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BRIEF HISTORY

THE ABOLITIONIST MOVEMENT:

The abolitionist movement began with Cesare Beccaria's 1767 essay, On Crimes and Punishment, who theorized that there was no justification for the state's taking of a life. American intellectuals were influenced by Beccaria ( Thomas Jefferson introduced the first attempted reforms of the death penalty in the U.S. with a bill proposing that capital punishment be used only for the crimes of murder and treason. It was defeated by only one vote. 
Also influenced was Dr. Benjamin Rush, a signer of the Declaration of Independence and founder of the Pennsylvania Prison Society. Rush challenged the belief that the death penalty serves as a deterrent, and was an early believer in the "brutalization effect" – that the DP actually increased criminal conduct. Rush gained the support of Benjamin Franklin.
ABOLISHED IN US.. BUT REVIVED:

Because of doubts of constitutionality and all-time low public support, in 1972 the Supreme Court effectively voided 40 DP statutes, commuting the sentences of 629 death row inmates around the country and suspending the DP because existing statutes were no longer valid. Reforms to end arbitration were sent in from DP supporting states and accepted by the Supreme Court, and after a ten-year moratorium on executions they resumed January 17, 1977

Pros:

Prevents Crime

2001 British Home Office (equiv. of US Justice Dept.) study found violent and property crimes on the rise in every wealthy country EXCEPT the US. Our homicide rate has dropped to levels unheard of since 1960’s. Only the Japanese have a lower victimization rate than the US of the Group of Seven.

During years when executions were banned, the national murder rate doubled:
= a 131% increase!
The Texas Example: 

Texas  practices the most executions of any single state, does so for a reason. Numbers show:
The Murder rate in 1991 = 15.3 muders per 100,000 people…

But when Texas started upping its capital punishment practices (already 5 put to death in 2009, a total of 428 since 1976)

saw that murder rate drop to 6.1 per 100,000 by 1999. That’s a 60% drop in 8 years!

In states not as strict as Texas, murderers know they won’t have to face the DP:


Quote: On murdering Rosa Velez, Luis Vera, who burglarized and murdered the woman in her Brooklyn home, was quoted as saying, “Yeah, I shot her... And I knew I wouldn’t go to the chair.”  

Scientist Studies:

Naci Morgan economics professor at U. of Colorado, Denver, reexamined in 2006 a study on DP Deterrance Effects and found that each execution on average resulted in five fewer homicides that year. On what her studies found, Naci said: “The conclusion here is that there is a deterrant effect. The results are robust.” “I oppose the death penalty, but my results show the death penalty deters. What am I going to do – hide them?”

This is only one of a dozed similar studies since 2001 that show similar evidence. Another nationwide study done in 2003 by professors at Emory University found that each execution deters an average of 18 murders.

The DP is a Punishment for Human Rights Violations, not one itself
At the time the UN Declaration of Human Rights was implemented, most nations had the DP and continued to use it long after the Declaration was approved by them ( the original writers obviously recognized and appreciated the difference between MURDER(lawless) and EXECUTION (punishment for a crime committed carried out by a judicial system after due process and evidence is seen.)

Article 3 of UN Universal Declaration of Human Rights: “Everyone has the right to life, liberty, and security of person.”


(This is what the DP justly and legally defends.. not violates.

Article 5: “No one shall be subjected to cruel and unusual punishment.”

(Highly subjective + no evidence for lethal injections (what 37/38 states currently use as regular method of execution) being cruel or unusual in any way.

It is mere opinion that the Death Penalty is cruel and unusual. Most are done with lethal injection, which is an almost serene death (ESPECIALLY when you compare the criminal’s death to their victim’s deaths!)
“European Support” Argument Deceiving

There is barely a country in Europe where the DP was abolished in response to public opinion. Public Opinion polls show that Canadians and Europeans was the DP just as much as US citizens, but politicians dismiss them. 

Director of the center for Capital Punishment Studies at the University of Westminister in London said this about Centripetal Pressure:

“What the Council of Europe did was to exercise the coercive powers they had over these young, emerging democracies who all wanted to join with a view of joining the EU in the future.” 

The EU has basically forced its own agenda and opinion on capital punishment on countries that are looking to join up for other benefits. This makes it seem like everyone is against us in opinion, but really its only the EU, not the actual realities of what the majorities of their citizens think is effective crime and punishment routine. 

Cons:

Doesn’t prevent crimes

According to a survey of the former and present presidents of the country's top academic criminological societies, 84% of these experts rejected the notion that the death penalty acts as a deterrent to murder. (Radelet & Akers, 1996)

 A 1995 Hart Research Poll of police chiefs in the US found that the 
majority of the chiefs do not believe that the
 death penalty is an effective law enforcement tool. (((((((((
Consistent with previous years, the 2006 FBI Uniform Crime Report showed 
that the South had the highest murder rate. The South accounts for over 
80% of executions. The Northeast, which has less than 1% of all executions,
 again had the lowest murder rate. [all above facts from DP information Center, WA DC]
Research has never shown it deters more than long term prison. Studies have anylized murder rates in neighboring states with and without the DP, before and after the DP’s abolition or reintroduction, and before and after high profile executions in states which practiced the DP. NONE of these studies have found good evidence for detterance. [economist]
2005 = 46% more murders in states WITH Death Penalty. // The murder rate is much higher in US than the DP free Europe. Murder rate in US is actually the highest in the industrialized world. //  The DP is reserved for the “worst kinds of murder”, but those are the people least likely to think about or be deterred by the prospect of the DP. // Time Magazine found that though 52% of American’s did not think it deters, and 80% thought murders did not think about it. 

Chances too slim to create real deterrence: Chances of being caught, and procecuted WITH a death penalty sentence are 1/1000 . The Economist reports:


From 1983 – 1993: 22,000 homicides annually. 




   Only 2000-4000 qualified for DP




   Only 250 actually resulted in sentenced DP.




  Only 22 people on average actually executed annually of these numbers.    

       




  
( these days executions have increased annually (thanks mostly to Texas)  







but not much, and does not change the argument. For it to be a real deterrant, 






the US would have to execute in the 100s or 1000’s – not a few dozen a year.


  
Unconstitutional and Inhumane

1960s ( Before then, the Fifth, Eighth, and Fourteenth Amendments were interpreted as permitting the death penalty. However, in the early 1960s, it was suggested that the death penalty was a "cruel and unusual" punishment, and therefore unconstitutional under the Eighth Amendment.
Lethal Injections = standard form of government funded killing for 37/38 states


The tranquility of these supervised deaths are misgiving: if not done right, the procedure would, with the first shot, leave the victim paralyzed yet wide awake and unable to voice or indicate distress as he or she suffocates and then suffers a massive heart attack. This is sadly more likely then admitted – most states do not account for different body sizes absorbing anesthesia differently.


Case study of Lethal Injection gone wrong: Jan 24 2007, Mr. Angel Diaz – doctors slid the needle straight through his vein, pumping toxic chemicals into underlying flesh. Mr. Diaz writhed, grimaced, and tried to speak for over half an hour when the second dose finally killed him. ( event made Jeb Bush halt them in FL for a while.


Missouri halted executions after one dyslexic doctor admitted he’d given ½ the amount of anesthesia he was supposed to. 

 Un-evolved 

Desperate times usually = more killing.

Great Depression ( more executions in the 1930s than in any other decade in American history.

Maturing society should = maturing, more humane laws:
In 1958, the Supreme Court had decided in Trop v. Dulles (356 U.S. 86), that the Eighth Amendment contained an "evolving standard of decency that marked the progress of a maturing society." Although Trop was not a death penalty case, abolitionists applied the Court's logic to executions and maintained that the United States had progressed to a point that its "standard of decency" should no longer tolerate the death penalty.

Costs a Bunch 
The governor of Maryland estimated that the state would have saved $22.4 million since 1978 ( could have paid for 550 extra police a year, or drug treatments for 10,000 addicts. Unlike the DP, this money would have been “an investment to save lives and prevent violent crime.” [economist]

• The California death penalty system costs taxpayers $114 million per year beyond the costs of keeping convicts locked up for life.

Taxpayers have paid more than $250 million for each of the state’s executions. (L.A. Times, March 6, 2005)

• In Kansas, the costs of capital cases are 70% more expensive than comparable non-capital cases, including the costs of incarceration. (Kansas Performance Audit Report, December 2003).

• In Indiana, the total costs of the death penalty exceed the complete costs of life without parole sentences by about 38%, assuming

that 20% of death sentences are overturned and reduced to life. (Indiana Criminal Law Study Commission, January 10, 2002).

• The most comprehensive study in the country found that the death penalty costs North Carolina $2.16 million per execution over the costs of sentencing murderers to life imprisonment. The majority of those costs occur at the trial level. (Duke University, May 1993).

• Enforcing the death penalty costs Florida $51 million a year above what it would cost to punish all first-degree murderers with life in prison without parole. Based on the 44 executions Florida had carried out since 1976, that amounts to a cost of $24 million for each execution. (Palm Beach Post, January 4, 2000).

• In Texas, a death penalty case costs an average of $2.3 million, about three times the cost of imprisoning someone in a single cell at the highest security level for 40 years. (Dallas Morning News, March 8, 1992).

[Facts from DP information Center, WA DC]
Are We Even Getting the Right Guys?

 "Wrongful execution" is a miscarriage of justice occurring when an innocent person is put to death by capital punishment.  Some have claimed that as many as 39 executions have been carried out in the U.S. in face of compelling evidence of innocence or serious doubt about guilt. [wikipedia]
 DNA evidence is only available in a fraction of capital cases. 

Since 1973, over 120 people have been released from death row with evidence of their innocence. (Staff Report, House Judiciary Subcommittee on Civil & Constitutional Rights, Oct. 1993, with updates from DPIC). From 1973-1999, there was an average of 3.1 exonerations per year. From 2000-2007, there has been an average of 5 exonerations per year. 

[Facts from DP information Center, WA DC]
-eyewitness testimony notoriously unreliable. Injections have been called off before literally minutes before they happen, as new evidence surfaces that puts the guilty party in question.

- 80% of people accused of felony depend on publicly provided lawyer

( 35 yrs ago in Gideon vs Wainwright the supreme court ruled that a trial could not be fair without a legitimately trained lawyer. This was seen as a big step in the right direction for the rights of those accused, but is largely ignored now because that would be too expensive for the state to provide. So since we have a wealth based justice system, the poor are more likely to be wrongly accused. [economist]

At Odds With Rest of Industrialized World

The fact that we, the United States, self proclaim “leader of the free world,” still practices capital punishment is becoming a diplomatic irritant. The EU considers the abolitionist movement a human right priority, and requires that anyone who wants to join the EU must end death penalty practices.

In April 1999, the United Nations Human Rights Commission passed the Resolution Supporting Worldwide Moratorium On Executions ( calls on countries which have not abolished the death penalty to restrict its use of the death penalty, including not imposing it on juvenile offenders and limiting the number of offenses for which it can be imposed. Ten countries, including the United States, China, Pakistan, Rwanda and Sudan voted against the resolution at the time. (New York Times, 4/29/99). 
In 2005, the Supreme Court in Roper v. Simmons struck down the death penalty for juveniles. 22 defendants had been executed for

crimes committed as juveniles since 1976.
Each year since 1997, the United Nations Commission on Human Rights has passed a resolution calling on countries that have not abolished the death penalty to establish a moratorium on executions.
Support in US is falling
The May 2006 Gallup Poll found that overall support of the death penalty was 65% (down from 80% in 1994). The same

poll revealed that when respondents are given the choice of life without parole as an alternate sentencing option, more

choose life without parole (48%) than the death penalty (47%).

Criminal Justice

Gun Control 12/13/08 
 2nd amendment: A well regulated Militia, being necessary to the security of a free State, the right of the people to keep and bear Arms, shall not be infringed. 
 District of Columbia v. Heller, 554 U.S. ___ (2008) is a legal case in which the Supreme Court of the United States held that the Second Amendment to the United States Constitution protects an individual's right to possess a firearm for private use. 
 It was the first Supreme Court case in United States history to directly address whether the right to keep and bear arms is a right of individuals or a collective right that applies only to state-regulated militias. 
 On June 26, 2008, the Supreme Court affirmed the Court of Appeals for the D.C. Circuit in Parker v. District of Columbia, 478 F.3d 370 (D.C. Cir. 2007).[1] The Court of Appeals had struck down provisions of the Firearms Control Regulations Act of 1975 as unconstitutional, and determined that handguns are "Arms" that may not be banned by the District of Columbia (Washington, D.C.), also striking down the portion of the law that requires all firearms including rifles and shotguns be kept "unloaded and disassembled or bound by a trigger lock." 
 This represented the first time since the 1939 case United States v. Miller that the Supreme Court had directly addressed the scope of the Second Amendment.[9] 
 On June 26, 2008, by a 5 to 4 decision, the Supreme Court upheld the federal appeals court ruling, striking down the D.C. gun law 
The Court based its reasoning on the grounds: 
 that the operative clause of the Second Amendment—"the right of the people to keep and bear Arms, shall not be infringed"—is controlling and refers to a pre-existing right of individuals to possess and carry personal weapons for self-defense and intrinsically for defense against tyranny, based on the bare meaning of the words, the usage of "the people" elsewhere in the Constitution, and historical materials on the clause's original public meaning; 
 that the prefatory clause, which announces a purpose of a "well regulated Militia, being necessary to the security of a free State", comports with the meaning of the operative clause and refers to a well-trained citizen militia, which "comprised all males physically capable of acting in concert for the common defense", as being necessary to the security of a free polity; 
 that historical materials support this interpretation, including "analogous arms-bearing rights in state constitutions" at the time, the drafting history of the Second Amendment, and interpretation of the Second Amendment "by scholars, courts, and legislators" through the late nineteenth century; and 
 that none of the Supreme Court's precedents forecloses the Court's interpretation, specifically United States v. Cruikshank (1875), Presser v. Illinois (1886), nor United States v. Miller (1939). 
 The core holding in D.C. v. Heller is that the Second Amendment is an individual right intimately tied to the natural right of self-defense. 
 In a dissenting opinion, Justice John Paul Stevens stated that the court's judgment was "a strained and unpersuasive reading" which overturned longstanding precedent, and that the court had "bestowed a dramatic upheaval in the law". 
 The Stevens dissent seems to rest on four main points of disagreement: that the Founders would have made the individual right aspect of the Second Amendment express if that was what was intended; that the "militia" preamble and exact phrase "to keep and bear arms" demands the conclusion that the Second Amendment touches on state militia service only; that many lower courts' later "collective-right" reading of the Miller decision constitutes stare decisis, which may only be overturned at great peril; and that Congress has not considered its gun-control laws (e.g., the National Firearms Act) unconstitutional. The dissent concludes, "The Court would have us believe that over 200 years ago, the Framers made a choice to limit the tools available to elected officials wishing to regulate civilian uses of weapons.... I could not possibly conclude that the Framers made such a choice." 
 Justice Stevens' dissent was joined by Justices David Souter, Ruth Bader Ginsburg, and Stephen Breyer. 
 Gun Ownership Mandatory In Kennesaw, Georgia
Crime Rate Plummets, On May 1, 1982, 
 Kennesaw, Georgia's ordinance requiring heads of households (with certain exceptions) to keep at least one firearm in their homes. 
 Kennesaw proves that the presence of firearms actually improves safety and security. 
 Crime dropped after the ordinance and the city has maintained an exceptionally low crime rate ever since, even with the population swelling from 5,000 in 1982 to approximately 30,000 today. The truth is crime has plummeted and population has soared. 
 not a single resident of Kennesaw has been involved in a fatal shooting - as a victim, attacker or defender. There has been one firearm related murder but not from a resident of Kennesaw. Since the ordinance, no child has ever been injured with a firearm in Kennesaw. 
 Illinois, Morton Grove, passed an ordinance banning hand guns from anyone other than peace officers. Morton Grove was the first community to ever ban the sale and possession of handguns. 
 In 1981, Morton Grove became the first town in America to prohibit the possession of handguns. 
 In comparison, the population of Morton Grove, Illinois has dropped slightly and the crime rate has increased, especially right after the ban. 
 A minority have argued that because the District of Columbia, which is not a state, was the only government involved in Heller, uncertainty remains concerning whether the Second Amendment applies to state and local jurisdictions by way of incorporation through the Fourteenth Amendment. However, the Court's unambiguous declaration that the right to bear arms is an individual privilege, taken with the Fourteenth Amendment's clear stricture that, "[n]o State shall make or enforce any law which shall abridge the privileges or immunities of citizens of the United States," appears to conclusively support incorporation.[8][9]

Criminal Justice

Presidential Pardons, Bush

11/24/2008
WASHINGTON (AP) — President George W. Bush has granted pardons to 14 individuals and commuted the prison sentences of two others convicted of misdeeds including drug offenses, tax evasion, wildlife violations and bank embezzlement, also include offenses involving hazardous waste, food stamps, and the theft of government property.
Including these actions, he has granted a total of 171 pardons and eight commutations. That's less than half as many as Presidents Clinton or Reagan issued during their time in office. Both were two-term presidents, like Bush.
On the latest pardon list were:
_Leslie Owen Collier of Charleston, Mo., who pleaded guilty in 1995 to unlawfully killing three bald eagles in southeast Missouri. He improperly used pesticide in hamburger meat to kill coyotes, but ended up killing many other animals, including the bald eagles. Collier, who was convicted for unauthorized use of a pesticide and violating the Bald and Golden Eagle Protection Act, was sentenced Feb. 2, 1996 in the Eastern District of Missouri.
_Milton Kirk Cordes of Rapid City, S.D. Cordes was convicted of conspiracy to violate the Lacey Act, which prohibits importation into the country of wildlife taken in violation of conservation laws.
_Richard Micheal Culpepper of Mahomet, Ill., who was convicted of making false statements to the federal government.
_Brenda Jean Dolenz-Helmer of Fort Worth, Texas, convicted of concealing knowledge of a crimeDolenz-Helmer, the daughter of a Dallas doctor accused of medical insurance fraud, was convicted in connection with the doctor's case. She was sentenced Dec. 31, 1998 in the Northern District of Texas to four year's probation with the special condition of 600 hours of community service and a $10,000 fine.
_Andrew Foster Harley of Falls Church, Va. Harley was convicted of wrongful use and distribution of marijuana and cocaine during a general court martial at the U.S. Air Force Academy in Colorado Springs, Colo.
_Obie Gene Helton of Rossville, Ga., whose offense was unauthorized acquisition of food stamps.
_Carey C. Hice Sr. of Travelers Rest, S.C., who was convicted of income tax evasion.
_Geneva Yvonne Hogg of Jacksonville, Fla., convicted of bank embezzlement.
_William Hoyle McCright Jr. of Midland, Texas, who was convicted of bank fraud.
_Paul Julian McCurdy of Sulphur, Okla., who was sentenced for misapplication of bank funds.
_Robert Earl Mohon Jr. of Grant, Ala., who was convicted of conspiracy to distribute marijuana.
_Ronald Alan Mohrhoff of Los Angeles, who was convicted for unlawful use of a telephone in a narcotics felony.
_Daniel Figh Pue III of Conroe, Texas, convicted of illegal treatment, storage and disposal of a hazardous waste without a permit.
_Orion Lynn Vick of White Hall, Ark., who was convicted of aiding and abetting the theft of government property.
Bush also commuted the prison sentences of John Edward Forte of North Brunswick, N.J., and James Russell Harris of Detroit, Mich. Both were convicted of cocaine offenses.
Under the Constitution, the president's power to issue pardons is absolute and cannot be overruled.
Some high-profile individuals, such as Michael Milken, are seeking a pardon on securities fraud charges. Two politicians convicted of public corruption — former Rep. Randy "Duke" Cunningham, R-Calif., and four-term Democratic Louisiana Gov. Edwin W. Edwards — are asking Bush to shorten their prison terms.
One hot topic of discussion related to pardons is whether Bush might decide to issue pre-emptive pardons before he leaves office to government employees who authorized or engaged in harsh interrogations of suspected terrorists in the wake of the Sept. 11, 2001, attacks. Some constitutional scholars and human rights groups want the incoming administration of President-elect Barack Obama to investigate possible war crimes.
If Bush were to pardon anyone involved, it would provide protection against criminal charges, particularly for people who were following orders or trying to protect the nation with their actions. But it would also be highly controversial.
At the same time, Obama advisers say there is little — if any — chance that his administration would bring criminal charges.
Criminal Justice

U.S. Prison Population statistics Factsheet

In recent decades the U.S. has experienced a surge in its prison population, quadrupling since 1980, partially as a result of mandated sentences that came about during the "war on drugs" and despite the decline in violent crime and property crime since the early 1990s. The United States spends $60 billion each year on corrections.
lowest ratio of imprisoned to civilian population Maine (148 per 100,000), highest ratio Louisiana (816 per 100,000)
federal prison, 57% sentenced for drug offenses, one million of those incarcerated are in prison for non-violent crime like theft and drug possession.
In 2002, 93.2% of prisoners were male. About 10.4% of all black males in the United States between the ages of 25 and 29 sentenced and in prison, compared to 2.4% of Hispanic males and 1.2% of white males.
In 2005, about 1 out of every 136 U.S. residents was incarcerated either in prison or jail. The total amount being 2,320,359, with 1,446,269 in state and federal prisons and 747,529 in local jails.
Compared with other countries, the United States has among the highest incarceration rates in the world. More people are behind bars in the United States than any other country, according to available official figures. 2006, a record 7 million people were behind bars, on probation or on parole. Of the total, 2.2 million were incarcerated. China with 20% of the world's population ranks second with a reported 1.5 million followed by Russia with 870,000. However, China's true prison population has been speculated to be considerably higher by activists such as Harry Wu. The United States has 5% of the world's population and 25% of the world's incarcerated population.
In 2006 the incarceration rate in England and Wales is 139 persons imprisoned per 100,000 residents while in Norway it is 59 per 100,000 and in Australia and France it is around 100 inmates per 100,000. In many countries, it is common for prisoners to be paroled after serving as little as one third of their sentences. In the U.S., most states strictly limit parole, requiring that at least half of a sentence be served. For certain heinous crimes, there is no parole and the full sentence must be served.
Some feel that repeat offenders are not properly handled and that more focus should be on rehabilitation, and that shorter sentences would even reduce the criminal culture in general and especially reduce re-arrest rates for first-time convicts. A survey showed that among the nearly 300,000 prisoners released, 67.5% were rearrested within 3 years, and 51.8% were back in prison. However, the study found no evidence that spending more time in prison raises the re-arrest rate, and found that those serving the longest time, 61 months or more, had a significantly lower re-arrest rate (54.2%) than every other category of prisoner. This is most likely explained by the older average age of those released with the longest sentences, and the study shows a strong negative correlation between recidivism and age of release.

Criminal Justice
War On Drugs 
12/12/08


Currently over crowding is the biggest problem. 
Currently there are more than 2 Million people in prisons in US
US has 5% of worlds population, but 25% of its prisoners
59.6% of those are drug related offenses
2.7% for violent offenses.
Marijuana was criminalized in 1930s because oil industries were threatened by hemp industry.
Both parties agree over crowding is a problem, sides can agree on how to solve it.
--one side says tougher punishments to discorage other possible offenders. 
--build more prisons to house them and the increasing number of criminals.
The opposition says the more than 500,000 nonviolent crime drug offenders are putting unnessary strain on prison system. Instead mandatory drug and alcohol programs should be implemented.

Main concerns currently 
Should more prisons be built to accommodate the rapidly growing number of incarcerated people? Most states can afford to build more, each prisoner costs state $40G+ a year. 
Should the justice system's sentencing procedures be reexamined? 
Should prisoner's be used as a source of cheap labor? Prisoners are paid small amount to work for the state(some states). 
EX:CA gives non violent criminals chance to work for fire department for $1h, and a chance at serving only 35% of their time. 
Would sending drug users to treatment programs instead of prison help with the overcrowding problem? --Often these programs are underfunded and will put a strain on community and county jails. 
Is the three strikes law fair? 
EX: Three strikes on Graffiti, or white color crimes, or marijuana possession. 
Are overcrowded and uncomfortable conditions a violation of the prisoners' rights? 
EX: forced to work physically while injured. Not given medications on time, or proper dosages. 
EX: In ca currently prisons are nearly 60% over occupied as a result the medical care they are offered is “unconstitutional” according to 3 federal judges. The judges ordered Gov. to find a way to relieve over crowding with out building new prisons. They are currently heading to trial which may result in the early release of 55,000 nonviolent crime offenders. 

