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Politics Updates

Energy bill really isn’t unique and the passing cards are awful. 

START- NO

START wont get support- republicans 

Salt Lake Tribune 8/7 (8/7/10, " Arms control a no-brainer ", http://www.sltrib.com/sltrib/opinion/50050929-82/treaty-arms-former-republicans.html.csp)

The Republicans are dragging their feet on ratifying the New Strategic Arms Reduction Treaty (New START) with Russia, which requires approval by two-thirds of the senators, meaning some Republicans. This treaty has modest arms cuts and is championed by nearly everyone, including six former secretaries of state and five former secretaries of defense from both parties, and nearly all former commanders of U.S. nuclear forces.

What’s wrong with the Republicans? They’ve delayed a vote until the fall, which makes the treaty part of the grandstanding political campaign season. They’re asking for 10-year budget guarantees on modernizing our aging nukes. The Obama administration has budgeted more money, but it can’t guarantee what future Congresses will appropriate.
This cheap politics threatens President Barack Obama’s attempt to “reset” relations with Moscow. Foreign policy should be bipartisan, and this treaty is, except for the party-of-“no” Republican senators. Only one Republican has said he will vote for the treaty, and it’s not Sen. Orrin Hatch or Sen. Bob Bennett. 

Wont pass- lacks support 

Globe and Mail 8/6 (Gareth Evans, 8/6/10, " Taking disarmament seriously ", http://www.theglobeandmail.com/news/opinions/taking-disarmament-seriously/article1663233/)

But START treaty ratification is going nowhere fast in the U.S. Senate, and progress on other key issues has been slow or shaky: bringing the Comprehensive Test Ban Treaty into force; starting negotiations on a new treaty to ban the production of fissile material for nuclear weapons; strengthening the non-proliferation regime with effective measures to detect violations and deter treaty walkouts; reaching agreement on some form of international management of the most sensitive aspects of the fuel cycle; and, above all, starting new rounds of disarmament talks involving all eight nuclear-armed states. Arms control and disarmament is a grinding, unglamorous business that brings few quick returns. With domestic issues and re-election anxieties now dominating most political agendas, it will be all too easy for commitment to wane. If that's to be avoided, continued leadership from the top – above all, from Mr. Obama and Russian President Dmitry Medvedev – will be indispensable. But there are a number of major contributions that less powerful states and leaders, as well as civil-society organizations, can make.

START wont pass- republicans 

AP 7/28 (Robert Burns, 7/28/10, " US official says nuclear treaty disputes lingered ", http://www.google.com/hostednews/ap/article/ALeqM5iTHX7AqDA5sMraGt_eviK13omVHQD9H891OG0)

Senate ratification of New START initially seemed certain, but Republicans, led by Sen. Jon Kyl, R-Ariz., have questioned whether the administration has committed sufficient resources to maintaining the remaining U.S. strategic nuclear arsenal — missiles aboard long-range bombers and submarines, and land-based missiles.

Also in question is whether New START constrains U.S. options for improving its missile defenses.
Another potential problem for the administration is the Senate's request for the written record of the yearlong negotiations between the U.S. and Russia. The administration has balked, saying that could limit its ability to maneuver in future negotiations.

The State Department on Wednesday released an unclassified version of a compliance report to Congress, the first such assessment of compliance on a range of arms control treaties since 2005.
Republicans had pressed for details on Russia's treaty compliance record.

Wont pass 

BusinessWeek 8/6 (Patrick O'Connor, 8/6/10, " Pawlenty Says Congress Should Extend, Fund Upper-Income Tax Cut ", http://www.businessweek.com/news/2010-08-06/pawlenty-says-congress-should-extend-fund-upper-income-tax-cut.html)

Pawlenty cautioned the Senate to reject a nuclear arms treaty Obama signed with Russian President Dmitri Medvedev in April because, he said, it would force the U.S. to curtail its nuclear defenses. Republican opposition has stalled the pact, which must be ratified by the Senate.3
START YES-

START vote will pass despite republican opposition

Voice of Russia 8/6 (8/6/10, " Republicans are dragging their feet for political reasons - expert on START ... ", http://english.ruvr.ru/2010/08/06/14811460.html)
Ivan Eland: Well, I think it’s been caught up in electoral politics….The United States is having mid-term elections. Which means the President isn’t being elected this year but the congressmen and senators are. I think there’s a little bit of posturing going on because the Republicans are dragging their feet but the treaty will eventually go through and I think John Kerry it will be, shepherding it through the Senate it’s very wise to put it off so that  the Republicans have time to look at it. Ivan Eland: Well, I suppose that probably some Republicans do, but I think even Republicans recognize that these arms control Treaties have a long history in the US of bipartisan support. And I think you will eventually see this one too. Many other Republicans are not demagogues, I think in the end the Republicans will do the right thing, enough of them will ratify this. This is an important centerpiece. It has always been a centerpiece between US-Russian relations, and I think it will continue to be. The Treaty will pass and I think the Obama administration is sincere about trying to reset relations. Now Russia and the United States still don’t agree on everything, missile defense may be one of those issues. I think this Treaty is good in itself and I think the Republicans will eventually come around and I think Kerry will get a lot of Republicans votes.

