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Won’t Pass

Won't Pass- recent report about Russian non-compliance has incited debate 

Pincus, 7/28 [Walter Pincus, national security analyst for the Washington Post, Report findings about Russia could complicate debate on new START pact, 7/28/2010, d.a. 8-1-10,  http://www.washingtonpost.com/wp-dyn/content/article/2010/07/27/AR2010072706048.html]
The State Department Compliance Report had been requested earlier this month by seven of the eight Republicans on the Senate Foreign Relations Committee. They were concerned because the last report in 2005 highlighted what they described as "direct violations of START I by the Russians, " a reference to the Strategic Arms Reduction Treaty signed in 1991. The report comes at a crucial time, as the Senate considers a new treaty that would replace START I. The Obama administration hopes to have it ratified by year's end, when Democrats will likely lose some of their Senate seats. The Foreign Relations Committee could vote on the treaty as early as next week. But key Republicans are establishing tough conditions for approval -- including ironclad commitments from the White House to dramatically increase spending on the maintenance of the nuclear-weapons complex. President Obama has tried to address those concerns by laying out a plan to spend $80 billion on the nuclear weapons complex over the next decade. The new compliance report, obtained by the Washington Post, says that several issues raised in the 2005 version have been resolved, on subjects such as the movement of Russian road-mobile missiles and inspection of reentry vehicles. But the report may nonetheless fuel the debate over the new treaty, because it says a number of other compliance issues remained unresolved when the treaty expired last December. The unclassified version of the report does not identify them. To pass, the treaty will need at least eight Republican votes plus those of all 57 Democrats and the two independents. Most Republicans haven't yet indicated which way they will go. In recent weeks, the battle over the treaty has intensified, with the Heritage Foundation launching a nationwide campaign against it, and former presidential candidate Mitt Romney branding it Obama's "worst foreign policy mistake." 
No Vote Until After Midterm
GOP will push until after midterm
RIA Novosti 7-30 [RIA Novosti, Russian News Agency, U.S. administration prioritizes new START treaty ratification, July 30, 2010, http://en.rian.ru/world/20100730/160002318.html, 8/1/10]

The ratification of a new strategic arms reduction (START) treaty with Russia is a top priority of the Barack Obama's administration, a senior State Department official said. The U.S. administration hopes to win approval for new START treaty before the Senate begins its summer break in August. To do that would require the support of the necessary two-thirds majority in the 100-member Senate. "Clearly our priority now is to have new START treaty ratified by U.S. Senate," Ellen Tauscher, Under Secretary for Arms Control and International Security, said on Thursday in the new Conversations with America on-line video series recently launched by the U.S. Department of State. Tauscher discussed the importance of the treaty for global security and repeatedly stressed the fact that "every [U.S.] president since Richard Nixon has said that "I'd rather have a treaty than not." However, the Republicans in the Senate may force the vote on the treaty to be postponed until after the congressional elections in November to strengthen their opposition to the ratification of the document. The new START treaty was signed on April 8 in Prague, replacing the START 1 treaty that expired in December 2009. The Russian and U.S. presidents have agreed that the ratification processes should be simultaneous. The new pact stipulates that the number of nuclear warheads is to be reduced to 1,550 on each side, while the number of deployed and non-deployed delivery vehicles must not exceed 800 on either side. Some Conservatives claim that U.S. negotiators made too many concessions and that the treaty does not establish adequate verification measures. They also fear that Russia could use the treaty to limit U.S. missile defense plans. Tauscher reiterated on Thursday that the new START treaty did not involve limitations on the development of U.S. missile defenses and said the Obama administration had not given up on its European missile shield initiative.
Won't Pass; even discussions about START have not materialized 

Rozen, 7/29 [Laura Rozen, Prospect senior correspondent and a national security correspondent for The Washington Monthly, START next week uncertain, 7/29/2010, d.a. 8-1-10, 

http://www.politico.com/blogs/laurarozen/0710/START_vote_next_week_uncertain.html]
The Senate Foreign Relations Committee has added a Wednesday Aug. 4 business meeting to next week’s schedule to consider the START nuclear arms reduction treaty with Russia. The administration is still hoping for a committee vote on the treaty next week before the Senate breaks for August recess. But some on the committee are skeptical that everything can come together by then. “Senator Kerry is working with his colleagues and the administration to hear views and address questions raised by senators about the New START treaty and related issues as quickly as possible,” committee spokesman Frederick Jones told POLITICO's Jen DiMascio. “These efforts and discussions are ongoing, and as of now no final decision has been made about whether to proceed with the vote in the Foreign Relations Committee next week," Jones said. 