Would privatization benefit the prison system? Corrections Corporations of America (CCA) privately own prisons taking the burden off state. They earn a profit from it. These are a few of the problems with these prisons: 
 failure to provide adequate medical care to prisoners; 
 failure to control violence in its prisons; 
 substandard conditions that have resulted in prisoner protests and uprisings; 
 criminal activity on the part of some CCA employees, including the sale of illegal drugs to prisoners; and 
 Escapes, which in the case of at least two facilities include inadvertent releases of prisoners who were supposed to remain in custody. 
Is issuing prisoners early parole to reduce prison overcrowding leading to more crime in the community? 
EX: in florida prisoners are serving 82.8% of sentences compared to 33.9% 15 years ago. 
Should mandatory sentencing be eliminated? 
What human rights violations are commonly inflicted on prisoners? 
EX: In Alabama HIV positive prisoners are not allowed to do work release programs 
What is the United States doing about abuses against prisoners?

Economy
$840bn dollar bailout agreed on by Congress
September 26, 2008 03:49am
• US Congress agrees on terms of financial bailout 
• Breakthrough brings $840bn Wall St rescue closer 
• US market jumps on the news 
US legislators have agreed on the fundamentals of a multi-billion dollar historic deal to rescue Wall Street and shore up the world's biggest economy.
"We've reached a fundamental agreement on a set of principles," US Senator Christopher Dodd told reporters in Congress, joined by other leaders after discussions on the $US700 billion ($840 billion) package demanded by the US Government.
After nearly three hours of talks among Democratic and Republican leaders, Senator Dodd, the Senate's banking committee chairman, said both sides would now submit their outline agreement to the Treasury and party colleagues.
The principles give Treasury Secretary Henry Paulson "the authority and funding he needs to act," Senator Dodd said.
"We've also dealt effectively, I think, with the issue of effective oversight, with home ownership preservation, as well as executive compensation."
"It was a very productive meeting," agreed Republican Senator Bob Bennett, a senior member of the committee.
"The most encouraging thing that comes out of this, from my point of view, is that I now expect we will, indeed have a plan that can pass the House, pass the Senate, be signed by the president."
US President George W. Bush, whose administration put forward the deal, was to meet later today with White House rivals Democrat Barack Obama and Republican John McCain and other US legislators to address the financial crisis.
House Speaker Nancy Pelosi told reporters earlier the White House had agreed to key principles demanded by Democrats to be included in the bailout Bill, including "forbearance, oversight, equity, and executive pay".
The four issues have been sticking points in efforts to hammer out a deal, with Democrats insisting that any bailout include "forbearance" or leniency in the terms of repayment for mortgage holders.
Democrats also have said that the Government and public are entitled to "equity" in the company, entitling them to a share of any profits generated. 
They also are calling for limits on deals for company executives, whose compensation packages often total many millions of dollars. And they said that any deal must include strict oversight by federal regulators.
"We couldn't bring a Bill without those provisions. There are other provisions that we haven't reached. It's not that it's disagreement, it's just what form will it take in the legislation," Ms Pelosi said.
The White House meanwhile praised "significant progress" in difficult talks with legislators on the rescue package.
"We're reaching a consensus and we're going to try to drive that to a conclusion today," spokeswoman Dana Perino told reporters ahead of the unprecedented crisis talks at the White House.
Wall Street stocks raced higher today, boosted by optimism that Congress was nearing a deal on a massive rescue plan for the troubled financial sector.
Traders focused on the news from Washington, largely brushing off weak data on manufactured durable goods orders and a profit warning from General Electric.
After a mixed session yesterday for the market, the Dow Jones Industrial Average had climbed 185.90 points (1.72 per cent) to 11,011.07 by 1.10am (AEST)
The Nasdaq composite had added 31.12 points (1.44 per cent) to 2186.80.
Also in New York, Senator McCain voiced confidence a deal on a Wall Street bailout could be sealed before US markets open next week, saying his "old navy pilot" instincts told him to suspend his campaign to help work on the deal.
The Republican presidential candidate said he could not stay on the campaign trail as normal while the future of the US economy was at stake, before heading back to Washington for the White House summit.
Aides to Senator Obama, in Clearwater, Florida, meanwhile cast doubt on Seantor McCain's motives for suspending his campaign when a financial crisis deal appeared to be near.
"All of a sudden, now that we're on the verge of making a deal, John McCain drops himself in to make a deal," Democrat Barney Frank, the House financial services leader, said on America's ABC television.

Economy

AUTO BAIL OUT

11/22/08 

Democratic leaders ordered the United States' Big Three automakers Friday to submit a detailed loan application to Congress so lawmakers can decide whether to give the beleaguered industry an emergency $25 billion lifeline. 
Dems demanded a detailed accounting by Dec. 2 of the companies' financial condition and short-term cash needs, as well as how they would achieve long-term viability. 
The Dems told the automakers to show how they would ensure that the government would be reimbursed and share in future profits, eliminate dividends and lavish executive pay packages, meet fuel-efficiency standards and deal with their health care and pension obligations to workers if they received the federal help. 
U.S. automakers are struggling to stay afloat heading into 2009 amid an economic meltdown, a precipitous drop in sales and a tight credit market. The three companies burned through nearly $18 billion in cash reserves during the last quarter and GM and Chrysler have said they could collapse in weeks. 
Detroit's car makers employ nearly a quarter-million workers, and more than 730,000 other workers produce materials and parts that go into cars. If just one of the automakers should declare bankruptcy, some estimates put U.S. job losses next year as high as 2.5 million. 
Bush and congressional Republicans said lawmakers should have considered a bipartisan plan to let the automakers tap a separate $25 billion loan program for fuel-efficient cars for their short-term cash needs. 
"I think we all accept that they're in serious trouble. No one is happy about that. But what to do about it remains to be seen," McConnell said. 
Supporters of the bipartisan measure to temporarily divert the fuel-efficiency funds to cover the auto companies' operations are hopeful of winning support in December. 
Democratic leaders acknowledged Thursday that their favored approach, carving the $25 billion in loans from the $700 billion Wall Street bailout fund, lacked enough support in Congress, particularly after the auto executives' poor performance in high-profile appearances in congressional hearing rooms. 
But they were roundly criticized for traveling aboard corporate jets to seek billions in government aid and failing to assure lawmakers they would not need more money. 
Automakers have promised to submit the blueprint Democrats have demanded.

Economy
Fed Response To Recession
11/16/08
Federal Open Market Committee (FOMC), announced three measures: it has cut its target for the federal-funds rate to between zero and 0.25%, the lowest on record; it said that a weak economy would probably keep it there “for some time”; and it promised a range of unconventional strategies, purchases of mortgage-related securities and possibly Treasuries to push down long-term borrowing costs.

Although the cut in the target for the federal-funds rate was larger than expected, it will have no measurable impact on the actual funds rate, which is charged on excess reserves lent overnight between banks. The actual funds rate had already fallen to around 0.1%, in anticipation of a target cut and because the banking system is awash with almost $800 billion of reserves. The Fed announced it would buy up to $100 billion of debt directly issued by Fannie Mae and Freddie Mac, the now-nationalised mortgage agencies, and $500 billion of their mortgage-backed securities (MBS). Ben Bernanke, the Fed chairman, said that Treasury purchases were under consideration.
“The Federal Reserve will employ all available tools to promote the resumption of sustainable economic growth and to preserve price stability,” it said in its statement.
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Will it be enough? The Fed has succeeded in bringing previous recessions to an end by cutting short-term interest rates. But now having cut the funds rate as low as it can realistically go, that is in doubt. Its new, unconventional operations have been dubbed “quantitative easing” because their effect is felt through the Fed’s control over the quantity rather than the cost of credit. Through the creation and expansion of an array of lending programmes, the Fed’s balance has grown from below $900 billion to more than $2 trillion. Such programmes have kept the interest rates charged to private borrowers lower than they otherwise would be, but the effect has been difficult to detect, and certainly smaller than what the Treasury achieved through direct injections of public capital into banks.
In theory, purchases of longer-term securities could have more impact by pulling down longer-term interest rates. The ten-year Treasury yield, for example, is 2.36%, and the 30-year conventional mortgage-rate is around 5.5%. But whereas the Fed knows more or less just what it has to do to move short-term interest rates up or down, it is in uncharted territory on longer-term interest rates. Indeed, theory suggests that the purchases would have to be spectacularly large to affect such huge, globally integrated markets.
A senior Fed official rejected the notion that the Fed was trying explicitly to target lower long-term rates, and rather framed the Fed’s new actions as an extension of previous efforts at restoring liquidity and normal trading conditions. The official said that yields on Fannie’s and Freddie’s MBS, despite the explicit support of the Treasury, are much higher than Treasury yields because of a lack of liquidity. The Fed can narrow that spread, he said, by providing investors with the confidence that a committed buyer is in the market.
Although the Fed may yet buy longer-term Treasuries, the benefits are less clear: yields are already low, there is no lack of liquidity and it is not clear that lowering them by another ten basis points would bring mortgage rates down by an equal amount. Thus for now it makes sense for the Fed to focus on those rates that most directly affect the economy.
The economy certainly needs it. On the morning of the Fed announcement the government reported that housing starts in America had plunged by 19% in November, from October, to an annualised level of 625,000, the lowest level on record. The only positive interpretation is that reduced construction should bring down inventories of unsold homes, although builders are now battling for sales with a wave of foreclosed properties.
Inflation has retreated at a surprising and, possibly, alarming rate. The consumer-price index fell by 1.7% in November, from October, the largest fall on record, largely as a result of plunging petrol prices, dragging the overall inflation rate down to 1.1% from 5.6% in July. Excluding food and energy, “core” prices were unchanged and the core inflation rate has sunk to 2%, from 2.5% in July. Much of the drop in core inflation is a by-product of falling energy prices flowing through to air fares and other energy-intensive categories. But the trend is almost certainly lower as rising unemployment and slumping sales eat into wage and price power. The senior Fed official said that he does not think that outright deflation is a risk but the situation bore watching. The day after the Fed's decision the dollar weakened considerably.
There are some glimmers of economic hope. The drop in petrol prices has delivered a sizeable boost to household buying power, one reason why retail sales in November were not as weak as expected. Home sales have remained stable, helped by declines in mortgage rates. Shares have been range bound (though the range is wide) since mid-October. On Tuesday shares of Goldman Sachs rallied by 14.4% as it reported an expected $2.12 billion fourth-quarter loss. Interbank-loan rates have edged lower. A same Fed official said that there has been little change recently in the Fed’s economic outlook: it expects continued contraction through the first quarter followed by a weak recovery.
One of the most encouraging signs, arguably, is that the Fed’s balance sheet has stopped growing in the past month, an indication that it has, for now, sated corporate and financial borrowers’ demands for short-term credit. Of the $150 billion of short-term loans that the Fed offered this week, banks bid for only $63 billion worth.
That pause is almost certainly temporary. In the coming months the Fed will inaugurate several big new lending programmes, including a facility for backing asset-backed securities and the purchases of MBS. Although the financial backdrop has, for now, stopped getting worse, the Fed is taking no chances.
Economy
Financial Fraud 
Dec 15th 2008 
Bernie Madoff's pyramid scheme robs investors of $50 billion 
$17 billion of investors’ funds that his firm supposedly held earlier this year have all but evaporated and the hole could be as big as $50 billion. That would make it the biggest financial fraud in history. 
Details are still emerging, but Mr Madoff has himself described it as a giant Ponzi scheme. Returns came not from real investments but from influxes of money from new clients. Redemption requests for $7 billion, by investors looking to pull back from turbulent stockmarkets, forced Mr Madoff to admit that his coffers were empty 

The affair has robbed an embarrassingly long list of supposedly sophisticated investors. Mr Madoff, impressed investors by the steady returns: 10-15% a year, even in rough times, with barely a down month. Global banks such as Banco Santander, BNP Paribas and HSBC, all three of which had until now survived the credit crisis relatively unscathed, are among those reported to be heavily exposed. So too is Bramdean Alternatives, a fund run by Nicola “Superwoman” Horlick, a celebrated British money manager. Several well-heeled Americans have reportedly lost everything but their properties. 
A former chairman of the NASDAQ stockmarket, he has long been a fixture on Wall Street. He even has a tax exemption named after him. He has served on an advisory committee assembled by the Securities and Exchange Commission (SEC), America’s main market watchdog. Savvy marketing : Investors had to be invited, lending his operation an air of exclusivity. 
The firm had been investigated for “front-running”, using information about client orders to trade for its own account before filling those orders. 
no one but he had full access to the accounts. As a broker-dealer, it was able to clear its own trades, a privilege that should give pause for thought. his books were audited by a tiny, three-person accounting firm. 
The SEC, did not get round to examining the books of Mr Madoff’s money-management business, even though he registered it with the commission in September 2006—though it did probe the market-making arm and found that it had violated some technical rules. 
For an agency that is fighting for its life, that is unfortunate. Even before this scandal the SEC was on the back foot, having stood by as the big Wall Street investment banks it was charged with policing ran amok. In its defence, the commission argued that its primary role was investor protection, not prudential regulation. Now it has been shown wanting in its core competence—though, with 11,000 fund managers to oversee, not to mention the boom in mortgage-related cases, some may think it inevitable. Congress is next year expected to revamp America’s dysfunctional system of financial regulation. One option, already proposed by Hank Paulson, the outgoing treasury secretary, is to fold the SEC’s responsibilities into a new set of agencies. 
Indeed, it makes Charles Ponzi’s promise in 1920 to double investors’ money in three months—which caused losses equivalent to around $160m in today’s money—look like a trifle.

Economy
What is the Federal Reserve System?
The Federal Reserve System, often referred to as the Federal Reserve or simply "the Fed," is the central bank of the United States. It was created by Congress to provide the nation with a safer, more flexible, and more stable monetary and financial system. Over the years, its role has evolved and expanded.
When was the Federal Reserve created?
The Federal Reserve was created on December 23, 1913, with the signing of the Federal Reserve Act by President Woodrow Wilson. The act had been drafted as House Resolution 7837 by Representative Carter Glass (D-VA), incoming chairman of the House Banking and Currency Committee.
What are the Federal Reserve's responsibilities?
Today, the Federal Reserve's responsibilities fall into four general areas:
• conducting the nation's monetary policy by influencing money and credit conditions in the
economy in pursuit of full employment and stable prices 
• supervising and regulating banking institutions to ensure the safety and soundness of the
nation's banking and financial system and to protect the credit rights of consumers 
• maintaining the stability of the financial system and containing systemic risk that may arise in
financial markets 
• providing certain financial services to the U.S. government, to the public, to financial
institutions, and to foreign official institutions, including playing a major role in operating the
nation's payments systems 
For an overview of the Federal Reserve and its responsibilities, see The Federal Reserve System: Purposes and Functions.
Return to questions
How is the Federal Reserve System structured?
*
The Federal Reserve System has a structure designed by Congress to give it a broad perspective on the economy and on economic activity hi all parts of the nation. It is a federal system, composed basically of a central, governmental agency—the Board of Governors—in Washington, D.C., and twelve regional Federal Reserve Banks, located in major cities throughout the nation. These components share responsibility for supervising and regulating certain financial institutions and activities; for providing banking services to depository institutions and to the federal government; and for ensuring that consumers receive adequate information and fair treatment in their business with the banking system.
A major component of the System is the Federal Open Market Committee (FOMC), which is made up of the members of the Board of Governors, the president of the Federal Reserve Bank of New York, and presidents of four other Federal Reserve Banks, who serve on a rotating basis. The FOMC oversees open market operations, which is the main tool used by the Federal Reserve to influence money market conditions and the growth of money and credit.
More information 
Who owns the Federal Reserve?
The Federal Reserve System is not "owned" by anyone and is not a private, profit-making institution. Instead, it is an independent entity within the government, having both public purposes and private aspects.
As the nation's central bank, the Federal Reserve derives its authority from the U.S. Congress. It is considered an independent central bank because its decisions do not have to be ratified by the President or anyone else in the executive or legislative branch of government, it does not receive funding appropriated by Congress, and the terms of the members of the Board of Governors span multiple presidential and congressional terms. However, the Federal Reserve is subject to oversight by Congress, which periodically reviews its activities and can alter its responsibilities by statute. Also, the Federal Reserve must work within the framework of the overall objectives of economic and financial policy established by the government. Therefore, the Federal Reserve can be more accurately described as "independent within the government."
The twelve regional Federal Reserve Banks, which were established by Congress as the operating arms of the nation's central banking system, are organized much like private corporations—possibly leading to some confusion about "ownership." For example, the Reserve Banks issue shares of stock to member banks. However, owning Reserve Bank stock is quite different from owning stock in a private company. The Reserve Banks are not operated for profit, and ownership of a certain amount of stock is, by law, a condition of membership in the System. The stock may not be sold, traded, or pledged as security for a loan; dividends are, by law, 6 percent per year.
Return to questions
How is the Federal Reserve funded?
The Federal Reserve's income is derived primarily from the interest on U.S. government securities that it has acquired through open market operations. Other sources of income are the interest on foreign currency investments held by the System; fees received for services provided to depository institutions, such as cheek clearing, funds transfers, and automated clearinghouse operations; and interest on loans to depository institutions (the rate on which is the so-called discount rate). After paying its expenses, the Federal Reserve turns the rest of its earnings over to the U.S. Treasury.
Why did Congress want the Federal Reserve to be relatively independent?
The intent of Congress in shaping the Federal Reserve Act was to keep politics out of monetary policy. The System is independent of other branches and agencies of government. It is self-financed and therefore is not subject to the congressional budgetary process.
Since the Federal Reserve has considerable discretion in carrying out its responsibilities, to whom is it accountable?
The Federal Reserve's ultimate accountability is to Congress, which at any time can amend the Federal
Reserve Act. Legislation requires that the Fed report annually on its activities to the Speaker of the House of Representatives, and twice annually on its plans for monetary policy to the banking committees of Congress. Fed officials also testify before Congress when requested.
To ensure financial accountability, the financial statements of the Federal Reserve Banks and the Board of Governors are audited annually by an independent outside auditor. In addition, the Government Accountability Office, as well as the Board's Office of Inspector General, can audit Federal Reserve activities.
Are the Federal Reserve System and Reserve Banks ever audited?
The Board of Governors, the Federal Reserve Banks, and the Federal Reserve System as a whole are all subject to several levels of audit and review. Under the Federal Banking Agency Audit Act (enacted in 1978 as Public Law 95-320), which authorizes the Comptroller General of the United States to audit the Federal Reserve System, the Government Accountability Office (GAO) has conducted numerous reviews of Federal Reserve activities. In addition, the Board's Office of Inspector General (OIG) audits and investigates Board programs and operations as well as those Board functions delegated to the Reserve Banks. Completed and active GAO reviews and completed OIG audits, reviews, and assessments are listed in the Board's Annual Report (before 2002, the reviews were listed in the Board's Annual Report: Budget Review}.
The Board's financial statements, and its compliance with laws and regulations affecting those statements, are audited annually by an outside auditor retained by the OIG. The financial statements of the Reserve Banks are also audited annually by an independent outside auditor. In addition, the Reserve Banks are subject to annual examination by the Board. The Board's financial statements and the combined financial statements for the Reserve Banks are published hi the Board's Annual Report.
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Dropping the Fed

• Federal Reserve created in. 1913 
• The Fed is a private bank 
• The Board of Governors does not receive money from congress 
• BOG Members are appointed by the president 
• Board must annually report go congress 
• President can remove a BOG member 
• the primary responsibility of the Board members is the formulation of monetary policy 
• The Federal Open Market committee comprises seven members of the BOG and five
representatives from the Federals Reserve Banks 
Economists from the Austrian and Chicao school of Economics want the Fed Abolished
• Milton Friedman says that the Fed contributed to the Great Depression by
contracting the money supply when the Markets needed liquidity
since the purpose of the Fed was to prevent events like the Great Depression, it obviously failed in its most important mission
• Meetings of the Fed are held in secret and Xcripts are released five years after the
fact 
• According to the campaign website of Cong. Ron Paul "In addition, the Federal
Reserve, our central bank, fosters runaway debt by increasing the money supply —
making each dollar hi your pocket worth less. The Fed is a private bank run by
unelected officials who are not required to be open or accountable to "we the
people."" 
On September 10, 2002, Ron Paul introduced legislation to abolish the federal reserve,
• he claims that it has benefited the wealthy at the expense of the working
classification 
• "The Fed has followed a consistant policy of flooding the economy with easy
money, leading to a misallocation of resources and and artificial "boom"
followed by a recession or depression then the Fed-created bubble bursts." 
• The main beneficiaries are those who receive access to artificially inflated
money and/or credit before the inflationary effects of the policy impact the
entire economy. 
• Federal Reserve policies also benefit big spending politicians who use the
inflated currency created by the Fed to hide the true costs of the welfare-
warfare state. 
• Abolishing the Federal Reserve will allow Congress to reassert its
constitutional authority over monetary policy. 
• driving interest rates down to absurdly low levels,
Our money is no longer backed by Gold 
• To be sure, monetary inflexibility is the friend of free markets. Without the
ability to create money out of nothing, governments tend to run tight financial
ships. Banks are more careful about the lending when they can't rely on a
lender of last resort with access to a money-creation machine like the Fed.
"Gold stands as a protector of property rights" Alan Greenspan 
• Interest rates would reflect the real supply and demand for credit

Economy
This House would Drop the Fed Definitions

This House - The United States Congress
The Federal Reserve - the central bank which controls the Monetary Supply of the United States. The
Fed is a private bank, but its leadership is appointed by the President of the United States and
confirmed by the United States Senate Drop - Abolish

Background
Article 1 Sec 8 of the US Constitution states, "The Congress shall have power ... To
coin money, [and] regulate the value thereof."
The Federal Reserve System is the third try at a central banking system in the
United States. The First Bank of the United States (1791-1811) and the Second
Bank of the United States (1816-1836) each had 20-year charters, and both issued
currency and made commercial loans.
Later, a series of retractions of loans and refusal to renew old oneslcitation needed]
created bank "panics" in 1873, 1893, and 1907. This provided the backdrop for the
renewed calls for the creation of a centralized banking system,
After the Bank Panic of 1907, Congress created the National Monetary
Commission to draft a plan for reform of the banking system. Senate Republican
leader and financial expert Nelson Aldrich headed the Commission. Aldrich set up
two commissions — one to study the American monetary system in-depth and the
other, headed by Aldrich himself, to study the European central-banking systems
and report on them.£2] Aldrich went to Europe opposed to centralized banking, but
after viewing Germany's banking system came away believing that a centralized
bank was better than the government-issued bond system that he had previously
supported.


Harms
Since the creation of the Federal Reserve, middle and working-class Americans have been victimized by a boom-and-bust monetary policy. In addition, most Americans have suffered a steadily eroding purchasing power because of the Federal Reserve's inflationary policies. This represents a real, if hidden, tax imposed on the American people.
From the Great Depression, to the stagflation of the seventies, to the burst of the dotcom bubble last year, every economic downturn suffered by the country over the last 80 years can be traced to Federal Reserve policy. The Fed has followed a consistent policy of flooding the economy with easy money, leading to a misallocation of resources and an artificial "boom" followed by a recession or depression when the Fed-created bubble bursts.
The Congresses has surrendered its Constitutional Authority to what is essentially a private entity over which it has little or not control


Plan
We will abolish the Federal Reserve system and peg the Dollar to the price of Gold. We will set up a committee in the US House to regulate the value of the US Dollar 
Solvency 
• By replacing the Federal Reserve with a committee in the US House, we will place
the US Currency back in the hands of ELECTED officials
By we will eliminate a body that is not provided 

fBy we will eliminate a body that is not provided for in the US Constitution1 We will cease the flood of currency that has caused our economic downturns
• We will restore a TRUE free Market
Economy
Recession Factsheet
Recession = The time when business activity has reached its peak and starts to fall until the time when business activity bottoms out. When the business activity starts to rise again it's called an expansionary period. By this definition, the average recession lasts about a year.'
Spotting a Recession
In the United States, the economy follows a somewhat regular pattern of expansion and
contraction. The economy will typically expand steadily for six to 10 years and then enter a
recession for six months to two years. The point where the recession begins is known as a peak,
and the point where it ends is refered to as a trough. Following the trough, the economy expands
again toward another peak. Economists call the period of time between two peaks a business
cycle. • f
Fixing a Recession
Strategies for moving an economy out of a recession vary depending on which economic school the policymakers follow. While Keynesian economists may advocate deficit spending by the government to spark economic growth, other supply-side economists may suggest tax cuts to promote business capital investment, while even others such as laissez-faire economists may simply recommend the government remain "hands off and not interfere with the natural market forces of the economy whatsoever.
Fiscal Policies
• Tax cuts for businesses or for individuals - This gives people and corporations more
money, which may make them more likely to buy things, which increases demand. 
• Increased spending to establish new government jobs - This increases demand for labor,
which can lower the unemployment rate. 
• Automatic fiscal policies, which kick in right away - One of the most important'
automatic fiscal policies is unemployment insurance. This system provides an income for
people who are out of work. 
Monetary Policies
• Reduce the reserve ratio - If banks don't have to keep as high a percentage of their assets
in reserves, they have more accessible money. This might lead them to offer more
attractive loans to their customers, which can help boost economic growth.
• • Lower the federal funds rate - This frees up more money for banks, allowing them to
offer more attractive loans.
• Lower the discount rate (the rate on federal loans) - This frees up money for banks that
are borrowing money from the Fed. Again, these savings may be passed on to the bank's
customers. 
• Use its own reserve money to buy government bonds - Buying bonds translates to income
for the U.S. government, which puts more money into the economy.
Economy
Obama’s Stimulus (“Recovery”) Package Tim Thiel 1-29-08 
UPDATE 2/10/09 Bryan Fabert
If the House version of the federal stimulus package becomes law, Ohio will save 300 youth services jobs, 130 more in addiction counseling and at least 20 positions for aides who provide a respite to relatives of Alzheimer's patients. It would mean keeping as many as 8,000 children in state-supported child care and saving 500 corrections jobs in a state where prisons are well over capacity.
If the Senate version triumphs, all of those jobs and subsidies -- plus many more -- will disappear, said Gov. Ted Strickland (D), who has joined with other governors to press members of Congress to back the more generous House approach.
The two chambers began to resolve their differences yesterday on how much money to send to states and other sticking points, after the Senate passed an $838 billion stimulus package. Senate and House leaders played down discrepancies between the two versions, saying that both would provide a boost to the economy and that an agreement on a final bill could come as soon as the end of the week.
But for states, the differences are potentially enormous. The House included $79 billion in direct aid to states, $40 billion more than the Senate, and governors are counting on that money to help balance budgets that are billions in the red.

