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lll start with an Impact Overview

1. The disad outweighs and turns the case:

A) 2. Timeframet our Takala evidence says the tirfeame for a successful
continuing resolution to fund thegovernment is Sept. 30t much faster than
their scenarios.

B) 3. Magnitude: Shutdown risks multiple existential threats:

RobertHale &MichaelO'Hanlon, 9/9/2015(United States Under Secretary of Defense
(Comptroller) from 2009 until 2014 & specializes itioraal security and defense policy @ Brookings,
G. dzZRASEG Lyal yAy&FY A0V SRR GItFEBafignFintaestlorg/fediuie/budget
insanityamericasselfinflicted-defensedrama13795 Accessed 9/13/2015, rwg)

As Congress and the President return to toWMdashington is sleepwalking towards another budgetary showdown

that could result in sharp cuts in defense and other governnsgending or even another government
shutdown.At a time when the nation hasal crises an@ther urgent weightymatters to consider from the

Iran nuclear deal to the fraying ceasefire in Ukrain@dapcoming visit of President Xi of China @limate

change we do not need a selfflicted wound. To be sure, everyone is aware that the federal government may be headed for the brink. But
few seem to think it within their power to step baofS things stand, the Budget Control Act of 2011 will sharpit lim
defense funding NERdzOAy3 C, Hnmc TFTdzyRAy3d o6& | o62dzi bpon o0AfftAzy O2YLI NBR
of decline in defense accountddnless a new law is passed to soften the constraimtSaw also limits nedefense

sperding. The MurrayRyan compromise of 2013 has now run its course and no longer will apply to the 2016 budget year, which begins October
1. Without the added $34 billion, thedpartmentof Defensewill not be able to improve military readiness

and modernizeadequately to produce the force it needs in a world populated by d SHrurialNorth

Korea armed with nuclear weapons, a Russia enamored of adventurism, an assertive Iran, a rising China
and more.

C) 4. Probability: Robust studies prove economic decliceuses war:

w2 e | flededlah /Director of Cooperative Threat Reduction at the U.S. Department of
Defense, 2010, Economic Integration, Economic Signaling and the Problem of Economic Crises,
in Economics of War and Peace: Economic, Legal and Politispé&téves, ed. Goldsmith and
Brauer, p. 21215)

Less intuitive is hoeriods of economic declineayincrease the likelihood of external confliesiitical science

literature has contributed a moderate degree of attention to the impact of economic decline and the security and defengeredfa
interdependent stales. Research in this vein has been considered at systemic, dyadic and natisn&deeeal notable contributions follow.

First, on the systemic level. Pollins (20081 advances Modclski and Thompson's (1996) work on leadership cycle thedrwifﬁgﬂ hlms

in theglobaleconomy are associated with the rise and fall of agmgnert power and the often bloody
transition from onepre-eminentleader to the nextas suchexogenous shocks such as economic crises could
usherin a redistribution ofelative pOWer (see also Gilpin. 19dhat leads to uncertainty about power balances,
increasing the risk of miscalculatigrearon. 1995). Alternatively, even a relatively certain redistribution of power could lead to a
permissive environment for conflict as a rising power may seek to challenge a declining power (Werner. 1999). Sep#nase|¥996) also
shows that global economic cycles combined with parallel leadership cycles impact the likelihood of conflict among miajor ameédmall
powers, although he suggests that the causes and connections between global economic conditersugitylconditions remain unknown.

Second, on a dyadic level. Copeland's (1996. 2000) theory of trade expectations suggests that 'future expectationsod sagteficant
variable in understanding economic conditions and security behaviour of stdéeargues that interdependent states arc likely to gain pacific

benefits from trade so long as they have an optimistic view of future trade relations. HovEtbe expectations of future trade
decline, particularly for difficult to replaeems sucres energyesources, the likelihood for conflict increases,
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as states will be inclined to use force to gain access to those resoate&sould potentially be the trigger for
decreased trade expectations either on its own or because it triggers piotést moves by interdependent states.4 Third, others have
considered the link between economic decline and external armed conflict at a national level. Mom berg and Hess (2092pfigd a
correlation between internal conflict and external conflict, fpewlarly during periods of economic downturn. They writhe Iinkage,

between internal and external conflict and prosperity are strong and mutually reinfoezisigmic conflict

lends to spawn internal conflict, which in turn returns the favour. Moreothee presence of a recession tends to amplify the extent to which
international and external conflicts setinforce each other (Hlomhen? & Hess. 2(102. p. X9> Economic decline has also been linked with an
increase in the likelihood of terrorism (BlomgcHess. & Wee ra pan a, 2004). which has the capacity to spill across borders and lead to

external tensions. Furthermore, crises generally reduce the popularity of a sitting governD&iMG’l‘SiOl’larV theorysuqqests that,
when facing unpopularitytising from economic decline, sitirgovernments have increased incentives to

fabricateexternaimilitary conflictSo create a ‘rally around the flag' effect. Wang (1996), DcRoucn (1995), and Blombcrg. Hess, and
Thacker (2006) find supporting evidence showihmg economic decline and use of force arc at least indirecti) correlated. Gelpi (1997). Miller
(1999). and Kisangani and Pickering (2009) suggest that lhe tendency towards diversionary tactics arc greater for detatesrttan

autocratic states, duo the fact that democratic leaders are generally more susceptible to being removed from office due to lack of domestic
support. DeRouen (2000) has provided evidence showing that periods of weak economic performance in the United Stateswaadt thu
Presidential popularity, are statistically linked lo an increase in the use of force. In summary, rcccni economic schokitistally porrelates

economic integration with an increase in the frequency of economic crises, whpelitical science scholarghlinks economic

decline with external conflicl systemic, dyadic and national levels.' This implied connection between integration, crises and armed
conflict has not featured prominently in the econorsiecurity debate and deserves more attention.




Now on to the UQ: No Shutdown Now

1. All we need to do is win a delay in resolution of the shutdown to win an imgact
extend our Stahl evidence that says an extended shutdown hurts the economy.

2. Continuing resolution will pass now:

JustinSink, 9/8/2015(staff ¢ NA G SNE @&. dzZRISG 5AaLJziS al & /I dzaS D;:
2 | NJ/hitp//evww.bloomberg.com/politics/articles/205-09-08/budgetdispute-may-cause
governmentshutdownwhite-housewarns Accessed 9/11/2015, rwg)

Obama has threatened to veto all of the 2016 spending bills the House and Senate have producellawanakers also face a busy
September SChedUi@cIudinga vote on the nuclear accord with Iran and an address by Pope Francis that allows little time for difficult
budget negotiationsT hat has raised speculation that Congress will pass a-s#rantlaw called a continuing
resolution to keep the government ramimg until a broader deal can be struck later in the year.

3. Continuing resolution will pass now:

Todd SPurdum, 9/8/20156 a Gt FF 6NRAGSNE &a29[/ ha9 .!/YH {11! ¢5h?
http:/www.politico.com/tipsheets/morningmoney/2015/09/201509-08-pro-morningmoney-210086
Accessed 9/11/2015, rwg)

GCANEG Aa GKS LNIy 58tz YR gAGK 620K GKS 1 2dmSS (1 yyR HE80RYVIRE 0K S R dzf )
conventional wisdom is that the House and Senate will pass a-&rart fairly clearcontinuing resolution
(crpefore the end of the monthund possibly before the Pope arrives on September 24ttt likely to be a shorterm

soluion, that will only keep the doors open through the end of the y&sig.means the second CR may be paired
gAGK GKS ySSR (2 NIAaAasS (KS RSoid OSAfAy3ar 2N GKS GNI yaLRNIFGAZ2Y OAff:
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Heres where Il do the link debate Soft on terrorism

1. Extend the Curtailing surveillance and even creating the perception as going soft
on terror is political suicideNational Journa®/19 it does a pretty good job of

explaining that the aff position of curtailing surveillance links directly to politica
suicide

2. I1SIS, Iran, and Snowden caussgismic shiftsowards hawkishness even Rand
Paul and Obama have been forced towards being hard on terror
RogersNational Journal Contributo6-3-2015

Alex aaO/ Ay b2g GKS Dht I'IRENEE aSyi2NE AT b2i
http://www.nationaljournal.com/congress/mccainow-the-gop-hawksmentor-if-not-their-leader
20150603

"The more, the merrier, MCCan Saidn the Capitol on Tuesdayl’he more peopleve have that ar&ngaged in
nationaksecurity issues, the bettenike it.” Then for the first several months of the ydstcCain must have felt giddy
among themany colleaguew/ho have taken the spotlint to showcaseheir nationaksecurityacumen or
brazennessn March, freshman Sen. Td@OttoNof Arkansaged many of his GOP colleagu@siuding McCairt0 Sign
and sendh controversial letter to Iraan leaderseminding them that a nuclear deal with President Obama could be
modified by Congress. A few months later, Foreign Relations Chairmdo@sker ledhe passage ahe Iran nuclear review

bill, which passe@vith only one nay cotton, who, like McCain, isiaordinarily skeptical of the administration's negotiations.

This week, the Senate passed an NM&Arm bill over the objections of Sen. Rand Paul, a presidential aspirant with Senate Majority Leader
Mitch McConnell's endorsement, and the hawks. McCdrared Senate Intelligence Chairman Richard Burr played the biggest roles in trying to
keep the Patriot Act alive. But along the way, McCain found himself reprimanding te#ing his colleague on the chamber floor to "learn the
rules of the Senata" with ailmost the entire GOP conference. And while McCain may still top the charts in Sunday show appearances, two of

the GOP presidential contenderd.indseyGraham andviarcoRubia are biting athis heels to showcase their
own muscular brand ofjlobal affairscraam, a McCain acolyte who this week announced his candidacy to insert a forceful
national security angle into the race, has positions similar to all of the major candidates in the race, save exersdPaul has felt the

pressure offering a budget amatment this year to increase Pentagon fundingubio levers a stark
turnaround from his own 2011 budget. (Sen. Ted Cruz has characterized his-fosbgyrplatform as the "third point on the triangle" between

Paul and McCain.) As FiveThirtyEight paints Republicans' attitudes have changed dramaticsitice Edward
Snowden's 2013 revelationgyvoring much more government intervention to proted¢he country
against terrorismSince 1980 there'srobablynever been this much emphasis foreign policyand

national securityas there is in this election campaijgaid McCain this week. "Which obviously gives some advantage to
Lindsey Graham. And it's not an accident these other candidates are emphesinimgatter who they are national security and foiign

policy. "I think that you're going to see things worsen in the world because there's no strategy for winning," he addesb. I'fiak by the

time the real primary votes start it'll be the one dominant issue, along with the economy." While McCalinezs the leader on reforming

the National Security Agency or shaping the Iran nucleardaadas clearly in the domain of the Intelligence and Foreign Relations

committeeg he has been instrumental in guiding the new crop of military veteran senatoparticular, McCain has taken Cotton under his

wing, supporting him during his competitive House primary and, after Cotton's victory in 2012, taking him to conferenaeistinaiid

Halifax as he took two other military veterans on the Armed Services citi®en Joni Ernst of lowa and Dan Sullivan of Alaska, on a recent

trip to Singapore. "He could obviously run the entire show and take all the time himself," said Cotton in an intervidwe.riBugr does that.

Even when | was a brand new congressmanthess a month in, he gave me just as much time as every congressman and senator that he took.
And those are conversations with heads of state or senior ministers. | think that speaks very well of how he hopes tanderdach the next
generation of leades for our country.” McCain's next goal as Senate Armed Services chairman is to guide the major defense authorization bill
through Congress. Facing a White House veto threat because the bill yields to the sequestration caps and a Regdidioas comnttied to
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keeping them, McCain has decided to boost defense with a budget gimmick: an additional $38 billion in a separate wadimeBatco
Democrats adamantly are behind Obama, who wants to see a roughly 7 percent incpeaseer
sequestrationevels. Nondefense appropriations have "either fallen or remained essentially frozen" four

of the past five Yeal according to the Center on Budget and Policy Priorities, and members like Sen. Dick Durbin, the Democratic whip,
see breaking the caps just fdefense as "not as direct and honest as it should be." On Tuesday, Senate Democratic Leader Harry Reid called

the defense bill a "waste of time" due to the veto threat, and even Sen. Jack Reed, the ranking Democrat on the ArmsdC8ermidéee,
opposeshusting the caps for just the Pentagon.

3. Means you vote neg on presumption that the aff is going to go soft on terror and
create an economic downturn.



1nr Judicial Precedent

D.A turns and outweighs the case supreme court rulings on constitutionasitiakes
away the thirs party doctrine, turning privacy, and leading to a spike in child
pornography

| SNBQa (U K SExtend théXlethikdip&ty doctrine precedent is at &ipping
point T recent cases prov&heehan 15 evidence

The third-party doctrine is a trump card right now but modern technology challenges
like the plan will test its limitations

Henderson & Stephen E. Henderson, Associate Professor, Widener University School of Law. Yale
Law School (J.D., 1999); Universitfalifornia at Davis (B.S., 1995), 2@2@#érning From All Fifty

States: How To Apply The Fourth Amendment And Its State Analogs To Protect Third Party Information
CNRY ! yNBI a2 gdtholic @niversiytLadREWEEE Cath. U.L. Rev. 372\walable Online to
Subscribing Institutiongia LexigNexis)

While this has an intuitive appealeither court addressed significant Supreme Cquecedent to the
contrary. There is no Fourth Amendment protection for garbage left for collection depteal
municipal laws forbidding inspection of that garbagé7There is no Fourth Amendment protection for
bank records despite laws restricting their disclosum@3And there is no Fourth Amendment
protection for open fields despite the law of criminalgmass n99The Supreme Court hasnsistently
applied the third-party doctrine as a "trump“over other legal restrictions

[*390] While their constitutional analysis tiserefore inadequate the decisions demonstrate judges
are struggling to find a lingtion to the thirdparty doctrine given its implications for modern
technologies This may be important, becaupgesumably theyand hopefully their colleagueg)ill
seriously consider more developed arguments for limiting the doctrihen those argumernstreach
their courtrooms.Any small fracture in the monolithic federal thipdirty doctrine is welcome, and
underscores the need for commentators and litigants to articulate and advocate limitatiadhe
doctrine like that described in later sectionstbis Article.

Link Debate extend the Ruling on the 4th Amendment necessarily overturns Smith
and the third party doctrinet only current legal justification for mass surveillance
Donohue 15 evidence, it gives a few warrants as to why the aff links, Spadiy that
the over tunring on the third party docertine is gonna kill mass surveillance, heres
more evidence



Lower courts only uphold surveillance on Smith v. Marylanthe weakness of this
precedent means the aff easily overturns it

Wyden et al. 14 Ron Wyden, senator from Oregon since 1996, member of Senate Select

Committee on Intelligence with access to classified nutte program information, Mark Udall, Senator

from Colorado from 2009 to 2015, also a member of the Senate Select Committee ligdnte, and

al NIAY | SAYNAOKZ &Syl dGd2NJ FNRY bSg¢ aSEAO2S Hamn 60
SENATOR MARK UDALL, AND SENATOR MARTIN HEINRICH IN SUPPORTADIP BLIAANITFF

l'wDLbD w9x9w{! [ hC Hect®nicFlodtidr Rduritian, sibmitted toSngith v.

Obama September 9, Available online atttps://www.eff.org/document/wydenudaltheinrichsmith-

amicus Accessed-88-15)

As a close reading demonstratésK S RA A G NAOG O2dzNIi Q& NI GA2Y IS F2NJF
Amendment claim rests on a broad reading of Smith v. Maryléh? U.S. 735 (1979) and its Ninth

Circuit progeny. Smith v. Obama, No. 203257, 2014 U.S.i&t. LEXIS 76344 (D. Idaho June 3, 2014);
ER18.9PSY Ida GKS RAGGNAOG O2dNI NBEASR 2y {YAGKZI A
between Smith and thiscage¢ { YAGKZ wnamn | &{ & BheSmithbasin9olvéd{ T conn:?
the investigation of a single crime, and the collection of the phone recoidssuspected robbesver a

two-daytime period. Thedlistrict court quoted the Klayman v. Obama opinionunderscorethe danger

of expanding Smith so far as to encompass telephenerds collected in bulk over a much longer

period of timeY pedple in 2013 have an entirely different relationship with phones than they did thirty

four years ago . . .Records that once would have revealed a few scattered tiles of information about a

person now reveal an entire mosaik = A O NI yvi YR O2yvaidlyiate dqelRlIGAyY3
Smith, 2014 U.S. Dist. LEXIS 76344, at *11; ER7 (quoting Klayman v. Obama, 957 F. Supp. 2d 1, 36 (D.D.C.
2013)).

| SNB& 6KSNB L Qf f-edRddthe e thikdyartt dodlrineRsXeéyltol S
investigating child pornography [P address tracking Kerr 10 evidence, and the If

child-LJ2 Ny 2 ANJ LIKe St AOAGA | &aGNRBy3a Syzdadrazylf
prioritize stopping it any other system is m@lly indefensible King &vidence, it

doesprovides some clear warrants that mass surveillance is currently stopping mass
surveillance, and is reason alone to vote down the aff team

/] KAt R LR2NYy23INFLKe GA2fl 1Sa A Cshessi Q NAIAKG &
Rogers & Audrey Rogers, Professor of Law at Pace Law School, BS, State University of New York at
Albany, JD, St. John's University School of Law, 2008 ("Child Pornography's Forgotten Fatinsgiv

Review(Vol. 28), 2008, Available Online at

http://digitalcommons.pace.edu/cgi/viewcontent.cgi?article=1539&context=lawfaculty, Acces@ed 7
2015)

When the pornographic images are viewed by othéns children depicted are victimized once again
Themereknowledge that images exiahd are being ctulatedcauseshame, humiliation and
powerlessness9 This victimization lasts forevemce the pictures can resurface at any time,'o and this
circulation has grown exponentially because of the Internet.4! As [End of p. 8] one expert explained:
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"Thevictim's knowledge of publication of the visual material increases the emotional and psychic harm
suffered by the child."42 At a more fundamental lewdlild pornography victims' rights of privacy and
human dignity are violated when their images are citated and viewed by othergl3 The possessor

thus has real victims and inflicts actual harm upon them by his conduct.

Limiting the third-party doctrine allows criminals to commit crimes without entering
into the public domaint that makes investigationsmpossible
Kerr 9t Orin Kerr Professor at George Washington University Law School, JD from Harvard, M.S. from

{GFYT2NRZ . {9 FNRBY t NARyYyOSi2NLze wnMichigahiafledewNol.a S T2 N
107,Available online alttp://papers.ssrn.com/sol3/papers.cfm?abstract_id=1138128cessed-@8-

15)

The basic division into unregulated and regulated steps leads to a balance between privacy and security
because most amies have traditionally required suspects to carry out at least part of their crimes in
spaces open to surveillanc&o see why, consider a world with no advanced technology. Part of the

crime will normally occur outside. If John wants to rob a person ngiiown the street, for example,

he needs to leave his house and go out to the street. If he wants to purchase drugs, he needs to go out
of his home and find a dealer who will sell them to him. If he wants to murder his coworker, he needs to
go out and buya knife; after the act, he needs to dispose of the bddwll of thesetraditional types of

crimes the wrongdoer has to leave his home and go out into spaces unprotected by the Fourth
Amendment.The public component of most traditional crimes is caiti the traditional balance of

Fourth Amendment ruledf at least part of a crime occurs in spaces unprotected by the Fourth
Amendment, the police have at least some opportunity to look more closely at whether criminal activity
is afoot.Because the pale normally begin an investigation with only speculation that a particular

person is a lawbreaker, the public portion of crimes give the police an opportunity to develop more
evidence.The police will have access to the public portion of the crime fréegafl regulation. If they

are observing him, they will know where the suspect went and what he said in public. That information
g2y Qi a2t @S GKS ONARYS Ay Yz2aid Ol aShkepubliclydvlabla 'y 27F
evidenceonlyprovides alea®y n . dzii At &videntds strdn ébugh, itaif support

invasions of protected spaces with a warrant. And those steps help the police solve at least a moderate
percentage of criminalcasds h ¥ O2 dzNBESXI YI yé& @hodgh dases de/sthiedthata & 2 O ¢
significant prospect of criminal punishment exists, allowing the criminal justice system to serve its
utilitarian and retributive endsB. Third Parties and the Basic Divisibird parties pose a major threat

tothe Fourthh YSYRYSY(1Q&8 o6l 4aA0 RAGPAAAZY oS dhefSsynisdhaiNS 3 dzf |
third parties act as remote agents that permit wrongdoers to commit crimes entirely in privhtese
committing crimes naturally try to hide them from the police; norénal wants to get caughtt a

wrongdoer can use third parties as remote agents, he can reduce his exposure to public surveillance
Instead of going out into the world and subjecting himself to exposure, a wrongdoer can bring third

party agents inside ahshare plans or delegate tasks to them. He can use the-plairty services to

commit his crimes without exposing himself to spaces open to government surveilRatcanother

way,the use of third parties often has a substitution effe®$.Without the third party, the wrongdoer

would have needed to go out into public spaces where the Fourth Amendment does not regulate
surveillance But use of a third party substitutes a hidden transaction for the previously open event.

What would have been public now b@mes hiddenThe wrongdoer no longer needs to leave his home,

as the thirdparty agents enable him to commit the crime remotely. The crime now comes to the
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criminal rather than the criminal going to the crime 86nsider how a person might use third pastito

commit crimes from the protection of his own hom& mob boss might summon his underling$is

house to give them orderg\ stalker might call his victim on his home phaoser than lying in wait

outside her doorA computer hacker might hadikto computers thousands of miles away without

leaving his bedroomin all of these cases, individuals use third parties to carry on their crimes without

exposing themselves to spaces unprotected by the Fourth Amendmkathird-party agents the

employee the telephone, and the Internetdo the work remoteh2 VG K S LINJA yWOwwel f Q& 0 SK
can see the importance of the thiphrty doctrine Without the doctrine, criminals could use thighrty

agents to fully enshroud their criminal enterprises in Fouthendment protection A criminal could

plot and execute his entire crime from home knowing that the police could not send in undercover

agents, record the fact of his phone calls, or watch any aspect of his Internet usage without first

obtaining a warrantHe could use third parties to create a bubble of Fourth Amendment protection

around the entirety of his criminal activity. The result would be a notable shift in the balance between

privacy andsecuritp L F | y& 20aSNIDI A2y detWioldteg Bis réabondble 2 F (G KS
expectation of privacy, thethe policewould need a warrant to observe any aspect of his behavior. That

is,they would need probable cause to believe that the evidence to be collected constitute evidence of

the crime. Buiftk S SYGANBE ONAYS 46SNBE LINPGSOGSR 6& | NBlFazy
observe any aspect of the crime to develop that probable catlike effect would be a Cat@2: The

police would need probable cause to observe evidence of the crimahbutwould need to observe

evidence of the crime first to get to probable causemany caseshis would eliminate the use of third

party evidence in investigations altogeth@&y the time the police would have probable cause to believe

0K G a2 Ywépary Re&dls afiefevidence of crime, they usually would already have probable

cause to arrest and charge him with the cri®@ie




FISA CP




¢KSe {I &W¥ 52 S/NOYEdz( S
1. This severthe whole plan The counterplan establishes a committee and tasks it
witKk LINP RdzOAYy 3 | NBLER2NLOT Al R2SayQi AYLX SYS\
eventually resultini K S LJ | y 5 effedtii notiakhandaiea Iy

2. Rejectseverance permutationg they evade clastand underminecomparative
policy analysisRequiring a stald advocacyprotects neq groundcand createsnore
productive debates
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Owerview-

Cp solves the caselegal action by FISCR sets legal precedent for all NSA surveillance
requests and ensures compliance from the FiS@at solves unwarranted bulk
surveillance- all surveillance cases go through FISC

Counterplan is the best @licy option in round

Avoids the NE;

FISA can do the planthey have the Jurisdiction to set legal precedent

Kayyali 14\Nadia Kayyali, Bill of Rights Defense Committee Legal Fellow ,BA from UC Berkeley, JD from
Pyl FadAy3ad a2 KEG | 2dz bSSRRIA 2wy 2Adl 1bSSdRE  {iRS / LU {y

|
Frontier Foundationhttps://www.eff.org/deeplinks/2014/08/whatyou-needknow-aboutfisa-court-

andhow-it-needschange 8/15/2014

Why the FISA Court Needs to Change: Among the myriad reasons the FISC mustthhemgtand out. First, FISA has become a drastically more complicated law
than when it was originally passed in 1978, and the role of the FISC has accordingly grown far beyond the bounds of rekatebuisipned. Second, because of

those changes, 1 FISC has created a huge body of secret policy and legal preeedent: ¢ t 85 k5 02 dNIi Q& NBE AL

government to provide all the necessary information needed to fairly make decisions is not sufficient, something thatlly paivious as one readthe FISC
RSOAaA2ya (KSYasdtodao Li0a rtaz a2vs@kK/S 002 dZNINR sy ik VBRbSinSy oA &y Hidw
eXDonentia”V since 1978, eSDeCia”V durinq the QQSrecentIy, Section 215 of the PATRIOT Act and Section 702 d¢Sthe F

Amendments Aat both of which were passed decades after the initial EI§fanted far broader spying authorities to the government than had existed before,
and the government has claimed the right to conduct mass surveillance under these prm)(éﬂﬁﬁt Congress oriqinallv authorized when

creating the FISGith the church committee hearings freshly in mdaS an expedited system of approving individualized
warrants for foreign surveillance of specified individualsh iike what regular magistrate jgeis do with warrants now, with

safeguards built in for the national security context. That bears repeating: When FISA was passed, it authorized iredivichusdiats for surveillancJM,

the court is approving mass surveillanckhis is key, because @&OdzNNBE Y i | YR F2NXSNJ 2 F T
gAGK KS 02 dzNI Qfia b Yordrideshn Fivht St the Rdb®id rib Joggr Simply

approving applicationd & A& GNB3IdzA F NI & | 33S33Ay3 ONRBFR O2yaidAail
important judicial precedentsyith almost no public scrutiny affecting millions of innocent people. As former FISC judge

WEYSa w20SNIiaz2y &Gl GSR (2 GKS t NAGIO& YR /[ A@GAt [ A OrGvhlliThs Srérks jusdd Bhaliherdtidéals . 2 I NRZ G2 K
with individual applications for warrants, b€ 2008 (FISA) amendment has turned the FISA court into an

administrative agency making rules for others to foll@w ¢xs NBads ¢ 2F GKAa S biskoptiowzhgt, 2 F GKS CL

now that some has come to light, has shocked most Americans. The most obvious example of this is, of course, sectiba Rafiof Act, Wherdhe

O2dzNIQa AYVUSNIINBUlOUAZ2Y 2F 0KS..s5t8 ddBct thetpimBefréegdds y U ~ U 6

of the majority of Americans, including phone numbers people dialed and where they were calling from,

4 LI NI 2F | O2VAEAYdZAY I AY G&a GhsBdiich ey rahey 672 o1 ks xS N/,
decisionghat have been made public are full of descriptions of the NSA not fulfilling its duties and being very slow to inforortthéaat it. Judge John Bates
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years in which the government has disclosed a substantial misrepresentation regarding the scope of a major collectioprograny R y2 i SR aNB LIS G SR Ayl
statements made in the governme®tda a4 dz0 YA&A&dA 2y X é 02y Ot dzZRAYy 3 {(KFiG GKS NBIdANBYSyia KHR 0SSy aaz 7
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year, when we discovered that the government had not evenrimt the FISC of its duties to preserve evidence. In March, after an emergency hearing, a federal

court in San Francisco ordered the government to preserve records of Section 215 call details collection. On that she& & issued its own stronglgrded

order in which it mandated the government to make a filing explaining exactly why it had failed to notify the FISC abant meflermation regarding preservation
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AT: NorUnique/Link Inevitable

The thirdparty doctrine is a trump card right now but modern technology challenges

like the plan will test its limitations

Henderson & Stephen E. Henderson, Associate Professor, Widener University School of Law. Yale
Law School (J.D., 1999); University of Californizeats (B.S., 1995), 20@6.¢arning From All Fifty

States: How To Apply The Fourth Amendment And Its State Analogs To Protect Third Party Information
CNRY ! yNBI &2 gatholit Univers8ytLAICREEES Cath. U.L. Rev. 373 vailable Online to
Subscribing Institutiongia LexigNexis)

While this has an intuitive appealeither court addressed significant Supreme Cquecedent to the
contrary. There is no Fourth Amendment protection for garbage left for collection degpitcal
municipal laws forbidding inspection of that garbag87There is no Fourth Amendment protection for
bank records despite laws restricting their disclosur@8And there is ho Fourth Amendment
protection for open fields despite the law of crimai trespassn99The Supreme Court hasnsistently
applied the third-party doctrine as a "trump“over other legal restrictions

[*390] While their constitutional analysis tiserefore inadequate the decisions demonstrate judges
are struggling to finé limitation to the thirdparty doctrine given its implications for modern
technologies This may be important, becaupeesumably theyand hopefully their colleaguesill
seriously consider more developed arguments for limiting the doctihen those aguments reach
their courtrooms.Any small fracture in the monolithic federal thipérty doctrine is welcome, and
underscores the need for commentators and litigants to articulate and advocate limitatidhe
doctrine like that described in later seatis of this Article.

Third party precedent remains but Jones proves the Supreme Court is ready to
reconsider

Ernst 14t Colleen Maher Ernst, Law Clerk at U.S. Court of Appeals for the Eighth Circuit, former Legal
Fellow, Committee on Foreign Affairs

U.S. lduse of Representatives, Harvard Law School (J.D.), Boston College, BA, Psychology, summa cum
laude, 2015d_ooking Back To Look Forward: Reexamining The Application Of Thedityr®octrine

¢2 [/ 2y @Seé Savard JoudsaNahLAW and Public Pojcy | F N ® WO [ )pAvailable dzo @ t 2
Online to Subscribing Institutionga LexigNexis)

[*345] VI. WHY THE COURT MUST REVISIT THE DOCTRINE

Themodern thirdparty doctrine creates an expansive exception to the law's general insistence on
warrants Fourth Amendment scholar Orin Kerr acknowledges the rule's general infamy in the academic
world: "The ThireParty doctrine is the Fourth Amendmenile scholars love to hate. It is the Lochner of
search and seizure law, widely criticized as profoundly uidsgl." n103At the time the Supreme Court
decided United States v. Miller, courts did not share the understanding of the relationship between the
property-based and expectatiodsased lines of protection articulated by the majority in Jones
Accordinglythe Miller Court failed to carry out the requisite inquiry involving examination of the Court's
early propertybased protection for conveyed papepss Justice Sotomayor recognized in her Jones
concurrencethe third-party doctrine is "ill suited" to the nodern era n104History reveals it is equally




ill suited to the Court's call for consideration of early conceptions of Fourth Amendment protections
Under the trespasbased conception of searctie application of the thirebarty rule to papers and

their digital equivalentslemands another lookPerhaps with reexamination, the Court will finally end
the reign of this modern Lochner, and the American people will be able to convey papers and digital
data confident in the protections of the Fourth Amendment.

[Note to fellow debaters: Lochner refers to Lochner v. New York, one of the most controversial decisions
in the Supreme Court's history, giving its name to what is known as the Lochner era. In the Lochner era,
the Supreme Court issued several controvemeisions invalidating federal and state statutes that

sought to regulate working conditions during the Progressive Era and the Great Depression.]



AT: No Link

Fourth Amendment rulings on the aff will set a precedent for mass surveillance
Galicki 15 Alexander Galicki, Georgetown University Law Center, J.D. expected 2015; B.A. in
International Relations from University of Southern California, 26L6g End Of Smith V. Maryland?:
The Nsa's Bulk Telephony Metadata Program And The Fourth Amendment InoTBeNDy ArBeScare
Criminal Law Revie(®2 Am. L. Rev. 3YRAvailable Online to Subscribing Institutiofies LexidNexis)

IV. CONCLUSION

It is debatable whether the NSA's bulk collection of telephony metadataissnotdesirablepublic
policy,but whether it constitutes a "search" under the Fourth Amendment will set precedent for an
expanding horizon of technology including mass drone surveillance, cell phone tracking, and Internet
metadata While the NSA program might seem insignificant in thahitks only telephony metadata
without "content," the possibility remains thatechnology will advance to the point where all

information (visual, auditory, and olfactorgxposed in public could bmllected, aggregated, and
analyzedusing complex algorithmsver the lifetime of all American citizenBobe able toaddress this

kind ofaggregate and attncompassingurveillance, the Court shoufdllow its recent trend, relying
particularly on a combination of Jones and Fergusonyl®that the aggregate bulk collection of
telephony metadata over time constitutes a "search" within the meaning of the Fourth Amendment

Lower courts only uphold surveillance on Smith v. Marylanthe weakness of this
precedent means the aff easily ovearns it

Wyden et al. 14 Ron Wyden, senator from Oregon since 1996, member of Senate Select

Committee on Intelligence with access to classified rustee program information, Mark Udall, Senator

from Colorado from 2009 to 2015, also a member of the Se8alect Committee on Intelligence, and

al NOIAY | SAYNAOKIZ &Syl 2N FNRY bSg aSEAO2S wamn 6@
SENATOR MARK UDALL, AND SENATOR MARTIN HEINRICH IN SUPPORTAPIP BLIAANITFF

' wDLbD w9+9w{! [ hC Hect®nicFtodtigr maurdatipaiibmitted toSndith v.

Obama September 9, Available online atttps://www.eff.org/document/wydenudalkheinrich-smith-

amicus Accessed-88-15)

As a close reading demonstratésK S RA A G NAOG O2dzNIi Q& NI GA2Y IS F2NJF
Amendment claim rests on a broad reading of Smith v. Marylé#? U.S. 735 (1979) and its Ninth

Circuit progeny. Smith v. Obama, No. 2(18257, 2014 U.Dist. LEXIS 76344 (D. Idaho June 3, 2014);
ER18.9PSY I1da GKS RAGGNAOG O2dNI NBEtASR 2y {YAGKZI A
between Smith and thiscaget { YA UGKSXZ HAamn | ®{ & FheSmithbas¢infolvéd{ T c on n:
the investigation of a single crime, and the collection of the phone regafrdssuspected robbesver a

two-daytime period. Thalistrict court quoted the Klayman v. Obama opinionunderscorethe danger

of expanding Smith so far as to encomptetsphone records collected in bulk over a much longer

period of timeY pedple in 2013 have an entirely different relationship with phones than they did thirty

four years ago . . .Records that once would have revealed a few scattered tiles of informatiout a

person now reveal anentire mosaic = @A ONI Vi YR O2yailyite delRIGAyY3
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Smith, 2014 U.S. Dist. LEXIS 76344, at *11; ER7 (quoting Klayman v. Obama, 957 F. Supp. 2d 1, 36 (D.D.C.
2013)).



AT: Link NorUniguet LA v. Ptel

/AGe 2F [ 2a !"A@&dntedt rudgwas naiio® i@ did mot address
the third party doctrine

Frye 15t Kelly Frye, Business Litigation Attorney at Robinson+Cole LLP, JD from The University of
Connecticut School of Law, Alvin Pudlin MemloBcholarship Recipient (2013), George W. Crawford

Black Bar Assaciation Priscilla Green Scholarship Award Recipient [2@&LBpnorable M. Joseph
Blumenfeld Award Recipient (2014), B.A. in Legal Studies from Bay Path College, 2015 ("Supreme Court
dedares warrantless searches of hotel registries unconstitutiomzdta Privacy + Security Insidéuane

24", Available Online at http://www.dataprivacyandsecurityinsider.com/2015/06/supremert-
declareswarrantlesssearchesof-hotel-registriesunconstiutional/, Accessed-29-2015)

In a 54 decision in the case @ity of Los Angeles v. Patitle Supreme Court found that the ordinance
was facially unconstitutionddecause it did not provide for judicial review of the reasonableness of an
2 T ¥ A OS NiIbSeaRihe registry before issuing penalties for noncompliance.

The recent decisiodoes not require warrantr subpoenas for every hotel reqistry inspectidtather,
it orders that these measures be in place for when they are needed, giving hotel owners the opportunity
to challenge warrantless searches without facing jail time or fines.

The holding constitutes small and very narrowictory for the Fourth Amedment rights of Los Angeles

hotel owners. The decision pertains solely to the Los Angeles ordinancmeasdot address the
constitutionality of other, similar records sweeps allowed under the Third Party DoctritNor does it

address the Fourth Amendsny & A YLX AOIF GA2ya 2F (GKS aLISNIKeaigdS N
the records legally required to be kept and provided to officers on demand by businesses like firearms
dealers, pawn shops, and junkyards.

&

The Supreme Court did not directly confrothe third party doctrine in City of Los
Angeles v. Patel

Atlantic 151 The Atlantic, 2015 ("The Supreme Court's Liberals Just Made It Easier for Hotels to
Protect Your Privacy," Byline Conor Friedersdorf, Juife &ilable Online at
http://www.theatlantic.com/politics/archive/2015/06/armotel-sizedvictory-for-privacyat-the-
supremecourt/396542/, Accessed-89-2015)

Asl noted last yearwhen the Supreme Coufirst agreed to hear Los Angeles v. Pait€) & ¢ 2 NIi K & G S LI
back to think through thdéogic embraced by Los Angeles, the LAPD, a district court, a Ninth Circuit

dissent, and now, four dissenting Supreme Court justiséseem comfortable with something that

g1 ay Qi I RR NGB this cadethehatiNdatihotél and motel guests havno right to privacy

in information that they voluntarily turn over to third parties, per Smith v. Maryland.




City of Los Angeles v. Patel only triggers the link with direct confrontation of the third

party doctrine

Lamparello 14 Adam Lamparello, Assisty it t N2 ¥FSaa2NJ 2F [l g |G LYRALFYL
degree from the University of Southern California, his Juris Doctorate from The Ohio State University

Michael E. Moritz College of Law, and a Master of Laws from New York University SchooR6flhaw,

("City of Los Angeles v. Patel: The Upcoming Supreme Court Case No One is TalkingeXiasut,"

Journal on Civil Liberties and Rightsl. 20, Available Online at
http://papers.ssrn.com/sol3/papers.cfim?abstract_id=2543157, AccesszatZ)15)

Indisgiminately collecting metadatamonitoring internet search histongr sifting through hotel guest

registries can bgust thatt a fishing expedito® ¢ KS D2 SNy YSy i Qa O2yvyzyfe I N
collecting such information national security is certainy valid, but it should not countenance a

government dragnet that delves into the lives of millions of citizens just to find a few bad appées

C2dzNIK ! YSYRYSYiiQa LI NibriaGedsodii @A i NS MISIy ded NEKBS o INSPR X S
g1 NNIyyRi 8406 NR Ga 2F | &aA a i Fhis G frevisdlyTvhyiihic Siupkdrg dod@rivieh | £ S NI ¢
as currently applied by the courts, ilksuited to the digital era: it provides law enforcement with almost

limitless authority to monitor our private liveghcluding where we travel, who we call, and what search

for on Google. Indeedhe scope of the thirebarty doctrine in the digital ags the issue lurking

underneath the surface in Pateland it has the potential to affect privacy rights in a variety of

contexts.

Even if the Supreme Court wants to sidestep the Hpiagty doctrine in Patel, it will, at the very least

indirectly confront the issuebecause the Ninth Circuit expressly stated that the doctrine was still valid

law.18 ThushA ¥ (1 KS f/FRAdyNEiI CQhda Ky2l NNP g | vR O2yFAYSR G2 (KS K:
a quest registry, one can assume that thizd-party doctrine remains good law in its current fornif

the Court confronts the third party doctrine directly, the Justices wilehiine power to strengthen

privacy protections by establishing principled limits on the warrantless collection of information, such as

cell phone metadataConverselyil KS / 2 dzZNIiQad RSOA&A2Y KI & GKS LRGSyh:
investigatory powers anR 1 KS D 2 @ERdNGS p¢ Pnffeilest @ national security above privacy

rights, therefore sinking the Fourth Amendment further into the sea of irrelevance




AT: Impact Inevitabla Law Enforcement Fails

Eradicating the thirdparty doctrine promotescriminal activity like child pornography
with exclusive thirdparty communication

Twomey 15t Margaret E. Twomey, J.D. expected from University of Michigan in 2016, 2015
(&Voluntary Disclosure Of Information As A Proposed Standard For The Fourth Amesdrhedfarty

5 2 O NMAcKigeuX Telecommunications & Technology Law Ref@&wlich. Telecomm. Tech. L. Rev.
401), Available Online to Subscribing Institutiomes LexisNexis)

When criminals avail themselves of the benefits of thpadty assistance, #y should not receive the
same amount of privacy that criminals acting alone recai®8 Mostlaw enforcement investigations
are based on the twatep investigatory schemat has been established and developed through
Fourth Amendment jurisprudenc&hs scheme starts with less invasive, open surveilla@ckeniques,
followed by more invasive steps that requleav enforcement to make certain showings (such as the
probable [*414] causerequired for a search warrant). n9Bthe third-party doctrine iseradicatedand
criminals are able to use third parties to conduct entire criminal acts, law enforcement agencies will
lose some of their most basic investigative abilitiex1 00 Third parties that would have previously met
in public,or could be observedthving a subject's housean how be enailed from a basemenentirely
out of sight of law enforcement officera101 The traditionadpen surveillance techniques are no longer
effective Even if officers have reasons to investigate a subject furthey are hamstrung by a
technologicallyadvanced world that puts physical surveillance out of reach &rcexampleallows

child pornography to be shared across the world without a subject ever leaving home.




AT: TPD Bad Abuse

No third-party doctrine abug T other protections check abuse

Kerr 91 Orin Kerr Professor at George Washington University Law School, JD from Harvard, M.S. from
{GFYT2NRZ . {9 FTNRBY t NARYyOSi2NLze wnMichigahiafiedewNol.a S T2 N
107,Available online ahttp://papers.ssrn.com/sol3/papers.cfm?abstract_id=1138128cessed-88-

15)

FinallyFdzy OG A2y I f I NHdzYSyida | o62dzi 32 @S Nbstitugegfir LI2 6 SNI 2 &
Fourth Amendment protectionThe Fourth Amendment is not the only game in to@ommon law

privileges, entrapment law, the Massiah doctrine, First Amendment doctrine, and statutory privacy

protections have been designed specifically to addreoncerns of police harassment in their use of

third parties16 Thesemostly nonconstitutionalegal principles each regulate specific aspects of third

party practices to deter police abusegnerally forcing the police to use third parties in goodifait in

a reasonable wayCritics have overlooked thesebstitutes,andas a resulhave tended to see the

choice as between Fourth Amendmembtectionor no protectionat all. Understanding how other

doctrines substitute for Fourth Amendment protectiogveals that this understanding is incorrect.



http://papers.ssrn.com/sol3/papers.cfm?abstract_id=1138128

2NC/1NR Impacts




Child Pornography turns Privacy

/| KAt R LRNY23aINILKe GA2flG§Sa OAO0OGAYaAQ NRARIKGA
Rogers & Audrey Rogers, Professor of Law at Pace Law School, BS, State Ymif/dsi York at

Albany, JD, St. John's University School of Law, 2008 ("Child Pornography's Forgotten Naxtenssiv

Review(Vol. 28), 2008, Available Online at

http://digitalcommons.pace.edu/cgi/viewcontent.cgi?article=1539&context=lawfaculty, Aeckg2-
2015)

When the pornographic images are viewed by othéns children depicted are victimized once again
Themereknowledge that images exiahd are being circulatecauseshame, humiliation and
powerlessness9 This victimization lasts foreveince the pictures can resurface at any time,'o and this
circulation has grown exponentially because of the Internet.4! As [End of p. 8] one expert explained:
"The victim's knowledge of publication of the visual material increases the emotional andgisgaini
suffered by the child."42 At a more fundamental lewslild pornography victims' rights of privacy and
human dignity are violated when their images are circulated and viewed by oth#3sThe possessor
thus has real victims and inflicts actual hampon them by his conduct.




Child Pornography Expanding

Child pornography is a rapidly expanding problem 14 millionwebsites, 20,000
Images posteceachweek, and ahirty -fold increase in reports

Henzey 1k Michael J. Henzey, Assistant Commonwealth's Attorney, Office of the Commonwealth's
Attorney of the City of Hampton, VA, Master of Laws (LLM) degree in Criminal Law with Honors from

State University of New York at Buffalbaw School, J.D. from The Gaif University of America,

Columbus School of Law, B.A. in history from George Mason University 6@y On The Offensive:

I/ 2YLINBKSYaA@S hOSNWASSG hFT LYGSNYySi /KAfR t2Nyz23
Appalachian Journal of Laldl Appalachian J. L),1Available Online to Subscribing Institutios Lexis

Nexis)

Child pornographwy? is among the most heinous of crimestis the permanent record of physical,
sexual, and psychological abuse of a young, helpless human hgingtims come from a variety of
circumstancesSome are victims of child sex trafficking, but most are abused by family members or
family friends. Oftenthey are plied with drugs and alcohol to lower their resistarie@quently, the
photographs and videosrpduced are used to silengke victims orto force them to submit torepeated
abuse The trauma to the victim is felt both in the near and long tefiine immediate effects are
bruises, cuts, and sexually transmitted infections. The long term effectsiéplychological problems,
feelings of hopelessness and worthlessness, and drug and alcohol anldBttitiety also pays a
significant cost for the crime of child pornography.

Child pornographywhich was nearly eliminated until the advent of the Interirethe early 1990<has
become a massive problem of gld&2] scale There are an estimatefiburteen million child
pornography websites13 with more than 20,000 images of child pornography posted each wewk
Not only is it a "cotton industrySupported by pedophiles, but it has also developed into a pdrfiten
enterprise with profit estimates ranging up to twenty billion dollars annuaifyln additiondespite
increased legislative attention and greater law enforcement efforts, the volofhaailable child
pornography continues to groviReports of child pornography to the National Center for Missing and
Exploited Children's CyberTipLine increagsech 3,267 reports in 1998 to 106,119 in 200%ore than a
thirty -fold increase n6




Sexual Ause Impact

Child pornography contributes to child sexual abuseit desensitizes the public to

abuses while exploiting and dehumanizing children

King 7t Peter KingProfessor of Philosophy at Pembroke College, Oxford, PhD from Oxford, citing

Michelle Elbtt, leading child psychologist, former chair of the WHO, honorary doctorate from the
P'YAGSNBAGE 2F . ANNAYIAKFEYI Hnant Oo6BRAYREHEBEGKAYAY 90
Theory and Moral PracticBlovember 30, Available online bttp://www.jstor.org/stable/40284244
Accessed29-15)

It is certainly true that the harms done by adplbrnography to women are not precisely mirrored by

the harms done bghild-pornographyto children. Thedtter material is not splashed over teghelf
magazinecovers in full view of those who would not frequent sex shops and cinemas. Or, rather, child
pornography of the first three kinds is not thus openly, publicly displayed. Matters are very different
with regard to nuditytype and pirup-type material, however. Michele Elliott, for exampidfers a
catalogue of sexualgriented images of children in the mainstream medieom record covers to the
Sunday Times magazine, from greetings cards to adveytignaters: "Most people will never encounter
hard-core child pornography. Without doubt it would disgust and horrify themChild pornography is
easily condemned. Yet we are now seeing daily images of children being used as sexual objects to sell
products"” (Elliott 1992, p.218). In other wordsWithout our knowing, softore child pornography has
crept into our everyday livesnd most of us are unaware that this has happéngac. cit.). In this way

our emotional responses are dullege are desensiBed and our attitudes to children are poisoned

Elliott gives an extensive list of what is involved in this phenomenon, and what its consequences are.
Thissort of material she says:

is contributing to the problem of child sexual abusé iscondoningthe use of childrerin
inappropriate sexual contextlt is desensitising the public and setting new standarfis what

is acceptable. It istrengthening the argument of paedophiledat children are asking for sex. It
is exploiting and dehumanisinghildren without their informed consent. It iglamourising
children as sexual objectdt is saying to children that adults agree with the idea of them being
sexualised. It is suggesting to other children that this is a desirable way to be port(Bjiaxt
1992, p.220)

Child pornography makes child molestation more likely

King & Peter KingProfessor of Philosophy at Pembroke College, Oxford, PhD from Oxford, citing Joel
CSAYOSNHZ F2NN¥SNItNRFS&aaz2NI G t NAyOSiPRwhng:t K5 FTNRY
Ethical Issues concerning CHill2 NJ/ 2 3 RitalKrBebry and Moral Practi¢éovember 30,

Available online alnttp://www.jstor.org/stable/40284244 Accessed-29-15)

To this it might beobjected thatthe person's original character trajtahich led him to use pornography
in the first placeare likely to be intensified, hardened, or extended by that usdhat the material
could lead to the development of attitudes or beliefs that makmore likely that he act on his desires
For example, one of Feinbergadrnographyreading machasmight come to believe, through



http://www.jstor.org/stable/40284244
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(repeated) exposure to pornography of a certain kithéit women actually want to be raped, or that
once raped they findhat they enjoy if this might lead him to overcome whatever moral scruples had
hitherto prevented him from acting out his fantasie

When we turn back to childornography, it seems very likely that the person who takes pleasure in
rape-type material fak into the kind of categorio which Feinberg refers. We might not understand
such peoplebut we can be sure that they would only choose to view and read such materidlcould
only enjoy it- if they were already morally corrupt, and beyond the powéthe material toaffect

further. Moreover, the material itself makes no pretence that the actions it presents are anything but
cruel and harrrcausing, so there seems to be no room for the consumerstiseéption to be

encouraged.

With regard to consesualtype and faketype material, howeverthe case is very differentHereit

seems likely that someone who is sexually attracted to children, but who retains moral s¢hagtles

hold him back from acting on his desiresight well view or read materiéthat presents children as
beingcomplicit in or even activelgesirous of sexual activity with adults2 might thus come to believe
that his previous reluctance to act upon his desires was misplatted his moral scruples rested upon

a mistake. That iglthough he starts looking at chifgbrnography as a substitute for actual sexual abuse
of children.the material actually makes it more likely that he will turn to such abiise inference

drawn byothers- that, although there is no (or minimal) immediate harm, there is consequent, future,
or nonrapparent harm- simply will not be drawn by the paedophile.

The consumption of consenstgpe and faketype material is thus more likely to have harmftfieats

on its consumers and their potential victirtien is the consumption of rapetype material.6 We see,
then, thatthe situation is more complex than might have been thought if only the effects on the
subjects had been consideréd/hile it is clearly we that rapetype childpornography does greater

harm to its subjects than do consensiigbe and faketype pornography, that moral ordering is
reversed when it comes to harm caused to and through the consumers. And the number of potential
victims at consgquent risk from the consumers of the latter two types is very large.




General Crime Impact

Limiting the third-party doctrine allows criminals to commit crimes without entering

into the public domaint that makes investigations impossible

Kerr 9t Orin Kerr Professor at George Washington University Law School, JD from Harvard, M.S. from
{GFYT2NRZ . {9 FNRBY t NARyYyOSi2NLze wnMichigahiafedewNol.a S T2 N
107,Available online alttp://papers.ssrn.com/sol3/papers.cfm?abstract_id=1138128cessed-@8-

15)

The basic division into unregulated and regulated steps leads to a balance between privacy and security
because most crimes have traditionally re@airsuspects to carry out at least part of their crimes in
spaces open to surveillanc&o see why, consider a world with no advanced technology. Part of the
crime will normally occur outside. If John wants to rob a person walking down the street, for kexamp

he needs to leave his house and go out to the street. If he wants to purchase drugs, he needs to go out
of his home and find a dealer who will sell them to him. If he wants to murder his coworker, he needs to
go out and buy a knife; after the act, heads to dispose of the bodin all of thesetraditional types of

crimes the wrongdoer has to leave his home and go out into spaces unprotected by the Fourth
Amendment.The public component of most traditional crimes is critical to the traditional balahce

Fourth Amendment ruledf at least part of a crime occurs in spaces unprotected by the Fourth
Amendment, the police have at least some opportunity to look more closely at whether criminal activity
is afoot.Because the police normally begin an invgetiion with only speculation that a particular

person is a lawbreaker, the public portion of crimes give the police an opportunity to develop more
evidence.The police will have access to the public portion of the crime free of legal regulation. If they
are observing him, they will know where the suspect went and what he said in public. That information
g2y Qi a2t @S GKS ONARYS Ay Y2aid Ol a3hepubliclydvafiabla 'y 27T
evidenceonlyprovides a leadby n . dzii . Ifithie ©videntds strdn éhbugh, itan support

invasions of protected spaces with a warrant. And those steps help the police solve at least a moderate
percentage of criminalcasés h ¥ O2dzNE S YI y& @hodgh dases de/sthiedtimts &2t O ¢
significant prospect of criminal punishment exists, allowing the criminal justice system to serve its
utilitarian and retributive endsB. Third Parties and the Basic Divisibird parties pose a major threat

02 GKS C2dzNIi K ! Y Sy Rvéeh yinieQuiated dndirégllata AtefBhéi readoyi is th&

third parties act as remote agents that permit wrongdoers to commit crimes entirely in privhtese
committing crimes naturally try to hide them from the police; no criminal wants to get calight.
wrongdoer can use third parties as remote agents, he can reduce his exposure to public surveillance
Instead of going out into the world and subjecting himself to exposure, a wrongdoer can bring third
party agents inside and share plans or delegat&gde them. He can use the thighrty services to

commit his crimes without exposing himself to spaces open to government surveilRuatanother

way, the use of third parties often has a substitution effé@%.Without the third party, the wrongdoer

would have needed to go out into public spaces where the Fourth Amendment does not regulate
surveillance But use of a third party substitutes a hidden transaction for the previously open event.
What would have been public now becomes hiddEime wrongdoeno longer needs to leave his home,

as the thirdparty agents enable him to commit the crime remotely. The crime now comes to the
criminal rather than the criminal going to the crime 86nsider how a person might use third parties to
commit crimes from tk protection of his own homeA mob boss might summon his underlingsis

house to give them orderg\ stalker might call his victim on his home phosler than lying in wait



http://papers.ssrn.com/sol3/papers.cfm?abstract_id=1138128

outside her doorA computer hacker might hack into computers thousands ¢dsraway without

leaving his bedroomin all of these cases, individuals use third parties to carry on their crimes without

exposing themselves to spaces unprotected by the Fourth Amendmkathird-party agents the

employee, the telephone, and the Inteett do the work remotely2 v G KS LINJA yNOmwell f Qa 06 SK
can see the importance of the thiphrty doctrine Without the doctrine, criminals could use thighrty

agents to fully enshroud their criminal enterprises in Fourth Amendment protecfiamrimnal could

plot and execute his entire crime from home knowing that the police could not send in undercover

agents, record the fact of his phone calls, or watch any aspect of his Internet usage without first

obtaining a warrantHe could use third partie®tcreate a bubble of Fourth Amendment protection

around the entirety of his criminal activity. The result would be a notable shift in the balance between

privacy andsecuritp L F y& 20aSNBFGA2Yy 2F Fyeé LINIG 2F (GKS
expectation of privacy, thethe policewould need a warrant to observe any aspect of his behavior. That

is,they would need probable cause to believe that the evidence to be collected constitute evidence of

the crime. Buif the entire crime were protected & | NB I 42y I 6t S SELISOGIGAz2y 2
observe any aspect of the crime to develop that probable catlike effect would be a Cat@2: The

police would need probable cause to observe evidence of the crime, but they would need to observe

evidence of the crime first to get to probable cause many caseshis would eliminate the use of third

party evidence in investigations altogeth@y the time the police would have probable cause to believe

GKIG a2YyS2yS0a KA NRoEdrirtBey iy oL alreddNFBve SrébabiRS y O S
cause to arrest and charge him with the cri®e




Politics Extensions




Impact Overview

The disad outweighs and turns the case:

D) Timeframet our Takala evidence says the tinfeame for a successful
continuingresolution to fund the government is Sept. 8& much faster than
their scenarios.