Won't pass- despite efforts from Obama, GoP still concerned over maintanence of nuclear arsenal post START 

Washington Post,7/26 [The START debate; Ratification of a new arms control treaty with Russia is within reach -- if Democrats and Republicans can trust each other, 7/26/2010, d.a. 8-1-10, Lexis Nexis]
This is a legitimate concern. The U.S. weapons stockpile is in need of renewal, as are the laboratories and industrial complex that sustain it. Despite its official embrace of the goal of eliminating nuclear weapons, the Obama administration accepts this priority and, to its credit, has been working hard to persuade Mr. Kyl and other Republicans of its commitment to it. Among other things, officials have prepared a plan for $80 billion in spending on the nuclear weapons complex over the next decade and have pressed Democrats in the House and Senate to support a $7 billion installment in next year's budget. Mr. Kyl is not satisfied. He says that he wants to see the 2011 money appropriated by Congress before the Senate votes on the treaty. Republicans are further asking to review the official negotiating record with Russia, a demand that the administration is resisting. All this could have the effect -- perhaps intended -- of thwarting Democratic hopes that the Senate Foreign Relations Committee will vote on START by early next month, so that the full Senate can take it up before the November election. 
Russia Won’t Pass It

Won’t Go into Effect—GOP will pass with reservations. Kremlin won’t accept
Matishak 7-27, [Martin Matishak, Weapons Reporter of National Journal Group, “Senate Resolution Will Impact “New START,” Experts Say”, July 27th 2010, http://gsn.nti.org/gsn/nw_20100727_5162.php, 8/1/10]

The agreement must be approved by lawmakers in Moscow and Washington before entering into force. 

In the United States, the pact needs at least 67 votes in the Senate to achieve ratification. That means the treaty would require bipartisan support, a goal that has been elusive for the White House. Republican lawmakers have enumerated a number of possible objections to the agreement since it was submitted for consideration in May, particularly that it might hinder the nation's plans for missile defense. The arms agreement does not propose any binding curbs on such systems, though its preamble does note the connection between offensive and defensive weapons. Nonetheless, Moscow issued a unilateral statement before the treaty's signing declaring that it could pull out of the accord if Russian leaders determined their nuclear deterrent was threatened by any buildup of U.S. missile defenses. The Obama administration could garner bipartisan support for the treaty by agreeing to place a reservation on the resolution of ratification that addresses the unilateral statement head-on, according to Steven Groves, a fellow at the Heritage Foundation. "You can put a reservation in there saying, 'After review, the preamble language does not restrict in any way U.S. missile defense enhancements either qualitatively or quantitatively,'" Groves suggested during a panel discussion at the think tank last week. "Just completely turn their unilateral statement on its head and then when you go to exchange instruments of ratification with the Russians ... they either blink or they don't." A reservation usually changes U.S. obligations without necessarily amending the text of the agreement, according to a Congressional Research Service report on the Senate's role on treaty ratification. The Senate could add any number of reservations to the treaty, though they would require Kremlin acceptance for the pact to take effect. Employing that tactic would have a potentially larger impact on the ratification process than other options available to the committee and then to all Senate lawmakers. In addition to reservations, those include "understandings," interpretive statements that clarify or elaborate on provisions as lawmakers understand them but do not alter them; "declarations" that express the Senate's position or opinion on matters relating to issues raised by the treaty rather than specific provision; and "provisos" that are essentially agreements between Congress and the executive branch that fall outside the four corners of the treaty and often include conditions on implementing a treaty within the United States. If and when the resolution of ratification reaches the chamber floor, any senator could also introduce an amendment to strike language from the agreement altogether. Bush administration national security adviser Stephen Hadley in a June 10 hearing before the Foreign Relations Committee suggested senators use reservations or conditions to clear up "ambiguities" within the new agreement. A reservation on missile defense would show Russia how dedicated the Obama administration is to the idea, despite Moscow's threats to withdraw from the treaty, Groves said in a follow-up interview.