-HOW MUCH $$$$ : As of 1-29-08 stimulus plan said to total $819 Billion Dollars 
House of Representatives passed bill 244 to 188. (not a single republican vote) 
WHY IS IT NEEDED? The Congressional Budget Office defines the goal of any such package this way: "Fiscal stimulus aims to boost economic activity during periods of economic weakness by increasing short-term aggregate demand." The theory is that if more goods and services are being bought, whether cement for a new highway or groceries paid for with a tax rebate, there is less chance that falling demand will lead companies to lay off workers, resulting in greater falls in demand and a deeper downturn. 
- The Recovery plan is an expansive combination of spending and tax cuts that aim to put millions of unemployed Americans back to work and halt what is widely believed to be the nation’s worst recession since the Great Depression. 
What is in the bill? The House bill as passed consisted roughly of two-thirds spending and one-third tax cuts. Its cost decreased by $6 billion as Democrats voluntarily dropped from the package several provisions that Republicans had singled out for derision, including money to restore the Jefferson Memorial and for family planning programs. 
-An income tax cut for most Americans earning less than $200,000 a year. Under the plan, individuals would receive up to $500 and families up to $1,000 through a cut in payroll taxes on the first $8,100 in income. The money would be delivered through paychecks as a reduction in __Social Security__ withholdings, and is intended to bolster consumer spending by giving a small lift to household pocketbooks.
-$275 billion in tax relief, $90 billion for infrastructure, $79 billion for school funding,
-$6.2 billion for home weatherization (Obama says: We're going to weatherize homes, that immediately puts people back to work and we're going to train people who are out of work, including young people, to do the weatherization. As a consequence of weatherization, our energy bills go down and we reduce our dependence on foreign oil. What would be a more effective stimulus package than that?")
-$50 million for port modernization and water and wastewater infrastructure needs in Guam ???????
-100 million for children to learn green construction
$198 million for U.S. military benefits for Filipinos who fought for the U.S. during WWII
$75 million for "smoking cessation activities"
$87 million for the "design of a new polar icebreaker"
$335 million for HIV/STD screening
$600 million to buy hybrid vehicles for federal employees-A total of $37 billion was proposed for high-tech items, like expanding broadband access and converting medical records to electronic form. Mr. Obama made the case that the package would help students go to college, protect workers from losing health care, lower energy bills and modernize schools, roads and utilities. -The plan would shower the nation’s school districts, child care centers and university campuses with $150 billion in new federal spending, a vast two-year investment that would more than double the Department of Education’s current budget. Along with 
Why is it BAD?? – This recovery packages adds to the debt created by the troubled asset relief program (TARP) that was in November of 2008($700 billion), making a new $2.2 trillion goverment debt in less than one year. 
Important quote: “This is a crisis of excessive debt, which reached 355 percent of American gross domestic product,” he said. “It cannot be solved with more debt.” said __Niall Ferguson__, a __Harvard__ historian who has studied borrowing and its impact on national power 
Learn from History: IN 1929 Willis Hawley and Reed Smoot, two protectionist Republicans in Congress, sponsored a bill to raise tariffs to the highest levels America had ever seen. And in the midst of economic distress, the protectionists won. The result was a round of reciprocal tariff hikes elsewhere, and a disastrous collapse in international trade. 
House want to “buy American” and House Democrats want to require that all iron and steel used in stimulus-funded infrastructure projects should be made in the United States. America’s steel producers are happy, especially since they saw their share of the world steel market fall from 7.9% to 7.2% in 2008. But American exporters fear retaliation against their goods, both in places like China, at whom the steel provisions are aimed, and in rich countries, which are already slipping domestic-purchasing requirements into their own stimulus packages. 
IMPACTS: collapse of global trade, violation of long standing distribution/purchasing contracts of private countries. (Eg. Bill requires all spending on uniforms of Dept. of Homeland Sec. purchase all their uniforms from American manufactures, What about the town in Spain or Mexico that relies on that contract to keep their town running, shuts down global market. 
Impractical: Gov plan says that $20 billion that is being allocated for computerising medical records exclusively towards American tech firms. Such a requirement, they say, is justified in an economic-stimulus package. But critics point out that it is hardly possible to meet it (IT being such a global business), even if it were a good idea. 
No Solvency: An initial CBO analysis found that a mere $26 billion out of $274 billion in infrastructure spending, just 7 percent, would be delivered into the economy by next fall. An update determined that just 64 percent of the stimulus would reach the economy by 2011. 
Look at history: Massive stimulus didn't work in the Great Depression. As this Heritage Foundation study notes: "After the stock market collapse in 1929, the Hoover Administration increased federal spending by 47 percent over the following three years. As a result, federal spending increased from 3.4 percent of GDP in 1930 to 6.9 percent in 1932 and reached 9.8 percent by 1940. That same year-- 10 years into the Great Depression--America's unemployment rate stood at 14.6 percent." Same goes for Japan and its Great Stagnation of the 1990s. 
(Source: New York Times, Economist
Economy
RECOVERY PACKAGE RENEGOTIATED

Background: The House of Representatives passed a more generous $930 billion bill, but is negotiating to pass a $789.5 billion bill that can pass the House and Senate this Thursday. 
The scale of the package accords closely with Mr. Obama's original, $775 billion target and is significantly scaled back from the $930 billion package under consideration last week in the Senate. The new package's overall size meets a condition set by a small group of Republican Senators who broke with the Republican Senate leadership and voted for the Senate package late last week. Their support will be crucial when the compromise package comes back for a vote in the Senate, where Democrats need the votes of all 58 senators from their own party, plus at least two Republicans. 
Compromises: The White House agreed to trim a payroll tax holiday, aid to ailing state governments and initiatives to provide health care for laid-off workers. In exchange for giving ground on those issues, Mr. Obama was able to restore at least $12 billion in school-construction funds cut from the Senate bill. 
Lawmakers are discussing trimming the cost of Senate-approved tax cuts intended to spur auto and home sales, but would preserve a $70 billion measure intended to shield millions of middle income Americans from the alternative minimum tax, a levy originally designed to hit the wealthy. But lawmakers from both parties wanted to keep the measure in the stimulus package, rather than pass it separately later in the year. That crowded out other projects the White House had pushed for. 
Mr. Obama's "Making Work Pay" tax cut—a payroll tax holiday for workers--would be scaled back, under the framework being negotiated. One proposal under discussion would set the value of the benefit at $400 for individual workers, down from $500, and $800 for couples, down from $1,000. 
The president's proposal to subsidize private insurance for people who have been laid off, through the federal COBRA plan, and to allow states to expand Medicaid for the unemployed, is all but gone. 
White House efforts to restore other assistance to hard-hit state and local governments had only partial success. 
Sen. Ben Nelson (D. Neb.) said Wednesday that he understood that the final bill would be roughly $790 billion, but he indicated that negotiations were still continuing over details such as the scope of plans to use stimulus money to finance construction or renovation of schools. 
Less Aid: The final deal may strain to reach Mr. Obama's goal of creating or saving four million jobs, some economists said. The proposed package includes less direct aid to states than Mr. Obama had proposed. A dollar sent to a state government to stave off cuts in services or layoffs yields $1.38 in economic boost, according to models used by the White House and Congress to calculate economic benefit. By contrast, the proposed package's inclusion of a measure to slow the expansion of the alternative minimum tax will yield only 50 cents of stimulus for every dollar of avoided tax, the models predict. Some economists said the plan won’t save the jobs promised.

Economy
Stimulus Package "Buy American"
2/11/09 – Devin McDonnell


Recent Context [economist]: 
- Steel Industry lobbyists have persuaded House Democrats to require all iron and steel used in stimulus-funded projects be US made. It expands on a 76 year old federal law. 
- Also in bill: Uniforms and textiles for 100,000 Dept. of Homeland Security workers will be US made.. and the Senate is likely to expand this provision to include more. 
Other Buy America idea’s floating around DC: 
- A # of lawmakers are looking to get the $20 billion allocated for computerizing medical records are done exclusively through US tech firms 
- Some approve limiting stimulus related purchases to only countries that have signed the WTO’s agreement on gov. procurement (so basically using something that was originally set up to encourage non-discrimination purchases would be used to discriminate.)

Arguments FOR:

President Obama has promised to create up to 4 million jobs, and this is what the amendment is meant to fulfill. Currently, twenty thousand people a day are losing their jobs. 
The “Buy American” provision would not violate any trade laws, has appropriate safeguards, and the “protectionist” argument is bull. THE US has a nearly $2 billion dollar a day deficit in trade. It's absurd for somebody to suggest we're protectionist. 

It’s What American’s want 
A survey conducted by the American Iron and Steel Institute found that 86% of poll respondants favor using American iron and steel for stimulus funded transportation and infrastructure projects. 

Institute president Thomas Gibson: “This survey shows that the American’s support a common-sense approach to rebuilding the economu. American’s want to see American taxpayer funds supporting the stimulus package that will generate American jobs using high-quality, American-made products.” 

We Need to ensure the Steel Companies survive 

As reported by Center-Left news: 
As steel production goes — and it is now in collapse — so will go the national economy. As construction and manufacturing have wound down with slowing economy, so did the output of steel, plunging 50 % since September. 

It has also gone through the painful makeover demanded of automakers, which forced steel mills to close, companies to consolidate, and hundreds of thousands lost their jobs and the survivors agreed to concessions. 

Steel goes into nearly everything made in America: homes, office buildings, cars, appliances, light bulb sockets.. 

New spending should provide an immediate jolt that the steel business will need to survive – this is what the BUY AMERICA provision will ensure. If we do not use American Steel for most of our infrastructure projects, the entire industry will collapse. 

Does not Violate Trade Laws 
The “Buy American” provision would not violate any trade laws and would not start a trade war. 
The WTO does not regulate federal grant programs like those included in the bill. 

Sen. Byron Dorgan – D. North Dakota, creator of B.A. provision: 
“The “Buy American” provision is simple. If taxpayers’ money is going to be spent by the federal government to try to create jobs in the U.S., then those funds ought to be used wherever possible to buy things made in our country. That means when we build roads, bridges, dams and similar projects, the iron, steel and manufactured goods that go into those projects should be produced here in the U.S. if it is possible to do so. 
That will put people to work on construction sites as well as the factory floors.” 

Conclusion: Suggesting that we use economic recovery funds to buy American products is simply a strong dose of common sense. 

Safeguards to Protect Taxpayers, Growth 
The Buy America provisions have appropriate safeguards to ensure stimulus spending is not wasted on expensive materials and the U.S. economy does not suffer long term consequences. 
-Both bills stipulate that if construction costs would rise by 25% or more due to purchase of American-made materials, contractors could receive a waiver to purchase foreign materials. 
- The bills also allow for a waiver if buying American is not in the best interest of the economy or the taxpayers (VERY BROAD) 
Dorgan: “I recognize that there are a variety of products that are not made in this country anymore, and there also may be instances where U.S. products are not sufficient — either in quantity, quality or price. So my provision allows for these common-sense exceptions by including a “public interest exemption.” 
But this is about creating jobs in our country when we desperately need them.” 

Not Protectionist, and the Steel Industry is Running Less than Capacity Anyways! 
The protectionist proposition has been fostered by the editorial writers and a few multinational companies that don't necessarily have any interest in creating jobs here. 

The US Business and Industry Council’s president Kevin Kearns said: “A stimulus bill lacking strict “Buy American” provisions will only encourage more consumption of foreign goods with borrowed foreign money – which helped produce today’s economic crisis in the first place.”.. “Any attempts to remove the amendment by multinational, outsourcing special interests should be defeated.” 

Rep. Peter Visclosky, D-Ind., who introduced the House’s Buy America amendment said, “It’s not protectionist – there are no tariffs or barriers being created. Its’s about the US steel industry running at or below 45% capacity, and the objective is creating jobs.” 

Arguments AGAINST:

Many are calling the provision “economic nationalism,” and economists everywhere say its gonna backfire. From the Economist: 
- At some moments in this crisis it has shown the way—but the “Buy American” provisions in the stimulus bill are alarmingly nationalistic. It would send a disastrous signal to the rest of the world that the champion of open markets is going it alone. 
- It would not even boost American employment in the short run, because—just as with Smoot-Hawley—the inevitable retaliation would destroy more jobs at exporting firms. 
- Political consequences would be far worse than the economic ones. 


Trade is GOOD 
Trade encourages specialization, which brings prosperity; global capital markets allocate money more efficiently than local ones; economic co-operation encourages confidence and enhances security. World trade may well shrink this year for the first time since 1982. Even if there were no policies to undermine it, globalization is suffering its biggest reversal in the modern era. policies designed to put something right at home can inadvertently eat away at the global system. As countries try to save themselves they endanger each other. [economist] 

Sounds like earmarks! 
Some items working their way into the economic stimulus package bear a suspicious likeness to "earmarks" -- the budgeting tactic that critics have scorned as wasteful and that President Obama said he wants to avoid. Earmarks typically target spending at a particular city or region, industry or contractor, often on the basis of political clout. 
	The “uniforms” 
Project (cost un-estimated) : 
	What it is: 
Requires that the Department of Homeland Security purchases uniforms for 100,000 employees from U.S. textile and apparel manufacturers. 
	Why it sounds like an earmark: 
Amendment from Rep. Larry Kissell, D-N.C., who worked for 27 years in the textile industry before being elected to Congress. 



This is the exact kind of spending that is nice for one company or industry (steel or textiles) but has a negative, wasteful effect over all. 

We don’t produce enough + its expensive! 
Nearly a third of all steel purchased in the US comes from overseas, primarily for construction and cars. US steel mills only about 70% of domestic demand. 
The US will be using a whole lot of steel over the next few years. 100s of billions of dollars are going to be pumped into everything from new bridges to new energy systems. If we can buy SOME of our steel from the Chinese for 10% or 20% less, we should. Shopping at Whole Foods is awesome, but you don’t go there for your staples like your toilet paper because you want your money to stretch as far as it will go. 

Drawing Opposition Global Scale, + Breaking own promises 
Such naked protectionism may violate international trade rules. The European Commission has already said it might challenge such a move if it were signed into law, and that they would be watching very closely for international trade violations. 

The proposal flies directly in the face of the G-20 agreement reached in November, when world leaders decided not to raise new trade barriers in 2009. 

Previous efforts in recent history: 
- Bush admin. Imposed several “safeguard” tariffs on certain steel products from various foreign countries in an attempt to prevent US steel mills from closing. 
- Foreign steel makers found other markets [China, Middle East countries], and when the US demand for steel increased again in 200, steel prices went up 48% in a year according to the Labor Department. 

Other historical examples: 
The Smoot-Hayley protectionist ideology of the pre-Great Depression era exacerbated the situation. The act, which signed into law US tariffs on over 20,000 goods to record levels: 
- Caused American exports and imports to plunge by more than half; 66%, from US$44. Billion (1929) to US $1.5 billion. 
- Overall world trade declined by some 66% as well between 1929 and 1934 
- Unemployment was at 7.8% when the Smoot-Hawley act passed in 1930, but jumped to 16.3% one year after, and was up to 25.1% by 1933. 
- Boycotts broke out and foreign govs moved to raise rates against American products. 34 formal protests were lodged with the Department of State from foreign countries. 

Plus, our own companies in US are objecting: 
American exporters fear retaliation against their goods, both in places like China, at whom the steel provisions are aimed, and in rich countries, which are already slipping in their own similar reforms. 
- Both Caterpillar, GE have opposed the Buy American provision because they fear it will hurt their ability to win contracts abroad. (GE gets half its revenue from abroad.) Peter O’toole, spokesman for General Electric (GE, Fortune 500): “We believe it invites reciprocal restrictions on US exports.”. “When you take competition out, it drives prices up. We’re in a globalized world.” 
- If GE and Caterpillar are right, and China, India and other countries keep their large investments in building projects but adopt similar policies with their preferences for domestic producers, the US will be at a competitive disadvantage for those contracts. 

Alternative ways in which we could act to save our economy (from the Economist) 
Coordinate: 
- The first principle is co-ordination—especially in rescue packages, like the one that helped the rich world’s banks last year. Countries’ stimulus plans should be built around common principles. 
- combined plans are also more economically potent than national ones 
Tolernace: 
- Each nation’s stimulus plan should embrace open markets, even if some foreigners will benefit. 
- financial regulators should leave the re-regulation of cross-border banking until later, at an international level, rather than drawing up rules with long-term consequences now. 
Multilateralism: 
- The IMF and the development banks should help to meet emerging markets’ shortfall in capital. They need the structure and the resources to do so. 
- The World Trade Organisation can help to shore up the trading system if its members pledge to complete the Doha round of trade talks and make good on their promise at last year’s G20 meeting to not create any new trade sanctions.
Economy
Sub Prime Mortgage Crash
What are Sub prime Mortgages? They are for people who have low FICO scores (credit scores). These loans carry higher interest rates and are typically adjustable-rate mortgages (meaning The interest rate can increase or decrease depending on the index and margin agreed upon.)
* A "2/28 mortgage" (common type of sub prime loan) works by qualifying the
borrower at a fixed-rate for two years. 
* Beginning with the third year, the rate changes and fluctuates over the remaining 28
years. 
* Typically, rates can move 2 percentage points beginning in the third year, and adjust
every six months. 
* Common cap rates are 6 points over the initial rate, which means a loan taken out at
5% can reach 11%. 
* Many 2/28 loans contain a prepayment penalty, adding insult to injury for those who—-
want to refinance. 
Effects of Sub prime Mortgages:
People are not able to afford the adjusted interest rates. When the refinance, the house is beginning to lose value. Now the homeowner owes to the bank more than what the market value of the house is. One man in 2007 owed 120% more than what his house was worth: Now banks are starting to provide less sub prime loans, which means that homeowners now have to raise their credit scores in order to buy a home.
Reuters has quoted officials at HVB Bank in New York remarking that they "believe that what is going on in the sub prime lending market is just hurting the dollar too much... I think overall the fate of the dollar depends on developments in the sub prime sector and housing market."
16% of the estimated U.S. $1.3 trillion in sub prime mortgages were in default as of October 2007, or approximately $200 billion.
Atotal of 72,571 Notices of Default (NoDs) were filed during the July-to-September (2007) period, up 34.5 percent from 53,943 during the previous quarter, and up 166.6 percent from 27,218 in third-quarter 2006, according to DataQuick Information Systems ofLaJolla.
$567 billion in sub prime mortgages will reset to higher rates over the next 12 months (placing additional pressure on homeowners) and recent increases in the payment default rate cited by the Federal Reserve, direct loss exposure would likely exceed the $200 billion figure.

Economy
US Domestic Economy + Crises – Aaron Jeweler – Sep. 17, 2008 
The economy of the United States is the world's largest national economy. Its gross domestic product (GDP) was estimated as $13.8 trillion in 2007. The U.S. economy maintains a high level of output per person (GDP per capita, $46,000 in 2007, ranked within the top ten highest by most sources). Major economic concerns in the U.S. include national debt, external debt, entitlement liabilities for retiring baby boomers who have already begun withdrawing from their the Social Security accounts, corporate debt, mortgage debt, a low savings rate, falling house prices, a falling currency, and a large current account deficit. In 2008, seventy-two percent of the economic activity in the U.S. came from consumers. As of June 2008, the gross U.S. external debt was over $13 trillion. The most recent estimate of gross public debt was 65% of GDP in 2007. The United States entered 2008 during a housing market correction, a subprime mortgage crisis and a declining dollar value. In February, 63,000 jobs were lost, a 5-year record.
In the early months of 2008, many observers believed that a U.S. recession had begun. As a direct result of the collapse of Bear Stearns, Global Insight increased the probability of a worse-than-expected recession to 40% (from 25% before the collapse). In addition, financial market turbulence signaled that the crisis will not be mild and brief. Alan Greenspan stated in March 2008 that the 2008 financial crisis in the United States is likely to be judged as the harshest since the end of World War II. The unemployment rate jumped to 6.1 percent in August, its highest level in five years. So far, 605,000 jobs have disappeared since January. On July 11, the largest mortgage lender in the US collapsed. IndyMac Bank's assets were seized by federal regulators after the mortgage lender succumbed to the pressures of tighter credit, tumbling home prices and rising foreclosures. That day the financial markets plunged as investors tried to gauge whether the government would attempt to save mortgage lenders Fannie Mae and Freddie Mac. The two were placed into conservatorship on September 7, 2008. During the weekend of September 13–14, Lehman Brothers declared bankruptcy after failing to find a buyer, Bank of America agreed to purchase Merrill Lynch, the insurance company AIG sought a bridge loan from the Federal Reserve, and a consortium of 10 banks created an emergency fund of at least $70 billion to deal with the effects of Lehman's closure, similar to the consortium put forth by J.P. Morgan during the stock market panic of 1907 and the crash of 1929. Stocks on "Wall Street" tumbled on September 15. On September 16, news emerged that the Federal Reserve may give AIG an $85 billion (£48 billion) rescue package, on September 17, 2008, this was confirmed. The terms of the rescue package were that the Federal Reserve would receive an 80% public stake in the firm. Gross U.S. liabilities to foreigners are $16.3 trillion as at end 2006.(over 100% of GDP). The U.S. Net International Investment Position (NIIP) deteriorated to a negative $2.5 trillion at the end of 2006, or about minus 19% of GDP. Of major concern is the fact that the magnitude of the NIIP (or net external debt) is quite a bit larger than most national economies. Fueled by the sizable trade deficit, the external debt is so large that many wonder if the trade situation can be sustained in the long term. Complicating the matter is that many of America's trading partners, such as China, depend for much of their entire economy on exports, and especially exports to America. Many controversies exist about the current trade and external debt situation, and it is arguable whether anyone understands how these dynamics will play out in an historically unprecedented floating exchange rate system.

Economy
US Federal Budget Factsheet 2008 National Debt $10.6 trillion. Deficit $240 billion
Total receipts(income) $2.66 trillion.
$1.25 trillion - Individual income tax 
$927.2 billion - Social Security
$314.9 billion - Corporate income tax 
$68.1 billion - Excise taxes 
$29.2 billion - Customs duties 
$25.7 billion - Estate and gift taxes 
$50.7 billion - Other 
Spending: $2.9 trillion. 
$608 billion (+4.5%) - Social Security 
$386 billion (+5.2%) - Medicare 
$209 billion (+5.6%) - Medicaid 
$324 billion (+1.8%) - Unemployment/Welfare 
$261 billion (+9.2%) - Interest on National Debt 
$481.4 billion (+12.1%) - United States Department of Defense 
$145.2 billion (+45.8%) - Global War on Terror
(FLIP)
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Military Budget 


For 2009, the base budget rose to US$515.4 billion, with a total of US$651.2 billion when emergency discretionary spending and supplemental spending are included. This does not include many military-related items that are outside of the Defense Department budget, such as nuclear weapons research, maintenance and production (~$9.3 billion, which is in the Department of Energy budget), Veterans Affairs (~$33.2 billion) or the wars in Iraq and Afghanistan (which are largely funded through extra-budgetary supplements, ~$170 billion in 2007) - the United States government is currently spending at the rate of approximately $1 trillion per year for all defense-related purposes.