E) Magnitude: Shutdown risks multiple existential threats:

RobertHale &MichaelO'Hanlon, 9/9/2015(United States Under Secretary of Defense
(Comptroller) from 2009 until 20L& specializes in national security and defense policy @ Brookings,
G. dzZRASEG Lyal yAya&FY AI0Y SR GldtFEBafignBintérdsiong/fediure/budget
insanityamericasselfinflicted-defensedrama13795 Accessed 9/13/2015, rwg)

As Congress and the President return to toWMdashington is sleepwalking towards another budgetary showdown

that could result in sharp cuts in defenaed other government spending or even another government
shutdown.At a time when the nation hasal crises an@ther urgent weightymatters to consider from the

Iran nuclear deal to the fraying ceasefire in Ukrain@dapcoming visit of President &f China anclimate

change we do not need a selfflicted wound. To be sure, everyone is aware that the federal government may be headed for the brink. But
few seem to think it within their power to step baoRS things stand, the Budget Control AcR6fi1 will sharply limit
defense funding NERdzOAy3 C, Hnmc TFTdzyRAy3d o6& | o62dzi bpon o0AfftAzy O2YLI NBR
of decline in defense accountddnless a new law is passed to soften the constraimtSaw also limits nedefense

spending. The MurrafiRyan compromise of 2013 has now run its course and no longer will apply to the 2016 budget year, which begins October
1. Without the added $34 billion, thedpartmentof Defensewill not be able to impve military readiness

and modernize adequately to produce the force it needs in a world populated by dBikyialNorth

Korea armed with nuclear weapons, a Russia enamored of adventurism, an assertive Iran, a rising China
and more.

F) Probability: Rdust studies prove economic decline causes war:

w2 e | flededlah /Director of Cooperative Threat Reduction at the U.S. Department of
Defense, 2010, Economic Integration, Economic Signaling and the Problem of Economic Crises,
in Economics of War and Pead&conomic, Legal and Political Perspectives, ed. Goldsmith and
Brauer, p. 21215)

Less intuitive is hoygeriods of economic declineayincrease the likelihood of external confliebiitical science
literature has contributed a moderate degree of attem to the impact of economic decline and the security and defence behaviour of
interdependent stales. Research in this vein has been considered at systemic, dyadic and national levels. Several tritakilensdiollow.

First, on the systemic levelolins (20081 advances Modclski and Thompson's (1996) work on leadership cycle theory, findihg{ilhalms

in theglobaleconomy are associated with the rise and fall of aemenent power and the often bloody
transition from onepre-eminentleader to the next As suchexogenous shocks such as economic crises could
usherin a redistribution ofelative poOwer (see also Gilpin. 19¢hat leads to uncertainty about power balances,

increasing the risk of miscalculatignaron. 1995). Alternatively, evemedatively certain redistribution of power could lead to a
permissive environment for conflict as a rising power may seek to challenge a declining power (Werner. 1999). Sepdnase|¥986) also
shows that global economic cycles combined with parédedership cycles impact the likelihood of conflict among major, medium and small
powers, although he suggests that the causes and connections between global economic conditions and security conditionskeovai.
Second, on a dyadic level. Copelan@996. 2000) theory of trade expectations suggests that 'future expectation of trade' is a significant
variable in understanding economic conditions and security behaviour of states. He argues that interdependent statéyg targdikepacific

benefits from trade so long as they have an optimistic view of future trade relations. Hoibdte expectations of future trade

02
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decline, particularly for difficult to repla@ems such as energiesources, the likelihood for conflict increases,

as states wilbe inclined to use force to gain access to those resoucags could potentially be the trigger for
decreased trade expectations either on its own or because it triggers protectionist moves by interdependent states.4hEhsrtiave
considered thdink between economic decline and external armed conflict at a national level. Mom berg and Hess (2002) find a strong
correlation between internal conflict and external conflict, particularly during periods of economic downturn. Theyth&]inkage,

between internal and external conflict and prosperity are strong and mutually reinfogaisigmic confiict

lends to spawn internal conflict, which in turn returns the favour. Moreover, the presence of a recession tends to amphkieti to which
international and external conflicts setinforce each other (Hlomhen? & Hess. 2(102. p. X9> Economic decline has also been linked with an
increase in the likelihood of terrorism (Blombcrg. Hess. & Wee ra pan a, 2004). which has the capacity to spitirdernssar lead to

external tensions. Furthermore, crises generally reduce the popularity of a sitting governisiMersionary theorysuqqests that,
when facing unpopularitytising from economic decline, sittigovernments have increased incentives to

fabricateexternaimilitary conflictSo create a 'rally around the flag' effect. Wang (1996), DcRoucn (1995), and Blombcrg. Hess, and
Thacker (2006) find supporting evidence showing that economic decline and use of force arc at least indirecti)doBelpit¢1997). Miller
(2999). and Kisangani and Pickering (2009) suggest that lhe tendency towards diversionary tactics arc greater for detaiesréitan

autocratic states, due to the fact that democratic leaders are generally more susceptiblegporbmoved from office due to lack of domestic
support. DeRouen (2000) has provided evidence showing that periods of weak economic performance in the United Statesyaadt thu
Presidential popularity, are statistically linked lo an increase in thetig®ce. In summary, rcccni economic scholarship positively correlates
economic integration with an increase in the frequency of economic crises, whp@Htical science scholarship links economic

decline with external conflicil systemic, dyadic anthtional levels.' This implied connection between integration, crises and armed
conflict has not featured prominently in the econonrsiecurity debate and deserves more attention.




Unigueness




UQ: No Shutdown Now

(--) All we need to do is win a delay in selution of the shutdown to win an impaat
extend our Stahl evidence that says an extended shutdown hurts the economy.

(--) Continuing resolution will pass now:

JustinSink, 9/8/20156 a i FF GNARGSNE a. dzZRISG 5AaLJziS al & /| dza
2 | NJ/hitp/evww.bloomberg.com/politics/articles/201509-08/budgetdispute-may-cause
governmentshutdownwhite-housewarns, Accessed 9/11/2015, rwg)

Obama has threatened to veto all of the 2016 spending bills the House and Senate have producellawanakers also face a busy
September SChedui@cIuding a vote on the nuclear accord with Iran and an address by Popeshtatcllows little time for difficult
budget negotiationsT hat has raised speculation that Congress will pass a-s#rantlaw called a continuing
resolution to keep the government running until a broader deal can be struck later in the year.

(--) Contnuing resolution will pass now:

Todd SPurdum, 9/8/20156 a Gt FF 6NRAGSNE &a29[/ ha9 .!/YH {11! ¢5h?
http://www.politico.com/tipsheets/morningmoney/2015/09/201509-08-pro-morningmoney-210086
Accessed 9/11/2015, rwg)

GCANEG Aa GKS LNIy 581t YR gAGK 620K GKS 12das FyRHeSyr S a0OKSRdz )
conventional wisdom is that the House and Senailépass a shofterm, fairly clearcontinuing resolution
(crpefore the end of the monthund possibly before the Pope arrives on September 24ttt likely to be a shorterm

solution, that will only keep the doors open through the end of the ya&rmeans the second CR may be paired
GAGK GKS ySSR (G2 NIA&aS GKS RSo6l OSAtAy3ar 2N GKS GNI yaLRNIFGAZ2Y O6Aff:

(--) Republicans will ultimately cave on a cleantC@nly question is when:

BradfordRichardson, 9/12/201% a i TF ¢ NR@SNF Y8y NHA Kdzi R26y ¢ 2 dzZ R
F | ddfttgc/Ehéhill.com/blogs/blog-briefingroom/news/253486cruzgovernmentshutdownwould-
be-obamasfault, Accessed 9/15/2015, rwg)

Rep. Charlie Dent {Ra.), a centrist, salRepublicans will ultimately be forced to vote for a continuing resolution

CRI2 F LIINBLINAEFGS FdzyRAY3I F2NJ FSRSNI £ LINE @rNal Y& d a2
Of Sy / wsé KS aFARP a¢KS [[dzSaiAz2y Aa ¢gArAftt 6S ©20GS
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UQ: AT: Planned Parenthood Fight Kills the Disad

(--) Boehner will split off Planned Parenthood fight:

DAVID MHERSZENHORN, 9/16/2018 G FF éNAGSNE a2 AU0K t2aanrof
[221a G2 ¢ 1S . doR@ Svivw.GtimBkcam/2025/0901 & ashvithgossible
shutdownnearingobamalooksto-take-budgetfight-to-gop.html?_r=0 Accessed 9/16/2015, rwg)

w»
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Planned Parenthood fundingas the subject of a lengthy and emotional discussion among House

Republicans last week, which Mr.Boehner endorsed pursuing legislation separate from the larger

budget fight According to one Republican official who was in the room Bdehnerexpressed support

F2N) £ SAAatldAz2y GKIFG ¢2dZ R f A YA (inaltprodeglitios it same NB y (i K 2
cases of lateerm abortions. Halso backed a separate bill ending government financing for Planned
Parenthood.

(--) McConnell is moving to separate abortion politics from the continuing resolution:

ManuRaju andredBarrett, 9/10/20156 4 G FF 6NAGSNAZ daO/ 2yyStf FAYa
& K dzii R Bttg:#nav.fourstateshomepage.com/news/mcconnedimsto-avoicdgovernment
shutdown Acessed 9/11/2015, rwg)

Senate Majority Leader MitdWVlcConnell is moving to separate abortion politics from a spending fight that
threatens to shut down the governmestmonth's end. His next move: Advancing a separate bill aimed at preventing abortions
after 20 weeks into a pregnancy, according to senators briefed on the M@Connell told Republican senatata party lunch
Thursdaythat he planned to begin the process of considering the bill next week,would set up a procedural

vote to coincide \ith Pope Francis' visit to Washington later this mofienators said it's possible more aahbortion bills

could be consideredyen though they stand virtually no chance of becoming law.

(--) McConnell and Boehner want to separate abortion from the sjpimg fight:

ManuRaju andredBarrett, 9/10/20156 & G FF o6NAGSNRAZ daO/ 2yyStf FAYa
a4 K dzii R Bitg:#navé. fourstateshomepage.com/news/mccoreil-aimsto-avoidgovernment
shutdown Accessed 9/11/2015, rwg)

The move comes d¥lcConnell andiouse Speaker JolBoehner are beginning to take a series of steps to avoid a

possible shutdowat month's end. Conservatives are demanding that the rmasts spending bill should prohibit federal funding from
flowing to Planned Parenthood in light of controversial, heavily edited videos secretly taped this summer where officiséedithe salef
aborted fetal parts. BuMlcConnell and Boehner, recognizing that Senate Democrats would block any effort to

defund Planned Parenthood ameksident BaracObama would certainly veto it, are trying to lay out a
complicated set of steps to extricate abior politics from the spending fight
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UQ: AT: UO Overwhelms the link

(--) Passing a continuing resolution is going to be tougtailure to pass it causes a

government shutdown:

AmberPhillips, 9/9/20156 a G FF 6NAGSNE aDS{ NXHIARR gYE WENI & | Bt
http://www.washingtonpost.com/news/thefix/wp/2015/09/09/get-ready-expertssaya-government
shutdownis-likely/, Accessed 9/11/2015, rwg)

As congress heads back to wagkSeries of obstacles could lead to another government shutdewmerica, you
can't legally bet on political outcomes (at least not yet). But if you could, we'd advise you to put some mdheygovernment shutting down

on Oct. 1. As Congress gets back to work this week, it's facing a nearly unprecedented number of deadlines and poﬁtbcmfhm
government needs to be funded by Sept. 30, but Congress is way behind in passing thef series
spending bills necessary to pass a full budget. Instead, lawmakers will probably try to passt@rshort
budget extensiotmat basically keeps spending levels the same as last year and keeps the governmeBdfiedven that's

going to be tough.awmaers on both sides of the aisle are using the budget process to push their ideological agendas on everything
from abortion to military spending to international nuclear deals. And there's a presidential campaign going on, comfiieatewsions and
actions of the five senators running for the White House. (And in the Senate, sometimes it only takes one.)

(-0 ' YyAldzSSySaa R2Say MDére iRLadenMdk kfs shdtdoiviik S £ A y |
DavidNakamura, 9/10/201% &4 G FF 6NAGSNE dahol &I G O1f Sa &KdziR:

http:/www.arkansasonline.com/news/2015/sep/10/obamiacklesshutdownthreat-20150910/
Accessed 9/11/2015, rwg)

Inside the White House, howevéghereis growing concern that the congressional fight over the

budget could result in a shutdowfor the first time since 2013, when the government was shuttered

for 16 days over Republican opposition to Obama's health cared@#. leaders in both chambers bav
vowed not to repeat that process. But conservatives, le&Geég. TedCruz RTexas, a presidential
candidate have threatened to oppose a spending plan that maintains funding for Planned Parenthood.
That has left the outcome uncertain as federal spendinthority expires Sept. 30.

(--) Conservatives are willing to shut down the government:

EmilyAtkin, 9/11/20156 a G TF 46NAGSNE G¢KS D2@SNYyYSyid al @& { Kdz
5SY2ONI (& ! NB:/thinRprogréss.orghiadth/2015/09/11/3700419/rangpauksarahpalin-
plannedparenthood/, Accessed 9/11/2015, rwg)

[ 2Va&SNDI GAPSEa Ay [/ 2y3INBaad KI PSS ooSHEndownh® A OF GAy 3 F2
government over Planned Parenthood. For many, the $500 million the group receives every year to

LINP BARS 62YSyQa KSI i KagsGNIASE QG as Ad Ldzyels OIQS Ll orfi S2ya
(-) Shutdownthreatisreat dzy A lj dzSy Saa R2Say Qi 20SNBKStY
ManuRaju andredBarrett, 9/10/20156 4 G FF oNAGSNAZ daO/ 2yyStf FAYa

& K dzii R Btt@:maviv.fourstateshomepage.com/news/mcconnadimsto-avoicd-government
shutdown Accessed 9/11/2015, rwg)

Senate Democratic Leader HalReid said the abortionelated votes come at a time Congress should be focused
on finding a deal to fund the government said they would be a waste of time and wouldn't pass the Serda@on't
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minimize the threats by a number of Republicans to close the government. We've experienced that.
They've done it befOI',Ehe said at a news conference. "We don't need all thasted time on wasted things."

(--) Shutdown a real possibility now:

PaulKane andkelseySnell, 9/9/20156 a (i  FF S NAGSNE>X aDht GNARASE (G2 | ¢
t £ yySR t I NBwpiliidvaveshirgtoripésticand/politics/gogries-to-avertshutdownas
right-spoilsfor-plannedparenthoodfight/2015/09/09/a515099e572f11e5b8cS
944725fcd3b9_story.html?tid=pm_politics_pop _Accessed 9/11/2015, rwg)

Congressional Republican leaders returned to Washington this week with no clear plan for extending
government funding later this month that kis shutting down federal agenciamid a growing outcry
from conservatives ready for a fight over funding Planned Parenthood.
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UQ: Obama Pushing Now

(--) Obama pushing Republicans on shutdown now:

DAVID MHERSZENHORN, 9/16/2018 G I FF oNAGSNE G2 A0K t2aaArof
[221& G2 ¢+ 1S . doR@Bnw.ngtingsicdm/20150906hus/with-poEsible
shutdownnearingobamalooksto-take-budgetfight-to-gop.html?_r=0 Accessed 9/16/2015, rwg)
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WASHINGTON Congress hurtled toward a government shutdown on Tuesa@@yrepublicans threatening to block a
budget deal if it includesrfancing for Planned Parenthood, as President Obama prepared to join the fight by pushing Republicans to scrap a

multibillion-dollar tax advantage for private equity managers. In a speech on Wednesdd@lpama is expected to call on

Republicans to end thax break and use the funds to pay for spending increases on domestic and

national security programs, and he will enlist business leaders to help him make hil@asession at

the Business Roundtable in WashingtenObama will seek to shame Repigbhs who control Congress

F2NJ FILAEAYT G2 &GNA]1S I RSEf A0 Ksnah&MRiMNl G& (2 Fadz

interest provision as an example of what he argues are misplaced priorities, according to White House officials.
(()TISANI SOGARSYOS GKI G hbddispushingnghQ i Lldza KAy 3 A
DAVID MHERSZENHORN, 9/16/203 G+ FF 6NAGSNE a2 A0K t2aaAroftsS {Ff

[221& G2 ¢+ 1S . doR@Bnw.ngtingsicdm/2015/090 @us/dith-gossible
shutdownnearingobamalooksto-take-budgetfight-to-gop.html?_r=0 Accesed 9/16/2015, rwg)

Until this week, the White House had not maneuvered aggressively in the budgeBfiglkeimbedded in

aN¥pP holYlIQd YSialr3aS 2y 2SRyYyS&RIF& A& I RSF¥SyasS 27
Republicansseven years after the financiakltdown that he has spent much of his time in office addressing, the president will say,

Republicans are engineering another fiscal crisis with potentially disastrous consequences.

(--) Obama is turning up the pressure to avoid a shutdown now:

KevinFreking, 9/16/20156 a Gk FF 6NAGSNE dahol Yl ! aAy3 . dzaAySaa
Pressurehttp://abcnews.go.com/Politics/wireStory/obamhusnessceosmeetingapply-budget
pressure33790616 Accessed 9/16/2015, rwg)

Obama used his speech to members of the Business Roundtable to turn up the pressure on lawmakers

to reach a budget agreemente also pointed to a potential revenue source to paysbme of the increased investments he wants
in infrastructure, education and scientific researchtaxing secalled "carried interest" as ordinary income rather than as a capital gain, which
is taxed at a lower rate. The proposed change is aimed priyratrihanagers of some types of private investment funds who pay a lower tax
rate on their income than do many individuals. He noted, without naming them, that some Republican presidential candidzeiy; p

Donald Trump and Jeb Bush, have voiced sugpoihcreasing taxes on carried interest.
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UQ: Top of the Docket

(--) Funding bills will be debated the last week of September:

Reuters, 9/16/201% ¢ h ot YI dzNBES&a / 2y3aANBaa G2 | @2AR I20SNYyY!
http://www.reuters.com/article/2015/09/16/usobamaroundtable-shutdown

idUSKCNORG28E201509A6cessed 9/16/2015, rwg)

House Republicans will huddle in closisbr meetings later ohVednesdayand early on Thursdag
see if they can come up with a funding bill that probably will not be debated on the House floor until the
last week of September.
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UQO--A2: ThumpersGeneral
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Drum, 10 (Kemw, Political Blogger, Mother Jonesttp://motherjones.com/kevin
drum/2010/03/immigrationcomingbackburner)

Not to pick on Ezra or anything, tiRiS attitude betrays a surprisingly common misconception about political
issues in generalhe fact is that political dogs never bark until an issue becomes an activeppseon

to Social Security privatization was pretty mild until 2005, when GeBrgsh turned it into an active iss@pposition to healthcare
reform was mild untito009, when BaracObama turned it into an active iSSug. | only bring this up becaudée

often take a look at polls and think they tell us what the public thinks tibomething. But for the most
part, they don't: That isthey don't until the issue in guestion is squarely on the tahbmoth sides have spent a
couple of monthdilling the airwaves with their best agitprop. Polling data about gays in the miliamgximple, hasn't changed a lot over the
past year or two, bubnNce Congress takes up the issu@mest and the Focus on the Family newsletters go out, the push polling
starts, Rush Limbaugh picks it up, and Fox News creates an incendiary graphigttoigosaturation coverage well, that's when the
polling will tell you something. And it will probably tell you something different from what it tells you
now. Immigration was bubbling along asrt ofa background issuduring the Bush administratiabo

until 2007, when he tried tomove an actual bill Then all hell broke loosene same thing will happen this time, and

without even a John McCain to act as a conservative point man for a moderate solution. The political environment is wtirae howas in
2007, and I'll be very surprised if it's possible to make any serious progress on immigration reform. "Love 'em or hatg/seBzfa, illegal
immigrants "aren't at the forefront of people's minds." Maybe not. But they will be soon.

ax
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UQ: AT: Emomic Trouble in Other Nations Hurt the US

(--) US is insulated from economic events in other countries:

Fox Business0/16/20146 & ! { LINRP @S&a &adzNILINARaAy3It e NBaAftASydld
3t 20t Sip2/windvYoxbrisiness.com/markets/2014/10/16/uprovessurprisinglyresilient
despiteinvestorpanicover-sputteringglobal/, Accessed 9/12/201%wg)

WASHINGTO®&IBeyond the turmoil shaking financial marketee U.S. economy remains sturdier than many seem to
fGiThe Dow Jones industrial average has lost 874 points since Oct. 8, largely over worries about another recession irsiBurdpena
China and worlespanning crises that include the Ebola outbreak and the rise of the Islamic StaBCEAOMISts aren't reducing
their forecasts for the U.S. economy. TherdationalMonetaryFund, which heightened jitters by cutting its forecasts for
global growthhas actually upgraded its outlook for the United Stafesonomists say the troubles around
the world aren't enough to derail a U.S. econonays gaining strength from a strongestj market, falling fuel prices, lower
mortgage rates and improvements in household finances and confideddee’ U.S. economy is nicely insulated from most
global eVvents says Eric Lascelles, chief economist for RBC Global Asset Management.

RS
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Link Wall (Generic)

Extend our Yglesias evidenctedhe plan creates a political fiasco for Obam& S Q f €
attacked on every news station for being weak on national defense.

(--) The plan creates a political opportunity for Republicanthey will use the plan to
paint Democrats as weak on national security:

MichaelCohen, 201 1Director of the Graduate Program in International Affairs at The New School,
G2 KSy 5SY2 ONJI ( anhttp//@ignpdiicy.som/@8 H12/62/whendemocratsbecame
doves/, Accessed 9/13/2015, rwg)

(@]}
(0p))

Of course, from a political perspective, foreign policy and national security have traditionally been the one area pbiaplehere national
Democrats are far nre responsive to potential brickbats from Republicans than their own followers. |nahej,foreiqn DO”CV shift

that began in 196$1as_consistently provided a political opening of its own for Republicans. It became an
opportunity to tar Demaocrats with thbroad brush of weakness and fecklessness on national seeurity

recurrent GOP political attack since the "Who Lost China" debate of the 1950s). This week came word that the Obama taimigistra
reluctant to apologize for a recent crebsrder raid tha killed 24 Pakistani soldiers, for fear of being portrayed by Republican presidential

contenders as sofEven today, when Democrats debate national secuaritiorn between antiwar liberals

and hawkish centrists, and reluctant to be cast as wimps andkhlnmeg by Republicarsthey are arguing on a
battlefield seeded by Gene McCarthy. Footnote to history? Not by a long shot.

(--) Broad consensus in Washington in favor of military presence:
ScottBeauchamp1/2/20156 ¢ ¢ KS o0 A LI NI Aaly 6+ NJ O2yaSyadzaszsé
http://america.aljazeera.com/opinions/2015/1/democratgpublicanswarhawks.html

Accessed 9/14/2015, rwg)

2 KFiQa J2Ay3 2y KSNBK 2 Kea tofhe ménhithat@isSiitary Fower i© somdheéw feltdrad Svhed bus toGpy” O S
presence looms large, even to the point of appearing overexten¥ty does there seem to be a consensus in

Washington that assumes a broad, expensive and invasive U.S. militaengeds be a panaceafe

answer lies in distinguishing the superficial differences in foreign policy debates from the actual policies favoredoaytiesthThe reality is

GKFEG | o{d F2NBAIAYy LlRftAOd AayQild ySINIeé | Pretfy BCEayned ot avlrytHing. THisieliteda K2 dzf R 6 S
consensus then gets further constrained by the insatiable budget appetites of defense bureaucracy. These are the reasmi®mis so

often presented by the defense and foreign policy establishment aseéntibvious and completely inevitable. It begins with a total disregard

for public opinion when defense strategy is formulated. Exempting extreme situations, what the American people want jisedoesY | G G SNJ | £ ¢

that much.A_hawkish consensus in Washingtmiween Democrats and Republicans, both championing

shockingly similar interventionist ambitions, sets the terms of deb@tanertia of a bloated defense bureaucracy

that protects its budget at all costs then sustains interventions. And so we findleessin places like Africa, which only an elite few ever want

us to be in to begin with. The divergence is striking. The American public was resolutely less eager to engage in femaigisradhan the

elites. Peter Beinart argued in The Atlantic irgist that U.S. foreign policy has traditionally been a {llomded affair, well insulated from the

vulgarities of public opinion. The gap between the opinions of the elites creating foreign policy and those of averagenAiisdristorically

large. Beih NIi dza SR | Aff I NBE /fAy(2yQa8 KIél1AaKySaa a Iy SEIl Yigpifgter! SNI 1 Se |
tethered to the middle of the road when it comes to domestic issues. And yet she remains significantly more hawktsh pliatic on key

hoto dzii i 2y A&&dz28& adzOK & LN}y FyR {&@NAlFd . dzi AGQa yoéwVvgesasi /fAyi2y> |
pointed out the divide between mass and elite opinion on foreign policy issues in 2009. dHa Bieav study that year that compares public

opinions and those of the foreign policy elite, in this case represented by the positions of the Council on Foreign .Reélatidinergence is

striking. The American public was resolutely less eager to erigdgeeign adventurism than the elites. Yglesias summed it up by writing that

aAiQa GKS @SNB StAilGSySaa 2% G(KS StAdS @OASsa GKIG YK2BR GKSYOQAYEG B YI
LI G az2fAlLlaArAay h&duindaRafaskifgworkiHQRREB A & YSNAOFya (2 LI & FYR RAS F2NJ LRt AOJ
l'YR Al R2SayQi IRRNBaa (KS TFdzyRIYSyidlf dzy Tl ANYS&aa 2k Apdndihgt 2 LIAYA2Y & Q
Behart emphasized is that the larger gap in foreign policy opinion exists between the mass and the elite, not between Dambcrats

Republicans. So not only are the people at the top not listening to you; they pretty much already agree with one anothipariisan cheer

that rose up around the nomination of Ashton Carter for secretary of defense was disturbing evidence of this. It is vgnafddsdr Barry

t2aSy Orffa GKS afAoSNIEf KS3ASYyzyeé (K Gneadw avesyone mwWdiashimgtam o1 oa +2 NB
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agrees on a default policy of internationalist military activisioa ¢keé /I NISNE 6K2 aASNWSR Fa as
international security policy under Bill Clinton, was lauded by notorious neoconservative Donald RuBisfeidGreenwald responded to a

bSs ,2N] ¢AYS& INIAOES RSAONAROAY3I /FNILISNI A aaz2yYS2yS mrkawarlk & | RF2 0L
for 13 straight years with no end in sight, and which more or less continuously bonitigle countries simultaneously, what would a

WAaGINRBY3ISNI dzaS 2F ! YSNAOlIY LRsSNR t221 tA1SKe . dzii G KiSelybaausehe A& G KIF G /
favorsd U NP YVISNI dzdS 2F ! YSNR Ol vihal dfesySnblidWasliingtén canipetf S a G 2

behind.

(--) Moves to cutback on foreign military actions will be opposed by a bipartisan

coalition in congress.

DougBandow March 15,200 6 { SYA2NJ CStt 243> /1 ¢h LyadAddziSozr a.
2 | N@ndine. Internet. Accessed April 1, 2010i#p://www.huffingtonpost.com/doug
bandow/battlingthe-bipartisanc_b_498681.html

Unfortunately,politicians lave proved extraordinarily adept at rousing, at least temporarily, public
support for foreign military adventures. Resisting the ivory tower warmongers will be no easier today
But those who believe in peace have no choice but to try, and try agaaceshould be America's
natural condition. Unfortunately, it will not be so as long as today's unnatural alliance of liberal and
neoconservative hawks runs U.S. foreign pokayd only the American people can take back control.
The future of the American pgte and republic is at stake.

(--) Lack of support for military industrial compledrains capital¢ national security

trumps all

Avlon, Daily Beast Reporte2013(Jon, The Militant. Y Rdz& G NA I £/ 2YLX SE L& wSlhf =
Ever, 612-2013,http://www.thedailybeast.com/articles/2013/06/12/themilitary-industrialcomplexis-
realand-it-s-biggerthan-ever.htm)

Butthe military-industrial complex has a trump card to play with members of Congress and the public:

nobody wants to argue with nationasecurity, especially when the very real threat of terrorism exists.

CKAE FAYQOH y2 LKFIyG2Y YSylOSY Y2NB (KIy np eSAkof®MBGEhE SNNRBNI LI 2G4 K& §
combination of real threat and opaque multibilli@ollar budgets leads inevitably to a lack of

transparency and accountabilit¢. K I 1t Q& g KSNBE §{ KS NJdrdnet @vérreati2bit 2dza i Ay
also the risk of leakers like Ed Snowden comesititthis level of complexity in the system, security is ironically almost

impossible to maintain. There is no debate tfaty” 2 @ RSY¥R&f dzykE OOSaa G2 GKS y I A2 yQa
reflection of the overextended partial privatization of our intelligence operatisgr to streamline a still

robust nationalsecurity community, leading to strict lines of accountability while minimgizonsultants and their 500,000 tegecret

clearances. If too much is top secret, then nothing is, especially in the digital age when documents can be accessed-levahsthffer.

Moref)Vgr, tf)e tsunami ofvmetadata collected [nigAhtv uItirpater beilﬂ{tﬂ by our enemies,,hac!drlg inEo our s/ystemvse/rvers, rather tha}n the o o
AySorlrote RAa2NEBFYATSR GFy3tS 2F LINRQGIGS O2yd NI OG2Ngewely R 32 FSNY YSy
Address, given from the Oval Office inthe predawo &€ S O2 Y LJdzU SNJ | 3S®d { 2YS YAIKU | NHdzS UKFIU {y2gR
1y26tSRISIotS OAGAT SyNBé GKIFG 9AaSyK2g S NlindustiaRcondpxBubleeds Ik S 6530 OKS(
RSo6IGS GKI Guuieydccdsyt@tB REY 0A2y Qa ASOdzNA(Ge aSONBiGa Ay
the overextendegbartial privatizationof our intelligenceoperations This is what ke explicitly warned about

morethan a haf0 S v i dzNW/e Imustyguard against the acquisition of unveared influencewnether sought or

unsought by the military-industrial complexThe potential for the disastrous rise of misplaced power exists and will persist. We
Ydza i yS@SNI tSiG GKS 6SAIKG 2F GKAEA O2Yo0AyldGAaz2zy SyRFEY3ASNI 2dzNJ f A0 SNI A S
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(--) Plan crowds otithe agenda-makes avoiding a shutdown difficult:

GARDINERARRIS, 8/23/2016a G FF oNAGSNE ahol YI Q& vdzA SG I OF
{ S LJG S WtipS/MBENVEnytimes.com/2015/08/24/us/politics/worldleadersand-congresspose
septemberchallengedor-obama.html?_r=pAccessed 9/11/2015, rwg)

WASHINGTON Like April for accountants or December for flying reindeer, Septenmbecent years has become an especially challenging

month for presidents and congressional leaders. But even by modern standards, President Obama faces a daunting leftef tesksing
to Washington on Sunday from a relatively quiet tweekvat G A 2y 2y a | NIwkH leRidlative HebBites aidRvisits from world

leaders already penciled into his September schedule. On the domestic@@igress will have to pass funding legislation by
the end of September to avoid shutting down the govmentfor the second time in two year¥¥ith only 15
legislative days on the Senate calendane month,a brewing fight over whether to end federal funding

for Planned Parenthood, and a raft of senators running for president, it could be diffiqdisteven a
short-term funding measureespite vows by senior Republican legislators that they will not support a shutdown.



http://www.nytimes.com/2015/08/24/us/politics/world-leaders-and-congress-pose-september-challenges-for-obama.html?_r=0
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Links: Generic Military Cutbacks

(--) Hawkish foreign policy stances have bipartisan political support:
DougBandow March 152010 6 { SYA2NJ CStt2¢3 /! ¢h LyadaddziSos a. |
2 | NJbé hyt AySao Ly 0 S NafpS/findw.huffinGidd@ost.gofouds LINA f MZ HAawmn
bandow/battlingthe-bipartisarc_b_498681.html

In January 2009 Republican George W. Bush yielded to Democrat Barack Obama, and the U.S. government increased milgaapdpendi
expanded the war in Afghanistan. If a Rbliean is elected in 2012, recent history suggests that defense outlays will grow further, as

Washington attacks another nation or tvEnthusiasm for war crosses party linesbertKagan recently wrote
approvingly of the militaristic alliance betweéliberal interventionist Democrats" and "hawkish

internationalist Republicans* both groups which have never met a war they didn't want to fight
However, support for peace also is transpartisan.

(--) Opposition to large military expenditures will cause politician to be labeled as

soft on terrorism.

DougBandow February 1,086 { SYA2NJ CStt2¢> /! ¢h LyadAddziSoz abD
K2f Soé hytAySeo LyGiSNySio | 0O0S8aSR ! LINAf MZ HAwMm
www.washingtonexaminer.com/opinion/columns/doug_bandayop lost_in_defense_budget_black
hole200802-01T08 00 _00.html

Republicans once claimed to oppose wasteful government spendin(RBlﬁlubﬁca.nS are now demanding ever more

military expenditures, irrespective of neadesidential candidates Rudy Giulialihn McCain and Mitt Romney all want a

major military buildup. Romney proposes spending "a minimum of 4 percent of GDP on national defense." Former Sen. dimd Tredent

I SNAGFAS c2dzyRIGA2yQa al O1SyTl AS 9t 3bedudgedioy Whkther dddiobthePippdrtSpeiingisk I G L2 £ A O
minimum of 4 percent of GDP on the regular defense budget." Candidate Fred Thompson advocated spending 4.5 percenttbé GDP on

military. Mike Huckabee would trump everyone by spending 6 percent ofdafe military: $800 billion, a 50 percent increase in current

2dzitreaad  2KEG O2dA R LI2aarofe 2dadATe ad2OK KdzA$ Ay OB Befveat ¢ KS $02v 3
1960 and 2005, real GDP more than quadrupled vthideworld grew much safer. In fa¢dhiese conservatives sound like liberals

on domestic policy: Spend as much money as possible irrespective of need or effectiveness. The U.S.
currently spends roughly as much as the rest of the world combireélhelss, Talent talked of "threats

that are highly unpredictable and therefore, taken as a whole, more dangerous than the threats we

faced during the Cold War." Apparently those years of defendingavaged allies from an aggressive

Soviet Union, unpredictd® Maoist China, and various European and Third World communist satellites

were nothing compared with confronting Osama bin Laden with his vast legions

(--) The war lobby has bipartisan support for every country and circumstance:

DougBandow, 2/27/20156 a Sy A2 NJ FStt2¢ X /! ¢h LyadAddziSz a! YS
Y 2 NB Hitp:/ANEw.japantimes.®.jp/opinion/2015/02/27/commentary/world
commentary/americansnust-tell-washingtonno-more-war/#.VckgILVHSfAccessed 9/12/2015, rwg)

American foreign policy is controlled by fools. What else can one conclude from the bipartisan demand
that the Uhited Satesintervene everywhere all the timeespective of consequence$do matter how disastrous
the outcome, the war lobby insists that the idea was sound. Any problems obviously result from

execution,a matter of doing too littlet00 few troops engageabo few foreigners killed, too few nations bombed, too few
societies transformed, too few countries occupied, too few years involved, too few dollars spent. ADVERTISING As revagerstobss the

aARRES 9lads GKS Ay idSNIsSpedomeigcidsingly@hmdztsid YeRglmmelesvadvacates rof
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perpetual war as senatosshnMcCainand LindseyGraham continue to press for military intervention
irrespective of country and circumstance.

(--) Bipartisan consensus for more war:

DougBandow, 2/27/20156 a Sy A2 NJ FStt2¢ X /! ¢h LyadAddziSz a! YS
Y 2 NB Hitp:/NENE.japantimes.co.jp/opinion/2015/02/27/commentary/worle
commentary/americansnust-tell-washingtonno-more-war/#.VckgILVHSfAccessed 9/12/2015, rwg)

The bipartisan consensus is constant interventidugh there is disagreement around the edgésery once in a while
there even is a clash over substance, such as the Iraq War. But these differences almost always areraﬁsBN.O parties usually

attempt to oneup each other when it comes to reckless overseas interventi®nncle Sam has denstrated
that he possesses the reverse Midas Touch. Whatever he touches turns to mayhem.
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Link¢ Soft on Terror
(--) Soft on terror is political suicide midterms prove:

A X

National Journab/19/2014! t SE w2 Nlies awSLlzf A Ol y&Being®ahk y3I | Ra
2y CSNNRPNRAYZIEKUGOLIYKK 660 0y | G-airhyadsateékidgddfodraiionr Y k L2 f A
beingsoft-on-terrorism-20140919

September 19, 201HOUSE Republicans: making a big bet that in the final weeks of the midterm electiory ©an exgloit

doubts aboutPresidentObama's foreign policy to persuade-decidingVOtersto support Republicans. The National
Republican Congressional Committee announced Friday a quartet of new ads focusing on national security. One, airingpa@aindviRffei

of New York, accuses the congressman of "backing constitutional rights for foreign terrorists." Another, in a bellwethésttimyalaims that
Democratic candidate Staci Appel supports "passports for terrorists." These ads open wathefraim Islamic State fighters. 'DAN MAFFEI
PUTS US AT RISK' (NRCC) At a breakfast hosted by the Christian Science Monitor the same morning, the group's chaiaidan, Gde\W

clear it's a topic voters can expect to see more of from RepublicansebEfection Da;Foreiqn DO“CV antbrrorism he said[ 1ave
seen a "big uptick" in poll§Valden said, and a@ontributing to a big shift among votersward the

GOP in recent weekdJ here igust thisgrowing sense that things aeelittle out of contrd,” he said. "And |

R2y Uil YSIy Xo (KS& Ravwripércehtbfthé Andelicanfpdopladdiorst thidk P@4ident ®bama is doing a good job on the
terrorist question. That points to a real, real problem for all concerned." The NRCC chairmizal gpecifically to "security moms'women

whose worries about national security nudged many of them to vote for the Republican Party in the 2002 midisrenbloc who have been
sensitive to the issue. There's a real debate within the GOP, in both Ssmhtdouse races, about how prominent a role foreign policy should

play in the campaign’s closing weeks. Manfl®® pParty's candidates havélSed the topic to arguthat Obama is
incompetent but others have shown hesitation to distract their airtight message on domestic issues. The NRCC, apparently, no longer
shares those worries. Askecf(ﬂl‘eign QO"C}had overtaken the economy as voters' primary issue of concern, Walden demurred. "I don't
know that | could answer that at this point,” he said. "I'd want to see more data." He addeli'®a@ "Very potent and important

issue."in campaigns, you want to be talking about issues people care about."

(--) Being perceived as soft on terror = idal suicide
Humphreys President and Director of the Human Capital Proj2e26-2015

(John, President & Director of the Human Capital Project, an Adjunct Scholar at the Centre for
Independent Studies, board member of the Circle Project and the AiastiBaxpayers Alliance,
postgraduate representative on the UQ Senate and the UQ Union, deputy secretary at the Economic
Society of Australia (Qld), Director of the Australian Libertarian Society, and a PhD student at the
University of Queenslan@he politcs of fear February 26, 2015
http://johnhumphreys.com.au/2015/02/26/thepolitics-of-fear/)

At this point it is childishly easy for politicians towin suppod & LINP YZAAYVHOGABANWNE (2 LINP
safety and securityrhe pesky details are irrelevafithe government is able to sell themselves as wawiour

6NBaOdzay3 &2dz TNEYandifthe sppositiorsdakesito disagieexthen the government gets the

double kenefit of being youprotector while also accusing the other side of wanting you to be

vulnerable and in mortal dangesuffice to say, most oppositions will meekly agree to any change, and they might add their own

GFSENI 5 &S OdzNR (i & 4o neiafisé teNdblifical hoint skoying - OdipSobdriiwith this political narrative istiig

government has already given themselves massive, intrusive, and pervasive powgdsical dilemma is

that while a fear & security agenda will provide@obt in opinion polisthe _state already has nearly all the power you can

imagine from all the previous fear & security campaign& S 61 f I yOS 06Si6SSy &asSOdzN.
has been continuously pushed in only one direction, and there are only so Imag/that you can

double police powers before the situation gets absuidirom a political perspective, this is only a problem of style (not

substance) which can easily be solved with more dramatic rhetbit€ tactic of exaggerating a danger and tlseging



http://johnhumphreys.com.au/2015/02/26/the-politics-of-fear/

you will protect people from the danger does not require effective poliesedto some degreghe

political tactic works besf you propose an absurd solutiogince it increases the chance that the

2L AAGAZY Y& 21JLJ2 &S 06K §J IdifytimBRot - Wik iy A fitK Sy 3 G ;
YOU. Given his precarious political position, it is not surprising to see Abbott falling back on the politics of fear & S@wistnple and sad

reality is that it works. Buiext time somebodyells you that we need to give up a bit more libeghs a bit more,

andabitmorell 2 LINP G SOG dz& FTNRPY GSNNBPNRAYX Fa] GKSY K2g Y
protect themselves from the horrors of hot tap water, catching a bus, and faliirzhairs.

(--) Perceptions of being soft on terror political suicide
Engler Senior Analyst with Foreign Policy In Fo2@)4

(Mark,author and journalist based in Philadelphia, He is an editorial board member at Dissent, a

contributing editor at YedWlagazine, and a senior analyst with Foreign Policy In Focus, a network of

foreign policy experts, My Political Suicide Note, As a candidate for President, there are certain things
GKFG W2Ky YSNNE OFyQi atreéd .dzi L OFys: tdzofAaKSR 2
http://ww w.democracyuprising.com/2004/04/mpoliticalsuicidenote/)
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might get tired of politicians taking boring, midetd-the-road positions on controversial issues. But do we really want it any other Take John Kerry.
CNRY | LINPINBEAAGS LISNALISOGADGSS KSQa y2 tlhdd 2 St t adiepgledt®enatdt Soh Mindekmlsy = G KS OF Yy RAF
Dennis Kuciniatand Kucinich has never been a contender. Having emerged from a closely fought Democratic primary, Kerry needs to befitcdBesiglmn core
issues like health care, security, and the economy, without being drawn into wiedge déates. But just because Johh S N\N\E O | \f Qu u ¥ 1 S é

stances on dicey topies r & Rz28a yz2a Yvsty aKlACEikam 0s tunnigifor Ressidentyletkme take

this opportunitv to offer my political suicide notenether talking about gayarriage, due process for accused terrorists, or socialized
YSRAOAYSZ L Oly ate& ¢KIG YSNNE OFyQildd [A1S YIye LRGOKNDTUANBE ISNRNESRE (| S2ap&Ai Dy
gay marriage. The wire B A OS SELX FAya G(KFG GKS {SylFG2N aLISNE2Y It & 2L & Shtordthatcodtd NNA F 38T L
0SS dASR (2 StAYAYIGS Slidzadt LNRBGIESOGAZYA T2N KIAC¥ that Kekhdrecogaize the infpdrtarSeNof pargnbidhtp 2 F NB O 2 =
rights for samesex couples, like access to pensions, health insurance, and hospital visitation privileges. But when Kerry then séeks pdit# 3SNJ 0& al @Ay 3z 4L
believe marriage is betweenamanfn I g2 Yl y¢ | yR | NHdAyYy3I (GKIFId aiGKS A&8&dz2S 2F YINNAIF ISovei K2dzZf R 65 f
YeaSt ¥ LQY KIFLI® G2 LINBY23GS 33L& YENNAREFISO LT GKS A yparicipantszhat Boyers arsundBOWNA | 35S OF y
LX dza | yydzZ f SR FI NDSA& thaut LBs Veddd niupfid éxtrafagithta Nshrdly it RadHayidleSgime pammitted gay and lesbian couples taking the

plunge. In a culture still rife with homophobia, marriafige gay and lesbian couples should be backed by federal protections that will ensure family reunification

immigration benefits and that will keep couples in more conservative parts of the country from suffering discriminatias. thalgovernment gets oof the

marriage business altogether and starts granting civil unions to all desiring couples, whether or not they are straighniteswill keep gays and lesbians in a

separateand-not-Slj dzt £ OF 6 SI2NE® W2KyYy YSNNE RRAYYIAZAT 261 2 FYy AYIB NNE DAGSORE NNAFHSIKS ISy SNT
even though standing up for gay marriage is the right thing to do, John Kerry is not the person to do it. The Senatoedipsodizerved that President Bush has

proposeds O2y &iGAddziazylt FYSYRYSyid 2y YINNRFIS LINBOA&St e oSO dda S @Fdzk (/&S IRIA DR 30 I106F %
aleao a1'S OFyQil GFt1 Fo2dzi F F2NBAIy LI Stddes S0 hé K bdRikg fdt & wiedgh NueaGdivide thielAtericah f A S& | y R
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soft on terrorists is raréy something that helps your political careeszcawhen Howard Dean was the

ITNRPYU NHzy VSN FT2NJ UKS 5SYZ2ONIUAO V2YAVYIUAZ2YZYZ KS NB
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asked John Kerry in a subsequent debate. And the Senator from Massachusetts was right. It was hardly the time and th®pkatéoftake that stand. As for

me, someone who is not in the heatafpolitical campaign, | have little hesitation in declaring that even accused terrorists deserve fair treatment under. the law

This is especially true in light of shocking accusations about the abuse of detainees held by the US military at GuaaiairaMarBh, British citizen Jamat al

Harith was released after two years of captivity at Guantanamo, having never been charged with a crime. In interviews MithoTbf London and with the BBC,

the former detainee told of being shackled forupwardsiop K2 dzNE G | GAYS | yR 6SAy3 6SIFGSy o6& 3Idzd NR& Ay NA2G
6SNB FT2NDSR G2 ¢ GO0OK Fa LINPadAGdzZiSa aid2dzOKSR (KSANI 29the befter freflifonsdf ArielicBm @¢ ¢ K G (@ L
RdzS LINPOS&a&d !'& LINPINBaaArAgSazr S ySSR (2 RNIg | GdSydA yKery o didr sEhéneve? T K dzY'F y N
We have reason to hope that, after he gets elected, Kerry will prove more sudedptibressure on the issue than Bush. For that to matter, he needs to get elected

FANRGO® ¢KS fArad 3283 2y dcasimlepayenfieakthlcaiesisteddk onty Be2aDse hefalth tafeRs a inRriright, Wubadso because the

skyrockeing costs of the private health insurance system is making American businesses increasingly uncompetitive. But | apfitegiatd | Ot G KI G YSNNE Q& b
health care plan was one of the better proposals to emerge from the Democratic pack. He wil helef a time getting even this limited, fprofit plan through

congressAcknowledging the realities of mainstream American poliics sy oi YSty ot y RAPBSAMES & 2 dzNJ LINA y O
acting more effectively and Strateqicauwe there are wedgessies where Kerry should stand on pragmatism rather than on principle,




there are other issues where activists are justified in pushing for a more progressive stance. One such issue is the Iraf ANE Qa4 GAYARAGE Ay OKIf £ S
elective invasion athdisastrous occupation represents a missed opportunity for his campaign. Instead of calling out the President on haw\ae leét al Qaeda

untouched and spread arimerican resentment, Kerry sticks to the safest margins of the issue. He chargesdb@atk ¥ Af SR (2 GSEKl dzA il GKS NBY!
AyalLlSoiArzyazé FyR KS LINRLRA&ASE aSYRAY3I nnZnnn Y2NB i NEPahn takig uptielchages 6fK | G Q& K NRf
insiders like Richard Clarke and denouncing the Whtedett S Q& 62 G OKSR 61 NJ 2y GSNNBENX®» YSNNE aK2dAZ R 68 aflYYAy3

ideologues rather than counteerrorism experts, and for making the world a more dangerous place. Iraq abayinq gone on the record in
defense Oﬁay mariage,the riqhts of accused terroristﬁd socialized medicine, I think tiqfike Kucinichl QY LJN\.‘S L] L] e Y dZé K
dead politically rd tsraid 2N GKAa St S0GA2y &aStazyd LQY 3ItFR G2 &aré GKEG YSNNE AayQ

(--) ISIS, Iran, and Snowden causggismic shiftsowards hawkishness even Rand
Paul and Obama have been forced towards being hard on terror
RogersNational Journal Contributo6-3-2015

Alex aaO/ Ay b2g GKS Dht |l g1a4 aSyad2NE AT b20 ¢KS
http:/www.nationaljournal.com/congress/mccainow-the-gop-hawksmentor-if-not-their-leader
20150603

"The more, the merrier, MCCain Saiah the Capitol on Tuesdayl’he more peopleve have that ar&ngaged in
nationaksecurity issues, the bettenike it.” Then for the first several months of the ydstcCain must have felt giddy
among themany colleagues/ho have taken the spotlight to showcatweir nationaksecurityacumern or
brazennessn Mard, freshman Sen. Tof20ttoNof Arkansaged many of his GOP colleagu@siuding McCairt0 Sign
and sendh controversial letter to Iraan leaderseminding them that a nuclear deal with President Obama could be
modified by Congress. A few months lateoreign Relations Chairman BaOrker ledhe passage ahe Iran nuclear review

bill, which passe@vith only one nay cotton, who, like McCain, is extraordinarily skeptical of the administration's negotiations.
This week, the Senate passed an M&Arm bil over the objections of Sen. Rand Paul, a presidential aspirant with Senate Majority Leader
Mitch McConnell's endorsement, and the hawks. McConnell and Senate Intelligence Chairman Richard Burr played the sggéstingléo

keep the Patriot Actlave. But along the way, McCain found himself reprimandingtPaalling his colleague on the chamber floor to "learn the
rules of the Senata" with almost the entire GOP conference. And while McCain may still top the charts in Sunday show appearandes, two o

the GOP presidential contenderd_indseyGraham andviarcoRubia are biting athisheels to showcase their
own muscular brand ofjlobal affairscraham, a McCain acolyte who this week announced his candidacy to insert a forceful
national security angle intthe race, has positions similar to all of the major candidates in the race, save P&V @0t Paul has felt the

pressure offering a budget amendment this year to increase Pentagon fumdigio levers a stark
turnaround from his own 2011 budget.gi$ Ted Cruz has characterized his forgighcy platform as the "third point on the triangle" between

Paul and McCain.) As FiveThirtyEight points R@publicans' attitudes have changed dramaticsilice Edward
Snowden's 2013 revelationgyvoring muchmore government intervention to protecthe country
against terrorismSince 1980 there'srobablynever been this much emphasis foreign policy and

national securityas there is in this election campaijgaid McCain this week. "Which obviously gsesie advantage to
Lindsey Graham. And it's not an accident these other candidates are emphasinimgatter who they are national security and foreign

policy. "I think that you're going to see things worsen in the world because there's no strategy fiamgyirhe added. "And so | think by the

time the real primary votes start it'll be the one dominant issue, along with the economy." While McCain hasn't beene¢hemeagdorming

the National Security Agency or shaping the Iran nuclearndaadas clearlyn the domain of the Intelligence and Foreign Relations

committeeg he has been instrumental in guiding the new crop of military veteran senators. In particular, McCain has taken Cottorsunder h
wing, supporting him during his competitive House primarg,after Cotton's victory in 2012, taking him to conferences in Munich and

Halifax as he took two other military veterans on the Armed Services committee, Joni Ernst of lowa and Dan Sullivan of Alasgenbn a r
trip to Singapore. "He could obviously rtive entire show and take all the time himself," said Cotton in an interview. "But he never does that.
Even when | was a brand new congressman less than a month in, he gave me just as much time as every congressman #ad Isenatd t
And those are @nversations with heads of state or senior ministers. | think that speaks very well of how he hopes to mentor and coaxh the n
generation of leaders for our country." McCain's next goal as Senate Armed Services chairman is to guide the major tedemaéaubill
through Congress. Facing a White House veto threat because the bill yields to the sequestration caps and a Redutdinaa committed to
keeping them, McCain has decided to boost defense with a budget gimmick: an additional $3gnkéllseparate wartime account. But

Democrats adamantly are behind Obama, who wants to see a roughly 7 percent increasver
sequestrationevels Nondefense appropriations have "either fallen or remained essentially frozen" four
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of the past five yess, according to the Center on Budget and Policy Priorities, and members like Sen. Dick Durbin, the Democratic whip,
see breaking the caps just for defense as "not as direct and honest as it should be." On Tuesday, Senate Democratiory &sie chllid

the defense bill a "waste of time" due to the veto threat, and even Sen. Jack Reed, the ranking Democrat on the ArmsdCSerniiéee,

opposes busting the caps for just the Pentagon.




Linkc¢ Military Industrial Complex

(--) Support for the Military Irdustrial complexoutweighsother political concerns
h Q/ 2 ya¢sé&ittd Professor of History at the United States Naval Aca@@iy?

