to the plate, they have to secure our borders, and they have to put forward a commonsense path to citizenship for people,” Christie said on ABC’s “This Week.” While Christie stopped short of blaming Democrats or Republicans for the continued stalemate on immigration reform, he referenced his work with New Jersey Democrats in passing his state’s budget this year as proof that political parties could work across the aisle to reach agreeable solutions. “If you want to lead and build consensus, you can, and it's on the obligation of those people in charge to build consensus,” he said.  Christie also pointed to his time as a U.S. attorney, saying that the government didn’t have the adequate resources to deal with the plethora of immigration issues that New Jersey faced then, and until a bill is enacted, government will continue to suffer from the same shortcomings.  “States are going to struggle all over the country with this problem [until President Obama and Congress craft an immigration reform measure], and so is federal law enforcement, who doesn't have the resources to do it effectively,” Christie said.  
Non Unique 1/4
Immigration will not pass.
Jackson, Jill. "Boehner: "Not a Chance" Immigration Reform Will Pass This Year - Political Hotsheet - CBS News." Breaking News Headlines: Business, Entertainment & World News - CBS News. Apr. 2010. Web. 26 July 2010. <http://www.cbsnews.com/8301-503544_162-20003781-503544.html>.

House Republican Leader John Boehner said Arizona's tough new immigration law is the result of federal government inaction on the issue, but said there's "not a chance" Congress will pass immigration legislation this year. "We ought to have an immigration reform move through congress" Boehner said at this weekly press conference, "but you can't do immigration reform in the middle of a boiling, political pot here in Washington, D.C." Boehner said that Senator Charles Schumer's (D-NY) effort to get GOP backing on an immigration bill is "nothing more than a cynical ploy to try to engage voters-some segment of voters- to show up in this November's elections." Meanwhile, reporters pressed Boehner on whether he supports the Arizona policy that would allow law enforcement to question someone if they have reason to believe that person might be an illegal immigrant. Boehner just defended the state's right to pass its own laws saying the "people of Arizona have a right to pass their laws under the tenth amendment." 
Obama Concedes, wont have the votes to pass reform

Gary Martin, 7. 1. 10, http://www.chron.com/disp/story.mpl/special/immigration/7090825.html

Obama's address pushed Congress to pass immigration reform, but contained no new details or proposals.

The president said he was prompted to give the speech by the growing frustration that resulted in Arizona passing a state law to crack down on illegal immigrants. He said the divisive law "has fanned the flames of an already contentious debate."

Obama conceded he doesn't have the votes in the Senate to pass a bill in an election year.

Democrats have 58 seats in the Senate, two less than the 60 needed to cut off parliamentary maneuvers to block legislation. Republicans have been united in their opposition to immigration reform legislation. They said the president's speech was an attempt to mollify Democratic constituencies.

"The president is posturing and pandering. He's got a lot of special interest folks who he has to pander to or they will threaten to withhold their support or criticize him publicly," said Rep. Lamar Smith, R-San Antonio.

Immigration is a lose-lose proposal for Dems

Brad Knickerbocker, 7. 18. 10, http://www.csmonitor.com/USA/2010/0718/Immigration-reform-Obama-s-political-dilemma

Obama’s Justice Department is suing to block Arizona’s tough anti-illegal immigrant law, which is scheduled to go into effect next week.

The political fallout is not encouraging for Obama, according to recent reports.

"The White House's infatuation with immigration reform is a lose-lose proposal for Democrats this election year," a senior Democratic aide told Time. “Talk of immigration angers independents, at the same time angering Hispanics because there is more talk and no action just in time for an election.”

NO CHANCE OF IMMIGRATION REFORM – NOBODY IS PUSHING

LA TIMES 2-10-2010
Like a door slamming shut, the conventional wisdom is hardening. The chances that Congress will take up comprehensive immigration reform this year are increasingly seen as poor to nil. What killed the prospect, many think, was the Massachusetts special election to replace the late Sen. Edward M. Kennedy. Democrats and Republicans both heard the message: Voters are angry at Washington, and incumbents are at risk for their political lives.
And many lawmakers drew what seemed like the obvious conclusion: Don’t touch anything controversial between now and election day in November. Stick to the blandest diet possible, nothing but political comfort food.

And of course, immigration reform is anything but political comfort food.
Immigration reform won’t pass
(Immigration Bill’s Chances Dim As Deadline Pushed Back   By Sean Higgins     Thu., June 24, 2010 6:43 PM ET  http://blogs.investors.com/capitalhill/index.php/home/35-politicsinvesting/1858-immigration-bills-chances-dim-as-deadline-pushed-back)

Fans of a comprehensive immigration reform bill conceded Thursday that time was running out and they were short of the votes they needed to get legislation through Congress. One, Rep. Grace Napolitano, D-Calif., even stated that that immigration restrictionists were “winning.” There just isn’t the support in Congress for a comprehensive approach, said Rep. Luis Gutierrez, D-Ill., a key sponsor of the legislation. “There is an insufficient number of Democrats to pass this in the House and Senate. There, I’ve said it,” he said. Gutierrez said that House Speaker Nancy Pelosi, D-Calif., told him she would only bring it up for a vote in the House if the Senate passed it first. It is highly unlikely that will happen given the need for 60 votes in the Senate to break a likely Republican filibuster.
Immigration reform won’t get pushed through
NBC News Max Fisher on April 26, 2010
Politico's Jonathan Martin warns that neither Democrats nor Republicans really want to deal with "the contentious, no-win issue of immigration reform in the midst of an election year. the polarizing issue is fraught with peril for both parties." Democratic "party leaders would have to force members from conservative-leaning districts to cast yet another tough vote that could raise the ire of swing voters. But Republicans face longer-term peril if they continue to push aggressive legislation cracking down on illegal immigrants, Hispanic voters are likely to continue their exodus to the Democratic Party."

