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Jackson Vanik Repeal Will Pass/Top of the Docket

Jackson Vanik repeal will pass and top of the docket – bipart support and WTO Vote

Needham 6/21 (Vicki, reporter for the Hill, Reporter for Island Packet, editor for Orange County Register, graduate from Northwestern University, Trinity University, The Hill, “Senators, Obama administration aim for compromise on Russia trade”, http://thehill.com/blogs/on-the-money/1005-trade/234173-senators-obama- administration-aim-for-compromise-on-russia-trade, 6/21/12)
Senate Finance Committee members said Thursday are backing a plan to link legislation repealing Jackson-Vanik, which allow for grant normal permanent normal trade relations (PNTR) with Moscow, with a human rights bill that would punish Russian officials involved with the death of lawyer Sergei Magnitsky, who died in police custody.  Obama administration officials, U.S. Trade Representative Ron Kirk and Deputy Secretary of State William Burns, told the Finance panel on Thursday that they prefer separate tracks for the two measures but will continue to work with lawmakers toward a compromise to pass a measure before the August recess. Regardless of current differences, lawmakers and Obama administration officials agree that PNTR needs to be granted before Russia joins the World Trade Organization (WTO) in August. Burns acknowledged Thursday that there is a "constructive dialogue" continuing with lawmakers and that the administration's concerns are being considered. He opted to reserve a final opinion on how the administration will react until a bill emerges from the Senate. House Ways and Means Chairman Dave Camp (R-Mich.), who held a Wednesday hearing, is siding with the Obama administration in pressing for a "clean" PNTR bill.

Jackson-Vanik top of docket

Wassoon, Erik 3/15/12 (“Sen. Kyl takes strong stand against top Obama administration trade priority” The Hill http://thehill.com/blogs/on-the-money/1005-trade/216201-kyl-takes-strong-stand-against-top-obama-trade-bill)//BB

The No.2 Republican in the Senate on Thursday threw a wrench into White House plans for quick passage of a Russia trade bill. Senate Minority Whip Jon Kyl (R-Ariz.) flagged his opposition to granting Russia permanent normal trade relations (PNTR). The Russia bill is the top trade priority of the Obama administration this year.

Will not be linked to Magnitsky

No Agreement in Congress that Jackson Vanik Amendment will have link to Magnitsky

Wingfield 7/12 – was a staff writer at the New York Times and Forbes Magazine; now staff writer at Bloomberg Businessweek (Brian, “Why US-Russia Trade is Stuck in the Cold War”, Bloomberg Businessweek, July 12, 2012, http://www.businessweek.com/articles/2012-07-12/why-u-dot-s-dot-russia-trade-is-stuck-in-the-cold-war) ELB
Russia will join the World Trade Organization next month, a deal 18 years in the making. That’s good news for U.S. businesses. They’ll get guaranteed tariff reductions. Russia will also have to honor international agreements dealing with intellectual property, and if there are disputes, the U.S. can call on the WTO to arbitrate. There’s only one thing in the way: Congress.¶ The WTO requires its members to grant each other so-called permanent normal trade relations. But the U.S. is forbidden to do so with Russia under the 1974 Jackson-Vanik amendment, passed to restrict trade with the Soviet Union as punishment for its persecution of Jews who wanted to emigrate. Now lawmakers worried about looking soft on the old Cold War foe—in the middle of campaign season—are stalling on repealing the amendment.¶ They “just don’t get the sense of the breadth of the market opportunities,” says Randi Levinas, executive director of the Coalition for U.S.-Russia Trade, a Washington lobbying group led by 22 U.S. companies including PepsiCo (PEP), General Electric (GE),Caterpillar (CAT), Boeing (BA), and Procter & Gamble (PG). “They think of it as a communist country.”¶ The U.S. already trades with Russia, the world’s ninth-largest economy, under an exception to Jackson-Vanik granted annually by every president since 1992. Right now the flow of merchandise is tiny: In 2011 the U.S. shipped Russia $8.3 billion worth of goods—just 0.6 percent of all exports, according to the Department of Commerce.¶ The Obama administration, which wants to double U.S. exports by the end of 2014, has been lobbying Congress to repeal Jackson-Vanik, as have business groups. Christopher Wenk, an international trade lobbyist with the U.S. Chamber of Commerce, says his and other groups have pressed their case in more than 250 meetings with lawmakers and aides this year.¶ Senate Democrats want to link a repeal bill with a House-sponsored measure that calls for the U.S. to publish a list of people associated with human-rights violations in Russia, deny them visas, and freeze any financial assets in the U.S. It’s named for Sergei Magnitsky, a lawyer for London-based Hermitage Capital who exposed government corruption in Russia and died in a Moscow prison in 2009, allegedly after guards beat him.¶ Republicans are struggling to speak with one voice on the country that Mitt Romney has called the U.S.’s “No. 1 geopolitical foe.” In the Senate, Republicans John McCain of Arizona and Roger Wicker of Mississippi are siding with the Democrats, vowing to withhold support for permanent trade ties if the Magnitsky bill doesn’t pass. House Republicans including Ways and Means Committee Chairman Dave Camp say they prefer the Obama administration’s argument that the Jackson-Vanik repeal should be passed with no strings attached—yet no lawmaker has introduced such legislation in the House. Instead, more than 70 Republican freshmen, led by Missouri Representative Billy Long, are passing it back to President Obama, lobbying him to press harder for a bill without the human-rights provision. “I can’t sell the Democrats,” says Long. “The president can.”

Magnitsky Act will be separate from the Jackson Vanik – no link between them

Palmer 7/12 – staff writer at Reuters (Doug, “House Vote on Russia Trade Vote in Doubt”, Chicago Tribune,  July 12, 2012, http://articles.chicagotribune.com/2012-07-12/news/sns-rt-us-usa-russia-tradebre86b1i1-20120712_1_pntr-legislation-vote-on-russia-trade-odds-with-wto-rules) ELB
MAGNITSKY BILL¶ Many lawmakers also are loathe to lift the Jackson-Vanik amendment without passing new legislation to punish Russia for perceived human rights abuses.¶ That has led to the "Magnitsky bill" already passed by committees in both the House and Senate. The bill is named after Sergei Magnitsky, an anti-corruption Russian lawyer who died in 2009 after a year in Russian jails.¶ The House version would deny visas and freeze the assets of Russians linked to Magnitsky's death, as well as those of other human rights abusers in Russia. The Senate version would extend the sanctions to human rights abusers anywhere in the world.¶ Russian officials have warned the legislation would further inflame relations. But many U.S. lawmakers are undeterred.¶ Senate Finance Committee Chairman Max Baucus, a Democrat, has promised to incorporate the Magnitsky legislation into PNTR, which his committee could vote on as early as next week.¶ But some question whether Senate Majority Leader Harry Reid, a fellow Democrat, would schedule a Senate vote without a clear signal from the House that it will proceed.¶ Camp has called for a "clean" bill without the Magnitsky legislation but has not found a Democratic co-sponsor for that approach.¶ "Chairman Camp remains committed to moving a clean PNTR bill through his committee as soon as the administration is able to identify a successful bipartisan path forward," Ways and Means spokeswoman Sarah Swinehart said on Thursday .¶ The Obama administration and business groups also prefer a clean bill, but few people expect PNTR to pass without the Magnitsky legislation.¶ "Nobody quite knows how that's going to be packaged, whether it's part of the PNTR bill or a separate bill, or whether it's going to be extended to cover corruption as well as human rights and therefore pick up some of Putin's buddies," Hufbauer said.¶ The business community's worst fear is the bills will move separately and the Magnitsky legislation will pass and PNTR will fail.¶ Bill Reinsch, president of the National Foreign Trade Council, which represents big U.S. exporters like Boeing and Caterpillar, said there was still time to pass PNTR this month if House Republican leaders decided they want to move.¶ "There's always time up there to do something if the will is there to do it. And so we continue to hope that the will is there and they'll get it done," Reinsch said.¶
Obama Spends PC on JV
Obama pushing to repeal Jackson Vanik repeal, spending his political leverage