Newfound support- Hiroshima Anniversary 

Common Dreams (press release) 8/6 (8/6/10, " Peace Action Statement on 65th Anniversary of the US Atomic Bombings of ... ", http://www.commondreams.org/newswire/2010/08/06-7)
WASHINGTON - August 6 - On the 65th anniversary of the U.S. bombing Hiroshima and Nagasaki, Peace Action, the nation's largest grassroots peace group, released a statement from Hiroshima by their policy director, Paul Kawika Martin and announced over 150 commemoration events nationwide.

"After the unnecessary killing of hundreds of thousands civilians in Hiroshima and Nagasaki by U.S. nuclear weapons 65 years ago, fortunately the world has not seen these immoral weapons used again.  There is bipartisan support to significantly reduce or abolish nuclear weapons.  It's time for the U.S. Senate to consent to the modest step of ratifying the New Strategic Arms Reduction Treaty (START) without wasting more taxpayer money on nuclear weapons labs as some Republicans demand.

Republicans support-international pressure 

Common Dreams (press release) 8/6 (8/6/10, " Peace Action Statement on 65th Anniversary of the US Atomic Bombings of ... ", http://www.commondreams.org/newswire/2010/08/06-7)
"After the unnecessary killing of hundreds of thousands civilians in Hiroshima and Nagasaki by U.S. nuclear weapons 65 years ago, fortunately the world has not seen these immoral weapons used again.  There is bipartisan support to significantly reduce or abolish nuclear weapons.  It's time for the U.S. Senate to consent to the modest step of ratifying the New Strategic Arms Reduction Treaty (START) without wasting more taxpayer money on nuclear weapons labs as some Republicans demand.

"By sending John Roos, the U.S. ambassador to Japan, to the commemoration in Hiroshima - the highest U.S. official to ever attend - the Obama administration sends another symbolic message of support for a world free of nuclear weapons.  Besides symbolism, the administration needs to take more action such as reducing the United States' capacity to build nuclear weapons and increasing the rate of dismantling warheads."
Will pass

CNN 8/5 (Brooke Elliott, 8/5/10, " Hiroshima anniversary brings UN head's call for disarmament ", http://www.cnn.com/2010/WORLD/asiapcf/08/05/un.hiroshima.ceremony/?hpt=T2)

(CNN) -- U.N. Secretary-General Ban Ki-moon used an appearance at the Hiroshima Peace Memorial ceremony in Japan to advocate for his five-point plan for worldwide nuclear disarmament and nonproliferation.

August 6 marks the 65th anniversary of the atomic bomb dropped by the United States at the end of World War II on Hiroshima. Another was dropped a few days later on Nagasaki. The bombs devastated both cities and killed more than 200,000 people. Thursday was the first time a U.N. secretary-general took part in the ceremony.
"Together, we are on a journey from ground zero to global zero -- a world free of weapons of mass destruction," Ban said. "That is the only sane path to a safer world. For as long as nuclear weapons exist, we will live under a nuclear shadow."

This is Ban's first visit to Hiroshima. He also made the first visit of a U.N. secretary-general to Nagasaki when he participated in a wreath-laying ceremony on August 5.

Ban called for his plan for nuclear nonproliferation and disarmament to be acted upon. "It includes recommendations on security, verification, transparency, conventional weapons and the legal framework for nuclear disarmament," he said before laying the wreath in Nagasaki.
In Hiroshima, Ban noted recent success in the nonproliferation movement. "We see new leadership from the most powerful nations. We see new engagement in the U.N. Security Council. We see new energy from civil society," he said.

Ban cited the new Strategic Arms Reduction Treaty (START) between the United States and Russia, which would replace the 1991 START that expired last year. He also noted progress made at a nuclear summit in Washington earlier this year. "We will build upon [that] in Korea in 2012. ... We must keep up the momentum," he said.

Ban said he will convene a conference on disarmament in New York in September. "We will push for negotiations towards nuclear disarmament. A comprehensive nuclear test ban treaty. A fissile material cut-off treaty," he said.
Miscellaneous useful politics cards- START 

Kyl is key 

Moscow Times 8/6 (8/6/10, " U.S. Senator Sets Terms for Backing New START ", http://www.themoscowtimes.com/news/article/us-senator-sets-terms-for-backing-new-start/411785.html)

WASHINGTON — U.S. President Barack Obama must show greater commitment to modernizing the U.S. nuclear arsenal to gain Republican support for the New START arms control treaty with Russia, the Senate's No. 2 Republican said.

Senator Jon Kyl denied setting a price to support New START. But he told reporters Wednesday that the commitment he was seeking could cost up to $10 billion more than the amount the administration has pledged to modernize U.S. nuclear weapons.

Obama wants the treaty ratified this year, but it needs 67 votes in the Senate, meaning that it cannot pass without substantial Republican support.

Kyl's demands would be difficult to meet by the end of the year. He wants Congress to appropriate extra funds, and he also wants to see administration budget plans.

