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AT: ISF pic and sofa inherency

Dave Lindorff is an investigative reporter, a columnist for CounterPunch, and a contributor to Businessweek, The Nation, Extra! and Salon.com. He received a Project Censored award in 2004 Aug 2 2010 (​Journalists in Name Only: Just(?) 50,000 Non-Combat(?) Troops in Iraq http://www.truth-out.org/journalists-name-only-just-50000-non-combat-troops-iraq61993)

The Obama administration and the Pentagon are trying to trick a war-weary American public into believing that the 50,000 US troops that will be more or less permanently garrisoned in the rather permanent-looking bases that the US has constructed around Baghdad and elsewhere in Iraq will be just like the US troops lodged more or less permanently in Germany, Italy, Japan and Korea and in other countries around the world. But those troops aren’t doing any fighting, except in bars, and are mostly just hanging around playing at soldiering and wasting taxpayer money on prostitutes, gambling, drinking and cars.  That will not be the case for the soldiers based in Iraq, however, which is a country still torn by internecine conflicts created or unleashed by the US invasion, and which also has many armed fighters who are committed to ousting the US entirely from their occupied country. And indeed, that 50,000-troop army is actually an army of occupation. Its role in training an Iraqi army and police force, as in Afghanistan, is to create a puppet military that will do its bidding. This is fundamentally different from the role of garrisons in South Korea, Japan, Italy or Germany.  The failure of journalists, even at the supposedly less corporate NPR, to call attention to this propaganda scheme, is yet another betrayal of the profession.
The warming bill does NOTHING

Bill McKibben scholar in residence at Middlebury College, where he also directs the Middlebury Fellowships in Environmental Journalism. He is also a fellow at the Post Carbon Institute. Aug 5 2010
For many years, the lobbying fight for climate legislation on Capitol Hill has been led by a collection of the most corporate and moderate environmental groups, outfits like the Environmental Defense Fund. We owe them a great debt, and not just for their hard work. We owe them a debt because they did everything the way you’re supposed to: they wore nice clothes, lobbied tirelessly, and compromised at every turn.  By the time they were done, they had a bill that only capped carbon emissions from electric utilities (not factories or cars) and was so laden with gifts for industry that if you listened closely you could actually hear the oinking. They bent over backwards like Soviet gymnasts. Senator John Kerry, the legislator they worked most closely with, issued this rallying cry as the final negotiations began: "We believe we have compromised significantly, and we're prepared to compromise further.”  And even that was not enough. They were left out to dry by everyone -- not just Reid, not just the Republicans. Even President Obama wouldn’t lend a hand, investing not a penny of his political capital in the fight.  The result: total defeat, no moral victories.
AT: article 140

The issue of article 140 is Iraq’s political decision to decide for itself 
Shak  Hanish Assistant Professor and lead Faculty for Political Science Program, College of Letters and Sciences at National University, May 14 2010 (“The Kirkuk Problem and Article 140 of the Iraqi Constitution” Digest of Middle East Studies Volume 19, Issue 1, Pages 15-25)