Weiss 4/13 – staff writer @ The American Interest (Michael, “Resetting the Reset”, The American Interest, April 13, 2012, http://www.the-american-interest.com/article.cfm?piece=1250) ELB
For all his pretensions of being a “transformative” president, Barack Obama’s foreign policy prescriptions are rooted in a deeply conservative and nostalgic tradition. When it comes to Russia, the tradition this White House channels most is that of Richard Nixon. This seemingly incongruous resemblance was well illustrated in a recent controversy over the nullification of a Nixon-era piece of legislation, the Jackson-Vanik amendment, which binds U.S. trade relations with autocratic regimes to those regimes’ human rights records. Jackson-Vanik is the thorn in the side of Obama’s “reset” policy with Russia, which wants to accede to the World Trade Organization—a major component of the reset. So long as Jackson-Vanik still applies to Russia, American businesses won’t be able to fully profit from that accession. President Obama’s push to repeal Jackson-Vanik has been described as cynical and manipulative by both the veteran Russian dissidents who benefitted from its passage in the 1970s and the younger generation of oppositionists who seek new instruments of American leverage against Vladimir Putin.
Obama administration pushing passing of clean bill separate from Magnitsky

Palmer 7/12 – staff writer at Reuters (Doug, “House Vote on Russia Trade Vote in Doubt”, Chicago Tribune,  July 12, 2012, http://articles.chicagotribune.com/2012-07-12/news/sns-rt-us-usa-russia-tradebre86b1i1-20120712_1_pntr-legislation-vote-on-russia-trade-odds-with-wto-rules) ELB

The Obama administration and business groups also prefer a clean bill, but few people expect PNTR to pass without the Magnitsky legislation.¶ "Nobody quite knows how that's going to be packaged, whether it's part of the PNTR bill or a separate bill, or whether it's going to be extended to cover corruption as well as human rights and therefore pick up some of Putin's buddies," Hufbauer said.¶ The business community's worst fear is the bills will move separately and the Magnitsky legislation will pass and PNTR will fail.¶ Bill Reinsch, president of the National Foreign Trade Council, which represents big U.S. exporters like Boeing and Caterpillar, said there was still time to pass PNTR this month if House Republican leaders decided they want to move.¶ "There's always time up there to do something if the will is there to do it. And so we continue to hope that the will is there and they'll get it done," Reinsch said.¶ 
Obama Administration spending PC on push for Jackson Vanik Repeal
Needham 6/10 – staff writer at the Hill (Vicki, “Human Rights Concerns Complicate Efforts to Ramp up Russia Trade”, The Hill, June 10, 2012, http://thehill.com/blogs/on-the-money/1005-trade/231947-human-rights-concerns-complicate-efforts-to-ramp-up-russia-trade) ELB
Congress, the Obama administration and business groups are ramping up efforts to pave the way this summer for improved trade relations with Russia, but that work is being complicated by parallel efforts to address human rights concerns in that country.¶ While the push is being made to repeal the Jackson-Vanik amendment and grant permanent normal trade relations, some lawmakers are also eager to pass a measure designed to signal to Moscow that human rights and national security violations won't be tolerated as that nation prepares to join the World Trade Organization (WTO). ¶ In the ever complicated realm of U.S.-Russia relations, supporters of repealing Jackson-Vanik — a 37-year-old provision designed to put pressure on Communist nations for human-rights abuses and emigration policies — are emphasizing that Russia's entry into the WTO does not require the U.S. to pass any additional measures . 
Obama administration-lobbying congress to repeal bill

Wingfield, Brian 7/12/12 (“Why U.S.-Russia Trade Is Stuck in the Cold War” BloombergBusinessweek Politics and Policy http://www.businessweek.com/articles/2012-07-12/why-u-dot-s-dot-russia-trade-is-stuck-in-the-cold-war)

The Obama administration, which wants to double U.S. exports by the end of 2014, has been lobbying Congress to repeal Jackson-Vanik, as have business groups. Christopher Wenk, an international trade lobbyist with the U.S. Chamber of Commerce, says his and other groups have pressed their case in more than 250 meetings with lawmakers and aides this year.

Obama urges congress-repeal Jackon-Vanik amendment

RiaNovosti (no author) 6/19/12(“White House Pushes for Jackson-Vanik Repeal Without Reference to Magnitsky Bill” RiaNovosti http://en.rian.ru/russia/20120619/174119356.html)//BB

Russian President, Vladimir Putin, and U.S. counterpart, Barack Obama, held a meeting on the sidelines of G20 summit in Los Cabos, Mexico on June 18. President Obama again called for the U.S. Congress to repeal the Jackson-Vanik amendment. He said the move would stimulate U.S.-Russia trade.¶ “Our position is – we want the Jackson-Vanik amendment repealed. We want to establish permanent normal trade relations with Russia, because we believe that it is in the interests of American businesses, American workers and it will help create jobs in the United States. And we would like it to be done separately,” Deputy National Security Adviser for U.S. Strategic Communications, Ben Rhodes, said at a briefing in Los Cabos.

Obama Administration urge Congress to appeal Jackson Vanik

Russell, Sarah 7/13/12 (“Cold War Amendment Means US Could Lose in Trade With Russia” MNI https://mninews.deutsche-boerse.com/content/cold-war-amendment-means-us-could-lose-trade-russia)//BB

The Obama Administration, as well as members of both political parties, have urged Congress to repeal the Jackson-Vanik amendment and grant PNTR to Russia before its entrance into the WTO in August.¶ Putin and President Barack Obama issued a joint statement in June saying, "the Obama Administration is working closely with the U.S. Congress to terminate, as soon as possible, application of the Jackson-Vanik amendment ... and extend Permanent Normal Trade Relations to the Russian Federation."

AT: Magnitsky hurts Relations

Magnitsky Act would improve US-Russia relations

Weiss 4/13 – staff writer @ The American Interest (Michael, “Resetting the Reset”, The American Interest, April 13, 2012, http://www.the-american-interest.com/article.cfm?piece=1250) KD
The pushback was immediate. Days after McFaul delivered those remarks, veteran anti-Putin activists Gary Kasparov and Boris Nemtsov, one of the signatories of Milov’s statement, took to the pages of the Wall Street Journal to criticize the Ambassador forpresenting only half the story. They were pro-linkage. “Replacing Jackson-Vanik with [the Magnitsky Act] would promote better relations between the people of the U.S. and Russia while refusing to provide aid and comfort to a tyrant and his regime at this critical moment in history,” they wrote. Kasparov and Nemtsov also quoted Navalny in a similar vein.
Magnitsky doesn’t hurt relations – Clinton statements
AP 6/27 The Associated Press is an American news agency. The AP is a cooperative owned by its contributing newspapers, radio and television stations in the United States, which both contribute stories to the AP and use material written by its staff journalists. Many newspapers and broadcasters outside the United States are AP subscribers, paying a fee to use AP material without being contributing members of the cooperative. (Associated Press, “Clinton cites concerns over human rights in Russia, 6/27/12, http://www.kitsapsun.com/news/2012/jun/27/clinton-optimistic-over-us-russian-relations/#ixzz20omgGDxI)//KD
A Senate panel in Washington moved forward Tuesday on a bill that would impose tough sanctions on Russian human rights violators, a measure certain to be linked to congressional efforts to lift the Cold War-era Jackson-Vanik trade restrictions.¶ The Foreign Relations Committee of the Senate approved the measure that would impose visa bans and freeze the assets of those held responsible for gross human rights violations in Russia, as well as other human rights abusers.¶ Specifically, it targets those allegedly involved in the imprisonment, torture and death of lawyer Sergei Magnitsky, who died in a Russian jail in 2009.¶ Clinton said, "We think there is a way of expressing those concerns without derailing the relationship" with Moscow, and she added that is "what we are working with our Congress to do, and we have every reason to believe we can accomplish that."¶ "We are very keen in the administration for repealing the Jackson-Vanik bill because we want to open doors to greater trade and investment between our two countries," the secretary said.¶ "However there is great concern in our country, and in particular in our Congress over human rights in Russia," she added, "and in particular the case of the lawyer Mr. Magnitsky, who died in prison."¶ "There's a lot of interest in our Congress over a full, transparent investigation of the circumstances of his death in prison," Clinton said. "And so our Congress, while they are being asked by the administration to repeal Jackson-Vanik, want to pass legislation that will require the United States government to take action against any persons who are connected with the death of Mr. Magnitsky."