(Aaron B., The Permanent Militarization of America, Novemb#gr 212,
http://mwww.nytimes.com/2012/11/05/opinion/the-permanentmilitarizatiorrof-america.html?_r=0)

IN 1961, President Dwight EEisenhoweleft office warning of the growing power of the militaimydustrial

compIeXn American life. Most people know the term the president popularized, but few remember his argument. In his farewell,address

Eisenhower called for a better equilibrium between military and domestic affairs in our economy, politics and culturerietbthvatr the

RSTSyaS AyRdZAGNEQA &SI NOK F2NJ LINPFAGA ¢2dA R 6+ NLJ TectuBvoitytausad2 f A Oe | Y R
SO2y2YAO0 aGl3ayrdAaz2yd 1S g1 NYSR GKI G dzySyRAY ItoyINBdalitidhkdihatdvgrand T 2 NJ 6 NJ 6 ¢
warmaking took up too large a proportion of national life, with grave ramifications for our spiritual hddne_militaryindustrial

complex has not emerged in quite the way Eisenhower envisionesl Uhited SatesSpendsan enormous

sum on defense over $700 billion last yeaabout half of all military spending in the worldut in terms of
our total economy, it has steadily declined to less than 5 percent of gross domestic product from 14 percent in 1953:rBlefedsesearch
has not produced an ossified garrison state; in fact, it has yielded a host of beneficial technologies, from the Intviletrtauclear power

to GPS navigatiod he Uhited Sateshas an enormous armaments industry, but it has not hamgere
employment and economic growthfact/ 2V AINB &84 08 FlE @2NAGS | NHdzYySyd |3l

spending is the job loss such cuts would enkailhas the private sector infected foreign policy in the way that Eisenhower

warned. Foreign policy has bec8m Ay ONB I Ay 3t & NBtAlLyd 2y YAtAGENE aztdziAzya aayosS 22N
repeated occupations of Haiti, Nicaragua and the Dominican Republic in the early 20th century, when commercial intaegstednthilitary

action. Ofall the criticisms of the 2003 Iraq war, the idea that it was done to somehow magically decrease the cost of oil is ¢hedibest

¢K2dZAK AGQ& GNHzS GKIFG YSNDSYINARSE FyR 02yidNF Ol 2 NBuseof ndifary red afe2 A 1 SR (1 K ¢
YIRS (G2RIFe& YdzOK a4 (GKS& 46S8SNB Ay 9AaSyK2gSNN& RI &Y o értylCauscil,laiBaA RSy (X
then more or less rubbestamped by Congress. Corporations do not get a vote, atyeasti @ S @ . dzi 9AaSy K2 SNDa f S ai

concerning the spiritual effects of permanent preparations for was more important now than eveQUr culture has militarized

considerably since Eisenhower SN = | yR O 9At Ahayedeen tfeiinciiafciuse NBSR £ SING AYOIS 4 55 NA ¢
O2vaihl yi dzaS 2F Gadzlili2 NI 2 didd: (KB 2bJi € + Yie oRrdzd (BA F&
a1 2vstryCRllof QWY & G2 b./ Qa aKFYSTdAd | yR dzyARENCANSRd stbjedted to a dadydlietd { G F NE 9|
of stories that/alorize the militaryhile the storytellers pursue their own opportunistic political and commercial agendas. Of course,

veterans should be thanked for serving their country, as should police officeesgenty workers and teachers. But no institution

particularly one financed by the taxpayarsshould be immune from thoughtful criticism. Like all institutions, the military works to enhance its
public image, but this is just one element of militarizatitMost of the political discourse on military matters comes from civilians, who are

Y2NB @201t Fo2ddi aadZdZNIAY3 2dzN) G N 2 Deke affewerivieteransaneCengiess va St g5 a
today than at any previous point since WoYMAr || Those who have served are less likely to offer unvarnished praise for

the military, for it, like all institutions, has its own frustrations and failings.fﬂtnorweteransr including aboufour-fifths of all

members of Congressthere isonlyunequivocal, unhesitatingdulation The political costs of anything

else are just too high.




Links: Agenda Crowdut

Precarious agenda setting key to succedstermines future Presidential push
MATTHEVESHBAUGISOHATEXASHECHUb L+ 9w{ L¢, =~ a¢KS t2fAdA0a
June2005http://www.psci.unt.edu/~EshbaughSoha/jun05prg.pdf

mwoScholars have explorgatie determinants of the president's policy agen@a 1099 notes that information, expertise, and
political captal are a premiumin the presidents agenda decisio@Ndwma: presidents have thews:potentialto shape the

Iegislativeagendaarly in their tenure. He shows how these factors influetieetypes of policies on the president's agenda, without confirming his inferences through hypothesis

testing (see King 1993). Peterson (1990) also studies the president's agenda. He analyzes the contextual environmiempactcbitswhether presidentgrefer large or small, and new or old
policies. Although he finds that the Congressional environment is important in the president's agenda decisions, sedeviagtyvegiables such as the federal budget deficit are statistically

insignificant. 1 The nderlying premise of agenesetting research is ndhe Dreédent shouldbe able tODaCkaq@olicyDrioritieSso ast_O
increase-likelinood oftheir adODtion Doing so may require presidents to assess the probability that a proposal will be suategsfiding on contextual

circumstances, such as Congressional makeup. Nevertheless. Peterson (1938). fa@iis little impact of the contextual environment on presidential policies, bringing into question the
conventional wisdom that presidents can paciafeir agendas strategically to increase their success in Congress (Bond and Fleisher 1990; Edwards 1989). With thieip aniratjenda

setting and anticipative reactions theories to argue that fiscal E}G I |t|CaI faCtO rShouIdaffeCtth_e content of theQrESidentS’early domestic policﬂgenda

from 19492000. Lacking any readily available data source to test this argument. | also advance a new policy typology that catmgestegpolicies across both time and importance
dimensions. Lise the number of yearly policies for each policy type (.major, minor, incremental, and meteoric) as dependent variabltesejpefate analyses. To account for the yearly

changes in the political environment. | offer a tirseries analysis of severalgntheses. | argue thaf.)reS|dentS Se6k tODtImlze thelrdomestlc DO|ICV
preferences.ndbecause.rsuccesgepends on.xdlegislative cooperatiopresidents anticipate the
reaction of Congresndsupporto poposedifferent policies accordinglg theiryeary domestic poic@genNdas

Partisanship means agenda setting is criticagéeds to prioritize
MATTHEVESHBAUGBOHATEXASHECHWb L+ 9w{ L ¢, I a¢KS t2fAGA0a
June2005http://www.psci.unt.edu/~EshbaughSoha/jun05prg. pdf

To meetneir policygoalspresidents need to emphasiase important source ofolitical power influence

over thepolicyaqendaScholars have long echoed E. E. Schattschneider's (1960) proclamation that presidents are key actors in expandingtthe scope
conflict and affecting the "definition of alternatives.” Neustadt (1960) agrees when he writes that legislators needepffianit the president. Baumgartner and

Jones (1993) also imply thHi@ president's national staturalows him to set th@ational policy agendaimilarly,

Kingdon (1995: 23) claims that "the president can single handedly set the agendas, not onlylefiptlo@ executive branch, but also of people in Congress and
outside the government.” Even though Edwards and Wood (1999) show that presidents have some difficulty setting Congdesategenseveral policy areas,

Edwards and Barrett (2000) demonstahat presidents can secure agenda space for nearly all of their significant intiefPdesidents who secure
agenda spac#or theirpolicieSend toiNCreaseheir policySUCCESE CONQIESSovington, Wrighton, and Kinney (1995) show that
president have greater success on initiativesreon rather than oftheir agendacdwards and Barrett (2000) find
that over 60 percent of the president's initiatives passed either the House or the Senate, even though just 42 percentdecaiearlygl presidents

first step in achievings poiicygoals is framinge availavicalternativesButbecausehe partisan makeup of
Congress drivethe SUCCESS! presidential initiatives (Edwards, Barrett, and Peake 190¥2SideNnts must considethe

DOlitiCS of Congressand the contextual environmentWhen fiqurinq theiryearly domestic poncggendas

It is zero sumpushing major issues causes Presidents to back off other agenda Hems
carefully balanced ahead of time

MATTHEWVESHBAUGSOHATEXASHECHWb L+ 9w{ L ¢ I a¢KS t2fAGA04
June2005http://www.psci.unt.edu/~EshbaughSoha/jun05prg.pdf
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What determines the propensity of presidents to support or propose certgirsyof policy? This article finds that presidential agendas, which vary by temporal and
importance dimensions of public policies, are functions of the presidents contextual environhie numbers of maiQﬁd incrementaQOlicy
typesas well afhe presdentstotal domestic polic@gendadecreasen the face Obudget deficits andinfavorable

Congressional makeu:pmversely, presidential decisions to propose or support other, unimportant or-wrantpolicies are not affected by the

contextual environmat, as presidents are seemingly free to propose or support these policy types whenever they wish. Although much resé@#eshelabthat
presidents are more successful with small and less expansive agendas in an era of deticits and Congressior(@dyiaitdskL989; Jones 1994; Hargrove 1988).

this study develops this linkage: presidents offer small and less major agendas when faced with political and fiscatsdri@sidents maiyfenb_e
successful because thevnsidertheseconstraintsin the first D|aC8|] This article has implications for broader research on
agenda setting. As scholars debate the president's ability to set the agendas of Congress, the media, and the pulilite ihidicates thathe QO"tiC&l
environmentin whichpresiderts find themselveshapeseaviythe policies on theresident'sagenda:- since
presidents most likely influence agendas when a policy is important to them (Edwards and Wood 1999: 342), knomeasidentsconsider their
contextual€NVironment when ey submit theivearlyproposal$e|ps us predict when presidents may attend to and possibly
influence the direction of one type of policy and not another. In addition, this writing sup@rﬁonditionhat may bell€eCesSsaly fopresidents
t_O be able tolNflUuENCEheir IegislativeSUCCGSﬂ"l rouqhaqenda SettianESidentSespond to their contextuatnvironment and

shape their aqendas strateqicallv prior to proposinq the’m:ognizing this encourages us to test the extent to which presidential
agenda deisions do indeed affect the presidents success in Congress.

Unanticipated agenda items trade off and distract from priorities

Anthony JMadonna Assistant ProfesspUniversity of Georgiagt al Richard L. Vining dAssistant
ProfessorUniversity of Gergia and James E. MonogamnABsistant Professptniversity of Georgia 10
2520126/ 2y FANXIF GA2Y 2 | NEiAssgs8ing the Inpact Gf Sipderhe CourtY | 3 S Y
Nominations on Presidential Success inthed{ @ { Sy I (1 S¢

Li ra a27asyLINGBNE A2REY Gidr i @ 2 LISNI (S A yeckmbng 208, 2) NafrefR coutd viaDid yieldR 2
important (and ofterUNexpected) additions to thepresident's to do" lisDespite the president's powéeo

influence the legislative agen@ii achieve confirmation for his judicial nomineddNanticipated exogenous shocks can
distracts from wesepriorities. Theseevents divert lawmakers' effortsnew concemdt the expense of

preexisting agenda itemsxogenoushocks cost president's timeesources, and attentigrpreviously

devoted to other endeavorsie theorize that Supreme Court vacancies and theminations that follow function as exogenous shocks to the
presidential agenda and influentsuccess in both the legislative arena and lineer court confirmation process.8

Agenda setting vital to success of the agenda

ANDRES Ofary, president for legislative affairs in the Bush Administration, Presidential Studies Quarterly, Septéentsjr

The constraint oftime" is another trade-off the White House mustmanag®embers of
Congresseqularly criticizéhe White Housdor only beingable to focusn one single issue at a tima
trait common to the White House legislative offitet routinely works thisvayduring major legislative battles,
focusingits attention to winning a key voten the House or Senate floor, and disposing of it before

moving on to another DI’OieCtongress, with its diverse committee system and decentralized power structure, proaessety

of issues simultaneously. A typical legislative day might find two or three keyissues on the floor, leadership meetinhe algemda for the
following week, and a half a dozen critical markups in committees. Given all the issues Congpessezdrio the president and the limited

number of hours in a day or we how the White House prioritize$he White House must decide

which issues to get involved with and which to ign@r®legate to others within the administration. &hesolution of
these choices and the tradaffs ultimatelyshape the White Housmngressional agenda.

y2i



Links: Obama Fights Plan

Obamafights the plan¢ strongly supports war powers

Rana 1JAzizc! aaAadGltyd t NRPFSaada2N 2F [ HONS: RESPONSES TOTHE ¢ { O
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Thusfor many legal critics of executive powére election oBarackObamaas Presidenappeared to

herald a new approach security concerns and even the possibility of a fundamental break from(Basw\oliciesThese hopes
were immediately stokedby Obama decision before taking office to close the Guantanamo Bay prison. n4 Over two years later,
however, not only does @ntanamo remain open, but through a recent executive o@d@ama has formalized a system of
indefinite detentionfor those held there and also has stated that new military commission trials will begin for Guantanamo detainees.
n5 More important, in waysrsall and largethe new administratiorremains committed to core elementsf the
previous constitutional visioaf national security. Just as their predecess@isama officials continue to
defend expansivesxecutive detention antivar powersand topromote the centrality of state secrecy to

national security.

That takes Obama offnessage; it undermines hisconstant pressureon the GOP

Milbank, 9/27/13¢2 | aKAy 32y t2ali hLAYA2Y 2NAGSNI 651 ylF3Z ah
L [ 8062271 ¢ 2 IRk aywBvashiyigtongst.om/opinions/dananilbankobamashould
try-pivotingto-georgebushsplaybook/2013/09/27/c72469f278a11e3ad0d

b7c8d2a594b9_story.htrl

If presidentObama can stick to his quree will win his October standoff with Republicanse k+ i s ty re¥df t & o4
This president has been consistently inconsistergdirtably unpredictable and reliably erratic. Consider the events of Thursday morning: Obama gave a rousing

dLISSOK Ay &dzodz2NBly 2| aKAy3d2yz Ay RSTSyaS 2F hol YI OF NBEA WA KAKYSEtBIRES 23F2 Adisa K Y LI
crowd. But before he had even left the room, his administration let slip that it was delaying by a month thg dagrthe healthcare exchanges for small

odaAySaasao LG 6layQd b KdaS RS o dathadjustddivered NEOgkioutahis presidtenoybsmai kS vSaat 3
has had great difficulty delivering a consistent message. Supporters plead for him to take a gostiyrpositiont and stick with it. His shifting policy on

confronting Syria was the most proneint of his vacillations, but his allies have seen a similar approach to the Guantanamo Bay prison, counterterrorism and

climate change. Even on issues such as gun control and immigration where his views have been «&Bama has been inconsistant
promoting his messagdllies are reluctanto take risky stands, because they fear that Obama will
change his mindnd leave them standing alondow comethe budget showdownsyhichcould define

the rest ofhis presidencykepublican leaders are tryingt a KA ¥ G KS LI NI&Qa SYLKFaA&Z FNBY GKS FAIKG 205N
debt-limit increase, where they have more support. A new Bloomberg poll found that Americans;topa 2Y I NBAY = RA & INBS 6AGK hol YF Q& OA

should mise the debt limit without any condition8 Ut Obama has a path to ViCtOfyhat poll also found that Americans think lawmakers should

Fda'y

stop tryingtO repeal Obamacare. And that was before House Republicans dramatically overplayed their hand by sugestiig G KS&@ Qtf Ftt 25 GKS yI G A
AT holYlF R2SayQi 3INBS (G2 GKSANI fldzyRNE fA&G 2F RSYI gnewd pijeih® tadiigh y 3 & dza LISY RA y 3
environmental regulations, limiting malpractice lawsuits anstrieting access to Medicard. O beat the Republicans, Obama miﬁim}v the

example of a Republican, George W. Bush. Whatever you think of what he did, he knew how to get it (E)Immlf\lng his message and

repeatngit, ad nauseamuntil he got theresult he was afterobama instead tends to give a speech and move along to the next

G2LAO® ¢KAA Ad 6K& KS Aa F2NBOSNI YI | A fhe way o pressuredGonogresskis tabeyzves 2n G2 K
President One Noteln the debtlimit fight, Obamaalreadyhas his note: He will not negotiatever the

full faith and creditof the UhitedSit 63 ¢k doa 4t MadErSiess dhstdhe Sessage isithiikat he delivers it

COﬂSiStently.The idea, White House officials explained to me, is to avoid getting into adpakforth over taxes, spending and entitlement programs.

a2 SOQNB NRAIKG 2y GKS YSNAGAZ o0dz2i L R2y Qi GKAY|l ¢S aBYaArSyzZ ABMB@SIZENI K&K YSHKEA N2
A& alGdzZLAR®PE ¢KA& A& | Ot Sy YSaal 3Siythreu§hddrutdow®dr,ynare likeWbthraughMBefaiiltDy theytdband 2 G y1 G KS 8
hol Y A&y Qi 3I2Ay3 (i 2getakerd Happily forObama, RépublicknS dréShelgirgy Aith to make the case by being publicly belligerent. After this

6 S S| ¢héur speech on the Senate floor by Sen. Ted CrT2(R), the publicinseeking Texan and Sen. Mike LedJt&h) objected to a ipartisan request to

move a vote from Friday to Thursday to give House Republicans more time to craft legislation avoiding a shutdown. Otetfle@@e8an. Bob Corker{Fenn.)

‘N
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accused them of objecting because they had sent emtzdls encouraging® A NJ 2 dzLJLI2 NIISN&E (2 GdzyS Ay (2 GKS @23GS 2y CNRRI ¢
GF LILISEFNRY3 (G2 &y A O11Sikke sinug teéhagar thareldgitladr. EvirSif his bponedits are making things easier for him, Obama still needs to

sticktohisnessage.AsinSyré, KS LJN\B aAi ﬁé\/-l.'] Kloa éﬁéNJ’ﬂé IS/S A'E)/(ﬁl N,(E?ﬂﬂi\fl- E\S)/&uK ik2a8s
into default. If he retreats, he wikmbolden his opponents and demoralize his supporters




Links: lrag/ISIS

(--) Majority of the public favors action against ISIS:

PeterWeber, 9/30/20146 & i TF 6NRGSNE at2ffay {ATIFo6fS o6ALINIA
I 3 Ay &hiip:/thdwkek.Coi/speedreads/445362/polisizablebipartisanrmajoritiesbackmilitary-
action-againstisis Accessed 8/11/2015, rwg)

Gallup and Pew similarly found bipartisan majority support for the ISIS campa@#icondcted after Obama
announced his intention to bomb ISIS targets in Syria but before the airstrikes began-$eptédnber PEW found that 60 percent
of Democrats and 64 percent of Republicans backed Obama's ISIS camyaigiercent of independents
approved, though, which brought the plan's overall approval down to 53 per@ﬁ“UQ'Sept. ZQZl&Hidentiﬁed roughly similar trends
across party linepegding overall approval at 60 percent.

(--) Obama supports the option to use ground troops agains L { L { Y R2SayQi
iKS ! {Qa KIyRAY

KristinaWong andScottWong, 2/4/20156 a4 F FF ¢ NAGSNARZ ahol YI NBIFRASA
http://thehill.com/policy/defense/231828obamareadieswar-powerspitch, Accessed 8/11/2015, rwg)

Obama has repeatedly said he will not send combat troops to Irag to fight ISIS, even as he has increased
the number of U.S. military advisers in the countBut the White House also does not want the
YAfAGEFENEQA KIFIYR& GASR AY LNYIji> YR A& fA]Ste G2 2

(--) Republicans support increased troops to Iraq:
KristinaWong andScottWong, 2/4/20156 a G F FFhé NWi SNBER& Sa 41 NJ L2 6 SN&
http://thehill.com/policy/defense/231828obamareadieswar-powerspitch, Accessed 8/11/2015, rwg)

Republicans have criticizedthepR$S$S v i1 Q& aG NI 6S3& I 3IFAyad L{L{ Ia sSI
deployment of as many as 20,000 U.S. troops todtagyriaJordan and other countries impacted by ISIS
GoAff £221 G2 dz&d F2NJ f SI RSNAEKAL) 0dal a6k Kidy@Ssy @ 0 2 &i&

an Intelligence Committee member who had planned to sit down with the Jordanian king Wednesday before his meeting was nixed.



http://theweek.com/speedreads/445362/polls-sizable-bipartisan-majorities-back-military-action-against-isis
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Links: Japan/Okinawa

(--) Strong support in Washington for keeping the military presence in @kva:
DougBandow,11/26/20146 a Sy A2NJ FStt2¢ X /! ¢h LyadAddziSs a! of
WELIY YSLII ¢KSY ¢KSNBY h{Ayltglya !'3FLAYy {l & b23¢
http://www.forbes.com/sites/dougbandow/2014/11/26/es-filled-okinawawith-basesand-japankept-
them-there-okinawansagainsayno/, Accessed 8/13/2015, rwg)

The U.S. is ovdsurdened militarily and effectively bankruph&incially, butWashington is determined
to preserve every base and deploymgattmatter how archaicSuch as the many military facilities in Okinawa,

which risks sinking under the plethora of American installati@Rgays, materiel, and personnel. Nongr the
hl1AylFgly LIS2LXS F3FAY @G2G§SR 3 Ayad o0SAy3a O2yaONRLIISR & 2yS 2F 21 &l

(--) Defense industrial complex likes bases in Okinawa:
DougBandow 1/23/20126 ¢ DA @S h 1Ayl gl .+ 01 ¢2 ¢KS h{AYylglyassé
http://japanfocus.org/events/view/127 Accessed 9/12/2015, rwg)

The U.S. military likes Okinawa because of its central location. Nor does the Pentagon want to pay to
relocate the Mal‘inﬁxpeditionary Force. Inconvenience for Okinawans is not a concern in Washington, other than the extent to which

it complicates the U.Slapan relationship. Gen. Burtbrield, commander of U.S. forces in Japan, dismissed the
GNBEAAGEYOS AKSh2ayBHPEGIBAVKIKIG 4GKS a22ySNI ¢S |
Marines to operate, the sooner we will put some of this animosity behird us

(--) Lack of support for military industrial compledrains capital¢ national security

trumps all
Avion, Daily Beast Reporte2013

(Jon, The Militant. Y Rdz& G NA I £ / 2YLX SE L& wZPMWB> yR LGIQ&a . A3I3S
http://www.thedailybeast.com/articles/2013/06/12/themilitary-industriakcomplexis-realand-t-s-
biggerthan-ever.htm)

sutthe militaryindustrial complex has a trump card to play with members of Congresshe public

nobody wants to argue with nationasecurity especially when the very real threat of terrorism exists

¢CKA&Z FAYQG y2 LKIyd2Yy YSyFrO8Y Ya2NB GKFy np 2AiKl RAadthesconabinaiicniefeal R 655y adzL
threat and opague multibilliomollar budgets leadsnevitablyto a lack of transparency and

accountability.c k+ 6 0a skSNB G KS NIdiadnet avErresth it aBalttie disk bfyeakeralike: Eil Srdwden comes in. With this level of

complexity in the system, security isironicalff Y2 &G AYLR2&&A0fS (2 YFAydlrAyd ¢KSNB Aa y2 RSolGS GKIG {y26
reflection of the overextended partial privatization of our intelligence operations. Better to streamline-@btikt nationaisecurity community, leading to strict

lines of accountability while minimizing consultants and their 500,006stpet clearances. If too much is top secret, then nothing is, especially in the digital age

when documents can be accessed by any-level stafferMoreover, the tsunami of metadata collected might ultimately be utilized by our enemies, hacking into

our system servers, rather than the inevitably disorganized tangle of private contractors and government workers. Snowd@riwasi KS Rl y3rfhe) L 1S A Yl IAy
Farewell Address, given from the Oval Office in the predawn of the computer age. Some might argue that Snowden repreésénts ®e&Nli | yR 1y 26t SR3ISIH o6t S
OAGAT SyNEBé (KIFG 9AASYK28SNI &1 AR ¢ 2 dafluBriabcém i RE ©o Sdzi OKSRB 2§ JEKSREGUHBANBAKEG2IRYY
(KS ylriaz2yQa &aSOdNnGe aSONBila Ay (GKS FANBG LI I OSedpeérations. Nits & iwiSatike expligitlyavamed KS 2 S NBE
aboutmore thara haltOSy G dzNE | 32Y G2 S YdzA G 3Jdz NR I Ayad GKS I Oljdzh aA (A2 y-induskrialdzy 6 F NNI y i SR A
complex. The potential for the disastrous rise of misplaced power exists and will persist. We must never leBtheiwei2z ¥ (KA & O2YoAYylF A2y SyRIy3S

(--) Washington policymakers support the bases in Okinawa:
DougBandow 1/23/20126 ¢ DA @S h{ Ayl gt . O1 ¢2 ¢KS hlAyl glyasé
http://japanfocus.org/events/viav/127, Accessed 9/12/2015, rwg)
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The U.S. is overextended and overburdened,%utl' é. K 7\ \/ 3 L] 2 \/ LJ2 t 7\ O é Y | 1 S N\ﬁ | N‘B ﬁ é L'J S NN;\ yf
dominant military presence around the C]|Ob6|ancial pressure is forcing the administration to finally slow a massive, diecage

increase in military spending, bAMEricaN garrisons overseas remain inviolatecz nysny 5555y as { SONERE NE w2 6 SNI
U.S. remains committed t I A VGl AYAY 3 I NRPo6dz&dd F2NBI NR LINS&ESYyOS
multiple bases in Okinawahich have burdened island residents since the U.S. defeated imperial Japanese forces therbgmﬁnMearly

seven decades later Washington refusedake any meaningful steps to lighten the loageed,

Administration pressure in 2010 helped force the resignation of Japanese Prime Minister Yukio Hatoyama over the issueriddregawvernment insists that it is

and always will be the senior partnia any alliance. Washington will protect you, but only on its terms. In this the U.S. wants bases in

Okinawa, and wants them fOI'e\l@iEarIy 30 Okinawans, ranging from elected officials to students, are visiting Washington, D.C. this week to tell
Americans about the resulting burden on the people of Okinawa.

(--) Relocating the Marines to Guam sparks political controvardyicCain will oppose

It:

DougBandow 1/23/20126 ¢ DA @S h 1Ayl gl .+ 01 ¢2 ¢KS h{AYylglyaszsé
http://japanfocus.org/events/view/127 Accessed 9/12/2015, rwg)

vetthe Futenma plan appears to be no more viakde the Hatoyama premiershipl he (avernmentAccountability

Orficefigures that relocating the Marines to Guam likely will costentivan $29 billionnearly triple the initial

estimate. Congress cut all money for the project this year. Senatoitsevinmo-mich.), JondVicCainrariz.),and
JmWebbpva)Ol £ £t SR GKS LINPLI2 &L 6adzy NBIFfAAGAOT dzy s 2NJ | 6f

(-) Mc@Qiin is uniquely powerful with a loud political voiceK SQt f o6 aK hol YI Y

AndreaShala) 11/5/20146 & G I ¥ TMcgalicduld BliEke ap U.S. defe in powerful new Senate
NE fh§px/evww.reuters.com/article/2014/11/05/ususaelectionsdefensemccain
idUSKBNOIPOV8201411@%ccessed 9/12/2015, rwg)

senator JohiMcCain's voice just got a whole lot louder. OnerefidentBarach 6 | Y I Q & defrgctord, A S &

McCain is expected to take the helm of the powerful Armed Services Commitieew Republican

controlled U.S. Senate when the U.S. Congress convenes in January. The Arizona senator, a critic of the $399 billidv antickBeed F35
fighter jet program, is likely to push for tougher congressional scrutiny of costly U.S. weapons programs, defense an@iB3rERNSING He
has in the past launched investigations into waste in the U.S. defense industry and shaped legislation to@refromst on major arms
programs as a senior member of the Senate committee. McCain, a former Navy pilot and Vietnam War prisoner who lost to thb&2088
election, has also criticized the administration on everything from fighting Islamic Statntsilio arming moderate Syrian rebels, while
seeking a tougher U.S. response to Russian aggression in Ukraine. As committee chairman he could summon Pentagopufficials to
hearings to explain their strategy on Syria. He has challenged the U.Sickitd-end a monopoly rocket launch program with Lockheed and
Boeing Co, the Pentagon's top two suppliers, and is pushing for development of a new U.S. rocket engine to end relias@mbniRu

engines that power one of the firm's rockets. In his rgasition, McCain would oversee policy legislation that underpins

the Pentagon's budgeiithough the House and Senate appropriations committees oversee the Pentagon's actual finances. He would
play a major role in writing the annual defense authorizatidh b sets policies on everything from defense spending and new weapons to
military base closures and the elimination of specific weapons programs. The committee does not control how much monggadoa Bets,

but because it sets policies, it can caithow the money is spent. "l wouldn't forecast any huge shifts right away," said one defense industry
executive, speaking on condition of anonymity, noting that McCain had worked closely for years on acquisition reform and weagight

with Carl Lewn, the Michigan Democrat who now heads the committee. The executive said companies and defense officials were bracing for
more requests for information, briefings and hearings from a Mc@airpanel. U.S. weapons makers are wary of what they see asiVicCai
propensity to exaggerate problems when they occur, and worry that he does not understand their need as publicly tradedesoimpan

generate profits for shareholders. But, McCain also offers them a ray of hope. He wants to ease automatihedroasl cuts in military

spending that are squeezing defense industry revenues. McCain's office did not respond to requests for comment. "LIGHTNING RO
PROGRAMS" If McCain becomes chairman, he is expected to focus oversight on weapons programs that faeti¢lieto taxgets for cost and
delivery schedules, said Brett Lambert, a former senior Pentagon official and industry consultant. In recent hearingfidésCrjled out the
Navy's $34 billion Littoral Combat Ship program. On April 9, he said poorrgdrad led to a new class of ships that could not survive in
combat, cost far more than expected and provide less capability than earlier warships. Navy Secretary Ray Mabus hadteefendesm.
Congressional aides and industry executives said-Bf the Pentagon's biggest arms program, had made progress after years of cost
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overruns and technical setbacks, but McCain has vowed to keep close tabs on it given its importance. Air Force Lieutezab@h@sn

Bogdan, who runs the-85 program, told reprters last week that McCain was "very, very discerning and critical" in his oversight of taxpayer
dollars and acknowledged the program could face increased scrutiny. "I would imagine that I'm going to see Senator MeGzém inoave
been," he said, wn asked how a Republicaontrolled Senate might affect the program. McCain is also likely to scrutinize a new presidential
helicopter program under way by Sikorsky Aircraft, a unit of United Technologies Corp, and the Navy's stalled plan tarmlevelapned
carrierbased drone, a program that is expected to draw bids from Lockheed, Boeing, Northrop Grumman Corp and privately held General
Atomics, said Jim McAleese, a Virgibésed defense consultant. McCain's dogged questioning of a 2001 Air Forte léeae, not buy, 100
Boeing 767 aircraft as refueling tankers triggered a federal investigation and uncovered serious ethics violations By semasm and Boeing
officials, two of whom served prison terms. (Additional reporting by Patricia Zendgtiting by Jason Szep and Ross Colvin)



[AV14Y ' H Aa2AYYSNB 2AyE
Winnerswin empirically false for Obama
Klein, 10/10/146 91T NI = ahol YI RAGOKSR I+ 1S8& OFYLIA3IY LINRY.
http://www.vox.com/2014/10/10/6953889/pawkrugmanobamahistoricsuccessJMP)

Hate Obama or love him, on this, Krugman is clearly coidiama _has passed more major legislatioan perhaps any

president since Lyndon Jo$ont and, at least as of yet, there's no Vietnam War to mar his legacy. The history of the Obama
administration will be hard to write, as so many of its chapters will demand their own books (indeed, some, like the stiavaladready
gotten them). Mos crucially, Obamacare itself looks headed for suctessd that, plus preventing the financial crisis from turning into
another Great Depression, is a legacy in itself. That said, Obama's greatest succassdsis most serious failures lie in the dexse mass of
his first two years. This is the time, in Krugman's telling, before Obama grokked the nature of the Republican oppositegaandealing

with it realistically.” | think the story there is more complicatecand more interesting. From 2008 2010, Obama, while seeking the post

partisan presidency he wanted, established the brutally partisan presidency hHdtlally every achievemenkKrugman
recountsr the healthcare law, the Doddrrank financial reforms, the financial rescue, the stirsdiillt passed in these first two years
when Democrats held huge majorities in congress. And every item on tnnaassed over screamirR;epuincaerposition
The first two years of the Obama administration are the story of Obama being haunted bprhisgs
of a postpartisan presidency, and choosing, again and again, to pass bills at the cost of worsening

QartisanshipThe irony of Obama's presidency As Reid Cherlin, a former Obama administration staffer, put it, "[T]hey have managed over
six years taccomplish much of what Obama promised to do, even if accomplishing it helped speed the process of partisan breakdown." The
engine of Obama's political rise, going all the way back to his 2004 keynote at the Democratic National Conventiontheasatfittual

nature of politics was the product of the people who knew no politics other than conflict. The central irony of Obame&npsess he proved
himself wrong. Obama promised to reform the heatidre system and regulate the financial sector kin§f American politics. Instead, he did it

by breaking American politics further. The candidate who ran for office promising to heal Washington's divisions becaose diesive

president since the advent of pollinggraph omitted] It's not just partisnship. Obama ran as the scourge of special interests. "We can't keep
playing the same Washington game with the same Washington players and expect a different result," he said. "Becauseitissa ga

ordinary Americans are losing. It's a game where yidib write check after check and Exxon turns record profits, while you pay the price at the
pump, and our planet is put at risk." Lobbyists still write their checks in Obama's Washington. Thedfeatthbill got done by cutting side

deals with pharmaagtical companies and insurers. DeBfdank got done by cutting side deals with auto dealers and mutual funds. The Obama
administration has put no political capital behind major campdigance reforms or, really, any other ideas that would fundamentalange

how Washington works. It's the same old Washington game with the same old Washington pldyer©bama, when he had his big

congressional majorities, managed to secure a different re@hamaspent his first two years keeping many of his poliaynpises by
sacrificing his central political promise. That wasn't how it felt to the administration at the time th@yght that success would

build momentum that change would beget change. Obama talked of the "muscle memory" Congress
would rediscover ai passed big billhhe hoped that achievements would replenish his political capital
rather than drain it in this, theObamaadministrationwas wrong, andoerhapsnaive. They overestimated

their ability to converthe rawexercise opolitical powerinto more politicalpower. It was a mistakeut
not a very postpartisan one. And, as a theory, it was the one they needed to build their tegal®gacy, at this point, that even their early
critics admire.

The turn is norunique: Iran deal is a hugeiwfor Obama:

Davidlgnatius, 9/16/20156 a 4 FF gNAGSNE aGaLNly RSIFf A& | Kdz@S ¢
http://www.oregonlive.com/opinion/index.ss2015/09/iran_deal_is_a_huge_win_for_ob.html

Accessed 9/17/2015, rwg)

WASHINGTONTNhe political circus surrounding the Iran nuclear deal shouldn't obscure the fact that
PresidentObama won an enormous victory in negotiating the agreement and musterengegbessary
congressional votes to sustain it. It's the most determined, strategic success of his presidency
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Political Capital finitef SIA at I G A GBS ¢deyipricsRidigT@ Obamad,od f 2 JS NJ
polarized newest ev

ToddEberlyis coordinator of Pulit Policy Studies and assistant professor in the Department of
Political Science at St. Mary's College of Maryland. His email is teeberly@smcm.edu. This article is
excerpted from his book, eauthored with Steven Schier, "American Government and Popular
Discontent: Stability without Success," to published later this year by Routledge Rr2$2013
http://art icles.baltimoresun.com/20181-21/news/bsed-politicalcapitat20130121_1 political
systemparty-supportpublic-opinion/2

As Baracobamalrepares {0 be sworn in for the second time as president of the United Starde @S NE Starkrealit\/matlitﬂe of what he hODeS to
accomplish a secona il eycome topassw. Obama occupiesn officen.manyassume ».all powerfulbut e
so many of his recent predecessd1€_PreSideNtaos verer. nfACES a political capital probleamd apower traps e postissos American
paiical sysemPr€Sidents have found e £ffective leadershipdifficult.« To lead well, a president needs

Su QQOI‘L or at least permission from federal courts and Congress; steady allegianm® foublic opinion and fellow partisans in the electorate; backing from powerful, entrenched interest groups; and accwittance

contemporary public opinion about the proper size and scope of government. This is a long list of requirJrﬁemeSidentga” tO SatISfV thes@]uirements,thev face the
DFOSDeCt Of Iﬂadeq uatﬁnical support orDO|Itlca| Capltal tO baCk the|r DOWGF assertlom: was so crucial about the 1960s? We can trace so

much of what defines contemporary politics to trends teaterged then. Americans' confidence in government began a precipitous decline as the tumult and tragedies of the 1968 eatiewcandals and economic
uncertainties of the 1970s. Lorsganding party coalitions began to fray as the New Deal coalitibich had elected Franklin Roosevelt to four terms and made Democrats the indisputable majority party, faded into history. Th

election of Richard Nixon in 1968 marked the beginning of an unprecedented era of divided government. FiMe Dartles;)eganldeoloqlcal I\C“Ve rqentoumeys that
resultedinintense polarization co.gesgdiminishinghe possibility OfparisaCOMPromMISETNESEranges, combinea witn e
growing influence of money and interest groups and the steady "thickening" of the federal bureamoducedsiq nlflcantha”enqu tm I‘eSIdentIa|

|eadel'8hln Political capital can best be understood as a combinatioh®fresident's party support in Congress, public approval of his job performance, and the president's electoral victarylimagpmponents
of political capital are central to the fate of presidencies. It is difficult to claim warrants for leadershipeiia when job approval, congressional support and partisan affiliation provide less backing for a president than in times

sasIN recent year@residents' wlitical capital hasshrunk whiletheir power assertionshave grown, mai

the president a vaitile player in the national political systefhJimmy Carter and George H.W. Bush joined the small ranks of incumbents defeated while seeking a second term. RonaldsRésged inawo landslides, yet his
most successful year for domestic policy wasfhist year in office. Bill Clinton was twice elected by a comfortable margin, but with less than majority support, giteadssong economy during his second term, his greatest
legislative successes came during his first year with the passage@nfraversial but crucial budget bill, the Family and Medical Leave Act, and the North American Free Trade Agreement. (Rersiyeviv election in 2000

having lost the popular vote, and though his impact on national security policy after the Sept. disattas far reaching, his greatest domestic policy successes came during 2001. Ambitious plans for Social Security reform,
following his narrow reelection in 2004, went nowherfj.Faced with obstacles to successful leadership, recent presidents have oaelg tore on their formal powers. The number of important executive orders has increased
significantly since the 1960s, as have the issuance of presidential signing statements. Both are used by presidergsiptaa sttape and direct policy on theérms. Presidents have had to rely more on recess appointments as
well, appointing individuals to important positions during a congressional recess (even a weekend recess) to avoid defeysiation often encountered in the Senate. Such power assestiypically elicit close media scrutiny
and often further erode political capit§].Barack Obama's election in 2008 seemed to signal a change. Mr. Obama's popular vote majority was the largest for anysimesitie®8, and he was the first Democittear the 50
percent mark since Lyndon Johnson. The president initially enjoyed strong public approval and, with a Democratic Cosgigisstoqmroduce an impressive string of legislative accomplishments during his first year and early
into his secod, capped by enactment of the Patient Protection and Affordable Care Act. But with each legislative battle and succéiisahisapital waned. His impressive successes with Congress in 2009 and 2010 were
accompanied by a shift in the public mood agaihim, evident in the rise of the tea party movement, the collapse in his approval rating, and the large GOP gair@h éfexions, which brought a return to divided

government{] By mid2011, Mr. Obama's job approval had slipped well below itgirivels, and Congress was proving increasingly intransigent. In the face of declining public support and rising cahgpgsssiion, Mr.

Obama, like his predecessors, looked to the energetic use of executive power. In 2012, the president eslilitive discretion and legal ambiguity to allow homeowners to more easily refinance federally backed mortgages, to
help veterans find employment and to make it easier for college graduates to consolidate federal student loan debt. Heissaédxecive orders effecting change in the nation's enforcement of existing immigration laws. He
used an executive order to authorize the Department of Education to grant states waivers from the requirements of the Nef#hind Act though the enactingdgislation makes no accommodation for such waivers.
Contrary to the outcry from partisan opponents, Mr. Obama's actions were hardly unprecedented or imperial. Rather, thesntedra rather typical power assertion from a contemporary presidlektany looked to the 2012

' .
election as a means to break present trends. But Ba@tbama S harrow I‘@|ec'[|0 Muictory, coupled with the relection of a somewhatiminished Republican majority House and Democratic

majority Senatehardlv Slq na|S a qrand reSU I’qend@s DO|ItI0a| Capltal'rhe president's recent issuance of multiple executive orders to deal with the issue of gun

violence is further evidence of his power trap. Faced with the likelihood of legislative defeat in Congress, the prestlesiyron clans of unilateral power. But such claims are not without limit or cost and will likely further

erode his political capitel. Only by solving the problem of political capital is a president likely to avoid a poweRﬁSldentS recent yearhave been lﬂlab|e tO prevent
thEII’ DO|Itlca| CaDIta| fl’0m erOdInq When it did, their power assertions often got them into further political trouble. Through leveraging public suppodeptssiave at times been able

to overcome contemporary leadership challenggsadopting as their own issues that the public already supports. Bill Clinton's centrist "triangulation” and George WaBafshissue selection early in his presidency allowed

them to secure important policy changesin Mr. Clinton's case, welfareform and budget balance, in Mr. Bush's tax cuts and education refotirat at the time received popular approvﬂ\However,Short'term

legislativestrategiesnay win policy successrseut do not serve as an antidote tecliningpolitical
Cagitalover time, as the difficult final years of both the Bill Clinton and George W. Bush presidencies demonstrate. None GftBanatkrecent predecessors solme DO|ItIC&| Capita:loblem or
avoided e povervap. 1S the central political chidngeconfronted by modern presSidents one wawii el weigh heaviy on the current

president's mind today as he takes his second oath of office.
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Uniquely true of second term presidents

Bert AtkinsonJr., Independent Review Journat12-2031http://www.ijreview.com/2013/03/41467
love-affair-endingobamaspoliticalcapitatdeclining/

The second term is notoriously tough wo term candidatss ® / t AyG2y KFR F tAGGES ayl Fdz 2y KA& XKIFyRA&
impeachment, and George W. Bush was demonized time and timeagath.s = A G O2dz R 6S GKIFd .| Nﬂﬂ@ﬂesidlerﬂ Bavatk Aa FI OAy3 |
Obama hagiled uppolitical capitalwith nis impressvde-glectionA G Q& £ Iy NEppbvhi rding hada@pyfa D the

lowest level in more than a year, with more voters now turning thumbs down on his performance than thumbs up, accordieg tvleClatchyMarist poll. The

measure of how much people like him also has droppdd. S Stk vastlv more DODU'&T than Congressicularly congressional

Republicans. But in the biggest political clash of the gearer the federal budget and how to curb deficitsoters split 44 percent to 42 percent between

preferring Congress or Obamig. K i K ¢ KSNBQa y2 aAdid wRamg SohgredonabRepulliGahshall ydul wamt, But ih 0years when

children are reading American history books about the infamous fiscal cliff/debt ceiling/sequestration debacles of 200d| teeginly not remember names like

Mitch McConnell or John Boehner; they will absolutely read about President Obama and how all of this happened undesfhésaleishipid ¢ KA a Yl & 06S GKS
R26Yy&ARS 2F KAY O2YAy3d 2dzi 2 Fa AUNRSY Do22FEF  340F PR/ SOND SA2yYLIEGSK & NGBS O22yBR fi2S2NVARYEd F2 NJ KA Y
f SFRSNEKALIG tS8S2L)S aSS KAY & + AGNRBYy3a FTAIANB FyR b KRS FOENAIIND 456230 B a5 BNNLIS3
iks oxExpestationObama will have a tough time meeting themiow the mainstream media has been in the tank for

Obama for a halflecade now, but they still answer to ratings. If | had to take a guess, | would say that there will beeg@tigennews stemming from the growing
RAAO2yGSyd 2F KAa FoAtAde (G2 F2tt26 (KNRAAK 2y KAE& uN@tYhe rdkénpromi®sand/ 2 G &F @8 Ay 3 4 S
evolutions and fligflops can only go onforsolong befdrdS 2 Lt § adlF NI OF G6OKAy3a 2yd [SiQa 2dzad ale GKFG AF hol Yl
got some issues. (Looking at you, Chris Matthews.)

Political Capital is finite- need to pick and choose battles to preserve capital

Sanghoeel3 Sangay Sanghoee, Political Commentator, has worked at leading investment banks as
well as at a multbillion dollar hedge fund. He has an MBA from Columbia Business School, Huffington
Post, 4/10/13 http://www.huffingtonpost.com/sanjaysanghoee/compromiseeform-how-
oba_b_3055100.html

There is only one thing that President Obama can truly rely on, and that is to get attacked no matter what he doelse\&thads up for
Democratic principles, he is criticized by the Republicans for betraying the nation's values. When he tries to be bipaitisaiticized by the

Democrats for being weak and a turncot.seems he iUSt cannot wiBut he can, andhether his critics realize it or not,

Obama is doing it right nawo understand this, however, it is important to recognize what motivates this particular president. Some
presidents are caretakers. In their view, the best leadership is to make suredtng goes terribly wrong and that the ship remains stable.

As long as they do that, they consider themselves successful. But that is not this prebibégtpresident wants to accomplish
somethingangible,dramatic and lasting, and that £0_institute reform.Reform in healthcare, reform in marriage equality,
reform in immigrationreform in education, reform in campaign finance, and reform in clean energy. In all these@laaima

sees the potential for dramatic change and lasting ¥w®rgn effects.andthat is whyhe is willing togo to

the mat on these issueOn other thingsincluding Social Security and Medicdilee budget deficit, and even gun
control, he sees less room fairamaticimprovement: either because of circumstances or political reali@nd SO IS
more willing to compromises this good or bad? It is neither, really. It is just the nature of this presidency and perhaps Obama's
destiny.LeaderSDiCk and chooséheir battlesbased orthe nation's circumstances, unexpected contingencies, and their own
instincts. Presiden®bama’s instincts led him to fight for healthcare, so he-d@tociously, and he witlo the
same for immigrationeducation, and clean energgl€ iS beingoundly criticizedfor proposing a budget that
agrees to cuts in Social Secusityying it to a Chained cNd for agreeing to a softer gun control il the

one his party promised after Newtown, in order to reach compromise with the RepubliBdiiswhat| believeis really happening is
that Obamais makingsomevery tough choices. Political capital is a finite resource and this president
will use it where he feels it will do the most gooave can disagree with him on his priorities, but | also see whetis h
coming from. Preserving Social Security is important but so is getting a budget passed and reaching some type of comgemnitiest
government running. Gun control is urgent but so are immigration and educatlégtory will decide whether the befits of
Obama's reforms on some fronts will outweigh the costs of his bipartisan compromises on others, but

the meantime, the Democrats should remember tig@Verning has always been abddrsetrading, and that Obama



http://www.ijreview.com/2013/03/41467-love-affair-ending-obamas-political-capital-declining/
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hasonly a short time leftto addressthe major facets ohis agendaDbama igprepared to lose a few
battles in order to win the warThat is not being weak or a turncodt.iS beingoragmatic and smautlt isaisobeing
Presidential

Their ev is only about CENTRAL Obama issues likkhheare and immigrationa small,
aAy3aftS AdadzSa R2y Qi aLRAtt 2SN

RyanLizzal/7«k mo X 2 At f I F3Stf {LA1S GKS Ddhdt dQa CSOHSNKZ
www.newyorker.com/online/blogs/newsdesk/2013/01/hemuchwill-the-nominationof-chuckhaget
hurt-obamassecondterm-agenda.html

suh 0 | Y \HcfOy hasmadealmost no differencein changing the psychology orcentives othe

members ofthe G.0.Pwho matter most e House Republicans. The idea that a bloc of conservative, mostly Southern, Republicans would start to coperate
with the President on issues like tax policy and immigration may have rested on a faulty assumption. The past few weeksliffidiswab have taught us thadreaking the
FSOSNE 41 & (i KSTheseNSRooake Vel derinebidina MNdisnthat can change political

Da”_:y Overn|ght00ngress is a @mual branch of government, and House Republicans feel that they have as much of a mandate for their policies as Obanhldded fa ® { K2 dzf Ry Qi
1 2dz8aS wSLIzot AOF ya OF NB ridiitkes, like téxuBsKoNthedishSusdammigsatioh, belpatiic@@tRorhdey the White House and will make it difficultNdr théli NIi & Q &
Y2YAYSS (2 é6Ay Ay HnanmcK Ly GKS F0&GNIOGSZ YIyeé R23I Gdépublickt wherpregehts a geyymalzdefed an@ver@ K y3S GKS @20 A

consenvative distict ¥A_Detter metaphor for the coming battles with Congress mayhdd@sody Hayes, the colleeotball coach,

1 vz aa ¢ three yardsand a cloud of dustY | & S NJ flays whére sthallvigfdRigs dre earned

only after lots of intense combathile thefiscalOf A TF aK26R26Yy RSY2VaiNI SR
bipartisan deamaking in the Senat@assincany Obama priority througthe Houseof Representatives

isnealy impossible unlesshe political pressure is extremely intenserlhe fiscakliff billpassed the House onty
6KSY {LISF1SNI W2Ky . 2SKySNRa YSYOoSNE NBIFEAT SR GKIFG { K SmandMighMeEConr and atiebting\alBtBe biahesando f 2 6 A y 3 dzLJ G K

consequences.f That episo@ffers the White House a general template for the coming fights over spendigigon,

and gun contrat three ISSUES Where there is very little consensus between Obama and most HouseiBamibl

Deals will have to be negotiatedh the Senateand gainthe imprimatur of some highprofile

RepublicansThen a pressure campaign will have to be mounted to convince Boehner to move the

legislation to the floor of the House under rules thatallo i@ LJ- 88 6AGK Y23idfée 5SY2C¢C

easier to see how this could haDDen with the Cominq bquetarV iSﬁHﬁSVe deadlines that force action, than for the rest of
hol YFQa 3SyRFET gKAOK A& Y2NB f Al $ftheir el ikhype aptivishfulittinkidgf daekie @ RAS Ay GKS 1 2daS®y 9NN yS

(--) Obama believes the link
Robertkuttners ASyA2NJ FStft2¢6> 5S8Sy2as aholYl I+Fa !'YlFaasSR
YYy2g 2KIG (2 52 t@x0K LGZE 1 EfGSNYSGz n

www.alternet.org/economy/138641/obama_has_amassed_enormous_political_capital,_but_he_doesn%27t_know_what_to_do_with_it/

We got a small taste of what a more radical break might feel like when Obama briefly signaled with the release of Bush's torture memos that he might be open
to further investigation of the Bush's torture policy, but then backtracked and quickly asked the Democratic leadership to shut the idea down. Evidently, Obama's

political self wrestled with his constitutional conscience, and won. Civil libertarians felt a huge letdown, but protest was surprisingly muted.Thus [hg mgs;
im rean lefor izin he momen _to achieve enduring change; Barack ma' n ion of

what it means to prom ote.national u nity; Obama repeatedly declared during the campaign that he would govern as a consensus
builder. He wasn't lying. However, there are two ways of achieving consensus. One is to split the difference
with your political enemies and the forces obstructing reform. The Q[hel’ i§_to use presidential w to transform the political center and
alter the political dynamics. In his first hundred days, M has done a little of both, but he faul h liti f
accommodation,



(--) Winners win is wrong- Obama votes neg

JackieCalmesNYTimse, 11/12/12, In Debt Talks, Obama Is Ready to Go Beyond Beltway,
mobile.nytimes.com/2012/11/12/us/politics/legaegt-stakeobamaplansbroaderpushfor-
budgetdeal.xml

That story line, stoked by Republicans but shared by some Democrats, holds that Mra @tampassive and deferential to Congress, a legislative naif who does
little to nurture personal relationships with potential allieg short, not a particularly strong leader. Even as votersleeted Mr. Obama, those who said in

surveys afterwardhat strong leadership was the most important quality for a president overwhelmingly chose Mr. Rar@eyge C. Edwards I, a leading
scholar of the presidency at Texas A & M University who is currently teaching at Oxford University, dismissedcssitis estshallow and generally wrong. Yet Mr.

Edwards, whose book on Mr. Obama's presidency is titled "Overreach," said, "He didn't understand the limits of what ue.mu'lahev thouq ht they
could continuously create opportunities and they would sext, and then there would be more success
and more success, and we'd build this advandide theory of legislationmr. Edwards said. "Arkhat was

very naive, very sillywel,they've learned lot, I think.§ "Effective leadershe added, exploit goportunities

rather than create themsThe budget showdown is an opportuniButiike manyit holds riskss wel as

potential rewardsy "This election is the second chance to be what he promised in 2008, and that is to break the gridlock in Washingtomhetid\Ke

Duberstein, a Reagan White House chief of staff, who voted for Mr. Obama in 2008 and later expressed disappointniese€elBstike this is a replay of 2009

and 2010, when he had huge majorities in the House and Senate, rather than recognizing that 'we've got to figure outwyeytoether and it's not just what |

want." "q For now, at least, Republican lawmakerg #zey may be open to raising the tax bill for some earners. "We can increase revenue without increasing the tax
rates on anybody in this country," said Representative Tom Price, Republican of Georgia and a leader of House consaerVabixééews Sungd' "We can lower

the rates, broaden the base, close the loopholed’N€ challenge fawr. Obama is to use his postelection leverage to
persuade Republicansr to helpspeaker John Boehner persuade Republicaribat a tax compromise is in

their party's DOI|t|CaI INtEreSsince most Americans favor compromise and higher taxes on the wealthy to reduce annual geficite.of the business leaders the

president will meet with on Wednesday are members of the new Fix the Debt coalition, which hasatzise$40 million to urge lawmakers and their constituents to support a plan that
combines spending cuts with new revenue. That session will follow Mr. Obama's meeting with labor leaders on flidesfisy.trip outside Washington to engage the publitt ome after
Thanksgiving, since Mr. Obama is scheduled to leave next weekend on a diplomatic trip to Asia. Travel plans are stjsitgtobgause his December calendar is full of the traditional
holiday partiess Democrats said the White Housesategy of focusing both inside and outside of Washington was smart. "You want to avoid getting sucked into the Beltevhgsebiall
games," said Joel Johnson, a former adviser in the Clinton White House and the Senate. "You can still work tolwas Isoiunake sure you get out of Washington while you are doing

maty The president must use his leverage sgoiie Democrats addetiecause it could quickly wane
Republicans look to the 2014 midterm elections, when the opposition typically s&es from the president's party in Congress.

(-0 1 Aad2 NE D pastvifs bg CbkthazdiRes his capital:
ToddEberly, 1/21/20136 ¢ ¢ KS LINBAARSYGAl f L2 6SNI GNI LIZ¢E
http://articles.baltimoresun.com/20131-21/news/bsed-political-capitak
20130121 1 politicadystemparty-supportpublicopinion/2, Accessed 1/24/2013, rwg)

Barack Obama's election in 2008 seent@dignal a change. Mr. Obama's popular vote majority was the largest for any president since 1988,
and he was the first Democrat to clear the 50 percent mark since Lyndon JoITrb&DI'eSident initiallv enioved strong DUb“C
approval andwith a Democratic Congred&/@as able to produce an impressive string of legislative
accomplishments during his first year and early into his secapgbd by enactment of the Patient Protection and
Affordable Care AcBut with each legislative battlend success, higolitical capital waned His impressive

successes with Congress in 2009 and 2010 were accompanied by a shift in the public mood against him,
evident in the rise of the tea party movement, the collapse in his approval rating, and the l@Rjg&ns in the 2010 elections, which brought
a return to divided government.

(--) Declines in political capital outweigh the effect of winning:

MarissaSiIber, 2007(POIitical Science PhD Student @ Univ. of Florida and Interim professor of poliinaks@
{FYF2NR | YAOBSNBRAGES 21! ¢ al!Yo{ ! tw9{L59b¢ v!I/YKE |
http://74.125.155.132/scholar?q=cache:bbkJmVQ3SJMJ: scholar.google.com/
+%22political+capital22+%22finite%22+resources+president&hl=en&as_sdt=80000000)

O
O
w
ax
ax

Important to the discussion of political capital is whether or not it can be replenished over ale@President expends political
capital on his agenda, can it be replaced? Light suggestéitfat LIA G £ RS Odubliy Sa 2 9SNJI (7
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approval consistently falls:a R SNy ¢ 2 a4 aCapital cande rebuilbutonly to a limited extent The

decline of capital makesdilifficult to access informationrecruit more expertise and maintain energy
a lame duck President can be defined by a loss of political capital, this paper helps determine if such capital candieedeptaha lame duck
can accomplish little. Before determining this, a definition of a lame duck President must be delvelope

-0 1 SIHfTGK OFNB SYLANROFIffte& RSyaASay hol Yl

anything through Congress.