Kyl said Republicans were seeking "a more precise and higher degree of commitment" to modernizing the U.S. nuclear arsenal, "so that we know that this program is not going to go for a while and peter out." U.S. President Barack Obama must show greater commitment to modernizing the U.S. nuclear arsenal to gain Republican support for the New START arms control treaty with Russia, the Senate's No. 2 Republican said.
START ratification has nothing to do with obamas pc 

Hill 8/5 (Michael A. Needham, 8/5/10, " Heritage Action opposition misrepresented in column ", http://thehill.com/opinion/letters/112957-heritage-action-opposition-misrepresented-in-column)

Earlier this week, Senate Foreign Relations Committee Chairman John Kerry (D-Mass.) postponed committee consideration of New START until September. Ben Goddard (“Wedge issues go nuclear” 8/4) was kind enough to credit Heritage Action for America for that delay, but he misrepresented our efforts. Heritage Action’s opposition to the treaty stems from serious policy concerns, not anti-Obama politics.

New START focuses exclusively on Russia, while ignoring the nuclear threats posed by Iran and North Korea. It also ignores Russia’s massive tactical nuclear arsenal. In the words of Secretary Henry Kissinger, the treaty also places limits on the “strategic options of future presidents.” This is unacceptable and dangerous.
START not effective 

Heritage.org 8/5 (Dan Holler, 8/5/10, " GOP Arms-Control Experts against New START ", http://www.heritage.org/Research/Commentary/2010/08/GOP-Arms-Control-Experts-against-New-START)

A relic of the Cold War, the new Strategic Arms Reduction Treaty (New START) fails to address Russia’s tactical nuclear arsenal and the growing nuclear threats posed by Iran and North Korea. Instead, it limits America’s defensive and offensive systems while providing minimal restrictions on Russia’s nuclear arsenal.  

One of the most egregious arguments peddled by New START proponents is that no reasonable arms control expert is opposed to New START. That is blatantly false. Americans deserve honesty in this debate. The truth is the modern-day GOP arms control establishment is against New START.

The list of experts is large: Eric Edelman, former undersecretary of defense for Policy; Robert Joseph, former undersecretary of state for arms control and international security; former UN Ambassador John Bolten; Paula A. DeSutter, former assistant secretary of state for verification and compliance; Kim Holmes, former assistant secretary of state for international organization affairs; and former Sen. Jim Talent (R.-Mo). 

This group represents the new era of GOP arms control experts. They are not rooted in the Cold War; instead, they understand today’s threat is diverse, asymmetric and growing. Sen. Dick Lugar (R-Ind.), James Schlesinger, Henry Kissinger, and Stephen Hadley are not representative of the GOP arms control establishment—they represent the past.
START KILLS RELATIONS

Reuters 8/7 (Vladimir Soldatkin, Philippa Fletcher, 8/7/10, " Russia accuses US of loose weapons control ", http://www.reuters.com/article/idUSTRE6760GW20100807)

MOSCOW (Reuters) - Russia accused the United States on Saturday of breaching its obligations over the non proliferation of weapons, a sign of strained relations between the two powers.

The charge came after a new arms control treaty between the United States and Russia suffered a setback this week when the U.S. Senate Foreign Relations Committee delayed a ratification vote until mid-September.

Russia said it had successfully test fired two ballistic missiles from the Barents Sea on Friday, Interfax news agency reported, in another sign of muscle-flexing from Moscow.
The Russian Foreign Ministry said on its web site the United States had been in breach of several arms-related treaties including the Strategic Arms Reduction Treaty (START I) and a treaty on conventional weapons.

"During the START I period, the United States failed to resolve Russia's concerns over how this treaty was being fulfilled," the ministry said, citing a long list of what it called irregularities, including a U.S. failure to provide information on ballistic missiles trials.

Russia also accused the United States of preventing international supervision of its compliance with the Biological and Toxin Weapons Convention.
Energy Bill- NO

Energy bill won’t pass- Republicans strongly oppose 

NYT 8/4 (Anne C. Mulkern, 8/4/10, " Bruised Backers of Energy Bill Plot Aug. Offensive in Senate ", http://www.nytimes.com/gwire/2010/08/04/04greenwire-bruised-backers-of-energy-bill-plot-aug-offens-87372.html)

Thwarted again in efforts to pass Senate energy legislation, activist groups vowed today to target lawmakers they see as obstructionists. All Republicans and a group of Democratic senators should bear responsibility for "first blocking a comprehensive climate bill, then blocking energy jobs bill, then finally blocking the oil spill accountability bill. There needs to be a price paid for that. Right now, they think they're getting away with that," said David Di Martino, spokesman for Clean Energy Works, an alliance of about 60 groups that want climate legislation.

Senate Majority Leader Harry Reid's (D-Nev.) announcement yesterday that a vote on oil spill legislation won't happen until September was the latest blow to environmental groups. They've worked for years to pass climate measures, hoping that President Obama's election and Democratic control of Congress would mean accomplishing that goal, but have been knocked back at every turn. Many fear a vote on offshore oil drilling reforms won't happen next month, either. Some yesterday compared the movement's plight to that of Charlie Brown, who kept kicking for the football only to have Lucy pull it out at the last moment. Senate Republicans are comfortable with their position on energy issues, said Don Stewart, spokesman for Senate Minority Leader Mitch McConnell of Kentucky."We will protect the American people from a national energy tax. We are proud to do that," Stewart said. He said he wasn't concerned about "Carnivoil" or other environmentalists' plans for August.