Clinton says Magnitsky will not hurt US-Russia relations

AP 6/27 The Associated Press is an American news agency. The AP is a cooperative owned by its contributing newspapers, radio and television stations in the United States, which both contribute stories to the AP and use material written by its staff journalists. Many newspapers and broadcasters outside the United States are AP subscribers, paying a fee to use AP material without being contributing members of the cooperative. (Associated Press, “Clinton cites concerns over human rights in Russia, 6/27/12, http://www.kitsapsun.com/news/2012/jun/27/clinton-optimistic-over-us-russian-relations/#ixzz20omgGDxI)//KD
U.S. Secretary of State Hillary Rodham Clinton says she's optimistic that relations with Moscow will not suffer despite planned legislation in Congress that would impose tough sanctions on Russian human rights violators.¶ Clinton says she expects "something to move" on both the repeal of the Jackson-Vanik law and on Congress' concerns about Russian human rights.¶ She told reporters in Finland on Wednesday that the concerns could be expressed "without derailing the relationship (with Moscow) and that is what we are working with our Congress to do and we have every reason to believe we can accomplish that."
Business Impacts
Not passing JV repeal also hurts US businesses

Needham 6/10 – staff writer at the Hill (Vicki, “Human Rights Concerns Complicate Efforts to Ramp up Russia Trade”, The Hill, June 10, 2012, http://thehill.com/blogs/on-the-money/1005-trade/231947-human-rights-concerns-complicate-efforts-to-ramp-up-russia-trade) ELB
Not only are normal trade relations denied to nations that restrict emigration, but without a repeal, U.S. businesses would lose the benefits derived from a more open Russian market, putting companies at a competitive disadvantage.¶ "We're not rewarding the Russians," Gerwin said. "From a policy standpoint keeping Jackson-Vanik doesn't get us anywhere," he said. ¶ Granting permanent normal trade relations (PNTR) is in "no way an expression of support for their really bad foreign policy decisions in places like Syria," he added.¶ Russia's decision to vote July 4, ahead of the July 23 deadline, on its WTO accession means lawmakers will have to pass a repeal before the August recess to gain the full benefits. ¶ Once the Russian Duma passes the bill, the nation joins the WTO 30 days later. 

Russia will deny US firms and put them at a disadvantage to foreign competitors, tanking economies

Chicago Tribune,  July 12, 2012, http://articles.chicagotribune.com/2012-07-12/news/sns-rt-us-usa-russia-tradebre86b1i1-20120712_1_pntr-legislation-vote-on-russia-trade-odds-with-wto-rules) ELB

Congress is under pressure to lift a Cold War human rights provision known as the Jackson-Vanik amendment and approve "permanent normal trade relations," or PNTR, because of Russia's expected entry into the World Trade Organization in August.¶ If it does not act, Russia could deny U.S. firms some of the market-opening concessions it made to join the WTO, putting those companies at a disadvantage to foreign competitors in one of the world's 10-largest economies.¶
Not Passing Jackson Vanik Repeal will have adverse impact on US businesses

Dougherty and Crawford 6/21 – CNN Foreign Affairs Correspondent and CNN National Security Producer (Jill and Jamie, “US Could Feel Effects of Amendment Meant to Hurt Russia”, CNN, June 21, 2012 http://security.blogs.cnn.com/2012/06/21/u-s-could-feel-effects-of-amendment-meant-to-hurt-russia/?iref=allsearch) ELB
As part of its "reset" with Moscow, the Obama administration urged Congress to abolish the amendment, to "graduate" Russia from Jackson-Vanik. Now, there's an economic reason to do it.¶ Last December, after 18 years of trying, Russia was given the green light to join the World Trade Organization. Russia's Parliament is expected to ratify and approve entry, and President Vladimir Putin to sign it by the end of July. Once that happens, the Jackson-Vanik amendment could end up hurting the U.S. instead of Russia.¶ Having it on the books means the U.S. is in violation of WTO rules requiring all members to grant other members "immediate and unconditional free trade." The U.S. would not be able to take advantage of all the concessions Russia will make as a WTO member – including market liberalization, transparency, committing to intellectual property protection, eliminating nontariff barriers and other provisions – and that would mean higher tariffs for American businesses seeking access to Russian markets.¶ The Obama administration and many members of Congress have called for the amendment's repeal, moving forward with a permanent normal trade relations pact with Russia. But disagreements between the U.S. and Russia over human rights, missile defense, Syria, Georgia and other issues are complicating that move.¶ In a Tuesday editorial in The Wall Street Journal, Secretary of State Hillary Clinton tried to make the case that "Trade with Russia Is a Win-Win."¶ Ending Jackson-Vanik is not "a gift to Russia," Clinton argued. "It is a smart, strategic investment in one of the fastest growing markets for U.S. goods and services."¶ By extending permanent normal trading relations to Moscow, Clinton said, "will be a vote to create jobs in America. Until then, Russia's markets will open and our competitors will benefit, but U.S. companies will be disadvantaged."¶ From the G-20 meeting in Mexico, Putin said he agrees.¶ "I hope the amendment, which discriminates against Russia on U.S. markets, will be canceled," he said Tuesday, "especially since we are joining the World Trade Organization and its preservation would only harm American companies working on the Russian market."¶ The U.S. Chamber of Commerce, the Business Roundtable, the U.S.-Russia Business Council and other business groups support ending the Jackson-Vanik amendment and enacting Permanent Normal Trade Relations (PNTR) with Russia.¶ "PNTR is all about U.S. companies and farmers and workers. Unless we do this, we're shooting ourselves in the foot," says USRBC's executive vice president, Randi Levinas. Levinas also is executive director of the Coalition for US-Russian Trade, the umbrella organization supporting PNTR.¶ U.S. Trade Representative Ron Kirk on Wednesday told the House of Representatives Ways and Means Committee that not ending Jackson-Vanik will have an adverse impact on U.S. businesses.
US businesses key to US jobs and the economy
Redmond 6/18 - a member of Job Creators Alliance, a nonprofit committed to defending the free enterprise system. She is also CEO of Coldwell Banker Commercial Trademark Properties. (Billie, “Small Businesses are key to the Economy, Not Big Government”, US NEWS, June 18, 2012, http://www.usnews.com/opinion/blogs/economic-intelligence/2012/06/18/small-businesses-are-key-to-the-economy-not-big-government) ELB
In a public address last week, President Barack Obama stated that "the private sector is doing fine." Doing fine? That might be news to the 3.3 million "missing workers" or the more than 20 million Americans who are unemployed or underemployed. It is particularly unbelievable in the context of a recent Federal Reserve report showing that the average American family lost nearly half of its net worth from 2007-2010. The president's comment has proved to be nothing more than a failed attempt to highlight what silver lining may be left in the cloud of uncertainty that hangs over the U.S. economy.¶ The numbers tell the tale: There were only 69,000 jobs created last month, the fewest in a year. To put that in even broader context, private sector employment growth has fallen in each of the last four months. Further, May was the 40th consecutive month that the U.S. unemployment rate has persisted above a painful 8 percent.¶ On a more personal level, my home state of North Carolina claims the fifth highest unemployment rate in the nation, at 9.4 percent. The not-so-good good news is that this is down two full percentage points since January 2010, where unemployment stood at 11.4 percent. It is evident that both North Carolina and the United States have a long way to go before anyone can claim that our private economy is doing "fine." And while I'm a huge proponent of "finding the good in the bad," I think now is the time to find the solution to the problem—and "fine" is not a solution.¶ The solution to the jobs problem is small business, not more government.¶ Job Creators Alliance has laid out a roadmap to sustainable economic recovery—and that path is paved with commonsense regulatory reform, certainty about future taxes, and the return of spending sanity to our federal government. In recent years, the federal government has unleashed a regulatory onslaught on small businesses in the private sector and has made it much harder for the engine of our economy to function as it should. Until policymakers and elected officials start to listen to the voice of the entrepreneur and small business owner, it's hard to see how job creation will come back.¶ A March Small Business Outlook Survey conducted by the U.S. Chamber of Commerce shows that concerns about over-regulation are the highest we've seen in the past year. Small business owners are hesitant to hire because of uncertainty created by the plethora of threatening regulations coming from and pending in Washington. There is something to be said about the correlation between the unemployment rate and the increasing concern about regulations coming out of Washington. America needs the government to step down and let true job creators lead the way to recovery.