(-) Any bump in political capital from wins is slight and fleetngg S Qf f gAYy GKS f Ay 2 dzi
Mark Blumenthal, 1/6/2011(staff writer,0/ObamaGets Modest Lam& dzO] t 2 € f . dzY LJ

http:/iwww.huffingtonpost.com/2011/01/06/obamalame-duckpoll-bump-reakbut-
modest_n_805469.html

DidpresidentObama get a bump in the polls after the successes of the congressionadliankeession?
While only a handful of pollsters have updated their-gyiproval numbers since the holidays, those
who have seem to be showing movement in Obama's fabhmugh the change is slight and may be

fleeting.

(--) Backlash when Obama tries to regain capital
Goldberdgl0(Jonah, Syndicated Journalist, February 26, "A Hidden Cost of the GeadttSummit",
http://www.nationalreview.com/corner/195494/hiddercosthealth-caresummit/jonah-goldberg)jn

It seems that | wasnot al-charmingianthefevemt dnfoldey yeSteréayn Bven DamarMdhbatskthah g | y u n

Obama ultimately came across as a bit of a condescefflgntng, well , | e

professorial and occasionally prickly. Some ar eyselfimguded)srled by t he p
1

an annoying condes cemdsiing @dHmMobAarma® s ha Deir t of deci ding wha
and what ar e maetditeout fetirg like kn httding at fapn@siburuitimgasmealed itself to be

oneof the more grating aspects of his personalityy hi s philosophy (1tés worth noting |
talking points because they are such good points!). After awhile, it séeth@ima deemed many talking points to be

illegitimate simply because theyere inconvenient to his argument. This is not news to certain

people who have greater immunity to his cha@imma has a very thin skin when it comes to

disagreemer.me has a Fox News obsession. At campaigte events, Obama has insisted that herdées want t o fAhear any
from the people who fAcreated thi énmessécbanr ab meohjsstantobrinatidhe memdencki s
but in our own live® fromideolgy and small thinking, prejudice and bigotry. o Trans:t
do are akin to bigotry and stupidity.| think one of the great explanations for the mess the Obama administrétidghesvhole

cowbell dynamid@ is tha he, his advisers, and many of his fans in the press cannot fully grasp or appreciate the fact that he is not as

charming to everyone else as he is to them (or himself). Hence, they think that the more he talks, the more persudséveEleryil

presient faces a similar problem which is why, until Obama, every Witsset r i ed t o economize the depl oyment

political capital The Obamannite Housestrateqy isimost the rhetorical version of its Keynesianisf@_more you

spend, the bigger the payoff. The hidden cost of this strategy is that the more he talks the more

pronounced or noticeable this tendernmycomesr the averagémerican. Eventuallit could come to

define himpPresident$ all president$ get caricatured eventually because ced@its become more identifiable

overtime Thatos one reason why parodies of prméfannierattheendaftherSat ur day Ni
termsd everyone can recognize the traits and habits by thl® more instances where Obama grabs all of the

attentionwnhile acting like an arrogant college profesdoparticularly as memories of Bush faleth€ more oppounities

the White House cr eat e dinallyRgeredeout pileaiobpgs me abauiin s ay , i H
thisguy o Not long after that, it b e cnigmgokesandhasisof INagaiodies.i c conventi on,
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(--) GOP blocks biliso spilover

Gvosdev l@dikolas, World Politics Review Columnist, November 19, "The Realist Prism: Hard Realities, Hard Choices for
Obama", http://www.worldpoliticsreview.com/articles/7096/tkalistprismhardrealitieshard-choicesfor-obama)jn

It is very likely that come the end of November, after a busy month traveling to Asia and Europe, President Barack Obama will have
emerged with few decisive victories to burnish his image after the "shellacking" he took in the midterm elections. lvesteadnd

his team will have to adjust to some hard realifElough the new Congress will not be seated until January

2011, we are already seeing changes in the political clim&ienington that will test the administration's

ability to show, both to Americans arm dther governments, that the executive branch is still in the driver's seat when it comes to
setting U.S. foreigipolicy priorities.As Dimitri Trenin observed in charting the likely demise oNbBes START treaty

"Partisanship in Washington has reached a new level, infecting not just longstanding domestic
policy disputes, but also foreign policy and national security issiteere will be no

Vanderbergian momeifdr the president over the next two yeassh Rogin quotesn anonymous Republican
Capitol Hill staffer as declaringYOU are going to see more aggressiveness to push an agenda and not to
defer to the administrationEven inareas where we can expect some agreement between
congressional Republicans and the White House, such as passing the free trade agreement for
Colombia, the GOP will do everything in its power to prevent Obama from claiming any sort of
SUCCES$®r his adminstration. ...

(-0 2Aya R2yQl 3ISYSNIGS OF LIAGL §
Nicholas and Hook {Beter and Janet, Tribune Washington Bureau, July 30, "Obama the Velcro
president”, http://articles.latimes.com/2010/jul/30/nation/lana-velcropresidency20100730)jn

Through two termsReagan eluded muehneresponsibility for recessiaRd foreign policy scanddn less than two
years, Obama has become ensnared in blaimgto vetterinsulate Obama&\Vhite House aides have
sought to givetnerCabinet officials a higher profika additional public exposure. They are also crafting new ways to explain
the president's policies to a skeptical pulBtit Obama remains the colossus of his administrétido a point

where trouble anywhere in the world is often his to Sok/gesideris on the hook to repathe Gulf Coast oil
§Mdisaster, stabilizAfghanistannep fix Greece's ailing economyaadight by shirey\Sherrod, the A@ulture
pepartmenpfficial fired as a result of a misleading fragment of videot&ieat's not stking to

Obama is a legislative track record that his recent predecessors mighPeliical dividends

from passage of a healthcare overhaul or a financial requlatohatél been fleetimy.insteadvoters

are measuring his presidency by a more imatedyardsticks he creating enough jobs? So far the verdict is no, and that

has taken a toll on Obama's approval ratings. Only 46% approve of Obama's job performance, compared with 47% who disappingedGallup's
daily tracking poll'l think the accomplishments are very significant, but | think most people would look at this and say, 'What was th¢opls® fcsaid

sen. Byron L. Dorgan (X.D.). “Theagenda he's pushed here has been a very important agenda, but it hasn't

translated into dinner table conversati®asan was able to glide past controversies with his popularity largely intact. He
maintained his affable persona as a smailernment adweate while seeming above the fray in his own administration.Reagan was untarnished by such
calamities ashe 1983 terrorist bombing of the Marines stationed in Beirut and scandals involving members of his administration8énitae @8ntra

affair, mos of the blame fell on lieutenan@bama lately has tried to rip off the Velcro vengerevealing moment during

the oil spill crisis, he reminded Americans that his powers aren't "limitless."” He told residents in Grand Isle, Lais thflebleard-blood president, not a
comic-book superhero able to dive to the bottom of the sea and plug the hole."l can't suck it up with a straw," he said.Bilitlagearc2008, he set sky
high expectations about what he could achieve and what governmentamiiablish

(--) Victories build opposition
Purdum 1@Todd, Award winning journalist for the NYT,Vanity Fair Columnist, December 20,
"Obama Is Suffering Because of His Achievements, Not Despite Them”,
http://www.vanityfair.com/online/daily/2010/12/obamais-sufferingbecauseof-his-
achievementaot-despitethem.html)jn


http://www.foreignpolicy.com/articles/2010/11/17/the_pause_button?page=0,0
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With this weekendds decisive Senate repeal of t h
gay service members, can anyone seriously dauwhkO b a m@aténwwillingness to play théong

game Or his remarkable success in doing so? In less than two years id affitc en agai nst the odds and the sm

predictions at any given moménOb ama has managed to achieve a |l andmark overhaul of
most sweeping change in the financial regulatory system since the Great Depression; the stabilization of the domesistragusmhd

the repeal of a once wetttended policy that even the military itself had come to see as unnecessary an(SﬂIWihy i snodt hi s
political standing higher? Precisddgcause of the raft of leqgislative victoridls e 6 s ac hi ev e d
Obamaaspushed through large and complicated new government initiativése of recordow public

trust in government (and in institutionany sort, for that matterdNd he has sufferetbt because he hasnoét fddoned
butb e caus e he 6 swaydvd téb Buch B tik: eyeRbEniE nfdst conservative cifiéith each victory,

Obamads opponents gr owrwavesaad what passésifoadolgiahl, filling

discourse with fulminations about some supposed sin or anethey wonder the guy is bleeding a bit? For

his part, Obama resists the pugilistic impulse. To him, the merit of all these programs has fmedestland he has been the first to
acknowledge that he has not always done all he could to explain them, sensibly and simply, to the American public.

(--) Misspending political capital undermines capital:

RYAN 91-18-- Selwyn Professor of Social Scienctha Sir Arthur Lewis Institute of Social and Economic Studies, University of West Indies.
Ph.D. in Political Science from Cornell, http://www.trinidadexpress.com/index.pl/article_opinion?id=161426968]

Like many, | expect much from Obama, who for the tiraing, is my political beast of burden with whom every other politician in the world is
unfavourably compared. As a political scientist, | however know that given the structure of American and world politigisl, fiteadifficult for
him to deliver halbf what he has promised, let alone all of it. Reality will force him to make many "u" turns and detours which may well land

him in quick sandObama willhowever begin his stint with a vast accumulation of political capital, perhaps
more than that heldoy any other modern leadeseventyeight per cent of Americans polled believe that his inauguration is
one of the most historic the country will witnesRP0litical capital is, however lampy andfast diminishing asset

today's world of instant commucation,Which once misspentis rarely ever renewable. The world is full of political
leadersike George Bush and Tony BlAtho had visionspromised a lot, and probably meant wddljt who did

not know how tohusband the political capitakith which they were provided as they assumed offiddney squandered

it as quickly as they emptied the contents of the public vald@ny will be watching to see how Obama managessets

and liabilities registewatching with hope would be the white young ladyewvaved a placard in Obama's face inscribed with the plaintive words, "I TrustDémpite the general

optimism about Obama's ability to deliver, many groups have already begun to complain about being betrayed. Gays, unspuheaadlemen have beendd in their complaints about

being bypassed or overlooked. Some radical blacks have also complained about being disrespected. Where and when is Joshuadjtiegito ke promised land, they ask? When is he
going to pull the troops out of Iraq? Qivights groups also expect Obama to-éiablish Guantanamo as soon as he takes office to signal the formal break with Dick Cheney and Bush. They
also want him to discontinue the policy which allows intelligence analysts to spy on American citizens offibial authorisation. In fact, Obama startled supporters when he signalled that
he might do an abouturn and continue this particular policy. We note that Bush is signalling Obama that keeping America safe from terrailistseshis top prioritytem and that he,

Bush, had no regrets about violating the constitutional rights of Americans if he had to do so to keep them safe. Chalseyshmsthat he would do it again if he had to. The safety of the
republic is after all the highest law. Otheogps-subprime home owners, workers in the automobile sector, and the poor and unemployed generally all expect Obama to workaniracles
their behalf, which of course he cannot do. Given the problems of the economy which has not yet bottomed out, sansephave to be deferred beyond the first term. Groups, however,
expect that the promise made to them during the campaign must be kept. Part of the problem is that almost every sigoifiahat sthnic group believes that it was instrumental in

Obamas victory. White women felt that they took Obama over the line, as did blacks generally, Jews, Hispanics, Asians, memygdutes, and young college kids, to mention a few of those
whose inputs were readily recognisable. Obama also has a vast censijtin almost every country in the world, all of whom expect him to save the globe and the planet. Clearly, he is the

proverbial "Black Knight on a white HosONE Of the "realities" that Obama has to face is that American politics is not a
winner-take-all system. It is pluralistic vertically and horizontally, getting anything done politically,
even when the President and the Congress are controlled by the same party, requires groups to
negotiate, bargain and engagesarious horse tradingyo one aikes orders from the President who can only use moral or
political suasion and promises of future support for policies or projdche system was in fact deliberately engineered to
prevent overbearing majorities from conspiring to tyrannise mMinoriti€Sstem is not only institutionally diverse and plural, but

socially and geographically so. As James Madison put it in Federalist No 10, one of the foundation documents of republiaisoa, basic institutions check other basic institutions,
classe and interests check other classes and interests, and regions do the same. All are grounded in their own power baseywbkelotfend off challengers. The coalitions change from
issue to issue, and there is no such thing as party discipline whieslated, means you do what | the leader say gouAlthough Obama is fully aware of the political limitations of the office
which he holds, he is fully aware of the vast stock of political capital which he currently has in thenbarek evidently plan® enlarge it by drawing from the stock held by other groups,
dead and alive. He is clearly drawing heavily from the caparisoned cloaks of Lincoln and Roosevelt. Obama seems tatlisliplaythg the alinclusive, multipartisan, neideological card
he can get most of his programmes through the Congress without having to spend capital by using vetoes, threats ofppealsotoshis 15 million strong constituency in cyberspace (the
latent "Obama Party").




() WINNERS WIN NOT TRUE FOR OBAMA.
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secondthe administration believed that success would breed su@eess momentum from one legislative victory
would spill over into the nextThe reverse was closer to the truth: with each difficult vote, it bebandaer to
persuade Democratfrom swing districts and statés cast the next onen the eventHouse members who
feared that they would pay a heavy price if they supporteceafradeegisiationturned out to have a
better grasp of political fundamentals than did administration strategists.

(92 Lbb9w{ 5hbQ¢ 2Lb hb kTHHE&HMWhEODRPLARIZED.L { { | 9
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Institute -- November]

Thatper ception of failure has been magnified by the

initiatives have been adoptedongressAmerica has recent yeargleveloped a highly polarised pagystem
with striking ideological differences between the parties and unusual unity within each. But these parliariidetagrties operate in a

gowernmental system in which majorities are unable readily to put their programmes in ge@publicans adopted a strategy of
consistent, wunified, and aggressive opposition to
eschewing negotiation, bargairgrand compromise, even on matters of great national imp])-lhe Senate filibuster has been the
indispensable weapon in killing, weakening, slowingdiscreditingall major legislation proposed by the
Democratic majority

(--) WINNERS LOSE FOR OBAMBSES THE SPIN GAME.

BAKER 1@eter, foreign policy reporter, author of Kremlin Rising: Vladimir Putin and Russian Gouiér2 f dzi A 2 y £ a9 RdzO { A
I tNBAARSYGE bSs . 2N] CAYSES

But it is possible to win the inside game and lose the outside gatsiiarkest moments, White Hougides
wonderaloudwhether it is even possible for a modern president to succeed, no matter how many bills he
SigNs Everything seems to conspire against the idA: implacable opposition with little if any real interest in
collaboration, a news media saturated with triviality and conflinture that demands solutions yesterday,

societal cynicism that holds leadership in low regsdide White House aides who were ready to carve a new spot on

Mount Rushmore for their @iss two years ago privately concede now that he cannot be another Abraham Lincoln after all. In this environment,

iKSe KIF@S AyONBl aAydte 02y Ot dzZRSRZ Al YIe 0SS GKIFIG SHSBEOYZRONY YRBEISF
one aide told me. The easy answer is to blame the Republicans, and White House aides do that with exuberance. Butshéyokiaght
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assumption that he could bridge a polarized capital and forge genuinely bipartisan coalitions. While Republican leaderstoestaind

against Obama, his early efforts to woo the opposition aldttO] Y+ yeé | a KIFt FKSENISR® aLT FyeozRe (Kz2dz:
NEft 20SNE 6S 6SNB 2dzad GSNNAote YAadl|1Syzé F2NNVSN QFyIlyediNaGANE 51 4 0F
anybody really thought that, but Ifi1 ¢S 1 AYR 2F K2LISR (KS wSlLlzot AOlIya é2dd R 32 | gl ead |
5dz2NDAY S GKS b2d W 5SY2O0NI G Ay (GKS dzLJLISNI OKIF YO SNJ | yR sknadoil Q& & FNI
OALI NIAAKRYRKKAE® #LISBKgla aSlItSRZé 5dz2NDAY &FAR® ahyOS G(KS wSLlzt A Ok y2
extremely difficult and dragged it out for a longer period of time. The American people have a limited attention sparoWcm&ince them
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harshly for not being more nimble in the face of oppositia#us, A-minus on substantive

accomplishmentse k§ dil2yf B-plaSor cminuson communicationd he health cardegislationi s A a n
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judgment,yet Obama allowed them to be tarnishedhby i t i ¢ s . fThey | oswonbothe c¢ommi
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We didndét use the president idn leoistthetrh es tsipmun ubsa totrl
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Bond & Fleisher gﬁon R. and Richard. professor in Political Sciefiezas A&M and Professor in Political Science. Fordham
"The President in Legislation" p.223]

Presidencycentered variables, however, provide an even weaker explanation of presidential success. We found little support forsthiesthes
the weakness of legislative parties increases the importance of presidential skill or popularity for deteprasidgntial success on roll call

votes.ouranalysis reveals that presidents reputed to be highly skilled do not win consistently more often
than should be expected given the conditions they faced. Similarly, presidents reputed to be unskilled

do not winsignificantly less often than expectate analysis of presidential popularity reveals that the president's standing
in the polls has only a marginal impact on the probability of success or failure.

(--) Contentious debate ensures plan is not perceiveslavictory
Mann, Brookings Governance Studies senior fellow, 10

OWEK2YlFa>x . NR21Ay3az b2OBSYOSNE ! YSNRAOIY t 2t AlGAO:
http:/www.brookings.edu/articles/2010/11_midterm_elections_mann.aspecessed-20-11]

The welldocumented successes of the financial stabilisation and stimulus initiatives are invisible to a

public reacting to the here and nawt to the counterfactual of how much woitsmight have beedhe

painfully slow recovery from the global financial crisis and Great Recession have led most Americans to

believe these programmes have fail@rhs a consequence they judge the President and Congress harshly. HIGHLY POLARISED

Thatper cepti on of failure has been magnified by the

initiatives have been adopted in Congré@sserica has in recent years developed a highly polarised party

SyStemwith striking ideological differences between tparties and unusual unity within each. But these parliamenlikey parties operate

in a governmental system in which majorities are unable readily to put their programmes in[R&au blicans adopted a strategy

of consistent, unified, and aggressive agppot i on t o every major component

eschewing negotiation, bargaining and compromise, even on matters of great nationattiegaste

filibuster has been the indispensable weapon in killing, weakening, slowing, or discretitiraja legislation proposed by the Democratic

majority.

(--) Political capital is finitec |~ gAYy 2y 2yS AadaadzS R2SayQi aLAtf 23SN.
Gangale, 2005 San Francisco State political science lecturer, 5
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http://pweb.jps.net/~gangale/opsa/ps2/ToAmendOrNotToAmend.htm) JPG

Abolishing the Electoral College is somewhat of a progressive issue in that it is based on the principle of "one persts, bfwvever, more

than anything it is a "largstates vs. small states" issue, and that is why it is a perennial loser. The reality is that there are many more Idahos

and Nebraskas than there are Californias and New Yorks, and since a small state has as many votes in the US Senatatas angrge

proposal to do away with the Electoral College cannot hope to win the requiredhinds majority. It is destined to defeat. Even worse, the

issue pits progressive states large and small against each other, weakening progressive sHiyoity.fight someone tootand

nail on one issue, itbdbs hard to muster any more t
agree. Political capital is like ammunition: use too much of it up imanse action and you have to

walit to be resupplietieanwhile your forces may bie disarray andvulnerableta counterstrikeabolishing the

9t SOG2NYt /2ttS3S AayQl GKS 2yteée O2yadtAddziazylf | YSmemds6Baigay i Kl 6Qa 657
marriage.

(--) Turn: Jamming tlough liberal agenda items will undermine Obama politically:
FrankBurke, 1/3/11 (staff, American Thinker, " The Lamest Duck of All ",
http://www.americanthinker.com/2011/01/the lamest _duck of all.html)



http://www.brookings.edu/articles/2010/11_midterm_elections_mann.aspx

Anyone doubting that the area inside the WashingtorC Beltway combines the more surreal elements of the Emerald City of Oz and
Wonderland's rabbit hole need only to listen to the punditmicluding some conservativesdiscussing the lamduck Congress's successes

and Obama's move to the center. Foosie of us outside the Charmed Circle, the situation appears quite diffdianteality, there is
nothing new here The lameduck Congress was the same body that advanced the agenda responsible
for the most significant political defeat in modern timesike petulant adolescents, angered at the public's rejection of
their superior wisdom, they proceeded to vote against the votdriie fact that the Reid/Pelosi nexus chose to steamroll
an uncommonly large number of liberal agenda items within a short hoelld come as no surprise.

Rather than a measure of accomplishment, the quantity @learly a sign of desperatiqras were the
compromises reached on the extension of the Bush tax cuts and the fund for 9/11 responders. What seems to have bedlriHest in a
excitement is an appreciation of the likely lotegm effects of the initiatives in question. If one thing has remained constant throughout the
Obama administration, it is the ascendancy of emotionalism over reason and the concomitant failureifmatantiee end results of actions.
Examples of this began virtually on the first day with the executive order to close the facility at Guantdnamo Bay. Witipdart,at was not
long before reality set in. Two years later, it has been realized that ihetibe possible to close Guantanamo or to offload the terrorists to
other countries. Closely related to this was the decision to try Khalid Sheikh Mohammed and others in New York. Onceghenu@sswere
realized, the situation devolved into an embassing stalemate. The stimulus package, with its complement of steady jobs, failed to
create new opportunities, and what's more, a large proportion of it remains unused. With little planning as to how orevkgead the
money to create the most Jus, the public saw billions in funding go to earmarks and frivolous projects. Of all the singular negative
accomplishments of the first two years, none surpasses ObamaCare. Written and assembled by disparate special interegthgrahps
Democratic Pdy, the program has proven to be everything its detractors saiverly expensive, unworkable, and destructive to the health
care system. The fact that leading Democrat supporters, including select corporations and unions, have petitioned feisuderegmptions
indicates the lack of thought that went into this badly cobbled mess. Other initiatives including Cash for Clunkers ezdrinefsthe

automotive industry likewise contributed to the Republican victories of 284@loser examination ohe items enacted in
the lame duck session and their likely letegm results show a far different picture from the ones

visualized by the pundits and Obamaself.Some examples: The preservation of the Bush tax cuts for two years, and the
extension of uemployment insurance for thirteen months. Even if recovery results in a better employment picture, it is probable that there
will still be a significant percentage of unemployed thirteen months from now. At that time, with a Reputitineinated House, is very

unlikely that there will be yet another extension of unemployment insurance. Hopefully, the Republicans will be ablartp brkefits to
retraining. Also, given this package, the Bush tax cuts will be set to expire shortly after the 2002 ef@séima has promised his liberal base
that he will not countenance any further extension of "tax cuts for the wealthy." In that circumstance, he will be facgtevaitssibility of
championing a massive tax increase on the public as he attempts &elerted. The repeal of Don't Ask, Don't Tell. Justification for the repeal
of DADT was supposedly a Pentagon study, despite the finding that military people on the front lines were not in fatradfvitas likewise
ignored was the results of anothasint U.S. and British study regarding sexual practices among Afghan natives. This study indicates that in
Afghan society, where women are largely out of bounds except through marriage, homosexuality and pedophilia have becomenaomga
Afghan securityorces. This has resulted in a great deal of discomfort on the part of American and British troops. Again, with no plan, we a
left without a definition of what openly gay means. Will gay service members be identified in some way, and will theibearade public?

How will this impact their situation in those Muslim countries where homosexuality can be punished by death? Once agzitipaaleause
has resulted in an unplanned situation that could prove most dangerous to gay service personnel ITfesgonders bill. Hailed as a great
victory, this bill was enacted with a dollar figure roughly fifty percent less than the originally requested amount. Whileule question that
those who suffered injury as a result of rescue or cleanup effortsldimicompensated, other inquiries have gone unansweredpecially

by Chuck Schumer and Kirstin Gillibrand, the senators largely responsible for pushing the measure. What about thoseavkadave

received aid from other sources? Further, how wasdblar number arrived at? Would it not have made more sense to establish a lesser
figure that could be replenished as needed? Are the individuals affected with health problems going to be placed in gregesial or will

they be served by ObamaCare®Tiew START (Strategic Arms Reduction Treaty). The administration's actions have done more than Viadimir
Putin to strengthen the hand of the old Soviet Union. Virtually nothing was done when Georgia was invaded. Then, thea@minias

cowed into abadoning our plans for a missile defense system that would cover our allies in Poland and the Czech Republic. Now we have a
treaty that severely limits our capability to provide a missile defense shield for ourselves and our allies. We are lassdespie the

wording in the preamble, the administration still reserves the right to construct missile defense systems. The Russiaes\dikage is the

plan? There has been no adequate explanation. Clearly, the desperation of the Obama administratiort diggshany real move "to the

center."What was done for political expediency and to acquire attractive press coverage will likely be
undermined with subsequent subterfug®uch as the ObamaCare death panels and Cap and Trade have resurfaced through
cabiret-level regulationsAS time PasSeahd the reality of unprogrammed implementation setsihie emotional overdrive

that propelled so many of the lamguck initiatives will devolve intanger, disappointmentiawsuits,and

further decline§in popularity.




(--) Wins only buildong-term capital
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Landmark overbhaul of the nat ior1os heal th insurance syst
industry: and the repeal of a once well-inten licy that ev nth m|I|t ry itself h
to see as unnecessarvandunfair. sowhy i snét his politPRrecsdlvbecdawms@di ng hi ghe

oftheraftofleqgis | at i ve victor i@bsamanaepdsigdthaugh iargje ad\odipltated new government

initiatives at a time of recordbw public trust in government (and in institutions of any sort, for that matter), anfliS _suffered not

the eves of his most conservative critics With each victory. Ob amaos 0pPPONENt s grow mor ¢
mmmmmm and what passes for political discourse with fulminations about somppased sin or another. Is it

any wonder the guy is bleeding a bit? For his part, Obama resists the pugilistic impulse. To him, the merit of all theses rag been seévident,

and he has been the first to acknowledge that he has not always dohe adiuld to explain them, sensibly and simply, to the American puBic.

Obama is nowhere near so politically maladroit as his frustrated liberal supportermsnplacable rightving opponents like to claim. He proved as

much, if nothing else, with his dmace of the one policy choice he surely loathed: his agreement to extend theeBashcome tax cuts for wealthy

LIS2LX S sK2 R2yQl ySSR IyR R2y Qi RS&EASNWS G(KSYd ¢KI G 0NBenberatcydde 2 F (G KS LINBAARS
and many members of his own party in Congress. But it was aeyeal reflection of political reality: The midterm election results guaranteed that

negotiations would only get tougher next month, and a delay in resolving the issue would have forcedgasgeaador virtually everyone on January

11 creating nothing but uncertainty for taxpayers and accountants alike. Obama saw no point in trying to score politicagdehatmin an

argument he knew he had no chance of winnikreover, as The Washingtan2 84 ( Q& O2y aSNWI (A JS O2t dzyyAaad / KI NI Sa YNJI d
hol YFQ& | ANBSYSyid (2 GKS GFIE RS | Yiddefhatddeouldshever otiefv@B@hAve pedstelgfz YA O & (A Ydzf dz&d Y ¢
Congressional Republicans to support. Krauthammer denoukdéd | & G KS a&gAyRtS 2F G(KS &SFNEZ |yR adza3asSaidsSrR i
seltdefeating enough to reject it. In the end, of course, they did f@bama knows better than most people that

politics is the art of the possibleo A G Qa y 2 tHe BeCamB Befitst bladk president after less than a single term in the

senate)and an endless cycle of fwio Steps forward, one Step PACK. so he just keeps putting one foot in front of the

other, confident that he can get where he wants to go, evenwwmﬂwm

confusing Just months ago gay riaghts advocates were distrau
pressing harder to repeal ifDonodt AskK Dondt Tell .o Now
VICLOrY because some Repullicy { Sy 2 NBE 6K2 QR LINBYA&SR (0 2reducmitigatylidetifiedily Phaddasa 2y 2F (KS { ¢
signal priority for this lameluck session of Congrasare balking because Obama pressed ahead with repealing DADT against theirm

i rice for everything in politi n ma knows th

(--) Health care proves
DanLashof, 200lRANBOG2NE / fAYF(GS / SYGSNE bw5/ X &/ 2dzZ R
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Lesson 2Rolitical capital is not| necessarilyg irce. Perhapghe most fateful
decisionthe Obamaadm|n|strat|onmadeearly onwas to move healthcareeform before
energy anctlimatef SAA &t F GA2y ® LQY adzNBE (KAHeathcdar8s YSR f A1 S
reform was populaywas seen as an issue that the public cared about on a personaldegel,
wasexpected to unite Democrafsom all regionsWhite House officials and Coressional
leaders reassured environmentalistéth their theorythat success breeds succe#squick
GAOG2NE 2y KSIFfGKOFNBE NBF2NY g2dzZ R NBYySs hol YIQ
spent early on to push the economic stimulus bill through Cesgwith no Republican help.
Healthcare reform was eventually enactedbut gnly after an exhausting battle that eroded

public supportdrained political capital and created the Tea Party movemeRublicsupport
for healthcare refornis slowly rebounding as some of the early benefits kick in gmebple




realize that the forecasted Armageddon is not happeni@ this|is occurring too siowlyv to
Lebuil d Obamaos ipimeitahelp push climate tegidlation across the finish line.




Ext. PC Fite ¢ General

There is spillover-political capital is finiteand the time and energy necessary to pass

the plan trades off with other priorities. Getting the plan makes Congrésss likely to

grant Obama other favors

Moore, 13--Guardian's US finandey R SO02y2YA 04 SRAG2NI 61 SARAZ kMK
distraction; Obama is focused on a conflict abroad, but the fight he should be gearing up for is with
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http:/www.theguardian.com/commentisfree/2013/sep/10/obamayriawhat-about-sequester, JIMP)

Political capitat the ability to horsetrade and win political favors from a receptive audieds a finite
resourcein WashingtonPursuingmisquided policies takes up timebut it alsoeats up credibility in
asking for the next favorlt's fair to say thatongressionaRepublicansparticularly in the Housdave
no love for Obamand are likely to oppse anything he supports. That's exactly the reabenWhite
House should stop proposing polic&sif it is scatterinuckshot andocuswith intensity on the
domestictasksit wants to accomplisipne at a time

Most robust studies prove PC is finind spills over spending PC on controversial
AGSYA KdzNLia hol YI-&@rnegilikeld thai welUNRERESTIMATE yhit
impact

Anthony JMadonna Assistant Professptniversity of Georgiat al Richard L. Vining dAssistant
ProfessorUnivessity of Georgia and James E. Monogam\#sistant Professeniversity of Georgia 10
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Nominations on Presidential Success inthed{ @ { Sy I (1 S¢

we have argued thfpre€sidents are less likely to be successful enacting HeropoSsals and fiing ower court vacancies
whenthey are forced to expend greater relative efforti@aupeme coomineeUsing data on all
presidential proposals from 1967 to 2010 results Showat the more a president is forced to go public on a nominee's bebIE
lesg successful he is at enacting important policy initiatives from his agen@au.s. senate.1 Additionally, data on al

lower federal court nominations frorh977 to 2010 indicate that thef more effort a president dedicates to promoting a Supreme Court nominee, the less suduesshtifichieving

senatorial consent to his district court nominees. All of this fits with the{| broad idea@litical Capitalis a valuable CommOditV for the
QrESidentﬂ Furthermore, because we include presidential proposals and nominations only after the{ president has made |ﬁn||kew tha.t we
underestimate the collateral damaqe caused m‘ﬁSidentSI relative efforts Supreme Court nominations. It seems likely that

presidents{ faced with a Supreme Court vacancy are slower in proposing agiemdaand vetting pefl tential nominees to lower federal courts. Indeed, Republican senators criticized

President{ Barack Obamarfnominating potential judges more slowly than his predecessors. Respond y 3 (i2 (KA &3X t NBAARSYyd holYlE LR2AYGSR (2 a2iGKSN
Court nominations.20 Future work should consider the effect of Supreme Court vacancieg/@x#uaitive branch's output.{ Our analysis highlights the important role played by

transaction costs and has important{ implications for scholars who examine oéiking in either the U.S. Senate or separationy of powers context. There is overwhelndegoey

demonstrating that once a bill or nomination is on the { floor, its success or failure is in large part determined byetHgingffi content of the measure (or the ideal point of a nominee) in

relation to the ideological loc tion of key legisidve pivats. Buf10_leglislativeor nomination battle is fought in a vacuumThe

amount of time and resources devoted to the enactment of a given bilhaionrdirectly influenceghe
success of pending agenda ite mMSimpies that the enactment af particularly salient piece of legisiati@I” & _lengthy battle over a
CoNtroversiabwercourt orf executive branclOMIiNationikeyhas substantial consequences on the broader presidential

or leqgislative agenda.
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Time and resources devoted to spendi§C on items are finite and trade off with
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Anthony JMadonna Assistant ProfesseUniversity of Georgiat al Richard L. Vining dAssistant
ProfessorUniversity of Georgia and James E. MonogaAd8istant Professptniversity of Georgia 10
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When faced with aggressive oppositicﬂl’ESidentS:an SDendarge amounts opOliticak capital to secure ViCtOI’VJohnson and
Roberts 2004; Cameron and Park 2011). We arguzt thiS USe Of time and resources is not likely to be costless
confirmationPrOCESS imwhich the president frequently engagése publicreduces his persomaesources
anddistracts elitesfrom other policypriorities. thushardfought warSver supreme Court nomine&an CaUSe
substantial collateral damagéo noth the president's legislative agenela nis avility to fill vacancies on lower federal
courts. We hypothesize th@fESidentS Wh@xpend morg effort, and thereb)SDendmOl’e political capital, to advocate
confirmationor a supreme cournominec@r@ 1€SS likely to experience success in enacting legiskEgeeda items

and gettingl their nominees to lower federal courts confirmed than presidents who devote less effort to promote confirmation. This fiwagssintested despite
widespread speculation th@the confirmation process weakens the presidentsdnrining position in other policy area@Groseclose and McCarty 2001;
Mackenzie 1981; Shipan and Shannon 2003).

Controversies hurt

Gerson l@ 12/19, Washington postttp://www.washingtonpost.com/wpdyn/content/article/2010/12/16/AR2010121604039.html

In some areassuch as education reform or the tax defDbama's gowvening practice is better than hisolitical

skills Butthese skillsnatter preciselvbecausigolitical capital is limited.] The early pursuit of ambitious

health-care reform was a political mistake former chief of staff Rahm Emanuel internally argi3dt every president

has the right to spend his popularity on what he regards as matters of principle. Political risks, taken out
of conviction with open eyes, are an admirable element of leadershipofigital errors made out of

pigue or poor planningndermine the possibility of achievemeRather than being spenpopularity is
sguandered something the Obama administration has often done.

Statistically proven

Bond & Fleisher 9_6]0n R. and Richard. professor in Political Sciefiexas A&M and Pfessor in Political Science. Fordham "The
President in Legislation" p.223]

Presidencycentered variables, however, provide an even weaker explanation of presidential success. We found little support forsthiesthes
the weakness of legislative parties increases the importance of presidential skill or popularity for detepnésidgntial success on roll call

votes. ou@nalysis reveals tharesidents reputed to be highly skilled do not win consistently more often
than should be expectediven the conditions they faced. Similagyesidents reputed to be unskilled

do not winsignificantly less oftethan expectedrhe analysis of presidential popularity reveals that the president's standing
in the polls has only a marginal impact on the probability of success or failure.
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Ext. Not Truec Long Term

Wins trigger backlash ahonly build long term capital

Purdum1® / 2f dzyyAad F2NJ xFyAdGeé CFEANE O6¢2RRX dhol YI L3
5S&LAGS -206@Wvanityfamaeom/online/daily/2010/12/obamas-sufferingbecauseof-his-
achievementaot-despitethem.html)
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patient willingness to play the long game? Or his remarkable success in doilg dess than two years in officeten against the odds and the
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health insurance system; the most sweeping change in the financial regulatory system since the Great
Depression; the stabilization of the domestic auto industry; and the repeal of a oncateeltied

policy thateven the military itself had come to see as unnecessary and usfaik &8 A3y Qi KA & LJ2f
A0 YyRAYTI KAIKSNK t NEOA&SE& 0SSOl dza DOb@ikes ik SougNI Fi 2 F
large and complicated new government initiativeesa time of recordow public trust in government (and in institutions of any sort, for that matter), anhﬂs
adzZFFSNBR y2i 06850l dzasS KS KIayoil & RkavdSwaytboytichioA y 3 6 dz
the eyes of his most conservative critMi G K S| OK @GAOG2NES hol YFEQa 2LIRYyS

filling the airwavesnd what passes for political discourse with fulminations about some supposed sin or another. Is it any wonder the gding dle

bit? For his part, Obama resists the pugtismpulse. To him, the merit of all these programs has beereséifent, and he has been the first to acknowledge that

he has not always done all he could to explain them, sensibly and simply, to the American public. But Obama is nowheplitgailg maladroit as his

frustrated liberal supporters or implacable rightving opponents like to claim. He proved as much, if nothing else, with his embrace of the one policy choice he

surely loathed: his agreement to extend the Bush income taxcutsfas S+ f G K& LIS2LX S K2 R2y Qi ySSR FyR R2yQi RSaSNBS
signature campaign promises and enraged the Democratic base and many members of his own party in Congress. But iteyes aeftegtion of political

reality: The ndterm election results guaranteed that negotiations would only get tougher next month, and a delay in resolving the islslieave forced tax

increases for virtually everyone on Januarycteating nothing but uncertainty for taxpayers and accountantealObama saw no point in trying to score political

RSolLGAy3a LRAy(Ga AY |y I NBdzZYSyid KS (ySsé KS KIFIR y2 OKI yOGharesiKrasthayiyiek bitBrlp a 2 NE2 S NE
Yy2GSRE hol YI Qa | INBSY S iasetahd edodnic Gtimius Riéabutene lthat 2edzgufd Siever otherwise have persuaded Congressional

wSLidzo f AOFya (2 &dzZJL2NI® YNI dziKFYYSNI RSy2dzy OSR Al | & (i KBeséidetedtingRiiodgho2 ¥ (G KS &SI NEé
reject it. In the end, of course, they did nédbama knows better than most people thailitics isthe art of the possible
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forward, one steoack so he just keeps putting one foot in front of the other, confident that he can get where he wants to go, everftUa@.

short-term results are often messy and confusihgst months aga@ay rights advocates were distrgtt
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price for his ViCtory s 6+ dzas a2v$ wSLldznt AOLY { Syl 02NE K2 QR -raddiol theat entified baQataz NI NI G A F A

as a signal priority for this larmuck session of Congrasare balking because Obama pressed ahead with repealing DADT algeinmjshesThere iS a
price for everything in politics, and Obama knows that,. too



http://www.vanityfair.com/online/daily/2010/12/obama-is-suffering-because-of-his-achievements-not-despite-them.html
http://www.vanityfair.com/online/daily/2010/12/obama-is-suffering-because-of-his-achievements-not-despite-them.html

Ext. Not Truez Obama
Winnerswin empirically false for Obama
Klein, 10/10/146 91T NI = ahol YI RAGOKSR I+ 1S8& OFYLIA3IY LINRY.
http://www.vox.com/2014/10/10/6953889/pawkrugmanobamahistoricsuccessJMP)

Hate Obama or love him, on this, Krugman is clearly cofidama _has passed more major legislathan perhaps any

president since Lyndon JOhNSO#hd, at least as of yet, there's no Vietnam War to mar his legacy. The history of the Obama administration will
be hard to write, as so many of its chapters will demand their own books (indeed, soenthdiktimulus, have already gotten them). Most crucially, Obamacare
itself looks headed for successand that, plus preventing the financial crisis from turning into another Great Depression, is a legacy in itself. TBéesa#ls

greatest successas and his most serious failures lie in the dense mass of his first two years. This is the time, in Krugman's telling, before Obama grokked the
nature of the Republican opposition and "began dealing with it realistically." | think the story there is omopéicatedt and more interesting. From 2009 to

2010, Obama, while seeking the pgrtisan presidency he wanted, established the brutally partisan presidency th' Btually every
achievememKruqman recounts the healthcare law, the Doddrrank finaxial reforms, the financial rescue, the stimulus bilpassed in these
first two years when Democrats held huge majorities in congress. And every item on {B@i86€d over screamiriRepublicaropposition
The first two years of the Obama administratiare the story of Obama being haunted by his promises
of a postpartisan presidency, and choosing, again and again, to pass bills at the cost of worsening

Qartisanship he irony of Obama's presidency As Reid Cherlin, a former Obama administration gtaffer[T]hey have managed over six years to
accomplish much of what Obama promised to do, even if accomplishing it helped speed the process of partisan breakdowgitid b&é@bama's political rise,
going all the way back to his 2004 keynote at tlrDcratic National Convention, was that the conflictual nature of politics was the product of the people who
knew no politics other than conflict. The central irony of Obama's presidency is he proved himself wrong. Obama prorefeeth the healthcaresystem and
regulate the financial sector by fixing American politics. Instead, he did it by breaking American politics further. Tdeecarit ran for office promising to heal
Washington's divisions became the most divisive president since the advpatliofy: [graph omitted] It's not just partisanship. Obama ran as the scourge of
special interests. "We can't keep playing the same Washington game with the same Washington players and expect a ditfitfené gaid. "Because it's a game
that ordinaly Americans are losing. It's a game where lobbyists write check after check and Exxon turns record profits, while yquripayatitbe pump, and our
planet is put at risk." Lobbyists still write their checks in Obama's Washington. The-tefaltin bil got done by cutting side deals with pharmaceutical companies
and insurers. DodéFrank got done by cutting side deals with auto dealers and mutual funds. The Obama administration has put no politichébapitenajor
campaigrfinance reforms or, reall any other ideas that would fundamentally change how Washington works. It's the same old Washington game with the same

old Washington players but Obama, when he had his big congressional majorities, managed to secure a diﬁeren@bﬂll"n&pent hisfirst two years
keeping many of his policy promises by sacrificing his central political promise. That wasn't how it felt to the adroimistridie time. TheihOUg ht that
success would build momenturthat change would beget change. Obama talked ef'tinuscle
memory" Congress would rediscover as it passed big lodlepped that achievements would replenish
his political capital rather than drain itin this, thelObamMaadministrationWWas Wrongd, andoerhapsnaive. They
overestimated their ability twonvertthe rawexercise opolitical power into morepolitical power. It

was a miStak&ut not a very postpartisan one. And, as a theory, it was the one they needed to build theirtegalegacy, at this point, that even their
early critics admire.

I NHzOGdzNI f & AYLI2aaAiaotS FT2NJ hol Yl OFyQd 3

RYAN 91—18—— Selwyn Professor of Social Science at the Sir Arthur Lewis Institute of Social and Economic Studies, University of West
Indies. Ph.D. in Political Science from Corhéfp;//www.trinidadexpress.com/index.pl/article_opinion?id=161426968

(0p))

Like many, | expect much from Obama, who for the time being, is my political beast of burden with whom evepplitic&n in the world is
unfavourably compared. As a political scientist, | however know that given the structure of American and world politigisl, itendifficult for
him to deliver half of what he has promised, let alone all of it. Realityavidefhim to make many "u" turns and detours which may well land

him in quick sandDlbama willhowever,beginhis stintwith a vast accumulation gfolitical capital perhaps
more than that held by any other modern leadssventyeight per cent oAmericans polled believe that his inauguration is

one of the most historic the country will witnesB0litical capital ishowever a lumpy and fast diminishing asset

today’s world of instant communicatiohvhich once misspent, is rarely ever renewakiie world is full of political
leadersike George Bush and Tony Blaiho had visionspromised a lot, and probably meant wdilit who did

not know how to husband the political capitah which they were provided as they assumed offifd1ey Squandere



http://www.vox.com/2014/10/10/6953889/paul-krugman-obama-historic-success
http://www.trinidadexpress.com/index.pl/article_opinion?id=161426968

i_t as quickly as they emptied the contents of the public val@ny will be watching to see how Obama managessets
and liabilities register. Watching with hope would be the white young lady who waved a placard in Obama's face inscribedpaititive
words, "l Trust You." Despite the general optimism about Obama's ability to deliver, many groups have already begun ito aoouplaeing
betrayed. Gays, union leaders, and women have been loud in their complaints about bgiagsey or overloked. Some radical blacks have
also complained about being disrespected. Where and when is Joshua going to lead them to the promised land, they askiz\¢ieg i®
pull the troops out of Irag? Civil rights groups also expect Obama-esthblish Guatanamo as soon as he takes office to signal the formal
break with Dick Cheney and Bush. They also want him to discontinue the policy which allows intelligence analysts to spgamncitinens
without official authorisation. In fact, Obama startled papters when he signalled that he might do an abtwi and continue this particular
policy. We note that Bush is signalling Obama that keeping America safe from terrorists should be his top priority itesth lreydBush, had
no regrets about violatinthe constitutional rights of Americans if he had to do so to keep them safe. Cheney has also said that he would do it
again if he had to. The safety of the republic is after all the highest law. Other gsabypsime home owners, workers in the automobile
sector, and the poor and unemployed generally all expect Obama to work miracles on their behalf, which of course he c@inen doe
problems of the economy which has not yet bottomed out, some promises have to be deferred beyond the first terns, Gomgyver, expect
that the promise made to them during the campaign must be kept. Part of the problem is that almost every significant stiuiat group
believes that it was instrumental in Obama's victory. White women felt that they took Obamahevime, as did blacks generally, Jews,
Hispanics, Asians, rich white men, gays, and young college kids, to mention a few of those whose inputs were readiéplecOdpaisia also
has a vast constituency in almost every country in the world, all of wésquect him to save the globe and the planet. Clearly, he is the

proverbial "Black Knight on a White Hors@ne of the "realities" that Obama has to face is tAaterican politics is
not a winnertake-all system It is pluralistic vertically and horizotlig andgetting anything done
politically, even when the President and the Congress are controlled by the samerneadyes groups

to neqgotiate, bargain and engage in serious horse tradisghe takes orders from the President who can only use moral
or political suasion and promises of future support for policies or projdd@@ system was in fact deliberately engineered to

prevent overbearing majoritieBom conspiring to tyrannise minoritieBe system is not only institutionally diverse
and plurd, but socially and geographically so. As James Madison put it in Federalist No 10, one of the foundation documentscahieuiol
America, basic institutions check other basic institutions, classes and interests check other classes and interegtenartb the same. All

are grounded in their own power bases which they use to fend off challengers. The coalitions change from issue to igmre,iamb such

thing as party discipline which translated, means you do what | the leader say yolthdmgh Obama is fully aware of the political limitations

of the office which he holds, he is fully aware of the vast stock of political capital which he currently has in the bamleadddntly plans to
enlarge it by drawing from the stock held by otlggoups, dead and alive. He is clearly drawing heavily from the caparisoned cloaks of Lincoln
and Roosevelt. Obama seems to believe that by playing thecilisive, multipartisan, neideological card, he can get most of his programmes
through the Congrss without having to spend capital by using vetoes, threats of veto, or appeals to his 15 million strong constituency in
cyberspace (the latent "Obama Party").

WINNERS WIN NOT TRUE FOR OBAMA.

GALSTON 1filiam, senior Fellow, Governance Studie®N2 2 1 Ay 343 6t NBaARSY G . N} O1 hol YFQ& CAN
1 002YLX AaKYSyidas t2f A0AOLNovAFTFAOdZE GASEE . NR21Ay3da LyaidAaddzis

secondthe administration believed thaticcess would breed sucaess: the momentum from one legislative victory
would spll over into the next. The reverse wasloser tothe truth with each difficult vote, it became harder to
persuade Deocras from swing districts and statés cast the next onen the eventHouse membensho
feared that they would pay a heavy price if they supportecsafradeegisiationturned out tchave a
better grasp of political fundamentals than did administration strategists

WINNERS LOSE FOR OBAMASES THE SPIN GAME.

BAKER 1@eter, forégn policy reporter, author of Kremlin Rising: Viadimir Putin and Russian Couté#2 t dzi A 2y = 6 9 RdzOl G A 2y
t NBaAARSYyidé bSg 2N}l ¢AYSas

But it is possible to win the inside game and lose the outside gatBedarkest moments, White Housddes

wonde aloudwhether it is even possible for a modern president to succeed, no matter how many bills he
SiQgNs Everything seems to conspire against the id@A: IMplacable opposition with little if any real interest in
collaboration, a news media saturated wiiiality and conflict a culture that demands solutions yesterday,

societal cynicism that holds leadership in low regsiitk White House aides who were ready to carve a new spot on
Mount Rushmore for their boss two years ago privately concede nawntté cannot be another Abraham Lincoln after all. In this environment,
iKSe KIFIJFS AyONBl aAy3die 02y Ot dzRSRT Al YIe 0SS (KIG SPOSBEOYZRONY YRBIS F




one aide told me. The easy answer is lanbe the Republicans, and White House aides do that with exuberance. But they are also looking at
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assumption that he could bridge a polarized capital and forge genuinely bipartisan coalitions. While Republican leadetstoestaind
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anybody really thought that, but | think we kind of hoped the Republicansv@@d | 6+ &8 ® | yR 20 @A 2dzafté& GKS& RARYQi
5d2NDAYY (GKS b2d v 58SY20NI G Ay (GKS dzLILISNI OKF YO SNJ | YR shnadoVl Qa Fff& TNZ
OALI NIAAFIYAKALD aL GKAY1 ckthéRefublidabs décided thaySvbuld SI65& ranksStaldsfbat hifn, thdt jisRndadedth v
extremely difficult and dragged it out for a longer period of time. The American people have a limited attention spamrmevynce them

GKSENBQa | LINR®HZSdeEA 2kB2 sDydo 9R wSy RSt t DemocraByhy@gradesObamas (K2 dzaAKs A&
harshlyfor not being more nimble in the face of oppositiofius,A-minus on substantive

accomplishments¢ «$ i 2 t [B-phascr crinusOR cOmMmMunicationd he health cardegislation isi a n

incredible achievemedt a nd t hpegransvdSd FmEdf WUz83t 8 =  dzy | SHCCASBUIRER tAsy>  wBS/y2RNGVE 26 dgdat &
judgment,yet Obama allowed them to be tarnisitegd ¢ r Tihey ilost the corfimunications battle looth

major initiatives.and they lost it earbysaid Rendell, an ardent Hillary Clinton backer who later became an Obama supporter.

We didnot use the president in either stimulus or




Ext. Not True; Second Term
2 Ay a R2Y QcapitalidgAibite eahddeddasesprioritizing it is key to 100day
agenda success

DavidSchultz professor at Hamline University School of Busink&22/13, Obama's dwindling
prospects in a second termww.minnpost.com/communityvoices/2013/01/obamasiwindling
prospectssecondterm

Four more years for obamBOW What? What doesrackObama do in his second term and what can he

accom QliSh%impIy put, his options are limited and the prospects for majarcess quite imited.Presidential power is the power to
persuade as richard Neustadt famously starddlany factors determine presidential power and the ability to
influencenciuding personality (as James David Barber argued), attitude toward poweNFA Y 2F BAOG2NE S Llzof A O & dzZJJR NI S & dzLlL2
of narrative or purposey Additionally,presidential power is temporalotengreatest whenone isfirst elected and it is
contextual,affected by competing item®n an agendall ofthese factors affect the politicadwer or
capital of a presidentPresidential powekisois afinite and generalydecreasingoroduct rhefirst hundred
daysin officeca2 v Ny SR F2NBoSN aareusualyarhoneymeerperipd;dusing whichpresidents
often get what they want:pr gets the first New Deal, Ronald Reagan gets Reiip George Bush in 2001 gets his tax guRsesidents lose
political capital, support BUL, OVer time, presidents logmlitical capital. Presidents gelistractechy world and domestic
events, the\JOSG supporiin Conqres& among the American public, or they turn into lame ducklis is the problem Obama now
facessObama hadh lot of politicalcapitalwhen swor in as presidzedfl 2009, He won a desiive Victoryor change with

strong approval ratings and had majorities in Congressith eventually a filibuster margin in the Senate, when Al Franken finally took office in July. Obama used
his political capital to secure a stimulus bill and then p&s§t ! FF2NRIF 6t S /I NB ! QG IS S@Syildzttte 323G NAR 2F 52y Qi

But Obama was a lousy salesman, Ardbst what little control of Congressat ne had in the 2010 elections.




Ext.Not Truec Too Partisan
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Thatperception of failure has been magnifiedbt he hi ghly contentious proces
initiatives have been adoptedongressAmerica has recent yeargdeveloped a highly polarised party system

with striking ideological differences between the parties and unusual unity within eaclth&g parliamentanike parties operate in a

governmental system in which majorities are unable readily to put their programmes in ;Hée@ublicans adopteistrateqy of

consistent, unified, analggressive opposition to every major component of tkesPr d e nt . 6 s agend a
eschewing negotiation, bargaining and compromise, even on matters of great national irﬂ_itﬁ.senate filibuster has been the
indispensable weapan killing, weakening, slowing, or discrediti@d] major legislatiorproposed by the

Democratic majority




A2: Dickerson

Dickersonis aliberalhack S NB G 1 S& hol YI Qa LRGSYOGAl
TomBlumeris president of Monetary Matters, a training and development company in Mason, Ohio.

He presents workshops on money management, retiat, and investingl-21-2013
http://newsbusters.org/blogs/tomblumer/2013/01/21/cbspoliticatdirector-john-dickeison-calls
obamadeclarewar-republican

These days, we usuaﬂon't have toWalt too Ionq for reporters' biaseas show. over the weekend at Slate, CBS Political Director John
Dickersonwhose leftist advocacydisguised as journaliSkas been evident foat least nine yeardNapped out a strategy

fO_l'h_iSbe|0V6d3residen10bamawriting a 2,006word battle plan disguised as a column begging the president to "declare war on the Republican

Party™ (Slate's current headline tease on its "Most Popular"dist\hy Obama Should Seek To Destroy the Republican Party"; bolds arel @mé)r the Throat]

Why if he wants to transform American politics, Obama must declare war on the Republicafi Paftysecond inaugural suggests new beginnings, but thissone i

being bookended by deaeind debates. Gridlock over the fiscal cliff preceded it and gridlock over the debt limit, sequester, and budget wilAfidiothe

election, the same people are in power in all the branches of government and they don't ggt @lwere's no indication that the president's clashes with House
Republicans willend soonddd ¢ KS OKIF £ £ Sy3IS F2NJ t NBAARSYd hol YIQa aLISSOK Aa (KK OKIFffSy3asS 27
9YKIyOAy3 (KS LINBAARSYy:(iQa tS3F 08 NBAANBE &a2YSGEKAY3I YRAWO & KUIYNIEMATLYE ENIJGYKS2 NBE SHS
the problems facing government, and the limited amount of time before Obama is a lame duck all point to a single cofidlagioesident who came into office

speaking in lofty terms about bipartisanship and cooperatian only cement his legacy if he destroys the GOP. If he wants to transform American politics, he must
goforthethroatf dd®® hol Y Q&8 2yt & NBYFAYAYy3d 2LGA2y Ad (2 LA GSNAT Sdsgod ikl KS &dz00SSRa
delegitimize his opponents. Through a series of clarifying fights over controversial issues, he can force Republicansitteeitith their coalition's most extreme

elements or cause a rift in the party that will leave it, at least tempbrain disarrayf ... This approach is not a path of gentle engagement. It requires

confrontation and bright lines and tactics that are more aggressive than the president demonstrated in the first term't Hlercarto a snarling hack. The posture

is pobably one similar to his official secoterm photograph: smiling, but with arms crossedhe president already appears to be headed down this path. He has

FRYAGGSR KSQa y2i( 32Ay3 (G2 &dLISYR YdzOK A ade of wWishingBo@ita mtehet kiph piblicip2ssife ¢h Repyblicand. 1 A £ £ & T K S
He is transforming his successful political operation into a governing operation. It will have his legacy and agendalinynRd A G 62y Qi 6S | FFAELAFGSR |
Democratic National Committesp it will be able to accept essentially unlimited donations. The president tried to use his political arm this way #@88he

election, but he was constrained by-e¢ection and his early promises of bipartisanship. No more. Those days are @&Readers with strong stomachs should read

the whole thing to comprehend the visceral disdain Dickerson has for Americans who have the nerve to point out that theaméttjpossibly continue as it is if it

continues to run trilliordollar annual deficits andile up debt at an even greater rafeDickerson's biases have been obvious since 2003, when-hathored a hit

piece in Time Magazine trying to make something out of absolutely nothing in the Valerie-Riaritéilson affair.|N_addition to his favorde
views of thuggishnessy if practiced by his side, of coursBiCKersonisohas an active political fantasy lifene believes

Barack Obama ever had the least bit of interest in "bipartisanship" not involving the other side surrendering tlegitgeirDickerson became Political Director at
CBS News in November 2011. Now we specifically know why that network’s output was horribly biased during the 2012 pninaréssdential campaigh.