Mid-terms are the main worry, no one is interested in immigration reform 
Jay Newton-Small / Washington Monday, 5/ 10, 2010 Why GOP Senators Won't Play on Immigration Reform By http://www.time.com/time/politics/article/0,8599,1988149,00.html  

Wanted: a Republican Senator willing to reach across the aisle and work with Democrats and the Obama Administration on a bipartisan bill on immigration reform that's already half done. The Democrats have been scrambling to find such a brave soul since Republican Senator Lindsey Graham left the talks after Dems shelved an energy bill he'd been working on. Democratic negotiators Chuck Schumer of New York, Bob Menendez of New Jersey and Senate Majority Leader Harry Reid have even unveiled the bones of the bill they'd hammered out with Graham in hopes of luring another Republican on board. "What [Republicans] said before the Democrats produced the framework was that they need to see the paper," says Frank Sharry, director of America's Voice, an immigration advocacy group. "Now that they've seen the paper, they seem to be finding other reasons not to sign on." Of the 23 Senate Republicans who voted for immigration reform in 2006, five have since lost their seats, six have retired, one switched parties and four more are retiring this year. Meanwhile, Bob Bennett of Utah just saw his nomination as GOP candidate upended by the state's Tea Party, and John McCain of Arizona is facing the toughest Senate race of his career. In fact, many in the immigration world believe that Graham walked away from the negotiating table in part to protect his dear friend McCain, who can ill afford a partisan brawl on immigration. The fact that McCain co-authored and voted for the comprehensive reform bill in 2006 is what got him into such hot water with Arizona Republican primary voters in the first place.   So immigration groups are left wooing retiring Republicans Senators George Voinovich of Ohio and Judd Gregg of New Hampshire. They're also working on the two moderate Senators from Maine and Alaska's Lisa Murkowski: all three voted for the 2006 bill. President Obama called Republican Senators Scott Brown, Richard Lugar, George LeMieux (a Florida Republican who is finishing Mel Martinez's term until Sunshine State voters pick a permanent replacement), Murkowski and Gregg from Air Force One last month — but so far no one has signed on. "Although Senator Gregg is interested in fixing our broken immigration system and especially encouraging talented people to come here legally, he does not support any initiative promoting comprehensive reform until the President and this Administration get serious about controlling our borders," said Gregg spokeswoman Laena Fallon, explaining his reluctance to negotiate. To be fair, the first eight pages of the 22-page framework is about beefing up border security, and the Obama Administration has exceeded Bush Administration efforts on border control. Last year saw the highest number of people ever deported: 387,790, up from 116,782 in 2001 and 349,041 in 2008. Thus far this year, some 185,887 people have been deported, a record pace that, if maintained, will nearly double the number of deportations in 2010 to 604,133. The Administration has also doubled the number of agents assigned to the Border Enforcement Security Task Force and tripled intelligence analysts along the Southwest border.  In fact, the Obama Administration has gone so far to the right on enforcement that some immigrant-rights groups, already peeved at the lack of action on comprehensive reform, are calling for a boycott in the 2010 elections. It is a powerful threat. Latino voters are credited with helping Obama flip red states in the 2008 elections, including Florida, Nevada, Colorado and New Mexico. And Democratic candidates in close races in those states and in California, Texas and Arizona are hoping for similar high levels of Hispanic turnout as Dems look at potentially losing more than 30 House seats. To underline their clout, Latino groups are launching a massive voter-registration push. "We were so focused on the Census up until now, and the Arizona law just blindsided us," says Maria Teresa Kumar, executive director of Voto Latino. "In June, we're starting a voter registration effort that wasn't originally supposed to start until September." They're joined by unions and faith-based groups like the Catholic Church. Businesses are also seeking clarity on the issue, and an increasing number of law enforcement groups are unhappy with the patchwork of local regulations being developed in the vacuum of federal action. "The immigrant and Latino communities are looking very closely at what's going on, whether you're a Democrat or Republican," says Eliseo Medina, international executive VP of the Service Employees International Union. "What you do between now and November is going to be very determinative of how people are going to vote." Time is running out. Obama said on May 5 that he would like the Senate debate on immigration to begin this year, essentially conceding that it is unlikely to finish before the midterm elections. "The window of opportunity is beginning to close. If we don't have a bipartisan breakthrough in the next few weeks, it's going to go from being a possibility to being a wait-until-next-year," Sharry says. Which means that Schumer and his colleagues will have risked unveiling a premature bill a year before actual legislative action, giving opponents a year to rip the compromise apart. 
Immigration reform has no chance of coming up til 2012

RAJU CHEBIUM Gannett Washington Bureau  4/27/2010 4:48:47 “Lindsey Graham: Immigration Reform Won't Pass Until 2012 “  

WASHINGTON, D.C. (Gannett News Service) - Sen. Lindsey Graham said Tuesday a sweeping immigration reform bill he's drafting with a colleague has no chance to pass this year. The South Carolina Republican, who's drafting the bill with Sen. Charles Schumer, D-N.Y., said Congress might pass it in 2012 - if the Obama administration first toughens security at the U.S.-Mexico border. In a somewhat testy exchange with Homeland Security Secretary Janet Napolitano during a Senate Judiciary Committee hearing, Graham said drug wars south of the border are prompting many Mexicans to flee to the U.S. The public needs to know that the federal government is doing all it can to curb the flow of illegal immigration, Graham said. "It is impossible for me and any ... serious Democrat to get (the Senate) to move forward until we prove to the American people we could secure our borders," Graham said. "We've got a long way to go. But once we get there, comprehensive reform should come up, will come up, and I believe it we can do it by 2012."  Napolitano, a former Arizona governor, said the border "is as secure now as it has ever been." She said the White House has implemented or soon will implement every congressional security mandate, including putting up fences, increasing patrols and deploying high-tech devices to catch illegal immigrants. The number of illegal immigrants captured near Tucson, Ariz., has fallen from 600,000 about six years ago to 200,000 this year, Napolitano said. "The numbers are better than they've ever been,'' she said. ``But that doesn't mean we stop. But I would also suggest that the passage of laws at the state level illustrates the need for Congress to move ahead on (comprehensive immigration reform)." Arizona Gov. Jan Brewer signed the nation's toughest immigration law on Friday. That law makes it a state crime to be an illegal immigrant and authorizes Arizona law enforcement officers to demand proof of residency status from people they suspect are in the country illegally. President Barack Obama and pro-immigration groups denounced the law. Graham said Tuesday he also opposes the law, but he sympathized with its supporters. "What happened in Arizona is that good people are so afraid of an out-of-control border that they had to resort to a law that I think is unconstitutional," Graham said. "Let's ... be fair to the 12 million (illegal immigrants) but also be firm that we are never going to have 20 million more in the future. That's the winning combination." 

Bill wont pass
 (Boehner: Immigration Legislation Has No Chance of Passing Published April 29, 2010 http://www.foxnews.com/politics/2010/04/29/boehner-immigration-legislation-chance-passing/)