*AFF*

Jackson Vanik Repeal Won’t Pass
Congress is unlikely to pass bill – election year
Reuters, 7/12 - (Reporter for the Chicago Tribune, Doug Palmer, Reuters, “House Vote on Russia Trade Bill in Doubt,” Chicago Tribune, http://articles.chicagotribune.com/2012-07-12/news/sns-rt-us-usa-russia-tradebre86b1i1-20120712_1_pntr-legislation-vote-on-russia-trade-odds-with-wto-rules, MEK)
WASHINGTON (Reuters) - The Congress appears increasingly unlikely to approve a controversial bill to upgrade trade relations with Russia before the November elections, despite a push by the White House and U.S. business groups for votes this month. "I think practically speaking no one expects Congress to deal with (permanent normal trade relations) before the lame-duck" session after the elections, said Gary Hufbauer, a senior fellow at the Peterson Institute for International Economics, referring to the period between the November 6 congressional elections and the start of the new Congress in January, 2013.
Jackson Vanik won’t pass – especially with “lame-duck” session coming up

Palmer 7/12 – staff writer at Reuters (Doug, “House Vote on Russia Trade Vote in Doubt”, Chicago Tribune,  July 12, 2012, http://articles.chicagotribune.com/2012-07-12/news/sns-rt-us-usa-russia-tradebre86b1i1-20120712_1_pntr-legislation-vote-on-russia-trade-odds-with-wto-rules) ELB
WASHINGTON (Reuters) - The Congress appears increasingly unlikely to approve a controversial bill to upgrade trade relations with Russia before the November elections, despite a push by the White House and U.S. business groups for votes this month.¶ "I think practically speaking no one expects Congress to deal with (permanent normal trade relations) before the lame-duck" session after the elections, said Gary Hufbauer, a senior fellow at the Peterson Institute for International Economics, referring to the period between the November 6 congressional elections and the start of the new Congress in January, 2013.
Will be Linked to Magnitsky

JV will pass, but only with Magnitsky Act, which turns that DA and destroys relations
Dougherty and Crawford 6/21 – CNN Foreign Affairs Correspondent and CNN National Security Producer (Jill and Jamie, “US Could Feel Effects of Amendment Meant to Hurt Russia”, CNN, June 21, 2012 http://security.blogs.cnn.com/2012/06/21/u-s-could-feel-effects-of-amendment-meant-to-hurt-russia/?iref=allsearch) ELB
But even if many members of Congress support ending Jackson-Vanik and passing a new trade pact with Russia, some still think the U.S. needs a way of holding Russia's feet to the fire on human rights and other issues. They support the "Sergei Magnitsky Rule of Law Accountability Act," named in memory of the Russian lawyer Sergei Magnitsky who died in 2009 after a year in prison, apparently beaten to death, after revealing official corruption.¶ Under the law, which is not linked to trade, the U.S. would deny visas and freeze the assets of Russians linked to Magnitsky's death or to human rights abuses. A House committee passed its version but a Senate committee delayed a vote until later this month.¶ Rep. Ileana Ros-Lehtinen (R-FL), chairman of the House Foreign Affairs Committee says the bill "strikes directly at the corrupt officials and others in power who have benefited from their crimes and those who have sent their stolen wealth abroad."¶ But Ros-Lehtinen and others in Congress say the issues of normalizing trade and passage of the Magnitsky bill are distinct and should proceed on separate tracks.¶ Sen. Ben Cardin (D-MD), the main sponsor of the Senate version of the Magnitsky bill disagrees and wants to link its passage to any extension of normalized trade relations with Russia.¶ "Russia's disregard for human rights in their own country, combined with their enabling of human rights abuses in Syria and elsewhere solidifies the need for the Magnitsky Act,” he says.¶ The Obama administration says it agrees with the aim of the legislation, but says it is not needed. The State Department has imposed restrictions on travel to the U.S. by anyone implicated in Magnitsky's death.¶ And the legislation has infuriated the Kremlin. Moscow says if the bill passes, the Russian government will devise its own list of alleged American violators of human rights and ban them from travel to Russia.

Congress wants to repeal Jackson Vanik, but wants ability to take action against those linked with the killing of Sergei Magnitsky
Fox News 6/27 – (Fox News, “Clinton cites concerns over Human Rights in Russia”, June 27, 2012, http://www.foxnews.com/world/2012/06/27/clinton-optimistic-over-us-russian-relations/) ELB
U.S. Secretary of State Hillary Rodham Clinton says she's optimistic that relations with Moscow will not suffer despite planned legislation in Congress that would impose tough sanctions on Russian human rights violators.¶ Clinton says she expects "something to move" on both the repeal of the Jackson-Vanik law and on Congress' concerns about Russian human rights.¶ She told reporters in Finland on Wednesday that the concerns could be expressed "without derailing the relationship (with Moscow) and that is what we are working with our Congress to do and we have every reason to believe we can accomplish that."¶ The 1974 Jackson-Vanik Act tied trade with the then-Soviet Union to Moscow's willingness to allow Jews and other minorities to leave the country. The repeal of Jackson-Vanik is necessary if U.S. businesses are to enjoy lower tariffs and increased access to Russian markets when Russia joins the World Trade Organization this summer.¶ Following talks with Finnish Foreign Minister Erkki Tuomioja, Clinton told reporters that "we discussed this directly with President (Vladimir) Putin when I was with President Obama in Mexico. We made it very clear that, you know, we do have concerns about human rights in Russia."¶ A Senate panel in Washington moved forward Tuesday on a bill that would impose tough sanctions on Russian human rights violators, a measure certain to be linked to congressional efforts to lift the Cold War-era Jackson-Vanik trade restrictions.¶ The Foreign Relations Committee of the Senate approved the measure that would impose visa bans and freeze the assets of those held responsible for gross human rights violations in Russia, as well as other human rights abusers.¶ Specifically, it targets those allegedly involved in the imprisonment, torture and death of lawyer Sergei Magnitsky, who died in a Russian jail in 2009.¶ Clinton said, "We think there is a way of expressing those concerns without derailing the relationship" with Moscow, and she added that is "what we are working with our Congress to do, and we have every reason to believe we can accomplish that."¶ "We are very keen in the administration for repealing the Jackson-Vanik bill because we want to open doors to greater trade and investment between our two countries," the secretary said.¶ "However there is great concern in our country, and in particular in our Congress over human rights in Russia," she added, "and in particular the case of the lawyer Mr. Magnitsky, who died in prison."¶ "There's a lot of interest in our Congress over a full, transparent investigation of the circumstances of his death in prison," Clinton said. "And so our Congress, while they are being asked by the administration to repeal Jackson-Vanik, want to pass legislation that will require the United States government to take action against any persons who are connected with the death of Mr. Magnitsky."
Hard to repeal unless Magnitsky Bill present