Energy

Alternative Energy Disadvantages
Bryan Fabert 10/23/07
Alternative energy is energy derived from sources that do not harm the environment or deplete the Earth's natural resources. Typical sources include wind and solar. Nuclear energy is usually excluded from this definition.
There are many energy sources today that are extremely limited in supply. Some of these sources include oil, natural gas, and coal, it is a matter of time before they will be exhausted.

Estimates are that they can only meet our energy demands for another fifty to seventy years. So in an effort to find alternative forms of energy, the world has turned to renewable energy sources as the solution. There are many advantages and disadvantages to this.
Renewable energy sources consist of solar, hydro, wind, geothermal, ocean and biomass. The most
common advantage of each is that they are renewable and cannot be depleted. They are a clean energy, as
they don't pollute the air, and they don't contribute to global warming or greenhouse effects. Since their
sources are natural the cost of operations is reduced and they also require less maintenance on their plants.
A common disadvantage to all is that it is difficult to produce the large quantities of electricity their
counterpart the fossil fuels are able to. Since they are also new technologies, the cost of initiating them is
high. 
Solar energy makes use of the sun's energy. It is advantageous because the systems can fit into existing
buildings and it does not affect land use. But since the area of the collectors is large, more materials are
required. Solar radiation is also controlled by geography. And it is limited to daytime hours and non-cloudy
days. 
Wind energy uses the power of the wind to produce electricity. Although it is the largest job producer, it is reliant on strong winds. Wind turbines are large and, although you can use the area under them for farming, many consider them unattractive looking. They are also very noisy to operate. In addition, they threaten the wild bird population. 

Hydroelectric energy uses water to produce power. This is the most reliable of all the renewable energy sources. On the down side,-it affects ecology and causes downstream problems. The decay of vegetation along the riverbed can cause the buildup of methane. Methane is a contributing gas to greenhouse effect. Dams can also alter the natural river flow and affect wildlife. Colder, oxygen poor water can be released into the river, killing fish. And the release of water from the dam can cause flooding.
Geothermal energy uses steam from the Earth's ground to generate power. It uses smaller land areas than other power plants. They can run 24 hours per day, every day of the year. Disadvantages are that it is very site specific and, along with the heat from the Earth, it can also bring up toxic chemicals when obtaining the steam. Drilling geotherrnal reservoirs and finding them can be an expensive task.
Biomass electricity is produced through the energies from wood, agricultural and municipal waste. It helps save on landfill waste but transportation can be expensive and ecological diversity of land may be affected. In addition, its process needs to be made simpler.
Ocean energy is a clean and abundant energy form. It does, however, have high costs. Ocean thermal energy also requires close to a forty degree Fahrenheit difference in water temperature year round. In addition, construction and laying pipes can cause damage to the ecosystem.

Energy
Alternative Energy 
Development with Alternate Energy Sources in EU
European Conference for Renewable Energy - Intelligent Policy Options Berlin (January 19-21,2004)
650 participants from 45 countries discussing energy situation in EU Goal: annual increase of alternate energy resources of 1.5% worldwide until 2010, but Johannesburg's action plan didn't recommend such a concrete timeline of success.
- Goal: by 2020 have 20% of annual consumption come from renewable energy
sources.
Johannesburg Renewable Energy Coalition (JREC) has a total of more than 80 members; EU members, Brazil, South Africa and New Zealand.
- Develop a secure plan that will allow substantial financial security in the long
term.
Feed in tariffs and green quotas for renewable energy to promote it. What's developing now:
WIND
wind power is widespread in Germany, Spain and Denmark annual median growth of European wind market is 35% EU members supply around 75% of the world's wind power Wind power is generating more than 25,000 jobs with EU.
SOLAR
European Commission wants to multiply use of photovoltaic systems by thirty times by 2010
In 2002 solar power produced 550MW of power, 50% coming out of EU 79% of European wind power was in Germany in the year 2004
- Germany is predicted to install around 2,000,000 MWp by*2010
IN GENERAL
in a small region in Spain, Navarra, they lead Europe in renewable energy
technology, and plans to reach 100% renewable energy by 2010.
In 2004 61%'of Navarra's energy was generated from renewable sources.

Energy

BIOFUEL FACT SHEET

Biofuel -solid, liquid or gas fuel derived from relatively recently dead biological material and is distinguished from fossil fuels,
which are derived from long dead biological material.
Theoretically, biofuels can be produced from any (biological) carbon source; although, the most common sources are photosynthetic plants. Various plants and plant-derived materials are used for biofuel manufacturing. Globally, biofuels are most commonly used to power vehicles, heating homes cornstoves and cooking stoves. Recent technology developed at Los Alamos National Lab even allows for the conversion of pollution into renewable bio fuel.
The Energy Policy Act of 2005 was passed by the United States Congress on July 29, 2005 and signed into law by President George W. Bush on August 8 2005 at Sandia National Laboratories in Albuquerque, New Mexico. The Act, described by proponents as an attempt to combat growing energy problems, changed the energy policy of the United States by providing tax incentives and loan guarantees for energy production of various types.
In 2006, the United States president George W. Bush said in a State of the Union speech that the US is "addicted to oil" and should replace 75% of imported oil by 2025 by alternative sources of energy including biofuels.
General Motors is starting a project to produce E85 fuel from cellulose ethanol for a projected cost of $1 a gallon. This is optimistic, because $l/gal equates to S10/MBTU which is comparable to woodchips at S7/MBTU or cord wood at $6-$12/MBTU, and this does not account for conversion losses and plant operating and capital costs which are significant. The raw materials can be as simple as corn stalks and scrap petroleum-based vehicle tires,'201 but used tires are an expensive feedstock with other more-valuable uses. GM has over 4 million E85 cars on the road now, and by 2012 half of the production cars for the US will be capable of running on E85 fuel. But by 2012, the supply of ethanol will not even be close to supplying this much E85. Coskata Inc. is building two new plants for the ethanol fuel. Theoretically, the process is claimed to be five tunes more energy efficient than corn based ethanol, but it is still in development and has not been proven to be cost effective in a free market. Biomass — living and recently dead biological material that can be used as fuel or for industrial production. Biomass may also include
biodegradable wastes that can be burnt as fuel. It excludes organic material which has been transformed by geological processes
into substances such as coal or petroleum.
Industrial biomass can be grown from numerous types of plants, including miscanthus, switchgrass, hemp, corn, poplar, willow,
sorghum, sugarcane, and a variety of tree species, ranging from eucalyptus to oil palm (palm oil). The particular plant used is
usually not very important to the end products, but it does affect the processing of the raw material. Production of biomass is
a growing industry as interest in sustainable fuel sources is growing.
Geothermal power ~ energy generated by heat stored in the earth, or the collection of absorbed heat derived from underground, in
the atmosphere and oceans
The United States of America is the country with the greatest geothermal energy production.
Calpine Corporation now owns 19 of the 21 plants in The Geysers and is currently the United States' largest producer of renewable geothermal energy. The other two plants are owned jointly by the Northern California Power Agency and the City of Santa Clara's municipal Electric Utility (now called Silicon Valley Power). The Geysers is now recharged by injecting treated sewage effluent from the City of Santa Rosa and the Lake County sewage treatment plant. This sewage effluent used to be dumped into rivers and streams and is now piped to the geothermal field where it replenishes the steam produced for power generation.
Another major geothermal area is located in south central California, on the southeast side of the Salton Sea, near the cities of Niland and Calipatria, California. As of 2001, there were 15 geothermal plants producing electricity in the area. CalEnergy owns about half of them and the rest are owned by various companies. Combined the plants have a capacity of about 570 megawatts.
The Basin and Range geologic province hi Nevada, southeastern Oregon, southwestern Idaho, Arizona and western Utah is now
an area of rapid geothermal development. Several small power plants were built during the late 1980s during times of high
power prices. Rising energy costs have spurred new development. Plants in Nevada at Steamboat near Reno, Brady/Desert
Peak, Dixie Valley, Soda Lake, Stillwater and Beowawe now produce about 235 MW
Hydroelectricity - the production of power through use of the gravitational force of falling or flowing water. It is the most widely
used form of renewable energy.
Once a hydroelectric complex is constructed, the project produces no direct waste, and has a considerably different output level of the greenhouse gas carbon dioxide (CO2) than fossil fuel powered energy plants. Worldwide, hydroelectricity supplied an estimated 715,000 MWe in 2005. This was approximately 19% of the world's electricity (up from 16% in 2003), and accounted for over 63% of electricity from renewable sources.UJ
Some jurisdictions do not consider large hydro projects to be a sustainable energy source, due to the human, economic and environmental impacts of dam construction and maintenance.
In the United States, a study is required before constructing a hydroelectric project. In 2008, a study could cost up to $50,000 for a 100 feet (30 m) run of a stream. Both federal and state licenses were required. A license typically cost between $150,000 and $1 million. A project earns money from the sale of energy, the sale of capacity, and the sale of renewable energy credit 
Obama
o Enact a Windfall Profits Tax to Provide a $1,000 Emergency Energy Rebate to American Families.
• Obama and Biden will enact a windfall profits tax on excessive oil company profits to give American families
an immediate $1,000 emergency energy rebate to help families pay rising bills. This relief would be a down
payment on the Obama-Biden long-term plan to provide middle-class families with at least $1,000 per year in
permanent tax relief.
o Crack Down on Excessive Energy Speculation.
• Barack Obama and Joe Biden will close energy industry market loopholes and increase transparency to prevent
traders from unfairly lining their pockets, while driving up oil prices at the expense of the American people.
o Swap Oil from the Strategic Petroleum Reserve to Cut Prices.
• With oil prices doubling in the past year, Barack Obama and Joe Biden believe we have an economic
emergency that requires a limited, responsible swap of light oil from the Strategic Petroleum Reserve (SPR) for
heavy crude oil to help bring down prices at the pump.
« Eliminate Our Current Imports from the Middle East and Venezuela within 10 Years to Increase Fuel Economy Standards.
• Obama and Biden will increase fuel economy standards 4 percent per year while providing $4 billion for
domestic automakers to retool their manufacturing facilities in America to produce these vehicles.
o Get 1 Million Plug-In Hybrid Cars on the Road by 2015.
• These vehicles can get up to 150 miles per gallon. Barack Obama and Joe Biden believe we should work to
ensure these cars are built here in America, instead of factories overseas.
o Create a New $7,000 Tax Credit for Purchasing Advanced Vehicles. o Establish a National Low Carbon Fuel Standard.
• Obama and Biden will establish a National Low Carbon Fuel Standard (LCFS) to reduce the carbon in our fuels
10 percent by 2020. Obama and Biden will also require 60 billion gallons of advanced biofuels to be phased
into our fuel supply by 2030.
o A "Use it or Lose It" Approach to Existing Oil and Gas Leases.
• Obama and Biden will require oil companies to develop the 68 million acres of land (over 40 million of which
are offshore) which they have already leased and are not drilling on.
o Promote the Responsible Domestic Production of Oil and Natural Gas.
• An Obama-Biden administration will establish a process for early identification of any infrastructure
obstacles/shortages or possible federal permitting process delays to drilling in the Bakken Shale formation, the
Barnett shale formation, and the National Petroleum Reserve-Alaska. 
• Create Millions of New Green Jobs 
o Ensure 10 percent of Our Electricity Comes from Renewable Sources by 2012, and 25 percent by 2025. o Deploy the Cheapest, Cleanest, Fastest Energy Source — Energy Efficiency.
• Obama and Biden will set an aggressive energy efficiency goal — to reduce electricity demand 15 percent from
projected levels by 2020.
o Weatherize One Million Homes Annually.
• Obama and Biden will make a national commitment to weatherize at least one million low-income homes each
year for the next decade, which can reduce energy usage across the economy and help moderate energy prices
for all.
o Develop and Deploy Clean Coal Technology.
• Obama's Department of Energy will enter into public private partnerships to develop five "first-of-a-kind"
commercial scale coal-fired plants with clean carbon capture and sequestration technology.
o Prioritize the Construction of the Alaska Natural Gas Pipeline.
• As president, Obama will work with stakeholders to facilitate construction of the pipeline. Not only is this
pipeline critical to our energy security, it will create thousands of new jobs. 
• Reduce our Greenhouse Gas Emissions 80 Percent by 2050 
o Implement an economy-wide cap-and-trade program to reduce greenhouse gas emissions 80 percent by 2050.
• The Obama-Biden cap-and-trade policy will require all pollution credits to be auctioned, and proceeds will go
to investments in a clean energy future, habitat protections, and rebates and other transition relief for families.
o Make the U.S. a Leader on Climate Change.
• Obama and Biden will re-engage with the U.N. Framework Convention on Climate Change (UNFCC) — the
main international forum dedicated to addressing the climate problem. They will also create a Global Energy
Forum of the world's largest emitters to focus exclusively on global energy and environmental issues.
/ Bush
o offshore exploration in the Outer Continental Shelf (OCS)
o Congress should clear the way for our Nation to tap into the extraordinary potential of oil shale.
o Congress should permit exploration in currently restricted areas of northern Alaska - which could produce roughly the
equivalent of two decades of imported oil from Saudi Arabia.
o Congress should enable the expansion and enhancement of our domestic refining capacity o In December 2007, Congress responded to the President's "Twenty in Ten" challenge by passing the Energy
Independence and Security Act of 2007 (EISA), which mandates that fuel producers use at least 36 billion gallons of
biofuel by 2022 o EISA also requires a national fuel economy standard of 35 miles per gallon by 2020 — which will increase fuel economy
standards by 40 percent and save billions of gallons of fuel. o April—Transportation Secretary Mary Peters announced a new proposed rule under EISA authority on a fleet-wide basis
will increase by an average of 4.5 percent annually through 2015 — a 25 percent improvement over the current standard.
This standard exceeds the 3.3 percent average annual increase needed to reach the target passed by Congress last year. o The Administration is working to expand the use of clean, safe nuclear power, solar and wind power, and clean coal
technology Current Crises:
• price rises of mid-2008
o July 26, 2008—the House passed the Energy Markets Emergency Act of 2008 (H.R. 6377), directs the Commodity Futures Trading Commission (CFTC) to use its authority to deal with issues causing major market disturbances.
• excessive speculation 
• price distortion 
• sudden or unreasonable fluctuations 
• unwarranted changes in prices 
• unlawful activity that is allegedly causing major market disturbances that prevent the market from accurately reflecting the
forces of supply and demand
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Biofuels Other than Ethanol Factsheet
•• Bryan Fabert 10/07
Biofuel = solid, liquid, or .gas fuel derived from Biomass(plants or waste)
Carbon Emissions: Biofiiels aim to be carbon neutral because the carbon released during the use of the fuel, e.g. through burning to power transport or generate electricity, is reabsorbed and balanced by the carbon absorbed by new plant growth. These plants are then harvested to make the next batch of fuel. Carbon neutral fuels lead to no net increases in atmospheric carbon dioxide levels, which means that global wanning need not get any worse. Studies show that biofuels produce 60 to 80% less carbon emissions than
fossil fuel use. •
i
In practice, biofuels are not carbon neutral because energy is required to grow crops and process them into fuel. Ex: fertilizer manufacture, fuel used to power machinery, and fuel used to transport crops and fuels to and from biofuel processing plants. Plus, biofuels promote land use changes and soil carbon losses. A 2007 study by scientists from Britain, U.S., Germany, Switzerland and including Professor Paul Crutzen, who won a Nobel Prize for his work on ozone, have reported that measurements of emissions from the burning of biofuels derived from rapeseed and corn have been found to produce more greenhouse gas emissions than they save.141
Vegetable oil can be used in many older diesel engines (equipped with indirect injection systems), but only in warm climates. In most cases, vegetable oil is used, to manufacture biodiesel, which is. compatible with most diesel engines when blended with conventional diesel fuel. No engine manufacturer explicitly states that straight vegetable oil can be used in their engines. Used vegetable oil (e.g. from deep fat fryers) can be filtered and processed into biodiesel.
Biodiesel is the most common biofuel in Europe. It is produced from oils or fats using transesterification. Biodiesel can be used in any diesel engine when mixed with mineral diesel. Some engines can run off 100% Biodiesel. However,'the majority of vehicle manufacturers limit their recommendations to 15% biodiesel blended with mineral diesel. In the USA, more than 80% of trucks and buses run on diesel. US used 25 million gallons of biodiesel per year in 2004 to 78 million gallons by 2005.
Bioalcohols like ethanol, propanol, and butanol are produced by the action of microorganisms and enzymes through fermentation.
Butanol is often claimed to provide a direct replacement for gasoline, because can be used directly in a gasolineengine. It is not in widespread production, and engine manufacturers have not made statements about its ^^srmaHmnecds^^ Butanol is formed by ABE fermentation (acetone, butanol, ethanol). Butanol will produce more energy and allegedly can be burned "straight" in existing gasoline engines and is less corrosive and less water soluble than ethanol, and could be distributed via existing infrastructures.
Biogas a gas produced by the fermentation of organic matter including manure, sewage sludge, municipal solid waste, biodegradable waste, under anaerobic conditions. Biogas is comprised primarily of methane and carbon dioxide. It is just like natural gas and can be used for distribution via the natural gas grid, electricity production, space heating, and water heating. If compressed, it can replace compressed natural gas for use in vehicles, where it can fuel an internal combustion engine or fuel cells. Because of the remoteness of landfill sites it is sometimes not economically feasible to produce electricity from the gas; too much electricity is lost through the power lines.
Biofuel Pros: Energy seciirity, decrease carbon emissions(Global Warming), increase rural development, biodegradable so relatively harmless to the environment if spilled
Biofuel Cons: Can't supply us with much energy, increase land use increases pollution and fuel is spent in the process, increase food prices especially for poor countries that import food from U.S.
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Top of Form

Bioenergy from waste 
Using waste biomass to produce energy can reduce the use of fossil fuels, reduce greenhouse gas emissions and reduce pollution and waste management problems. A recent publication by the European Union highlighted the potential for waste-derived bioenergy to contribute to the reduction of global warming. The report concluded that 19 million tons of oil equivalent is available from biomass by 2020, 46% from bio-wastes: municipal solid waste (MSW), agricultural residues, farm waste and other biodegradable waste streams.[6][7] 
Landfill sites generate gases as the waste buried in them undergoes anaerobic digestion. These gases are known collectively as landfill gas: this can be burned and is a source of renewable energy. Landfill gas (LFG) can be burned either directly for heat or to generate electricity for public consumption. Landfill gas contains approximately 50 percent methane, the same gas that is found in natural gas. 
If landfill gas is not harvested, it escapes into the atmosphere: this is not desirable because methane is a greenhouse gas, with more global warming potential than carbon dioxide. [8][9] Over a time span of 100 years, methane has a global warming potential of 23 relative to CO2. [8] Therefore, during this time, one ton of methane produces the same greenhouse gas (GHG) effect as 23 tons of CO2. When methane burns the formula is CH4 + 2O2 = CO2 + 2H2O. So by harvesting and burning landfill gas, its global warming potential is reduced a factor of 23, in addition to providing energy for heat and power. 
PhD Frank Keppler and PhD Thomas Rockmann discovered that living plants also produce methane CH4. [citation needed] The amount of methane produced by living plants is 10 to 100 times greater than that produced by dead plants but does not increase global warming because of the carbon cycle. 
Anaerobic digestion can be used as a distinct waste management strategy to reduce the amount of waste sent to landfill and generate methane, or biogas. Any form of biomass can be used in anaerobic digestion and will break down to produce methane, which can be harvested and burned to generate heat, power or to power certain automotive vehicles. 
A 3 MW landfill power plant would power 1,900 homes. It would eliminate 6,000 tons per year of methane from getting into the environment. It would eliminate 18,000 tons per year of CO2 from fossil fuel replacement. This is the same as removing 25,000 cars from the road, or planting 36,000 acres (146 km²) of forest, or not using 305,000 barrels of oil per year. 
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Carsharing by Mike Meador
Carsharing is a system where a fleet of cars (or other vehicles') is owned and operated/overseen by a company, public agency, cooperative, ad hoc grouping, or even a single individual, and made available for use by members of the carshare group in a wide variety of ways. The costs and troubles of vehicle purchase, ownership and maintenance are transferred to a central organizer (the Carshare Operator or more familiarly CSO). It has been around in various forms for more than half a century, but it is only in the last decade that it has begun to gather force as a viable alternative to car ownership—for some people and some places. Today there are more than six hundred cities in the world where people can carshare. 

Where-
Despite its evident English language origins, the term Carsharing (earlier often written as two separate words, and still today occasionally hyphenated) is now the widely accepted international term. The most prominent exceptions include "Autodelen" in Dutch, "Autopartage" in French, and "Bilpool" in Swedish. In the United Kingdom the words "Car Clubs" are used. Car Sharing is used in the UK to refer to ride sharing. This list goes on, ahnost every local operations has its own favored term. Among them: Andelsbilklub, AutoDelen, Autotaxis, Autoteilen, Auto zum Teilen, Autoparate, Autovennietung, Bilpool, Block Cars, Caisse Commune, CampusCars, car-sharing, CarSharing, Caisse Commune, Car-Share, CityCarClub, community cars, CHOICE, cOgO Car, Co-Op Auto Network, Cooperative Auto Network (CAN), Dancing Rabbit^ GreenCar, ICVS, HaBil, Motor Pool Co-operative, NTUC CarCo-op. Posibil (Norway), PubliCars, self-drive taxis, Stadtcar, StattAuto, Stadtmobil, Station Cars, teilAuto, (ultra) short term car rental, Witkars, and ZipCar.

How it works
The technology of CSOs varies enormously, from simple manual systems using key boxes and log books to increasingly complex computer-based systems with supporting software packages that handle a growing array of back office functions. The simplest CSOs have only one or two pick-up points, but more advanced systems have a decentralized network of parking locations ("pods") stationed in different areas. While differing markedly in their objectives, size, business models, levels of ambition, technology and target markets, these programs do share many features. The more established operations usually require a check of past driving records and a monthly or annual fee in order to become a member. The vehicle is reserved in advance, usually over the Internet or telephone (and increasingly by mobile phones, including by SMS). Most companies charge an hourly fee for the time that the car is in use, plus a fee per mile driven. Some CSOs offer a discounted all-day .rate for their cars. If a vehicle is not returned at the scheduled time, a high penalty is charged, since it may interfere with other drivel's' reservations. Members are responsible for leaving the vehicles on time, in the agreed parking area, clean and in good condition for the next user.