Thedefautassumption has to beat political coveragat CBSom here on outwill complement, encourage, and evassisthe
Obama administratiof(eally when, given the birth of Organizing for Action, "the next chapter”) it implements the strategy Dickerson heatedtic

hol YI OF yQU A ¥KelboS ¥ratgoy efféchvelyi 5 A
TomBlumeris president of Monetary Matters, a training and development company in Mason, Ohio.

He presents workshops on money management, retirement, and invedt#2@-2013
http://[frontpagemag.com/2013/tomblumer/obamasstartling-secondinauguratladmission/

Thoughitwasyrssks ra (kS t2tairozie mostliberak speeche hasdeliverecy» vl xRSy s ¢
clearlydiS@PPOINtECsome othOSEin the estaviishment presdth0 Wanted to hear Obama go for @sLJLI2 Y Sy (1 a Q
jugularsThatgroupincludesionnDICKEersorwho has been Political Director at CBS News since Novemben Ziitkerson put othis best game

face at Slate after the speech, blt L] Q é.from chinggisl‘preN@]ls 2,0000rd battle plan disguised as a column on Friday hatf) | Y | Iv? A IV?\’ )/ Q l:l 37
as far as he would have liked K S O 2nfaoelz¥alfed for Obamé 2 a D2 F 2uJI+ i K Srs @ KNSR sl
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http://newsbusters.org/blogs/tom-blumer/2013/01/21/cbs-political-director-john-dickerson-calls-obama-declare-war-republican
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http://frontpagemag.com/2013/tom-blumer/obamas-startling-second-inaugural-admission/
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Republicans and especially conservatives.
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A2: Fortier

Ununderlined parts prove overreach possiblespecially true in second terms and that
you can only win with your own party on publicly popular items

Fortier 9[John, Research Fellow at the American Enterprise Institute, Janu&r$idnd Your Political
Capital Before It's Gonattp://www.politico.com/news/stories/0109/17395.html]

Bushcame into the presidency after a protracted election dispute@dted like a man with a mandatdis election

victory, no matter how smalwas a form of political capital to be speahd he pushed his tax amdlucation

reform packages through Congressr the Sept. 11 attacks, Republican victories in the 2002 midterm election and the initial

phase of the Iraq waBush gained more political capitAhd each timehe spent itgoing to Congress for

moretaxcuts, the creation of a Department of Homeland Security and other domestic prioBiash developed thE iiaqeof a

Wwinner| Despite narrow Republican majorities in Congriesssucceeded in holding his party together

and pulling out one legislative victpafter anotherHe famously did not veto a bill in his first tedmven when Bush

veered from a typical conservative agendaducation reform and Medicare prescription drulggpublicans voted

with_him, although some held their nosdRepublicans Corgresslv? AR v20 gl yi G2 o N;B‘zeﬂmtl GKS &
legislativejuggernaut Bush was spending his political capital dndwinningwasigetting repaid . dzd K Q a
2004reelectionwas the apeof hispresidency. He won a spirited, highrnout contes by a clear margin, he brought more

Republicans to Congress, and he was ready to spend his latest cache of political capital on two big domestic priclt®sc@ugi reform

and tax reform.But 2005 saw Bush lose all of hidifical capital. His dmestic priorities were bold, buie

had overreachednd did not have plans that Congress could get to work on immediat-_&'lﬁ leqgislative VacuumcCongress

stood in contrast 2 . dzakQa FTANBRG GSN¥E @KSNB / 2y 3 Ndtes Maeiniportarityy @ddiionsifi 6 | & 4 0 dza
Iraq deteriorated, andhe public began to lose confidence in the presideitis ability to win the war. Bush himself said

that he had spent his political capital in Iraq and had lost it there. Republican sgandaly R & KS LINSaARSydiQa t1F 01 27F St
Hurricane Katrina further damaged Bushhe winning streak was overKS LINBAARSYiQa 220 | LILINR
droppedandhis days setting the legislative agenda Were oseh though Bush hadsthiggest Republican majorities in

the 109th CongresfRepublican leaders staked out their own agenda, not wanting to tie themselveswo a

unpopular presidentBush never regained political capital after 2005. RoR@agan had early heady days when he

controlled the agenddis popularity wanedut he was able toegain his footinggilClinton famously

bounced from highs to lows and back ag8ut for Bushthere was no second a®eagan and Clinton

could counterpunchand thrive as president withd control of Congresst he Bush presidency had only two settings

on and offIn his first termBush controlled the legislative agenda likprame minister} in the second

others set the agendapresidenelect BarackDbama won election more convincigighan Bush, and he will have larger

congressional majorities than Republicans had. No doubt he will begin with some political capital of HBUIVS the Bush

presidency has taught wthat capital willrun out somedayand a real test of leadershipilvbe how

Obama adjusts
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Green 1(0David Michael, Professor of political science at Hofstra University, Tinofing 44th

President, June 12th, http://www.opednews.com/articles/Tbe-Nothing44th-Presidby-David
MichaelGree100611648.html]

What do nine dead Gaza activists in the Mediterranean,-pins percent unemployment, and ninety years of oil catadte®plearup have in
common® How aboutone astonishinglyepid presidents How aboutone guy in the White Househo squirmsn
his chair@anytimesomeone uses the word "bolénd actually means itHow aboutone dude in the Oval Offiggéo
seems muchnore interested inmaking deals to determine who should be the Democt@gndidates fovariousstate offices
thanin actuallysolving national problems®Ve could hardly have a president more-glited to our timeit
we were to dig up Herbert Hoover and prbjs weary bones up on the presidential thronBarackObama hasve major problems
as presidentrhe first is thahe doesn't understand prioritieshe second is thdte seems to havkttle strong
convictionon any given iSSUene third is that to th extent he stands for anything, it is for maintenance of a status quo that
continues to wreck the country in order to service the greed of a few oligarchs. The fourth Refaindamentally does not
understandthe powers and thaole of the modermpresdency: And the fifth is thahe maintains the worst

communications apparatus the White House sincenmyCarterprowled its corridors. In fairness to his
communications team, though, he has given them almost nothing to sell. You try singing the giréiaiieg out Goldman Sachs one hundred
cents on the dollar, or of a health care plan that forces people to buy plans they don't want from hated insurance \uliimé®asy, pal. Yet,
on the other hand, Bush and Cheney had far less than nothingjltesisen it came to the Iraq war indeed, they had nothing but lies and their

team handled that masterfully.The fundamental characteristic of tI@bamabresidency'_Sthat the president i reactiveobject
essentially the victim of events and other piiétl forcesfather than thesingle greatesEenter of POWE kn the country, and arguably on the

planet. He is the Mr. Bill of politicians. People sometimes excuse the Obama torpor by making reference to all the probiemkate, and all the enemies fais gate. But what they fail to
understand and, most crucially, what he fails to understand is the nature of the modern presidency. Successful presade(ity tolich | mean those who get what they want) not only drive
outcomes in their preferred diion, but shape the very character of the debate itself. And they not only shape the character of the debate, but theyngetdrich items are on the

docket.f Moreover, there is a continuously evolving and reciprocal relationship between presidetiz¢s® and achievement. In the same way that nothing breeds success like success,
nothing sets the president up for achieving his or her next goal better than succeeding dramatically on the last go dtognd.§bsolutely a matter of perception, andiygan see it best in

the way that Congress and especially the Washington press corps fawn over bold and intimidating presidents like Reagagead Besh. The political teams surrounding these presidents
understood the psychology of power all too wélhey knew that by simultaneously creating a steamroller effect and feigning a clubby atmosphere for Congress and theypcesdd leave
such hapless hangemn with only one remaining way to pretend to preserve their dignities. By jumping on bbeuftetight train, they could be given the illusion of being next to power, of
being part of the winning team. And so, with virtually the sole exception of the now retired Helen Thomas, this is preiseiey did.f But the game of successfully govegris

substantive as well as psychological. More often than not, timidity turns out not to yield the safe course anticipatesebyithaveak knees, but rather their subsequent undoing. The three
cases mentioned at the top of this essay are paradigmaBy.far and away the most crucial problem on the minds of most Americans today is the economy, as is often the case, but now
more than ever. It's hard to quite figure where Barack Obama is on this issue. What is always most puzzling with tieisanaing the fundamentally irrational behavior of his presidency
with the obvious intellectual abilities of the president and the administrative masterfulness of the campaign he rannaluiitaifice. It seems to me that there are four options for
understanding Obama's setfefeating tendency when it comes to the economic disaster he inherited. One is that he simply isn't so smart, and dabentagefications of continued
unemployment at the level it's currently running. The second option is thatjost a policy bungler, who has the right intentions but makes lousy choices for trying to get there. The third
possibility is that Obama recognizes this latest recession as the capstone (we hope) of a three decade long processnoyrticeoéigarchy eseking nothing less than the downsizing of the
American middle class, and he simply lacks the courage to attempt any reversal of this tsunami of wealth redistribufioal, &nel scariest but by no means least probable explanation for

Obama's behavias that he is ultimately no less a tool in that very piracy project than was George W. Bush or Bill Clinton.{ Whateysaiiatiex Obamalg|m|dltv early
in his presidenciot onlyfailed to solve the problenbut more crucially, noyorecludes himfrom introducing any

meaningful subsequent attempt at solving the problembama's management of the economic stimulus bill in the first
weeks of his presidency was the very model of how a president should govern provided, that is, that the nineteemyhr@airt't actually

ended over a hundred years agbhiS presidenivho hadurned deference to otherscluding to his sworn enemidbito an

art fO TN, t0id congress that he wanted a stimulus bill and et them fil i the details. What he go, accordiasly.giant monstrosity filed wih pet projects for each congressional district in America, with abolitiahef it consfituted by tax cuts in order o buy

Republican votes which never came anyhow. Nor has there been, to this day, any urgency atsperting of those funds.f The upshot of all of this is threefold, all of it hugely negative. First, the government spemtrus amount of money on the stimulus without solving the
problem of the recession and unemployment. Second, it therefore melsséxacerbated the national debt problem, with litle gain to show for it. And, third, the of the first preciudes any stimulus package from emerging out of Congress
for the foreseeable future, the politics spending in general and the stimulus in particular having become altogether radioactive.§ And here we see how Obareats Esiin the first instance has succeeded above all in digging him into a hole subsequently. We are likely looking at
nine orten percent unemployment for years to come, and Obama's legislative cowardice has created a situation in which the omilygrensainingful tool by which to transcend this deep recession has been taken off the table. The public looks around tthpskeuld we spend

more money on economic stimulus, when all it does is fail to produce results, while increasing the legitimate question, except that it omits of a third , which is to correctly, pumping money into

infrastructure, alternative energy projects, unemployment compensation, retraining programs and the like, all of whicpaitietly impact the economy in both the short, medium and long terms.{ You see theysaenomenon in virtually everything Obama touches. Lots of spiffy
thetoric. But then lots of deference to every other actor in the play (except, of course, for the interests of the Amebitiaropfor his base of progressive voters), including those ark overtly trying to destroy the president. "You say that Republicans want to remove the public option
from the health care bill2 Okay, let's give that to them. It's bound to buy, golly, what? ... zero whole votes from theét'tatou say they demainyet more tax cuts be included in the stimulus bill2 Let's do that! And watch them vote against it aimost without ext@piiant.{ In

the Middle East, Obama has spent his first yaad-a-half in office getting b by Noxious ing to show for it but total embarrassment. It's gotten so bad that you can no longer tell which country is thetalierof the other. Is it the one with the

economy, military, territory, population and political power that dwarfs the otherisdt the one that continually receives financial, military and political support from the other, no matter what it doksfigcfor example, regularly invading its neighbors, suanghng a population of

over a million people, pissing off the whole wdyrand humiliating both the president and vipeesident of its benefactor country by continuing to build more illegal, pgaesenting settlements, in direct, intentional and arrogant of their expi to the
contrary. If Obamaould possibly be more passive in this situation,is ifficultto know how, Perhaps he could strap on a consructiod istist the Israelis himself in buiding some apartment complexes in East Jerusalem. While he was at it maybe heShtaié i the hot
Mediterranean sun, and get in another one of those hunky president photos he seems so fond of. The story is the sambes@ukfiof Mexico, where Obama recently had his very own Michael Dukakis moment. Trying to look tough allie @dihaplessly riding around on that

tank in the picture that spoke a million words (and sank a presidential campaign), Obama decided to usettefonord to show how serious he is about those mean fellows at BP and their errant flow of oilt Bxatahis president s so inept that he could only manage three of the
requisite four letters. He told NBC's Matt Lauer that he has been visiting the ol spill region "so | know whose assl ik’ raise your hand if you think that that litisiay of anger for the cameras was about as authentic as Cheese Whiz. And simultaneously both far less and far




more cheesy. But it gets worse. It then turns out that during all of the last 45 or so days, the president hasn't yehbae equversation wh the CEO of British Petroleum. Turns out Obama traveled all that way to New Orleans and still couldn't get a postaticedientey are to

which to fax over his presidential boot.{ Like he would use it if he had it, anyhow. Can you imagine theatiére might have with Tony Hayward?{ Obama: "Hey, Tony, your oil spill is really causing me problems, so | tholighkltkgmur ass a little."f] Hayward: "Screw you,
punk. You do what | tell you."§ Obama: "Oh god, you're right. Christ! Sdongdt myself. For a minute there I thought | was talking to my daughter about her homework."] Hayward: "Get your fags, giedi Starting with who here works for whom."f Obama: "Yes, sir. Right away,
sir. What can we do for you?"] Hayward: “Nothiagall would be perfect, just like you have been doing. Just let us drill where we want, spill where want, thrill asdstotorthe sheer brazenness of our lies, and bill your account for the damages. We're not greedy we won't ask for

ot than that 1A You got .M. Hayward. Well get rghton . Jhe only thing more grim than the visage of the pathetic Obama
administration in noraction is a consideration of the opportunity lost he@bama hadi thecards

stacked in his faVOfanging from a destroyed opposition party, to a series of crises, to a public demanding change, to massive majorities
in Congress, to global good while's pissed it all awawn his unrelentingdedication tomediocrity and

inoffensiveness And the onlything more grim than that is to consider where this all leads. Every day | shudder a little more as yet
another two-by-four is crowbarred out from the edifice of America's experiment in liberal democracy. Every time the Supreme Court hands
down a decisin, it means more power for the state, more power for the imperial president (whom they also select when they feel lilck it), a
especially, more power for the rich. Every day more people are dying in the stupid and endless wars of the twilight@magireh hobody

can even articulate a purpose. Every election cycle more lethally vicious regressives are victorious, crushing commmush lsemse aights in
tandem, moving the country further in the direction of mindless fascism.
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Mitchell 9[Lincon, Assistant Professor of International Law @ Columbia University, thylFib®e for

Obama to Start Spending Political Capital, http://www.huffingtonpost.com/linooitchell/time-for-
obamato-start-s b 217235.html]

Throughout his presidential campaign, but more notably, during his presidency, Préed@@imahas showrhimselfto havean
impressiveability to accumulate gitical Capital. During his tenure in the White Hou§@pama has done this by
reaching out ta range oconstituenciesmoderatingsome of hiprogramspursuing middle of the road
approachesn key foeign policy question@Nd not insignificantlyWorking to ensurehat hisapproval rating remains

quite high.

---their card starts--

Political capital is not, however, like money, it cannot be saved up interminably while its owner waits for the mgéihinto spend it. Political
capital has a shelf life, and often not a very long one. If it is not used relatively quickly, it dissipates and becasesouselbwner. This is the
moment in which Obama, who has spent the first few months of his presjdéditigently accumulating political capital, now finds himself. The
next few months will be a key time for Obama. If Obama does not spend this political capital during the next monttikeitviié gone by

the New Year anyway.{ Much of what Presid&itama has done in his first six months or so in office has been designed to build political
capital, interestingly he has sought to build this capital from both domestic and foreign sources. He has done thisty ¢éseeakively,
reintroducing to Ameca to foreign audiences and by a governance style that has very cleverly succeeded in pushing his political opponents to
the fringes. This tactic was displayed during the effort to pass the stimulus package as Republican opposition wastcetelpateand
annoying, but largely irrelevant, distraction. Building political capital was, or should have been, a major goal of Gltemzspeech in Cairo
as well.T Significantly, Obama has yet to spend any of his political capital by meaningfully takiygpomvarful interests. He declined to take
Wall Street on regarding the financial crisis, has prepared to, but not yet fully, challenged the power of the AMA arrémeénsompanies,
nor has he really confronted any important Democratic Party groupls asorganized labor.{ This strategy, however, will not be fruitful for
much longer. There are now some very clear issues where Obama should be spending political capital. The most obvioisshefatiesare.
The battle for health care reform will lemajor defining issue, not just for the Obama presidency, but for American society over the next
decades. It is imperative that Obama push for the best and most comprehensive health care reform possible. This wéhfikedt jast a
bruising legislatie battle, but one that will pit powerful interests, not just angry Republican ideologues, against the President.§ Tateséegisl
struggle will also pull many Democrats between the President and powerful interest groups. Obama must make it cleaethal theeein
enormous political cost which Democrats who vote against the bill will have to pay. Before any bill is voted upon, hewexleaips an even
more critical time as pressure from insurance groups, business groups and doctors organizatimbmilight to bear both on congress, but
also on the administration as it works with congress to craft the legislation. This is not the time when the administustidocus on making
friends and being liked, but on standing their ground and gettingomg and inclusive health care reform bill.J Obama will have to take a
similar approach to any other major domestic legislation as well. This is, of course, the way the presidency has waekadder @bama is in
an unusual situation because a simitgnamic is at work at the international level. A major part of Obama's first six months in office have
involved pursuing a foreign policy that implicitly has sought to rebuild both the image of the US abroad, but also Ambticarcppital. It is
lessclear how Obama can use this capital, but now is the time to use it.] A cynical interpretation of the choice facing Girha isan
remain popular or he can have legislative and other policy accomplishments, but this interpretation would be wreardy B910, Obama,
and his party will, fairly or not, be increasingly judged by what they have accomplished in office, not by how deftlyé¢hegrited political
challenges. Therefore, the only way he can remain popular and get new political catitauigh converting his current political capital into
concrete legislative accomplishments. Health care will be the first and very likely most important, test.
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Links: AT: Not Done by the Federal Government

(--) PRESIDENCY IS THE FOCAL POINT OF RIRESI®HENT GETS THE CREDIT OR
THE BLAME, DESERVED OR NOT

Rosati 4[Jere| A., University of South Carolina Government and Inteioradl Studies professor THE POLITICS OF UNITED
STATES FOREIGN POLICY, 2004, p. 80]

Given the popular image of presidential power, presidents receive credit when things are perceived as

going well and are blamed when things go bald‘hy)rtunately, American politics and the policy process are incredibly
complex and beyond considerable presidential control. With so many complex issues and problems togithdrelebt problem, the
economy, energy, welfare, education, the environméateign policyg this is a very demanding time to be president. As long as presidential

LINEYA&aSa FYR Lzt A0 SELISOGFGAZ2YE NBYFAY KA Skhould SUCCESSHECHRGYE Qa 220 0 ¢
lack of presidential power, k & LINRGF ot & y2id o6& GK$ LNBapresidantsihepersol parceived to 2y SiKSt &
be the leader of the countrg will be rewarded in terms of public prestiggsater powerand reelectiorifor

him or his successor). Howevifrthe presdent is perceived as unsuccessfia failurec this results not only in a

weakened president but one the public wants replac@gting the opportunity to challenge an incumbent president or
his heir as presidential nominee.

(--) Obama is the Velcro prédent ¢ gets the blame for everything:

Nicholas and Hook 1(@Peter and Janet, StaffWritee ! ¢AYSas ahol YI GKS +®f ONE LINBaARSY
http://articles.latimes.com/2010/jul/30/nation/lana-velcro-presidency20100730/3)

If Ronald Reagan walset classic Teflon president, Barddbama is made of Ve|CJ‘0hr0ugh two terms, Reagan eluded much of the
responsibility for recession and foreign policy scandal. In less than two years, Obama has become ensnared in blame bitteirigsulate
ObamaWhite House aides have sought to give other Cabinet officials a higher profile and additional public exposure. Thegrafénajso

new ways to explain the president's policies to a skeptical puBidt Obama remains the colossus of his administr&tion

to a point where trouble anywhetee worldiS often hiS t0 SOIVe The president is on the hook to repair the Guilf Coast oil
spill disaster, stabilize Afghanistan, help fix Greece's ailing economy and do right by Shirley Sherrod, the Agricaltomeridefficial fired as

a result of a misleading fragment of videotape. What's not sticking to Obama is a legislative track record that hisedeeasgors might

envy. Political dividends from passage of a healthcare overhaul or a financial regbiditbave been fleeting. Instead, voters are measuring
his presidency by a more immediate yardstick: Is he creating enough jobs? So far the verdict is no, and that has takeOlzatola's

approval ratings. Only 46% approve of Obama's job performasampared with 47% who disapprove, according to Gallup's daily tracking poll.
"I think the accomplishments are very significant, but | think most people would look at this and say, 'What was thejplm?fdisaid Sen.

Byron L. Dorgan (N.D.). "Theagenda he's pushed here has been a very important agenda, but it hasn't translated into dinner table
conversations." Reagan was able to glide past controversies with his popularity largely intact. He maintained his eftataleapea small
government avocate while seeming above the fray in his own administration. Reagan was untarnished by such calamities as the 1§83 terror
bombing of the Marines stationed in Beirut and scandals involving members of his administration. In the 1¥8éntraraffair most of the

blame fell on lieutenants. Obama lately has tried to rip off the Velcro veneer. In a revealing moment during the ndispileaceminded
Americans that his powers aren't "limitless." He told residents in Grand Isle, La., that festsanétblood president, not a comibook

superhero able to dive to the bottom of the sea and plug the hole. "I can't suck it up with a straw," hBsicas a candidate200s,

he set skshigh expectations about what he could achéewehat goverment could accomplish. Clinching the
Democratic nomination two years ago, Obama described the moment as an epic breakthrough when "we began to provide essieloand
good jobs to the jobless" and "when the rise of the oceans began to slow andamet pegan to heal." Those towering goals remain a long
way off. And most people would have preferred to see Obama focus more narrowly on the "good jobs" part of the promisat @alagp

poll showed that 53% of the population rated unemployment amel @conomy as the nation's most important problem. By contrast, only 7%
cited healthcarer a singleminded focus of the White House for a full year. At every turn, Obama makes the argument that he has improved
lives in concrete ways. Without the stepsthek, he says, the economy would be in worse shape and more people would be out of work.
There's evidence to support that. Two economists, Mark Zandi and Alan Blinder, reported recently that without the sticholthhean
measures, gross domestic prodweduld be about 6.5% lower. Yet, Americans aren't apt to cheer when something bad doesn't materialize.
Unemployment has been rising from 7.7% when Obama took office, to 9.5%. Last month, more than 2 million homes in the U.S. were in
various stages of feclosuret up from 1.7 million when Obama was sworn in. "Folks just aren't in a mood to hand out gold stars when

unemployment is hovering around 10%," said Paul Begala, a Democratic phit@ialating the presidemém bad newhas
proved impossibleaher white Houses have tried doing so with more succB@agan's Cabinet officials often took the
blame, shielding the basBut the Obama administration is about one n@lmma is the White House's




chief spokeksic persondran,policy pitchman, fundraiseand negotiator. No Cabinet secretary has
emerged as an adequate surrogadssury Secretary Timothy F. Geithner is seen as a tepid public speaker; Energy Secretary
Steven Chu is prone to long, wonky digressions and has rarely gone before the camiegamloil spill crisis that he is working to efs0,

more falls to Obama, reinforcing the Velcro effdeterything sticks to himme has opined on virtually everything
in the hundreds of public statements he has made: nuclear arms treaties, baslettivdleBron James' career plans; Chelsea Clinton's wedding.
Few audiences are ofifnits. On Wednesday, he taped a spot on ABC's "The View," drawing a rebuke from Democratic Pennsylvania Gov.

Edward G. Rendell, who deemed the appearance unworthy of thsigency during tough timesStylistically he creates some of
those Qr0b|em'SEddie Mahe, a Republican political strategist, said in an interview. "His favorite pronouWhﬁn you position
yourself as being all things to all peogiikee ultimate controller and decision maker with the capacity to
fix anything,you set yourself up to be blamethen it doesn't get fixed or things happernhew white

House strategy is to forgo talk of big policy changes that are easy to ridicueadnaides want to market policies as more digestible pieces.
So, rather than tout the healthcare package as a whole, advisors will talk about smaller parts that may be more appeatidgratzchdable

T such as barring insurers from denying coverage asepreexisting conditions. But at this stafenay be late in the game to

downsizeeitherthe presidentr his agendasen. Richard J. Durbin{D) said: "The man came in promising change. He has a
higher profile than some presidents because afyouth, his race and the way he came to the White House with the message he brought in.

It's naive to believe he can step back and have some Cabinet secretary bedhth&oé spill. The
buck stops with his office

(--) The President takes blameif actions they personally did not takeit is assumed

the president is responsible for virtually everything:
Dennis MSimon, 2007% t N2 ¥FS&aa2NJ 2F t 2t AGAOIf {OASYyOS ¥ {a!
t NB a A fRe8lty.snii.&du/dsimon/AMPres07Up/SimonExpéons.doctbased on the URL and
the fact that no footnote is after 2007, we believe this is the accurate date of this aRiG§

The Consequences of Performasitased Expectations. Broadly speaking, there are three types of consequences associdtesbwiith
expectations. First, performandssed expectations help us understand fluctuations in public support for presidents, both within and across

administrations. Essentia/jpresidents are held accountable for a broad range of events and conditidhs i
real world(Gronke and Newman 2003AS economic manager, presidents are expected to insure prospedity
are held accountable for the state of the econgn@s foreign policy leaders, presidents are expected to maintain
peace and national securjis domestic policy initiatorpresidents are expected to be innovators who
formulate an agendand effectively act to secure its passage and implementation (Ostrom and Simon, 1985; Edwards, 1983). In
addition to the imagebased expectation of honestpresidents are also expected to maintain integrity or probity
within their administrationgNewman 2003; 2002).

(--) More evidence, the President gets blame for everything:
Dennis MSimon, 2007% t N2 ¥FS&aa2NJ 2F t 2t AGAOIf pfdeSyoS X { a!
t NI & A fRe8lty.sniu.&du/dsimon/AMPres07Up/SimonExpectations*ased on the URL and
the fact that no footnote is after 2007, we believe this is the accurate date of this gRiG§

In effect, performancebased expectations establish a lagile of the game presidents aréblamed for

bad outcomes.Recessions, prolonged military conflict, scandals and other adverse events exact a toll
2y (G KS LINB & A RS hisfQuie effecil@Nasaind the eledwbial firtdned ofhis partg.g., Jacobson 2004,
151-206; Simon, Ostrom, and Marra 1991). Herein lays the trap of the textbook presidency. In the face of adverse outcovezssaimctiee

real world,these expectations lead to a conclusion that a president did not exesigcgahority and power

in a competent mannefPeffley 1989). Seldom is the question raiseds to whether presidents have, in

fact, sufficient power and authorityto meet these expectationsone prominent example is the expectation of
prosperity thatflows 2 Y G KS LINBaAARSyidQa NRtS 2F SO02y2YAO YIylF3aSN® I NBFfAAGAOD




over fiscal policy is restricted by the power of the purse granted to congress and that, on matters of monetary poliegethbResrve Board
is a regulatory agency independent of the executive branch. In fact, recent case studies demonstrate that the FedesaB&askisy more
likely to influence presidential economic policy than vice versa (Woodward 2000; 1994).

(-) The presiént will get the blame for executive agency actiongpeople
overestimate the actual governmental responsibility of the president:

Michael A FittS, 1996Professor of Law, University of Pennsylvania Law Schaoljersity of Pennsylvania Law
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This Article takes issue with some important elements of this analysis. | argue tigliiti€tural changes that appear to
enhance the power of the presidemnider public choice approaches and unitary executive princip@§l, at the same time,
actually undermine the president's reputatiofisability to resolve conflictsand ultimately rispolitical

strength. As a result, formal attempts to strengthen the presidency may have "diminishing marginal returns" and perhaps even negative
effects, at least in some contexts. The reasons are complicated but straightfort@individuality, centralty, and visibility

of the "personal unitary presidencywhich is seen as an advantage in terms of collective choice and public debate, can be a
disadvantage when it comes to conflict resolution and public assessment. By using the term "mediating"daefistfo the way in which a
political leader or institution overcomes the social and political costs of resolving distributional and symbolicdispitegertt his singularity

and enhanced visibility, [*8368_Unitary, centralized presideniy beless able to mediate many of these conflict.the same
time, he[sic/sheimay_be politically evaluated more often undegrsonal (rather than institutional) criteria
and subjected t@n overassessment of government responsibility and errdhis combinabn of
effects can undermine not only the popularity and perceived competenee | will call "legitimacy* of the

person who holds the officddut indirectly,the president's political influence as welwhat the institution of the
presidency seems tgain in strategic power from its centralization in a single visible individual, it may lose, at least in some contasylas a
of the normative political standards applied to individuals.

(--) OBAMA WILL GET THE BLAME FOR ALL POLICIES;HAESHD IS TOO
POLARIZED FOR ANY BLAME DEFLECTION.

Politico 9[2-13-09-- http:/mww.politico.com/news/stories/0209/18827.html]

The Washington climate which led to a partfine vote on the stimulyshas big political implications: It means
that Obama will have sole ownership- whether that means credit or blame-- for all the massive
changes in government he envisions over the coming year.

(--) PRESIDENTS ARE THE FOCAL POINT OF POHEYCSET THE CREDIT/BLAME.
CNN, 2002 ate Edition with Wolf Blitze#/28/02




Bruce Morton, Cnn Correspondemdetworks will often air whatever the president says, even if he's praising the

Easter BunnyBIitzer: Competing for face time on the cable news networks. Stay with us. Blitzer: Welcome back. Time now for Bruce
Morton's essay on the struggle for balanced coverage on the cable networks. Morton: The Democrats have written the threwsatatvoeks

-- CNN, Fox and MSNBQGomplaining thathe Bush administration gets much more coverage than elected Democrats cit@e&yNN, which

they say, from January 1 through March 21, aired 157 live events involving the Bush administration, and 7 involvingestemteat Fox and

MS, they say, did much the same thing. The coverage gap is certainly real, for several réasosiacE September 11, the U.S. has been at war

in Afghanistan, so the president has been an active commander in chief. And covering the war, networks will often air Wieafgesident

says even if he's praising the Easter Bunny. Plus, the Whitsélpress secretary's briefing, the Pentagon's, maybe the State Department's. Why

not? It's easy, it's cheap, the cameras are pooled, and in war time, the briefings may make major news. You never fiewessita reason
for the coverage gap that's oldethan Mr. Bush's administration. In war or peace, the president is a
commanding figure- one man to whose politics and character and, nowadays, sex life, endless attention €@Mgress is 535

people. What it does is complicatedompromises on budgétems done in private, and lacks the dramsthe
White House. There's a primetime TV show about a president. None about the Congress. If a small newspaper has one Veéasiiagton,
he'll cover two things, the local congressional delegation andjigroccasions, the White House. So the complaining Democrats have a point,

but it's worth remembering that coverage of a president, while always intense, isn't always posdive
could ask the Clintons9 Presidents will always get more coverage than @oesses. They're sexier. But
it won't always be coverage they like.




Links: Executive Orders

Executive Orders are perceived as bypassing Congradscreate great political
controversy:

Marybeth P Ulrich,July 2@4, U.S. Army War College Guide to National Security Policy and
Strategy Presidential Leadership and National Security Policymaking

Executive orders have mainly been used in three areas: to combat various forms of discrimination against citizens,ad/\tniteas
House control over the executive branch, and to maintain sechff1en Congress perceives that executive orders
are taken tobypass Congress on controversial issugey may elicigreat political controversy

and be asource of conflict between tk two branches.Even the prospect of an executive order
being issued caarupt in major political controversyas was the case withesidend f A YV (1 2 Y Q&
proposal to lift the ban on gays serving in the militargre was no question that the president haet

legitimate authority to issue such an order as Truman had done to integrate the armed forces in 1gd'$eb@litical

backlash was so strongi993sthat Clinton abandoned the idea in order ¢alvage his domestic
agenda before Congress.

(--) Unpopula XOs have political consequences and spark massive congressaodal
public backlash
Risen 2004clay, Managing editor @emocracy: A Journal of Ided&A. from the University of Chicago¢ KS t 26 SNJ 2 F- GKS t Sy Y
SoSecret Weapon of Congressryt NS & A RSy Gaé¢ ¢KS | YSNAOlIY t NRP&LISOGS WdzZ & wmc 2
http://lwww.prospect.org/cs/articles?article=the_power_of_the_pen]
The most effective check on executive orders has proven to be poWISI. en it comes t o execut i v
president is much more cleal‘@fsponsible st Dellinger, who was heavily involved in crafting orders under
Clinton. fANot only is thethe presidenthiasdompersonally signdheyereders, but
Clinton's Grand Staircadescalantevational Monument executv®rd€r may have helped him win votes, but it

alsoSet off a massive congressionat public backlashrightwing Internet sites bristled with comments
about fAdictatorial powers, o and RepublicanstClimonismrthngppf an end to ci

roughshod over o uriHdseMajdrily LeaderiDzlnArmiey. hdeedd) unnp@;aular executive order
can have immediateand lasting-political consequences 2001, for exampleBushproposed
raisingthe acceptabl@umker of parts per bilion0f @arsenic in drinking watett was a bone he was trying
to toss to the mining industry, and it would have overturned Clinton's order lowering the |evdll§1es@verwhelminqu
negative public reaction forced Bush to quickly withal his proposaland it painted him
indelibly as an antenvironmental president

(--) Executive orders turn the President into a lightning rod
Cooper 97Phillip, Professor of Poli Sci @ University of Vermont, Administration and Society, Lexis]

Interestingly enoughthe effort to avoid opposition from Congressgenciecan have the effect of
turning the White House itself intolightning rod When an administrative agency takes
actionunder its statutory authority and responsibilits oppaents generally focus their conflicts as
limited disputes aimed at the ageneyved. Where the White House employs an executive
mﬁ for example, to shift critical elements of decision making from the agencies to the executive office of the plﬁiﬂent

nature of conflict changes atttk focus shifts to 1600 Pennsylvania Averurat least to the executive office buildings




The saga of the OTRA battle with Congress under regulatory review orders and the murky status of the Quayle Commisgion workin
concert with OIRA provides a dramatic case in point. The nature and focus of conflict is in some measure affected thathe fact
executive orders take administrative action outside the normal rules of administrative law. And although there aria tibrasifiakl

of law, the fact is that it has been carefully developed over time with the intention of accommodating the needs ohidmanistthe
demands for accountability by agencies filled with unelected administrators who make importantsibeigiun the force of law in the
form of rules and administrative adjudications. On one hand, administrative law requires open, orderly, and particisative dec
processes, but it also creates significant presumptions in favor of administrative agénecisurts provide legal support in the form of
favorable decisions as well as assisting agencies in enforcement through orders enforcing subpoena and other invibstiggtive au
while also ordering compliance with agency decisions once the investigatio decision processes are complete. Administrative law

also provides a vehicle for integrating administrative decisions having the force of law with the larger body of Iawmnm
use of executive orders to confound or circumvent normal adnaitivg law is
counterproductive and ultimately dysfunctianal




Links: Flip Flops

(--) Flipflops kill the agendaA 1 Q&4 GKS Y2ad RS&aiGdNHzOGA GBS LI2f

Rainey, 86/25/08 (James, Staff @ LA Times, "ON THE MEDIA: Candidates Show Lack of Leadership on Iraq," Daily
Herald,http://www.heraldextra.com/component/option,com_contentire/task,view/id,61544/Itemid,53y

The Iraq experts | interviewed agreed t@ne of the most problematic barriers to a real debatedsauthor and

journalist George Packer said@_culture that has "made fliflopper themost feared labein America politics."
They could point to another politician, fact averse but stalwart, who took too long to adapt once it became clear Iraqngasigovays. "It

seemdn America you are stuck with the position you adopted, even when events change, in order to
claim absolute consistency,"” Packer said. "That can't be good."

(--) Flip-flops are politically devastating
The Dallas Morning News(4116/2001 (lexis))

A high number oflip-flops carbleed a president drythey added, especially one who campaignetaiéresponsibility era” in
contrast to the scandaidden Clinton era.[is stockin-trade more than anything else is, 'This is a guy who keeps
his commitments, even when it's painful ,' " sainanOrnstein, a resident scholar at the American

Enterpri® Institute.pemocrats said the coal companies applied pressure to Bush, forcing a decision they say ignores the threat of global
warming. In mocking Bush's prior campaign pledge, many cited the chemical formula for carbon dioxide, CO2. "The presideebantiave
really made a 18@egree turn on their position here, suggesting now that CO2 is somehOW,Asaid Sen. Joe LiebermarCann., who ran
against Bush as the Democratic candidate for vice president. Sen. Hillary Rodham Glvitén viife 6Bush's predecessor, called it "a

promise made and a promise broken." "In less than eight weeks in office, President Bush has gone from CO2 to 'see"yidilldayeClinton
said. During a campaign speech in Saginaw, Mich., on Sept. 29, Bush @utlead air strategy targeting four pollutants. "With the help of
Congress, environmental groups and industry, we will require all power plants to meet clean air standards in order temeskioas of sulfur
dioxide, nitrogen oxide, mercury, and carbdioxide within a reasonable period of time," Bush said. And since his inauguration, Bush's
Environmental Protection Agency chief, Christie Whitman, has publicly backed the carbon dioxide restrictions. But laye feiesdaa letter

to Republican senats saying he was still committed to new emission standards on the first three items. "I do not believe, however, that the
government should impose on power plants mandatory emissions reductions for carbon dioxide, which is not a 'pollutaritieiGdkarAir

Act," Bush wrote. Critics said broken promises are especially troublesome for Bush, who promised a more straightforwact #pgrdnis
predecessor. During an Oct. 26 speech titled "Responsible Leadership," Bush told supporters in Pittsburgh tieaptinsibility era,
government should trust the people.” "And in a responsibility era, people should also be able to trust their governmdnsdiBu®rnstein

said it may be hard for Bush to make those kind of comments in the future. "Now his agpare going to jump up and say, 'Oh yeah?"' "
Ornstein said. "This is going to be used against him." White House aides said they believe most voters will understanchiiendes behind
the decision. They cited a recent Energy Department study seyangapping carbon dioxide emissions would escalate the shift from coal to
natural gas for electricity generation, thus boosting prices. "It's better to protect the consumer and avoid worseningrtheceisis," White
House spokesman Ari Fleischer sHi®ush has any doubt how much damage a broken promise can do, he needs only to ask his father ,
President George Bush, who hurt himself by reversing his nationally televised "read my lips, no new taxes" pledge. ThBushisgarbon
dioxide pledge aae in an energy policy speech, and most of the attention at the time was devoted to his proposal to drill for oil in an Alask

wildlife refuge. Thomas Patterson, a professor of government and the pressedarvarduniversity's John F.

Kennedy Schoaf Government, said the damage done to Bush depends on what happens in the futdikemed broken campaign
promises to "razor cuts:ff you only have a few of them, they really can get lost in everything else that's going on," Pattersdn said.
It's the accumulation of these razor cuts that starts the real bleeding.”

(--) FLIP FLOPS KILL THE AGENDA.

Fitts 96(Michael A., University of Pennsylvania Law Review, January, Lexis)


http://motherjones.com/blue-marble/2011/02/republican-climate-nasa-budget

Centralized and visible power, however, becomes a deabitged sword, once one explores the different ways in which unitariness and visibility
can undermine an institution's informal influence, especially its ability to mediate conflict and appear competétis context, the visibility

and centralization of the presidency can have mixed effdXS @ Single visible actaf an increasingly complex worithe
unitary president can be prone to an overassessment of responsibalifirror. He also may be

exposed to a normative standard of personal assessment that may conflict with his institutional duties. At the same tinogleirepresident
often does not have at his disposal those bureaucratic institutions that can help mediate or deflect manyscahiliske members of Congress

or the agencies, he often must be clear about the tradeoffs he makes. Furtherrﬁbr@fESident who will be held
personally accountable for government policy cannot pursue or hold inconsistent
POSItIONS and values over a longeriod of time Without suffering political repercussionsn short, the

centralization and individualization of the presidency can be a source of its power, as its chief proponents and crititdyabave suggested,
as well as its political illegitimg@nd ultimate weakness.



Links: Focus Links

h.!al! Q{ I D9 b §ROCUY IS KEPDAN DRRAILS THE AGENDA.
CSMonitor 9March 12 lexis]

The Obama administration itself has not hidden the fact that it sees a limited window to enact its
agendaalmost like a game of "beat the clock." As long as Obama's job approval ratings are comfortably
high- currently in the 60s in major pothe _has the political capital to address the pemt demand for change

that is inevitable when the opposition partgkes over from an unpopular previous administration. But,
there's only so much a White House and Congress can accomplishihgié@terative nature of the process, and

even members of Obama's own party are raising warning flags db@tmagnitude ofthe new president's agenda.

PRESIDENTIAL FOCUS IS KEY TO GETTING THE;AGENIAHA SURPRISE
DERAILING THE AGENDA

GOMES B1:mn WA Yz O2fdzyyrdaids a! Ot-AYFdGS LXIy Ay LISNAEKe .2ai02y Df20S
http://www.boston.com/lifestyle/green/articles/2008/11/10/aclimate_plan_in_peril/]

A budget out of balance and a populace more worried about the economic present than our atmospheric future does not biode il

warming emerging as a tefier issue in the early days of the new administratiéAN agenda aswded with critical

items - an economy in recession, wars in Iraq and Afghanistan, the continuing
mortgage meltdown, healthcare awaits our newly elected leaders. There asely so
many prioritiesthat an administration and Congressn focus opand theywill need to
make choices on how to use their initial honeymoon period and their finite supply of
political capital.

PRESIDENTIAL FOCUS KEY AGHNDYW TRADES OFF.
ANDRES 0(QGary, president for legislative affairs in the Bush Administration, Presdi&tudies
Quarterly, September-lexis]

The constraint of "time" is another trad# the White House mustmanage. Members of
Congresseqgularly criticize the White House for only being able to famusne single issue at a time, a
trait common to th White House legislative officbat routinely works thig/ayduring major legislative battles,
focusing its attention to winning a key vote on the House or Senate floor, and disposing of it before

moving on to another DI’OieCIongress, with its divereemmittee system and decentralized power structure, processes a variety of
issues simultaneously. A typical legislative day might find two or three keyissues on the floor, leadership meetinge aymrtdh for the
following week, and a half a dozen @l markups in committees. Given all the issues Congress can present to the president and the limited

number of hours in a day or weelt,iS critical how the White House prioritizes. The White House must decide

which issues to get involved with and whichignoreor delegate to others within the administration. The resolution of
these choices and the tradaffs ultimatelyshape the White Housmngressional agenda.




cC20dza 1Se 2 LIaaiAy3ad GKS LINBaARSyduQa |3ISyR
EDWARDS AND BARRET. fG8ftge & Andrew, diinguished professor of political science @ A&M, assistant lecturer/PhD
Candidate in political science @ A&M, Polarized Politics: Congress and the President in a Partisan Era, ed Bond angh Al&@her

In addition, the White House wants to ensure thasiproposals compete favorably with other proposals on the agen&fagresidents

cannotT 2 Odzd / 2y ANKB A& Qa4 | {aSy,thd Rodrandswill detoStinNde cdMplex NA ( & L.
and overloaded legislative proceddoreover, presidents and their staf have the time and energy to

|l obby effectively for only a few bills at a ti me,
limited. As a result, presidentswish to focuson advancing their own initiatives rather than opposing

or modifying the proposals of others. Thus, the White House not only wants its initiatives to be on

the congressional agenda but also prefers to hatewer congressional initiativesith which it must

deal.




TimeFrame




Time-Frame is October 1st

(--) Deadline forcontinuing resolution is October

PaulSinger, 9/8/201% a (i TF 6NAGSNE &/ 2yaANBaa NBOGdNya G2 @&
32 3SNY YSy (i htip:Kvdmy.Bsatgogdyzcém/story/news/politics/2015/09/07/congresgeturns-
spendingcrisisfearsgovernmentshutdown/71657516/ Accessed 9/11/2015, rwg)

w
[t

WASHINGTON Members of Congress return from summer recess fagifgpt. 30 deadline to fund the
federal government, a deadline they are certain to missey have each of the past 18 yeafle question is:
Will the government shut down Oct. 1, or can lawmakers agree to a temporary spending plan while they

argue abait a longerterm solution?rhe "normal" congressional budget process involves the House and Senate passing 12
separate spending bills for various agencies and programs around the government, each of which must be signed by thebgrésdene

federalspending authority expires Sept. 30. But according to the Congressional Research EdVi@eSS has failed to fund all or
most federal agencies by the Sept. 30 deadline every year since 1997. Instead, lawmakers pass a series

of temporary funding measest called "continuing resolutions" and then wrap most of the funding into a single
"omnibus" spending package.

(-) Sept. 30" is the deadline:

PaulKane andkelseySnell, 9/9/20156 a i ¥F 4 NARGSNESX aDht GNRASE G2 | ¢
t fFyySR t | NBwpilkdvaveshifgtoribdsticand/politics/gogries-to-avertshutdownas
right-spoilsfor-plannedparenthoodfight/2015/09/09/a515099e572f11e5b8cS
944725fcd3b9_story.html?tid=pm_politics_pop_Accessed 9/11/215b, rwg)

The oncenormal process of approving a stopgap bill that keeps the federal government operating on

GKS LINE@AZ2dza &SI NR& FTAAOIE 0 dzRHoBsE Sgeakeér JobrAO2 YS | y @ i
. 2 S Ky SNdarkenuFeh TS latest showdowlike its recent predecessors, is another example that
brinksmanshig involving countdown clocks and advisories to federal workers about the possible

expiration of funding on Sept. 30 is the new normal

(--) Shutdown by October 1 unless a budget is passed:

DustinSiggins, 9/10/201% a 4+ FF gNAGSNE a! ©o{ ® | 2dzaS { LISF 1SN . 2
not help the pref A ¥ S Hips:dednvey Eiésitenews.com/news/u.shousespeakerboehner
governmentshutdownwill-not-help-the-pro-life-c, Accessed 9/11/2015, rwg)

WASHINGTON, D.C., September 10, 2015 (LifeSiteNélusise Speaker John Boehner (Republican, Ohio), says a Planned Ratémtiting
fight that shuts down the government won't help the plifte cause- even as Republicans debate how to most effectively end taxpayer funding

of Planned Parenthood. According to Polity@Sterday's closedoor session of House GOP lawmakecsiged on

whether to attach a defunding measure to a budget bill next weeke GOP leaders want the measure attached to
force Democrats into a tough vote, but others are concerned Senate Democrats and President Obama will simply shut deemthergdy

not backing a budget unless it sends hundreds of millions of taxpayer dollars to the abortionfgibidget must be passed by
October 1, or parts of the federal government will shut down



http://www.usatoday.com/story/news/politics/2015/09/07/congress-returns-spending-crisis-fears-government-shutdown/71657516/
http://www.usatoday.com/story/news/politics/2015/09/07/congress-returns-spending-crisis-fears-government-shutdown/71657516/
http://www.washingtonpost.com/politics/gop-tries-to-avert-shutdown-as-right-spoils-for-planned-parenthood-fight/2015/09/09/a515099c-572f-11e5-b8c9-944725fcd3b9_story.html?tid=pm_politics_pop_b
http://www.washingtonpost.com/politics/gop-tries-to-avert-shutdown-as-right-spoils-for-planned-parenthood-fight/2015/09/09/a515099c-572f-11e5-b8c9-944725fcd3b9_story.html?tid=pm_politics_pop_b
http://www.washingtonpost.com/politics/gop-tries-to-avert-shutdown-as-right-spoils-for-planned-parenthood-fight/2015/09/09/a515099c-572f-11e5-b8c9-944725fcd3b9_story.html?tid=pm_politics_pop_b
https://www.lifesitenews.com/news/u.s.-house-speaker-boehner-government-shutdown-will-not-help-the-pro-life-c
https://www.lifesitenews.com/news/u.s.-house-speaker-boehner-government-shutdown-will-not-help-the-pro-life-c
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Internal Links: Political Capital Key Budget Negotiations

(--) Deal making is critical to the budget negotiations:
Brett LoGiurato, 9/8/2015 &4 G+ FF oNAGSNE aLOGUYE 3I2A Y Anddhd oS
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climb-plannedparenthood20159, Accessed 9/11/2015, rwg)

President Barac®bama has received nothing but good news on the signature fommtiay itemon the
congressional agenda this month. But his successes in persuading enough Democratic senators to
support the Iranian nuclear deal may actually complicate things on the domesticfiauathe argument of
Stan Collender, a top federal budget expstto has worked on both the House and Senate Budget Committees. Collender now puts the odds
of a shutdown at 67% up from 60% before Congress' moting recessI he federal government will shut down on Oct. 1
if Congress does not pass a spending bile®p the government fundedhey have 12 scheduled legislative days to
avoid a second shutdown in three years. Congressi@publicans anekesident Baracdbama had already been at
impasse over spending levels for both military and domestic progr&msbelious Republicans are gearing up for
a fight over funding for Planned Parenthood, the women's health and feptailyning organization that has come under intense scrutiny amid
the release of controversial undercover videos. Collender argues thatebhelopments on the Iran deal will make the ongoing budget
negotiations more complicated, as Republican opponents try to derail the deal through any possible means: "The contihutiiog e8!

provide those senators and representatives against the déth a second bite of the disapproval apple. "Because the CR will include
F LILINR LINAF GA2ya TF2NFif Qlf oohayfridsi cefalglibatNiBra lybé at EBastioiie@iempdis t@Hodisa gnd £ &
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survive, but the process will further slow down a debate on the CR that already was pushing against the time limit.'até. Mefenity Leader

Mitch McConnell (RKY) addresses reporters after the weekly Senate Republican caucus luncheon at the U.S. Capitol in Washington June 16,

2015. REUTERS/Jonathan ErnstThomson ReutersU.S. Senate Majority Leader McConnell addresses reporters at the U.&d@agitol in W
The debate over Iran, Collender says, will lead to even more intense partisan vigor in Congress around the spendirajl lufl thfatdheated
debate obscures the "big budget issue"which is the disagreement between the parties over militargl domestic spending. Obama and
Democrats want to increase spending beyond the agrgeon caps of the 2011 budget sequester, while most Republicans want to lift only
military spending while making further cuts on the domestic side. White House pressasgclesh Earnest said Tuesday that Obama will not
support legislation that "locks in those sequester caps that neglect our economic and nateonaity priorities.” "I'm not sure if it's going to
come to that," Earnest said when asked if Obama would legfislation that doesn't lift the budget caps, effectively leading to a shutdown.
"But the president's position on this has been very cieahat he will not sign into law a budget bill that will lock in sequester levels of
spending.” Resolving this agment in a matter of days, with several of them dedicated to the Iran debate and Pope Francis' visit to
Washington later this month, is akin to "pulling a rabbit out of a hat," Collender says. Other analysts have providedgtimiste look at

the budget negotiations. Greg Valliere, the chief political strategist at the Potomac Research Group, puts the odds at 30%. AindrRepub
leaders, most notably House Speaker John Boehr@h(B) and Senate Majority Leader Mitch McConnelKéRtucky) have pledgeto avoid a
shutdown, citing the lingering damage from the-d&y shutdown in 2013 that hurt the Republican Party's brand with independent and
moderate voters. For his part, McConnell seemed to concede last week that defunding Planned Parenthood veotalahvla#wintil a

theoretical Republican president takes office in 2017. But that may be easier said than Tk wild political climate makes
dealmaking risky for Boehner and Mitch McConnegHiiere said. They have pledged to avoid a shut
down, ard they probably will succeed but virtually every Republican running for president will
excoriate Boehner if he gets a budget deal, because the only way that will happen is for him to get
plenty of votes fromNancyPelosi's troopSrhat would be a gift@m God for Donald Trump and other GOP candidates, who

would blast ‘weak leadership," when in fact the leadership simply doesn't have the votes."

-0 holYlFIQa LRftAGAOFIET OFLAGEFEE A& 1Se& (2
RusselBerman, 9/9/20150 a G TF ¢ Nk YENE oSWw SLIdzKA RO { Kdzi R2 6y
http://www.theatlantic.com/politics/archive/2015/09/conservativeembarkon-anotherfutile-
fight/404242/, Accessed 9/11/2015, rwg)

Conservatives in Congress are mounting what will likely be a futile fight to defund Planned Parenthood,

even if it means shutting down the entire federal governmeua those first 12 words amount to the journdtist
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http://www.businessinsider.com/shutdown-odds-climb-planned-parenthood-2015-9
http://www.businessinsider.com/shutdown-odds-climb-planned-parenthood-2015-9
http://www.theatlantic.com/politics/archive/2015/09/conservatives-embark-on-another-futile-fight/404242/
http://www.theatlantic.com/politics/archive/2015/09/conservatives-embark-on-another-futile-fight/404242/
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government shutdown over the funding of Obamacare. It lasted&nd-a-half weeks, but when the doors reopened, the healthcare law was

untouched. Earlier this year, conservatives again held up federal fundingntiei$dr the Department of Homeland Security, as part of a battle

G2 0ft201 tNBAARSY({ holYlFIQa SESOdziAGS | QGA2ya 2y AYYAIRBEIARY ®ORE GAYIC
forwardt until it was blocked by the courts in a moeompletely unrelated to the maneuverings in Congress. The strategy is a total loser. It has

never worked, and yet it is one that conservatives continue to embrace as a means of battling a pair of bogeymen tiupipthieérs revile

with just about equéfervor: the Obama administration and the GOP leadership. Related Story The Plot Against Planned Parenthood and John

Boehner How is that possible? In the view of conservatiR@publican leaders have never actually waged the full fight
to the bitter end.Even when they brought the nation to the brink of default in 2011. Even when they
shut down the government two years lat@nd even when they nearly let homelasécurity funding lapse earlier this year.
The party leadership always blinked, eventuajmvel’mind '[haTSpeaker JohBoehner and/lajority Leader MitttMcConnell
folded each timenly after Republicans had incurred substantial political damageQdiky after the White Housend

congressional Democra@ad made clear they would move no furtheécording to this thinking, if GOP leaders had held out a
little longer, a conservative victory would have been at hand.

