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***START***

START No—Midterms 

START’s in trouble after midterms 
Sokolski 2010-Henry D. Sokolski is the Executive Director of the Nonproliferation Policy Education Center and former Deputy for Nonproliferation Policy in the Office of the Secretary of Defense, July 19, 2010 “New START: Trust but Clarify”

http://corner.nationalreview.com/post/?q=M2I5M2E3YzZhYTA2YTY1NmJlODI3ZjBiM2M1NmFmNzc=
This fall, the Democrats are almost certain to lose Senate seats. The first to go will be Biden’s old Senate seat, which Republican congressman Mike Castle is expected to occupy after a special election. Then, with the new Congress, the Democrats are sure to see yet another three to four of their Senate seats being filled by the GOP. New START’s ratification today would require at least seven Republican votes. So far, only Richard Lugar has announced his intention to back the treaty; Sen. Jim Inhofe has all but said he would vote against it; the rest of the Republican pack has chosen to keep their powder dry. Add three to five more Republican Senators to this mix this fall, and Washington wisdom has it that the treaty could be in trouble.
START debates will go past midterms where partisan fights will escalate
GSN 2010, Global Security Newswire, July 26, 2010, “Debate on "New START" Seen Dragging Past August”
http://www.globalsecuritynewswire.org/gsn/nw_20100726_3747.php
A number of U.S. Senate staffers expressed doubt that the legislative body would vote on ratification of a new nuclear arms control treaty with Russia before adjourning in two weeks for its August recess, the Los Angeles Times reported Saturday (see GSN, July 23).  U.S. President Barack Obama and Russian President Dmitry Medvedev in April signed the replacement to the 1991 Strategic Arms Reduction Treaty. The "New START" pact would obligate both nations to cap their fielded strategic nuclear weapons to 1,550 warheads, down from the maximum of 2,200 allowed each country by 2012 under the 2002 Moscow Treaty. The deal would also limit U.S. and Russian deployed nuclear delivery vehicles to 700, with another 100 platforms allowed in reserve. The pact has been submitted for ratification by Russia's legislature as well as the Senate.  Demands by Senate Republicans for additional details on the treaty and time to consider ratification have raised the possibility that senators pact might not vote on the pact until after November's midterm election, according to the Times.  Ratification of the treaty in Washington would require 67 Senate votes, a number that must include no less than eight Republicans endorsements in this Congress. If debate continued into next year, the possible election of additional Republican senators into office could further increase political resistance to the pact. 

START No—GOP 

GOP won’t back it 3 reasons—Negotiating record, force modernization, and deterrence 

Darling 2010-Brian Darling is Director of Senate Relations at The Heritage Foundation, July 27, 2010, “New START Treaty May Harm National Security” http://biggovernment.com/bdarling/2010/07/24/new-start-treaty-may-harm-national-security/
The core of the treaty is not what is raising the concerns of conservatives in the Senate. According to the New York Times, a central element of the treaty is that it “bars the United States and Russia from deploying more than 1,550 strategic warheads and 700 launchers.”  The problem is the side agreement.  Senator Jim DeMint (R-SC)wrote on his blog in May that “the U.S. should not sign a treaty that weakens our ability to protect Americans and our allies from nuclear weapons. While our missile defense systems are currently engineered to deter threats from rogue nations like Iran and Syria, our goal should be to continue to improve and expand those defenses to protect our people from any nuclear threats.”  DeMint is right on the money.  Senator Jon Kyl (R-AZ) has been a hero on this issue and pledged that “until I’m satisfied about some of these things, I will not be willing to allow the treaty to come up.”  That is great news, yet Kyl also told the New York Times that he could support if the Administration agrees to “modernize the nuclear force, and the administration has proposed spending more than $100 billion over 10 years to sustain and modernize some strategic systems.”  This may not be enough and a mistake.  Conservative Senators have yet to be given access to the negotiating record containing the side agreement on missile defense.  Also, a promise from President Obama does not hold much weight after his string of broken promises on the Stimulus (Administration promised unemployment to stay below 8%), on the health care individual mandate, and on closing GITMO.  Senator John Kerry said on Bloomberg TV that Republicans may not be given access to the negotiating agreement, but may be tossed a promise for modernization.  Kerry said of the negotiating record “on the negotiating record. And they want assurances with respect to the modernization program on nuclear weapons. They ought to have that and we are willing – you know, I am going to try and get two out of three of those and the third is really up to the administration. The question on the negotiating record is the administration’s decision.”  This seems to indicate that Senate Republicans will not be given the negotiating record.  This is circumstantial evidence that they have something to hide and that President Obama may have negotiated away missile defense in an effort to buy better relations with Russia and to get them to sign the Treaty. 