RFE/RL 7/16 7/16/12 Radio Free Europe/Radio Liberty (RFE/RL) is a broadcaster funded by the U.S. Congress that provides news, information, and analysis to countries in Eastern Europe, Central Asia, and the Middle East "where the free flow of information is either banned by government authorities or not fully developed".[1] RFE/RL is supervised by the Broadcasting Board of Governors, a bi-partisan federal agency overseeing all US international broadcasting services. “Lavrov Warns Magnitsky Bill Would Hurt U.S.-Russia Relations” http://www.ft.com/cms/s/0/295012c2-cce3-11e1-9960-00144feabdc0.html#axzz20oFScd9T

 The Obama administration has said that unless Jackson-Vanik is repealed, the United States will miss out on trade opportunities after Russia joins the World Trade Organization (WTO) this year.¶ ¶ A group of influential U.S. lawmakers, including Senator John McCain, have said they would oppose repealing Jackson-Vanik unless it is replaced by a measure imposing sanctions against Russian officials linked to human rights abuses.
Congress wants Magnitsky Bill in exchange for Jackson-Vanik-

AP 6/27 The Associated Press is an American news agency. The AP is a cooperative owned by its contributing newspapers, radio and television stations in the United States, which both contribute stories to the AP and use material written by its staff journalists. Many newspapers and broadcasters outside the United States are AP subscribers, paying a fee to use AP material without being contributing members of the cooperative. (Associated Press, “Clinton cites concerns over human rights in Russia, 6/27/12, http://www.kitsapsun.com/news/2012/jun/27/clinton-optimistic-over-us-russian-relations/#ixzz20omgGDxI)//KD
A Senate panel in Washington moved forward Tuesday on a bill that would impose tough sanctions on Russian human rights violators, a measure certain to be linked to congressional efforts to lift the Cold War-era Jackson-Vanik trade restrictions.¶ The Foreign Relations Committee of the Senate approved the measure that would impose visa bans and freeze the assets of those held responsible for gross human rights violations in Russia, as well as other human rights abusers.¶ Specifically, it targets those allegedly involved in the imprisonment, torture and death of lawyer Sergei Magnitsky, who died in a Russian jail in 2009.¶ Clinton said, "We think there is a way of expressing those concerns without derailing the relationship" with Moscow, and she added that is "what we are working with our Congress to do, and we have every reason to believe we can accomplish that."¶ "We are very keen in the administration for repealing the Jackson-Vanik bill because we want to open doors to greater trade and investment between our two countries," the secretary said.¶ "However there is great concern in our country, and in particular in our Congress over human rights in Russia," she added, "and in particular the case of the lawyer Mr. Magnitsky, who died in prison."¶ "There's a lot of interest in our Congress over a full, transparent investigation of the circumstances of his death in prison," Clinton said. "And so our Congress, while they are being asked by the administration to repeal Jackson-Vanik, want to pass legislation that will require the United States government to take action against any persons who are connected with the death of Mr. Magnitsky."

McCain, the bill’s sponsor, wants Magnitsky linked
RFE/RL 6/12 6/12/12 “U.S. Senators Introduce Bill To Modify Jackson-Vanik” http://www.rferl.org/content/us-senators-introduce-bill-to-repeal-jackson-vanik/24612269.html
A group of U.S. senators has introduced a bill to repeal the Cold War-era Jackson-Vanik amendment for Russia, whose trade relations with the United States are dependent on the rights of Russian Jews to emigrate freely.* ¶ ¶ The lawmakers said the move to establish "permanent normal trade relations" (PNTR) with Russia will boost U.S. exports to Russia and create jobs.¶ ¶ Russia is set to join the World Trade Organization (WTO) in August.¶ ¶ One of the bill’s sponsors, Senator John McCain (R-Arizona) also urged quick passage of the Magnitsky Act, which seeks to punish Russian officials for human rights abuses.¶ ¶ “As we take steps to liberalize U.S. trade with Russia...we must also maintain our long-standing support for human rights and the fight against corruption in Russia,” McCain said.

Jackson Vanik repeal will pass because Magnitsky Act only way to have normal trade relations with Russia again

Wall Street Journal 6/26 – (Wall Street Journal, “A New Russian Rights Standard”, June 26, 2012, http://online.wsj.com/article/SB10001424052702303640804577488971542850272.html?mod=googlenews_wsj) ELB
For nearly four decades, the Jackson-Vanik amendment kept the pressure on Kremlin rulers to treat their people better. The hallmark 1974 human-rights legislation can now be honorably retired—as long as a worthy successor, the Magnitsky Act, takes its place.¶ Both measures currently before Congress could be acted on before the August recess. Prompt repeal of Jackson-Vanik trade restrictions would level the playing field for U.S. companies in Russia when it joins the World Trade Organization later this summer. And the Magnitsky Act can keep the heat on the Kremlin by banning Russian officials implicated in abuses from travelling or banking in the U.S.¶ Jackson-Vanik and Magnitsky are rare good models of Congressional activism in foreign affairs. Championed by the late Democratic hawk Henry "Scoop" Jackson, the 1974 law denied most favored nation status to the Soviet Union as long as it restricted free emigration. The law coaxed the Kremlin to let Soviet Jews leave.¶ Russia's borders opened after the end of the Cold War, and its imminent entry into the WTO seals the case for repealing Jackson-Vanik, which will also help U.S. exporters. Yet old Soviet ways are alive and well in the Vladimir Putin era, and the U.S. has a strategic and moral imperative to stand up for human rights and democracy in the new Russia.¶ Sergei Magnitsky, a Russian lawyer and corruption whistle-blower, was killed in police custody in 2009. Senator Ben Cardin, a liberal Maryland Democrat, introduced the measure the following year to put the Russian officials responsible for Magnitsky's death on an asset freeze and visa black list. It was subsequently broadened to include any Russian implicated in human-rights abuses.¶ The obstacle is the Obama Administration, which calls the measure unnecessary and unhelpful to its relationship with Russia. We're told that Secretary of State Hillary Clinton assured her Russian counterpart, Sergei Lavrov, that the bill would never pass. It stayed bottled up on the Hill until Jackson-Vanik came up.¶ Earlier this spring, Republican John McCain, Independent Joe Lieberman and Mr. Cardin offered a quid pro quo: their crucial support for normalized trade ties, in exchange for the Magnitsky bill. The Administration countered by trying to keep the names of sanctioned officials secret. Republicans balked, and the version adopted unanimously on Tuesday by the Senate Foreign Relations Committee narrows the ability of the executive to classify names. The whole point of the law is to shame rights offenders.¶ It's no surprise that Mr. Putin hates a rights bill that casts light on his regime's repression of domestic opponents. But the bill will be popular with the Russian people—see Garry Kasparov nearby—and may help deter Russians who would harm the next Magnitsky.¶ Senate Majority Leader Harry Reid, who is no fan of trade opening, hasn't committed to a floor vote on Jackson-Vanik repeal or Magnitsky. But after Tuesday's Senate move, the Administration ought to understand that its political options are limited. If it wants normal trade relations with Russia, it will have to support the Magnitsky Act.
Magnitsky Linkage Turns Russia Relations