House Republican Leader John Boehner said Thursday that immigration legislation has no chance of passing this year, a prediction rendered as Democrats gave mixed signals about how committed they were to pressing the issue following the yearlong battle over health care.  Top Democrats -- Majority Leader Harry Reid of Nevada and Sen. Charles Schumer of New York -- scheduled a late afternoon press conference to discuss immigration.  Boehner said the health care fight makes pursuing an immigration overhaul impossible, calling the attempt to bring up legislation a "cynical ploy" aimed at appealing to certain voters.  "There is not a chance that immigration will move through the Congress," Boehner said.  Republicans have loudly protested Reid's push to bring up immigration legislation, a campaign that seemed to be building momentum after Arizona passed a tough law this month making illegal immigration a state crime. Some Democrats said the federal government needs to act to ensure other states don't follow Arizona's lead.  But President Obama, speaking with reporters on board Air Force One on Wednesday, acknowledged that the political climate might not be right. 
Immigration bill 'unlikely' in 2010,
By Michael O'Brien - 05/12/10 Office of Seattle City Council member http://thehill.com/blogs/blog-briefing-room/news/97397-durbin-immigration-reform-unlikely-this-year
Senate Majority Whip Dick Durbin (D-Ill.) said it's "unlikely" that the Senate would move on immigration reform this year.  Durbin said that a tough political environment, especially for Republicans, made it all but politically impossible to move forward with an immigration bill.   "It's unlikely we'll get to it this year," Durbin told the liberal Bill Press radio show, pointing to the political environment.   A group of Democratic senators released their outline for comprehensive immigration legislation several weeks ago. That proposal, by Senate Majority Leader Harry Reid (D-Nev.) and Sens. Charles Schumer (D-N.Y.) and Robert Menendez (D-N.J.), would emphasize border security before providing a path to U.S. citizenship for illegal immigrants.  "Can we do it? Unlikely," Durbin said of the chances of that bill advancing. "You saw what happened in Utah to Bob Bennett."  Reid himself has acknowledged that the current Senate make-up, where Democrats need at least one Republican vote to advance legislation, made immigration reform tougher. But the majority leader had for a time planned to move immigration next, after Democrats wrap up their Wall Street reform bill.  Reid backed off pushing forward on immigration when Sen. Lindsey Graham (R-S.C.) threatened to withdraw from talks on both that issue and energy and climate legislation.  Durbin still said there was a "remote chance" that Democrats would move an immigration bill, but did not sound an optimistic note.   The decision on moving immigration has political trade-offs for Democrats. On one hand, they may manage to avoid a potentially divisive fight over an immigration bill that might put centrists in their party on the spot. On the other, advocates of immigration reform in the party like Rep. Luis Gutierrez (D-Ill.) have warned that Latino voters might stay home out of frustration with Democrats, if they fail to put together a bill.
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Obama political capital is essential to pass immigration reform

Brad Knickerbocker, Staff Writer for Christian Science Monitor, 7-18 2010, “Immigration reform: Obama's political dilemma”, http://www.csmonitor.com/USA/2010/0718/Immigration-reform-Obama-s-political-dilemma

As Obama (and others) decry a “patchwork” of state laws as reason to assert federal authority over immigration, most states appear to be going it alone at an accelerating pace. States passing more immigration laws Between 2006 and 2009, the number of state bills and new laws related to immigration more than doubled, according to the National Conference of State Legislatures. “In the first quarter of this year, state legislators in 45 states had introduced 1,180 bills and resolutions relating to immigrants and refugees,” NCSL reported in May. Most Americans support stiffer laws against illegal immigration, polls show. Gallup reported this month that “Americans' initial reactions to the U.S. Justice Department lawsuit against Arizona's new illegal immigration law are more negative than positive, by a 50 percent to 33 percent margin.” “This means the Obama administration is sailing against the tide of public opinion in its efforts to block the law,” reports Gallup. As the debate continues, so does the stream of immigrants entering the US illegally from Mexico. The Center for Immigration recently posted its second hidden-camera video of illegal border crossings, some involving guns and drugs. “The inescapable conclusion is that hidden cameras reveal a reality that illegal-alien activity is escalating,” the organization reported. 
Obama capital is key to pass immigration reform

Kasie Hunt, Journalist, 4/20/10, “Arizona immigration bill under fire”, Politico, http://www.politico.com/news/stories/0410/36095.html
Hispanic lawmakers want President Barack Obama to intervene if Arizona Gov. Jan Brewer doesn’t veto a sweeping illegal immigration bill that would require police to stop anyone suspected of being an illegal immigrant.  “The governor of Arizona should veto the bill, and if she doesn’t the president of the United States, Barack Obama, should assert the federal government’s preeminent role in regulating and enforcing our nation’s immigration law,” Rep. Luis Gutierrez (D-Ill.), said Tuesday.   A senior administration official said the White House was studying the bill.  Under the proposed Arizona law, now headed to the Republican governor’s desk, police must stop people on “reasonable suspicion” that they might be undocumented immigrants. If they’re not carrying a valid driver’s license or identification papers, police could make an arrest.  “The lunacy of rounding up people because they look a certain way, or are suspected of being in violation of immigration statutes, can only lead to one thing – violations of people’s basic, fundamental civil rights. Profiling,” Gutierrez said.  But while Gutierrez criticized Republicans, he’s also firing a warning shot at the White House, which has been slow to embrace comprehensive immigration reform.  “In the end, it all comes back to the president of the United States and whether he will put his back into comprehensive immigration reform,” Gutierrez said. 
Comprehensive immigration reform needs presidential leadership

Jill Jackson, Journalist, 4/29/2010, “Pelosi: Immigration Reform Would Require "Presidential Leadership"”, CBS News, http://www.cbsnews.com/8301-503544_162-20003818-503544.html

Arizona's tough new immigration law invigorated pro-immigration advocates in their call for comprehensive immigration reform, but House Speaker Nancy Pelosi made it clear today that the House will decline to take the lead in that effort.  "The legislation would have to begin in the senate" Pelosi told reporters for the second week in a row.  Pelosi said there's a "good deal of support" for legislation that would secure the borders, enforce immigration laws and provide an eventual path to legalization for illegal immigrants currently in the country, but the House will wait to see what the Senate can do.  The president admitted to reporters on Air Force One yesterday that there may "not be an appetite" in Congress to get immigration done this year after taking on so many controversial issues and it being an election year.  When asked about his comments today, Pelosi said pointedly that "if there is going to be any movement in this regard, it will require presidential leadership." 
Plan would kill support with republicans – makes Obama look weak on security

Catherine Philp The Times(London) “Bad Politics” stands in the way of reform says Obama, Lexis 

President Obama urged Republicans to get behind immigration reform yesterday, blaming "partisanship and bad politics" for Washington's failure to tackle what Americans now view as the country's top political priority. In his first major speech on immigration since taking office, Mr. Obama took aim at Arizona's controversial new immigration law and challenged its Republican supporters to back comprehensive immigration reform at a national level. He said he did not support a blanket amnesty for America's 11 million illegal immigrants - as some of his opponents have claimed - but wanted to create a "pathway to legal status that is fair, reflective of our values and works". Republicans, he said, were standing in the way. During his election campaign, Mr. Obama vowed to tackle the immigration issue, but other issues such as healthcare and Wall Street reform have pushed it off the agenda. "I believe the majority of Americans are ready to move forward," he told an audience at American University, Washington. "But without bipartisan support we cannot solve this problem." Republicans have insisted that no immigration reform should take place until the border with Mexico is made secure, prompting Mr. Obama to send more National Guard troops and seek an additional $500 million (£330 million) in funding. Republicans such as John McCain, a one-time supporter of immigration reform and amnesty, have leapt on the border issue in the run-up to November's midterm election, hoping to exploit the common belief that Democrats are weaker on security. Mr. Obama insisted yesterday, however, that "the southern border is more secure today than in any time in 20 years". He said that those who had entered the country illegally should be taxed and fined before beginning the process of naturalization, but said reform of legal migration was also needed to ensure America had access to the workforce it needed to sustain its economy.
Obama is needed for immigration reform