Goals, advantages, and achievements
Carsharing is a highly decentralized phenomenon which varies in its goals and implementations widely from place to place. Similarly there are wide variations in goals, etc. The listing mat follows has been compiled from numerous sources, some of which are identified in the Reference section below, and others which can be found in the shared library of resources and research the World Carshare Consortium:Most Carsharing advocates, operators and cooperating public agencies believe that those who do not drive daily or who drive less than 10,000 kilometers annually may find Carsharing to be more cost-effective than car ownership. (In point of fact, x2 variations up and down on this figure are reported by operators and others depending on local context.) ffl Sharing vehicles amongst several users provides more alternatives to people that cannot afford car ownership. It can also help ease congestion on busy city streets and parking lots. For some users, Carsharing reduces the dependence on automobiles and increases usage of more enviornmentally friendly forms of transportation.
[edit] Disadvantages
Since Carsharing competes with an idea and mode of life which is largely supported by the media (not necessarily consciously), entrenched habits and beliefs, and broadly shared aspirations of many people in many places (that is owning and driving your own car), it is not an easy idea to gain support for. The automotive industry has opposed carsharing programs because they ultimately lower demand for new automobile purchases.The concept does not work well in heavily suburbanized areas (those suffering from urban sprawl) - such areas are generally built for those who own a vehicle, and a resident would not be able to conveniently reach a central pickup location if there is insufficient public transit, hi the developing world, there are several main currents of resistance to this transportation concept. By many observers, including experts, it is felt to be irrelevant given the scope of the problems that especially the larger and more traffic strangled mega-cities face. Carsharing runs into problems in places where significant numbers of people need a car to get to work or for other every day transport needs.lt is also important that there be adequate density of these potential users so that a vehicle can be well used. Therefore, carsharing has met with success in dense cities, and in some university towns.
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CLEAN COAL TECHNOLOGY
The Beginning
In the late 1980s and early 1990s, the U.S. Department of Energy conducted a joint program with industry and State agencies to demonstrate the best of these new technologies at scales large enough for companies to make commercial decisions. More than 20 of the technologies tested in the original program achieved commercial success.
Purpose
The Clean Coal Power Initiative is providing government co-financing for new coal technologies that can help utilities meet the President's Clear Skies Initiative to cut sulfur, nitrogen and mercury pollutants from power plants by nearly 70 percent by the year 2018. Also, some of the early projects are showing ways to reduce greenhouse emissions by boosting the efficient.
Support Of the Clean Coal
Clean Coal has been mentioned by President Bush on several occasions, including his latest State of the Union Address. Bush's position is that clean coal technologies should be encouraged as one means to reduce the country's dependence on foreign oil. Senator Hillary Clinton has also recently said that "we should strive to have new electricity generation come from other sources, such as clean coal and renewables.". If Clean Coal continues to grow in popularity, Ohio — a notorious swing state in the Presidential Election — is one state that stands to benefit.
Uncertanties
The greatest uncertainties for future coal plants are the environmental requirements for reduction in SOx, NOx and CO 2 emissions. USC PC plants do offer reductions in emissions over conventional sub-critical unit's pro-rata with the associated efficiency gains, but the effect on CO 2 emissions would be modest at approximately 6 percent. As currently estimated, the costs of CO 2 removal from PC plants are about double those from IGCC plants. As and when governments' regulations require CO 2 removal to a major extent, then natural gas prices will most probably rise and IGCC would most likely become the preferred clean coal technology.
Harmful Effects
Emissions from coal-fired power plants represent the largest source of carbon dioxide emissions, a primary cause of global warming. Coal mining and abandoned mines also emit methane, another cause of global warming. Since the carbon content of coal is much ' higher than oil, burning coal is a more serious threat to global temperatures. Many other pollutants are present in coal power station emissions. A study commissioned by environmental groups claims that coal power plant emissions are responsible for tens of thousands of premature deaths annually in the United States alone.
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Clean coal - Ryan Guy
Clean coal is the name attributed to coal chemically washed of minerals and impurities, sometimes gasified, burned and the resulting flue gases treated with steam, with the purpose of almost completely eradicating sulfur dioxide, and reburned so as to make the carbon dioxide in the flue gas economically recoverable.
The coal industry uses the term "clean coal" to describe technologies designed to enhance both the efficiency and the environmental acceptability of coal extraction, preparation and use, with no specific quantitative limits on any emissions, particularly carbon dioxide. So, it cannot be called clean from an environmental point of view, because it is a carbon emissioner.
Support
Clean Coal has been mentioned by United States President George W. Bush on several occasions, including his 2007 State of the Union Address. Bush's position is that clean coal technologies should be encouraged as one means to reduce the country's dependence on foreign oil. Senator Hillary Clinton has also recently said that "we should strive to have new electricity generation come from other sources, such as clean coal."
Criticism
Prominent environmentalists including Dan Becker, director of the Sierra Club's Global Warming and Energy Program, believe that the term clean coal is misleading: "There is no such thing as 'clean coal' and there never will be. It's an oxymoron". Complaints focus on the environmental impacts of coal extraction, high costs to sequester carbon, and uncertainty of how to manage end result pollutants and radionuclides.
PRO
• Less sulfur dioxide = less acid rain 
• Increased efficiency of plant - up to 45% thermal efficiency 
Con
• It is impossible to burn coal without producing carbon dioxide therefore its still
"dirty" 
• All of the standard environmental effects of coal still apply (mining, acid runoff
etc..)
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Energy Efficiant Homes & Energy 

Star ratings:
Annual energy usage (MJ/m2) for heating and cooling in the ACT, by star rating. See image for details.
A 5-Star rating indicates that the house has achieved a high level of energy efficiency, and will require minimum levels of heating and cooling to be comfortable in winter and summer. Houses which achieve a 5 star rating, compared to the average 2 star home, should be more comfortable to live in, have lower energy bills, and costs to install heating and cooling equipment should also be lower.


History:
The. ENERGY STAR program was created in 1992 by the US Environmental Protection Agency in an attempt to reduce energy consumption and greenhouse gas emission by power plants. The program was developed by John S Hoffman, inventor of the Green Programs at US EPA, and implemented by Cathy Zoi and Brian Johnson. The program was intended to be part of a series of voluntary programs, such as Green Lights and the Methane Programs, that would demonstrate the potential for profit in reducing greenhouse gases and facilitate further steps to reducing global warming gases.
It began as a voluntary labeling program designed to identify and promote energy efficient products, and computer products were the first to be labeled. It has since expanded to major appliances, office equipment, lighting, home electronics, and more. The label can also be found on some new homes and commercial and industrial buildings.
The EPA estimates that it saved about $10 billion in energy costs in 2004 alone. ENERGY STAR has been a driving force behind the more widespread use of LED traffic lights, efficient fluorescent lighting, power management systems for office equipment, and low standby energy use.
Specifications for Machinery, Computers, and Appliances:
A new ENERGY STAR specification for desktop computers is slated to apply starting 1 July 2007. The requirements are more stringent than present specifications and existing equipment designs will no longer use the logo unless re-qualified. The power requirements are for 80% or greater AC power supply efficiency. The primary states that computers are in from a power management viewpoint are Idle (operating system running but no programs), Sleep (a condition where nothing is running but the computer can wake up fast and start) and Stand-by (this is the off condition where about 2 watts of power will be used).
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Ethanol Ads and Disads Factsheet
Bryan Fabert 10/23/07
Al Energy Security
Link: Incr Ethanol use deer dependence on fossil fuel, which is becoming scarcer
Brink: deer use of fossil fuel deer fuel prices, avoid shock of rising oil prices
Impacts: Deer transportation costs decreases cost of products that need to be transported, people more able to affordfood, clothing, furniture, decreased overall cost of living decreases poverty rate and deer crime, violence, etc
?
A2 Decrease Global Warming '
Link: Ethanol is Carbon Neutral because you take Carbon Dioxide out of the atmosphere when you grow plants, thenyou release the same amount of CO2 when you burn it, unlike fossil fuel that is just taken out of the ground and burned.Also Ethanol produced domestically instead of shipped from other countries which saves fuel
Brink: Less CO2 in atmosphere decreases effect of global warming, stabler climate
Impact: Less POVERTY because fewer people displaced from rising sea levels, less famine in arid countries, less
violence, less desperation in-future SAVE LIVES
 Incr Rural Development 
Link: Ethanol is produced from crops such as com
Brink: Incr use of Ethanol Incr farming jobs in Rural sectors which have a smaller job market than cities
Impact: Decrease Unemployment in poor rural areas, deer poverty, deer crime, deer violence, SAVE LIVES
A4 Less Pollution
Link: Ethanol is biodegradable, fossil fuel is not
Brink: Spills of ethanol do npt kill wildlife and poison water like oil tanker spills
Impact: Save wildlife, save lives'from transportation crews trapped in oil, decrease costs of cleanup
A5 Increase Agricultural Development in Less Developed Countries (use in response to DAS)
Link: US uses unfair agricultural subsidies to make US food exports cheap and drive local farmers out of business in
other countries such as Jamaica, India, Indonesia
Brink: Incr Ethanol use Increases US food prices would allow local farmers to compete and create jobs in those
countries
Impact: Incr jobs in impoverished areas of other countries, incr local food security for poor nations, deer poverty, deer
crime, incr stability ;
Coproducts of Ethanol Production (GOV Response to food price DA2) '
A modern dry mill ethanol plant produces 2.8 gallons of ethanol from one bushel of corn. Dry mill facilities also produce distillers dried grain with solubles (DDGS) and carbon dioxide. Ethanol wet mills can also produce corn gluten meal, corn gluten feed, sweeteners and corn oil. DDGS and gluten feed are high value feeds used in the livestock industry. These feeds are used to feed livestock. Carbon dioxide is used in the food processing and bottling industries. And sweeteners and corn oil are also major ingredients in many of the foods we all enjoy.
OPP SOLVENCY PRESSES
Ethanol cannot replace our use of oil
Ethanol still contributes to Global Warming because of CO2 burned in tractors, transportation, processing
DAI More Pollution
Link: Ethanol use will increase intensive agricultural farming, which is a dirty process in US. Brink: Incr pesticides, chemical fertilizers in water, air, incr toxins in people's body Impact: Incr Cancer rates, deer lifespan due to slow poisoning, deer fertiliy, PEOPLE DIE
DA2 Incr Food Prices ;
Link: Ethanol from food will incr price of corn, a major component in cereals, soups, processed foods Brink: Incr food prices leads to incr price of living, send many families below the poverty line Impact: Incr poverty incr crime, food riots, incr violence and
DAS Povert Abroad ' -
Link: US exports lots of cheap food overseas, gives more food aid than any other country
Brink: Incr food prices in poor countries incr unrest
Impact: Starvation, riots, political instability, violence
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Ethanol 


USFG should farther promote the use of ethanol. (Bryan Fabert 10/30/07)
Definitions: depend on resolution text
Criteria: Cost benefit analysis: emphasize quality of life
HI Rising fuel prices
Link: Fossil fuel is becoming scarcer and more expensive
Brink: rising oil prices is increasing the cost of transportation to work, shipping goods and incr the cost of living
Impacts: incr cost of living means, people less able to afford food, clothing, furniture, which incr poverty rate and
crime, violence, etc
H2 Global warming
Link: burning fuel releases carbon dioxide, which is a greenhouse gas that warms the earth
Brink: warming of the earth more severe floods and droughts, increasing prevalence of insects, sea levels rising, and
Earth's precipitation may be redistributed.
Impacts: POVERTY because people displaced from rising sea levels, famine in arid countries with no rain, flood
and malaria in countries that get more rain,
Observation 1: Current Renewable Fuels Standard calls for 7.5 billion gallons of renewable fuel per year by 2012. Observation 2: The ethanol industry has received $11.6 billion in tax incentives since 1968, while the oil industry had received over $ 150 billion
Plan: USFG will Expand the Renewable Fuels Standard (RFS) to require production of 12 billion gallons of ethanol per year by 2012., a 60% increase from SQ
Enforcement: USFG would incr ethanol subsidies from $5.5 billion per year to $8.8 billion/year, a 60% increase from SQ
Solvency 1: Incr Ethanol use deer dependence on fossil fuel, having more types of fuel available will drive down the price of transportation and the cost of living
Solvency 2: Ethanol is Carbon Neutral because you take Carbon Dioxide out of the atmosphere when you grow plants, then you release the same amount of CO2 when you burn it so no net incr in CO2 in the atmosphere, while fossil fuels are just taken out of the ground and burned. Also Ethanol is produced domestically instead of shipped from other countries, which saves fuel. If the US slows down its CO2 output, than the effects of global warming won't happen as quickly and people will have more time to adapt to the changing environment, lessHarms
Al Incr Rural Development
Link: Ethanol is produced from crops such as corn
Brink: Incr use of Ethanol Incr farming jobs in Rural sectors which have a smaller job market than cities
Impact: Decrease Unemployment in poor rural areas, deer poverty, deer crime, deer violence, SAVE LIVES
A2 Less Pollution
Link: Ethanol is biodegradable, fossil fuel is not
Brink: Spills of ethanol are not toxic, don't and poison water like oil tanker spills and oil pipeline leaks do
Impact: decrease costs of cleanups, deer toxic chemicals in fish we eat and water we drink. Deer cost of medical
bills, save lives
(use in response to a starvation DA) A3 Increase Agricultural Development in Less Developed Countries
Link: US uses unfair agricultural subsidies to make US food exports cheap and drive local farmers out of business in
other countries such as Jamaica, India, Indonesia
Brink: Incr Ethanol use Increases US food prices would allow local farmers to compete and create jobs in those
countries
Impact: Incr jobs in impoverished areas of other countries, incr local food security for poor nations, deer poverty,
deer crime, incr stability ' .
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Geothermal Fact Sheet 

WHO
ISEO-international sustainable energy organization
GEA- Geothermal Energy Association
WHERE
Utilization more than 50 countries on world
So many places...

WHEN
Used before 10,000 years ago- hot springs
1904: first geothermal power plant, Italy
Geothermal plants last about 2-3 years before no more resources
Energy Policy Act of 2005 (EPAct) helped 

WHAT (PLAN)
For 2006, GEA wants - "Extend the duration of the Section 45 Production Tax Credit by 3-5 years and provide greater flexibility for geothermal facilities by allowing them to qualify once they are under construction."
This means - new geothermal power sites in Alaska, Arizona, California, Hawaii, Idaho, Nevada, Oregon, Utah and other states
Also, make it same basis as new wind facilities

WHY
HARMS
Companies leaving hazardous crap Sucking up earth's inner water sources Global warming GOOD
Using alternative resources
Cheap
Efficient
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Hybrid Car Factsheet
Definitions:
Hybrid Car = car that uses
- a gasoline internal combustion engine 
- an electric motor 
- a battery that powers the electric motor and stores energy for future use.
Example: Toyota Prius, Honda CivicHybrid (HCH), and the Honda Insight. 
hybrid cars currently on the market cost from $3500 to $6000 more per car than comparable cars with conventional gas engines The cost of hybrid batteries ranges from $1,000 to $3,000,
Hybrid cars work by seamlessly integrating a gas engine, an electric motor
and a high-powered battery. The battery provides power for the electric
motor and is recharged by recapturing energy that would normally be lost
when decelerating or coasting. This recapturing of energy is called
regenerative braking. If needed, power from the gas engine can be diverted
to recharge the battery as well. Because of these charging strategies,
hybrid cars never need to be plugged in. Hybrid cars are lightweight because they are
made of aluminum and plastic, which improves mileage.
Environmental Impacts:
Hybrids emit substantially less of the following pollutants: Carbon Dioxide(global warming),Carbon Monoxide(damages central nervous system), sulfur oxides, nitrogen oxides, hydrocarbons(lung irritants, birth defects), lead.
The hybrid engine of the Prius, made by Toyota, produces 90 percent fewer harmful emissions than a comparable gasoline engine.
Gas Mileage(mi/gal)
The hybrid engine currently sold in the Honda Civic Hybrid gets 10 to 15 miles more per
gallon than a regular gas engine in the same car.
Honda Insight: City 61 Highway 68
Toyota Prius: City 60 Highway 51
Honda Civic: City 50 Highway 50
Legislation:
Federal tax credit of about $1000(varies for different vehicles) for purchasers of new,
qualifying hybrid vehicles. This federal tax credit is scheduled to be eliminated by Oct 1,
2007.
April, 2004. California Gov. Arnold Schwarzenegger announced last week his
endorsement of a plan that would allow hybrid electric vehicles to use the state's
1,112 miles of carpool lanes.
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Ryan Guy Nuclear Fact Sheet
What:
• 16% of the world's electricity = nuclear energy, 85% of which is concentrated in industrialized
countries. A total of 441 nuclear power plants were operating as of February 2003. There were
also 32 nuclear reactors under construction (Nuclear Energy Institute). 
• In the United States alone, there are 103 nuclear power plants, which provide about 20% of the
nation's electricity. 
• A new nuclear power plant has not been ordered in the U.S. since 1973. 
• President George W. Bush's energy policies call for a $15 billion federal subsidy to build six or
seven new nuclear power plants. 
The Bad Stuff:
Proliferation Risks
• Plutonium is a waste product of nuclear fission, which can be used either for fuel in nuclear power
plants or for bombs. 
• In the year 2000, an estimated 310 tons (620,000 pounds) of civilian, weapons-usable plutonium
had been produced. 
• Less than 8 kilograms (about 18 pounds) of plutonium is enough for one Nagasaki-type bomb.
Thus, in tho year 2000 alone, enough plutonium was created to make more than 34,000 nuclear
weapons. 
• • The technology for producing nuclear energy that is shared among nations, particularly the process that turns raw uranium into lowly-enriched uranium, can also be used to produce highly-enriched, weapons-grade uranium. Risk of Accident
• in April 26, 1986 Chernobyl power plant exploded, causing the worst nuclear accident ever.
/* ( 300+ dead instantly)
/ • Thousands of cancer deaths were a direct result of the accident.
• The accident cost the former Soviet Union more than three times the economical benefits accrued
from the operation of every other Soviet nuclear power plant operated between 1954 and 1990. 
• In March of 1979 equipment failures and human error contributed to an accident at the Three Mile
Island nuclear reactor at Harrisburg, Pennsylvania, the worst such accident in U.S. history.
Consequences of the incident include radiation contamination of surrounding areas, increased
cases of thyroid cancer, and plant mutations. 
Environmental Degradation
• All the steps in the complex process of creating nuclear energy entail environmental hazards. 
• The mining/refining of uraniumand the production of plutonium produce radioactive isotopes that
contaminate the surrounding area, including the groundwater, air, land, plants, and equipment 
• Some of these radioactive isotopes are extraordinarily long-lived, remaining toxic for hundreds of
thousands of years 
» wastes produced: in the reactor core, result of radioactive contamination, a byproduct of uranium mining, refining, and enrichment. And spent fuel rods.
• A typical reactor will generate 20 to 30 tons of high-level nuclear waste annually. There is no
known way to safely dispose of this waste, which remains dangerously radioactive until it
naturally decays(100's to 1000's of years). 
• The rate of decay of a radioactive isotope is called its half-life, the time in which half the initial
amount of atoms present takes to decay. The half-life of Plutonium-239, one particularly lethal
component of nuclear waste, is 24,000 years. 
• The hazardous life of a radioactive element (the length of time that must elapse before the material
is considered safe) is at least 10 half-lives. Therefore, Plutonium-239 will remain hazardous for at
least 240,000 years. 
SQ Disposal Plans
• There is a current proposal to dump nuclear waste at Yucca Mountain, Nevada. 
The plan is for Yucca Mountain to hold all of the high level nuclear waste ever produced from
every nuclear power plant in the US. However, that would completely fill up the site and not
account for future waste.
Transporting the wastes by truck and rail would be extremely dangerous.
The best action would be to cease producing nuclear energy (and waste), to leave the existing
waste where it is, and to immobilize it. There are a few different methods of waste immobilization.
In the vitrification process, waste is combined with glass-forming materials and melted. Once the
materials solidify, the waste is trapped inside and can't easily be released.
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Nuclear reprocessing
Nuclear reprocessing separates any usable elements (e.g., uranium and plutonium) from fission products and other materials in spent nuclear reactor fuels. Usually the goal is to recycle the reprocessed uranium or place these elements in new mixed oxide fuel (MOX), but some reprocessing is done to obtain plutonium for weapons. It is the process that partially closes the loop in the nuclear fuel cycle.
• Use of breeder reactors combined with reprocessing could extend the usefulness
of mined uranium by more than 60 times. A breeder reactor is a nuclear reactor
that breeds fuel. A Breeder consumes fissile and fertile material at the same time
as it creates new fissile material.
Inherency - Why we are not doing this now?
In March 1977, fear of nuclear weapons proliferation (especially after India demonstrated nuclear weapons capabilities using reprocessing technology) led President Jimmy Carter to issue a Presidential directive to indefinitely suspend the commercial reprocessing and recycling of plutonium in the U.S. Other nations did not copy the policy and continued to reprocess spent nuclear fuel.
i
How is it done?
PUREX (Plutonium and Uranium Recovery by Extraction). The PUREX process is a liquid-liquid extraction method used to reprocess spent nuclear fuel, in order to extract uranium and plutonium, independent of each other, from the fission products. This is the most widely used process in the industry at present. If used on fuel from commercial power reactors, plutonium extracted using PUREX typically contains too much Pu-240 to be useful in a nuclear weapon. Examples of successful Implementation and use
• Light Water Reactor Fuel COGEMA La Hague site, France 
• Thorp nuclear fuel reprocessing plant at Sellafield, United Kingdom 

• Rokkasho nuclear fuel reprocessing plant, Japan
ADS 
• Less Nuclear waste sitting in storage. 
• When combined with breeder reactors almost no waste created but lots energy is
DisADs 
9 Reprocessing would increase the risk of nuclear terrorism- Less than 20 pounds of plutonium is needed to make a nuclear weapon. A U.S. Program would Up the international stockpile of plutonium that sits in storage today, which from 240 metric (enough for some 40,000 nuclear weapons) to 500 metric tons by 2020.
e Reprocessing would increase the ease of nuclear proliferation. - Nuclear Non-Proliferation Treaty: The USA cannot credibly persuade other countries to forgo a technology it has newly embraced.
• Reprocessing is Expensive- Reprocessing and the use of plutonium as reactor
fuel is also far more expensive than using uranium fuel and disposing of the spent
fuel directly
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Renewable energy -Ryan Guy
Generating three times as much energy as any other renewable source, and 150 times that of wind power, the United States' hydroelectric plants produce 300,000 MW, making the largest contribution to the country's renewable energy However, wind power in the United States is a growing industry. Latest figures show that installed U.S. wind power capacity now exceeds 11,600 MW which is enough to serve three million average householdsTexas is firmly established as the leader in wind power development in the U.S., followed by California.The Horse Hollow Wind Energy Center in Texas is the world's largest wind farm at 735.5 MW capacity.
Several solar thermal power stations, including the new 64 MW Nevada Solar One, have also been built. Solar Energy Generating Systems (SEGS) is the name given to nine solar power plants in the Mojave Desert, which were commissioned between 1984 and 1991.[40] The SEGS installation uses parabolic trough solar thermal technology along with natural gas to generate electricity. The plants have a total generating capacity of 354 MW, making the system the largest solar plant of any kind in the world.
Geothermal energy use is undergoing expansion and the USA is a world leader in the generation of electricity from geothermal energy. According to a recent report, there were 75 new geothermal power projects underway hi 12 states as of May 2007.

Energy

Solar Power and California rebate program:
The California Public Utilities Commission created a 10-year, $2.9 billion solar rebate program. With California's creation of the largest solar rebate program in the United States, many consumers and businesses are exploring their options for using solar energy.
The California Public Utilities Commission is committed to solar resources for assuring the reliability of the state's electricity system. On Jan. 12, 2006, we approved the California Solar Initiative (CSI), a comprehensive $2.8 billion program that provides incentives toward solar development over 11 years. It also develops complementary policies and rales, sets new incentive levels, and addresses program administration.
	Pros
	Cons

	Pay for ten years and get 20 years of electricity for free plus an initial rebate of about $7000 dollars
	Requires a great upfront cost

	Great for boosting a growing industry • New Jobs • New Technology to save businesses money
	Many of these technologies are still in the early stages of development meaning that the initial costs. of the program might be great compared to the efficiency of the program.

	Newer solar tiles can be adhered directly to old roof tiles.
	Few options for the different types of solar panels available.

	Gives global edge. CA is now the third largest market for solar technology behind Japan and Germany
	Smaller companies may find it difficult to compete with the large conglomerates that are also invested in fossil fuel energy.

	Allows a market to develop out of non-silicon based solar power systems
	Solar panels currently use silicon which is a derivative of oil.

	$2.80/watt of system costs
	Restricted to certain companies.
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US OIL CONSUMPTION(BryanFabert)

US Consumes: 400 million gallons gasoline per day, 146 billion gallons of gasoline per
year. U.S. is releasing roughly 2 billion pounds of
carbon into the atmosphere each day
Strategic Petroleum Reserve: storage of 570 million barrels of oil, would last 60 days if
all oil imports were cut off. Where Does U.S. Oil Come From?
The USA imports about 55% of its oil needs.
Sources of U.S. Oil Imports (millions of barrels per day, 2001): Canada: 1.79 - Saudi Arabia: 1.66 - Venezuela: 1.54 - Mexico: 1.42 - Nigeria: .86 - Iraq: .78 - Norway: .33 - Angola: .32 -United Kingdom: .31 -Total: 11.62. (Source: Energy Information Administration).
% of total U.S. Oil Imports (%, 2002): Saudi Arabia: 16.9% - Mexico: 15.1% - Canada: 15.0% Venezuela: 14.4% - Iraq: 11.4% - Nigeria: 5.9.%.
only about 30% of the USA's oil imports came from Arab countries in 2002. Since USA oil imports are about 55% of USA oil consumption, only about 15% of USA's oil consumption is provided by Arab countries.
Energy

US Domestic Energy
12/13/08
Current Crises:

· price rises of mid-2008 

· July 26, 2008—the House passed the Energy Markets Emergency Act of 2008 (H.R. 6377), directs the Commodity Futures Trading Commission (CFTC) to use its authority to deal with issues causing major market disturbances.

· excessive speculation

· price distortion

· sudden or unreasonable fluctuations

· unwarranted changes in prices

· unlawful activity that is allegedly causing major market disturbances that prevent the market from accurately reflecting the forces of supply and demand 

· Obama 

· Windfall Profits Tax to Provide a $1,000 Emergency Energy Rebate to American Families. 

· Crack Down on Excessive Energy Speculation

· Swap Oil from the Strategic Petroleum Reserve to Cut Prices. 

· Eliminate Our Need for Middle Eastern and Venezuelan Oil within 10 Years

· Get 1 Million Plug-In Hybrid Cars on the Road by 2015.
Create a New $7,000 Tax Credit for Purchasing Advanced Vehicles.
Establish a National Low Carbon Fuel Standard. 

· Create Millions of New Green Jobs

· Ensure 10 percent of Our Electricity Comes from Renewable Sources by 2012, and 25 percent by 2025.
Weatherize One Million Homes Annually.
Develop and Deploy Clean Coal Technology.
Prioritize the Construction of the Alaska Natural Gas Pipeline. 