Magnitsky bill hurts US-Russia relations

Ivanov, 6/21- (Reseraches at the University of Western Australia, Eugene Ivanov, June 21, 2012, “Will the Magnitsky Bill “Replace” the Jackson-Vanik Amendment,” Russia Beyond the Headlines, http://rbth.ru/articles/2012/06 /21/will_the_ magnitsky _bill_replace_the_jackson-vanik_amendment_ 15927.html, MEK)
A piece of legislation is moving through the U.S. Congress. If adopted, it’s likely to further damage U.S.-Russia relations and, as some analysts predict, may even serve as the fatal blow to the Obama administration’s policy of “reset” with Russia. The legislation in question, the Magnitsky bill, bears the name of Sergei Magnitsky, a tax attorney who died under suspicious circumstances in police custody in Moscow in 2009. After accusing a number of Russian law-enforcement officials of embezzling funds from the state treasury, Magnitsky was arrested and held in detention without trial for almost a year. While in prison, Magnitsky repeatedly complained of worsening health conditions, but received no medical treatment.  It’s hard to see how American national interests were damaged in the Magnitsky case. Yet last year, Sen. Ben Cardin (Democrat-Maryland) introduced a bill, S. 1039, that would deny U.S. visas to and freeze financial assets in the U.S. of Russian officials implicated in Magnitsky’s death. This spring, a similar bill (H.R. 4405) was introduced in the House of Representatives. 

Lavrov says bill hurts relations
RFE/RL 7/16 – (7/16/12 Radio Free Europe/Radio Liberty (RFE/RL) is a broadcaster funded by the U.S. Congress that provides news, information, and analysis to countries in Eastern Europe, Central Asia, and the Middle East "where the free flow of information is either banned by government authorities or not fully developed".[1] RFE/RL is supervised by the Broadcasting Board of Governors, a bi-partisan federal agency overseeing all US international broadcasting services. “Lavrov Warns Magnitsky Bill Would Hurt U.S.-Russia Relations” http://www.ft.com/cms/s/0/295012c2-cce3-11e1-9960-00144feabdc0.html#axzz20oFScd9T, KD)
Russian Foreign Minister Sergei Lavrov says legislation proposed by U.S. senators on the death in prison of lawyer Sergei Magnitsky would hurt bilateral relations. Magnitsky, 37, died in pretrial detention in 2009 after implicating top Russian officials in a scheme to defraud the government. He was routinely denied medical help in prison. This week, Russia dropped charges against one of two prison doctors accused of causing Magnitsky's death through negligence. The proposed U.S. legislation envisages sanctions against Russian officials deemed to have committed human rights violations. It would replace the 1974 Jackson-Vanik Amendment limiting trade with the Soviet Union, which has not been formally repealed. Lavrov, speaking at a news conference after a Group of Eight (G8)meeting in Washington on April 11, slammed the bill as "anti-Russian" and an attempt at "meddling" in Russia's internal affairs. He said that would be "categorically unacceptable" for Russia. "The American side knows our position on attempts to replace Jackson-Vanik with something new," he said, "and transform an anti-Soviet amendment into anti-Russian legislation. Such attempts are categorically unacceptable for us. This will hurt our relations rather seriously because the Magnitsky case is, first and foremost, a Russian issue."
PC is not Key
PC not key to JV – new market economy means repeal is unnecessary. 
Ivanov 11 5/19/11 Eugene Ivanov is an author for Russia: Beyond the Headlines online. “The amendment that came in from the Cold War” http://rbth.ru/articles/2011/05/19/the_amendment_that_came_in_from_the_cold_war_12895.html

The potential solution came, as they say, from a place no one expected.  Addressing the World Russia Forum in Washington, DC in April, Richard Perle—an assistant secretary of defense in the Reagan administration and not a friend of Russia, to say the very least—dropped a bombshell.  He claimed that Jackson-Vanik didn’t apply to Russia anymore.  Perle knew what he was talking about: As the top advisor to Sen. Jackson, Perle wrote the amendment.  Perle pointed out that contrary to popular belief, the amendment, as originally drafted in 1974, didn’t mention Soviet Jews or the Soviet Union itself (to say nothing about Russia).  All it said was that the normal trade relations with the United States must be denied to non-market economies that restrict emigration.  Because now Russia is market economy and imposes no restriction on emigration the amendment is null and void as far as Russia is concerned.  In Perle’s opinion, President Obama doesn’t even need go to Congress; all he has to do is to issue a corresponding executive order.  The lawsuit that Lozansky and Salvia filed less than three weeks after Perle’s surprising revelation put this idea into legal motion. Lozansky is quick to add, with a smile, that this lawsuit is a “friendly” one. Its real purpose is not to “punish” President Obama, but, rather, give him a helping hand. Obama can now use the cover of the lawsuit to graduate Russia from Jackson-Vanik without spending his preciously limited political capital on squabbling with Congress. And the more parties—businesses, non-profit organizations and private individuals—that join the lawsuit, the more likely its positive outcome.
AT: Econ Impact
Repeal of JV does nothing to help econ – waivers are sufficient
The Russia Monitor 3/14/12-(“ Jackson-Vanik: Exit, Stage Left” The Russia Monitor http://therussiamonitor.com/2012/03/14/jackson-vanik-exit-stage-left/)//BB

So, in principle, repealing Jackson-Vanik for Russia should be nothing more than a procedural issue: it has no practical application due to the annual waiver, but now must be lifted to comply with WTO regulations. Unfortunately, the ‘decision fatigue’ over Jackson-Vanik is already showing, with some members of Congress treating Jackson-Vanik like an essential element of U.S.-Russian relations. For example, Sen. Orrin Hatch said, “The president would have Congress pass PNTR and ignore Russia’s rampant corruption, theft of U.S. intellectual property, poor human rights record and adversarial foreign policies for a market that amounts to .05 percent of U.S. exports.” Hatch is a smart guy – he knows Russia gets PNTR every year already, and thus that not repealing Jackson-Vanik will not influence Russian behavior. But the autopilot is already on, and Hatch doesn’t see that the issues he cites would be helped by repealing Jackson-Vanik.

JV not passing-world’s economy unable to take advantage of Russia

Bremmer, Ian 6/21/12 (“Presidential campaign politics delays U.S. recognition of Russia at WTO” Foreign Policy http://eurasia.foreignpolicy.com/posts/2012/06/21/presidential_campaign_politics_delays_us_recognition_of_russia_at_wto)

The Obama administration has sent contradictory messages about its support for the Magnitsky bill. While originally opposing the bill, the administration seems to have accepted the inevitable and has been working with its primary author, Democratic Sen. Ben Cardin of Maryland. One recent Senate version provides for the public list as well as a confidential annex, which would largely allow the administration to circumvent the thrust of the bill by invoking national security exemptions. This is strongly opposed by a number of senior lawmakers, including Sen. John McCain, who was a co-sponsor of the effort to repeal Jackson-Vanik on the caveat of corresponding passage of the Magnitsky bill.¶ As the August recess rapidly approaches, the window for graduating Russia from Jackson-Vanik prior to its WTO accession closes. Obama appears to have little room to maneuver in expending political capital on the matter without raising the risk of elevating Russia-and its collateral baggage including Syria, Georgia, Iran, and domestic protests-to a legitimate campaign issue. Unless Congress moves forward on its own prerogative-which appears unlikely-the repeal of Jackson-Vanik won't get passed before November, or later, leaving the world's largest economy unable to take advantage of the accession of the WTO's newest member.
No impact on the economy or relations – symbols are meaningless

Ginsberg, 9 –CFR (Julie, Reassessing the Jackson-Vanik Amendment, 7/2, http://www.cfr.org/trade/reassessing-jackson-vanik-amendment/p19734)