Elisabeth Lesser  Friday, 7/16, 20 Obama needs to show leadership on immigration reform http://www.communitychange.org/blog/obama-needs-to-show-leadership-on-immigration/view 

In the wake of Obama’s immigration speech last week and the US District Court filing suit against the immoral Arizona immigration law SB1070, we are seeing for the first time small steps in the direction of immigration reform that Obama promised to this country during his campaign. With jobs legislation at a stalemate after repeated failed attempts by our political leadership, it is time for the President to assure the American people that he will not give up on comprehensive immigration reform until it is completed  Despite tireless efforts from immigrant rights groups across the country to keep attention on this pressing American problem, the issue has taken a back burner to our country’s economic woes and war policy. Now, with immigration reform finally moving front and center, Americans need to push harder than ever. America is a nation of immigrants and immigration is not a problem that is going to go away. We have waited long enough and now is the time to restructure the system once and for all. As Maryland House Representative Ana Sol Gutierrez said in a press conference last week announcing the launch of a yearlong, six figure “We are America” media campaign, “The pendulum has swung far enough - it is time for it to swing back the other way.”      The ‘We are America’ story project was organized by the Center for Community Change to push the pendulum back in the direction of CIR and keep it there. All too often the media and politicians discuss the numbers, percentages, and statistics surrounding immigrants in America, without giving thought to the individual stories of those suffering under our current broken system.  “We are America” was devised to change this by putting a face to the immigrant story - not only of the Mexican immigrant in border states, but of the Indian immigrant in Virginia and the German immigrant in Mississippi. The project takes the immigration debate from the mouths of talking heads and politicians and gives the voice back to the immigrants who are affected by the lack of action nationwide. Added Maryland Rep. Gutierrez, “Hopefully these voices will spread and become the dominant media.”      While this happens,  Obama has his work cut out for him as he exerts leadership on this issue to show the immigrant community he means business. Yes, the President took a renewed stand with his first major speech on comprehensive immigration reform last week, but with no direct proposal or time frame outlined in his speech, Americans supporting CIR are understandably dubious. And while a federal lawsuit against Arizona’s SB1070 is clearly a step in the right direction, some claim that the U.S. Justice Department’s action was more about protecting the Constitution than protecting immigrants. There is only one way for Obama to prove skeptics wrong. In Ruben Navarette Jr.’s CNN story ‘Did Obama break promise to Latinos?’ (his answer is a resounding yes) he explains: “The way to do that is to pass comprehensive immigration reform. Until that happens, words without actions are meaningless.” 
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Obama’s political capital is spent, he can’t push anything through

Charles Krauthammer Friday, 7/23, 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.  As John Fund reports in the Wall Street Journal, Sens. Jay Rockefeller, Kent Conrad and Tom Harkin are already looking forward to what they might get passed in a lame-duck session. Among the major items being considered are card check, budget-balancing through major tax hikes, and climate-change legislation involving heavy carbon taxes and regulation.  Card check, which effectively abolishes the secret ballot in the workplace, is the fondest wish of a union movement to which Obama is highly beholden. Major tax hikes, possibly including a value-added tax, will undoubtedly be included in the recommendations of the president's debt commission, which conveniently reports by Dec. 1. And carbon taxes would be the newest version of the cap-and-trade legislation that has repeatedly failed to pass the current Congress -- but enough dead men walking in a lame-duck session might switch and vote to put it over the top. It's a target-rich environment. The only thing holding the Democrats back would be shame, a Washington commodity in chronically short supply. To pass in a lame-duck session major legislation so unpopular that Democrats had no chance of passing it in regular session -- after major Democratic losses signifying a withdrawal of the mandate implicitly granted in 2008 -- would be an egregious violation of elementary democratic norms.  Perhaps shame will constrain the Democrats. But that is not to be counted on. It didn't stop them from pushing through a health-care reform the public didn't want by means of "reconciliation" maneuvers and without a single Republican vote in either chamber -- something unprecedented in American history for a reform of such scope and magnitude.  How then to prevent a runaway lame-duck Congress? Bring the issue up now -- applying the check-and-balance of the people's will before it disappears the morning after Election Day. Every current member should be publicly asked: In the event you lose in November -- a remote and deeply deplorable eventuality, but still not inconceivable -- do you pledge to adhere to the will of the electorate and, in any lame-duck session of Congress, refuse to approve anything but the most routine legislation required to keep the government functioning?  The Democrats could, of course, make the pledge today and break it tomorrow. Call me naive, but I can't believe anyone would be that dishonorable.  

Obama isn’t popular enough to get it passed

VOA News 7/13  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 PC is spent

Charles Krauthammer, 7. 23. 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. 
Obama out of political capital

Scott Gulbransen, 3. 16. 09
President Barack Obama has hit a new low as his polling numbers, counting Americans who disapprove of him, continue to nosedive. Obama, once seen as an untouchable force in American politics after his unprecedented win in 2008, has suddenly run out of political capital.

OBAMA LACKS POLITICAL CAPITAL TO PUSH HIS AGENDA THROUGH

THAI PRESS REPORTS 1-19-2010
UNITED STATES OBAMA’S POPULARITY FALLS FROM 1ST DAY IN OFFICE, FINANCIAL TIMES LTD

Obama’s disapproval rating is the highest ever recorded by Gallup at the beginning of an elected president’s second year.

In just one year, then, Obama has gone from being, perhaps, the most charismatic politician on the planet to a point  where he may no longer be able to muster the political capital necessary to move his legislative agenda forward without  a painful collection of bruises and bumps and other political scratches
OBAMA HAS SQUANDERED HIS POLITICAL CAPITAL

ISTOCKANALYST.COM 12-14-2009
)Barack Obama’s approval ratings nosedive during his first year in office – thanks to a lack of vision and his failure to make a clean break from George W Bush and his economic policies. When Barack Obama trounced John McCain in the November 2008 American presidential election, his victory gave him an overwhelming public mandate, with a seven-percentage point popular vote margin. His messianic appeal translated into a kind of worldwide love affair, even more passionate beyond American borders.