Energy bill is dead 

Boston Globe 8/7 (8/7/10, " Even facing an emergency, the GOP fizzles on energy ", http://www.boston.com/bostonglobe/editorial_opinion/editorials/articles/2010/08/07/even_facing_an_emergency_the_gop_fizzles_on_energy/)

FOR A world that looks to leadership from the United States on climate change, it was discouraging when the Senate couldn’t produce a comprehensive greenhouse-gas bill, and more so when no Republican senators would sign on to a fallback plan to cap carbon emissions by electric utilities. Now, the Senate’s Democratic leaders say they cannot even get enough votes to pass a still weaker bill that would make offshore drilling safer, encourage the conversion of truck fleets to natural gas from diesel, and subsidize home-energy conservation. Majority Leader Harry Reid has postponed any action until mid-September at the earliest. When most Republicans and some oil- and coal-state Democrats oppose even mild measures to reduce dependence on fossil fuels and curb excesses, it’s a sign that special-interest politics trumps even a national emergency. The need to tighten rules on offshore drilling will never be more apparent than they are at this moment.

No vote on Climate 

NewsyStocks.com 8/7 (8/7/10, " Interview: Delegates close to outlining outcome for Cancun: UN climate chief ", http://newsystocks.com/news/3633933)

Another major uncertainty comes from Washington. That's because the U.S. Senate decided in July to abandon the climate and energy bill this year, meaning America would go to Cancun without any domestic climate legislation, just as it did in Copenhagen last year.

U.S. climate delegates stressed in Bonn that the Obama administration would keep the promise of reducing its carbon emissions 17 percent from 2005 levels by 2020, and would not give up passing a sweeping climate bill.

Watered down energy bill doesn’t do anything

Christian Science Monitor 7/24 (Mark Clayton, 7/24/10, " Senate Democrats forced to accept much slimmer energy bill ", http://www.csmonitor.com/USA/Politics/2010/0724/Senate-Democrats-forced-to-accept-much-slimmer-energy-bill)

Senate Majority Leader Harry Reid (D) of Nevada was prepared to move after Democrats abandoned their efforts Thursday to pass a comprehensive climate-energy bill that would have for the first time put a price on greenhouse gases from power plants and other industrial smokestacks. The new bill, some who saw drafts of it say, appeared to be a mere shadow of the old.

In it, Mr. Reid has cobbled together a few pieces of legislation widely embraced by Democrats, which some analysts said would make it possible for him to introduce and get voted on this coming week. It remains to be seen, however, whether the House of Representatives will accept the new bill, which is drastically different from the comprehensive climate-energy bill passed by the House last year.

Reid's bill does not put a price on carbon emissions, or mandate a percentage of renewable energy, or provide debt financing for clean energy, or subsidize electric vehicles, writes Kevin Book, energy analyst with ClearView Energy Partners, a Washington energy market research firm in a snap analysis of the bill. It also does not open new areas to offshore drilling.
ENERGY BILL YES 

New support for Energy Bill 

ecopolitology (blog) 8/4 (Timothy B. Hurst, 8/4/10, " Reid Says Broader Climate and Energy Bill Isn't Dead Yet ", http://ecopolitology.org/2010/08/04/reid-says-broader-climate-and-energy-bill-isnt-dead-yet/)

Despite the growing sentiment that a comprehensive climate and energy bill is all but dead in the U.S. Senate, Majority Leader Sen. Harry Reid, D-Nev., insisted recently that a bigger bill could find its way to the floor after the August break. 

Reid announced at a press conference that consideration of his Clean Energy Jobs and Oil Spill Accountability Act would resume when senators return from the summer recess on Sept. 10. Any chance at an earlier debate and adoption appears embroiled in too-typical D.C. politics, where not one Republican seems inclined to support the bill.

Will pass

Boston Globe 8/7 (8/7/10, " Even facing an emergency, the GOP fizzles on energy ", http://www.boston.com/bostonglobe/editorial_opinion/editorials/articles/2010/08/07/even_facing_an_emergency_the_gop_fizzles_on_energy/)

Only forceful public pressure can get the Senate off the dime. President Obama should use the summer recess to to rally support for energy legislation — and, most importantly, to broaden Reid’s pending Senate bill by requiring that utilities get an increasing percentage of their power from renewable sources.

As it stands now, the pared-down “spill bill’’ sets new standards for offshore drilling and makes drillers responsible for unlimited economic damages to coastal residents if anything goes wrong. The measure would give tax breaks to firms converting their truck fleets from diesel to natural gas as a way to reduce dependence on oil. It would also offer homeowners rebates for energy conservation: caulking, insulation, new doors and windows, and upgrades of energy-guzzling devices like air-conditioners, furnaces, and hot-water heaters.