As WTO accession negotiations progress for Russia, the largest economy still outside the organization, the question of what to do about Jackson-Vanik becomes pressing. CFR Senior Fellow Stephen Sestanovich says that keeping Russia under Jackson-Vanik after the country accedes would be "the worst outcome for American businesses," which would then not benefit from Russia's market access commitments and could not utilize WTO dispute resolution mechanisms.
While experts agree that a U.S. decision not to graduate Russia from Jackson-Vanik would be a setback for the countries' economic and political ties, the potential U.S. gains from graduation are subject to debate. Anders Aslund, a senior fellow at the Peterson Institute for International Economics and an adjunct professor at Georgetown University, asserts that Jackson-Vanik has contributed to making the United States a "least favored trading partner" of Russia, pointing out that only 4 percent of Russia's trade is with the United States. Other experts, like Sestanovich, say that ill will inspired by Jackson-Vanik has had minimal impact on trade and therefore the potential U.S. gains from graduating Russia from the amendment are small. Terminating Russia from Jackson-Vanik would be "symbolic of the ability of leaders on both sides to get rid of accumulated, irrelevant issues of friction in the relationship," Sestanovich says, "but it's symbolic friction. It doesn't actually have any real consequences, and the result is you can't actually expect any real payoff."
Economic benefits are zero

Sestanovich, 9 – senior fellow at the Council on Foreign Relations (Stephen, “Cold War Leftovers”, 5/20, New York Times,
http://www.cfr.org/congress-and-foreign-policy/cold-war-leftovers/p19459)

The Bush administration saw what it was up against when Russia tightened meat and poultry import quotas for the United States in 2003 - and provoked a Congressional rebellion in response. Thirty-eight states, with their 76 senators, had a stake in these sales. The message to Mr. Bush was that Jackson-Vanik had to stay on the books until Russia's W.T.O. membership, and all the petty haggling associated with it, was finally wrapped up.

If President Obama wants members of Congress to act sooner--and he should--he will need to make a better case than his predecessors.

Economic reasons are the least likely to carry the day. Although American companies may complain about the obstacles they face doing business in Russia, trade is booming. American exports to Russia have tripled since 2004, and our own imports from Russia have more than doubled. Russia remains the world's single largest importer of American poultry, and in 2008 its pork imports from the United States were up 94 percent from the year before. Russian-American trade relations are not exactly "normal" with Jackson-Vanik on the books, but the economic cost is actually zero.

AT: JV Key to Relations
Jackson-Vanik repeal will not yield an improvement in US-Russian relations

Washington Post, March 13, 2011, p. Lexis

In fact, deals on such issues don't look likely as a Russia bolstered by rising oil revenue heads toward a presidential election in which Mr. Putin may retake his old job from Dmitry Medvedev, the man he installed in it in 2008. Mr. Medvedev has tried to cast himself as a modernizer less tied than Mr. Putin to Russia's lawless rule and police state brutality, and the Obama administration has cultivated him. But he has made no progress in ending the "legal nihilism" he once denounced, or even the regular murders of journalists and human rights activists. So it was appropriate that Mr. Biden devoted part of his principal speech in Moscow to some of the issues that the "reset" overlooked. Saying Russia's "business and legal climate . . . presents a fundamental obstacle," he brought up two major cases in which business figures who ran afoul of Mr. Putin or corrupt officials around him were persecuted. Lawyer Sergei Magnitsky, the vice president noted, was "arrested after accusing the police of fraud and then die[d] in detention before being tried"; and there were "allegations of misconduct" in the trial of Mikhail Khodorkovsky, the oil company executive whose second trial on corruption charges last year was, in fact, a blatant farce. Mr. Biden went on to argue that the economic modernization and foreign investment that the Russian leadership says it wants cannot happen without "political modernization." "Russians want to choose their national and local leaders in competitive elections," he said. "They want to be able to assemble freely, and they want a media to be independent of the state. And they want to live in a country that fights corruption." While hardly groundbreaking, such high-profile and public demarches to Mr. Putin and Mr. Medvedev on human rights have been rare enough during the Obama administration that Mr. Biden's intervention was notable and commendable. Yet the administration should not limit itself to words. Actions to punish Russian officials involved in the persecution of Mr. Magnitsky and Mr. Khodorkovsky - such as denying them U.S. visas and freezing their assets - would more tangibly align the United States with reform advocates in Russia. In the absence of such steps - or a political opening in Moscow - Congress should look skeptically on Mr. Biden's call for the repeal of the Jackson-Vanik amendment, which prevents the extension of permanent trade benefits to Russia. While the improvement of U.S.-Russian relations has yielded some gains, further progress is unlikely without movement on the "fundamental obstacle" that Mr. Biden described.

Jackson Vanik not key to relations and no US-RUS war

Andreeva 3/21/12 (Svetlana Andreeva- Professor at Moscow State Linguistic Univeristy, “Putin, Obama to meet in May,”http://english.ruvr.ru/2012_03_21/69171768/)
A few days after his inauguration on May 7th, new Russian President Vladimir Putin will discuss the entire range of Russia’s relations with the United States at a meeting with his American counterpart Barack Obama. The announcement came from Foreign Minister Sergei Lavrov. Russian analyst Dr Leonid Polyakov explains the nature of the Russian-American dialogue: "Each of the sides understands its interests and is determined to defend them. Fortunately, this does not lead to conflict, because there are no major disagreements between Russia and the United States. The disagreements that exist are limited to concrete problems and can be sorted out through a bilateral dialogue." One perennial sticking point is missile defence. The United States continues to decline Russian requests for legally binding guarantees that no American or NATO missile defence installation on European soil will compromise Russia’s deterrence capability. Although the negotiations on this issue are difficult, Russia does not see them as hopeless. Another sticking point – hopefully, not quite so perennial as the first one – is Russian-American trade. Dr Polyakov again: "Incredibly, and also offensively to the Russian side, the US continues to keep the 1974 Jackson-Vanik amendment, which restricts Russian import to the US under the now preposterous pretext that Russia hampers the emigration of Jews to Israel. Some American lawmakers continue to insist that this legislation is still relevant. Fortunately, they are a tiny minority in the US Congress, and the amendment is in its dying days." The Putin-Obama summit is also expected to produce common ground on the crisis in Syria and on the nuclear ambitions of North Korea and Iran. Barack Obama will probably also be happy to talk about the prospects of global strategic cooperation between his country and Russia. Russian analyst Dr Vilen Ivanov explains why: "The summit is much more important for Obama than Putin, because the American President is in the middle of a re-election battle. Naturally, he needs to be heard to be talking about plans to build good relations with Russia. Putin will certainly reciprocate the overture, and not for the sake of diplomatic courtesy alone. Indeed, Russia does not seek a conflict with the US and is after a constructive relationship with it. As for concrete long-term decisions, the May summit is unlikely to bring any." 