Link turn
We turn their link- beginning a withdrawal from the War in Afghanistan is popular along bipartisan lines

Cary 7-21, [Mary Kate Cary, former White House speechwriter for President George HW Bush. She currently writes speeches for political and business leader, “Republicans are Turning Against the War in Afghanistan”, July 21st 2010, http://politics.usnews.com/opinion/articles/2010/07/21/republicans-are-turning-against-the-afghanistan-war.html?PageNr=1, 8/1/10]

Well, this summer they've started paying attention, and it's getting less popular. As the president's approval rating declines, especially among independents, it seems that the idea of continuing the seemingly endless war is becoming less popular as well. According to a recent Rasmussen poll, a whopping 48 percent of those surveyed said ending the war in Afghanistan is a more important goal than winning it. And while 41 percent believe it's still possible to win the war, another 59 percent either disagree and feel it's not winnable, or cannot decide. Republican National Committee Chairman Michael Steele seems to be in the latter crowd. Speaking at a GOP fundraiser in early July, he called this a "war of Obama's choosing" and "not something the U.S. had actively prosecuted or wanted to engage in." The remarks drew almost immediate reaction. Bill Kristol of the Weekly Standard called for Steele's resignation; Washington Post columnist Charles Krauthammer said Steele had committed a "capital offense" and had to go; and Sen. John McCain, saying there was "no excuse" for the remarks, questioned whether Steele should remain in office. [See who supports McCain.]Steele's comments exposed a growing split between two wings of the party. As Richard Haass, president of the Council on Foreign Relations, explained on MSNBC, neoconservatives fail to see that although the war had begun after 9/11 under George W. Bush, "that was a very different war. That was a limited action of self-defense. Since Barack Obama became president, this has morphed into a war of choice. We've tripled U.S. forces and we've changed the mission ... this is a much more ambitious policy." We are no longer going after what's left of al Qaeda (Jones said six months ago that "fewer than a hundred" al Qaeda members remain there), which was the original mission under President Bush; instead, we're fighting what Obama calls the "new way forward" against the Taliban, while spending hundreds of billions of dollars to rebuild Afghan society. Even before Steele's comments, there was a critical mass of limited-government conservatives starting to question Obama's strategy. As the president racked up trillion-dollar deficits at the same time as he escalated the war, the notion of whether we could afford Obama's new Afghan strategy—in both money and lives—began to present itself. Last fall, George Will wrote a controversial column calling for the United States to get out of Afghanistan. By last month, Peggy Noonan predicted that the right "is probably going to start to peel off, not Washington policy intellectuals but people on the ground in America." Others are starting to agree. The economic crisis, the massive deficits, and the prospect of higher taxes and drastic spending cuts are making voters wonder if we can afford to stay in Afghanistan any longer. And as the president's deficit reduction commission gears up this fall, it's going to draw even more attention to the cost of Afghanistan.

UQ—Will pass

Will pass despite protests

ITAR-TASS 7/20 (ITAR-TASS is a Russian news agency, “New START to be ratified by US Senate despite protests—Lugar”, da 8/1/10, http://www.itar-tass.com/eng/level2.html?NewsID=15332160&PageNum=0)

 WASHINGTON, July 20 (Itar-Tass) - The Russian-American Strategic Arms Reduction Treaty (START) will be ratified by the US Senate despite resistance of many representatives of the Republican Party, influential Senator Richard Lugar who is active supporter of the treaty said in an interview to the National Journal weekly. Asked about the START destiny in the upper house of the Congress Lugar noted that he thinks that the treaty’s prospects are good. 

Will pass—massive military support

Washington Post 7/28 (“Report findings about Russia could complicate debate on new START pact”, da 8/1/10, http://www.washingtonpost.com/wp-dyn/content/article/2010/07/27/AR2010072706048.html)

For its part, the administration has amassed a bipartisan national security Who's Who of supporters of the treaty, including five former defense secretaries and six former secretaries of state.   On Tuesday, seven of the eight retired commanders of U.S. nuclear forces added their voices to those calling on the Senate to ratify the treaty. "We will understand the Russian strategic forces much better with the treaty than would be the case without it," said the letter to the Senate foreign relations and armed services committees.   It was signed by every leader of the strategic nuclear command from 1981 to 2004, except retired Adm. Richard W. Mies.  