A year later, polls reveal less enthusiasm for “Messiahnomics“. A Gallup survey from late November showed the president’s overall approval ratings slipping below 50% (remember, George W Bush garnered 90% in November 2001, in reaction to the World Trade Center attacks.) Recent Gallup numbers for approval/disapproval respectively rank Obama as follows: economy (44/53), creating jobs (40/55), healthcare (40/55) and Afghanistan (35/55). On the economy, he had drifted down two percentage points since September. Note that the largest fall-off has come from white Democrats, his supporters dubbed during the election as the genteel “white wine sippers”, versus the more rugged beer drinkers who tended to vote Republican. Black approval still averages about 90%, while white, non-Hispanic Democrats have curbed their enthusiasm from 87% to 76%.

Allan Meltzer, professor of political economy at Carnegie Mellon University, highlights the public’s grievances, citing the reorganisations of General Motors and Chrysler, the terms of the AIG bailout, and reported bankers’ bonuses in the wake of funds transferred to the banking sector. He considers that Obama has squandered political capital, and disregarded his promises to promote political bipartisanship. “Obama constantly still criticises Paulson [Henry Paulson, a former Treasury Secretary] and Bush, a mistake, which doesn’t bring the country together.”
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Immigration key to economy

Joel Kotkin, Journalist, 3/24/2010, “Immigrants key to economy’s revival”, Politico, http://www.politico.com/news/stories/0310/34882.html  

In Washington on Sunday, the tens of thousands of demonstrators demanding immigration reform looked like the opening round of the last thing the country needs now: another big debate on a divisive issue.  Yet Congress seems ready to take on immigration, which has been dividing Americans since the republic was founded.  But identifying immigrants as a “them,” as both their advocates and nativists do, misses the point. Immigrants — and their children — are the people who will help define the future “us.” They are also critical to the revival of the U.S. economy.  This is particularly true on the entrepreneurial frontier.  Overall, some of the country’s highest rates of entrepreneurship are found among immigrants from the Middle East, Cuba, South Korea and countries of the former Soviet Union. These recent arrivals regularly build new businesses — from street-level bodegas to the most sophisticated technology firms.  Immigrants started one-quarter of all venture-backed public companies between 1990 and 2005. In addition, large U.S. firms are increasingly led by executives with roots in foreign countries, including 14 CEOs of the 2007 Fortune 100.  Nowhere is this contribution more critical than in our major cities, many of which would be economically destitute without these immigrant communities. In Los Angeles County, for example, the self-employment rate among immigrants is more than 10 percent — almost twice that for the native-born. Nationwide, according to the last economic census, the number of all Latino establishments increased by nearly three times the national average, while those owned by all Asians expanded by two times.  Immigrant contributions extend across a range of activities, from retail and food to culture. Asian immigrants, like the Italians and Jews before them, have concentrated in specific niche markets and then expanded beyond historic ghettos.  Asian Indians, who began emigrating in large numbers starting in the 1970s, specialized in hotels and motels across the country. South Koreans opened greengroceries in New York and Los Angeles. Vietnamese became known for nail parlors, and Cambodians for doughnut stores. Overall, Asian enterprises expanded at roughly twice the national average in the first years of the new century.  Perhaps most remarkable has been the movement of Asian immigrants into technology. In California, they account for a majority of such firms. Regions at the center of the high-tech economy — including Silicon Valley, Orange County and parts of suburban Seattle — are now heavily Asian-American. Although most of these new companies are small, some have grown sizable. The founders of Sun Microsystems, Yahoo, AST Research and Solectron are all of Asian descent — and are largely immigrants.  This immigrant experience, says John Tu, president and co-founder of Kingston Technologies, the world’s largest independent producer of computer memory, has forced them to think differently.  “The key thing is,” Tu said, “being an immigrant makes you flexible. ... IBM, Apple and Compaq were inflexible. They told the memory customers: Take it or leave it. We thought about the customer and the relationship with the employees. I guess we didn’t know any better.”  Yet the immigrant contribution goes beyond high-tech. In the years ahead, these new Americans, nonwhites and the “blended” population could reshape the national marketplace. Taken together, purchases by Asians, African-Americans and Native Americans, according to the Selig Center for Economic Growth at the University of Georgia, have exploded, growing far more rapidly than the national average.  Combined with Latinos, these minorities could account for more than $2.5 trillion by 2010 — nearly one in every $4 of U.S. consumer spending.
Comprehensive immigration reform increases the GDP $1.5 trillion over ten years

Ali Jost, Journalist, 1/7/2010, “Comprehensive Immigration Reform Would Increase U.S. GDP by $1.5 Trillion Over 10 Years, According to New CAP Report”, Service Employees International Union, http://www.seiu.org/2010/01/comprehensive-immigration-reform-would-increase-us-gdp-by-15-trillion-over-10-years.php

Adding to a growing list of data, the Center for American Progress put out a report  today confirming the huge gains we would see to the U.S. economy and to U.S. workers if comprehensive immigration reform passed in 2010. But there is one trick: the immigration bill has to be comprehensive.  The report, Raising the Floor for American Workers looks at the effects on GDP and U.S. wages of three different scenarios--     1. passage of a comprehensive reform bill,    2. creation of a temporary worker program, and    3. a mass deportation of today's 12 million undocumented workers.  If the U.S. Congress were to pass a comprehensive bill this year, it would increase the U.S. GDP at least 0.84 percent annually--amounting to a more than $1.5 trillion boost in GDP over 10 years!  On the other hand, a mass deportation would cost the U.S. a whopping to $2.6 trillion in lost GDP over 10 years! It would also reduce wages for higher skilled native workers and only provide a slight increase in wages for a small group of less-skilled native born workers. And the estimated $2.6 trillion loss in GDP doesn't include the more than $200 billion it is estimated to cost to deport 12 million undocumented immigrants.  The CAP report also looked at the economic ramifications of a temporary worker program--long championed by big business and their allies in Congress. Not surprisingly, a program that mirrors the failed Bracero program of our past--denying basic labor protections for foreign workers and blocking them from permanent residency--would significantly push down wages for native-born and newly legalized immigrant workers. As SEIU and labor groups have long posited, a revolving door of easily exploited, cheap foreign labor brings down wages and living standards for all workers.  Done right, the CAP report confirms, only comprehensive immigration reform will raise standards for all workers, strengthen our economy, and restore the rule of law for the long-term. The CAP report was released today in a press event with author Dr. Raul Hinojosa-Ojeda. 
Comprehensive immigration reform boosts the economy