START No—Kyl 

Kyl’s a key leader in the GOP—He sways the votes 

AP 2007-Associated Press, December 6, 2007, “Kyl wins No. 2 GOP spot in Senate”

http://www.tucsoncitizen.com/ss/related/70813
Arizona Sen. Jon Kyl was named to the No. 2 Republican leadership post by his colleagues in the Senate Thursday, his office announced.  Kyl ran unopposed for the minority whip post and was the unanimous choice of the Senate Republican Conference when they met to vote. He replaces Sen. Trent Lott of Mississippi, who announced last week that he plans to retire before the end of the year.  The minority whip plays a major role in developing national Republican policies and is responsible for corralling votes from GOP senators to support those policies. 

START No-Daschle Attacks

Daschle’s attack of the GOP escalates partisan fights
Raasch 2010-Chuck Raasch is political editor for Gannett News Service.July 19, 2010, “Daschle has harsh words for conservatives on nuclear weapon treaties” http://www.argusleader.com/article/20100719/UPDATES/100719031/1003/BUSINESS
Daschle asserted that potential Republican opposition to the treaty is an extension of unprecedented political incivility that is prompting some conservatives to oppose Obama on all issues and to even question whether Obama had “usurped the presidency” - a reference to Internet-fueled claims that the president was born overseas. “If Glenn Beck or Sarah Palin or Rush Limbaugh choose to make a living peddling partisan hate and anger and mangled conspiracy theories, there will always be people for them to sell a bill of goods,” Daschle said. “It is not healthy for our democracy, but it is part of it, and it has been in some form or another throughout our history.  “If what motivates them is a concerted effort to cause the president of the United States to fail, that is their prerogative,” Daschle added. “They are not public servants and, hopefully, things will stay that way.”  But, he added: “There is a basic line that elected officials have a responsibility to respect, every day, to recognize the importance of their oath of office. . . . It is a line that some conservatives in elected office are close to crossing.”  Daschle’s attack escalates a partisanship-vs.-statesmanship debate that has wracked Washington for years. Conservatives have long held that liberals like Daschle were largely silent when many left-leaning commentators attacked former President George W. Bush’s legitimacy and intelligence, and when conspiracy theorists claimed Bush had known of the 9/11 attacks before they happened. 

Doesn’t Solve
START won’t be enough to convince Russia to disarm and relations won’t be affected, they don’t expect us to pass the treaty. 

Sokolski 2010-Henry D. Sokolski is the Executive Director of the Nonproliferation Policy Education Center and former Deputy for Nonproliferation Policy in the Office of the Secretary of Defense, July 19, 2010 “New START: Trust but Clarify”

http://corner.nationalreview.com/post/?q=M2I5M2E3YzZhYTA2YTY1NmJlODI3ZjBiM2M1NmFmNzc=
Finally, and perhaps most important, the Obama administration has pushed the New START agreement as the first step in a series of follow-on arms-control agreements with Russia and other nuclear-weapons states. Unfortunately, they have given almost no details regarding these follow-on treaties.  Why? Because the administration has no serious planning efforts underway for such agreements. Instead, it has focused almost all of its energy on getting New START ratified. The truth is nobody with much Russian negotiating experience expects our reaching another major arms-control agreement with Moscow in anything less than several years (read: no sooner than the next administration). Russia wants to renegotiate the Conventional Forces Agreement in Europe to limit NATO military capabilities before it talks about reducing its thousands of tactical nuclear weapons. It also wants to place limits on U.S. and allied missile defenses before it will discuss major cuts to its strategic weapons deployments. Getting to yes on these topics will hardly come easily or quickly. 

Takes decades for START to affect global disarm 

Sokolski 2010-Henry D. Sokolski is the Executive Director of the Nonproliferation Policy Education Center and former Deputy for Nonproliferation Policy in the Office of the Secretary of Defense, July 19, 2010 “New START: Trust but Clarify”

http://corner.nationalreview.com/post/?q=M2I5M2E3YzZhYTA2YTY1NmJlODI3ZjBiM2M1NmFmNzc=
That’s a worry. The conventional wisdom is that it will be impossible to get China involved in strategic weapons talks until and unless the U.S. and Russia reduce their tactical and strategic deployments below 1,000 each. This would suggest that after New START, at least two more arms control agreements would have to be reached with Russia. This could easily take a full decade to accomplish.
Afghanistan No—Early Withdrawal

The House is overwhelmingly against early withdrawal in Afghanistan
Zifcak 2010-Nicholas Zifcak is a member of the Epooch Times Staff, March 11, 2010, “Congress Rejects Early Troop Withdrawal from Afghanistan” http://www.theepochtimes.com/n2/content/view/31208/
A resolution to withdraw U.S. Armed Forces in Afghanistan within 30 days failed Wednesday in Congress. Congressman Dennis Kucinich (D-Ohio) sparked a debate on the issue when he introduced the resolution, which was cosponsored by 21 others.  The nonbinding resolution failed with 356 voting against and 65 voting for. The debate was an opportunity to explore members’ views on the issue separately from discussion about spending or appropriations legislation. 