Multiple other issues thump and outweigh

Pifer 3/21/12 (Steven Pifer, Senior Fellow, Foreign Policy, Center on the United States and Europe House Committee on Foreign Affairs, “The Future Course of the U.S.-Russia Relationship,” http://www.brookings.edu/testimony/2012/0321_arms_control_pifer.aspx)
While the U.S.-Russian agenda holds issues where cooperation is in the U.S. interest, there are other questions where the policies of Washington and Moscow conflict. That will continue to be the case for the foreseeable future. Where interests diverge, the U.S. government should make its case, seek ways to encourage change in Russian policy, and be prepared to manage differences that persist. Washington and Moscow, for example, disagree sharply over Syria, where the Russians have unfortunately attached themselves to an autocrat whose days may well be numbered. U.S. diplomacy should seek to persuade Moscow to adopt a different course, one that would be better for the people of Syria and for Russia’s interests in the region. U.S. and Russian interests differ in the post-Soviet space, the region that is most likely to generate a major crisis in bilateral relations. Moscow seeks to gain influence over its neighbors, using mechanisms such as the Customs Union with Kazakhstan and Belarus. The Russians seek deference from other states in the post-Soviet space on issues that they define as affecting critical Russian interests. One example is staunch Russian opposition to the enlargement of NATO or the European Union into the post-Soviet space. Russian policies often seem to have the effect of pushing neighboring states away from Moscow, but the Russians have not changed course. The United States takes a different approach, rejecting the notion of a sphere of influence and supporting the right of each post-Soviet state to choose its own course. Some tension between the two approaches is inevitable. Washington should expect the kinds of tit-for-tat exchanges that have occurred in the past, such as when a U.S. Navy ship visit to Georgia was followed by a Russian warship calling on Venezuela. Given the difference in approaches, it would be wise for Washington and Moscow to consult closely and be transparent with one another on their policies in the post-Soviet space, so as to avoid surprises and minimize the chances that a clash of interests could escalate. One other difficult issue is the democracy and human rights situation within Russia. While Russian citizens today enjoy considerably more individual freedoms than they did during the time of the Soviet Union, it is equally true that they enjoy fewer freedoms, are more subject to arbitrary and capricious state action, and have less political influence than during the 1990s, however chaotic that period was. Democratic and human rights values are properly a part of U.S. foreign policy. The U.S. government has long raised human rights concerns with the Russian government and should continue to do so. It is difficult to envisage bilateral relations with Russia becoming truly “normal” while these problems persist. 
Relations Defense
Iran’s nuke program could cause US-Russia conflict

Middle East Online 3/14 (3/14/12 “US tells Russia of Iran’s ‘last chance’ before war” http://middle-east-online.com/english/?id=51193) KD
The United States has asked Russia to warn Iran it has a last chance in negotiations expected in April to avoid military strikes against its nuclear programme, a report said on Wednesday.¶ Russia's Kommersant daily said US Secretary of State Hillary Clinton had told Russian Foreign Minister Sergei Lavrov that the talks between Iran and world powers were a "last chance" to resolve the crisis.¶ "She asked her Russian colleague to make this clear to the Iranian authorities" as Washington has no diplomatic relations with the Islamic Republic, the newspaper said.¶ Their discussion took place after Monday's UN Security Council meeting on Syria in New York, it added.¶ The newspaper said that a precise date and location for the talks is still being decided. Turkey's Foreign Minister Ahmet Davutoglu said last month he expected the discussions to start in April at the latest.¶ The report gave no further details on the kind of military action Tehran faced but it said Russian diplomats at the United Nations believed it was a "matter of when, not if" Israel would strike against Iran.¶ Israel, as well as its main ally the United States, has repeatedly refused to rule out using force against Iran over its nuclear programme, which the West suspects is aimed at making nuclear weapons, a claim denied by Tehran.¶ Russia has always warned in public that military action against Iran risked having catastrophic consequences and has said that the crisis must be solved diplomatically.¶ But Kommersant said the Russian military was now at a state of "mobilised readiness" to protect the country from the knock-on effects of a possible conflict like an influx of refugees into neighbouring Azerbaijan.¶ It also said that a special Russian commission had already drawn up a "top secret" action plan for ensuring the security of Russian citizens in the case of a military strike against Iran.¶ Without directly commenting on the paper's claims, Russian Deputy Foreign Minister Sergei Ryabkov told Kommersant that Russia would do everything to ensure that the crisis was solved politically.¶ But he warned that the "escalation is evident" in the standoff and said those tempted to resort to force should do everything to find a political solution.¶ "The war is not going to solve the problem and will create a million new ones and will be fraught with serious consequences for many countries," Ryabkov said.
Relations Decline Inevitable – Syria, Putin and Election Year Politics

DAILY TIMES 3/3/12 (“US-Russia Ties Strained During Putin Political Campaign,” http://www.dailytimes.com.pk/default.asp?page=2012\03\03\story_3-3-2012_pg4_7)

Verbal sparring between the United States and Russia has taken on an ugly tone lately, and Vladimir Putin’s determination to reclaim the Kremlin in a presidential election on Sunday does not augur well for a fresh start with Washington.

In one recent US-Russian spat, US Secretary of State Hillary Clinton called “despicable” the Russian veto of a UN resolution backing an Arab League plan for transition of power in Syria, where President Bashar al-Assad’s forces have brutally attacked demonstrators.

Russian Foreign Minister Sergei Lavrov responded that the Western criticism of the veto verged on “hysteria.” A website based in Russia, Pravda.ru, proclaimed this week, “Despicable is Hillary Clinton,” and referred to the secretary of state as “butch, a trucker-type.”

Serious strains in US-Russian ties date to the start of political turmoil in Russia last year, and Russia watchers say it is unclear whether Sunday’s presidential election, which Putin is expected to win, and its aftermath, will ease them. The warming trend under President Barack Obama’s “reset” policy with Moscow cooled markedly in December after Clinton asserted that Russian parliamentary elections were neither fair nor free, drawing accusations from Putin that she had instigated street protests in Russia.

If a similar cloud develops over the results of Russia’s presidential election, with allegations of ballot-stuffing to get Putin back in the Kremlin, the former KGB spy could remain under pressure domestically, especially if street protests against him continue. That could prompt a US reassessment of ties, said Leon Aron, the director of Russian studies at the American Enterprise Institute think tank in Washington. “If you have a regime that is very actively detested by a sizeable chunk of the population, you build your relationship differently with that regime. Of course, you continue to work on the things that are mutually beneficial. But how many eggs are you still putting in Putin’s basket?” Aron asked at a forum this week sponsored by the Council on Foreign Relations.

Aron thinks US-Russia relations could become “pretty frosty and cold” if Putin, now the prime minister, returns to the presidency, a job he held from 2000 until 2008. Putin has helped stoke anti-Americanism as part of his election campaign emphasizing a strong Russia. He has warned the West not to interfere in Syria or Iran, and accused the United States of “political engineering” around the world.

Putin might scale back the strong words if he wins, some analysts say. But he does not understand that his harsh rhetoric, coming as the United States is also going into a presidential election campaign, “just strengthens the hand of those people (in the United States) who are critical of cooperation with Russia,” said Stephen Hadley, national security adviser to former President George W Bush.

Looking beyond the rhetoric, Putin may be arguing for continuity in foreign policy, said James Collins, a former US ambassador to Russia. Despite Putin’s criticism of the US missile defence programme, for example, he has not ruled out Russian cooperation with it, Collins told Reuters.

The Russian attacks on Clinton are short-sighted but something of a “freebie,” Collins said, because Clinton has let it be known she will step down as secretary of state after Obama’s first term ends next January. “They know they won’t have to deal with her.” Collins warned there could be further fallout if US and European officials portray Putin as something short of a legitimate head of state after the election. “It is not a perfect election, but this is a Russian question,” said Collins, the US envoy to Russia from 1997 to 2001, who now directs the Carnegie Endowment’s Russian programme.

“I think it’s very important, personally, that the political leadership here and in Europe not get engaged in the business of making judgements about whether Putin is president or not,” Collins said.

While Putin is considered the favorite in the election, he is one of five candidates, and if he does not get 50 percent, there will be a runoff later in March. His critics, fueled by fears that Putin will rig the election, shun reform and mire Russia in Soviet-style stagnation if he comes back as president, are expected to keep up street demonstrations if Putin is declared the winner.

A return of Putin to the presidency could spark more criticism of Russia in the US Congress this year during an expected debate on whether to grant Russia permanent normal trade relations by revoking a Cold War provision known as the Jackson-Vanik amendment. Some US lawmakers in both parties are deeply skeptical of Russia due to concerns about Putin’s KGB background and human rights record. They do not like Moscow’s relations with Iran, which the West seeks to isolate because of its nuclear programme. 