· Reduce our Greenhouse Gas Emissions 80 Percent by 2050

· Implement an economy-wide cap-and-trade program to reduce greenhouse gas emissions 80 percent by 2050. 

· Bush

· offshore exploration in the Outer Continental Shelf (OCS)

· Congress should clear the way for our Nation to tap into the extraordinary potential of oil shale. 

· Congress should permit exploration in currently restricted areas of northern Alaska – which could produce roughly the equivalent of two decades of imported oil from Saudi Arabia. 

· Congress should enable the expansion and enhancement of our domestic refining capacity

· In December 2007, Congress responded to the President's "Twenty in Ten" challenge by passing the Energy Independence and Security Act of 2007 (EISA), which mandates that fuel producers use at least 36 billion gallons of biofuel by 2022 

· EISA also requires a national fuel economy standard of 35 miles per gallon by 2020 – which will increase fuel economy standards by 40 percent and save billions of gallons of fuel. 

· April—Transportation Secretary Mary Peters announced a new proposed rule under EISA authority on a fleet-wide basis will increase by an average of 4.5 percent annually through 2015 – a 25 percent improvement over the current standard. This standard exceeds the 3.3 percent average annual increase needed to reach the target passed by Congress last year. 

· The Administration is working to expand the use of clean, safe nuclear power, solar and wind power, and clean coal technology

Environment
CARBON SEQUESTRATION FACT SHEET
Carbon Sequestration: A naturally occurring process wherein CO2 from the atmosphere is accumulated and stored in biomass and in the ocean.
Carbon Sink: A CO2 storage reservoir; where carbon is stored after it is sequestered; mainly biomass and the ocean.
Natural Carbon Sinks:
A. Biomass/Forests: Enormous amounts of carbon are naturally stored in the forest by trees
and other plants, as well as in the forest soil.
Peat bogs (marshes) store approximately 1/4 of all carbon stored as
biomass.
B. Ocean: Oceans are natural carbon dioxide sinks, and are the largest active
carbon sinks.
Carbon in ocean stored as: As the level of carbon dioxide increases in
the atmosphere, the level in the oceans also increases.
Plankton (biomass)
Organisms convert CO2 in the water to calcite to build their skeletons and shells
Natural Sequestration Enhancement:
A. Forest: Planting forests may help to sequester carbon.
Problems: Forests are only carbon sinks while they grow in size, when they are capturing CO2 from the atmosphere. Fossil fuel emission (i.e. creation of CO2) far outpaces the rate at which forests could sequester carbon. Advantages: Erosion control; economic benefits (logging); recreation.


B. Ocean: Adding the common mineral hematite to water causes plankton to bloom. When plankton bloom (and thus photosynthesize), they sequester CO2 from the atmosphere. Problems: Unknown effects, not enough studies.
Plankton blooms have possible effects on cloud
formations, and thus weather patterns. t
Advantages: Increases declining ocean productivity.
Huge scale of operation.
Relatively low cost.
Adding organic material to soil sequesters carbon that would otherwise be
added to the atmosphere.
Problems: Won't sequester CO2 from the atmosphere
Advantages: Improves soil quality for fanning. 


Artificial Sequestration:
A. Capture CO2 released from fossil fuel burning power plants (see Clean Coal Fact Sheet).
B. Mineral Sequestration: Speed up naturally occurring reactions which produce minerals
out of carbon. Very new, highly experimental, but non-toxic and fairly predictable.
C. Use hydroxides to "scrub" air of carbon. After carbon is captured:
1. Direct Injection into Ocean: Pump carbon into deep ocean, where
it will theoretically form liquid "lakes" of CO2; effects on deep ocean life are unclear, but will probably increase acidity of ocean.
2. Geosequestration: Pump carbon into natural underground holding
tanks, such as spent oil fields and unmineable coal seams
(not spent coal mines).
Problems: Can only store limited amount of carbon.
Limited geographic distribution. Advantages: Already in use; oil companies have pumped
CO2 into oil fields to increase oil production
for the past 30 years.
Overall cost is low because it helps increase
revenues.
Existing infrastructure.
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Clean Air Acts -Ryan Guy
Canada
Former Canadian Environment Minister Rona Ambrose introduced in mid-October 2006, a Clean Air Act with mostly measures to fight smog pollution and greenhouse emissions. On October 19, 2006, Ambrose revealed details of the plan which would include reducing the greenhouse emissions levels of 2003 by about 45 to 65% for the year 2050. There are plans for regulations on vehicle fuel consumption for 2011 as well as targets for ozone and smog levels for 2025. The effectiveness of this act has been challenged by the opposition parties, with Jack Layton of the New Democratic Party stating that the act does little to prevent climate change and that more must be done. After threatening to make this into an election issue the Conservative Party agreed to rework the act with the opposition parties.
United Kingdom
In response to the Great Smog of 1952, the British Government introduced the Clean Air Act 1956. This act legislated for zones where smokeless fuels had to be burnt and relocated power stations to rural areas. The Clean Air Act 1968 introduced the use of tall chimneys to disperse air pollution for industries burning coal, liquid or gaseous fuels
United States
The United States Congress passed the Clean Air Act in 1963, the Air Quality Act in 1967, the Clean Air Act Extension of 1970, and Clean Air Act Amendments in 1977 and 1990. Numerous state and local governments have enacted similar legislation, either implementing federal programs or filling in locally important gaps in federal programs.
The Clean Air Act (1990) proposed emissions trading, added provisions for addressing acid rain, ozone depletion and toxic air pollution, and established a national permits program.
President Bush issued an executive order to cut greenhouse gas emissions from motor vehicles. It was spurred by a Supreme Court ruling that the EPA must take action under the Clean Air Act to regulate GHG emissions from motor vehicles. The President proposed the 20-in-10 bill, a goal to reduce gasoline consumption by 20 percent over the next ten years.
He sent to Congress a proposal that would meet it in two steps:
* First, set a mandatory fuel standard that requires 35 billion gallons of renewable and other
alternative fuels by 2017. That's nearly five times the 2012 current target. In 2017, this will displace 15
percent of projected annual gasoline use. 
* Second, the proposal of continuing the efforts to increase fuel efficiency: reforming and
modernizing Corporate Average Fuel Economy (CAFE) Standards for cars and extending the current
Light Truck Rule. In 2017, this will reduce projected annual gasoline use by up to 8.5 billion gallons, a
further 5 percent reduction that, in combination with increasing the supply of renewable and other
alternative fuels, will bring the total reduction in projected annual gasoline use to 20 percent.
Environment
E Waste
12/12/08
E-waste- Electronic waste- is a waste type consisting of any broken or unwanted electrical or electronic device. Recyclable electronic waste is sometimes further categorized as a "commodity" while e-waste which cannot be reused is distinguished as "waste". Both types of e-waste have raised concern considering that many components of such equipment are considered toxic and are not biodegradable.

E-waste poses a hazard to the citizens who come into contact with it. NATIONAL GEOGRAPHIC (JAN. 2008) 
 Toxins in e-waste include PVC, brominated flame retardants, barium chromium, mercury, beryllium and cadmium 
 Impoverished people of third world nations (such as Ghana, China etc) utilize the e-waste by burning it or taking it apart and selling the metal. 
 E-waste also ends up in landfills when not recycled. 
The Basel Ban 
 The Basel Ban decision effectively banned as of 1 January 1998, all forms of hazardous waste exports from the 29 wealthiest most industrialized countries 
 It was passed in 1994 a unique coalition of developing countries, and some from Eastern and Western Europe along with Greenpeace. 
 It can be noted that in fact 67 countries in total have actually implemented or ratified the ban (all of the above plus Iceland, Ireland, Greece, Italy, Malta). The difference lies in the fact that the EEC is one of the ratifiers. The European Economic Community (EEC) is known to have competence over all EU member states with respect to international treaties dealing with trade. That is why the EU countries have passed EEC 259/93 and its amendments (the law implementing the Basel Ban) as a regulation (immediately binding on all member states). 
 This regulation is applicable to not only to all of the 25 member states of the European Union but to their trading partners in the European Free Trade Association (EFTA) as well (with the exception of Switzerland), under the European Economic Agreement (EEA). The fact that the Basel Convention Secretariat has not noted each individual EU member state, nor their EFTA partners (which comprises Norway, Liechtenstein, and Iceland), is reflective of the fact that they have no authority to do so. It is not reflective of the fact that for all intents and purposes, the EU and EFTA countries have now all fully implemented the Basel Ban Amendment regardless of when each individual state takes the somewhat redundant step of ratifying individually. Thus for the purpose of determining Basel Ban implementation we can count a total of 67. For entry into force however we must count only the official deposits equaling 63 of the 62 needed (representing 3/4ths of the 82 Parties present at COP3).justice was achieved despite powerful opposition from such countries as the United States, Australia, Germany, Canada, Japan and the United Kingdom. 
Recycling 
 In the United States, it is estimated that more than 70 percent of discarded computers and monitors, and well over 80 percent of TVs, eventually end up in landfills, despite a growing number of state laws that prohibit dumping of e-waste
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Sonar Factsheet Aubrey Faust 
Coastal Commission v. U.S. Navy/ Use of Undersea Sonar Activities because of Adverse Affects on Marine Mammals (Source/Contact: Jamee Jordan Patterson, Deputy Attorney General, Calif. Department of Justice ) 
COASTAL COMMISSION SUES U.S. NAVY OVER USE OF UNDERSEA SONAR ACTIVITIES 
The California Coastal Commission filed suit against the U.S. Navy in Federal District Court, over the Navy’s decision not to comply with Commission conditions that would help protect marine mammals and endangered sea turtles from harmful impacts associated with use of undersea sonar during training exercises. Under the federal Coastal Zone Management Act, the Commission has the authority to review military exercises in coastal waters to ensure compliance with the California Coastal Act, a statewide law that protects coastal and marine resources, including marine wildlife. In January of 2007, the Commission approved the Navy’s underwater sonar training exercises, but found them to be consistent with the Coastal Act only if the Navy took certain precautions to protect marine mammals and sea turtles. Because mid-frequency sonar has been linked to the stranding deaths of whales and dolphins world-wide, the Commission imposed the following conditions: 
• Seasonal restrictions to avoid grey whale migratory routes 
• Thirty minutes of marine mammal surveys before testing begins 
• Avoidance of areas with high numbers of whales and/or dolphins 
• Larger safety zones when marine mammals are in the vicinity of testing activities 
• Lower sound levels during times of low visibility 
In addition, the Commission included a clause that allows the Navy to make modifications if specific conditions render any of the requirements infeasible. Most of the conditions have been met by the Navy in previous exercises. Navy officials have announced that they do not intend to follow the Commission’s recommendations, but provided no additional explanation. Nor did they make the case that the conditions were infeasible. 
“The Commission understands the important national security implications of the Navy’s training exercises,” said Coastal Commission Chairman, Patrick Kruer of San Diego. “That’s why we approved the project. But we believe these activities should be done in a way that limits harm to whales and dolphins.” 
“This is baffling, because the conditions are so easy to implement, and they haven’t shown us any evidence that they can’t do them” said Kruer. “By refusing to cooperate with us, they are challenging the jurisdiction of the entire Commission and undermining the Coastal Act and federal coastal protection laws that apply to all coastal states. That has implications way beyond this case.” 
U.S. Supreme Court to Hear Navy Sonar Case 
On June 23, 2008 the United States Supreme Court announced its decision to hear arguments regarding the U.S. Navy’s use of sonar in ongoing training exercises through 2009. The underlying lawsuit was brought by a coalition of conservation organizations led by the Natural Resources Defense Council (NRDC). The other groups are the International Fund for Animal Welfare, the League for Coastal Protection, Cetacean Society International, and Ocean Futures Society and its president and founder Jean-Michel Cousteau. In April, the Navy petitioned the Court for review of the February 29, 2008, decision by the Ninth Circuit Court of Appeals, allowing naval training exercises to continue in the Southern California region but with greater environmental safeguards in the use of harmful mid-frequency active sonar (MFA). The Navy, in its official "Environmental Assessment" of the exercises, acknowledges sonar use now underway in Southern California waters will significantly disturb or injure an estimated 170,000 marine mammals, including causing permanent injury to more than 450 whales and temporary hearing impairment in at least 8,000 whales. The petition for review by the Supreme Court was filed by the U.S. Solicitor General on behalf of the Navy. 
In a closely watched case involving national security and the natural environment, the court agreed to review restrictions on the Navy's use of sonar off the California coast. The Bush administration contends that the sonar rules, meant to protect marine mammals, hinder military preparedness. 
"The chief of naval operations determined ... that those restrictions unacceptably risk naval training, the timely deployment of (naval) strike groups and national security," Acting Solicitor General Gregory Garre said in a legal filing. 
The California Coastal Commission and environmental groups worry about sonar's potentially destructive impact in a 120,000-square-nautical-mile training area that extends from Santa Catalina Island in the north to Mexico's Guadalupe Island in the south. A federal judge agreed and imposed the strict rules that the Bush administration now is challenging. 
One rule requires the Navy to shut down its sonar when a marine mammal comes within 2,200 yards of a sonar source. Another requires the Navy to reduce sonar power during certain ocean conditions. The active sonar also is banned within 12 miles off the California coast. 
"The imposition of these measures is not likely to prevent effective training," the 9th U.S. Circuit Court of Appeals concluded in February, adding that "irreparable harm to marine mammals will almost certainly result should the Navy be permitted to conduct its remaining exercises without appropriate mitigation measures." 
The Supreme Court's decision to take up the case, announced Monday, means that at least four justices agreed to review the lower court's decision. That's notably good news for the Bush administration. 
The court, dominated by Republican appointees, often defers to the Pentagon's judgment on military matters. The court is also in the habit of overturning the 9th Circuit. The Supreme Court has reversed the 9th Circuit in seven cases and upheld it only once this year, according to statistics compiled by scotusblog.com. 
"Today's decision was anticipated, and we have already begun to prepare for Supreme Court review," said Joel Reynolds, Natural Resources Defense Counsel senior attorney. 
Although oral arguments won't be heard until at least next fall, the case is attracting early attention. The California Forestry Association, based in Sacramento, already has filed an amicus brief, in hopes that the court will use the case to make it harder for environmental groups to obtain preliminary injunctions. 
The Navy wants to undertake multiple training exercises involving ships, submarines and aircraft. Active sonar is part of each exercise. It involves emitting a loud noise underwater. If the noise bounces back, it's evidence that a submerged submarine has been detected. "The Navy has concluded that in certain environments, including shallow coastal waters where ambient noise levels are high, (active) sonar allows better detection of quiet submarines," the 9th U.S. Circuit Court of Appeals noted. 
However, the Navy's Southern California training area is also home to at least 37 species of marine mammals, including nine that are protected under the Endangered Species Act. The species range from various dolphin types to the blue whale, stellar sea lion and sea otter. High sonar frequencies can rupture eardrums and cause temporary or permanent hearing loss among marine mammals, scientists have found. "Active sonar may cause behavioral responses such as attempting to avoid the site of sound exposure, swimming erratically, sluggish behavior, tail popping and aggressive behavior," the 9th Circuit noted. Beaked whales, in particular, appear to be discombobulated by active sonar, and a number have run aground and become stranded after exposure to high-frequency sounds.
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Sonar 2
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The Navy's use of low frequency active sonar will remain restricted to certain military training areas of the Pacific Ocean, according to an agreement approved by a U.S. district court in San Francisco on August 12, 2008, according to the Chicago Tribune. 
A separate lawsuit challenging the U.S. Navy's use of mid-frequency active sonar is currently under consideration in the U.S. Supreme Court. 
Under the agreement, LFA testing and training is limited to defined areas of the North Pacific Ocean, and the Navy must adhere to other protective measures, including seasonal and coastal exclusions that will protect breeding grounds and other important whale habitat. 
In Hawaii, for example, LFA training cannot occur near the Hawaii Humpback Whale National Marine Sanctuary or the Papahanaumokuakea Marine National Monument, and is limited to waters beyond 50 nautical miles of the main islands, an area known to contain vital habitat for several unique marine mammal populations. 
According to Navy studies, the LFA system generates noise intense enough to disrupt whale behavior more than 300 miles away. Scientists have observed that, under certain oceanic conditions, sound from a single LFA system could be detected across entire oceans.
"Limiting sonar use in breeding grounds and other key habitat areas is essential for the conservation of whales, dolphins, and other marine mammals," said Naomi Rose, Ph.D., marine mammal scientist for The Humane Society of the United States. "This agreement protects both national security and our most treasured natural resources."
The lawsuit asserted that a permit issued last year by the National Marine Fisheries Service, allowing deployment of the sonar system around the world, violated a number of federal laws including the Marine Mammal Protection Act and the National Environmental Policy Act.
Environmentalists warn that the Navy's midfrequency sonar can harm or kill whales in a number of ways. One is by forcing the mammals to dive deep to avoid the sound, causing decompression sickness or "the bends." The electronic devices also interfere with mammals' ability to navigate underwater and prompt them to change breeding habits 
The case was prompted when the Navy decided last year not to perform a detailed study on sonar's effects on marine creatures. Federal law generally requires such a study before actions that could significantly affect the environment. The Navy argued that dolphins, whales and other marine life faced "harassment" from the sonar but that bigger problems weren't likely and, therefore, an official environmental impact statement wasn't necessary. 
The Bush administration, though, saying there's an "emergency" need to provide seamen with hands-on training, challenged a federal judge's order forbidding use of the sonar within 1¼ miles of marine mammals in Navy exercises off the Southern California coast.
Sonar is "vitally important to the survival of our naval strike groups deployed around the world and therefore critical to the nation's own security," said Solicitor General Gregory Garre, arguing for the government. The administration says thousands of sailors' lives could be at risk from a single submarine attack.
The importance of the case goes beyond the almost-complete training exercises, because it will decide who has the final say -- the courts or executive agencies -- in deciding when an environmental impact statement is required before a government action. The Supreme Court's decision in the case could dictate how much latitude federal judges have to stop military exercises on environmental grounds.
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Water Pollution
Sources:
-Geology of aquifers from which groundwater is abstracted
-Industrial discharge of chemical wastes and byproducts
-Discharge of poorly treated or untreated sewage
-Surface runoff containing pesticides or fertilizers
-Slash and burn farming practice, which is often an element within shifting cultivation agricultural systems
-Surface runoff containing spilled petroleum products
-Surface runoff from construction sites, farms, or paved and other impervious surfaces e.g. silt
-Discharge of contaminated and/or heated water used for industrial processes,
-Acid rain caused by industrial discharge of sulphur dioxide (by burning high-sulphur fossil fuels)
-Excess nutrients are added (eutrophication) by runoff containing detergents or fertilizers
-Underground storage tank leakage, leading to soil contamination, and hence aquifer contamination
-Inappropriate disposal of various solid wastes and, on a localized scale, littering
-Oil spills
Contaminants: (Contaminants may include organic and inorganic substances)
Organic-Insecticides and herbicides, a huge range of organohalide and other chemicals, Bacteria, often is from sewage or livestock operations, Food processing waste, Tree and brush debris from logging operations, VOCs (Volatile organic compounds), such as industrial solvents, from improper storage, Petroleum Hydrocarbons including fuels (gasoline, diesel, jet fuels, and fuel oils) and lubricants (motor oil) from oil field operations, refineries, pipelines, retail service station's underground storage tanks, and transfer operations. Note: VOCs include gasoline-range hydrocarbons. Inorganic- Heavy metals including acid mine drainage, Acidity caused by industrial discharges (especially sulfur dioxide from power plants), Pre-production industrial raw resin pellets, an industrial pollutant, Chemical waste as industrial by products, Fertilizers, in runoff from agriculture including nitrates and phosphates, Silt in surface runoff from construction sites, logging, slash and bum practices or land clearing sites
Transport and chemical reactions of water pollutants:
-Most water pollutants are eventually carried by the rivers into the oceans. In some areas of the world the influence can be traced hundred miles from the mouth by studies using hydrology transport models. Advanced computer models such as SWMM or the DSSAM Model have been used in many locations worldwide to examine the fate of pollutants in aquatic systems.
-Indicator filter feeding species such as copepods have also been used to study pollutant fates
-Areas of oxygen depletion are caused by chemicals using up oxygen and by algae blooms, caused by excess nutrients from algal cell death and decomposition. Fish and shellfish kills have been reported, because toxins climb the food chain after small fish consume copepods, then large fish eat smaller fish, etc. Each successive step up the food chain causes a stepwise concentration of pollutants such as heavy metals (e.g. mercury) and persistent organic pollutants such as DDT. This is known as biomagnification or bioaccumulation -The big gyres in the oceans trap floating plastic debris.
-Many chemicals undergo reactive decay or chemically change especially over long periods of time in groundwater reservoirs.
-Groundwater pollution is much more difficult to abate than surface pollution because groundwater can move great distances through unseen aquifers.
Secondary effects: 1) Silt bearing surface runoff from can inhibit the penetration of sunlight through the water column, hampering photosynthesis in aquatic plants, and 2) Thermal pollution can induce fish kills and invasion by new thermophyllic species Regulation/Laws/Acts:
State anti-pollution laws and federal legislation enacted in 1899; the Refuse Act of the federal Rivers and Harbors Act of 1899 prohibits the disposal of any refuse matter from into either the nation's navigable rivers, lakes, streams, and other navigable bodies of water, or any tributary to such waters, unless one has first obtained a permit; The Water Pollution Control Act, passed in 1948, gave authority to the Surgeon General to reduce water pollution; Federal Water Pollution Control Act Amendments of 1972 (Clean Water Act) established the basic mechanisms for regulating contaminant discharge and the authority for the US EPA to implement wastewater standards for industry, also continued requirements to set water quality standards for all contaminants in surface waters.
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ABORTION February 5, 2009
Pro-Life 
In the ‘70s, the governemnt tried to sterilize women that either had too many babies, or people they saw unfit to have babies (ie poor, women of color) this is unacceptable. Can turn-abortaion as choice not force 
Now there is pressure to abort disabled babies. (washington post, 2005)
a human pre-embryo, embryo and fetus are all persons entitled to fundamental human rights, including the most basic right: to be allowed to live (religioustolerance.org) denial of abortion access, denial of woman’s basic human right 
Human Life: "any living cell or collection of living cells that contains DNA from the species homo sapiens." Hair folicles, breast cancer cells, etc… not just babies 
The morality, ethical argument; can do with religions. Life and souls and conception and growth
Killing a pregnant women stand in court as killing two people: woman and fetus. Scott Petterson case
Abortion causes the woman (and man) emotional /pyscological trama. Physical, too, for women: detrimental to health? Having a baby detrimental to health? What if mother isn’t ready. What about rape/incest cases? 
Nov. 5, 2003, Bush signs Partial-Birth Abortion Ban Act. Once baby is even seen slightly outside of mother, abortion cannot occur many federal courts have determined it unconstitutional supreme court has yet to take it up 