(-0 tlald RSodG OSAfAy3d FAIKGA LINRODSY hol YI Q
JohnJudis The New Republid,/3/13, Obama Wasn't Rolled. He Won!,
www.tnr.com/blog/plank/111573/obamalidnt-get-rolled-the-fiscakcliff-in-fact-he-won

secondiyObama scored a major political triumph by getting Republicans to agree to raise back tax rates

on the Wea|thy5ince 1978, Republicans have focused their pojylpeal on the premise that cutting taxes on the wealktgnd

secondarily everyone elsewill encourage growthBY putting Republicans in a position whet@rder to protect tax cuts for

the wealthy,they had to risk increasing taxes for everydneletting the country go over the cliff, Obama

and the Democrats robbed them of what has been their defining i$hey are now left with

advocating spending cuts, which, as it turns out, are only popular in the absgtraetotiating over the fiscal

cliff, Obamaaisodid something that he failed to do during the summer of 2Md campaigned publicly.

He framed the issues. He put the Republicans on the defeinsiwey that he failed to do during much of his first

term. Fifty years ago, perhaps, a D,ectmiic 'pres[d(fnt could havg relied on corlstitu'ent groups, led by the labor movg[nent, to'carry th’e, bAattlt'e' o
F2NI E AOSNYf AYAUAFUOAGSAaY o0dzi gKAES U0UKSAaS 3IANRdAzLIa | N2 yAMLIZKNIGA Sy G02K S K S e
money to ompete with Republican and conservative groups.BuUK St NE & A RSY i OFYy O2YYlI YR (KS
Obama did-right up through the final days of voting There are arguments to be made about whether Obama got enough

from the negotiations. Could Heave held out for a $250,000 floor on increased tax rates? Perhaps, but he had to make some concession and

he retainefj the centrgl po[itica! p[inciple, vyhjle keeping thiearths of'theApromisAed revenue. More importan't, (Eoulq Obama have gott'en an )
agreemei 2y UKS RSO0U OSAfAYy3a 2N UKS aSljdzSAau0SNI AYyauSIR 2F wWhaodll2yAy3a 0K
Republicans still controlling the House, Obama did not have the power to force Senate and House Republicans into eelagtainamuthese

issues without making very unfortunate concessions on spending and eM¥ith @ new House and Senate, Obama stands

a good chance of winning these battles in the months to conithe continues to conduct these

negotiations agpolitical campaignsind not as backroom Washington affaifshe fiscal cliff deal took tax rates out

2T UKS RA&AOdzA & A 2Y @ 21KObam@ dllows & Republibls addldSngxivuisyiraupO dzi a @
like FixtheDebl 2 F NI YS (G KS A & &adabeaidseemio Si@b tHis traghrBrly wheiyhe pidpdde cladyiy S

the cost of living index for Social SecurBBut if he reminds the Dubliﬁat what the Republicans and their allies want to do is cut

their Medicare and Social Securij@ and the [@mocrats should be in good shapes for the Republicans, tidebate

over the fiscal cliffike the debate last year over the debt limievealed serious divisions within the party and its

rank-andfile that Obama and the Democrats could exploit oves tiext monthsrhere are at least three

different kinds of divisions that have become visible. Firsigfween the Senate and the Housenate Republicans, who are in a
minority, have proven more amenable to compromise on fiscal issues. Unlike mosttRepOd vy | 2dz8 S YSYo SNBSS Yl yé &Syl i
being reelected by solid Republicans majorities. McConnell himself comes from a state where Democrats still hold most of tHecstate of

secondlythere is a regional division in the party between tieep Southwhich contains many of the diehard House
RepublicansaNdthe Republicans frothe Northeastindustrial Midwest, and the Far West. In the House vote on the fiscal cliff,




Republican House members from the deep South opposed it by 83 to 16,Républicans from the Northeast favored it by 24 to one, and
those from the Far West by 17 to eight. After the Republican leadership refused to bring a Sandy hurricane relief fifidotibéore the end
of the sessiom effectively killing it; NewYork Republican Peter King called on New York and New Jersey Republicans to withhold donations to

the GOP. New Jersey Governor Chris Christe blew his top at the House Repumhimhihere is a division among Republican

lobbies political organizatoa 'y R Ay G SNBal 3INRdzJA GKEG adNFFOSR Ay GKS 4118 27 GKS
but it runs between prebusiness conservativas the one handand the rightwing libertarianss the Tea Party

and Club for Growth and their billionaire funders. Grover Norquist and Americans for Tax Reform gave their approval eéHlISdimet

Chamber of Commerce grudgingly endorsed the final bill, and the National Federation of Indeperslras8said the tax provisions were

I OO0OSLIit ot Sd ¢KS /fdzo F2NIDNRGGKET G(KS Y20K . NRUGKSNBQ $waySNE OF ya F2NJ t I
most ideological elements), and the Tea Party Patriots opposed any compramic& & S RAGA&AA 2y a R2y Qi ySOSaal NAf &
split that wrecked the Whig Party in the 1850s. Nor do they suggest widespread defection of Republicans into the Dematgrasic P

happened during the 1930s. There is still far too much distarte@den, say, McConnell and Democratic Majority Leader Harry Reiﬂih;ﬁ)l

do suggest thaa process of erosion is under way thatwilS {1 Sy G KS wS1Jdzof A OF yaQ | ¢
a united frontagainst Democratic initiatives. That could happen in the debater the sequester and

debt ceilingif Obama and the Democrats make thiad ofpublic fussthat they did over fiscal cliff.

-0 I Aa02NAROLftt&z holYlFQa OFLAGEE (1Se G2 gA
EricPosner, 1/4/2013 a G FF 6 NA 0§ SNE awek™ RaiseBé@DeBtEefliig | | & (|
2y | A ahtt/Bvivii tate.com/articles/news_andpolitics

Iview_from_chicago/2013/01/debt_ceiling_president_obama_has_the power to_raise_the de
bt _limit_without.html, Accessed 1/4/2013, rwg)

With the fiscal cliff behind us, we now must look forward to yet another budgetary atier the

debt ceiling, im repeat of summer 2011. Is there a way out of the endless stalemate between President
Obama and Republicans in Congress? Yes, but it requires the presidsaetbhimself more
aggressivelythan he has so far.

(--) Fiscal cliff proves capital is key aebt negotiations:

AlexisSimendingey Real clear politicd,/3/13, Obama Taking Campai@tyle Approach to
New Goals, www.realclearpolitics.com/articles/2013/01/03/obama_taking_campaign
style_approach _to_new_goals_11658html

& ki K2 deveRepuldiean |@&wmakeessumed they werpoised to vote to raise taxes, something

GKSe RAR y2( ¢lyid G2 R2> YR (KS& ¢gSNB &iGdzy3a o0& h
campaigrinto 2013 and beyond. Opponent Mitt Romney had simply morphefti 2 ¢ w S LJdzo £ A After £linchiing a gdaals a a o¢

with Congress to raise revenu@asd to deficits and postpone acratbe-board spending cuts for eight additional wee@bama

tookabowiy I @iARS2 YSaalk3s§ (2 KAa o6FadSed a2kKSy L G188 GKS AinhK 2F 2FTA
thre&YA/ydgﬁ SA Y'Sé al EIA§ F“z]\ a éASAY}\ yIEas R’ o0& KAa /KA OF 3z Ol YL A3y }(3@}'} Y0 myy'aAS R/yé
Foz2dzi GKS OKFy3as 68 32881 2y Ada 26yod LG 2yte 3IA@Sa dadightjustds OKE yOS i 2
Kt NR FenNBAy] Snvd &l G OKIF yISé 41 & GKS  bixBoamaimaSyrevila Y2 ad
GONB I G Sé & dzLJLI2@Nich hafde tNJfofanipmshiedinfd his Bimidiiny the prolonged health care debate)? Or

does he seek to work within the bounds of existing public backing for popular policies (such asafaskitax redif)?h ol YI Qa- a S O 2 )/ IQ
term domestic agenda hinges on cooperation from Congress, but after Republicans gained control of the
Housery S NI& wnwm FyR (GKS Gg2 LI NIASA aLX AyiSNBiRe presSident alfareds NI / 2 y 3 NE
his legislative strategye decided House and Sen@@nservatives would relent if the public condemned them

for obstructing something deemed important and valuableeir everyday lives. Arizona Sen. John McCain told

reporters Sunday that Republicarstisoned their embrace of a reventraising inflation calculation for senior citizen benefiteven if it was

loosely endorsed by Obamabecause the GOP believed the White House and Democrats were ready to throttle conservatives in the message

g NE® QFyQi gAYy Fy FNBdzYSyid GKFG Kra {20AFt {SOdNAiGe Fa aSyArAz2NE SN
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governed with large Democratic majorities and in a very different media environmbalieved as a former legislator thatwenakers were

swayed by two basic impulses: hunger for recognition, and fear of losing their clout. As historian Doris Kearns Goodwiohnguie

2LISNF SR sAGK GKS 0StAST (GKIFG GaRSAANB 2LISy SRR (AKISD RI2 2dNJ dii 2W20KKySH 28/EQRIN A d:
GAYYAYI O2yaNBaaiz2ylt adZlR2NLI F2N OKIy3sd RSLISy@bamahasydraanza oAt Ade
different|esson after Sel’Vinlgss than@ t€rMin the Senate and four years in the Oval @ffiAs he heads into his second tefi€

has enthusiastically tried to stoke political fear among lawmaketsingto increase their desire to

bend his Way But unlike LBJ or Franklin Roosevelt or even Bill Clinton, Obama is notably stingy with recogoéithey doObama
and his team of campaignardened adviser@vill soon be embroiled in a fiscal sequel on Capitol ikt to occur within
5881a 27 GKS LINBaiARSydQa Ayl dZDbhama lostynortyre wainidogsSAmearicaksit | yazy
Republicans are flirting with U.S. defaukjng that as political leveragetorce him to cut favored spending to curb
Fdzidz2NE RSFAOAGAD® a2 KAES L gAftt ySI20ALGS 2@SNI Y yenotitwsyiaBldgay L At y:
GKS oAafta GKIFIG GKS2Q@S |t NBIFIRe& NFO1TSR dzLJ GKNRBdzZZK (KS 201t thélasti KI & G KS@&
time this course of action was threatened, our entire recovery was put at risk. Consumer confidiemped. Business investment plunged.

DNRgliK RNRLILISR® 2§ OF yu ifisaal cliflepsetedidknod winithiekpresident/new friengls on

Capitol Hill, although that fact does nspeciaiyconcern the White Hous®bama touted the resultas a

victory forthe American people and fdiiS leadershipeven as some liberal Democrats joined plenty of Republicans in lamenting the

lastminute outcome. When asked to describe why Senate Minority Leader Mitch McConnell opted to call Vice PRidateater the

weekend in an effort to get an eleventtour deal, a Senate GOP aide said the Kentucky Republican believed from long experience that Biden

dzy RSNAG22R GKS NI 2F agATa tS3IA&tl GAGS K2riRGrEinutéNandRBidgranas her&forOK KS K 2 «
8SINEZ¢ G(GKS FARS &FAR RNEt&@ 2F (KS LINBAA RtEry todo list, ObafS tiinkdigiRi@atignd I y Ra 6 K|
reform lends itself best to a White House campaign to enlist the puldjpulilicans, who lost key Latino support during the 2012 elections,
according to exit polls, fear they oppose or block reform legislation at their electoral peril. The president has notrjeedesy legislative

details. The power of the G@@aning gurrights lobby will ensure that gun control measures will be a challenge to enact this year, despite the
public uproar after 20 children and six adults were murdered at a Newtown, Conn., elementary school. The president assigred t

president to convea a task force and present policy initiatives in time for inclusion in his State of the Union address. Those proposals, he
suggested, would embrace gun measures, including revival of the expired assault weapons ban; approaches to mental icealtmserv

support; education and school safety improvements; and possibly a dissection of any proven links between cultural isfhtenmezes
aK220Ay3ad ¢KS LINB&ARSY(Qa -citahga dsfifatdns RifaisObeRoagh B paSs/ A AEBRewk gberedde A Y | (i
he said no clear consensus exists in Congress or among Americans for new climate legislation. Secretary of StateddilfaadiCtied in
November that Obama would pursue his pending climate agenda largely through executivewalséom possible, during his second term.

"Look, we're still trying to debate whether we can just make sure that mididiss families don't get a tax hike. Let's see if we can resolve that.
That should be easy. This one's hard," the president told repabterh 6 | YI Q& LI2AYy{ | 02dzi LzZAKAYy3 tSIAatl A2y
1885 alAR DS2NHS /& 9RsIFNRas LREAGAOIE &A0ASYyOS LINRPFGmma2 NJ i ¢SEI & | ¢
t NBaARSyOamé . 1 ASR 2 tha AresidenNissio ariped 16 deatk diRltar publitBhinking about policy ran into

trouble, but thosewho understood how texploit existing public opinion to achieve legislative gogisoved

more successful
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Internal Links: Democrats are Key

(--) Democrats are key to avoid a government shutdown:

PaulKane andkelseySnell, 9/9/20156 a 4 FF gNARGSNEX aDht GNRASA G2 | €
t £ yySR t I NBwpiliidvaveshirgtoripésticand/politics/gogries-to-avertshutdownas
right-spoilsfor-plannedparenthoodfight/2015/09/09/a515099e572f11e5b8cS
944725fcd3b9_story.html?tid=pm_politics_pop _Accessed 9/11/2015, rwg)

With up to three dozen Republicans balking, Boehner must go to Democrats in ordeidcadgdederal

shutdown, a circumstance thabuse Minority Leader Nan&elosicaiif.is well aware 0fnd is hoping to exploit to

585Y20NI 04Q FTROFyidlI3aSd tSt2ar (2t R NBLRNISNE 2 SRySaRl teapulici KSNI RSYI
O02YYSyOSYSyXil RFK& R@R2GAF GA2ya GKFG g2dfd R £ SFR G2 F OALI NIAalYy RSt

L dzZR3ISE /2y GNRE 1 OlGs O2YY2yte NBFTSNNBR (2 |a andipadzduddsioridnesticbe 5SY2 ONI
agencies and the Pentagon.

(--) Only hope for avoiding a shutdown is through the Democratic caucus:

PaulKane andKelseySnell, 9/9/20156 a G FF 6 NAGSNE>X aDht GNARSE (G2 | €
Planned Parenthood figh htép://www.washingtonpost.com/politics/gogiries-to-avertshutdownas
right-spoilsfor-plannedparenthoodfight/2015/09/09/a515099e572f11e5b8cS
944725fcd3b9_story.html?tid=pm_politics_pop Accessed 9/11/2015, rwg)

Pelosisaidthat 2 SKYSNDa 2yfeé LJ GK G2 | @2 Awkathéthanthe Kdzi R2 ¢y
conservatives, who want big showdowns that result in bad political outcomes for their own leadership
and for the White House.

(--) Democrats are key to the internal link:

KentHoover, 9/11/20156 & G FF & NRA ( SNE chaAc® & K IRBENY Y Sy i a K dzdi
http://www.bizjournals.com/bizjournals/washingtonbureau/2015/09/wkheresa-50-50-chanceof-a-
governmentshutdown.htm| Accessed 9/11/2015, rwg)

"Given the appalling revelations surrounding Planned Parenthood, we cannot in good moral conscience
vote to send taxpayer money to this organization while still fulfilling our duty to represent our

consth U dzScyldis@nemtrs said in a joint statemehliS means any funding bill would have to rely on support
from Democrats in order to pass the Housesomething Boehner has been reluctant to do in the past

it does it this time, it could cost him hjsbt Y I y& O2y aSNII G6A @GS wSLlzt AO0lya |t NBFRe FNB dzy Kl LILR
-0 holYlIQa LR{tAGAOIE OFLAGEE Aa 1Se G2 I @2
RusselBerman, 9/9/20150 a Gt FF oNAGSNE awSLlzot AOFya {46SIFN ¢KA
http://www.theatlantic.com/politics/archive/2015/09/conservativeembarkon-anotherfutile-

fight/404242/, Accessed 9/11/2015, rwg)

Conservatives in Coress are mounting what will likely be a futile fight to defund Planned Parenthood,

even if it means shutting down the entire federal governmaeist those first 12 words amount to the journalistic

SldA Gl £t Syid 2F aLG ol & H RINIK MK awBa 0268 AYON K G & NGE QBK NR IKE Fi Iyl KIa
F'yR (KS2Q@S ySOSNI adzOOSSRSR Ay FOKASGAY3I (KS L2t A O&ervatides Oreedd T2 NJ g KA (
government shutdown aer the funding of Obamacare. It lasted toad-a-half weeks, but when the doors reopened, the healthcare law was

untouched. Earlier this year, conservatives again held up federal funding, this time for the Department of Homeland Separityf a bate

iz 06ft201 tNBaAaARSY( holYlI Q& SESQOdziA@S | QiiAzya 2y AYYAIRBEIARY ® OBt GBYIHL
forwardt until it was blocked by the courts in a move completely unrelated to the maneuverings in Congressatég & a total loser. It has

never worked, and yet it is one that conservatives continue to embrace as a means of battling a pair of bogeymen thaipibiars revile
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with just about equal fervor: the Obama administration and the GOP leadershgie®&tory The Plot Against Planned Parenthood and John
Boehner How is that possible? In the view of conservatiRgpublican leaders have never actually waged the full fight
to the bitter end. Even when they brought the nation to the brink of defauk(fl. Even when they
shut down the government two years lat@hd even when they nearly let homelasdcurity funding lapse earlier this year.
The party leadership always blinked, eventuddevermind thatpeaker JonBoehner anahajority Leader MitcttVIcConnell
folded each timenly after Republicans had incurred substantial political damageQénky after the White Housend

congressional Democraad made clear they would move no furtheécording to this thinking, if GOP leaders had held out a
little longer, a conservative victory would have been at hand.

(--) Dems key to Obama agenda and PC key to keep them on board

ChrisStirewaltis digital politics editor for Fox News£2013
http://www.foxnews.com/politics/2013/02/06/senatedemsmay-sinkobamassecondterm-strategy/

In the first half of his first termresiceniObama could count Ofn-+House speaker Nanfg €10Si t0 Shove henembers

into politically damaging votes in ordto advance h|S aqendlathether it was a new governmeniin insurane program or global warming fees, Pelosi was willing to walk

into the fire for Obama. While those initiatives failed, they gave Obama leverage in getting something out of balky nidelerateats in the senated NEre would be no

Obama healthnsuranc@ntitlement programhad Pe|05| not kept the heat Q&date Majority Leader HarBe| ¢KS NB&adA (& F2NJ t St 244
YSYOSNEST (K2dAKZ 6SNB RA&IAGNRdZA®Y wSLldzot A Ol yad ¢ SNB  lubl augmeitzhosezatigks with ¢caridn feds addyothd? taldzt | NJ KS I £ (K £
GAGK NBIA2YylIE ALSOAFAOAGE® ! yR 6KSy GKIG 6+ ayQild Sy aMidén wigesubjast ateadiaf 2010 dedistrictingabd adayge2QRdzf  NJ t Sf 2 &

majority with serious staym power.'l]NOW, l.'] K é L\]N\B é. ;\ R S \/ lj Qtérm b.q@r[_[id hﬁﬂq@ GﬂuéVIn(ﬁnﬁseQaZ y Ife
Denvocratsto takesmiarisks on his behalforama today heads to the Senate Democratic retreat in Annapolis and brings with him a bulging binder of

demands:{ The prgident is seeking a gun ban, sasex marriage, another round of tax increases, the continued power to kill American citizens without trial for ties td Heifitaists, the
confirmation of a Defense secretary who stammered and staggered his way thconfjrmation hearings, more stimulus spending, a speedy and broad amnesty for illegal immigrants,

ratification of a global warming treaty and more, more, morh‘l] 6 I Y I Q é. é. L'] NJ L'] S 3 é 7\ é. l.'] and in &rgiﬂéelse képK I L,J K S
House Repuliians on defensd3Y@PPIYING pressure on House Republican® dax 62 vvayarie 2NBHyAT Ay3 LNBOSLIIES hol YE
TSOSNE 2F O02yaSNDFGAGS 2L002ardAz2y FyR NBYIF(S [jUb&ral&:ﬁésmnﬁshmenttpnesuﬁuﬁetsmqm’)ﬁei‘edﬁﬂ']e y3 Y2NB +YSy

L\]N\B é A OIVRYS l\}é méQ )/-'F t2 J\I\] ﬁsf{a&qvﬂ’ﬁ@WrﬁhBh&l’E’a f|qht:d also hold conservatives in low esteem, not understanding the

ideology, and so assume that Republican opposition to Ohianzs he says, cynical and unpatriotic.{ This sounds like a good strategy, but for the United States Senate.f Obamaateems to

have figured out how the Senate works during his four years there. This collection of the 100 largest egos in the knosenismigelike the 435 squabbling biennially elected members of

GKS 12daSe {Sylrid2Nan R2yQl tA1S G2 0SS aK2@SR I yR K SigthdfiftipresitdrDuadeKuihoidhe ik deed anid By hdsS y 2 NJ LINB 4 & dz
thoughts of serving under a sixth. He has figured out a political strategy that works in purple Nevada: a mix of social isomspovitpower, union support, Mormonism and political

patronage.{ By applying pressure on House Republicans through commurityokgi A y 3 LINBOSLIi &= hol YI 0SSt AS@Sa G(KIFi KS Oy 4oNBI] GKS F!
wSLIdzot AOFY tFNI& Ayd2 az2YSGKAYy3I Y2NB FYSyrotS G2 KA& Iritetd dcdpry dverRpublicahsS pidstbQhed Bave2 ONI & YI & RSt

served long enough to know that the political pendulum is always swinging, sometimes with surprising Yvda@n Obama asks Demwsto take
dangerous votebke is asking lawmakeisredo undothe delicate balancethey have found in their
home statesitere is another proviem rdR €10 1L GOL 12 iINCUMbeNtsUNNING irpotentialy COMPELItiVe raCe Sciuding five in states
won by Mitt Romney last yeaAll 12@r€ eager to show themselves to be moderai@deperent and for the five Red staters, as much distance

from Obama as decorum allows.

(--) Dem unity key in post election congress.
STICKINGS 15100 war OKF St s Faaradlryd SRAG2NIAY t2tA0A0&% 4C2NJ 58Y2ONI

Why is continuity important? Because fBemocras need to move forwaraliarge pary defending their

impressive I’eCOI’(.'h\eaIthcare reform, Wall Street reform, the stimulus, the bailouts, etc.), not by making a show of throwing out those
who helped gide the party to those successes. What, after all, would fresh new leadership signify? That the party was going inta differen
direction, that it was abandoning what it had done, all that it had accomplished, and that the midterms really were arrefetée Democrats

and their agenda. Changing the leadership, including forcing Pelosi out, would have been an admission of failure afid@uadice, an
expression of fear and weakness, essentially avsd#f of norrconfidence. Because, as | and mattyers keep saying, the result of the

midterms, particularly in the House, was not an expression of popular support for the Republicans and their agendadéwthéchiss and
obstructionist). It was, rather, a reflection of deep public discontent rodreithe still lousy economy, with anger and frustration directed at
incumbents, at the party in power. Certainly, the Democrats failed to make a convincing case for themselves, and, gieg, tfadled to

hang on to seats in heavily conservative d@tiia G KF G GKS& g2y Ay Wnc FyR Wnys o6dzi GKIdQa KIFNR
Democrats, both in the House and elsewhere, do have some bitter lessons to learn, there is no need to overreact anchoantedlyor a

purge. Republicans will likely remain unitecon Capitol Hill, but there are already signs of fracturing as the
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obstructionist, as establishmetypes like Mitch McConnell want, and to end up with gridlock, quite another to turn the House into a hyper
investigative inquisition. And, of course, there will no doubt be a good deal of internal conflict as the 2012 primarydssasarioser and the

likely candidates jockey for positiofll the more reason for Democrats todmunitedas possiblend to defend what

iKS8 Q@S R2yS FyR sKIG GKSe althesedscerainlydiviersityinthe DemacratidHouse LidzNLI2 a S o
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but there is good reason to beligkiat with Pelosi at the helm and her team settled in platae party will be effective

1N opposition, WOrking constructivelyind productivelywith Obamaind Senate Democrat® get things donr the
American people.

(--) Democratic unity key to the agenda.

Gerstein S(Dan, political communications consultant and commentator based in Newféarider and president of Gotham

Ghostwriter, formerly served as communications director to Sen. Joe Lieberman, Forbes, December 3,
http://lwww.forbes.com/opinions/2008/12/02/obamadefenseappointmentsoped-cx_dg_1203gerstein.html)

Here, we can anticipateng of the trickiest tests oDbamas presidency. While he tries to govern from the pragmatic center on national
security, hanust manage the high expectations anditabledisappointments of his strongest supporters. His
liberal activist base may be réilely small, but its members can be extremely distracting and often

destructive.witnessthe successful campaign the lefing blogosphere wagetb derail the nonination of John Brennan, who had been
considered the leading candidate for Obama's CIA director. That squabble took platageffand was totally overshadowed by Clinton's

appointment. But Obama won't have that luxury once he's in offidd@ commentaribwill be closely watching and inflating
every intraparty fight, the most potent catnip for pundits. At a minimurthese spats could suck up
precioustime andpoliticalcapital agObama works to defuse themt worstthey could inflame the latent

divisians in Congress and sidetrack key elements of Obama's agenda

(--) Base unity is the key starting point for ensuring agenda passage

Bond & Fleisher gﬁJon R. and Richard professor in Political Sciefieas A& and Professor in Political Science. Fordham
1996 "The President in Legislation" p.120)

For majority presidentddnity in the party base is a key ingredient of success. Whenpray president's base is
unified, the chances of victorgapproach certanty. If the base is splithe probability of victory drops
considerablyAnd the base is frequently split.parliamentary systems, partisan control of the legislature virtually assures
victories; in the United Stateflaving moremembersin Congress winare predisposed to support the plident
is an advantage, butne insufficient to guarantee victories



http://crooksandliars.com/john-amato/liberal-blogs-victorious-defeating-john

Moderate Dems Key
(--) Moderate dems key to agenda they get moderate gop to move to the center.

SEIB 1116-10. 4DS N € RS 2 | A KA y FKirdyS .| deNdBs Sz wilkyR2SR S Acey / Ff € a F2NJ b . NAR3S

secondconsider randandfile moderates in Congress from the president's own.pEnty corps of these
lawmakerswas ravaged by this months’ election, so their numi2r€ down. Yet theiimportanceactuallymay go upn
months ahead.TheseDerTDCI’atiCmOderate,S)articularly in the Senate, worked over the last two years to nudge legislation from the
left toward the political center, in ways that annoyed the White House TEDWthey have the abilityn the new Congreds
nudge legislation from the Republicanirigoward the centethis time in ways that can benefit the White
House

(--) Moderate dems are a key swing voting bloc.
RAASCH 10 ¢/ kdz01s DFyySdtG bldaz2ylf 2NAGSNE db28Ys -—OBobEr8gkxis[ I YRt Ay SY

If Kristi Noem is elected to Congress by fellow South Dakotans on Tuesday, she would be a member of what may be theskargestiass
in the House of Representatives since 19E2Rep. Stephanie HerseBandlin ps.p.js re-elected, she would benaember
of what is almost certain to be a diminished pack of cenBisi'Dog" Democrats in the Househose

that survivecould be a key swing bloc betwesessident BaracObama's party and Republicamsticularly if the
GOP ends up with only a narramajority in the House.




AT: Dem Unity Inev/PC Solves

(--) Obama leadership is key to rounding up democratic votes.
SKOC POL AND JACOBShm Victor S. Thomas Professor of Government and Sociology at Harvard, former Director of the

Center for Amerian Political Studies, Lawrence, Walter F. and Joan Mondale Chair for Political Studies and Director of the Centerdgr the Stu
of Politics and Governance in the Hubert H. Humphrey Institute and Department of Political Science at the UniversitysofMEinea wS I OK A y 3
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October]

Oof necessityO bamads Whaisrepeatecﬂilvocausueed wibBmocratic House Speaker NarR@OSiandDemocratic

Senate Majority Leader HarRReid, looking for ways to coordinate agendas and move keynhills the many

KdNRf $a GKFG YFN] G2RFe&Qa tS3ratt dtheéachidypubicamighthetumdenstand why a  $
Denocrask spend so much time negotiating among themselve® r why t he Presi dent
Congress ta 'ig@@naimbistratbrardettandabigevoted much effort to proddiremnd

cajolingCongress in consultation with k€ongres®nal Democras. This happened not merely because Obama is a
former Senator and thinks in legislative terms, and not only because his former Chief of Staff, Rahm Emanuel, is a Jez=lenddaler
from the House of Representatives (Bai 2010). More thaty Obama and his White House aides new that the 111th Congress is probably their

only chance to further big legislative reforms. To take advantage of Congressional Democratic majorities that are éuleﬂbem have
had to work week by weeknonthby monthwith the Congressional leaders to assenitdgile and

shifting coalitionscongressional sausageaking involving the President has been confusing and dispiriting for the public to watch, but
the alternative would have been for an ambitioBsesident Obama not to try for big legislative reforms. How can a leader who wants to use
government to make America stronger not make such attempts?

((QReSt SOUA2Y g2NNASaA |yR |y dzyLJ Lz I NJ LINB
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http://www.congress.org/news/2010/11/04/divided_senate_complicates_dem_agenda]

Reid could have a tough time holding hisWithaucus

t

t he pr éadinggopularitosowtc ont ri buti ng to sever,aaucusDbemocr at i
memberdacing the voters in 205213 NIi A Odzf + NI & (K238 Ay adliSa srLRBIdbe I YI Qa Lidzo €

under intense pressure tockithe White Housen the 2012 election cycle, Democrats will be defending twice as many Senate
seats as Republicans. The GOP has 10 seats to protect, while the Democrats Hd@gBDemocrats up for relection in two
years hail from states Obama wiarR008, buswingstate senatofsm ohio, Missouri and Virginia, and those from
states such as Montana and Nebragkiat tend to vote Republican in pickentialelections, may be difficult to keep

in line.




AT: Dems Key

(--) If Obama angers the lefif only boosts capital

Weigant 8¢/ kNaa 2 SA3kyd Aa F LREAGAOLE O2YYSyidldaNwy 1S Kia o088y
AAYOS Wl @ 62R AHANn D A F 9y NI 3 S 1263RSBhttf:/Svininkfiingtonpedt. Eonicrlishvaiganthavili
obamaenragethe_b_148246.html)

| hate to rain on anyone's parade, but Obama is guaranteed to disappoint. The right wing won't be terribly disappoiciadepsmce they'll
have plenty to complain about for the next fota-eight years. The only disappointing thing to them will be that Obama will not turn out to be
the boogeyman they created in an effort to scare the heck out of voters. This means Obambenameffective a Republican fundraising tool,

since he won't be doing all those things that terrify Republican dorloh€ leftwing, howeverjs going to get disappointed with
a short sharp shock, soon after Obama enters offieguse newiinaugurated Presiderf@bama is going to pick
one issue and swiftly smack the left in the fageefusing to do what they want him to dBRiSwill be a calculated move,

and Will likely pay off enormouspolitical dividendsror obama overtie life of his presidency. Call it his "Sister Souljah moment,"
if you will. Byappearing to "stand up" to the lefting, Obama will be seen as charting his own coasa
strong and independent leadgifenolden to no special interest group of radicalgnessives. That's how the news media will
portray it, at any rateHIS approval ratings WillelyriS€after he does so, sindé Will serve tocalm feargrom suburban
Republicans and Independenmts obama is going to make too many radical changegasio But it's going to absolutely enrage

the left. You can bet the farm on that one. Taking the long view, however, | bilisvéll actuallyhelp Obama get more
progressive laws passeat kind of doublethink, but bear with me. If Obama starts cffpivesidency showing strength and
independence from the left, it will mea@. |0t more people out there are going to give him the benefit of the doubt

over time. They didn't believe the cries of "Socialist!" in the election, and they're going to get mofertable with Obama as a result. It will then be up to Congress to challenge him by
passing laws even more sweeping than Obama asked for. Which Obama will (perhaps with a show of reluctance) then sigmaddeamogyessive legislation actually getsped in the

end. If Obama removes his "lightning rod" target for the right wing early on, over the long run he'll be able to getabestpassed, with more support from the public than they would
normally have. | could be monstrously wrong about athi, to be sure. But from watching his campaign, and listening to what he actually said, the portrait of Obama | aim iefowetof
cautiousness and pragmatism, and not of some sort of progressive icon. Exhibit A in my thinking is the FISAdullfére Eghibit B would have to be the numerous times he reluctantly
moved left, without actually fully supporting a populist or liberal agenda. Exhibit C is his intervention with how thetBertateJoe Lieberman. And that's without even examining his

cabinet choices. All of these things point to a very centrist course for an Obama administration, with lots of comproiipebtisal foes. A good test case will be how President Obama
handles the torture question. Will he convene a commission to iya? Will he offer blanket immunity (or evengasp!-- pardons) to get honest answers about what went on? Or will he
sweep the whole thing under the rug and "look to the future and not the past," while urging everyone to move on? Thegestienis merely the tip of the iceberg (the best bad example,
as it were) in how Obama is going to handle Bush's legacy. What Bush policies is Obama going to immediately rectify? d¢ftianBuweill he reverse, even if it takes months? We've never
really goten clear and consistent answers as to how Obama is going to handle the Bush mess, which leaves me wondering what &iwiitl adten he gets the chance. But it could be
almost any issue, it doesn't just have to be how to deal with Bush's legacykBzibaca will likely not make the mistake Bill Clinton did when he entered office with the “gays in the military"
issue. Clinton wanted to do what was right, the military balked, and we wound up with "Don't ask, don't tell," which hasdoeepiete disastr. But the lesson here is that Clinton started off
by picking a fight with his opponentswith a bold move that he knew they would hate. | think Obama is going to do the opposite. | think he's going to come someitiold move that he
knows the leftis absolutely going to abhor. [Feel free to offer your own thoughts in the comments as to what exactly this is goinguo tinitve, or even if you think I'm barking up the

wrong tree entirely.] Because | simply cannot get rid of the feeling that, Eoreeext January or February, President Obama is going to make a point of picking a fight with some of his own
most fervent supporters. They will then denounce him for his outrageous action, and go ballistic in an entirely predistabte And (thissithe part I'm least sure about, | have to admit)

Obama will emergérom the fray everstronger politicallythan ever with more "political capital” to

spend ongettingthe rest of his agenddone in other words, although it will require more of a "bigtpie" or "long view of
history" type of viewpoint, | don't think it'll be as bad as it will first seem when it happens.

(-) No impact to angering the democraisii KS& 62y Qi GdzNy 2y 20l YI

Chicago Tribune &i1/7, Lexis]

MichaelO'Hanlona national security expert at the Brookings Institution in Washingeid thatObama has enoudbolitical Capital
to free him from "pleasing the left" of the Deoratic Partyas he presses forward with his strategy for Iraq and Afghanistan.

"Obama to he left is what Ronald Reagan was to the right," O'Hanlon sHigl.can do no wrondgs you're ending the
war anyway, and it is a question if you're doing itin 1 1/2 , 2 1/2 or 3 1/2 years. ... He's already moving thingsewstibe they want him td'



http://www.armscontrol.org/act/2002_04/moltzapril02
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AT: Moderate Dems Key

(--) Nope they all lostg remaining democratic caucus will be unified and progressive.
KRIEGERL-12-10.%1 At FNE [ SAfl S 2FaKAy3d2y O2NNBaALRYRSY(dS 64! ylItearay ¢KS

But someDemocratdhave found a silver Iining their otherwise unwelcome results, particularly those Democrats on the farther

left side of the spectrum. For therthough the party lost its majoritythe House of Representatives and with it its committee

chairmen, theravas some small comfort in the result thE@0St of those kicked out were moderatégsny werethe se

c al bleedlogiemocrads f r om t r adi t i 0N &nhbrbdegthe DERnBetidvaVek of 2aD6anA 2008l | S t 1 i
into office but were the mostvulnerable K Sy $90Sy Ly RSLISy RSy havividdoomtsast NBRa (KA &S 8ISt Nt 2 3@ SNJ
2 kxS poBlaskCaucumembersand very fewProgressive or Latino Caucus membést their
Housereelectionbids As a result, HousBemocratsn the 112th Congressill be more progressivend

more supportive of the Democratic PartyR b | y dagenddhan amaHousef Representatives

recent memory 0
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Newspapers]

The center may be falling bof American politics. Abouiwo dozen moderat® conservative

Democratsn the Housef Representatieswere defeatedis week|eaving a more liberal party in Washington
Also, several moderate to liberal Republicans were turned out through the year, ousted by primary challenges from movats@nser
candidates and leaving a more conservative padfgibd. The result is a more polarized Congress. That could complicate efforts to solve some
of the country's biggest problems, such as government deficits and debt, especially as outsized voices on talk radibandbtetiie

blogosphere pressure thgarties not to compromise. All this risks driving politics farther from the American people, many of whom still stand
squarely in the middle of the political road. "Bit by bit, the center in American politics is getting weaker," said BAlsiom, adp policy

adviser in the Clinton White House and a scholar at the Brookings Instituiththe Democratic Party, this wee&lgctions

drove outabouthalf of the conservative Democrats in the Hotis&ly from the South. Among the losers: Rep. Gene
Taylor of Mississippi, who voted against the Democratic health care law, opposed "cap and trade" energy legislation and S8eted)bhn

McCain, Rariz., for president in 2008 against his own party's nominee, Barack Odaiaremaining Democratic lawmake
particularly in the Housewill be more liberal, and under great pressidresuch outside groups as labor unida®t
to make any compromisest would cut federal spending, particularly for pay or benefits for government employees.




AT: Lobby Linkdrns ¢ Theoretical

(--) No risk of turns-- lobby impact is overrated; laundry list.
INSIGHT ON THE NEWSeg 15-exis]

Do we really have thkest Congress monean buy? Maybe not. Paul Burstein, a sociology professor at the University of Washington, looked
into the matter and concludes thaContrary to popular beliefd typical media portrayalfig campaign contributions

andlobbying do nonecessarilyin the political influence that determines votieshe U.S. Congress
Writing in the summer 2003 edition of Contexts, the magazine of the American Sociological Association, Burstein sagchistisates

votes arenore often than ndatictated bypublic gpinion, ideologyandparty affiliation. "Thepower of interest
groups to get legislator® change their votes in the face of personal ideology and party commitments is real but very limited," Burstein

maintains. And just why does it appear otherwise? dhthor says thapart of themisconception is due to media foaus

the egregious actions of a few, and part is due to the individual perception that if government is not doing
things "my way," then obviously it is a tool of special intereststein say his study merely is one of many showing

that money andspecial interests have little influence on the shaping of paligyhfluence is limited by several factors,

he says. For one thing, politicalacticommitteeCampaign contributions are not larwempared wittcampaigrcosts,

sotheir cloutin that regardiS limited For another, there are smany lobbyistshat mosttannot gain access to
members offongress, much less influence themu lastly, the number omembersactuallyinfluencedby

contibutions and lobbyings oftentoo small to determinthe outcome okey VOtes Burstein analyzed key votes
from 2002 in reaching his conclusions. Most followed party affiliation. The major influence on voting, he concludes, apipirfi.




Losers Lee

(--) Losers lose clinton proves.

Galston and Kamarck 2008wiliam Galston and Elaine Kamarck, Senior Fellow at the Brookings Institution and Lecturer in

Public Policy at the Kennedy School of Government at HahrdVdayd, HfAChanc
Repor t, o0 hithd/wvevthirdvay,org/data/product/file/176/Third_WayTrust_in_Government_Report.pdf

On day one of the Reagan presidency, the hostages came home frofhdr ¢ KA a &dz00S&aasx (K2dzaK | NBdzZofeée yz2i
enhanced one of his central narratitethe importance of strength and resolveand helped set the stage for the passage of his historic tax cut.

By contrast, President B@linton'sopening days were marred Iigiled appointments to key positiop€£ontroversiesver executive
decisions@nd a poorly conceived economic stimulus plan that lingered for months before succumbing.e@hlgse
stumbles took the luster off the new administratioreinforced a negative impression of chamsd inexperience,
YR £2¢SNBR (KS LINBRJKWBhEdmlIEatebthaltddkbi@nading Key prdpgsals

(--) More evidenceg perception of winning or losing is key.
Ornstein200L (Norman, America Enterprise Institute, September 10, Lexis)

The compromise accomplished two ends. First, it changed the agenda base of the issue. Patients' rights went from améstheeomheviable
proposal was from Democrats (with GORspmnsors), which the Prekint vowed to veto- to one where both Democrats and Bush are for
patients' rights and merely differ on the details. Two, it gave the President a victory on the House floor when all tteprediited defeat a

major momentum builderln a system where a President has limited formal poyerception matters Thereputation
for successthe belief by other political actors that even when he looks down, a president will find a way to pull out a vistdiye most
valuable resource chiefexecutive can haveConversely, the widespredmtlief that the Oval Officevccupantis on
the defensive on the wane or without the ability to win under adversiign lead to disasteasindividual lawmakers

calculate who will be on the winning sidind negotiate accordinglin simple termswinners win and losers lose
more often than not.

(--) Losers lose- congress abandons support.

LIGHT99wt 1 dt 7/ o5 {SyAa2NI cStt26 i GKS [/ BomésBoNRbligyThdidromizennkd to CIBMAIA OS ¢ K S

3rd Edition p. 29]
How does reputation affect presidential capital? According to Neusfadt, O fessional reputati on i s 5

President 6s 0 wn whpmeWdgvemmeht @nsidg teeif reBtibhsRinath @indit does them little good to scan
the Constitution or remind themselves that Presidents process potential vantage points in excess of enumerated powegssobldminever
is what abstract Presidents might do in theory but what an actual it@nhwill try in fact. They must anticipate, as best they can, his ability

and will to make use of the bargaining advantages he has. Out of what others think of him emerge his opportunitiesficeinfith them
If he would maximize his prospects feifectiveness, he must concern himself with what they think.
Neustadt! h e N gr eat e gldnd Hdotemigliefluendevath [Ban@gess]s not the show of
incapacity he makes today but its apparent kinship to what happened yesastaagnth, last year.
For if his failuresseem tdorm a patternthe conseguence limund to be loss of faithin his
effectiveness o6next time. 60
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Moderates Keyw Generic

(--) Moderates key to the agenda.

Silver 8(Nate, Political Analyst published inthasxGar di an, the New Republic and CNN, and cited
Swi ng Senat or HhE/wbieathetyeighe.com/2008/12/whareswing-senators.tml)

With Jim Martin's loss in Georgia, we now know that the Democrats will not achieveea66enatorial caucus once the 111th Congress convenes
next month. In practice, however, the line between 59 (or 58) votes and 60 was never so bright as il.shbéaderate Republicansire

an endangered species these days, thére are still a fewof them left,as well as severaither guasimoderates
who either get along with Obamar are under some form ofelectoral pressuren their home states. Conversely,
there aremore than a couple dbemocratsin the chambewhose voteObama can't take for grantedh practice,
there will be a group ofour or five senators in each partyho line up just to either side of the 6€eat threshold

and will find that they'resuddenly very much in demand Obama's approval ratings are strong, he should have little trouble
whipping the couple of Republican votes he needs into shape, and should clear 60 comfortably on key issues. But, if @bart lpro
unpopular, there rerain enough conservative, restate Democratic senators to deny him a simple majority on key issues, much less 60 votes.

(--) Moderates key-- sway the vote.
Bangor Daily Newsd® [ t dzNBy { YAGKS ¢a2RSNI (S800§ GAfE 2ASER t26SNJ Ay /2y3an

http://www.bu.edu/washjocenter/newswire_pg/fall2006/conn/Moderates.hfm

Despite the ouster of many moderate Republicans in the midterm elections, politicia[ﬁaﬁﬂica| expertsstill expect

moderates to play a pivotal roie the upcoming Congressb S N &8 np LISNDSyid 2F ! YSNAOIya
moderates and | think that speaks volumes about what the people want, what Maine people want: an independent voicg ditditical
OSYy(iSNEE¢ &l AR {-Blgind), who volv kdaldctior wit aintbst d5vpercent of the vote. The Democrats will enjopeaBl

majority in the House come January. In the Senate, Democrats will have a stsedtvmajority in combirtgon with the two independents

who have said they will be caucusing with the Democra8ecause of the Senate ruléstakes 60 votes to get any

YFE22NI oAff LI 3aaSRI&alANVER O &\ drodedriSn/botinddisiches o w
aislewill be the ones whaleterminewhether or notlegislationA & | LJL MRigd GejRitPréthe Senate

could put Republican moderates in a powerful positdihe few moderate Republicatizat exist in the Senatare in

an irfluential positiorr ¢ a+ AR wWAOKINR t2¢Sffsx LRtAGAONE aldepstibbGontoblees 222 N3 6
swing votein sucha narrowly divided Senatesecause of the rules in the House which allow the majority party to control the

flow of legislation, Republicans in the House will have less influence, said PButethe Blue Dog Coalition, a group of moderate and

conservative House Democrats, of which Rep. Michael Michaluia{be) is a member, hopes to reach over to the Repahl&ide of the aisle

2y i fSIaG 82YS A&4dz8a3 AFAR ONRO 22NIYFysZ GKS OadershipGithenonse 4Lk | Sa Yl
KFa YIRS GKFIG Ot SENEéE 22NIYIY &FAROD ¢ Refnodkils @ $hy House bubtaolt 4 paniculariN® dza K G |
hard toll on the already endangered New England Republican. Rep. Chris Shays is not only the last Connecticut Rép#ébficanir® dza S KSQa
the only Republican left in the chamber from New England. ThieSt®& 2 (i KSNJ G ¢2 Dht NBLINBaSyil GABSaz bl yOo
BASHSR a4 Y2RSNI GSa 2y YvY2ad AaadsSazr f2ad G2 5SY2 Gwithihe Aumiekaf f f SY 3 SNE @
moderate Republicans has been decliningagnbk G KS 1 2dzaS FyR G(KS { Syl iS¢ t26Stt &aFAR® a¢KS
Y26 dé bS6 I YLAKANBQa (62 wSLidzotAOlY |1 2dzaS YSYOSNEZ / EHINI Sa . Faa |y
Rhode Island, moderate RepublitSen. Lincoln Chaffee was ousted from his position. In Massachusetts, a Democratic governor was elected

F2N) GKS FANBG GAYS Ay mc &8FNBY LdzidAy3d GKS &0 (hBaky tmR8publliganstt A v S 6 A (i K
KI S 4dzOK + 4Ylff LINBASYOS Ay Iy SydANB NBIA2Y 2F ( KEbebetdrforl NE Z ¢ { KI ¢
GKS wSLizotf AOlyasr G(KS 53Y20NFG& YR (KS O2dzy i NB bédappKte gadel iiNe® a4 G NBy 3 LI
England to help rebuild the moderate wing of the party in the NortheéiModerates in both parties have an important

role of reaching across the aid@getthingsdonz ¢ { K 834 alF AR® daz2adaid ! YSNROI Y
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Moderate GOP Key

(--) Moderate republicans key.

MAXWELL 10 ¢%SNI AyFs F2NX¥SNI hol YF OFYLIAIY adGFFFSNE LREAGAOIE O2YYSy
St S O G-kt yfthieboop21.com/politics/5thingsobamashoulddo-after-the-midterm-electiong

The following is a list of CtiONitems that Presiden@bama should de orderto be successful under&v andmore
conservativeCongressi.Meet with key Republicans the U.S. Senat@mediately after the midterm elections.
Whileitistruethat her e wi | | be f e weleftinfheadgtseatterand metcomddReewmlu b | i ¢ a n
still be a handfulTheyarethe same wes whose names were dropped during the healtheairancial

reform debateS)lympiaSHOWGR-ME), Susa€O||inS(R-ME),@ScottBI‘OWI’1(R-MA). These three at the very least should be on

iKS t NBairRSErAGa0 nNiaald | 268 0 a4 Speniyndt fililbuster evbrgingle pidcé ofegislation

senatorSNOWeWhO is up for reelection in 2012 actuallgasanincentive to workwith the Presiderdand he

is in a strong position to negotiate with hesimportant to point out thathe political céculus after the

midterms changes slightly for the Republicans in Congre@s&as between 2008 and 2010 they had nothing at all to

t2a8 o0& 32Ay3 F3IFAyald GKS tNBaiARSyGQa F3ISyRI FyR yasileykaves G2 31 iy
to appear as though they are doing somethingh er t hamn hér@SWHAiAmEG (kA NAa]l f2aiy3d y
Congress in 2012, but President Obama has a perfect scapegoat to blame for any lack of progress during his 2012 regledjion ca

(a2 RSN} 4GS NB LMzt AOFIya 1Se G2 26FYlIQa | 3Sy!
WHITTELL 30 ¢prt 8as 2+ akay3d2ys 5/ o6dNBldz OKAST F2NJ GKS [2YR2Yy CAYSAS
Australian-- October 30]

Translation: he knows thaten if Denocras manage thiang on to the Senaaed the housetheir
majoritieswill shrink to insignificance and their ability to force through ambitious legislation will
disappear WhetherMr Obama likes it or nothe time forseriouscompromisds nearand the outlines of
a legislativebargain withmoderate Republicans are on the table

(--) Moderate Republicans key to the agenda.
Guardian 8§December 4, Lexis)

The Chambliss victory meatlie Democrats have 58 of the 100 Senate seats. A majoritwadl@ have allowed them to
override Republicarielaying tactics such aflibusters that could wreck Obama's ambitious legislative programme.
Instead, the Bnocras will have to court Republicans to see their bills throaghmbliss' push to become a baiwagainst
Obama earned him the nickname "Mr 41he number of Republican senators needed to thwartse®@0Democrat majorityfrom the national
Republican chairman, Mike Duncan. "Republicans still know how to win an election," Duncan declarethyestter victory party in Georgia.
The final Senate contest, in Minnesota, is being recounted and hangs in the balance, with Republican incumbent Nornlir@ihentam dead

of about 300 votes as of yesterday. Still, the Georgia defeat makes thaheless important #@bama'’s allies in Congressw look
to build alliances with moderate Republicans on thealthcareenergy, and jobs plans

(--) Moderate gop are key to the agenda.

CHADDOCK [gail Russell Chaddock, Staff writer of The Christ@n& Monitor, February 9, 2009 edition
http://features.csmonitor.com/economyrebuild/2009/02/09/goepentristsgive-obamaa-majority-%E2%80%98arely/]

There are momentsven in highly polarized political timeshenthe centerholdsc andcounts This
5881 0a {SyLas 9268 2y + YIaaros FbhregRepublicas cenfrisigthelremgant ef ey § &4 dzO0k
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oncerobust moderate wing of their party are poised to give Deocrasthe last fewvotesthey needto
passPresidenth 6 | Y $80Daillionplusstimulusplanin the Senate. With a handful of GOP colleagues, they are the likely
Gasryiad GKIG O2dA R YH{S 2NJoNBI]l t83rattarzy ALyl @@S F2ya kaNBs & RINY
majority. But if the relationship develops, it allows the president to go forward largely without regard to

majority conservatig views in the GOP_caucbsmocrats shy of votes Even with a majority of 58 in the Senate (with one
recountpending)SSYEéNJ'(]é I NB &K@ 2T 0§KS cn @p20GS3a YSSQSI"? 02
Republican moderatdike Sens. Susan Collins and Olynfriawe of Maine and Arlen Specter of

Pennsylvaniare socrucialto the newLINBE &8 A RSy. i Qa | ISy R




AT: There Are No Moderate GOP

(--) Republican midterm wins came in blue districtsconsiderable moderate gop
contingent.