Energy bill has newfound support-Activism 

NYT 8/4 (Anne C. Mulkern, 8/4/10, " Bruised Backers of Energy Bill Plot Aug. Offensive in Senate ", http://www.nytimes.com/gwire/2010/08/04/04greenwire-bruised-backers-of-energy-bill-plot-aug-offens-87372.html)

Clean Energy Works member groups are debating other actions for August, including petition drives urging support for comprehensive climate legislation and U.S. EPA's ability to regulate under the Clean Air Act, handing out fliers at lawmakers' local offices, and potentially funding advertising.

NWF also will ask members to power up influence efforts this month. It wants activists to meet with lawmakers while they're at home for the August recess, Westbrook said.

"They'll be talking to their members of Congress, hopefully face-to-face, about the need for an oil spill bill," Westbrook said, and members are likely also to ask again for legislation that caps carbon emissions. "People have been working on this issue for years," she added. "They're not going to back down from it."

DEMS WIN 

Even if Republican support is high now- democratic win is inevitable  

Examiner.com 8/6 (8/6/10, " Midterms 2010: Republicans may be peaking too early in the election cycle ", http://www.examiner.com/x-5738-Political-Buzz-Examiner%7Ey2010m8d6-Midterms-2010-Republicans-may-be-peaking-too-early-in-election-cycle)

Politics, like many things in life, is all about timing, and while there is no doubt that Republicans currently have the momentum, some doubt whether that can be sustained over the next three months.  The 2010 midterm elections are now 87 days away, but if Republicans had their way, the polls probably would be opening next Tuesday.  At a recent RNC event, Chairman Michael Steele sounded confident in the GOP's chances and said his party is now "ready to represent a transformative moment"

Over the past two weeks, the news cycle has played out nearly perfectly for the GOP.  The Shirley Sherrod story, while propagated by conservative media, certainly was harmful to the Obama administration as well.  When a U.S. District Court udge agreed to block certain provisions of the Arizona immigration law, it helped build the Republican narrative that Democrats are soft on securing the border.  Finally, the most recent ruling overturning Proposition 8 and the confirmation of Elena Kagan fit perfectly into the GOP complaints of a liberal, activist judicial branch.  Today's news added to Democratic woes as the most recent labor report showed the economy shedding jobs and the unemployment rate staying the same.  All of this has led to Republicans' generally improving their standing in various polls, as the slideshow below illustrates.

Having said all of that, Democrats have to be thankful that this is all happening now.  Come November, voters are much more likely to be thinking about the October jobs report than the July jobs report.  Proposition 8 likely will be a distant memory for most Americans as the lawsuit proceeds through a complicated appeals process.

Part of the bad news for Democrats can be attributed to their own decisions.  The Obama administration has admitted their own missteps in the Shirley Sherrod debacle.  Some of it, however, is also simply bad luck.  For instance, the administration had nothing to do with the Proposition 8 challenge or the timing of the decision.  Bad luck can only remain for so long, and there is a good probability that two or three bad stories for the Republicans will dominate the news over the next two or three months.
Republicans lose-infighting 

Washington Post 8/7 (Rosalind S. Helderman, 8/7/10, " Infighting could hurt Republican chances in midterms, RNC members say ", http://www.washingtonpost.com/wp-dyn/content/article/2010/08/06/AR2010080606078.html?hpid=topnews)

"Infighting in a party is a luxury that comes only with a supermajority," Sununu said in an interview after the meeting. "People are so upset about the direction of the country under the Democrats -- everyone realizes we almost have an obligation to make sure we do well in November." 

It's not that the Republicans here aren't confident: They feel quite good about their chances of reclaiming the House, and the more optimistic among them think the Senate may be in reach. More generally, they believe Americans are turned off by Democratic policies and are again receptive to their message. 
But under that confidence lies the anxiety that comes with high expectations and the deep desire not to somehow blow it. It's not an idle fear. Even as Republicans have claimed a few high-profile victories in the past year, the tenure of party Chairman Michael S. Steele has been most notable for gaffes and missteps. 

Among the most recent were a leak of a June letter by Treasurer Randy Pullen reporting that the party has more debt than has been reported and, this week, the leak of an unusual form e-mail circulated by an RNC intern to foreign ambassadors that offered sit-down meetings with Steele. 
For those on the front lines in the effort to retake Congress, it can all be a little exasperating. 

Republicans are being idiots 

Washington Post 8/6 (Michael D. Shear, 8/6/10, " Democrats invoke Bush to get support from voters for midterm elections ", http://www.washingtonpost.com/wp-dyn/content/article/2010/08/06/AR2010080603599.html?hpid=topnews)

As they brace for a difficult fall election, dispirited Democrats hoping to get back some of that 2008 magic are turning to the president for inspiration. 

President Bush, that is. 

Grainy images of the former president flashed across the screen in a recent ad by Sen. Patty Murray (D-Wash.). Rep. Joe Sestak (D-Pa.) is attacking his GOP rival in a Senate race for his "advancement of the Bush agenda." 
Even President Obama has begun taking direct shots at his predecessor, something he had been careful to avoid in recent months. "They don't have a single idea that's different from George Bush's ideas -- not one," Obama said during a speeches this week at fundraisers in Atlanta and Chicago. 