Pro-Choice 
Most women getting abortions are struggling to take care of the kids they already have (sfcronicle, 2008) during debates, Obama points this out, saying its courts responcibility for fair and just treatment adoption/foster systems 
Poor families should have safe choices 
Women’s Rights: allowed to have an abortion if it is done before her embryo or fetus attains personhood. (religioustolerance.org) personal liberty rights, private medical decision embryos rights to live 
Gov. shouldn’t ban abortion rights because it doesn’t fully take care of a mother with limited resources welfare 
Violent bombing of clinics- who kills in the name of life? Contradiction
Stem-cell research has proven helpful in the fight to save lives
Some Pro-lifers don’t want sex ed in schools. Leads to higher teen sex activity OR pro sex ed to prevent unwanted pregnancy 
Roe v Wade! Jan. 22, 1973
If abortion is made illegal, women will go elsewhere to find help, and it probably won’t be nearly as safe as US
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Assisted suicide for the Terminally Ill Aubrey 1/29/09
Definition: “Physician-assisted suicide occurs when a physician facilitates a patient’s death by providing the necessary means and/or information to enable the patient to perform the life-ending act.” –American Medical Association
Quotes:
-Suicide is man's way of telling God, "You can't fire me - I quit." -Bill Maher 
- Human life consists in mutual service. No grief, pain, misfortune, or "broken heart," is excuse for cutting off one's life while any power of service remains. But when all usefulness is over, when one is assured of an unavoidable and imminent death, it is the simplest of human rights to choose a quick and easy death in place of a slow and horrible one. -Charlotte Perkins Gilman, a lifelong advocate for assisted suicide, in her suicide note on August 17, 1935
Background: Legal in the Netherlands, Belgium, Switzerland. In the Netherlands, voluntary euthanasia has been legal since 1983, with some 3,000 people requesting it each year. It has been legal for the terminally ill in Oregon since 1997 and Washington since 2008. Also, due to a court ruling on December 6, 2008, it is presently legal in Montana, though appeals are underway. In Oregon, the bill was titled “Death with Dignity.” Only about 340 people total, mostly ill with cancer, have exercised the right in Oregon in the more than ten years it has been legal. 
Supreme court: 
Vacco v. Quill: New York ban on physician-assisted suicide was constitutional, and preventing doctors from assisting their patients, even those terminally ill and/or in great pain, was a legitimate state interest that was well within the authority of the state to regulate. Basically, there is no constitutional guarantee of a "right to die." 
Washington v. Glucksberg: the Supreme Court of the United States held that a right to assistance in committing suicide was not protected by the Due Process Clause of the Fourteenth Amendment
Gonzales v. Oregon: the United States Attorney General could not enforce the Controlled Substances Act against physicians prescribing drugs for the assisted suicide of the terminally ill as permitted by an Oregon law.
Possible questions (you could turn almost any of these into arguments): 
Is euthanasia an appropriate response to the excruciating pain of terminally ill patients who desire to die? Or, is euthanasia never justified? Is it appropriate for governments to effectively force people to live through their pain by denying them the right to euthanasia? Are there sufficient pain medications in existence to override concerns surrounding pain? Is this an insufficient solution because it simply puts people in a "drugged state"? 
Do people general have a right to die or to commit suicide? Does the government have a compelling interest to stop them? Is the "sanctity of live" a sufficient reason to stop them? Does euthanasia violate the "sanctity of life"? Do exceptions exist to the "sanctity of life" in which it is acceptable to end life prematurely? Does the government have the right to define the "sanctity of life" or should individuals and families be able to make their own determination about when life is "sacred" and when it may cease to be? 
Does criminalizing euthanasia violate the notion of "equal protection" by enabling those on life-support to withdraw support and effectively commit suicide, while denying persons with terminal illnesses, but whom aren't on life support, an opportunity to die quickly? Are non-treatment approaches to speeding death, such as "pulling the tubes", justified? Or, do they needlessly subject patients to pain that could otherwise be prevented through euthanasia? Is euthanasia "unnatural" or not "how God intended" death to occur? 
Do doctors have a right to assist in euthanasia (assisted suicide)? Or does this give them too much power? Are doctors sufficiently trained in administering euthanasia? Is it their place to do so? Or, does the Hippocratic Oath restrict them from this practice? What is the role of physicians? Are they healers only? Or can they participate in decisions regarding ending a life? Is it reasonable to place these burdens on doctors? Does it traumatize them? 
Do the families of terminally-ill loved ones have an interest in euthanasia? Do they appear to support it? Would the legalization of euthanasia allow greater family awareness and involvement in any choice? Will families abuse euthanasia, possibly pressuring their loved ones to pursue the option out of a selfish desire to avoid the burden of carrying for him or her until death? Can third-party regulators help reduce the risk of these abuses occurring? 
Are wider abuses a significant concern surrounding euthanasia? Would the legalization of the practice open a slippery slope to abuses? Will doctors begin pressuring individuals to commit suicide (euthanasia)? Will doctors make moves to euthanasia the disabled? Will doctors aggressively implement involuntary euthanasia? Will regulations be capable of constraining a slippery slope from developing? Can appropriate criteria be created for eligibility for euthanasia, and can those criteria be regulated and enforced? Are the poor at risk simply because they are less able to afford health care, which may give an incentive to health care providers to euthanize an individual in order to cut costs? Will euthanasia become a cynical option for insurance companies to cut costs? Or, is it a legitimate consideration that euthanasia may reduce health care costs? Will it reduce the incentive of doctors to provide strong palliative care, causing them to ask, "what's the point if we have euthanasia"? 
For: 
-should be allowed to die with dignity 
-shouldn’t have to endure pain beyond their capacity- 5% of the terminally ill suffer unrelievable pain. 
Counter (for either): life is always sacred 
Case: The case of Chantal Sébire, a French woman who requested assisted suicide, has received world wide attention, and perfectly illustrates this issue. She suffers from a rare, incurable sinus cancer which has left her in great pain and without the faculties of sight, taste, or smell, and which will eventually lead to brain damage, then finally kill her. She said, “I no longer accept this enduring pain, and this protruding eye that nothing can be done about. I want to go out celebrating, surrounded by my children, friends, and doctors before I'm put to sleep definitively at dawn.” Assisted suicide isn’t legal in France, so despite her pleas, she has to wait it out to the bitter end.
Against: 
-Hippocratic Oath: “I will give no deadly medicine to anyone, even if asked, nor suggest any such counsel”
Counter: Spirit of the oath- calls for doctors to do what will benefit those in their care. Also, written long ago, couldn’t foresee present medical state.
-↓ trust in doctors
Counter: Random telephone survey of 1,117 adults in the US on their attitudes toward physician aid in dying-“Only 20 percent said that legalizing euthanasia would cause them to trust their personal physician less”-Study by Wake Forest University Medical Center
-Could lead other vulnerable groups (like teens or the chronically ill) to see suicide as “therapeutic”

Health Care


FOOD POISONING
FACT SHEET

Food poisoning occurs from not properly cleaning and handling food.
-usually causes diarrhea, upset stomach, fever, nausea and vomiting, dehydration, abdominal
cramps. Flu-like symptoms -24-81 million cases of food borne diarrhea cases each year in US; 325,000 hospitalized, 5,000
die
-$5-$17 billion a year for medical care and lost productivity -90% cases caused by Staphylococcus aureus, Salmonella, Glostridium perfringens, Campylobacter, Listeria momcytogenes, Vibrio parahaemolyticus, Bacillus cereus -Bacteria, parasites, viruses -Raw meats mostly, fruits during growing or being processed, leaving
food out.
-can be prevented by (1) controlling the initial number of bacteria present, (2) preventing the small number from growing, (3) destroying the bacteria by proper cooking and (4) avoiding re-contamination
-The temperature range in which most bacteria grow is between 40 degrees F (5 degrees C) and 140 degrees F (60 degrees C)
Links: http://agqie-horticultureltamu.edu/extension/poison.html____
http://www.nlm.nih.gov/medlinepius/foodcontaminationandpoisoninq.html
Government Corruption
-"For all its faults as the world's high-executioner state, China picked an equal-opportunity victim in Zheng Xiaoyu, former head of the State Food and Drug Administration
He took bribes to approve licenses for foods and drugs that killed consumers, including babies"
-"While recent headlines about China spotlight deadly pet food, toxic toothpaste and contaminated fish, U.S. supermarkets feature domestic chicken teeming with salmonella, and poisonous spinach and peanut butter, along side foods rich in antibiotics, hormones and pesticides."
-Colorado based UNISCOPE reported finding melamine plastic in the resin it uses to bond livestock feed and reported it. BUT "both the resin supplier, Ohio-based Tembec, and Uniscope were using urea formaldehyde, a suspected carcinogen"
-"Former U.S. Department of Agriculture (USDA) Secretary Ann Veneman was once a director of the biotech company Calgene (eaten by Monsanto which was swallowed by Pharmacia). Her predecessor Dan Glickman's door swung the other way. After heading USDA, he took a lucrative job at a major D.C. lobbying and law firm that advises clients he previously regulated."
-China has higher risks, "common" mass food poisoning production
-"After Lester Crawford resigned as FDA head in 2005, he pleaded guilty to lying and conflict-of-interest charges over stock he and his wife owned in companies his FDA regulated."
-both USDA and FDA underfunded and thus "are in thrall to industry interests"
-USDA more funded: "Its legal mandate includes the often-clashing goals of promoting the meat industry and protecting the public...it lacks any authority to regulate the farms where meat and poultry hazards begin."
-Vermont allows uninspected small locally farmed chicken to be served in resturants, people prefer it and feel it safer, trusting local small town farmers over USDA approved meat
-"Domestic food and drug safety is supposed to be protected by 15 federal agencies, with the herniated FDA and the USDA doing the heavy lifting. The FDA oversees 80 percent of U.S. food; the USDA regulates meat and poultry."
-"rather than being destroyed, some of the melamine-contaminated chow entered the human food chain—fed to dinner-table bound pigs, chickens and farmed fish."
-"current or former members of congress who voted to export our jobs or to cut funding for the FDA and USDA." http://www.inthesetimes.com/article/3239/food poisoning for thought/
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FDA FACTSHIT
To treat patients in 1534 in a plague-stricken German town, Paracelsus, the famous Swiss physician and chemist, made pills on the spot from locally baked bread. Today, the process of bringing a drug to a patient's bedside takes an average of 8.5 years, costs about $500 million, and includes a rigorous review by the Food and Drug Adminis​tration. Unlike Paracelsus' bread pills, however, FDA-approved drugs meet the highest scientific standards and are demonstrated to be safe and effective.
Most modern drug develop​ment starts in laboratories, where scientists probe the effects of chemical compounds on en​zymes, cell cultures or other substances involved in the disease whose treatment they seek. The potentially effective chemicals are then tested in two or more species of animals to determine whether they can be safely used in humans. No more than 5 in 5,000 tested com​pounds pass these preclinical trials and are proposed for clinical studies.
If the FDA finds the approach promising and an institutional


review board of scientists, ethicists, and health-care special​ists approves the sponsor's study protocol, the drug enters a progression of tests in humans. Each new trial phase is predi​cated on a successful outcome of
Helping Patients, Fast

The FDA frequently uses timesav-ing processes for speeding impor​tant new drugs to patients who need them:
• .Accelerated approval may be
granted to priority drugs that show
promise in the treatment of serious
and life-threatening diseases for
which there is no adequate therapy.
Priority drugs are sometimes judged
for their effect on a surrogate
marker that may predict clinical
benefit to patients—such as the
shrinking of cancer tumors—and
their approval is followed by Phase
IV trials to test their long-term
effectiveness.
• Treatment Investigational New
Drug (IND) designations enable
patients not enrolled in the clinical
trials to use promising life-saving
drugs while they are still in the
testing stage. For example, when
the first tests of the antiviral drug
AZT in 1985 showed encouraging
results in 330 AIDS patients, the
FDA authorized a treatment IND
for more than 4,000 people with
AIDS before AZT was approved for
marketing.


the previous one:
• Phase I studies test the prod​
uct for its adverse effects on a
small number of healthy volun​
teers. 
• Phase II studies probe the
drug's effectiveness in patients
who have the disease or condi​
tion the product is intended to
treat. 
• Phase III studies seek to
determine the drug's safety,
effectiveness and dosage. In
these trials, hundreds or thou​
sands of patients are randomly
assigned to be treated either with
the tested drug or a control
substance, most frequently a
placebo. 
• The results of Phase III trials
are submitted to the FDA for
review by a team of chemists,
physicians, epidemiologists and
other specialists. This group's
crucial task, which is frequently
shared with an advisory panel of
outside experts, is to judge
whether the trials have demon​
strated that the product's health
benefits outweigh its risks. Only
products that pass this test may
be approved for marketing. 

For more information, visit the FDA's Web site at www.fda.gov/ Oder/handbook/.


	



Generic drugs are much appre​ciated for their cost-effective​ness. According to the Congres​sional Budget Office, they save consumers an estimated $8 billion to $10 billion a year compared with the price of trade-name products. An equally important attribute of generic drugs is that they are reviewed by the Food and Drug Adminis​tration to ensure that they pro​vide the same level of benefit to patients as their trade-name counterparts. The FDA has approved approximately 7,000 generic drugs for various treat​ments, including benign prostatic hyperplasia, various ovarian and breast cancers, and high blood pressure.
The basic requirements for approval of generic and trade-name drugs are the same, al​though the generic drug manu​facturer does not need to repeat the safety and efficacy studies conducted by the developer of the original product. In approv​ing a generic drug, the FDA relies on its previous finding that the original drug is safe and effective. The generic version must have the same dosage form,


safety, strength, route of admin​istration, and conditions of use as the trade-name product. The drug's sponsor must show that a generic drug delivers the same amount of its active ingredient in the same amount of time as the trade-name counterpart. This bioequivalence is critical for drawing the conclusion that both the original and generic drugs will produce similar therapeutic results.
With the exception of language protected by patents or exclusiv-
Protection and Encouragement

The Drug Price Competition and Patent Term Restoration Act of 1984 encourages the production of generic medicines while protecting the rights of brand-name manufac​turers. The law builds in certain protections for the original drug developer in terms of patents and market exclusivities, but it also al-.lows sponsors of identical products to apply for their approval by the FDA without repeating the original developer's clinical trials. In addi​tion, the law rewards a period of exclusive marketing for a first ge​neric version of a brand-name drug, thereby encouraging generic firms to challenge innovator patents.


ity, the labeling of the generic drug, including directions for use, must be virtually the same as that of the trade-name prod​uct. Both generic and trade-name drug companies are required to submit information to ensure that the approved products can be manufactured to the FDA's specifications.

Following approval, both generic and trade name firms must submit data to the FDA showing that then- products continue to meet the agency's specifications until the estab​lished expiration date. The FDA regularly assesses the quality of generic medications on the market and thoroughly re​searches and evaluates reports about their performance. A recent FDA review found that the average difference between the bioequivalence of more than 270 generic drugs approved in 1997 and their trade-name counterparts was 3.5 percent. This is about the same as the differences found between batches of trade-name products.

For more information, visit the FDA's Web site at www.fda.gov/ cder/ogd.





DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND HUMAN SERVICES FOOD AND DRUG ADMINISTRATION


Keeping the United States blood supply the world's safest is the
ultimate responsibility of the nation's more than 3,000 blood establishments, which collect and process 14 million units of whole blood donated by volunteers each year. The Food and Drug Admin​istration, however, has the vital role of ensuring that the 3.5 million patients who receive a blood transfusion in a year are protected by five layers of over​lapping safeguards. This FDA blood-safety system includes the following measures: • Donor screening: Donors are informed about potential risks and are required to answer questions about factors that may have a bearing on the safety of their blood. For example, donors with a history of intravenous drug abuse are routinely deferred. Since November 1999, the FDA has requested the blood industry to defer potential donors who had lived in European countries with reported or suspected cases of BSE, the "mad cow disease," and who might be carriers of the BSE agent.
• Blood testing: After donation,
each unit of donated blood under​
goes a series of tests for infectious
diseases. 
• Donor lists: Blood establish​
ments must keep current a list of
deferred donors and use it to make sure that they do not collect blood
from anyone on the list 
• Quarantine: Donated blood
must be quarantined until it is
tested and shown to be free of
infectious agents. 
• Problems and deficiencies:
Blood centers must investigate
manufacturing problems, correct
all deficiencies, and notify the
FDA when product deviations
occur hi distributed products. 
If any one of these safeguards is breached, the blood product is considered unsuitable for transfu​sion and is subject to recall.

For more information, call 301-827-2000 or visit vfww.fda.gov/ cber/bloodhtm.



Testing Blood
The FDA reviews and approves all assay test kits used to detect infectious and transmissible diseases in donated blood. Each unit must be tested for Hepatitis B and C viruses (HBV and HCV), which cause inflammation of the liver. The three tests used identify current and previous infection with HBV and HCV; detect a person who has recovered from a hepatitis B infection but continues to be a carrier for HBV; and identify carriers of even symptomless HCV. Human Immunodeficiency Virus (HIV 1 and 2), which cause immuno​deficiency disease, or AIDS. One test detects antibodies to proteins of both types of HIV virus, and another detects one of the viral proteins of the HTV-1 virus.
Human T-Lymphotropic Virus, Types I and n, which can cause infections that can lead to leukemia or a variety of neurologic diseases. Syphilis. The test detects ongoing and previous infections with the bacterium that causes syphilis.
Iri addition, the FDA has licensed the first nucleic acid test systems for screening donors of whole blood and blood components, including fresh plasma, red cells and platelets. The semi'automated, highly sensitive systems can directly and rapidly recognize the genetic material of HCV and HIV, and thereby detect the infections before the appearance of their symptoms.

The Food and Drug Adminis​tration ensures the safety and wholesomeness of almost 80 percent of the United States food supply— all foods except meat, poultry and some egg products, which are regulated by the U.S. Department of Agriculture. The FDA does the job so well that American food is as safe as any in the world, but changing tastes and other developments keep presenting the agency with new challenges.

For example, Americans today eat a greater variety of imported foods than ever, and they are relying more and more on commercially prepared food products. The growing numbers of senior Americans have increased the proportion of the U.S. population considered at risk for developing foodborne illness to 25 percent Scientists have identified more than five times as many foodborne pathogens than were known 50 years ago; in addition, the FDA has recently confronted such potentially serious food safety hazards as transmissible spongifbrm encephalopathies (TSEs), chemical contaminants, pesticides, and food allergens.

Thanks to increased funding in recent years, me FDA and other federal, state and local authorities have greatly strengthened the safety of the U.S. food supply. With this


food safety initiative, the FDA has:
• launched new programs to
improve the safety of seafood, fresh
fruits and vegetables, sprouts, juice
and eggs; 
• focused its field inspection
program on products at "high risk"
for microbiological contamination; 
• developed new methods of
monitoring the mushrooming food
imports; and 
• made its research, risk assessment
and education activities responsive to
today's food safety needs. 
Protecting Food AgainstTerrarism
The terrorist attacks on September 11, 2001 made the protection of the national food supply against willful contamination a top priority for the FDA. To fulfill this vital task, the agency has carried out or initiated the following actions:
• It has cooperated with trie industry to
publish guidance for food processors
and importers on how to minimize the
risk of food tampering and terrorism. 
• It is hiring 600 additional import
investigators, laboratory analysts and
other personnel, who will use the latest
technology and scientific equipment to
help ensure the safety of imported and
domestic foods. 
• It is seeking new legislative authority
that will provide new tools to prevent
the distribution of food that may be
hazardous. 


For example, the FDA recently developed an educational campaign, 'To Your Health! Food Safety for Seniors," which is tailored to the unique information needs of the growing US. elderly population. Responding to the increased American consumption of imported food, the agency has conducted training seminars to familiarize regulatory officials abroad with FDA's "good agricultural practices," identification of food contaminants, and other food safety topics they need to know to make sure that foods exported from their countries to the United States meet the U.S. safety standards.
Since prevention is the cornerstone of the agency's strategy for the reduction of foodborne illness, the FDA's scientists are involved in cutting-edge research projects focused on the development of a sound scientific basis for the agency's public health decisions. All these activities have made the FDA's program for pathogen reduction substantially stronger than it was as recently as three or four years ago.

For more information, call the FDA's Food Information line, 1-888-SAFEFOOD (1-888-723-3366) or visit the FDA's Web site at wvfw.cfsan.fda.gov/~dms/ft-toc.html.
Health Care
U.S. Health Statistics 
11/28/08
 Health Insurance Coverage Stats: 
 Persons under age 65; Uninsured= 43 million (2007), which is roughly 16.5%. % w/ private insurance= 66.8% 
 Children under 18; % uninsured= 8.9%. % w/private insurance= 59.9%. % w/public health coverage= 32.7% (2007) 
 In 2005–2006, there were an estimated 2.3 million average annual emergency room visits made by those who had been discharged within 7 days from any hospital. This is Approximately 68 returning patients for every 1,000 discharged. 
 Leading causes in death: Heart disease (625,091), Cancer (559,312), Stroke ( 143,579), Chronic Lower Respiratory Diseases (130,933), Accidents (117,809), Diabetes (75,119), etc. (2005) 
 Infant Mortality: In 2005, the U.S. infant mortality rate was 6.86 infant deaths per 1,000 live births, not significantly different than the rate of 6.89 in 2000. 
 The Healthy People 2010 target goal for the U.S. infant mortality rate is 4.5 infant deaths per 1,000 live births (4). The current U.S. rate is about 50% higher than the goal. 
 The impact of infant mortality is considerable: There are more than 28,000 deaths to children under 1 year of age each year in the United States. 
 Children prescribed medication for emotional or behavioral conditions: Approximately 2.9 million children (5.1%) were prescribed medication for such difficulties. (2008) 
 Boys were prescribed meds twice as often as girls 
 Almost 9 in 10 children who were prescribed medication for emotional or behavioral difficulties received this medication for the symptoms of ADHD. 
 In 1999-2006, the prevalence of HIV infection among U.S. adults aged 18-49 years residing in households was 0.47%. In addition, race/ethnic and gender disparities were present. HIV infection was higher among non-Hispanic blacks compared with other race/ethnic groups and higher among men than women. 
 HIV infection was significantly associated with HSV-2 (Herpes Simplex 2) infection. The association was especially strong among non-Hispanic blacks where infection with HSV-2 is significantly higher than in all other race/ethnic groups. 
 Births/Natality: Number of births: 4,138,349. Birth rate: 14 per 1,000. Total fertility rate: 66.7 births per 1,000 women. Percent born low birth weight: 8.2. Percent unmarried: 36.9. Mean age at first birth: 25.2. (2005) 
 Deaths/Mortality: Number of deaths= 2,448,017. Death rate= 825.9 deaths per 100,000 people. Life expectancy- 77.8 years. 
 Leading contraceptive method: Pill. % of women aged 15-44 using the pill: 19%. 
 Percent of adults who engaged in regular leisure-time physical activity: 31 (2006) 
 Percent of adults who engaged in no leisure-time physical activity: 39.5 (2006) 
 Percent of children ages 2-17 with a dental visit in the past year: 76 (2006) 
 Percent of adults ages 18-64 with a dental visit in the past year: 62 (2006) 
 Percent of adults ages 65 and over with a dental visit in the past year: 58 (2006) 
 Percent of adults with a limitation in usual activities due to one or more chronic health conditions: 11.4 (2006) 
 In 2007, only one state (Colorado) had a prevalence of obesity less than 20%. Thirty states had a prevalence equal to or greater than 25%; three of these states (Alabama, Mississippi and Tennessee) had a prevalence of obesity equal to or greater than 30%. 

All the above was taken from: http://www.cdc.gov/nchs
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HEALTH INSURANCE COVERAGE IN AMERICA - Charlene Cutler-Floss


Who: "One in six Americans" (apprx. 45 million) lack health insurance coverage today
(Wall Street Journal 1/19/07. Lacking insurance, citizens receive too little health care,
often too late, and suffer from.poorer health and earlier deaths. ,
Costs in lost productivity: approximately $130 Billion a year (National Institute of Health at pubmedcentral.nih.gov, an archive of biomedical and life sciences journal literature). Costs quantified in 2004 by Dr. Coleman, co-chair of US Institute of Medicine.
What: Proposals to address this issue from governors, congress and White House. California, with GovAS leading the way, is in forefront of Nat'1 discussion. Plan to take $ from hospitals, doctors and fed gov't, increase eligibility to Medi-Cal (MediCaid in rest of world), and require insurance companies to accept all applicants in state. Vermont already has universal coverage and finances with 3% premium fee on insurance co's. How: Buy-in from diverse groups with often competing interests. Business, labor, ins. co's etc. GovAS's plan takes something from all and gives something, but not equally. Players:
Individuals: Many, especially self-employed and working poor, can't afford ins. Families forced into bankruptcy in increasing rates, lack of knowledge re: true costs of care leads to over-consumption, straining the system. Current employer-based system provides tax advantages for employers, but not for individuals buying insurance. New plan will require those with 3x national poverty level to purchase, those under that level will receive assistance. Proposal is for catastrophic coverage, with $10,000 deductible.
Business: According to the Medical Expenditure Panel Survey, CA ranks as 6th most expensive state to buy health insurance. Businesses factor that in if they don't "have" to be located here (Microsoft.comsmallbusiness/resources/finance/business). GovAS plan only requires them to provide if employing 10+ people, can pay a smaller amount into state fund if employing less than 10 people.
Insurance providers: Currently making large profits. Can expect to make less money with universal coverage than what they make now. New people could be excluded from some coverage plans but must be offered something. Profits will be ltd. To 15%, 85% of income must be spent on patient care. Companies could be regulated like utilities.
Municipalities: Facing huge costs for retiree health care benefits, many will be unable to meet those costs and are cutting back on benefits..
Healthcare Providers: Hospitals seeing growing numbers of charity care, don't currently receive full reimbursements for costs from insurance companies. Plan levies new taxes on doctors and hospitals to pay for care for the uninsured, incl. immigrants. Physicians: No reimbursement for charity care and don't get reimbursed for full cost of care (insurance can pay less than cost of providing care) with many insurance plans. Proposal is to pay 80% of what Medicare pays (still below costs).