SHOR 1Qsoris, PhD, Assistant P&t 4 2 NE | F NNA & { OK22f % !/ KAOF3I2: LREAGAOFE AOASYQA:
[A0SNIta FYyR a2RSNI GSa 27F {HS/oshar dardpress.om/2040/18/F7/sapellto-the-fatdeifighGinS NJ H T
republicanliberalsand-moderatesof-the-houseclassof-2010/]

Republicansn this wave election that recalls 199@0K Set towin not just swing districts, but also thoghistricts that have

been traditionally Democrati@ those with strong or longtime Democratic incumbents. Naturally, just as in 2008, this has led to

overclaiming by jubilant conservatives and distraught libethsugh the adjectives were then reversgtat this gortends a

realignment in American poiits. What do Republican inroadis traditionally Democratic aregmrtend

for how thesepotential newRepresentatives will voteme January 2011F0r a little guidance, think back to

two Republicans who wospecial electionis deeply blue constituencies the 111th Congress: Scott Brown in Massachusetts, and

/ KE NI &a 522dz Ay |4l AAQa wmaiScoittBiownd My predictioirter Hishdtior but hiefbid fisi Sy | oA G |
arrival in Washington was that BronBased on his voting recoid the Massachusetts state legislature, would

prove to be one of the most liberal Republicans inu#&enatefor which | was vilified a bit online. Now that we have

YySENI @& | 8SINDRa ¢2NIK 2F @9235a 0SKAYER Adalzi & 27FS § fusgidyBNipd BroRisRatR2 380 2 dzii
space datgis that he is the third most liberal Republican in the Senate, just behind Olympia Snowe and Susan Collins of Main®joGharles

won a unique special election in the normally very Democratit #istrict, when two Democrats split the majority of votes in the district due

to the lack of a primary election by law. One measure, among many, of the partisan leanings of a district is its Cook/Bémtiskndex or PVI

score. Hil, whichisBaradk 6 I Y Q& K2YS RAAGNAOG | yR SyO2YLJI aaSacdnyyegrétdidfodgh A& 5bmmd
he had previously served in the Hawaii State Assembly (District 47). While there, he compiled a conderydtveii voting record; |

estimatehim in the top 10 percent of legislators for conservatism in the state. He was even right of center of his own partysétheu

Lidzy OK tAyS A& 2dzad tA1S GKIFG FT2NISSRS {02111 FIF @I tiveywhehyidlook 2 NJ © | 02y
I ONPaa G(G(KS O2dzyiNE® LGQAa 2dzaAadG GKFG 1 FglAA wSLdzot A QllwodldhaweB  1j dzZA G S £ A0 ¢
predicted him to be more liberal than Lincoln Chaffee (RI) or Jim Jeffords (VT), the firsnofewtlorsed a Democrat for president, and the
second of whom gave majority control of the Senate to Democrats by leaving the Republican party. In fact, he turned slighitdybeore
O2yaSNBI GABS G(GKIFYy L KFR SELISOv&ikns ScarBrowhasiat ish rivt vefgindiestandBda &f | 6 2 dzi
congressional Republicans. In fact, the only Republican representative evincing a more liberal voting record than Rjousisd a S LIK ¢/
[ 2dzA @Al yI Q& WY R 5A & Nstiiiater the irdlictmentyof his prédecbsSos Yeh dvédn $is s6l&@ Republican vote in favor of
iKS 5SY20N GAO KSIfGK OFNB NBF2NY fS3ratldrazy R2Sayahighlikdlidbod NI G2 6S ¢
of a Cao lossln short, Republican moderates in Congress are often associated with two factors: 1) a liberal voting record earli@aireéreir

and 2) a liberal district. Of course, both are related, in the sense that ambitious moderates choose liberal districis,tand liberal districts

weed out conservative candidates. Still, district opinion and legislator ideology are not always mirror images, for reéisdescribe in a

later post. Despite this, Republican liberals and moderates often find theassilmdifficult electoral contests, as Democratic conservatives and

moderates are discovering anew in 206iven how competitive Republicans ane2010, even in otherwise
unfriendly territory we should then expect a crop of moderates to emerge in 2tie @hngress that will
vote on the left side of the party.
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http://bshor.wordpress.com/2010/10/27/say-hello-to-the-future-fightin-republican-liberals-and-moderates-of-the-house-class-of-2010/
http://bshor.wordpress.com/2010/10/27/say-hello-to-the-future-fightin-republican-liberals-and-moderates-of-the-house-class-of-2010/

AT: Moderate GOP Key
(-) Reaching out to moderate gop faitsi KSNEQa y2yS tSFTao

BARRON1-4-10. [John, Inside American presenter on ABC NewsRadio, research associate @ US Studies Cefjtré @ ¥ 8fé = a ¢ K S
52 dzAKy dzii 9 - IStQ/ving.abé.netlau/rews/stories/2010/11/04/3056619.htm?site=thedrgm

Already presidenObama is being urged to "shift to thelitical centre- to do as Bill Clinton did after he suffered massive
losses in the 1994 mitbrms and abandon more divisive agenda items like health care and gays serving openly in the Bilitb@ven

some Clinton insiderske former labor secrety Robert Reictsaythe political centre just doesn't exist shift to

the centre anglou'll find you are all aloneamerican politics is more like a doughnut. ARHS iSclearlya problem for

any attempts abipartisanshipwhnen the democrats enjoyed a-80 Senate majority, there was no need to compromise. Which was
just as well because there were only one or two moderate Republicans who might have ever considered a con‘_l[ﬁbi&ﬂ.y when
chamber likdhe Senate swirsgback to closer to 580 that means you'll get more moderatesinging
electoratesprepared to cut a deal and cross the fleanot this time.Tea Partybackedireshmen

Republican senators likendPaulfrom KentuckygndMmarco Rubioin Florida inmediatelybecomethe least likely to

join with the Denocrak. And Democrats like Evan Bayh of Indiana who frequently voted with the Republicans saw the writing on the
wall and quit politics this year in disgugdhile liberalscapable of bipartisandshigké rusd=eingoldof wisconsirgot
creamed

(a2 RSNY 0Sa OF yceefkledichY LINR YA & S
FRIEL1@. NAFy> /v {GFFFZ a5ABARSR { SyNbvantber@2 YLI A Ol (G Sz
http:/www.congress.org/news/2010/11/04/divided_senate_complicates_dem_agénda

GOPprimaryvoters made it cledhis yearthat they were lookinépr conservative bona fidesheir Senate
candidates.SUCh demandsimatelyCOStt Sy y 4 & t ¢ SpeEterandns &y a Remetttheic seatsd helped

deny nomination to several candidates initially favored by Senate Republican leaders, including Florida Gov. CharidR€pisiichael N.
Castle of DelawareRepublicarsenators who could face challenges from the right2includeolympia J5Snowe
of Maine, Orrin GHatchof Utah, Scott PBrown of Massachusett&tndsob Corkerof Tennesseel hat pressure could make
compromise with Dewcrat impossible
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The center may be falling out of American politisSout two doza moderate to conservative Democrats in the House of
Representatives were defeated this week, leaving a more liberal party in Washington. Also, Bt@€l@ratdo liberal Republicans
were turned ouibrough the yearpusted byrimary challenges frorfinore conservativeandidateandleaving a

more conservative party behinthe result isa more polarized Congressnat could complicate efforts to solve
some of the country's biggest problems, such as government deficits and debt, especially as ouisezedrnvtalk radio, cable TV and in the
blogosphere pressure the parties not to compromise. All this risks driving politics farther from the American peopldf, wieom still stand

squarely in the middle of the political roadBit by bit, the center n American politics is getting weakegaid william
Galston, a top policy adviser in the Clinton White House and a scholar at the Brookings Institution. In the DemocraticsRestk's

elections drove out about half of the conservative DemocrathénHouse, mostly from the South. Among the losers: Rep. Gene Taylor of
Mississippi, who voted against the Democratic health care law, opposed "cap and trade" energy legislation and voteddbn $4&cCain, R
Ariz., for president in 2008 against hisroparty's nominee, Barack Obama. The remaining Democratic lawmakers, particularly in the House,
will be more liberal, and under great pressure from such outside groups as labor unions not to make any compromisesdtitait fexidral

spending, particulayifor pay or benefits for government employeebl the Republican Partgozens of tea party



http://www.abc.net.au/news/stories/2010/11/04/3056619.htm?site=thedrum
http://www.congress.org/news/2010/11/04/divided_senate_complicates_dem_agenda

conservatives woseats in the House. TheVlikely t0 pressure GOP leaders to make deep cuts in government spending,
and toOPPOSE any compromiséth presiden Obama Tea party candidates defeated modetigtds in
Senate primaries throuqh the Y &a&long the moderate GOP victims: Rep. Michael Castle of Delaware, Gov. Charlie Crist of Florida,

Secretary of State Trey Grayson of Kentucky and Sen. Robert Bennett ofthghultimate exampigen. ArIerSQeCtebf
Pennsylvania, whose political fateis year evoked the old line from Texas Democrat Jim Hightower, who sneered, "There's nothing in the

middle of the road but yellow stripes and dead armadilldd"moderate to liberal Republican for most of his career,
Specter was often right in the middieSenate deahaking that bridged the two parties




Leaks/AT: Plan Secret

(--) Yes leakg increasing as secret programs increase

Patton O4(Phil, "Exposing the Black Budget: The Cold War is over. So why, Paul McGinnis wanted to know,
are major CIA, NSAand Department of Defense programs still being kept secret from Congress and US
taxpayers?", Steve Aftergood is anee research analyst at the Federation of American Scientists

http://www.wired.com/wired/archive/3.11/patton_pr.html

Classification can be viewed as the information equivalent of the national debt. Information we put off releasing isvikgdebff paying.
Like the fiscal deficit, it costs a lot to service and main. Keeping things secret requires guards, vaults, background checks. A General
Accounting Office study placed the cost at $2.2 billion, but the office pointedly noted that its calculations had beedipntiperefusal of the

CIA to cooperate. Prite industry spends an estimated $13 billion more adhering to government security standards. There is evﬂiﬁce that
secrecy structure may collapsiits own weight before anything is done to fix it. Says Steve Aftergood,
"The more secrecy you have, theaner your security resources are spreadihere is a loss of respect for the

system That promotes leaks's hard to keep things secret. It's work. People have to sit and read boring hearing records and black things
out. It's easy to imagine theyould miss stuff.” Aftergood believes thaiccidental disclosure has been growing. Part of the
reason is incompetence, part is s@ifficial policy. He wrote in the Bulletin thatdiccidental' disclosure

has the great advantage thaldes not require anye to exercise leadership or to take responsibilitys
now become the preferred policy particularly since classification reform is not working. If current trends are takémitp ¢kierlything may

eventually be classifiedbut NOthing Will be seret" Astergood concludes the leaks are a sign of institutional decadence. "The
government has found it easier to let the classification system disintegrate than to establish new standards that qoectramt Im&lty," he
writes.

Lax security

Hoekstra 5(Pete Hoekstra, ranking minority member of the House Permanent Select Committee on
LYdStftAaSyOS YR F2N¥YSNI/ KFANXIYZ 4{SONBGA IyR
{ SOdzNR (& x¢ &aLISSOK (o July BOStrans@iptati 1 IS C2dzy Rl A2y
http://author.heritage.org/Research/HomelandSecurity/wm809.cfm)

(0p))

It has become!l too commos almost second natudefor people in Washington to leak information
Policymakersnayleak for any number of reasqrstich aso bring aténtion to a good news story or discredit
a bad story. They may also leak information to gauge public intareséw policy or issuBut some seemingly

leak just because they cafese are the people, and especially those that have access to clagsifigtion, that we need to worry

about. On the walls of the Intelligence Committee aO®SEfllP&Emed poster :
MI GHT SI NK SHIPS, 0 says one poster tlgaeamé@as @&niogheal ppssponsboad hy :
bobbing in the water and on |ifeboats with the statement, AA CARELES:¢

serve as potent reminders for us of the dangers of leaks fn@gh yearcountless unauthorized leaks cause severe damage
to our intelligence activitieand expose our capabilitigse fact of the matter isome of the worst damage done to
our intelligence community has comw from penetration by spies, fiiom unauthorizd leaks by those with access

to classified information. Were it not for a leakre is a chanage could have brought Usama bin Laden to

iustiCEby now and have a better understanding of tH@aitla operation. Several years ago, highly sensitive infmeas disclosed

regarding the intelligence communitiesd ability t odhsaonethodscof i nf or mat i
operation, and we lost a valuable means of understandipgal d ad s mo v e me n New | eealizk thére hay bedimes Wheemas .

person entrusted with classified information makes an unintentional disclosure. But, the Intelligence Community museteqdsaa with

these instances because all classified leaks can be dangerous. Whessitadeliberate disclosures of classified information, however, we must

create a culture within the Intelligence Community where zero tolerance is the norm. People entrusted with a secucigynelestnaalize their

clearance is not a right, it is aiyglege, and it must be treated as such. Just because a person has a security clearance does not give them the

authority to exercise leadership in determining what should and should not be claEsé€r this yearor examplethe Department

of Jusice arrested Lawrence Franklin, a Pentagon defense analyst, for removing 83 documents from the
Pentagonamazingly,this is not the first time Mr. Franklin was accused of compromising classified information,
but his clearances were never suspended or eevek have to asidid the previous leniency shown to Mr.
Franklin contribute to his decision to go even further in revealing classified informationéh we should be
outraged. It is painfully obvious we must change the culture within the Inteligeammunity. T he inability to protect our sources

and methods from intentional leaks causes substantial damage to our intelligencessenseeal security.



http://www.wired.com/wired/archive/3.11/patton_pr.html

No oversight

Banisar 7David Banisar, Policy Fellow at the Open Society Institute anahyiBitisearch. Fellow at
GKS Cl Odzt e 2F [lg2 | yADSNARAAGE 2F [SSRaz WdzZ & Hnan
5SY20NI O&3¢ LI mMcO

Thelack of standards results in overuse of the designations and greater restrictions on infestmatiaternal
useand for public availability. A 2006 Government Accountability Office review found over fifty different categories ofatifmrrdesignated
as sensitive, ranging from Sensitive Homeland Security Information, Sensitive but Unclassified, Law EnfdBesisiéne, to For Official Use

Only.41 The GAO found thatn different agencies, similar information was often being designated for control using

different labels and proceduresaiso found thafew agencies provided adequate guidance, trainingtemial

controls The GAO cthalackwid such recammended internal controls increases the risk that the

designations will be misapplied@his could result irither unnecessarily restricting materials that could be shared or

inadvertently releasing materials that should be restrictd. © wi t hi n depar t e GAG faund h as Justi

numerougrocedural problems due Itk of formal policies, inadequate training, and poor oversightn the
FBI, any employee or contractor could designate information as sensitive even though the FBI had no guide and diderautquyoate
training.42 A 2006 review by the National Security Archive of 37 major agencies and components fouoohliitdéency across government
agencies.43 Only eight of the agencies had legal authority to designate information as sensitive, while 24 were andyttelloawn internal

guidelines. Eleven had no policy at Mearly onethird of the policies dbwed any employee to designate information as sensitive, but

theydid not set policies on how the markings could be remawednly seven total set restrictions on how they can be
designated. The review also found that policies set after 9/11fver@a g u ee n dogpde nor broadly applicabled compar

Yes leaks
- discontent in the cabinet causes executive leaks

Fox News, 1411-1-2014 http://www.foxnews.com/politics/2014/11/01/tougtweekfor-obamaas
frustrated-officialsair-their-grievancegso-media/]

The White Housship isspringing.~eaksTroublemakingpersonnelinside the Obama administration
have taken tO the DreSaE steady clip in recent days to badmouth senior officials, as well as a key American ally. And as Prieaidergnters his seventh year in office, the whispers and potshots

are unning the risk lNd@rMINIiNGthe oncecohesive image dhe "no drama Obama" te€aRmeier irs a few leaky apples or the sign of a

larger morale problem is unclear. But severarig®with sharpedged quotes attributed to unnamed administration officials have culminated in an embarrassing week for the White- onngeete with plenty of backpedaling

and clarifications to assert a polished narrative that all is well. But théstamay be shome:rustrated OfﬂClaISve started QI the|r grievVanCeseverytning from the current

relationship between the U.S. and Israel to the military response in Syria. The latest batch of stories started on Mananentlantic magar quoted an anonymous official describing Israeli Prime Minister Benjamin

bSGlyelKdz a I aOKAOlSyakAlos ¢KS O02YYSyid F2tt26a 6551 & rasputed Stlembrid dBHE R 1yyaapsS & ¢ KSii kDA Tbl § @IRAED | KSIBEK AK2EAES NIKYSS y2(F F-
quoted as saying. The article caused a furor, as Republicans demanded accountability for the anonymous insult to Aéritete elouse and State Department officials insisted the remark does not reflect thisistlation's

views, and White House officials reportedly were calling lawmakers to hammer home that point. Not everyone was buyingriilse-aitm's contrite tone. Fox News contributor Judith Miller suggested that comment was

"authorized," to "send a mssage to Israel.” But other comments clearly were not giegied by the White House. In the latest episode, tickéimilitary officials told The Daily Beast they were frustrated by the tight constraints

the White House is placing on them in the wgast the Islamic State in Syria. Disgruntled officers and civilian Pentagon leaders reportedly claimed that Natiotyah@éiseri Susan Rice, who is calling much of the shots on

PO{® 2LISNF GA2ya Ay {&NRAI I A ANIFRONNSR SIRR GIAKISK LONKRSO Sisrdy AlS3a 6 Y2 Fy ARCBMiEN ACtkASE 2HKYARGI S | 2 dz& S oliySimdd WHicSiRcfude Kl & Ay aiNdzOGSR (K
restrictions on which rebels can be trained to fight and what their roles will be in the field. TH® Soéir & | A R -mvana@iry @fbasi apératiBnal details is tying their hands and holding up progress. Earlier, on Wednesday,

The New York Times reported that Defense Secretary Chuck Hagel also was a critic of the White House strategy in 3@ fagel 8 6 NRBGS F YSY2 (2 wAOS 461 NyAy3a (KIG GKS OdNNByd &N
address U.S. intentions and how it relates to Syrian President Bagtssati, the Times reported. Hagel did not back off his comments on Thursday, &aify, 2 6 S ( KS LINBAARSY (G FyR 68 265 G(KS bl iGA2yl f

osal GKaylAayd 2y akrae tyr adhnepesception ofia harmoriaus:Cabinet\wasdente diiowing anoter ciaim in the Times

article that officiai  NR dzi Ay St & 221 SR { SONBGINE 2F {dGIdS W2KyYy YSNNE ASQfaAKE 2SR alzd NBRIWITIdKIS ANSEERAZINP &L HHGIST G doALlt & 8142 drayS diiek S¢ KYSR |

wemedosngesndd 0 I Y I Q&  &njit 6fe oficbriidaiits has come apartew.«as more andnore staff
members resigmor retire. Personnel shakeups have led some to question the effectiveness of the
LINE 3 A R Sthan@p@meOt ReBndsA &

-executive branch

Turner 7(Rrobert F. Cofounder@ter For National Security Law, FISA and Civil Liberties, Capitol Hill Hearing Testimony, lexis)

The Federalist Papers are replete with references to the need for secneity of design, and speed and

dispatch in war and foreign affair@nd each ofhese was recognized as a strength of the executive branch. Since the official
journal and Madison's notes on the proceedings of the Federal Convention were not made public until decades after theiGonstit

ratified, these brilliant essays on theipeiples of our new government were the most important single source in explaining the Constitution to
the people. And in Federalist No. 64, John Jay made it clear that neither Congress nor the Senate were to have arg/lsariegh of

intelligence His essay is worth quoting at lengt here are cases where the most useful intelligence may be
obtained, if the persons possessing it can be relieved from apprehensions of disageas@mpprehensions




will operate on those persons whether they are atadaby mercenary or friendly motives, and there doubtless are many of both descriptions,
who would rely on the secrecy of the president, but who would not confide in that of the senate, and still less in tleagefmopular

assembly. The convention fexdone well therefore in so disposing of the power of making treaties, that although the president must in
forming them act by the advice and consent of the senate, yet he will be able to manage the business of intelligencaamiserchs

prudence mayusggest.Sadly my experence both in the legislative and executive branches and as a scholar
havepersuaded me that the Framer's concern was justifle@ seerfar too many harmful leaks from
Capitol Hill (To be suretoo many leaks also come from theexutive department.)




Ext. Yes LeaksConqgress

Congress leaks

-Congressional oversight causes leaks

Finan 10(Elizabeth Finan, Senior Staff Writer for the International Affairs Review, "Changing the Status Quo:
Congressional Oversight of the CIAQctober 11, http://www.iagwu.org/node/204)

With the recent passage of the first intelligence authorizatiomlsilk yearscongressional oversigbf covert

actionwill expand tounprecedented levelsaccording to the Washington Poiii most instanes theentire

membershipof the Housd?ermanent Sele@ommitteeon IntelligenceHpsciand the Senate Select

Committeeon Intelligencessciwill be permitted to attend briefings detailititeC1 A6s covert actior

programsin the past, these types of briefings were limitedtothesol | ed @A Gang of Eighto, a group that wa
both, the House and the Senate, as well as the chairs and ranking minority members of the HPSCI and SSCl.yiisexsigueebperations,

the bill grants the White House authority to restrict the briefings to the Gang of Eight; evéhéhéudll committeesil still receive a
fgener al o doe s wchrefitheshresalantial finding that was required to Euthe covert action

program




Ext. Yes LeaksPentagon

Pentagon causes leaks

VIJAYAN 8/6/07IAIKUMAR is one of the serinost South Asian technology journalists. He is currently senior editor of

/ 2YLdzi SN» 2NI RZ aD2 @SNY Y Snfdisclosdmsilesi§a a Sa KAUG o0& AylFRGSNLS

Clark said he found classified diagrams of the Pentagon's backbone network infrastresatpliée with 1P
addresses and password change scripts; physical terrorism threat assessments for three major U.S. cities; and infotimatib on
Department of Defense's information security system audits on P2P netwdrkere's all kind of data leaking out

inadvertently" Clark told the committeel Ne documents discoveredring Clark's search wersimply what we found

when we put the gaw in the water: he said. "The American people would be outraged if they were aware of what is
inadvertently being disclosed on P2P networks," said Clark.




Ext. Leaks Link

Obama gets dragged in

Dickerson 9(Slate's chief political correspondent ansthor of On Her Trail, "Who You Calling Debriefed?"

May 15, http://www.slate.com/id/221839R/

Who is telling the truth in the Pelosi matter? It's hard to know in what isnel@ssic Washingtonase of he said/she saibkre

weren't a lot of people in the key September 2002 meeting who can come forward to corroborate events, though formec Bemdaodhti

Graham, who was then chairman of the Senate intelligence committee, has backedi'sigHtiloism of the CIA in an interview with the
Huffington Post. Former Rep. Porter Goss, who attended the meeting with Pelosi, has taken the CIA's side. But he'sia Riepudier went

on to run the CIA. He's got political reasons to contradichkerart of the GOP's broader attempt to distract attention from a past where
Republicans are in far more political and legal danger. And Goss has residual reasons to stick up for the guys whoafaehivorkeurrent

CIA Director Leon Panetta, a Denmrat from California who once served with Pelosi in Congress, released a statement that suggested that these
techniques were discussed but that also said the agency couldn't be certain. Pelosi didn't help her credibility Thusttagadvhitied that

desjite earlier denials, she did later know walb@arding was being used. Her explanation for the discrepancy: Her previous denials were about
what she personally had been briefed on. She learned aboutwatding from a staffer. That kind of parsing isch# sustain in a public fight.

It also raises questions about why, if she was so adamant about torture, she didn't do more at the time. By contrhstMad@ainitzarned

about wateiboarding, he did get exercised about it and took measures to. stegtirday, administration officials and Democratic political
veterans were puzzled by Pelosi's gambit. She's put the spotlight on herself and has given weakened Republicancarfighfdfiegngage

in, and possibly win. They can't put a scratctit@npopular president, but Pelosi and the Democratic Congress are not as popular. Normally a
politician in Pelosi's position could say she's moving forward to do important business rather than picking at theslpastntwther

Democrats are the oneswacating for rummaging through the pabhie escalating mess is exactly wiasidenObama didn't
want athorough look into the question of tortukgghts like theselistract from his effort to get politicians to
focuson other mattersindthe argumernst potentially weaken his party by either undermining its inigtu
positionon tortureor making leading Democrats 100k unsteadyelosi looked during her halting and jittery press conference.
As one former senior Bush official put-itheir real poliical problem [with investigating torture] is when they look back, they will
find many of their own therelhiS shit storm will leave everyone stink@r might just leave their side deeper
doo-doo for the worst political sin: hypocrisyAt some pointhe presideniay be asked what his view of the
Pelosimatter isit's a tricky spotHe doesn't want to get in the middle of a he said/she said délb&telefends

Pelosi, he alienates the CIAThat relationship is already tender because Obama releask@muorture
memos against the wishes of the GlAose agents participated in the torté@ the other hand, if Obama defends the
CIA, he undermineshis leader in the House and angersl|i@gral supporters.

Congress finds ouwvithin hours¢ (i K S Ba€kiagh because they were kept in the dark

Washington Post @Qoby Warrick and Ben Pershing, Washington Post Staff Writers, "CIA Had
Program to Kill AQaeda Leaders," July Jatfp://www.washingtonpost.com/wp
dyn/content/article/2009/07/13/AR2009071302589.htinl

The CIA ran a secret prograsnnearly eight yearthat aspired to Kitop atQaeda leaders with specially trained
assassindut the agency declined to tell Congress because the initiative never came close to bringing Osama

bin Ladenand his deputieilto U.S. cross hairs.s. intelligence angéongressional officials saigksterdaythe plan to
deploy teams of assassins to kill senior terrorists was legally authorized by the administration of George W. Bustebédamee fully

operational, according to sources briefed on the matter. The sources confirmed tvatéHeresident Richard E£heney had urged the
CIA to delay notifying Congress about ttiplomatically sensitivlan-- a bid for secrecy thatngressional
Democrats now saihwarted proper oversighithe programwhich was terminated last montauchedoff a
political firestormlast weekhenseveraDemocrats said the CIA had misled Congresadiisclosing its
existence CIA Director Leon EPanetta gave lawmakers their first overvigmwJune 24within hours of learning
about it, the officials said



http://www.slate.com/id/2218392/
http://www.washingtonpost.com/wp-dyn/content/article/2009/07/13/AR2009071302589.html
http://www.washingtonpost.com/wp-dyn/content/article/2009/07/13/AR2009071302589.html

Internal Links: Bipartisanship

Democrats and Republicans need to work together to avoid a shutdown:

Reuters, 9/10/201% ¢2 KA 4GS | 2dzaS dzZNHSa wSLlzot AOFya (2 yS32i
http://www.reuters.com/article/2015/09/10/usabudgetwhitehouseidUSW1N0ZC00M20150910

Accessed 9/11/2015, rwg)

Republicans in the U.S. Congress must natptvith Democrats on the country's budget in order to
avoid a government shutdowa white House spokesman said on ThursdyRepublican leaders maintain their
insistence on trying to pass a budget along party lines, then we are going to be headeshfddown
because it's clear to anyone who's been paying attention for the last several months that they don't
have the vote® pass a budget,” White House press secretary Josh EarnestEii@ Yay to avoid that is for Democrats
and Republicans do what they did two years agayhich is finally sit down and try to work in bipartisan fashion
to negotiate the kind of budget agreement that neither side would think is perfect but that both sides

would acknowledge are in the best interest of the United &aind our economy(Reporting by Julia Edwards;
Writing by Lisa Lambert; Editing by Bill Trott)

Bipart key to agenda.
JACOBY }:-100 oc¢t YIENE t NBaARSY(GS LYYAINIGA2Y22NYl & ! {!3X GLYYAINIGAZY N

In a lopsided Congresgere one party has a supermajority or clclaere'sittle or N0 incentive to compromiseou can
pass almost anything you want without making nice, so why make concessions to getIhéSI?Wi” no longer be true in the
112th Congresd.ittle if anything is going to pass without compromiddeither party will have much to
showfor itselfif it does notfind ways towork across the aislendjust saying "noto the other side's proposal§

likely to wear thinvery quickly with the independent votes who decided this election and the last one and will surely be the prize
in 2012.

Bipart key to agenda.
COLLINSON 15-100 &{ 6SLKSys ! Ct 6NAGSNE &aholYlF tFyRa ol Ol Ay OKIy3ISR :

presidenBarackObamalanded in a politicalichanged Washingtoditer 10 days abroagind called onnewly
empoweredRepublicans talrop their strategy of 'No' tavork with him hama returned from Asia to
reverberating aftershocks dnid-term electionswhichdealt Democrats crushingdefeat andhanded
Republicanshe Housef Representatives and themeans to halt his reformrogram. Fying into Washington on Air
Force One on Sunday, after a trip that circled the gI&BQamal’eﬂected on the meaning of the election defeatd weeks ago, and
promised to do more tdonor his previous vows t@ach across the aisléle said that early in his term,
an "obsessive" focus on astrisis policies had led him to neglect the need to reach across political

dividesand to get out into he heartland to explain to Americans what he was doing.

ALJ NI A a léé G2 20l Yl Qa I'EIS)/IQI'CD
GALSTON B0 oz At t At YS {SyA2N) CStf265 D2OSNYIyOS {(dRASAS . NR21AY3IAST &
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http://www.reuters.com/article/2015/09/10/usa-budget-whitehouse-idUSW1N0ZC00M20150910

The outcome of the November 2010 election has fundamentally changed the political dysantigst
the next two years ]t Will no longer be possible fétresidentObama to advance his agenda with support
from only hisown party. Instead,he will be forceckither to negotiate withan emboldenedRepublican
House majorityor enduretwo years of confrontation andridlock (as Newt Gingrich discovered in 1995, the same
logic applies in reverse: it is no easier to run divided gowent from Capitol Hill than from 1600 Pennsylvania Ave)ﬁehOOSinghe

path ofnegotiationover confrontationwould requirea change oSubstanceas well agone. The president
would have to give the federal budget deficit and national debt a far mergral place in his policy agenda. Here the obstacles to agreement
across party lines are formidable, although the findings of his bipartisan fiscal commission, due out in December, rhay assigtking a

shift to a more fiscally conservative positidhhelps that the cechairs of the commission, Democrat Erskine Bowles and Republican Alan
Simpson, are determined to break the current gridlock, in which conservatives refuse to consider raising taxes whilettrkdt@toutly

resist cuts in socigrograms.

Bipart key to agenda spills over
Zelizer YJulian, Prof Public Affairs @ Princeton, CNN, 1/13)

Obama will have to define himself in relation to his predecessor, but in this case by demonstrating clearly to the public what he will
do differently, rather than the same, as President Bush. And, finally, the new president will need to find legislationah
attractssomesupport from the opposition to diministhe power ofpolarizationon Capitol Hilland establistthe

groundwork for future compromise

Bipart key to obama agenda.
News and Observer $11/7, Lexis]
Such a move towarbipartisanshipmay be tallenged by those who thinthe Bush partisans havsomepayback

coming. But if Obama can rise abdbat instinct,he will havetaken someimportant initial stepsin bringing a much

divided country together, anéh €asing the way for his ambitious agendalear the Congress.the people are ready, and they
have signaled resoundingly that they are, then Republican and Democratic leaders need to be ready as well.

Partisanship spills over on security policy specifically.

COHEN .]WILLIAM, counselor @SCS and former Secretary of Defense, Washington Quastejyring-- lexis]

Finally,@ more bipartisan approatihthe formulation ofational securiypolicy specificallycan only occur

with aless partisampproach t@olitical discourse&enerallysocial and political observers alike have chronicled an
absence of civility in the public sphere and increasing hostility in the political sphere. Debate too often gives us diatidyetoand practical
problem-solving to rhetorical fingepointing. At timesg such as the Desert Fox strikethe enmity has become so intense that some openly
question the motivations of the leaders on the opposite side of the aisle. At other tiraesh as during the national debate on the CEBT

incendiary rhetoricd used to inflameoreconstituencies, gain political advantage humiliate or embarrass
2y Soa 2 1Suelysoprched earth tacticsy be chauvinistically satisfying, but they odiminish the
trust andrespect among policymakers that is essetdistsponsible and reasocpmpromise.




Internal ¢ Committees

Opposition from even single powerful committee member drains capital because of
unique ability to block legislation

Seidenfeld 94, Associate Professor, Florida State University Collegmngfd4 (Mark, lowa Law
Review, October, Lexis)

The cumbersome process of enacting legislation interferes with the President's ability to get his
legislative agenda through Congressh as it hinders direct congressional control of agency peéiting. 6 A President
hasa limited amount ofpolitical capitahe can use to press for a legislative ager@iad preciousitte time to gethis
agendaenacted.197These constraints prevent the President from marshalling through Congress all but a

handful ofstatutory provisionSeflecting his policy [*39] vision. Although such provisions, if carefully crafted, can significantly alter
the perspectives with which agencies and courts view regulation, such judicial and administrative reaction is not ldcelyooickly. Even

after such reaction occurs, a substantial legacy of existing regulatory policy will still be intact. In atli®opropensity of
congressional committees #®ngage irspecialinterestoriented oversight mighseriously undercut
presidential efforts to implementregulatory reform througdegislation 198 on any proposed regulatory measiiag
President could face opposition froppwerful committee members whosability to modify andkill
legislation is welldocumented 199 This is not meant to deny thitlie President has significant power that he can

use to bringsspects ohiSlegislativeagenda to fruitionThe President's ability to focus media attention on an issue, his power to
bestow benefits on the constituents afembers of Congress who support his agenda, and his potential to deliver votes in congressional

elections increase the likelihood of legislative success for particular programs. 200 Red&gedfsuch tacticsnoweverwill impose
economic costs on say and concomitantigonsume the President's political capitabi At some poirthe price to the

Presidentor pushing legislation through Congre@xceeds the benefite derivedfrom doing SOThus, a President would be
unwise to rely too heavily ondgslative changes to implement his policy vision.

Outweighs every other factor of support

Association for Postal Commerce, No Date Given,
http:/www.postcom.org/public/publicaffairs/howabillbecomesalaw.htm

CONGRESSIONAL COMMITTE@RmMItteeSare the infrastructure of Congress. THaye where the bulk of legislative work

is done Although the House and Senate handle bills in different ways when they reach the floor, the committee system in both dsambers
similar. Committees have enormous poweheyhold hearings conductinvestigationsandoversee

government programsheyinitiate bills, approve and report legislation to the flooh€aisocan kill
measures through inaction or defedthe standing@mmitteesof congresgletermine the fateof most
legislativeproposals Committee members and staff frequently are experts in the subjects under their jurisdictioft,_isdat the
committee stage that a bill comes under thkarpest scrutinylf a measure is going to be substantially

revisedthat revision usually occurs at the committee or subcommittee levral.the committees in Congress,
those with the most influence over the delineation of our nation's postal policy include: the House Subcommittee on thEé&tuite, the
House and Seate Committees on Appropriations, and the Senate Committee on Governmental Affairs. Those with a lesser degree of influence

include: the House and Senate Committees on the Budget and the House Committee on Government Reform and A/eammittee
maydispose of a bill ibne ofseveral wayst mayapprove or "report," the legislatiorwith or withoutamendments;
rewrite the billentirely; reject (.e., "ill") the bilireport it unfavorablysr without recommendation to allow full House or

Senate coriseration; Or refuse to consider the bill at atlommittee membership is determined on the basis of majority and
minority party ratios in each chamber, and is set at the beginning of each new Congress. In the House, the Democratg c@kenittee
appdntments through their Steering and Policy Committee and the Democratic Caucus, the Republicans through the Republieage&Confer
These assignments are then confirmed by floor vote. The most senior member of the majority often is designated as theeamaritiThe




most senior member of the minority party is usually designated as the "ranking minority member." Subcommittees. Most standiittees
have a number of subcommittees, which vary in importance from committee to committee. Some hadefmet jurisdictions and function
with great autonomy. Much of their work both in the House and Senateis routinely endorsed by the full committee without further review.
Subcommittee membership also is determined in a manner that maintains the pnevailijority/minority party ratio in the full chamber.
Senators may serve on three committees and on as many as eight subcommittees. Representatives, however, may serve on only two
committees unless they are assigned to Rules, Appropriations, or Ways amt Méey may serve on only one of these key committees at a

time. Subcommittees and committees enjoy considerable independercatonomyThe chair of a
committeeor subcommittee isvery important figurein the legislative procedsecause he or shean
determine which bills are taken upnd the pace and sequenagwhich they are considered.




Concessions FailGeneral

Concessions fafd obama is inept.
PONNURU }16.[10-wi YSaKs aSyA2NI SRAG2NI X bl GA2ylf mwSdaSgRdabl NBAYNE wé!

seventh Obama isn't Clintarrhe former president started his political career in a relatively conservative state. During his
governorship, Arkansas gave its electoral votes to Republican presidential candidates three tim@salintan the Democratic Leadership

Council, which sought to pull the party rightwaf@bama hasadmuch less experience of appealing to conservative
and moderate voters: did it in the general election of 2008 only under exceptional circumstancesiting very short recordlt's

not clearthathe is interested in "triangulating” against congressional Democrats and Republicans, much
less that he is capahié it. keep in mind thagit this point in his presidency Clinton had already relied on
Republi@an votes to win a highrofile fight over trade. Obama has done nothing similar

No shift to the centercgop will reject it.

BAKER 1@’eter, foreign policy reporter, author of Kremlin Rising: Vladimir Putin and Russian Ge@@r2 t dzi A 2y> aLy wSLJdzo t A
+A002NASaT ¢ARS ¢dNya {GFINyteé bSg ,2N)] ¢AYSae

Strategists on both sides said the lessons of the past offered only limited BiBypolitically toxic as the atmosphere in

Washington was in the 199@kge two sides appearenmore polarizedtoday TheRepublicans may be

more beholden ta Tea Partynovement that abhors deal cuttimdjile vr. Obama has not showhe

same sort ofertrist sensibilitieghatvr. Clinton didr y R LINBaARSa Ay | GAYS 2F KAIKSNI dzy SYLX
t NBAARSY(d /tAyG2yd® t NBAARSYyG /tAyldz2y 61L& |y | Olidzd Ay DickAnByd@F YAYSd hi
Texasp K2 | a | 2dzaS wSLIzt AOFYy fSIFRSNJ &ljdzZ NSBR 2FF F3FAyad aWlhinkt Aydzy I
KSQa | f NBISRS Oty ™A & ¢NB G NBYIAya (G2 0SS RSGSNYA g SdhMr Glwén akdS OF y SE LIS
Mr. Bush saw what can happen when the other side gets subpoena power. Legitimate oversight and political fishing exqzedtiathstake

GKSANI (2tt o 4938y 6KSyYy OFNBTdA & YIyrASRE IKERS AYOSAXINEE T 25/1aA RO 3y/d
was a White House lawyer under Mr. Clinton and later represented an aide to Mr. Bush during a Congressional inqMry OBétha wields

the veto pen, and his Democratic allies in the Senate willigea firewall against Republican initiativdshe possibility ofgridlock

looms And in the White House, there is hope that Republicans descend into fratricide between establishment and Tea Partjsinsurgen

while Mr. Obama presents himself as abovdlit &ormer Representative Tom Davis, Republican of Virginia, said it was hard to see Mr. Obama
FAYRAY3 O02YY2y OFdza$S 6AGK aN® . 2SKYySNI 2NJ aNX alO/ 2yyStf shamekKS wSLddzo £ A (
y2i @SNB LINBavia $i6 wdreovebath sidesswill have to answer to partisanghe left and the right

with little interest in compromiseiT her e 6s goi ng t oobéhae batsceo® Most Da
thinki t s goi ngatolbastghy first. o




Cocessions Fait Left Backlash

Concessions fad angers the left

FRIELI®D . NAtys /v {dFFFS 45AO0ARSR {MoyembieBs- 02 YLX AOF 188 58Y ! aSyRIFE /v
http://www.congress.org/news/2010/11/04/divided_senate_complicates_dem_agenda]

While many Demaratic senators may feel pressure from their rigiamamay feel pressure from his

left. Henry Olsen, a political analyst at the conservative American Enterprise Institute, noted that both presidents whoeldbseriaas
primary challenges when seekiagsecond term in recent years Jimmy Carter and George H.W. Buskvere defeated in the general

election. Olsen warned théDbama could riskucha challenge from the left if he strikes deals with Republicans
the waypresident BilClinton didin 1996 gl riangulation is not going to be on the agendaht asSy at AR®

Concessions fag alienates the left.
PONNURU }16-10-wt YSaks aSyA2NI SRAGZ2NI X brdAz2ylrt wS@ASss abldAazylt w$

Eighth,Obama has to deal withl@ger, angrier, andmore implacabléel eft than Clinton did. The Left was chastened
after three Republican presidential terms when Clinton took office. When Clinton signed welfare reform in 1996, a feppdihiees
resigned but there was no revo@bama cannot be so sulat MoveOn.orgMSNBC, etc. will stay in his corner
if he triangulatesHis freedom of action is more circumscribed.




Concessions FailGOP Says No

Concessions to the gop faitspisses off the leftand th&GOPg 2 Yy 1 Q t A A G Sy @

LIASSON H12uno oab NI = yIdA2yFf LREAGAOFE O2NNBAaLRYRSYd F2NJ btws 6458Y

Going forwardone of the flash points for Democrats is how far to go to accommodate the new Republican
Majority in the House and the expdad Republican minority in the Senate. Green thi@&Ching out won't helfDemocrats
could take a lesson frommat Republicansre doing right nomywhich is beingdogged in what they believee

says. They're not talking about compromi$@&ey'resaying, 'We'regoing to fight for what weust

campaigned anWhat we've seefe last week or sis @ president consistently talking about compromise
consistently talking about consens@d never laying out any blueprimy which he would actually be wiiig to

fight the Republicans

Attempts to triangulate fail¢ uncooperativeGOPRP
GANDLEMAN 114-10. [Joe, editoinOKASF Ay t2fAGAOAZT aLa GKS RSY2ONIGAO LI NI& NBI

BuOb ampovebl em wi | | b greskive aving will lveeclamaging foy hinsto be a o
progressive Democrat whid€rebrand himself as a different kind of Demockate @o1g to have to triangulatevhich
will create howls of protest from the Democratic dfitcould even spark a primary deage)and show that he is
working with some key GOPers (at a time winenst in the GOP sdbatnoncooperation with Obama
reaps political dividendsndalsocan be a way of avoiding a primary challenge from Tea Pawiyement

members).

Concessions fag GOP says no.
COLLINSON @0w{ 68LKSYys 1 Ct 6NAGSNE 6{ dzy &OBdokery hol YI Qa SN} 2F 3INI YR

Should Obama chose cooperation, it is uncertain whbetb&epublicarfoes will have the inclination-
or the political capacity- to help. An influx of ideological conservatives from the Tea Paityementmay
push the partgieadershigfurther to the right, narrowing room for compromisewith a looming general

election,Republicans have little incentive to bolster a Pematicpresidentrepublican Senate leader Mitch
McConnell signaled that Republicans may be flexible, but only strictly in their own interests.

Moving to the center fails; too polarized.

SARGENT 20 opoNB3as 21 akay3dey t2a80 22dNYIfA&GT SRAG2NI 2F 9t 80GA2y /Sy
6Aff holYF NBFOG (2 Dht 3LAYaKé 2FaKAy3Id2y tzaie

What's striking about this is how dated, and even quaint, it sounds. As RonaidsBein has noted @ CONSpicuousnove to the
ideological center isr'¢éalysomething we should expect from Obaatia the election, even in the event of major
GOP gaind)ecauseuch a gesture wouldméally be relevant tamur politics today,which areeven more
golarizednowman in Clinton's time.




AT: Bipart/Concessions Key

Concessions fad cause republicans to undermine obama agenda.

Parry 8(R0bert, former writer for the Associated Press and Newsweek who broke t@olnéna stories in the 198, Baltimore Chronicle,
November 11, http://baltimorechronicle.com/2008/111108Parry.shtml)

BarackObama seeka new era obipartisanship, buhe should take heed of what happenedtielast Democrat

in the White House; Bill Clintonc in 1993when he sought to appease Republicapshelving pending investigations into
ReagarBushl-era wrongdoing and hoped for some reciprocitinstead the Republicans pocketedthe Democratic
concessions and pressed ahead witksioiythe most partisan assaukver directed against a sitting
PresidentThe war on Clinton included attacks on his past life in Arkansas, on his wife Hillary, on personnel decisions at thai¥eéhimdto

on key members of his administratiohhe Republicanslsotook the offensivel 3 Ayvaid /[ f Ayi2yQa NBT
denying hinevenone GOP vote for his first budcgidthen sabotaging » ¢ ¢ N2/ t univiezsabealths:s + v 72 NJ
insurance

Moderate gop not keyg democratic unity is crucial.
Walter 8(Amy, Staff Writer, National Jamal, November 18, http://www.nationaljournal.com/njonline/ol_20081117_2769.php)

But what does "working across the aisle" really mean? In the Saestements andelection lossesave

substantially reduced the number of Republican moderatesipia Snave, Susan CollinsGeorge VoinovichArlen
Specterand, of course, McCain are the only obvious potential allies Obama will have on the GOP side. Of the 19 Republicar® jystrsR01

-- including Voinovich and Spectersit in states Obama won. @bama is counting on McCain to help broaden that coalition, it's worth asking
why. After all, this is a guy who campaigned heavily on his "mawveess’ and ranted against the corrupting influence of Washington insiders.
Team player he was not. Even se, like Obama, ended the campaign with high approval ratings and has more political capital than your typical
defeated nomineeObama's potential GOP alliesthe Housamay bean evensmalkr bunch There are only five
Republicans who sit in districts thdohn Kerrywon four years agdviike Castle(Del-At Large)Mark Kirk(l1l.-10),Jim Gerlaci{Pa:06), Charlie
Dent(Pa:15) andDave Reicher{Wash-08). (Note: We are using 2004 stats since we won't have presidential vote by congressional district data
for some time). Given Obama's strong showing in places liked&fwhere GOP Repee Terrysits) and New Jersey (home to freshman Rep.

Leonard Lancén N.J07), this list of Republicans sitting in putatively Democratic seats will gitmw probablynot by much For all the talk
of bipartisanshipthe reality isthat there just aren'tthat many Republicans left to work withtHerding
them may not be Obama's biggest problem. Now, about corralling expectant Democrats

Bipart failst strong partisan linekey to win support

KUTTNER. 8obert, political commentator and author of "Obama's Challenge: America's Economic Crisis and the Power of a
Transformative Presidency." December 15, http://www.realclearpolitics.com/articles/2008/12/the_post_postpartissidgm.html]

Here is an easy predictioWhen PresidentObama reaches that hand bipartisanshipacross the aisle,

he will findthat the Republicans bite .itOf course, it is smart politics to pick off Republigatasrogressive
agenda wherever possial Splitting the Republicans is much better than splitting the difference. By January, when Congress takes up the
emergency stimulus bill, unemployment will be heading toward double digits, and state and local governments will beslashiagrvices.

In that emergency climate, Obama may well get some Republicans to cross over and vote for a pDemocrBidpithat strategy is

not being bipartisan. It is being an astute partisan. Arate will be many other times when Obama will
need to rally albf hisDenocratsto enactprogressivdegislation ovethe strenuousobjection ofmost
Regublicansrhis economic emergency and its political opportunity is no time to compromise for the sake of hollavlrfu@@ama
can win over a few Republicans fop@gressive program, gredf.he put can Republicans in the

position of haplessly opposing popubkard urgently needetegislation, so mucthe better. By the end of his
first year, either Obama will have put the economy on the path to recovery basegamyeessive program that represents a radical ideological

shift; if he achieves that, he will have done it with precious little Republican sudhliiernativelv,much of his program will
havebeen blocked by Republican filibusteesabled by a few conseative Democratic allies







Political Capital is True




PC Theory True General

Consensus of studies

Anthony JMadonna Assistant Professetniversity of Georgiat al Richard L. Vining dAssistant
ProfessorUniversity of Georgia and James E. Maogh Assistant Professeniversity of Georgia 10
2520126/ 2y FANNI GA2Yy 2 | NRAsAssgs8ing the Impact 6f Sipderhe CourtY I 3 SY
Nominations on Presidential Success inthed{ ® { Sy I (iS¢

The selection of Supreme Court justices is just orsewéral key powers afforded to thenodern presidenchreSidentS use a wide
range of tactics to set policyncludingtheiry ability to influence the legislative agenska staff vacancies to
key independent boards andower level federal courts. In tersnof influencing the legislative agenda, modgfesidents introduce
legislationand define policy alternative(Covington, Wrighton and Kinney 199&shbaugtSoha 2005, 2010). The State of the
Union Address and oth@Ub“C speecheareﬂ important venue for this activity (Canedé/rone 2001; Cohen 1995, 1997; Light
1999; Yatesand Whitford 2005)pbut they are not the only meanisough which presidents outline thaitegislative goals.
Presidentsuisoadd items to the legislative agendarmittently in response to issues or events that they believe require
attention. This may be donether by sendingmessages to Congresshrough presidential communication to legislators’
constituentsy While not unconditionalpresidents can use their time and resrces to secure the passagef key
policy proposalgedwards and Wood 1999; Light 1999; Neustadt 1955, 1960).

PC theory true for Obamaempirics

Color Lines10-14-2011
http://colorlines.com/archives/2011/10/is_president_obamas_jobs_drumbeat_working.html

ButwhatO b a mrewinsistence om jobsagendaprovesis this the presidency isn fact,a powerful bully pulpit

NoKS OF VOl 2dzai 61 @S | Noo¥ekredlok Hak evél drgafaibaw/hatifeRandolisuiedthe 0 A f f &
substantial power of his office tnlly Congress into actigor at least into focusing otie right problemThe

first step in doing so is, as the president has said, taking the discussion to the voters. Evenpjmaiderﬁ LSH14as Ah_EQ a ySsaov {2
controls the news cyckeery dayjf he so chooseandif he talks about jobs everyday,h at 6 s what wedl | al
about The second step is negotiatiiigm the place of strength that thtistoricalbullying createsand we will all

desperately need that strength when the defisitduction process reaches its grim climax thiswinfee £ S Q& K21LJS al NBEKF ff A&
when he says we might be at a turning point in Washington.

Your evidence oversimplifies political capitall G Q& y 24 2dzad | 6 2 dzi LISN
likeability-A G Q& | 02dzi GKS 0 NJzO G dzNJ- € I R@Fyal 3Sa
y /

a
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Call it push, pull, punch, juice, power, or clquitey all mean the same thing. The most basic BR@St important of
all presidential resources is capitdhoughthe internal resourcesme, information, expertise, and ener@ll have

an impacbn the domestic agenddhe President is severely limited without capitahd capital is directly linked to the
congressional parties. While there is little questtbat bargaining skills can affect both the composition and the success of the domestic

agendawithout the necessary party support, no amount of expertise or charm can make a difference

Though bargaining is an important tool of presidential powerpgsinot take place in a neutral environment. Presidents bring certain advantages and disadvantages to the table.

Also- studies prove the theory of political capital

EshbaugkSoha M. 2008. Policy Priorities and Presidential Success in Congress. Caefapers
-- American Political Science Associatio261 Retrieved from Political Science Complete database.


http://colorlines.com/archives/2011/10/is_president_obamas_jobs_drumbeat_working.html

Presidentialcongressional relations are a central topic in the scientific study of politics. The literature is clear that a harzdfables

strongly influence the likelihood of presidential success on legislafdhthese variables, party contaf Congress is most
importantBond and Fleisher 1990 that conditions of unified government increase, while conditions of

divided government decrease presidential success, all elseequak s LINB&ARSY G Q& | LILINR2 SFE NI G
favorable honeymoon (Dominguez 2005) period may also increase presidential success on legislation. In addition, prep@ksites that

reference policiesorreDl £ £ @2GSa GSyR (2 AyONBIasS (KS LINDG aWdRSIl Eahbdughaha af I G A S :
2006). In theirlandmarkexamination of presidential succesongressBond and Fleishersso, 230)

identify yet anothercondition that may facilitatpresidentiabucces®n legislation when they write that

fithe preside t 6 s g r e a pverpolicycomds Frametime@@genda he pursues and the way it is

packaged o M othegpalicies that the president prioritiZzes v e fAa mam otrheé mpraedsi der
rel ati onshi pTaken todethel thesq assegi@ronyly suggest that the policy content of

the presi dent ddwhat pokcigs the lprasidént peioritzes bafode Londgrestwould be a

primary determinant of presidential success in Congress

Sequencing means bargaining chips are limitggdlan trades off
Bernstein, 8/20/11

Jonathan Bernstein is a political scientist who writes about American politics, especially the presidency, Congress)gahtiesons,
http://www.salon.com/news/politics/war_room/2011/08/20/bernstein_presidential_per/index.html

Moreover, the positions of the president and most everyone else are, to look at it one way, sort of oppbfiespresident has

potential influenceover an astonishing number of thingsot only every single policy of the U.S. government, policy

by state and local governments, foreign governments, and actions of private citizens and groups. Most other politidaheetoffuence over
a very narrow range of stuff. What that means is that while the president's overall influenataigigefar greater than that of a House
subcommittee chair or a midlevel civil servant in some agency, his influence over any specific policy may well not barehtgrof such a

no-name nobodyA 10t Of good presidential skills have to do wiiiiuring out how to leverage thaiverall
influenceinto victories in specific battlesd if we look at presidential history, there are lots of records of successes and
failures. In other worddt'S_hard It involves difficult choicesnot (primarily) pdicy choices, but choicdfl Which policies
to fight for and which not tg and when and where anttbw to use the various bargaining chiplat
are available.

And- our controversy aversion link

Empirics proveg A G Q& y 2 G 2 dza U - fdjciap\ates brehyghiy2a¥ O F LIA O | €
controversial item means they won't be willing to on othersaccesses structural

factors and anticipated voter reaction warrants

KatherineLing andKatieHowell, E&E reporters, +2-2010Katherine Ling and Katie Howell, E&E
reporters

After Obama was inaugurated president in 2009, Houfgdemocrats unleashed a formidable agenétaisting of
a two-month blitz to pass a $787 billion stimulus bill, which passed in February 2009; four months of pushingahe-ttage climate bill,
which passed in June 2009; and, finally, an eigbnth slog to pass a financial regulation reform bill in December 2009 and a health care

reform bill in February 201Ut only the stimulus, health care reform and financial requlatismade it
through the "wet cement" that is the Senates sen. Byron DorgankDD.) has described iAfter months of talks,
Senate negotiations on climate came to a standstibummeas partisan bickering kept the upper
chamber from passing even the smallest of endviflg. manylawmakersiavecriticizedHouse leadership

for forcing them to take a hard vote acap-andtrade bill without knowing whether Senate Democrats would also be
able to take up and pass the bill. "I frankly don't think the House gave it that thoalght. | think they acted on what they thought was an
important initiative at a time when the perception was that the new president and the Democrats in Congress had a lot ofumgtreaid
Leon Billings, a retired lobbyist and former Democratic Sestatéer who helped write the Clean Air Act in 1970. "It was only later that the




leadership in the House began to realize ... that the Senate was going to become a cemetery rather than a maternityllingedeldBied. "It
took awhile, way too long, fohe Democrats in the House, Senate and White House to realize the magnitude of the assault that was going to
be launched by the radical right and even longer to realize that it was going to take a real toll on the country." Fibastddemocrats’

codly political oversight, sayinh€ capand-trade vote was'muchharder" than health care




PC Theory True Dems

Consistent White House pressure key to keep Dems in line.