Anna Gorman, Journalist, 1/7/2010, “UCLA study says legalizing undocumented immigrants would help the economy”, Los Angeles Times, http://articles.latimes.com/2010/jan/07/local/la-me-immig7-2010jan07
Even during the ongoing recession, immigration reform legislation that legalizes undocumented immigrants would boost the American economy, according to a new study out of UCLA.  The report said that legalization, along with a program that allows for future immigration based on the labor market, would create jobs, increase wages and generate more tax revenue. Comprehensive immigration reform would add an estimated $1.5 trillion to the U.S. gross domestic product over 10 years, according to the report. If we are going to create a solid recovery with good wages, we have to fix this hole that we have at the bottom of the labor market," said the author, Raúl Hinojosa-Ojeda, an associate professor with the UCLA Department of Chicana and Chicano Studies. "This is not about bringing in a lot of workers. This is about your neighbors and if we are better off where everybody in the economy has the ability to fight for their families and to contribute more to the economy rather than staying in the shadows."  Hinojosa-Ojeda based the study in part on surveys done after 1986 legislation that resulted in the legalization of nearly 3 million undocumented immigrants. Those surveys showed that immigrants who became legal moved on to better-paying jobs and became more educated, resulting in more spending and more tax revenue. That legislation was passed during a similar economic downturn, he said.  The study, being released today, comes shortly after a renewed commitment by the Obama administration to back legislation this year that would provide a path to citizenship for an estimated 12 million illegal immigrants living in the United States. The study is being released by two Washington-based immigrant rights organizations, the Immigration Policy Center and the Center for American Progress. 
Immigration Reform Bill will stabilize and boost the economy

Tehran Times January 11, 2010 http://www.tehrantimes.com/Index_view.asp?code=211915

Comprehensive immigration reform would add an estimated 1.5 trillion U.S. dollars to the U.S. gross domestic product (GDP) over 10 years, according to a new study released recently. The study, entitled The Economic Benefits of Comprehensive Immigration Reform conducted by University of California, Los Angeles (UCLA) economist Raul Hinojosa-Ojeda, was published on the website of the Immigration Policy Center. The study came shortly after a renewed commitment by the Barack Obama administration to back legislation this year that would provide a path to citizenship for an estimated 12 million illegal immigrants living in the United States. Comprehensive immigration reform that legalizes currently unauthorized immigrants and creates flexible legal limits on future immigration in the context of full labor rights would help American workers and the U.S. economy, says the study. Unlike the current enforcement-only strategy, comprehensive reform would raise the "wage floor" for the entire U.S. economy -- to the benefit of both immigrant and native-born workers, the study says. According to the study, the historical experience of legalization under the 1986 Immigration Reform and Control Act, or IRCA, indicates that the comprehensive immigration reform would raise wages, increase consumption, create jobs, and generate additional tax revenue. Even though IRCA was implemented during an economic recession characterized by high unemployment, it still helped raise wages and spurred increases in educational, home and small-business investments by newly legalized immigrants, the study says. The study estimates that the comprehensive immigration reform would yield at least 1.5 trillion dollars in the U.S. GDP over 10 years. This study uses a computable general equilibrium model to estimate the economic ramifications of three different scenarios: the comprehensive immigration reform that creates a pathway to legal status for unauthorized immigrants in the United States, a program for temporary workers only that does not include a pathway to permanent status, and mass deportation to expel all unauthorized immigrants and effectively seal the U.S.-Mexico border. The model shows that the comprehensive immigration reform produces the greatest economic benefits. According to the study, the comprehensive immigration reform generates an annual increase in the U.S. GDP of at least 0.84 percent. This amounts to 1.5 trillion dollars in additional GDP over 10 years. It also boosts wages for both native-born and newly legalized immigrant workers. The temporary worker program generates an annual increase in the U.S. GDP of 0.44 percent. This amounts to 792 billion dollars of additional GDP over 10 years. Moreover, wages decline for both native-born and newly legalized immigrant workers. Mass deportation reduces the U.S. GDP by 1.46 percent annually. This amounts to 2.6 trillion dollars in lost GDP over 10 years, not including the actual cost of deportation. Wages would rise for less-skilled native-born workers, but would reduce wages for higher-skilled natives, and would lead to widespread job loss, according to the study. Legalizing the nation's unauthorized workers and putting new legal limits on immigration that rise and fall with U.S. labor demand would help lay the foundation for robust, just and widespread economic growth, the study says. According to the study, the current enforcement-only approach to unauthorized immigration is not cost effective and has not deterred unauthorized immigrants from coming to the United States when jobs are available. Rather, enforcement-only policies have wasted billions of taxpayer dollars while pushing unauthorized migration further underground. 
IMMIGRATION REFORM IS KEY TO PREVENT COLLAPSE OF AGRICULTURAL ECONOMIES
NEW AMERICA MEDIA 1-21-2010
Craig Regelbrugge, co-chair of the Agriculture Coalition for Immigration Reform, noted that many in the business and agricultural sector – from the $2.2 billion sheep industry in the Western United States to the Wisconsin dairy industry’s 133,000 jobs — view immigration reform as an economic issue.
“Most of the herders in the U.S. are foreign-born,” he said, yet from meat processing plants to wool production the sheep and lamb industry sustains thousands of jobs.Without immigration reform, he added, agricultural and other industries could be in serious jeopardy. 
“We’re operating in fierce competition from other producers around the world like Australia and New Zealand. So if we lose to them because of Congress’s failure to deal with this issue, and the sheep industry leaves the United States,” he said, “you’re going to hear, in states like Montana, and Idaho, and Wyoming, and Utah, and Colorado and California, the sucking sound of the shrinking economy and the shrinking job base that will have resulted from Congress’s failure.”

CONSENSUS OF STUDIES SHOWS IMMIGRATION REFORM PAYS FOR ITSELF AND IS KEY TO ECONOMIC GROWTH
FITZ ET AL 12-16-2009 – DIRECTOR IMMIGRATION POLICY CENTER FOR AMERICAN PROGRESS

Reports assessing the economic gains of legalizing the workforce are uniformly positive18:

• A 2009 Cato Institute study found that requiring immigrants without status to become legal taxpayers will lead to substantial increases in productivity and is projected to grow GDP $180 billion annually.19

• The reform bill passed by the Senate in 2006, which included a legalization program, would have generated $66 billion in new income and payroll taxes over 10 years, according to the Congressional Budget Office.20

• An assessment of alternatives to legalization by the Perryman Group in 2007 concluded that removing the undocumented workforce from the United States would result in the permanent loss of roughly 2.8 million jobs and a decline in gross domestic product of $245 billion.21

• A 2005 analysis of the five-year cost to Department of Homeland Security of deporting the undocumented population at that time was more than $200 billion.22 That figure is closer to $300 billion today.23

A legalization program that pays for itself with application fees unequivocally delivers a better economic return than a single-minded enforcement approach that pours billions of dollars toward an economically counterproductive end.

Economy Brink

Economic recovery has lagged

Mark Trumbull, Journalist, 6/11/2010, “Retail sales down, economy still struggling to gain momentum”, Christian Science Monitor, http://www.csmonitor.com/Money/2010/0611/Retail-sales-down-economy-still-struggling-to-gain-momentum

Consumers paid fewer visits to stores like Home Depot in May, pushing retail sales down in a sign that the economy is still struggling to gain momentum. Retail sales fell 1.2 percent, from the level a month earlier, the Commerce Department reported Friday. The news came even as another monthly report, the Reuters/University of Michigan consumer sentiment index, rose to its highest level since January 2008.  The consumer pause in May came after seven months of gains for retail sales. May was also a slower month for private-sector hiring, raising new concerns about the possibility of a "double dip" back into recession later this year. 