Will pass- Kerry confirms and on top of Obama's agenda 

Jordan Fabian, a senior in the College of Arts and Sciences where he majors in history along with a concentration in Law and Society, Kerry confident that START will be ratified this year, 7/23/2010, d.a. 8-1-10, http://thehill.com/blogs/blog-briefing-room/news/110549-kerry-confident-senate-will-ratify-start-this-year
The chairman of the Senate Foreign Relations Committee expressed confidence Friday that the upper chamber will ratify a key nuclear arms treaty with Russia before the year is up. Sen. John Kerry (D-Mass.) acknowledged Republicans concerns over the Strategic Arms Reduction Treaty (START) that the Obama administration hoped would pass quickly after it was signed three months ago. But Kerry assured that it would pass before the new year. In an interview with Bloomberg News to air this weekend, the Massachusetts senator was asked if the Senate could ratify the treaty before the November midterm elections. "I don’t want to get into the odds-making on it," he replied. "What is important is the Senate will pass it." Pressed on whether the Senate would vote this year, Kerry replied, "I believe we will pass it this year." START has been put on the backburner in the midst of a hectic Senate schedule as the August recess approaches and with election-year politics at play. But President Obama has made it clear that passing the treaty is a priority, especially in light of his effort to "reset" the U.S.'s diplomatic relationship with Russia. 
UQ—Will Pass
Will pass- Lugar rallying Republicans

Taylor Rushing, Lugar optimistic he can rally GOP to back U.S.-Russia arms treaty, 7/24/2010, d.a. 8-1-10, http://thehill.com/homenews/senate/110693-lugar-optimistic-he-can-rally-gop-to-back-us-russia-arms-treaty
Sen. Richard Lugar (Ind.), the only Senate Republican to publicly endorse a U.S.-Russia arms treaty, said this week he is optimistic the upper chamber will approve it this year. The ranking Republican on the Foreign Relations Committee told The Hill this week he believes he can persuade enough GOP votes to ratify the treaty “eventually.” And despite Congress’s crowded and closing legislative calendar, Lugar disputes the notion that the Strategic Arms Reduction Treaty (START) is on the ropes. “I don’t see that it’s in particular trouble,” Lugar said. “The problem is in how many days we’ll be in session and the priority of scheduling. But I believe [Senate Foreign Relations Committee Chairman John] Kerry [D-Mass.] and I are headed toward a markup in our committee in about two weeks, and if that’s successful then it becomes a matter of Majority Leader Harry] Reid’s [D-Nev.] priorities and if he’s prepared to put it on the floor.” Kerry spokesman Frederick Jones said that “discussions are ongoing, and as of now, no final decision has been made on the timing of a markup in the Foreign Relations Committee. Ultimately, the goal is to build consensus for the timely ratification of this vital treaty.” With 67 votes necessary for ratification, eight Republicans will need to support it, assuming all 59 senators who caucus with Democrats back it. Lugar, a well respected member of the Senate who has served 31 years on the committee, said some Republicans are reticent to back START. He said, “A number of them, who will remain nameless, want to vote for the treaty but still want these questions resolved. So there’s a lot of talking going on.” When former Massachusetts Gov. Mitt Romney (R) wrote an op-ed in The Washington Post this month calling the treaty “Obama’s worst foreign policy mistake,” Lugar fired back almost immediately. In a lengthy statement, Lugar blasted Romney’s opinion as “hyperbolic” and “unaware,” and that it “repeats discredited objections and “distorts” or “ignores” several facts surrounding the treaty. The previous START treaty between the U.S. and Russia expired in December 2009, and President Obama and Russian President Dmitri Medvedev signed the new START treaty this spring. Obama has been pushing hard for swift Senate ratification of the pact, which would reduce missiles, launchers and warheads in both countries. Kerry has held 12 hearings on the treaty, with a number of prominent Republican former Cabinet members testifying in support of it — former Secretaries of State Henry Kissinger and James Baker, former Defense Secretary James Schlesinger, former National Security Advisors Brent Scowcroft and Stephen Hadley and Defense Secretary Robert Gates.

Top of Agenda

START passage top priority for Senate- Tauscher confirms 

RTTNews, Tauscher: Ratification Of START Treaty Top Priority, 7/30/2010, d.a. 8-1-10, http://www.rttnews.com/Content/MarketSensitiveNews.aspx?Id=1376952&SM=1
A senior State Department official in charge of Arms Control and International Security has said that the ratification of Russia-US nuclear arms reduction treaty that reduces their nuclear stockpiles considerably is a top priority of the Obama administration. Ellen Tauscher, US Under Secretary of State for Arms Control and International Security, was speaking Thursday in the Conversations with America program, an on-line video series recently launched by the Department of State.. Highlighting the importance of the treaty for global security, Tauscher made it cleat that the US government's "priority now is to have new START treaty ratified by the Senate." Passage of the START treaty before summer break in August requires a two-thirds majority in the 100-member Senate, overcoming Republican opposition. The new deal, binding on the world's two major powers, was signed by the presidents of both the countries in Prague on April 8. 
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