Lee and Soloman-39. [Carol, WH correspondent, Jay, national security reportenadeaObama ramps up lobbying on Iran as
deadline looms" Wall Street Journalvww.wsj.com/articles/obamaampsup-lobbyingon-iran-1427674427]

meanwhile White House officials are plowing aheadh a behindthe-scenes strategyailored more than a year

ago, with key groups who might help overcome opposition to an Iran nuclear agreerfienexample, White House officials have encouraged
fAGSNIf INRdzLIA G2 Lidzi | o{ ® Yl {1SNE 2y (KS aALRLE2MAERXIUGXKSsHNEAGAZY Y
WK2RS&Z 2yS 27F a NIpolicy adisers asediliofedvérds it a Jahdly 2034/Mmeeting with dozens of representatives from

liberal political organizations, according to a transcript reviewed by The Wall Street JoAtrthk time, the Obama administration had just

signed an interim agreement with Iran that called for Tehran to freeze parts of its nuclear program in return for suspessne economic

sanctionsx While a coalition in the Senate, including some Demtscraas pushing for more financial penalties in an effort to win additional

02y 0Saarzya FTNBY LNIYyZ aNW® wkK2RSa (2tR FGdSyRSSa i wadilawimakérd @ Ay 3 | 3 A
had to be challenged on whether or ndtey supported another war, he said at the meetinghatmessage helped delay

congressional action oamsanctionsbill, allowingthe diplomacy to continue\When the White House

decides to firmly and consistently press their case, they are successfyiting Democrats to give

them latitudes ¢ ar AR aNW¥P adNLK&z (KS 583Y20NI G FTNRY /2yyS0daaddzio

Obama cultivating better ties with Dems and GOP leaders ensure successful outcomes
with Congress

Eilperin, 12/3/14---White House correspondent for The Washingto@Ro o Wdzft A SG X ahol YI 3
YSYR F¥Sy0Sa gAGK /2y3INBaaxs Aa NBFOKAyYy3a 2dzid ¢2 58S
http://www.washingtonpost.com/politics/obamdookingto-mendfenceswith-congresds-reaching
out-to-democrats/2014/12/03/3fdf90787a4011e49a27-6fdbc612bff8 story.htmlIMP)

resceniOR@Maand his closest aides hadetermined thattheir best chance of successthe next two
yearswill depend on improved relationships on Capitol Hilkei seninanes 65y s srrznza © N8 vans T20dask 2y hotviaa 26

Republicans who are about to take full charge of Congregéin/ dz2l NB® hot YI Qa FGGSydAazy 2y O2yaNBaarzyltft 58Y2 0N (i hisviel onh@wto déakvaty KS 2y 0S8 NBIF NRSR
congess] NE_president now sees his path to success as running through Hill DemQ@@Grats: veen dsenchanted by the
treatment it has received from the White House over the ye;rshe I’emedlal WOI’k haS |nC|Uded frequent Ca”S tO DemOCl'ath |ea,daQ1ES

midterm elections and comes as Republicans prepare to take control of both chamb&r2 NJ (G KS FANRG GAYS aAyOS hol Yl (G221 2FFAOS® 2KAtS (usdof LINBAARSY(G I yR Dht

executive action to alter immigration enforcement procedures and other steps have already angered Republicans, mdidagtdégislative accomplishments more difficult. AWh |te HOUSG OfflClaIS

are looking to Hill Democrats as a defense against RepulSica¥ 2 NIia (2 dzyR2 1S@& St Sy
quislative quacymudmg the Affordable Care Act, his immigration actiad climate policy® K é LJNB aA ﬁ)guétélmtﬁe vétaed e & l.] e

likely to issue will depend amhether he is able to mend relations with congressional Democrais

sxav otlvs Gks LnBaisrsyd veandpersuaddRepublican legislators to work with him in a way that has

eluded the two parties for the past Six Y € @k Svednesday, the outreach effort began publicly as Obama hosted Sen. Mitch McCokyet (Riho will lead the Senate

starting in January in the Oval Office. It was the first time the two have met one on one for an extended period in more than four years. The mostwatteyathering they had was with Vice President Biden, nearly 3 1/2 years

ago. McConnell spokesman Don Stewart called the séssia | 322 R YS8S8iAy3é oddi RAR yeh"OUsS@|v|Vl§-nOiHVﬁWhiﬁenﬁd’dONﬁerd.maSybﬁeniz
In_nearconstant communicatiomwith the White House since the midterm electiofite received baek

to-back calls from Obamao. il KS FANE G (2 RA&O0dz&a& GKS T RYAYAAGNT
"ﬂh YAR 2y32Ay3 yS320GAFGA2ya 20SN) GKFG ylrdA2yQa ydzOf S NapeNBd@Epkbotalexteryliiy ae® 8 283 OFPRSUR t OBY ESENBY | dRSail g2 (KSy QK &

LasS a8Sy KSAIKGSYSR 2diiNBIOKZE 1288N aFAR Ay Iy Ayisnaoeaofi® N1€edS 10 relyonrdiethhousesios sosy vens nae

sustaln a Vele: cwsagzi ks 2yte Ortta 1285N Kia NEOSAGSR TNEY i Ko paickaviéitho HomselirbriyNBaded yaicy Relb@dmgonY I 04 OKAST 2F &0
Tuesdayt called Hoyer on Nov. 13 to discuss an effort by lawmakersree fiederal approval of the Keystone XL oil pipeline and on Nov. 25 to talk about tax policy. The White House leffaiatistff also called him Nov. 6

to discuss immigration policy, a day after Obama called him at home in the evening to discigmtiomand ongoing efforts to counter the Islamic State. Hoyer, who was also part of a group of Democratic leaders who had

dinner with the president last month in advance of his immigration announcement, said those discussions have allc i t on issues such as how the administration is working to fund its military strategy in Iraq

FyR {&8NAF® aL R2 08tAS0S L sha LINI 2F (KS O2y0SsNES YD 5Kl &6 msrgﬁaﬁl@osmﬁ?@aswd@mamother 2y FOO2YLX AAKAY T
White House ally, sail KSNB Kl @S 06SSy aadzwail yiAlLf AYLINRPOSYSy

outreachx Yy tFINBS LINI 080Fdzas holvYlQa RANBOG2NI 2F (AQFA K GiA BS RI DBISYNIE NXbiyR FINNF Y SEMSYRS RK ILI NI RXG & Rvdia yi



http://www.washingtonpost.com/politics/obama-looking-to-mend-fences-with-congress-is-reaching-out-to-democrats/2014/12/03/3fdf9078-7a40-11e4-9a27-6fdbc612bff8_story.html
http://www.washingtonpost.com/politics/obama-looking-to-mend-fences-with-congress-is-reaching-out-to-democrats/2014/12/03/3fdf9078-7a40-11e4-9a27-6fdbc612bff8_story.html

problem¥ NBS | NBI ¢ /FasSe alARZ FRRAy3 (GKFiG KS KFER G(KAA | ROAOB haVearvir? K$ (2 RRG & 21d2 dzK3 y KRS or SV @R MIEY Sd Re 2% A SANE
YSSGAyIadé wS LIN YWavkoSwhEIrs thu@ugtessienaldCaucus on India and Indimericans, got McDonough to meet with about a dozen members of the bipartisan graip Mdy. Crowley said the group

Lidza KSR F2NJ Y2NB 2F | F20dz&a 2y LYRAI® ahoQA2dzaf dsx ﬂTh&VMhsited'dQUSGms;drﬁmaﬁ@a“ygs@ﬁpeﬂUplitSuSu-ﬁAayéK;\
use of perks for lawmakers in the past Yeaktpersytaa nsiasats kaa airTF aa Yi1Ay3 Y2NE NR2Y F2NJ YSYOSNE 2y !

for his immigration event there last month), and he now gives a sbatito nearly all lawmakers who attend his public speeches.yBaishis staff issued more than 4,270 invitations to come to the White House, travel with the
LINBAARSY(G 2NJGGSYyR Kra S$@SyiGasz tyzald R2dzot S (KS yRorafBdKeroedy Cebté m@eaeftenAy HaAMHE YR Al A& tSGGAYI £ 6YF]SNE dza ¢




AT: Alter

Prefer our evidenceAlter is old talking about Obama before health care and stimulus
successesObama has been able to use PC empirically



AT: Beckman and Kumar

Beckman and Kumar conclude nggroves that PC is key in close votes and, in fast,
the ONLY thing to explain why there is success given polarization in congir&3ss a
vital determinant

Matthew NBeckmann and/imalKumar 11 Associate Professor of Political Science at UC Irvine,
SO2y LINPF IO GKS LYRARFYLYYGAAHLA RARPFGASPKT 6 NBIEIR R.
Sep 2011; 41, 3

The final important piece in our theoretical moddlINS & A RSy (i & Q1 &l finkigisaipPdrt in thésk adalysds fthough the results here

are less reliable. Presidents operating under the specter of strong economy and high approval ratings gettantinabeit moderate,

AYONBI 88 Ay GKSANI OKL y OS &all foed(b £INBSS £ N6, g/ ). Fgyire £ disflays the subsfantifeSmphicatiorts of

these results in the context of polarization, showing that going from theldivei KA NR 2 F LRt AGAOFt OFLMAGEE G2 GKS
OKIy0Sa F2NJ 4dz005a4a o6& y LISNDSyidl3IS LrRAydGa oAy | &bbbosthoyd ftA1S HnnyO
LINBAARSY(GaQ adzO0S$ a atairdyyiot potetlaniugi to dvercbriedasio daigressibnaliealiiiR@lical capitals just

strong enoughto put a presidential thumb on the congressional scaléschoften will not matter but

can in close cases.

---their card ends-

[taGtes G2 2F GKS O2y iNBf @I NARFO6fSa& NS LI NIA OdzerretNduRomg @ & B4 2 NI K& © ¢ |
se = .26, p <.05), which shows that presidents fare far better on publicized pasifidrzoints better, blding all else at its 2008 values. While

this relationship may partly be causal, it is more likely reflects the fact that presidents tend to publicize populas (EEizi€aned/rone

2005) and also that public statements are symptomatic of a broadéryia campaign (see Beckmann 2010). The other significant control

variable is the one accounting for nonideological polarization changes occurring inWashington over the last50years {eesdatagtured by

the natural log of the number of Congressaxsithe 83rd). Results for this variable show more recent senators have been more willing to

defeat the president on key, contested rolill votes, all elseequal (br®nHE &S I ndmos LI ¢ dnpl0d ¢2 (GKS SEGS
hasinterb AY SR 6AGK GKS LI2adél N 2 aKAYy3id2yQa Y2NB LREAGAOAT SRAQYBANRYYSy(
increased isolation. All told, the multiple regression results corroborate the basic model and its principal hypothdsigicalgmlarization

FNRdzy R GKFG LIAG201t @2G0SNRa LlRaArAidAzy LINRER#IdRS ThislisedpechlR Gugifitte 6 A G K | 06 S
president is backed by high public approval and buoyed by a strong economy. By contrasgenpoesfronting a faioff pivotal voter

surrounded by likeminded colleagues has few options for achieving legislative success, regardless of his political potency. Discussion The

PYAGSR {GFGSaQ F2dzy RSNA y S@SNI AnfabtSTasioBddl a FolsRGionhl tesigmcladiny Ricaryerblisiin 2 6 S S & e
and vetoes, staggered terms and separated constituencie® Sy &dzNB G(KS ylI A2y Qa St SOGSR 2FFAOALIT & O2
constituents. As a first point, therefore, it is o underscoring that disagreements across Pennsylvania are not necessarily symptomatic of a

LR22NIé& FdzyOliA2yAy3d NBLHzotAOd LF yedKAy3ds DS2NHS RYtk OBASYPEXEKEE A A |
(Washington Post, Noweber 4, 1999, A 35). Yet widespread disagreement does not necessarily indicate a brokemakiligyprocess, nor

are legislative failures always benign. For even though the framers did not want congressional emailitiiiy to be easy, nor did they wait

tobeimpossible y2ii Ay | RRNBaairy3d (KS yliArAzyQa LINBaary3d LINRoftSYas yz2id Ay | ys
LREFNATFGAZ2Y GKFG OdzNNBydGfe INALIE GKS yI A2y Qa brdad dwathidf statuydudsi SNE & . & )
effectively impossible to replace, polarization presents a comparable challenge for practitioners and political scietistsddrstanding

K2z S@SYy I'YARaA(G @l ai RAGAEAAZ2Y AT (KSRYR (A2 yrQ@2 AN LINS2ASY Iy xSy Db gy 1073
direction is what this paper sought to offer. First, building on previous research that shows congressional polarizatnlyrecpduces

legislative gridlock, we augmented this work in ways thatB8IR  dzy O2 GSNJ L2 f I NAT F GA2y Q&8 O2yRAGAZYLFE AYLI
KAIKEAIKGEAY D LINBulding By it goQwat Anericelad- sechnidl, in2oyporating it into familiar voting models while varying

020K LINBaARSyly® w2ty misankieonstzal nesilis Shawved thaten agpolarizationrenders

coalition buildingmnore difficultwhen the president lacks political capitalr chooses not to use it promoting

legislation), also uncovered was an interesting aathewhat counterintuitive predictiorQOlarizatiorhround the pivotal vote€ah

actually provide presidents a unique opportunity to win key votes, secure legislative success, and




influence national legislation ! aAy3 /voa {88 { Sy lafrS tedds duSoppofuNidinvn peiatization cdel H n 1y
corroborated these principal hypotheses, including the prediction that polarization qua polarization can actually boBsSpyedia Q OKI y OSa F21
prevailing on important, contested redall votes espez:iallv when eniovinq hiqh approval ratinags strong economic

growth. In doing sathese resultalso shed light ormiiarempiricalfindings showing presidents oftesyt not

alwayshelp pass important legislation everhen confronted withsubstantiapolarizationdivided

governmentor bOth(Beckmann 2010; Cox and McCubbins 1993, 2005; Mayhew 2005; Peterson 1990). Going forward, then, we hope

this study spawns followp work on the relationship between polarization, presidents, and policy makinguFargument and evidence

adzZa3%at GKIFdG Ay (2RI & QawHe wihniNdcbaBtilins taiely emiryeceifottiesSigelp tavenderstanding

policymaking outcomes is understanding what policies presidents supporeanachoreyhat polices

they are willing to invest resources promoting on Capitol dHlliza = NBa SF NDK 653G SN OF LI dzNRAy 3 LI
L2t AGAOFE OFLAGIH T ézng R zf’r"él\l.] Y2 NB LJ[\LEOZ\éé léé[iAY[ ﬁﬁa“suréaofp’ollx;}f\@é?\ Réydégz
outcomesA(espegiaIIy ones not inferred from}@ll;f t- Q% u §é 0 62 d’zf R ) LIS NXY A UA ’YQVI\J.B N2 6 dza U AU SvéVUAé '2 T U ’F<
AKAYS yS8g tAIKGE 2y (KS O2yRAGAZYA GKF G &aKHLIINIAODA 2 yNIT f2  LIANBARGR SWHI1aAQy B




AT: Bouie
Prefer our evidence to Bouie
This is talking exclusively about the popularity of the presideR2 S & y Q

other factors in political capital
LGQ&a o NX G G Sw havedqualifieddstusamtpidde the president is relevant

I OO2 dzy



AT: Cameron and Park Study
AGQa | o02dzi { dzZLINBYS / 2 dzNIi qgpeesidensloniyigd paliic | y R 4
when the opposition is mobilized against their candidate which makes it harder to
win fromthe outsetcli K 1 Q& oKeé (GKSNBXQa Y2NB yS3FiAgs

Bond and Fleisher 1 thon, Professor @ Texas A&M, Ph.D. from the University of lllinois at Uebanapaign, Richard, Professor
2F t2tA0A0FE {OASYOS:zI C2NRKIY | y xiesONteryi \ooliment 246e/3 Septdioir pLAFAINE RdzOG A2y € t 1

In "Going Public When Opinion Is Contested: Evidence from Presidents’ Campaigns for Supreme Court Nomi2889,1@3trles Cameron

and JeeKwang Park add new insight to the analysis of gouigip Two innovations advance our understanding. First, the analysis of Supreme
Court nominations permits examination of presidential and congressional behavior back to 1930, a longer period of tireagh&eaond,

the analysis incorporates the obsation that presidents' efforts to influence the public do not occur in a vacuum. Instead, going public is often

an "opinion contest" in which the president often competes against opponents who also go duaeconfirmation process for
SupremeCourt nominees was traditionally low kegndwe do not see presidents' going pubilic
support of theirbefore the mid1960s The authors find thapresidents go public when groups mobilize
against the nomineéAs a result, going public is associated with muggative votes in the Senate
because presidents go public over Supreme Court nomioelkswhen battling active oppositicio a
controversial nominationrhis study shows the limits of the standard "political capital" modelR@ps explain why we
often fail to find the expected positive effects.




AT: Dickinson/ldeology

Their ev is just a blog post, not peer reviewed and solely in the context of Supreme
court nominationsg Dickinson concludes neg

DiCkiﬂSOﬂ, Zoogvlatthew, professor of political science liddlebury College. He taught previously at Harvard University, where he

also received his Ph.D., working under the supervision of presidential scholar Richard Neustadt, We All Want a Revohitidh: New
Institutionalism, and the Future of PresidgnResearch, Presidential Studies Quarterly 39 no47186 2009)

Small wonder, then, that initial efforts to find evidence of presidential power centered on explaining legislative outc@pegiiess. Because
scholars found it difficult to directly angstematically measure presidential influence or "skill," however, they often tried to estimate it
indirectly, after first establishing a baseline model that explained these outcomes on other factors, including party str&wgigress,
members of Congrass ideology, the president's electoral support and/or popular approval, and various control variables related to time in
office and political and economic context. With the baseline established, one could then presumably see how much of tasmedesgiance
might be attributed to presidents, and whether individual presidents did better or worse than the model predicted. Deffgigndes in
modeling assumptions and measurements, however, these studies came to remarkably similar conclusions:lipdigideats did not seem

to matter very much in explaining legislators' voting behavior or lawmaking outcomes (but see Lockerbie and Borrell-108p,A% Richard
Fleisher, Jon Bond, and B. Dan Wood summarized, "[S]tudies that compare presidengakso some baseline fail to find evidence that
perceptions of skill have systematic effects” (2008, 197; see also Bond, Fleisher, and Krutz 1996, 127; Edwards 1989 SQjne

scholars theseresults indicateat Neustadt's' presidenicentered’perspective is incorreond and Fleisher 1990,
221-23). In fact, the aggregate results reinforce Neustadt's recurring refrain that presidents are weak and that, when dite@ongress, a
president's power is "comparably limited” (Neustadt 1990, 1§41€ misinterpretation of the findings they relate to PBtEMS

in partfrom scholars' difficulty in defining andperationalizing presidential influen@ameron 2000b; Dietz 2002,
105-6; Edwards 2000, 12; Shull and Shaw 1999). But it is also thaheaseholars often misconstrue Neustadt's analytic perspective; his
description of what presidents must do to influence policy making does not mean that he believes presidents are the dofhieaoé on

that process. Neustadt writes from the presidenperspective, but without adopting a presidergntered explanation of power.

Nonetheless, if Neustadt clearly recognizes that a president's influence in Congress is exercised mostly, as GeorgédBd)ards i, "at

the margins," his case stugdi in PP also suggest that, within this limited bound, presidents do strive to influence legislative outcomes. But how?

Scholars often argue thatpresident's most direct means of influence is to directly lobby certain members
of Congressften through aid pro quo exchange@t critical juncturesiuring the lawmaking sequen&patial

models of legislative voting suggest thiase lobbying efforts are most effective when presidents target
the median, veto, and filibustepivots" within Congressrhis logic findempirical support in vote

switching studieghat indicate that presidentdlo direct lobbying effortsat these pivotal voters, and

with positive legislative resultgeithKrehbielanalyzes successive votes by legislators in the contexpaésidential veto and
finds"modestsupport for theometimes doubted stylizefaCt Of presidential power as persuasiqreos,15354).

similarly, DaviBradyandcraigolden look at vote switchinljy members of Congress in successive

Congressesn nealy identical legislation and also conclude thegsidentsdo influencethe votesof at

least some legislators (1998, 136). In his study of presidential lobbying on key votes on important domestic legislation during the 83rd (1953
54) through 108th (208:04) Congresses, MattheBeckman shows that in addition to these pivotal voters, presidents
also lobby leaders in both congressional parties in order to control what legislative alternatives make it

onto the congressional agen@ére on this later). Theslobbying efforts are correlated with a greater likelihood that a president's
legislative preferences will come to a vote (Beckmann 2008, n.d.).  In one of the most concerted efforts to model diomdpsages place

at the individual level, Terry $iuan examines presidential archives containing administrative headcounts to identify instances in which
members of Congress switched positions during legislative debate, from initially opposing the president to supportirtgénfimahroll call
(Sulivan 1988,1990,1991). Sullivan shows that in a bargaining game with incomplete information regarding the preference=sitire p
and members of Congress, there are a number of possible bargaining outcomes for a given distribution of legislatasderdial policy
preferencesrhese outcomes depend in part on legislators' success in bartering their potential support for the president's policjifmaaddncessions from the president. In

threatening to withhold support, however, members of Corgs run the risk that the president will call their bluff and turn elsewhere for the necessary. \Byéscapitalizing on
members' uncertainty regarding whether their support is necessary to form a winning coalition, Sullivan theorizes thahfsresideduce
members of Congress's penchant for strategic bluffing and increase the likelihood of a legislative outcome closer taltrd'pmeference.
"Hence the skill to bargain successfully becomes a foundation for presidential power even within the
context of electorally determined opportunities,” Sullivan conclydes 1188). Most of these studies infer
presidential influence, rather than measuring it directly (Bond, Fleisher, and Krutz 1929128 also Edwards 1991). Interestingly, howeve




although the vote "buying" approach is certainly consistent with Neustadt's bargaining model, none of his case studibsuwngrsidents
employing this tactic. The reason may be that Neustadt concentrates his analysis on the strategic levaji¢Styatiee question is not how he

masters Congress in a peculiar instance, but what he does to boost his mastery in any instance" (Neustadt 1990, 4)amoWhG§her a
president's lobbying efforts bear fruit in any particular circumstance depeladgdamart on the broader
pattern created by a presidemr®r actionswhen dealing with members of Congress "washingtonians”
more generally)ThesSe previous interactions determine a president's professional reptitaitmesidual
impressions ofa president's] tenacity and skithat accumulate in Washingtonians' mind@€lping to "heighten or
diminish" a president's bargaining advantagBggutation of itself, does not persuade, butdan make
persuasions easier, or harder, or impossilleustadt 1990, 54)

LRS2f 238 R2 § ar¢slentiaPsdziessSiiktatds votes

LebO, 201Q|VIatthew J. Lebo, Associate Professor, Department of Political Science, Stony Brook University, and Andrew O'Geen, PhD
Candidate, Department of Political ScinrE  { G2y & . NB21 ! YADBSNEAGEZ W2daNYyIFf 2F t2ftAGA04Z d¢K
I NBylé¢ F2NIKO2YAyYy3IsZ 3FI223f S0

Keeping this centralityinminly €  us e est ablished theories of congressi

as amctor within the constraints of the partisan environment of Congvesiso find a role for the president's
approval level, a variable of some controversy in the presidential success literature. Further, we are interested ia tatisés and

conseqences of success. We develop atheorythatvidwh € pr esi dent 6 s r e thepadypalitcs a key
thataresoimportantto both the passage dégislationand the electoral outcomes that foll@pecifically,

theories of partisan politide Congress argue that crga®ssured legislators will side with their parties

in order to enhance the collective reputation of their padtynd McCubbins 1993, 2005), but no empirical research has

answered the question: "of what are collective utions made?" We demonstrate thilt IS the success of the presidénhot

parties in_Congressthat predicts rewards and punishments to parties in Congfieamkws us to neatly fit the
president into existing theories of party competition in@eess while our analyses on presidential success enable us to fit existing theories of
party politics into the literature on the presidency.

Prefer our studies; examines both presidential and congressional influencéheir

da0dzRASE R2y Qi@

Lebo 10[Matthew J., Associate Professor, Department of Political Science, Stony Brook University, and Andrew O'Geen, PhD Candidate,
Department of Political Science, Stony Brook Univgtsit & ¢ KS t NBaA RSy (i Qa w2t S Agurnal éf Solits-+oNline] & y / 2 y 3 N.

A similar E)erspective on the'importance of Iegislgtive victorigs»is shared by White House Chie[ of §taff Rahm Emarsezivaiisrothat o
Yw2 KSy F LI NL@ FrLAfta G2 3208NYs Al FrAfa St S Odrechdelytiedtalogdlatived Ay RA OF G A ¢
outcomes. This view is echoed in theories of political parties in Congress (e.g., Cox and McCubbins 1993, 2005; Leh@ndd¢Glgan

2007). Buthe consequences of presidential failuie members of his partare largdy unexplored in

empirical researciAlsq whilethe fairly deepliterature on the causes of presidential success has focused a

lot on the partisan environmei A G KAY GgKAOK GKS LINBaAARSyYyiQpays Saraf |
less attention to theries of congressional parti€8ur attempt to combine these theories with a view

of the president as the central actor in the partisan wars is meant to integrate the literatuiese two

institutions._Even as the study of parties in Congress continues to deepen our understanding of that thadigle of the president

is usually left out or marginalizesl ' ¢ k3 arvy$ GAYST NBaSINDK GKIdG OSydaSNm 2y GKS
crosover. The result is that welllevelopedtheories of partiesn Congresgxist but we knownuchless

about how parties connect the two branche&sr example, between models of conditional party government (Aldrich and

Rohde 2001; Rohde 1991), Cartel Thé@yx and McCubbins 1993, 2005), and others (e.g., Patty 20@)jave an advanced




understanding of how parties are important in Congress, but little knowledge of where the president
Us. As the head of his partii, KS LINS A A RSV i1l Q& NIbfCongresshoiildbs cehtfialNIi A & | y |




AT: Edwards

Presidential leadership still keyfacilitates coalition building and important at the

margins conclusion of their card

Edwards, ; Distinguished Professor of Political Science at Texas A&M Universityti®l@sorge

and Julia Blucher Jordan Chair in Presidential Studies and has served as the Olin Professor of American
D2GSNYYSyid G hEF2NR wDS2NHSSY a¢KS {iNIGS3IAO t NBa
149-150]

Evenpresidentsvho appeaed to dominate Congresgere actuallyfacilitators rather than directors of changd.hey
understood their own limitations and explicit@OK advantage of opportunities their environments\Working at the

margins, they successfully guided legislatiomtigh Congressvhen their resources diminished, they reverted to the
stalemate that usually characterizes presidentiahgressional relations. As legendary management expert Peter Drucker put it about Ronald
Reagan, "His great strength was not charisnsasa&ommonly thought, but his awareness and acceptance of exactly what he could and what he
could not do."134 These conclusions are consistent with systematic research by Jon Bond, Richard Fleisher, and B. Dy Waoad. T
focused on determining whetlighe presidents to whom we attribute the greatest skills in dealing with Congress were more successful in
obtaining legislative support for their policies than were other presidents. After carefully controlling for other inflencensgressional

voting, they found no evidence that those presidents who supposedly were the most proficient in persuading Congress were nssfellsucce
than chief executives with less aptitude at influencing legislators.135 Scholars studying leadership within CongressHeal/sineiéar
conclusions about the limits on personal leadership. Cooper and Brady found that institutional context is more importaetsbaal

leadership skills or traits in determining the influence of leaders and that there is no relationship bdeeelership style and

effectiveness.136 Presidential legislative leadership operates in an environment largely beyond the president's contust @aodhpete with
other, more stable factors that affect voting in Congress in addition to party. Thesderidieology, personal views and commitments on
specific policies, and the interests of constituencies. By the time a president tries to exercise influence on a votemtessraf Congress

have made up their minds on the basis of these other factorss,Tapresident's legislative leadership is likely to be critical only for those
members of Congress who remain open to conversion after other influences have had their impact. Although the size anticcoofpibis

group varies from issue to issue, ilhvalmost always be a minority in each chamber.

<<<their card ends>>>

It is important to note that it is not necessary to take arteme position to obtain a better understanding of the nature of presidential

leadership There are timesof course when presidents do persuadsomemembers of Congress to

change their votesa famous example of apparent larged £ § OKI y3S$2 OO0dz2NNBR 20SNJ 6 KS tFyEYE [yl
fall of 1976, shortly before Jimmy Carter became president feigtseratorsintroducedaresolutionpledgingnottogprove any change in the

existing treaties regarding the canal. After a-tdurt press, Carter obtained the twhirds vote inthe Senate to ratify the new treatigd.37y

The issue for us is not whether persuasianeigery successful in moving a member of Congress. Instead, the question is whether persuasion is
typically the key to presidential success in Congress. Examples such as the Panama Canal treaties ar¢erareth®lcadcumstances, the

AYLIE OG 2F LISNREdZ aAz2y 2y GKS 2dz2id2YS A& dzadz tfe nNpresidentidli & vy2RSado 12
AVbdzSY O0S Ay [ 2y 3INB & & ods@athéigh picidly impddanicaiverdighs IIkyNGbdzl 4 A 2 v
at the marginsof coalition buildingrather than at the core of policy chand@residentialegislativeleadership is

more useful in exploitingiscrete0p-portunitieSthan in creating broad possibilities for policy change

And- Edwards votesieg agenda setting is critical given finite PC

Edwards, g, Distinguished Professor of Political Science at Texas A&M University, holds the George

and Julia Blucher Jordan Chair in Presidential Studies and has served as the Olin Professor of American
GoBNYYSyid G hEFT2NR wDS2NHSTI d¢KS { NI GSAAO t NBaAF
149-150]



Setting priorities Newpresidents are wise to resist the temptians totry to deliver on altheir

campaign promiseismmed'ratelvfonowing their elections and to accede to the many-ehands that interests make on a new

administration. Insteadit IS important to establish prioritieamong legislative proposalsaddition, because the

Washington community pays dispportionate attention tott§  UN&E G Y I 22 NJ f, # Iespeclacritical toychdose:ary & S &

battles wiselyp { SGdGAy3a LINA2NRAGASE Ay GKS SENI& 55814 2F + yS6 FRYAYAA(dNT
thepresident has the greatest latitude facusing on priority legié | G A2y ® | FGSNI G§KS (NI yaridAz2y LISNA2RI 2GKSE
White House agenda. Congress is quite dalpeof setting its own agenda and is unlikely to defer to thepresident for long. In addition, ongoing

polick $& O2ydAaydzffte F2NOS RSOAaA2ya (2 GKS LINBaARSY Il QritypRBams,®PLF G KS LINX
they may become lost in the complex and overloaded legislative process. Congress needs tigestautiiat the preislent sends, to engage in

independent analyses, and to schedule hearings and markups. Unless theRsy i Of  NA USa KA & LINA2NARGASAT /2y 3N

proposals in a queudSetting priorities is also important becauseesidentsandtheir staff can lobby
effectively for only a few bills atatim¢.K S LINBAARSY (i Q& LJ2f A G Aadditis OF LIA G I £

sensible to focus on the issues he cares about nsesiyg priorities early also can reduce inadministration warfareover
the essence of the administration




AT: Hirsch
(-0 I ANBRBK R2SayQi atreée LRtAGAOI ftpefeithell £ R2S
specificity of our scenario:
MichaelHirsh, 2/7/20136 a il FF 6NRUGSNE ¢ KSNBQa b2 {dOK ¢K?

http://www.nationaljournal.com/magazine/theres-no-suchthing-as-politicalcapital-20130207
Accessed 2/22/2013, rwg)

CKS LIRAVE Aad v2i 00KFEG aLlof AvliAOhE A® LAyl §efy #2300 dvi Y8

aftermath of a decisive electianand just about every politician ever elected has tried to claiore of a mandate than he actually has.

/ SNIFAYyt&s holYl Oly aleé GKIG 5080FdaS KS sra St SOGSR teryMany2 yySe 41 a)
pundits still defend political capital @asuseful metaphor at leasp & Luiag@antifidbié butmeaningful

concept €  NorhadQliNSteine ¥ GKS | YSNAOlIy 9 @ENONIM QG yNB b fifs@ af 221 G |
KSQa 32 o1 2dzy0Sa 2 7F ALd2GaA (A GO 2ty GOAfIyiii hisSlekplopiularivgzil (0SNG
and some momentum on your SiagThe real problem is that the idea of political capitar mandates, or momentum is so

L22NI & RSTAYSR (KIFIdG LINBAARSYy(Ga I yR LSElRAVGE S2 RiSE HI @ ar (D ScAdMEYST @ Rastl NNSR:
Fd ¢SEIF& !''ga ! YADBSNAALGE O sontefsShse®diSd alectqral ryfaRdate 1 dd saniethitighetyIrafe. tGIMbadhnévert
KFIWLSyad Ly mdcenI YHeoSed !'yR G2 &a2YS RS3INEB § mislehdsfagnyore than it erdighten$. K I & NB I & ;
It is distortionary. It conveys the idea that we know more than we really do about theedwsive concept of political power, and it discounts

the way unforeseen events can suddenly change everything. Insteadgésts, erroneously, that a political figure has a concrete amount of

political capital to invest, just as someone might have real investment cajthtat a particular leader can bank his gains, and the size of his

account determines what he can do at agiyen moment in historg.Naturally, any president hggactical and electoral

limits. Does he have a majority in both chambers of Congress and a cohesive coalition behind him? Obama has neither at preskess And u
a surge in the economyat the moment,still stuck or some other great victory gives him more momentum, it is inevitable that the closer
Obama gets to the 2014 election, the less he will be able to get done. Going into the midterms, Republicans will inaeasiragly

concessions that makem (and the Democrats) stronger.

(--) Political capital and winning depend on picking the rightissues S Qf f LINR @S (|
picked the wrong issues & immigration reform is the right one:
MichaelHirsh, 2/7/20136 a G FF 6NAGSNE GCKONB QA bR G| 6z0K ¢ K

http://www.nationaljournal.com/magazine/theres-no-suchthing-as-politicalcapitat20130207
Accessed 2/22/2013, rwg)

Andthen thereare the presidents who get the politics, and the issua®ng. it was the last president before

Obama who was just starting a second term, GeorgeBuShwho realiyrevived the claim of political capital, which he

was very fond of wielding. Then BushyrbJif & RSY2yadiGN}I GSR GKFG KS RARYQI
concept eithes At his first news conference after his 2004 victory, a configet dzy RAy 3 . dza K RS Of I NBRZ aL SI NYySR
LREAGAOIE OFLAGHEES +yR e slhe 48rdipsasidertdhrewsaly & hisipoliticalcapitodrate  a

overriding passiorthe partial privatization of Social Securiy.mounted a fulbore publicrelations campaign that included

town-hall meetings across the countnBush failed utterly2 ¥ O2 dzNB S® . dzii G KS LINROof SY 41
enough political capital.$5as k& Yi& KIF&S 20SNBadAYF ISR KA A& tahélpeydohgbad . dzaKQa Yl
odzYof Ay3d YSNNE OF YLI AJy GKIG 6 @filedifaudednis tindekoSt that wasN@ tNé réatisBl N2 w2 Yy Se Q:
problem was that whatever credibility or stature Bush thought he had earned as a newly reelected

president did nothing to make Social Security privatizatidretter ideah VY 2 8 (i yedSate#s SQa S
RARY QU (G Nbza (radiNK S5 INE Y ESNE &t NKSGSYRI2TF LIAGA GQANBG SNN> (KBS Luab 2
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t NAGIGAT I GA2Yy 2dzald RARY QO KI @S I yé Y2YSyidzy 6SKAY
capital Bush sp# to sell ity The mistake that Bush made with Social Security, says John Sides, an associate professor of political

science at George Washington University and aWellf t 2 4 SR LRt AGA Ol t o6f 233SNE asl a (Klda 2dzad 68
green light But there was no sense of any kind of public urgency on Social Securitysefortmoa t A1$ KS g8y
the garage where various Republican policy ideas were hanging up and pickddoneR 2 V Q1 1 KA V'] hol YIFQa 32
mistakepx RBM RSR KS g+ yiSR (2 LldzaK | NBOl dzd |thkk Obama Bassmarg i dzy RSN
momentum on hissid® SOl dza S 2F GKS wS1Jdzof A OF YVt daldbo@gt O2 Yy OS |
bSsG2aydE hol Yl Y2y (K 2RSSH KIMat AyfBs y20 0501 dAasS 2F Kia NBSESOGA2YS
i2 R2d200 6KSGKSNI GFlAy3 F KENR tAYyS 2y FA&AOFt LREAOE Aa | 322R ARSEH:




AT: Jacobs and King
Jacobs and King does N®ady that political capital is irrelevant
t NE@Sa 2dzNJ F NBdzYSyd GKFG AGQa Foz2dzi Y2NB
Concludes that presidential leadership DOES matter in close votes
I NAGAOAAYA 2F hol YIFQ& t/ | NiBthesh®laf LIS2LIX S ¢
messiah there ARE instances where he can seize opportunities and be successful

JacobsandKing30 | yA@SNEAGE 2F aAyySaz2dalz bdzZFFASER [/ 2ff
hol YFA&AYY { GNHzOG dzNB = | 3Sy O déctivesyorRPolitids ©010)p8t 7602) t NS & A R
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But personality is not a solid foundation for a persuasive explanation of presidential impact and the shortfalls or alcownfsisf Obama's
presidency. Modern presidents have brought divergent individualgitaitheir jobs and yet they have routinely failed to enact much of their
agendas. Preeminent policy goals of Bill Clinton (health reform) and George W. Bush (Social Security privatizatioramefakes hough

these presidents' personalities vary wlg. And presidents like Jimmy Cartewhose personality traits have been criticized asuited for

effective leadership enjoyed comparable or stronger success in Congress than presidents lauded for their personal knack for leddemship
Lyndon Johnsoto Ronald Reagan.7 Indeed, a personalistic account provides little leverage for explaining the disparities in Obama's record
for example why he succeeded legislatively in restructuring health care and higher education, failed in other areasn aubafrmodated

stakeholders. Decades of rigorous research find that impersgiyctural forces offer the most compelling explanations

for presidential impacs Quantitative research that compares legislative success and presidential personality findsatlo over

relationship.9 In his magisterial qualitative and historical study, Stephen Skowronek reveals that institutional dynaimieslagidal

commitments structure presidential choice and success in ways that trump the personal predilections of ingiesidaints.10 Findings point

to the predominant influence on presidential legislative success of the ideological and partisan composition of Congeesbeenhterests,

identities, and institutional design, and a constitutional order that invites pleltand competing lines of authority. The widespread

presumption, then, that Obama's personal traits or leadership style account for the obstacles to his policy proposedsirgaalliestion by a

generation of scholarship on the presidency. Indeed,gresumption is not simply problematic analytically, but practically as well. For the

misdiagnosis of the source of presidential weakness may, paradoxically, induce failure by distracting the White Housstdgies stnd

tactics where presidents can mak difference. Following a meeting with Obama shortly after Brown's win, one Democratic senator lamented

the White House's delusion that a presidential sales pitch will pass health refarivdza & RS Of  NAy 3 GKFiG KSUa adAatf ¥2

comes@ ¥ f A 75 AlthoughQiiamaswesngagement aftene Brownvictorydid contribute to restarting

reform, the senator's comment points to the importance of ideological and partisan coalitions in Congress, organizational combat,
institutional roadblo&s, and anticipated voter reactions. Presidential sales pitches go only so far.

---their card ends-

Yetit presidential personality and leaderstsfylecome up short as primary explanations for presidential success and failure,

thisdoes not rendethem irrelevant There is no need to accept the false choice between volition and strache&veen
explanations that reduce politics to personality and those that focus only on system imperatives and contradictions. Hatishosy

explanations lie ethe intersection of agency and structuravhat we describe as structured agenBresidents have opportunities

to lead but not under the circumstances they choose or control. These circumstances both restrict the parameters of presigemtial im

and hidnlight the significance of presidential skill in accurately identifying and exploiting opportunities. Indeed, Obama hlksselidut

walking this tightrope SESNDA &AAY I aNHzGKf $8&8 LINI IYFGAAYE Ay ASAYVRYyES SILAR NI @A Adia SR
GKFG 3L 68SG6SSy GKS adGlGdza ljd2 FyR é6KIG 68 (y26 65 Koumsbneds2 R2 T2 NJ 7
under which Obama took office as well as the dramatic disparity between his administratioréssegand failures underscore the need to

synthesize the study of presidency with the analysis of political economy, American political development, and compéigtiseggsis.13

Such an analysis would focus on the intermeshing of government policpwgnaith differentially organized interests; the relative advantages

or disadvantages that different institutional settings provide to different organized groups; and the ways in which subgtality decisions

both reflect and shape political struggleSuch structural constraints and differences in organizational power do not literally prohibit Obama, or



any president, from taking initiativessay, nationalizing the barmksut they do create two significant barriers to dramatic policy change: a
politica environment in which members of Congress, independent regulatory bodies, and officials in his administration (esptheially in
Department of Treasury) can reject, stymie, or sabotage policies that threaten key relationships (such as sources of camyiaigions or
future employment); and an economic environment in which private firms and their customers could respond to policy pimptadirs
actions that drive down profitability or by shifting capital out of the US, as happened in Latin Athefigaits debt crisis and in France after
the election of Socialist Francois Mitterrand as president. Obama'’s presidency can thus be viewed as a delicate dandettogolicies that
navigate these barriers and blunt conflicts with established ecaogmalitical relationships. Such a politics of compromise has thus far
generated dueling frustrations: liberals and progressives steam that Obama's policy proposals are too tepid and togrezsiipyst
stakeholders, while conservatives fume at his teityein successfully challenging the basic maidkefierring precepts of American political
economy. In short, the structured agency perspective integrates two critical components of social science analysisitiratss Dbama's
initiatives within theexisting political economic structure of organizational combat, institutions, and policy. Second, it scrutinizes Obama's
strategic and tactical decisions to mobilize coalitions that are targeted at points of political economic vulnerabildyaadtsexpressive
powers to manage the political narrative, to control expectations, and to frame challenges to the existing power strugtye that sustain
and broaden support. A political economy perspective offers distinct contributions to analyzinganeaQresidency and especially his

domestic policies. The first is to recalibrate expectations of presidential leadership and, in particular, Obama's oa[mheit)gém

initial expectation that Obama would transform Amerieaich he himself encourage Needs to be refocused
on the opportunitiesind constraintavithin the existingU Spolitical economy This shifts attention from Obama
as a kind of secular messiahth® strategicchallenge obeizing opportunitiesvithin existingnstitutional
andeconamic structuresind instituting changes that instigate future developmental paths in desired directions.




AT: Klein

PC theory trueempirics prove deal making matterslein is overly pessimistic

SethMandelis Assistant Editor of Commentary magazine. Hean2®11 National Security Fellow at

the Foundation for Defense of Democracies. Prior to that, Mandel was Managing Editor of The Jewish
State, The Jewish Journal, and The Speaker, where he won Investigative Reporting awards for his
coverage of the Secondt&non War and the Iranian nuclear program, as well as Column Writing and
Editorial Writing awards for his coverage of the Middle East. His work has also been published by
National Review, the Weekly Standard, the Washington Times, and many other pubtic&id3-2012
http:/www.commentarymagazine.com/2012/03/23/presidentiglersuasiorcommanderin-chief
obamareaganclinton/

| finally got around t#€ading EzraY { S iteiésfdghake Onwhat | consider to be a fascinating subjddte power of

presidents to persuade@e publicKleirQ a  |idAnéSvacs19 New Yorkdiakes a dim vievof the practical uses of

presidential rhetric, using mostly presidents Bill Clinton, Ronald Reagan, George W. Bush, and Barack Obama as case studies. Reagan, Klein
notes, was considered to be a great communicator (or, as he is remembered, the Great Communicator), yet his approvetratvgage

and many of his primary policy prescriptions never caught on with the public. Overall, he writes, the same is true ¢fBUisftoand Obama.

Bush was unable to convince the country to accept social security reform, and Obama has been unatdddiiseil fiscal stimulus and

most notably his health care reform law, which remains broadly unpopular. The overestimation of the power of the bullyedipds, is

Y2NBE tA1Ste (2 KINY | LINBAARSYy(IQd R2VEHRINDe L122 MBI KICH RA 4 IKRYY $ RDA §d
foreign policy, and the power is somewhat restored. Bush may not have been able to sell Social Security reform, bubé ditfiddlt to
O2y2dzNB | Y2NB YSY2NI of S oficeShynchis SpRidhvatop theHife tuik aBGraBirid er@afidr tNeiSept. {1 terror

attacks. It was and remains both moving and inspiring to hear the president emerge brilliantly from the shell of his tendency toward the

folksy, and sometimes awkward, wiadibbing, at that scene. It all could have gone very differently, since the bullhorn he was using worked

2yte AYGSN¥YAdGGSyidtes yR GKS ONRBgR o0S3aty t2aray3a LI (mSgadhSand , SG= Fa GF
deliveSR I FAYS Y2YSyil 6KSy KS NBaLRYyRSRI aL Oly KSIFN &@2dzbked OFy KSI NJ &
iKSaS o0daAt RAY3Ia R2gy gAftf KSENIFEt 2F dzda a22y ®é wSl @kiywdathew2ad 7T Y2dz
remembered for as wall not just the words, but the sentiment, and the political risk involved. Very few conversations about Reagan center on

what he said before or after hisfikst SNY G+ E RSFf gAGK (KS 6ughpesisdtial eedtions (selly tifnjoritieA y 35 6 SOI d
economy, the chief executive has more influence on foreign affairs. This is no different for Obama. After Obama annduicedlalt & & dzNH Sé A
Afghanistan in December 2009, polls showedpefent jump in Ameacans who thought staying in Afghanistan was the right course of action,

and a 6percent drop in those who opposed the war. Americans favored the speech itself byar3nargin. And the president saw gpdint

jump in public approval of his handlingtbe war. None of this is out of the ordinary. When | interviewed James Robbins about his book on

Vietnam, This Time We Win, he argued that polls at the time showed Lyndon Johnson to have more support for the wasetoially its

escalation thanmostLJS2 LIt S G KAY]l Ay NBINRALISOGd® a! OO2NRAY3 (2 2LAYA2Yy Lktfa I
L' YSNRAOFY LIS2LX S gFyiGSR G2 Sa0FfFGS GKS 6 NEéE w200AY A sotdeasySd ac¢KSe
Fy 2LILRNIdzyAde AF 6S KIR GF1S8y O02yOSNISR OiGAz2y (2 dedfiedashadvis gAYy (KA :
GKFYy R2@SaY aGa¢KS y2iA 2-Hairdll Hopdismakidgdyaf redisidrg ih 1963 ist@iNEHzE d2 yeaK S WC2 NNB & G D dzY LIO
KAEG2NE A& 6NRBy3Idé LT &2dz SELI YR (GKS OFGSI2NEB G2 \difficulktd fdadure 8 S OdzNR G & )
than support for a war, but leading up the Oklahoma City bombing, ClittoRh 6 SSy YI NBAYFf AT SR (2 &dzOK || RSINEB:
masterful ability to control the narrative that Clinton offered hismaélg 01 SR LI S G I o NASFAYy3IY a¢KS LINBAARS
02Y0AYy3 KILWSYSR (KS vy S prajectRmpathy ahdyhi portréyal gf pposifiva to hidpkebidericy as-tidghy anti

government excess partly to blame for any dark mood in which someone bombs a federal building completely changed thetpaesfand

the coverage of his presidency. Spkes delivered in the service of selling a tax increase or even solving-adilgiy showdown are often

treated as the president taking his eye off the ball. The president as commandbief, however, is a role for which voters consistently

express teeir support.| want to offerKleinone morenote ofoptimism Hewrites: Backroom bargains and quiet

negotiations do ngthoweverpresent an inspiring Visioof the Presidencyand they fail, too. Boehner and Obama

ALSYd YdzOK 2F flaG adzyYSNI aAlGdAy3a Ay | NB2Y (238K SNFortiedaim® dzf GA Y (S
NEIazy GKFEG wSLizf AOFy t S3AAT | i RAeNgithe Radgr Ofiihe Bemacayt Partg Sridif he windditey 1s€@ & LIS S OK
This suggests that, as the two parties become more sharply divided, it may become increasingly difficult for a Presidentitd gy R G K SNB Q &

little that he can do about il_disagreeThedetails of the deal mattenot just the party linesabout the

dispute There is no way the backroom negotiations Clinton condueiedingrichover social security
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reform could have been possibiiewe had prime ministersnstead of presidentdhe president possesses
political.capital/ 2 v 3 NE a HistBre t8llsusth@ i@ are effective ways to use theapital.one lesson:

quiet action on domestic policy, visible and audible leadership on national security.

Klein is quite wrong; empirics cutsboth ways.

Drum 3120 oY$oiys LRtAGAOIE o6t 2338NE  G-thegd/materdredcomkeyirk ( KS . dzf t & t dzf LIA i
drum/2012/03/presidentsand-bully-pulpit]

I also think thaEZra doesn't really grapple with the strongest arguments on the othermsidge thing,

although there are examples of presidential offensives that fadeslge Bush on Social Security privatization),

there arealsoexample of preidential offensives that succeededeorgeBushon going to wawith lrag.

The same is true for broader themesr exampleEdwards found that "surveys pfiblicopinion have

found thatsupport forregulatory programs angpending orhealth care, welfae, urban problems, education,
environmental protection and aid to minoritidicreasedrather than decrease® dzNA V3 wS -8Byt @kat (1 Sy dzNEB
about the notion that tax cuts are good for the econormye public may have already been primed to beligiety the

tax revolts of the late '70s, but Il bé®€agan did a lot to cement public opinion the subjectandthe Republican

tax jihad has been one of the most influential political movements of the past three decadasgnerally,

I thinkit's amistake to focus narrowly on presidential speeches about specific pieces of legislatigne
those really don't do any good. Bpresidentsdo have the ability to rally theiown troops and that matters. That's
largely what Obama has done in the contption debate Presidentsalso have the ability teet agendasNobody was
talking about invading Irag untikorgeBush revved up his marketing campaigrooz, and after that it suddenly
seemed like the most natural thing in the world to a lot of people. Beyond th&,t00 cramped to think othe bully pulpit as

just the president, just giving few speechest's more than thatlt's a president motiizing hisparty and
hisSUPPOItersand doing it over the course of years. That's harder to measure, and | can't prove that presidents have as much influence
there as | think they do. But | confess that I think they liltUmMan made containment national foy for 40 yearsJEK

made the moon program bipartisan national aspiratigmixon made workinglass resentment the driving spirit of the
Republican Party, Reagan channeled the rising tide of the Christian right and turned that resentment into the-daydariture wars, and
ceorgeBush forged a bipartisan consensus that the threat of terrorism justifies nearly any defense

that in all of these cases presidents were working with public opinion, not against it, but | think it's also trugfémantpresidents might
have shaped different consensuses.

Partisanship is about politics not ideologyproves our link story trueg this cites the
study your card cites.

Mellow 11 [Nicole, Associate Professor of Political Science, Chair of Leader$higRA S& t NRBINI Y ¥ 2Aff Al Ya /[ 2tfS:
' YSNAOLY t2tAGAOa . Se2yR LRS2ft238Y t2fA0A0a3 t NAYQduaBPTFI22I YR t F NG A&
In 2008, Barack Obama's calls for a new postpartisasterak a chord with many Americans. Yet President Obama has struggled with

Congress to produce even bipartisan outcomes. The reigning wisdom on partisanship would suggest that this is becaulgite idigmle

between the parties is simply too staficanced_€€'Shoughtful NEW book whichis a study of Senate voting behavior from 1981 through

2004,0ffers an alternative interpretatiorone that validates public skepticism of insitie-beltway party politics. Her claim is that

much of thecongressioal partisanship is about politieexd power rather than ideological differences

Collective political interests within each party predispose Democrats and Republicans to oppose each other, even orhvaiedenipgical

content. If true, thenpublicla G F 8 G8 F2NJ aLI NIAaly o0AO|ISNAYy3I¢ Aa NBFLazylrofSz FyR YdzOFk
congressional partisanship is wrong. Lee begins by historicizing and challenging the methodological individualism noinglstudias of

congress fo@Scribing legislator vote behavior iiadividual policy preference and treating party cohesion as

ideological cohesioand party difference as ideological differens€she astutely points odthe problem with
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this conceptualization is that it reads mlegy into every partisan diSputRather than assuming ideological content
based on the observed behavioral patterns of votes, Lee uses legislative language and Congressional Record debateisko diptiog,
those roll call votes that bear on like/conservative debates over the economy, social issues, and foreign policy from those that do not. What

she discovers is tha full44% of party votes are over issues of no identifiable ideological signifigasme

Fights occur to score politicgloints ¢ context of each particular fight is keg prefer
our issue specific capital key warrants.

Mellow 110 obrO2¢ 55 ' 4420AFGS t NPFSaa2N) 2F t2tAGAOLE {OASYOSs [/ KFANI 27
American PoliticsBeyéh L RS2f 238Y t 2t AGAO&AT t NAYOALX S&Z | yé, VolO,NsEuk & p.VZ22RALI Ay (GKS

Lee's findings lead her to conclude ti2@mocrats and Republicansften fight to advance their party's political

interestsSay o6SAy3 LISNDSAGSR a STTSOGADGS 2NI 6SAYyT Faaz0Al (¥R GWE K L2 Lidz |
182), a team of members who have gotten better at working together to advance collective electoral and political gsa@Eharty

will regularly disagrewith the othersimply to make the president look b&dr good)to discredit the

opposition's integrityt0 attempt to control the debate or to bumish its image. In shotpday'sparties fight because

there is politcal payofeven if there is no ideological rewasthen we understand this, we see why bipartisanship is so

hard to come by. Lee designs her research carefully and rigorously. For example, in determining whether to count aeatg@Eslidshe digs

deeply into the public record to learn if senators discussed any aspect in ideologically identifiable terms. In coding rgic@ddeoltes, such as

G322R F20SNYyYSyilié @20Saszx [SS SEOt dzRSEa (K2a$S (Kisihwhitch gart af the dSHAE y LI NI A | f
was about the nominee's policy views and part was about credentials or ethics. Expansive ideological categories maikiefdest led her

argument, as do narrower nonideological categories. There are some elementsreséach, though, where greater clarification would be

especially useful (some might claim critical). Most important is the description of nonideological votes. According tbdfie method, these

votes account for a sizable majonityearly 60% of all Senate votes in her time period (p. 65), and thus are central to her argument. She

provides some textual description of the types of issues included (e.g., good government, institutional powers, sompriegtarak), but

knowing more about these votes dinow they break down, similar to what she usefully provides for ideological votes, would be helpful in

S@lLtdzad GAy3 KSNI I NBdzySydo® hyS adaLsSota GKFIG Ay Fye ZanéliSey LREAGAOFTE Y3
investigation oipresidential power is actually a proxy war about the pangpower's liberal (or conservative) agenda. While the nominal issue

at hand may, in principle, defy left/right categorization, the vote is nevertheless very much about ideological commi@@HReXt is
everything, andwithout knowing more detailsf this broad categont is difficult to ascertain whether
an issue issfree of ideological portenas the public record suggests

t dzof AO | LIISFE & I NBy Qi SEwwohvrtcEBRae WISKHYY NA 2 dzNID &
are wrong.
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If higher approval ratings can augment a president's persuasive power in select@dstadt remains skeptical that

presidents can substitute "going public” for bargaining as a general means of irfliRermic appeals

heargues instead, @re _part of bargainingaibeit a changing part since prestige bulks far larger than before in reputation” (Neustadt

1990, xv)A key reason whpresidents cannoexpect torely on prestige to augment their powes that

approval levels arlargelygoverned by factors outside their controljarge and relatively lasting changes [in Gallup
Polls measuring popular approval] come at the same time as great events with widespread consequences” (81).




Ext: Klein = Wrong
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There are some important points to be made about this. Fité® Should becareful not to take opinion polls too
seriouslyGallup may say that attitudes toward taxes didn't change a lot gmd postReagan, but the
real world says differenBefore1980, it was possible to raise taxesh locally and at the federal levéhfter 1980
it became virtually impossibleand after the early 90s it became very nearly literally impossiflesCONQresand at the polling
place, where it really matterUblic opinion was loud and cledrigher taxes were a Killesecondit's not just

broad public opinion that matterf2ersuading the base mattersmping up intensity matters, even among a minority.

Raising money mattersANd persuading the chattering classes mattétsse areall thingsthat presidental
persuasiorcan affecteven if they don't get picked up in the latest Gallup poll. Til€re's always a pendulum effedt
your campaign to lower taxesicceeds lowering taxesit's natural thateven the tax fighters wilitart to
relaxsome and become more open to titkea that existing tax rates are Okhat doesn't mean persuasiam taxes has
failed Just the oppositeit means it worked But no amount of persuasion will keep people heated up no matter how low
taxes go. That's just not a realistic bar. Nbvdon't want to pretend that the tax revolif the past 30 yeargvas allRonald
Reagahs doing It wasn't. He came into office on a wave of aafi sentiment that was already ramping up, and there was a big
institutional movement to back him up. Bdid he reallyhave no effect at all? That's a tough nut to swallblewas
the most important public face of the artix crusadeand I thinkiis choice to talkabout taxesendlessly
for eight years made a differencehnree decades later, it still does.
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