In interviews, mailings and television ads, Democratic candidates are once again hauling out the specter of the former president to use as a foil. Nearly two years after he left office and virtually disappeared from public view, Bush -- his image, his policies, his legacy -- are being dragged back into the public arena. 

The strategy could backfire for Democrats, who risk appearing desperate by blaming Bush instead of taking responsibility. Former Bush strategist Karl Rove called it a "deadly street to go down" for Democratic candidates who have "no next act" to promote. 

But Democratic strategists, from the White House down, say invoking the ex-president helps clarify their message: Republicans would return the country to a time of failed economic policies. 

"God bless America that he's back in the conversation," a senior Democratic official on Capitol Hill said. "It's a blessing from the heavens. If this becomes a referendum on George Bush, we are in a much better spot than anyone could imagine." 

Bush left office as one of the most unpopular presidents in history. His approval rating sank to the mid-20s as he struggled to respond to the near collapse of the economy. Democrats believe that reminding voters about why they disliked Bush will translate into a boost in support. 

DEMS LOSE 

Republicans win 

Outside Beltway 8/6 (8/6/10, " 2010 Midterms Record-Setting ", http://www.outsidethebeltway.com/2010-midterms-record-setting/)

2010 features the most U.S. Senate seats on the November ballot (37) since 1962. 2010 also has the most elections for governor ever on the same ballot (also 37). 2010 has produced one of the highest percentages of Democratic-versus-Republican House line-ups in modern history. Fully 405 of House races out of 435 have both a Democrat and a Republican running for the seat—the gold standard of basic two-party choice in democracy. Democrats have nominated 410 candidates for the House and Republicans have an even larger number, 430. For the GOP this is the most congressional districts they have ever contested. 

Given how few House seats are competitive, it's actually remarkable that all but a handful are contested.   The others are flukes:  We've had an unusual number of deaths and other premature departures from the Senate and we seem to have standardized gubernatorial calendars somewhat.  My guess is that the latter trend will continue and we'll eventually decide that off-off-year elections, such as we have in Virginia, are both a waste of taxpayer money and a means of lowering turnout.
As to Sabato's crystal ball, he's currently projecting the GOP to pick up 7 Senate and 32 House seats — not quite enough to take over either chamber.  He currently rates six Senate races as toss-ups:  California, Colorado, Florida, Illinois, Nevada, and Pennsylvania. Obviously, if this turns out to be a wave election, Republicans could come close to running the table there and take over the chamber.

My ideal outcome would be for Republicans to fall just short, thus keeping the pressure on the Democrats and not stoking a false sense that the electorate is wild about the leadership's agenda.

Democrats will lose despite recent win 

AP 8/6 (Liz Sidoti, 8/6/10, " GOP cautiously confident of big gains this fall ", http://www.google.com/hostednews/ap/article/ALeqM5gfQH4TPHxTgUlq6KP73epNk8hVjwD9HE3FT01)

Unlike in years past, no White House hopefuls showed up. And Republicans attending the meeting were sober about the GOP's prospects in November; a single sign said: "Playing to win in 2010."

Steele did, however, try to rile up the committee and got a standing ovation with calls to fire House Speaker Nancy Pelosi. "Get on the bus," he yelled as a cardboard bus was pushed out onto the stage from which he spoke. It said: "Need a job? Fire Pelosi."

Said Steele: "We have a lot of work to do but I believe we are ready to represent a transformative moment."

The mostly serious tone of the meeting reflected the challenge Republicans have ahead of them as they seek to take advantage of conditions that at first blush seem ripe for a power shift in Democratic-controlled Washington.

"We've got to start talking about issues," said Pat Brady, the state party chairman in Illinois. "By mid-September, we can't just be the party of 'We aren't the Democrats because people are really fed up."

No one doubts the GOP will win some Democratic-held congressional seats. The president's party nearly always loses seats during the first midterm elections of the presidency. The GOP rank and file also is energized and independent voters are leaning toward Republicans.

People are fed up with democrats

CNN 8/3 (8/3/10, " Democrats, GOP both see glass half-full for midterms ", http://ac360.blogs.cnn.com/2010/08/03/democrats-gop-both-see-glass-half-full-for-midterms/)

Republicans are predicting big wins in the November midterms. Across the aisle, Democrats are saying the same thing about their chances at the polls. But both can't be right.

Republicans speculate that they will take back the House - and possibly the Senate - as voters express their frustration at where Democrats and President Obama are taking the country. 

"I think it's pretty clear that the American people are tired of the job-killing agenda in Washington, D.C. They want the spending spree to stop," House Minority Leader John Boehner said on "Fox News Sunday." 

"I think we're having a good year, but we've got a lot of work to do before the Election Day on November 2," he said. 

Boehner advised Republicans heading home for the August recess to "talk about the better solutions that Republicans have been offering over the last 18 months." 