Since the ratification of the Iraqi Constitution in 2005, Iraq's Kurds have viewed the issue of the Kirkuk referendum as a "red line." They have been steadfast in their call for the implementation of Article 140 of the constitution in order to determine the political future of the oil-rich governorate, which is estimated to hold 6% of the world's oil reserves.  Kirkuk should be for all Iraqis living in it; the solution lies in finding a political consensus. Otherwise, the political process in Iraq is at risk. The issue is about the coexistence among its various national and sectarian factions created throughout the history of the area. The insistence of the Kurds to implement Article 140 is an indication that Kurds consider themselves the plurality group in the city, and the majority group in the governorate. There is no doubt, of course, that the Kurds' geographic, historic, national, demographic, and moral arguments are also motivated by Kirkuk's natural resources, which would dramatically boost Kurdistan's development prospects.  A constitutional violation occurred when the deadline expired. The question of the constitutional course in Iraq has proved to be unrealistic. There have been many deadlines since 2003 that were not completed in a timely manner due to the complex situation in Iraq.  The ongoing dispute over Kirkuk is political, not constitutional. A number of parties object to Article 140; other parties insist on the task of implementing it be executed exactly as scheduled. There should be some flexibility from the parties involved. Turkey's interferences in Kirkuk's issue should be eliminated and the international principle of sovereignty must be respected.
Disc key in conext of Iraq
Ismael Hossein-zadeh Ph.D and professor of Economics January 12, 2007 “Why the US Is Not Leaving Iraq” http://escholarshare.drake.edu/handle/2092/505 
It follows that US troops will not be withdrawn from Iraq as long as antiwar voices are not raised beyond the premises and parameters of the official narrative or justification of the war: terrorism, democracy, civil war, stability, human rights, and the like. Antiwar forces need to extricate themselves from the largely diversionary and constraining debate over these secondary issues, and raise public consciousness of the scandalous economic interests that drive the war. It is crucially important that public attention is shifted away from the confining official narrative of the war, parroted by the corporate media and political pundits, to the economic crimes that have been committed because of this war, both in Iraq and here in the United States. It is time to make a moral case for restoring Iraqi oil and other assets to the Iraqis. It is also time to make a moral case against the war profiteers’ plundering of our treasury, or tax dollars. To paraphrase the late General Smedley D. Butler, most wars could easily be ended—they might not even be started—if profits are taken out of them.[14]
ABL can’t pass in current budget atmosphere, no excess funding is allowed 

Washington Independent-Annie Lowrey 7/19/ 2010 (“EduJobs Funding Dead” http://washingtonindependent.com/91952/edujobs-funding-dead)

Just before the July 4 congressional recess, the House passed a massive piece of legislation: a war-funding bill with billions in funding for domestic programs included, and a budget enforcement resolution attached. The bill moved on to the Senate, where Democrats hoped to preserve social safety-net spending and money for economically stimulative programs. One of the biggest, and most contentious, provisions that made it out of the House was $10 billion in aid for states, to keep teachers on the payroll. As many as 300,000 state employees, many of them teachers, might lose their jobs in the next year due to the states’ fiscal crises.  Rep. Dave Obey (D-Mich.) included the $10 billion for teacher funding, and took some of the money to pay for it from Race to the Top, the Obama administration’s signature education initiative. For that reason, President Obama signaled he might veto the entire bill. Obey later said that the White House recommended that he pay for the education jobs funding by taking from the Supplemental Nutrition Assistance Program, benefits formerly known as food stamps.  One way or another, it does not matter now. CQ reports that the Senate is stripping the funding out, and will seek another vehicle for it. But it seems unlikely any new deficit spending will get past the Senate, meaning the House will need to find offsets or raise taxes.
Even liberal democrats are voting against increased spending

CBS Wyatt Andrews is a CBS News Washington Correspondent. John Nolen is a CBS News Capitol Hill Producer News May 28, 2010 (“The Rise of the No New Debt Democrats” http://www.cbsnews.com/8301-503544_162-20006355-503544.html)
A quiet fiscal revolt played out in Congress this week as dozens of moderate and even some liberal Democrats told Speaker Nancy Pelosi to forget about her grand version of the so called "Tax Extender" bill.  Their objection? The fact that it added $134 billion to the deficit.  This was the bill Pelosi was using to add $47 billion dollars for unemployment benefits, which typically is a no-brainer vote for Democrats. Not this time.  Over in the Senate, same scene. Sen. Tom Harkin of Iowa, in an attempt to hold off the firing of tens of thousands of teachers, tried to add $23 billion onto the war funding bill for Iraq and Afghanistan.  Never mind whether pay for teachers is something that even belongs in a war funding bill -- that wasn't the obstacle. Harkin couldn't get the Democratic votes he needed to add that $23 billion to the deficit.  There's a pattern here: Call it the rise of the no new debt Democrats. For a week, Republicans had railed against the huge new spending bill, but by Tuesday they were spectators in deck chairs, watching as rank and file Democrats -- and not just the Blue Dogs -- repeatedly pushed Pelosi and Majority Leader Steny Hoyer to pare down the Tax Extender bill themselves.  Democratic Rep. Dutch Ruppersberger (Md.), who's generally seen as liberal, told Reuters the uprising against the monster bill was "a real victory for the moderates." He said, "our country is weakened by the deficit."
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