We are on the brink of a double-dip recession

David Wilson, Journalist, 7/22/2010, “‘One-and-a-Half-Dip Recession’ Hits U.S. Economy: Chart of Day”, Bloomberg, http://www.bloomberg.com/news/2010-07-22/-one-and-a-half-dip-recession-hits-u-s-economy-reich-says-chart-of-day.html

“We’re not in a double-dip recession yet,” Robert Reich, a former member of President Bill Clinton’s Cabinet, wrote yesterday in describing the state of the U.S. economy. “We’re in a one-and-a-half-dip recession.”  The CHART OF THE DAY consists of seven data series that Reich cited to help make the case in a posting on his blog. It begins in mid-2009, when the latest recession ended according to many economists.  Consumer confidence, retail sales, home sales, permits for new single-family houses and the average work week have dropped, Reich wrote, while inventories of goods and homes are climbing. The chart displays government data on each of these indicators except confidence, where the University of Michigan’s monthly survey appears.  Reich, a professor of public policy at the University of California at Berkeley, also cited rising loan defaults as a sign of the economy’s half-dip.  

We aren’t in a double-dip recession now, but it’s close

Robert Reich, Former Secretary of Labor and Professor of Public Policy at UC Berkeley, 7/22/2010, “A one-and-a-half dip recession?”, Christian Science Monitor, http://www.csmonitor.com/Money/Robert-Reich-s-Blog/2010/0722/A-one-and-a-half-dip-recession

We’re not in a double-dip recession yet. We’re in a one and a half dip recession. Consumer confidence is down. Retail sales are down. Home sales are down. Permits for single-family starts are down. The average work week is down. The only things not down are inventories – unsold stuff is piling up in warehouses and inventories of unsold homes are rising – and defaults on loans. The 1.5 dip recession should be causing alarm bells to ring all over official Washington. It should cause deficit hawks to stop squawking about future debt, blue-dog Democrats to stop acting like Republicans, and mainstream Democrats to get some backbone.   
Impacts – Terrorism
Immigration reform solves terrorism. 

Daniel T. Griswold, associate director of the Cato Institute’s Center for Trade Policy Studies, 10-15-2002, http://www.freetrade.org/pubs/pas/tpa-019.pdf

Members of Congress rightly understood, when crafting the legislation, that Mexican migration is not a threat to national security. Indeed, legalizing and regularizing the movement of workers across the U.S.-Mexican border could enhance our national security by bringing much of the underground labor market into the open, encouraging newly documented workers to cooperate fully with law enforcement officials, and freeing resources for border security and the war on terrorism. Legalization of Mexican migration would drain a large part of the underground swamp that facilitates illegal immigration. It would reduce the demand for fraudulent documents, which in turn would reduce the supply available for terrorists trying to operate surreptitiously inside the United States. It would encourage millions of currently undocumented workers to make themselves known to authorities by registering with the government, reducing cover for terrorists who manage to enter the country and overstay their visas. Legalization would allow the government to devote more of its resources to keeping terrorists out of the country. Before September 11, the U.S. government had stationed more than four times as many border enforcement agents on the Mexican border as along the Canadian border, even though the Canadian border is more than twice as long and has been the preferred border of entry for Middle Easterners trying to enter the United States illegally.74 A system that allows Mexican workers to enter the United States legally would free up thousands of government personnel and save an estimated $3 billion a year75—resources that would then be available to fight terrorism. The ongoing effort to stop Mexican migration only diverts attention and resources from the war on terrorism. Yet some anti-immigration groups continue to demand that even more effort be devoted to stopping Mexican migration. According to Steven Camarota of the Center for Immigration Studies, “A real effort to control the border with Mexico would require perhaps 20,000 agents and the development of a system of formidable fences and other barriers along those parts of the border used for illegal crossings.”76 Such a policy would be a waste of resources and personnel and would do nothing to make America more secure against terrorists.
That prevents extinction.

Barack Obama, prez, 4-5-2009, “Obama Prague Speech on Nuclear Weapons,” Huffington Post, http://www.huffingtonpost.com/2009/04/05/obama-prague-speech-on-nu_n_183219.html

The existence of thousands of nuclear weapons is the most dangerous legacy of the Cold War. No nuclear war was fought between the United States and the Soviet Union, but generations lived with the knowledge that their world could be erased in a single flash of light. Cities like Prague that existed for centuries, that embodied the beauty and the talent of so much of humanity, would have ceased to exist.  Today, the Cold War has disappeared but thousands of those weapons have not. In a strange turn of history, the threat of global nuclear war has gone down, but the risk of a nuclear attack has gone up. More nations have acquired these weapons. Testing has continued. Black market trade in nuclear secrets and nuclear materials abound. The technology to build a bomb has spread. Terrorists are determined to buy, build or steal one. Our efforts to contain these dangers are centered on a global non-proliferation regime, but as more people and nations break the rules, we could reach the point where the center cannot hold.  Now, understand, this matters to people everywhere. One nuclear weapon exploded in one city -- be it New York or Moscow, Islamabad or Mumbai, Tokyo or Tel Aviv, Paris or Prague -- could kill hundreds of thousands of people. And no matter where it happens, there is no end to what the consequences might be -- for our global safety, our security, our society, our economy, to our ultimate survival.

Impacts – Economy 1/2

COMPREHENSIVE IMMIGRATION REFORM BOOSTS THE ECONOMY OUT OF THE RECESSION IN THE SHORT AND LONG TERM – FAILURE TO ENACT WOULD POISON THE ALREADY TENTATIVE RECOVERY – STUDIES SHOW IT IS A NO BRAINER
INVESTMENT BUSINESS WEEKLY 1-24-2010
As the U.S. slowly pulls free from a deep recession, a groundbreaking new study concludes that comprehensive immigration reform would provide just the type of boost our economy needs. Today, the Center for American Progress (CAP) and Immigration Policy Center (IPC) released a joint report, Raising the Floor for American Workers: The Economic Benefits of Comprehensive Immigration Reform, (posted at www.immigrationpolicy.org) which shows that legalizing the roughly 12 million unauthorized immigrants in the U.S. through comprehensive immigration reform, as well as making future flows more flexible, would grow the economy by $1.5 trillion over 10 years. The stark number cuts into the credibility of claims by immigration restrictionists that immigration reform during an economic recession is implausible.