People are waiting for Republicans to win back Congress 

DesMoinesRegister.com 8/7 (8/7/10, " Don't be fooled by GOP tax cutters ", http://www.desmoinesregister.com/article/20100807/OPINION04/8070312/-1/BUSINESS04/Don-t-be-fooled-by-GOP-tax-cutters)

The Republicans are clamoring for continuing the Bush tax cuts, claiming jobs would be killed if the tax cuts are allowed to expire. How stupid do they think we are?

Those unpaid-for tax cuts are in effect now, and we have 15 million people unemployed. If the tax cuts are allowed to continue, they will cost the treasury over $3 trillion in the next 10 years.
Corporations and the rich took their tax cuts and created jobs in China. Now they are sitting on billions of dollars waiting for Republicans to win back Congress so they can continue their class warfare on American workers and the middle class.

South Korea Free Trade-yes 

Obama pushing FTA

WSJ 8/6 (Deborah Solomon, 8/6/10, " Resistance to Spending Crimps Administration Options ", http://online.wsj.com/article/SB10001424052748703988304575413670259657254.html)

The administration is now looking for ways to boost private-sector growth that don't involve spending money, such as expanding export opportunities for U.S. companies. President Barack Obama has been pushing for passage of a South Korea free-trade agreement, promising labor unions that it will enforce a range of worker protections in order to win their support. Boosting exports is key to economic growth, given the slowdown in consumer spending that has traditionally fueled the economy.

Will pass 

Crain's Chicago Business 8/2 (Paul Merrion, 8/2/10, " Obama administration's rift with business puts White House's Jarrett on hot seat ", http://www.chicagobusiness.com/article/20100731/ISSUE01/307319981/obama-administrations-rift-with-business-puts-white-house-adviser)

Aside from its recent decision to push ahead for congressional approval of the South Korea free trade pact reached by the previous administration, and the creation of a new export advisory group headed by Boeing Co. CEO W. James McNerney Jr., the administration is now waiting for the Business Roundtable to prioritize its tax and regulatory proposals. 

Will pass 

JoongAng Daily 8/6 (8/6/10, " Stop frittering, Obama ", http://joongangdaily.joins.com/article/view.asp?aid=2924263)

The U.S. may demand that Korea lift the age restriction on beef imports and the U.S. should have safeguards against car imports. Beef imports, however, are a very sensitive issue as we went through candle light vigils against the resumption of U.S. beef imports in 2008. Strictly speaking, beef imports are not a subject for the Korea-U.S. FTA. As both countries had already agreed, it is necessary for both countries to deal prudently with the age limit restrictions when Korean consumers regain their confidence in U.S. beef. In the case of cars, the problem is whether U.S. cars have a competitive edge in our market. Though Korea can endeavor to increase car imports, it is practically useless if U.S. cars fall behind European or Japanese cars in terms of quality and marketing.

Before November midterm elections, it will be very hard for Obama to disregard demands from labor unions and farmers, who are his supporters. However, the most urgent thing for the U.S. administration to do is to persuade laborers and farmers. Rather than pressuring Korea, the U.S. administration, first of all, should make cattle farmers and auto labor unions understand the reality.

South Korea Free Trade-no

Wont pass- Even democrats oppose Fta

Reuters 7/22 (Doug Palmer, Xavier Briand, 7/22/10, " Democrats ask to meet Obama on Korea trade concerns ", http://www.reuters.com/article/idUSTRE66L6BN20100722?type=politicsNews)

WASHINGTON (Reuters) - More than 100 U.S. Democratic lawmakers asked on Thursday to meet with President Barack Obama to discuss their concerns about his plan to seek congressional approval of a trade deal with South Korea.

"At a time when our economy is struggling to recover from the worst downturn since the Great Depression, it is unthinkable to consider moving forward with another job-killing FTA," the 110 members of the U.S. House of Representatives said in a letter to Obama.

The letter underscores the battle Obama faces within his own party unless he persuades South Korea to make substantial changes to the agreement it negotiated three years ago with the administration of former President George W. Bush.
Obama has said he wants to resolve outstanding concerns with the pact by November so he can submit it to Congress by early next year, a move welcomed by House Democratic Leader Steny Hoyer.

U.S. trade official have identified two main issues blocking the pact: South Korea's restrictions on imports of U.S. beefs, and auto trade provisions of the pact that critics say favor South Korean automakers too much.

But in their letter, the 110 House Democrats made clear they had a longer list of concerns.
"We oppose specific provisions of the agreement in the financial services, investment and labor chapters because they benefit multi-national corporations at the expense of small businesses and workers," they said.

"And we strongly object to the non-tariff barriers to the Korean market that numerous U.S. industries -- including the auto, beef and textile sectors -- will continue to face even as their Korean counterparts receive virtually total access to the American market," they said.

Wont pass- strong opposition 

Truth about Trade & Technology 8/3 (Elizabeth Williamson, 8/3/10, " In Michigan Visit, Trade Talk Is Taboo ", http://www.truthabouttrade.org/news/latest-news/16377-in-michigan-visit-trade-talk-is-taboo-)

Detroit is home to the core of the opposition to the South Korea free-trade deal, led by the United Auto Workers, and members of Michigan's congressional delegation.

Next month, the South Korean ambassador to the U.S. will talk with Michigan's chamber of commerce about potential compromises that would lower non-tariff barriers to the South Korean market for U.S. auto makers.

Some Detroit business representatives say they want Mr. Obama to address the trade issue, too.
Polcap LOW

Obama PC is incredibly low and diminishing 

Swamp (blog) 8/5 (Mike Memoli, Jim Oliphant, 8/5/10, " McConnell hopes Obama becomes 'born again moderate' ", http://www.swamppolitics.com/news/politics/blog/2010/08/mcconnell_hopes_obama_becomes.html)

For the first time in 18 months, President Obama sat down for a one-on-one meeting with Senate Minority Leader Mitch McConnell yesterday. The White House had said the meeting would focus on the president's frustration with the Senate GOP over his judicial nominations and executive appointments. 
Speaking with reporters this morning at a breakfast hosted by the Christian Science Monitor, McConnell said he viewed the meeting instead as the president acknowledging his diminished political capital.

"When he began this term he was sitting on a 70 percent approval rating, he had a 40-seat majority in the house on the way to getting 60 in the Senate. He didn't feel like he needed us," McConnell said. "Most people feel there's going to be a mid-course correction. The president's a very smart guy and I think he figures he'll be seeing a lot more of me in the future. I enjoyed our discussion and I look forward to seeing more of him." 
McConnell also disputed the White House line that nominations were bogged down, saying that 92 percent of Obama's nominees have been confirmed, and the rest were in committees controlled by Democrats.

Obama just made a widely unpopular decision 

AP 8/5 (Darlene Superville, 8/5/10, " Obama bets prestige on Senate seat he once held ", http://www.google.com/hostednews/ap/article/ALeqM5juui7didNwh_vzBmJyrbjxkeF-IgD9HDKUOO3)

CHICAGO — Risking personal prestige and political capital, President Barack Obama took a high-profile plunge Thursday into the race for his former Senate seat, on behalf of a candidate who could embarrass Democrats — and the president himself — if he loses.

Illinois state treasurer Alexi Giannoulias trails Republican Rep. Mark Kirk in the race for campaign cash. He's also found himself embroiled in a controversy surrounding the failure of his family's Chicago bank.
With a thin grip on the Senate, Democrats can't afford to lose the seat. Neither can Obama afford the blow of seeing the seat from which he catapulted to the White House turn to Republican hands on his watch as effective chief of the Democratic Party.

Polcap low

Monthly Review 8/6 (Flynt Leverett, Hillary Mann Leverett, 8/6/10, " Obama on Iran: The Substance behind the "Signal" ", http://mrzine.monthlyreview.org/2010/leverett060810.html)

But, apart from the Administration's maladroit handling of its diplomatic exchanges with Tehran, poor grasp of on-the-ground realities in Iran, and mixed messaging, it is important to consider the substance of what the President said.  ;Obama's ideas about engaging the Islamic Republic are not bad, at a relatively high level of generalization.  They are certainly much better than those of most of the cabinet- and sub-cabinet-level officials he has appointed to work on Iran policy.  But, as in the past, the real question is whether Obama is ready to expend political capital, assume political risks, and take hard policy decisions to make his ideas effective vis-à-vis Tehran.  To date, Obama has not been prepared to do so, and that -- not Iranian "intransigence" or purported internal divisions -- is the real reason his efforts at engagement have not borne fruit.

POLCAP HIGH

Obamas PC is high and will remain that way 

OpEdNews 8/7 (8/7/10, " The Coming Collapse of The US Political Establishment. ", http://www.opednews.com/Diary/The-Coming-Collapse-of-The-by-Truth-Excavator-100806-174.html?show=votes)

It it is difficult to pinpoint when the unmasking of the President began. Alex Jones made the documentary "The Obama Deception" in March 2009, but Obama still enjoyed high popularity well into the summer of 2009. It may have started in December of 2009, when Obama gave a speech at West Point about his plan for military escalation in Afghanistan. Or it could have been his lackluster response to the BP oil spill that angered a lot of liberals. It's hard to know. A short while ago, Jon Stewart, who has a lot of cultural capital, exposed the President's credibility gap by showing his campaign rhetoric, and all the promises he made, alongside his Orwellian policies as President. It can't be overstated how much of an influence Jon Stewart has over the young people of America, and that's a good thing, because Stewart is a honest and rational person. And if Stewart goes, then so go the young people, whose support for Obama in the 2008 election was the deal breaker.

Finding new support to get re-elected come 2012 won't be Obama's biggest problem. If the war with Iran moves forward on schedule, there will be civil unrest, and the possibility of mass violence in America. It is already clear that Obama lacks the authority to strike fear in the American population, and make them surrender to the empire's will. Quite simply, his administration will be overwhelmed if the American people decide to take matters into their own hands. Taking on a new war, while public support for the two current self-defeating wars in the Middle East is diminishing, is political suicide for Obama, and the political establishment. A majority of the American people see through the lies about Iran's nuclear capabilities, and public opinion won't change six months, or a year from now, even if the President's pleads for an attack against "the evil Iranian regime."
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