According to research by Dr. Raul Hinojosa-Ojeda, founding director of the North American Integration and Development Center at the University of California, Los Angeles, creating a legalization process for unauthorized workers would, in the long term (10 years), yield $1.5 trillion to the U.S. Gross Domestic Product (GDP), and in the short term (3 years) generate $4.5 to $5.4 billion in additional tax revenue and consumer spending sufficient to support 750,000 to 900,000 jobs.

Dr. Hinojosa ran several different economic scenarios and found that enacting a comprehensive immigration reform plan which creates a legalization process for unauthorized workers and sets a flexible visa program not only raises the wage floor for all American workers, but is an economic necessity. Conversely, the deportation prescription that is offered by immigration restrictionists would poison the already anemic U.S. economy by draining $2.5 trillion in GDP over 10 years, even before factoring in the costs of deporting 12 million people and permanently sealing the border.

“These are stark and significant numbers that lawmakers should commit to memory,” said Angela M. Kelley, Vice President for Immigration Policy and Advocacy at CAP. “We have got an issue where we know we can improve the economy. It would be to their peril for lawmakers to be short-sighted and not pass comprehensive immigration reformlegislation that will reverberate across the economy and help all Americans.”

“This report underscores an important opportunity for positive input into an economy that needs it,” said Benjamin Johnson, Executive Director of the American ImmigrationCouncil. “The report further highlights the need for immigration reform that is focused on what’s good for the American economy and what’s good for American workers.”

As Dan Griswold, Director of Trade Policy Studies at the libertarian Cato Institute, noted during today’s press conference, “Enforcement-only is a policy that has not only failed, but has imposed significant costs to Americans as taxpayers. If Congress and the President want to create better jobs and stimulate the economy, then comprehensive immigration reform should be very high on their agenda.”

Extinction

Lt. Col, Tom Bearden, PhD Nuclear Engineering, April 25, 2000, http://www.cheniere.org/correspondence/042500%20-%20modified.htm
Just prior to the terrible collapse of the World economy, with the crumbling well underway and rising, it is inevitable that some of the [wmd] weapons of mass destruction will be used by one or more nations on others. An interesting result then---as all the old strategic studies used to show---is that everyone will fire everything as fast as possible against their perceived enemies. The reason is simple: When the mass destruction weapons are unleashed at all, the only chance a nation has to survive is to desperately try to destroy its perceived enemies before they destroy it. So there will erupt a spasmodic unleashing of the long range missiles, nuclear arsenals, and biological warfare arsenals of the nations as they feel the economic collapse, poverty, death, misery, etc. a bit earlier. The ensuing holocaust is certain to immediately draw in the major nations also, and literally a hell on earth will result. In short, we will get the great Armageddon we have been fearing since the advent of the nuclear genie. Right now, my personal estimate is that we have about a 99% chance of that scenario or some modified version of it, resulting.

Impacts – US-Mexico Relations 1/2

Failure to change immigration policy kills US-Mexico relations.

Gary Martin, Writer for the San Antonio Express-News. 11/10/06. “It's not all smiles as leaders meet.”

"I hope we will sit down, roll up our sleeves and get to work," said Cornyn, who called immigration reform the "single most important policy of the federal government."  Calderón is a former president of a national development bank in Mexico. He later served as energy secretary under President Vicente Fox.  Relations between the United States and Mexico became strained under the Fox administration, especially after a push by Fox and Bush for immigration reform was shelved after the Sept. 11, 2001, attacks, which caused the United States to place a higher priority on border security.  Mexico's opposition to the war in Iraq also created distance between Fox and Bush.  Calderón has acknowledged that illegal immigration has become a rancorous issue for both countries, draining Mexico of its most able workers who travel to the United States for employment.
US-Mexico relations are key to fight terrorism. 

Richard Lugar North American Border Control 7/12/05, accessed 9/14/2006, pg. ln

U.S. Senate Foreign Relations Committee Chairman Dick Lugar made the following statement at today's hearing on border security: Today the Senate Foreign Relations Committee meets to examine cooperation between the countries of North America on border security. Our nation is inextricably intertwined with Mexico and Canada historically, culturally, and commercially.   The Department of Transportation reports that goods worth more than $ 633 billion crossed our land borders in 2004. According to the Census Bureau, more than 26 million of the 39 million individuals of Hispanic-origin who are legal residents in the United States are of Mexican background. The flow of goods and people across our borders helps drive our economy and strengthen our culture. But our land borders also serve as a conduit for illegal immigration, drugs, and other illicit items. Given the threat of international terrorism, there is great concern that our land borders could also serve as a channel for international terrorists and weapons of mass destruction. The threat of terrorist penetration is particularly acute along our southern border. In 2004, fewer than 10,000 individuals were apprehended entering the U.S. illegally through our 5,000-mile land border with Canada. This compared with the more than 1.1 million who were apprehended while trying to cross our 2,000-mile border with Mexico. The Department of Homeland Security reports that about 996,000 of these individuals were Mexicans crossing the border for economic or family reasons.   The Homeland Security Department refers to the rest as "other than Mexicans," -- or "OTMs." Of the approximately 100,000 OTMs apprehended, 3,000 to 4,000 were from so-called "countries of interest" like Somalia, Pakistan, and Saudi Arabia, which have produced or been associated with terrorist cells. A few of the individuals who have been apprehended at our southern border were known to have connections to terrorists or were entering the U.S. under highly suspicious circumstances. For example, one Lebanese national, who had paid a smuggler to transport him across the U.S.-Mexican border in 2001, was recently convicted of holding a fundraiser in his Michigan home for the Hizbollah terrorist group.

That prevents extinction.

Barack Obama, prez, 4-5-2009, “Obama Prague Speech on Nuclear Weapons,” Huffington Post, http://www.huffingtonpost.com/2009/04/05/obama-prague-speech-on-nu_n_183219.html

The existence of thousands of nuclear weapons is the most dangerous legacy of the Cold War. No nuclear war was fought between the United States and the Soviet Union, but generations lived with the knowledge that their world could be erased in a single flash of light. Cities like Prague that existed for centuries, that embodied the beauty and the talent of so much of humanity, would have ceased to exist.  Today, the Cold War has disappeared but thousands of those weapons have not. In a strange turn of history, the threat of global nuclear war has gone down, but the risk of a nuclear attack has gone up. More nations have acquired these weapons. Testing has continued. Black market trade in nuclear secrets and nuclear materials abound. The technology to build a bomb has spread. Terrorists are determined to buy, build or steal one. Our efforts to contain these dangers are centered on a global non-proliferation regime, but as more people and nations break the rules, we could reach the point where the center cannot hold.  Now, understand, this matters to people everywhere. One nuclear weapon exploded in one city -- be it New York or Moscow, Islamabad or Mumbai, Tokyo or Tel Aviv, Paris or Prague -- could kill hundreds of thousands of people. And no matter where it happens, there is no end to what the consequences might be -- for our global safety, our security, our society, our economy, to our ultimate survival.