Health Care
OBESITY FACT SHEET 
2/10/09

- United States 30.6% of the population is considered Obese 
Obesity means having too much body fat. It is different from being overweight, which means weighing too much. The weight may come from muscle, bone, fat and/or body water. Both terms mean that a person's weight is greater than what's considered healthy for his or her height. 
Childhood obesity rates have tripled over the past two decades. The calorie-dense, fatty, salty diet eaten by American children, combined with the serious lack of physical activity means that 25% of kids under 10 years of age have high cholesterol, high blood pressure or some other contributor to heart disease. 
· A person’s weight is the result of many factors, including environment, family history and genetics, metabolism (the way your body changes food and oxygen into energy), behavior or habits, and other factors. 
· For most people, overweight and obesity are caused by not having energy balance. The amount of calories you get from food and drinks is energy IN. The amount of energy your body uses daily is energy OUT. To maintain a healthy weight, energy IN and energy OUT should balance over time. 
· Overweight and obesity are calculated using the body mass index (BMI). BMI is an estimate of body fat and a good gauge of your risk for diseases that occur with more body fat. Adults can calculate their BMI using the National Heart, Lung, and Blood Institute’s online calculator, or your health care provider can calculate your BMI. 
· Children’s BMI is calculated based on growth charts for their age and sex. This is called BMI-for-age percentile. For more information, go to the Centers for Disease Control and Prevention’s BMI-for-age calculator. 
· Treatment for overweight and obesity includes lifestyle changes. These changes mean cutting back on calories, following a healthy eating plan, being physically active, and making behavioral changes. 
· When lifestyle changes aren’t enough, other treatment options for some people are weight loss medicines and surgery. 
· To manage weight and prevent unhealthy weight gain, adults should aim for 60 minutes of moderate-to-vigorous intensity physical activity most days of the week. To keep up weight loss, aim for 60 to 90 minutes of daily moderate-intensity physical activity. 
· Children and teens should strive for 60 minutes of physical activity a day. 
· Overweight and obesity in children and teens can be prevented with healthy food choices and more physical activity. Parents and families should create habits that encourage healthful food choices and physical activity early in a child’s life. 
According to the National Health and Nutrition Examination Survey (NHANES) 2003–2004, about one-third of adults in the United States are overweight and slightly more than one-third are obese. The survey also shows differences in overweight and obesity according to racial/ethnic groups. 
· In women, overweight and obesity are highest for non-Hispanic Black women (about 82 percent), compared to about 75 percent for Mexican American women and 58 percent for non-Hispanic White women. 
· In men, overweight and obesity also are higher for minority groups. They’re highest for Mexican American men (about 76 percent), compared to about 71 percent for non-Hispanic White men and about 69 percent for non-Hispanic Black men. 
· About 19 percent of school-aged children and about 17 percent of teens are overweight. 
· About 18 percent of school-aged children and about 17 percent of teens are at risk for overweight. 
· In male children and teens, overweight is highest for Mexican Americans (about 22 percent), compared to 17 percent for non-Hispanic Whites and about 16 percent for non-Hispanic Blacks. 
· In female children and teens, overweight is highest for non-Hispanic Blacks (23 percent), compared to 16 percent for Mexican Americans and about 14 percent for non-Hispanic Whites. Income 
Overweight and obesity are also common in groups with low incomes. Women with low incomes are about 50 percent more likely to be obese than women with higher incomes. Among children and teens, overweight in non-Hispanic White teens is related to a lower family income. 
Low-income families also buy more high-calorie, high-fat foods, which may add to the problem. This is because they tend to cost less than more healthful foods such as fruits and vegetables. 
Between 1962 and the year 2000, the number of obese Americans grew from 13% to an alarming 31% of the population.
-- 63% of Americans are overweight with a Body Mass Index (BMI) in excess of 25.0.
-- 31% are obese with a BMI in excess of 30.0.
-- Childhood obesity in the United States has more than tripled in the past two decades.
-- According to the U.S. Surgeon General report obesity is responsible for 300,000 deaths every year.
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Public Health Expenditure, by Country (% of GDP) 
Current and capital spending from government (central and local) budgets, external borrowings and grants (including donations from international agencies and nongovernmental organizations) and social (or compulsory) health insurance funds. Together with private health expenditure, it makes up total health expenditure. 


	Highest percentage spent 
	Lowest percentage spent 

	Iceland 
	8.8% 
	Portugal 
	6.7% 
	Myanmar 
	0.5% 
	Congo 
	1.3% 

	Germany 
	8.7 
	Croatia 
	6.5 
	Pakistan 
	0.7 
	Nigeria 
	1.3 

	Norway 
	8.6 
	Australia 
	6.4 
	Congo, Dem. Rep. of the 
	0.7 
	Philippines 
	1.4 

	Sweden 
	8.0 
	Japan 
	6.4 
	Burundi 
	0.7 
	Ghana 
	1.4 

	France 
	7.7 
	Colombia 
	6.4 
	Azerbaijan 
	0.9 
	Togo 
	1.4 

	Denmark 
	7.5 
	Belgium 
	6.3 
	Tajikistan 
	0.9 
	Trinidad and Tobago 
	1.5 

	Malta 
	7.4 
	Italy 
	6.3 
	Guinea 
	0.9 
	Viet Nam 
	1.5 

	East Timor 
	7.3 
	New Zealand 
	6.3 
	Georgia 
	1.0 
	Comoros 
	1.5 

	São Tomé and Principe 
	7.2 
	Cuba 
	6.3 
	Equatorial Guinea 
	1.0 
	Nepal 
	1.5 

	Canada 
	6.9 
	Luxembourg 
	6.2 
	Côte d'Ivoire 
	1.0 
	Central African Republic 
	1.5 

	United Kingdom 
	6.9 
	Netherlands 
	6.1 
	Indonesia 
	1.1 
	Singapore 
	1.6 

	United States 
	6.8 
	Israel 
	6.1 
	Bangladesh 
	1.1 
	Sri Lanka 
	1.6 

	Czech Republic 
	6.8 
	Hungary 
	6.1 
	Armenia 
	1.2 
	Rwanda 
	1.6 

	Switzerland 
	6.7 
	Macedonia 
	6.0 
	India 
	1.2 
	Morocco 
	1.7 

	Slovenia 
	6.7 
	Ireland 
	5.8 
	Laos 
	1.2 
	Madagascar 
	1.7 

	
	
	Costa Rica 
	5.8 
	Cameroon 
	1.2 
	Kenya 
	1.7 



Source: Human Development Report, 2006, United Nations. Web: hdr.undp.org. 


Per Capita Health Expenditures, by Country 
The sum of public and private expenditure (in purchasing power parity terms in US dollars), divided by the population. Health expenditure includes the provision of health services (preventive and curative), family planning activities, nutrition activities and emergency aid designated for health, but excludes the provision of water and sanitation. 


	Highest expenditure per capita 
	Lowest expenditure per capita 

	Country 
	Expenditure
per capita
(in US $) 
	Country 
	Expenditure
per capita
(in US $) 
	Country 
	Expenditure
per capita
(in US $) 
	Country 
	Expenditure
per capita
(in US $) 

	United States 
	$5,711 
	Austria 
	$2,306 
	Congo, Dem. Rep. of the 
	$14 
	Pakistan 
	$48 

	Norway 
	3,809 
	Italy 
	2,266 
	Burundi 
	15 
	Angola 
	49 

	Switzerland 
	3,776 
	Japan 
	2,244 
	Ethiopia 
	20 
	Eritrea 
	50 

	Luxembourg 
	3,680 
	Finland 
	2,108 
	Congo 
	23 
	Myanmar 
	51 

	Iceland 
	3,110 
	Greece 
	1,997 
	Madagascar 
	24 
	Nigeria 
	51 

	Germany 
	3,001 
	Israel 
	1,911 
	Comoros 
	25 
	Zambia 
	51 

	Canada 
	2,989 
	New Zealand 
	1,893 
	Tanzania 
	29 
	Chad 
	51 


Health Care
Stem Cell Fact Sheet


• What are Stem Cells:
o Common person definition: Cells in the human body that have the potential to develop into different ceil types
(non-differentiated cells) o Types of Stem cells and where they are found:
« Embryonic: Fetal tissue and blastocysts
« Intermediate: Placenta, Umbilical Cord, Baby teeth
• Adult: Adult organs and tissue ex. Bone Marrow
• Terminology associated with Stem cells:
o Blastocyst: the phase of development in which a fertilized egg has divided more than 32x producing 3 distinct layers, these layers are
• Inner cell Mass: layer of cells that will become the fetus 
• Mesoderm and exoderm( outer cell mass): layers of cells that form the placenta 
o Pluripotent: The ability of a cell to become/ differentiate into any/all of the 220 different cell types( has no initial preference of become one cell type over another, they have no "memory")
» Only Embryonic stem cells have been shown to be pluripotent
o Telomeres: sequences of DMA, regulated by the enzyme teiomerase, that lengthens DNA to allow it to replicate
» When a ceil loses its ability to replicate cell death ensues (results are aging of the organism)
• What is a stem cell line:
o "Self replenishing colonies of stem cells."
o One stem cell produces many other stem cells creating a colony of non-differentiated ceils
• Different Stem Cells
	
	Embryonic
	Intermediate
	Adult

	Pluripotent
	yes
	to a small extent
	Not very much ; tend to have cell/ tissue memory

	Where derived
	Reproductive cells such as fertilized eggs
	Somatic cells and reproductive intermediates
	Somatic cells only

	Other stuff
	Unlimited regeneration; telomeres don't shorten
	
	Limited regeneration, telomeres shorten lifespan. dependent upon type of tissue memory.


How Cells are obtained for cell lines: o Embryonic
• Fertility clinics-discarded eggs as a result of in-vitro fertilization process 
• Aborted fetuses 
• Cloning: note* cloned fetuses are known as "entities" 
• Made to order: Like fertility clinics but without the intension of using the embryos for reproductive
purposes (make them just to make them) 
o Adult and Intermediate:
• Donation
What is federally funded and How does federal funding work for Stem cell research
o 22 embryonic stem cell lines have been established pre-2001 using Fed. Funds. After Aug. 2001 no other
stem cell lines were allowed to be established using Fed.-Funds o If an institute receives Federal Funding they cannot create new embryonic stem cell lines whether the
funding is going directly to that or not. o Samples of the 22 original embryonic stem cell lines can be purchased from the University of Wisconsin
using federal funds. This is the only allowed federal funded research involving embryonic stem cells, o Funding
• Regulated funding from the National Institute of Health (NIH) 
• In Aug. 2001 -$250 million was allotted for stem cell research (maintaining the existing embryonic
stem cell lines and researching Adult and Intermediate stem cell lines) 
• As of Aug. 2006-only $90 million was allotted for stem cell research with the same restriction as
2001 funding 
• -64% cut in funding 
• $160 million cut in 5 yrs = ~ $32 million cut each year
o Problems with Federally funded embryonic stem cell lines 

• Limited genetic variations, Researches Need approximately 100 embryonic stem cell lines to see a
large enough genetic.variation to do research. 
• The stem cell lines are older 
• Despite the ability for stem cells to continually divide, the more division occurs the more
mutation also occurs and is passed on.
• Adult stem cell line and intermediate stem cell lines tend to differentiate even before being exposed
to different cell types do to inherited cell memory
• There is no way of pinpointing how this cell memory occurs or even what triggers it but
once a cell differentiates it will only produce one cell type;
• These cells age.
• What stem cells are used for
o Gene therapy
o Creation of new tissues and organs o Repair and regeneration of nervous system
o Research for cancer treatment: Looks specifically at telomeres. Telomeres of cancer cells are more similar to embryonic stem cells than any other type of cell.
Health Care
Stem Cells 
Definitions:

Blastocyst: A fertilized egg after several days of cell division.
Who?
• US Gov 
• Private Labs 
• National Institutes of Health 
• Religious groups 
Where? .
• USA 
• UK ' 
• Singapore
What? 
Stem cell research is legal however federal funding only goes to adult stem cell research
Why?
• Fetal or embryonic stem cells are taken from female eggs.
• thousands of eggs are simply thrown away every year by fertility clinics, which could be used for
research 
• To some people, taking stem cells from a fetus or embryo amounts to unethical exploitation of
human life, and healing one life does not justify destroying another 
• An adult stem cell is an undifferentiated cell found among differentiated cells in a tissue or organ 
• The primary roles of adult stem cells in a living organism are to maintain and repair the tissue in
which they are found. 
• Adult blood forming stem cells from bone marrow have been used in transplants for 30 years. 
• Bush originally justified his position by claiming there were "more than 60" stem cell lines for
researchers to work with, however most of those line are unusable do to contamination(mouse
cells) 
• Embryonic stem cell research is not illegal. . Existing regulations only restrict the funding
activities of the National Institutes of Health. The NIH can't fund embryonic stem-cell research
except with stem-cell lines approved by the president. But scientists can use private funding to
perform embryonic stem-cell research. 
• Extracting embryonic stem cells from the blastocyst destroys the embryo. Some religious and
other groups believe human life begins at conception, and therefore are ethically opposed to
embryonic stem-cell research. 
• Christians believe life begins at conception, Muslims and other groups do not. It could be argued
that religion is influencing policy 
• No one has yet published successful results in a peer-reviewed medical journal — a step required
for scientific acceptance and confirmation, that anyone has been cured using embryonic stem cell
lines. 
• There has been no objections to date of the using of adult stem cells 
• Increasing evidence shows embryonic stem cells are difficult to control and preserve. When
transplanted into experimental animals, these cells generally continue this untamed behavior, with
a tendency to form tumors 
• private investors have avoided backing ESC due to the wait perhaps 10 years for commercial
products that very well may not materialize and because they're spooked by the ethical concerns.
Hence the push for federal funding 
• 2002 RAND Corporation Survey, 400,000 frozen embryos are stored in fertility clinics. 
• 88.2 percent of the embryos are reserved for future attempts at pregnancy. 
» Only 2.2 percent are to be discarded and 2.8 percent have been slated for research
• August of 2001, the president designated $250 million toward adult stem-cell research.
When?
At least ten years before actual benefits could be put into use and any return on investment could be seen

Health Care
United States Healthcare Factsheet
GOOD STUFF: The government directly covers over 25% of the population through health care programs for the elderly, disabled, military service families and veterans, children, and the poor. Federal law ensures public access to emergency services regardless of ability to pay.
BAD STUFF: The United States is the only wealthy, industrialized nation that does not have a universal health care system.
The mandatory emergency service access law is unfunded which strains hospitals. Many services are subsidized by taxes, employer-sponsored health insurance is non-taxable. Government spending accounted for 45.1% of total health spending in the U.S. in 2005.
US spends 15% of its GDP on health care, the highest percentage in the world. Despite this, only 84.2% of citizens have some form of health insurance coverage. The number of uninsured increased from 44.8 million to 47.0 million from 2005 to 2006. 25% of the country's uninsured, or 11 million people, are eligible for government health care programs but unenrolled.
Employers that do provide insurance, on average, spend between 4.6 and 8.7% of their payroll in health insurance premiums. The cost of health care premiums is rising much faster than the general rate of inflation or employee wages. Since 2001, premiums for family coverage have increased 78%, while inflation has risen 17% and wages have risen 19%.
LOCAL LEVEL UNIVERSAL HEALTHCARE. The Massachussets is implementing a
near-universal health care system by mandating that residents purchase health insurance.
The City of San
Francisco is also Table I
undertaking a
universal health INTERNATIONAL HEALTH COMPARISONS
care system for Oamida Fran« UK us
uninsured Health spending .$2,931 $2,736 $2,160 $5,267
residents. per capita, 2002
California, Maine, Private share of 30% 24% . 17% 55%
Vermont and spending
Hawaii are also Life expectancy 79,7 79.2 78.1 77.1
considering or , , ,. , , , „ , „
6 Intant mortality x2. .4.5 xO 6.8
seeking to per 1.000 births
implement
, Phvsiciaus per 2.1 3.3 2,0 2.7
universal or near- .' J,
1.000 people
universal systems.
Nurses per 9.9 7.0 9.0 S.I
1.000 people
Hospital beds per 3.2 4.2 3.9 2.9.
1,000 people
Source: Organization for Economic Cooperation and Development. OECD Health Data '2004

Health Care
Universal Healthcare Pros and Cons

PROs

Ensuring the health of all citizens benefits a nation
economically.
About 60% of the U.S. health care system is already
publicly financed with federal and state taxes,
property taxes, and tax subsidies - a universal
healthcare system would merely replace
private/employer spending with taxes. Total spending
would go down for individuals and employers.
A single payer system could save $286 billion a year
in overhead and paperwork. Administrative costs in
the U.S. health care system are substantially higher
than those in other countries and than in the public
sector in the US: one estimate put the total
administrative costs at 24 percent of U.S. health care
spending.
Several studies have shown a majority of taxpayers
and citizens across the political divide would prefer a
universal healthcare system over the current U.S.
system
Wastefulness and inefficiency in the delivery of
health care would be reduced.
America spends a far higher percentage of GDP on
health care than any other country but has worse
ratings on such criteria as quality of care, efficiency
of care, access to care, safe care, equity, right care
and wait times, according to the Commonwealth
Fund.
By reducing paperwork a universal system would
allow doctors to spend more time with patients,
thereby increasing physician productivity.
Universal health care could act as a subsidy to
business, at no cost thereto. (Indeed, the Big Three of
U.S. car manufacturers cite health-care provision as a
reason for their ongoing financial travails. The cost of
health insurance to U.S. car manufacturers adds
between USD 900 and USD 1,400 to each car made
in the U.S.A.)
The profit motive adversely affects the cost and
quality of health care. If managed care programs and
their concomitant provider networks are abolished,
then doctors would no longer be guaranteed patients
solely on the basis of their membership in a provider
group and regardless of the quality of care they
provide. Quality of care would increase as true
competition for patients is restored.
According to an estimate by Dr. Marcia Angel]
roughly 50% of healthcare dollars are spent on
healthcare, the rest go to various middlemen and
intermediaries.

CONs


Universal heath care would result in increased wait times, which could result in unnecessary deaths. Poorer quality of care. Care can only be funded through taxation, which deprives individuals of their right to property. "The only way the government can give one American one dollar is to confiscate it first, under intimidation, threats, and coercion, from another American." Unequal access and health disparities still exist in universal health care systems. Universal health care would reduce efficiency because of more bureaucratic oversight and more paperwork, which could lead to fewer doctor-patient visits. Advocates of this argument claim that the performance of administrative duties by doctors results from medical centralization and over-regulation, and may reduce charitable provision of medical services by doctors. By law, uninsured citizens receive emergency care regardless of ability to pay. The health care safety net, which includes free medical clinics, charity care, nonprofits and government-run community hospitals, provides necessary care to the uninsured. Universal health care would eliminate the right, to privacy between doctors and patients. Empirical evidence on single payer-insurance programs demonstrates that the cost exceeds the expectations of advocates. Canada is only able to provide its system, which is often used as an example for America to emulate, because of a trade surplus with the United States. Such a System is not feasible in America.
Health Care
Universal Healthcare In Other Countries Factsheet


Most of Europe has publicly sponsored and regulated health care.
The Netherlands has a dual level system. All primary and curative care (i.e. the family doctor service and hospitals and clinics) is financed from private compulsory insurance. Long term care for the elderly, the dying, the long term mentally ill etc. is covered by social, insurance funded from taxation.
The system is 50% financed from payroll taxes paid by employers to a fund controlled by the Health regulator. The government contributes an additional 5% to the regulator's fund. The remaining 45% is collected as premiums paid by the insured directly to the insurance company. All insurance companies receive additional funding from the regulator's fund. Insurers with high payouts will receive more from the regulator than those with low payouts. Thus insurance companies have no incentive to deter high cost individuals from taking insurance and are compensated if they have to pay out more than might be expected. Insurance companies compete with each other on price for the 45% direct premium part of the funding and try to do negotiate deals with hospitals to keep costs low and quality high. These deals are visible to the regulator who ensures fair play for the policyholders.
In the United Kingdom, the NHS provides a very wide range of health services to virtually the entire population. It is entirely funded from general taxation. As a consequence, it does not bill its services to either its patients or an insurance fund. Medicines, hospital supplies (such as bandages and hip joints), and hospital supplied meals and refreshments are all available free of charge to in-patients. Even outpatients receive free loans of medical aids such as crutches. This is a factor which reduces administration costs considerably over insurance based systems.
Argentina, Brazil, Canada , Chile, Costa Rica. Cuba and Uruguay all have public health care provided. Mexico is planning to launch its own universal health care network.
Thailand introduced universal coverage reforms in 2001, becoming one of only a handful of lower-middle income countries to do so.
India has partial universal health care system run by the local governments. The "government hospitals", some of which are among the best hospitals in India,1351 provide treatment at taxpayer cost. Selected drugs are offered free of charge in some hospitals. In 1946 a Health Survey and Development Committee in India put forward a plan for a universal health care system. According to India Today, the country has not lived up to their outlined plan. As of 2007, the hospitals contain only a tenth of the recommended ratio of hospital beds; there are only 70 beds for every 100,000 people.

Law

BILL DF RIGHTS
Preamble:
Congress of the United States
begun and held at the City of New-York, on
Wednesday the fourth of March, one thousand seven hundred and eighty nine.
THE Conventions of a number of the States, having at the time of their adopting the Constitution, expressed a desire, in order to
prevent misconstruction or abuse of its powers, that further declaratory and restrictive clauses should be added: And as extending
the ground of public confidence in the Government, will best ensure the beneficent ends of its institution.
RESOLVED by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of America, in Congress assembled, two thirds of both
Houses concurring, that the following Articles be proposed to the Legislatures of the several States, as amendments to the
Constitution of the United States, all, or any of which Articles, when ratified by three fourths of the said Legislatures, to be valid to all
intents and purposes, as part of the said Constitution; viz.
ARTICLES in addition to, and Amendment of the Constitution of the United States of America, proposed by Congress, and ratified by
the Legislatures of the several States, pursuant to the fifth Article of the original Constitution.
Amendment I
Congress shall make no law respecting an establishment of religion, or prohibiting the free exercise thereof; or abridging the freedom
of speech, or of the press; or the right of the people peaceably to assemble, and to petition the Government for a redress of
grievances.
Amendment II
A well regulated Militia, being necessary to the security of a free State, the right of the people to keep and bear Arms, shall not be
infringed.
Amendment III
No Soldier shall, in time of peace be quartered in any house, without the consent of the Owner, nor in time of war, but in a manner to
be prescribed by law.
Amendment IV
The right of the people to be secure in their persons, houses, papers, and effects, against unreasonable searches and seizures, shall
not be violated, and no Warrants shall issue, but upon probable cause, supported by Dath or affirmation, and particularly describing
the place to be searched, and the persons or things to be seized.
Amendment V
No person shall be held to answer for a capital, or otherwise infamous crime, unless on a presentment or indictment of a Grand Jury,
except in cases arising in the land or naval forces, or in the Militia, when in actual service in time of War or public danger; nor shall
any person be subject for the same offence to be twice put in jeopardy of life or limb; nor shall be compelled in any criminal case to be
a witness against himself, nor be deprived of life, liberty, or property, without due process of law; nor shall private property be taken
for public use. without just compensation.
Amendment VI
In all criminal prosecutions, the accused shall enjoy the right to a speedy and public trial, by an impartial jury of the State and district
wherein the crime shall have been committed, which district shall have been previously ascertained by law, and to be informed of the
nature and cause of the accusation: to be confronted with the witnesses against him; to have compulsory process for obtaining
witnesses in his favor, and to have the Assistance of Counsel for his defence.
Amendment VII
In Suits at common law, where the value in controversy shall exceed twenty dollars, the right of trial by jury shall be preserved, and
no fact tried by a jury, shall be otherwise re-examined in any Court of the United States, than according to the rules of the common
law.
Amendment VIII
Excessive bail shall not be required, nor excessive fines imposed, nor cruel and unusual punishments inflicted.
Amendment IX
The enumeration in the Constitution, of certain rights, shall not be construed to deny or disparage others retained by the people.
Amendment X
The powers not delegated to the United States by the Constitution, nor prohibited by it to the States, are reserved to the States
respectively, or to the people.

Law

U.S. Constitution 

 Approved by the First Congress in 1789 and ratified by the States in 1791, the first ten amendments to the Constitution--the Bill of Rights--assure basic individual liberties essential to a free and democratic society. 
 Each article establishes a branch of the government; Legislative, Judicial, and Executive. They also define terms, such as treason, and give rules/guidelines for things such as removal of the President and what kind of cases may be sent up to the Federal Courts. 
 The 1st Amendment protects the people's right to practice religion, to speak freely, to assemble (meet), to address the government and of the press to publish. 
 The 2nd Amendment protects the right to own guns. There is debate whether this is a right that protects the state, or a right that protects individuals. 
 The 3rd Amendment guarantees that the army cannot force homeowners to give them room and board. 
 The 4th Amendment protects the people from the government improperly taking property, papers, or people, without a valid warrant based on probable cause (good reason). 
 The 5th Amendment protects people from being held for committing a crime unless they are properly indicted, that they may not be tried twice for the same crime, that you need not be forced to testify against yourself, and from property being taken without just compensation. It also contains due process guarantees. 
 The 6th Amendment guarantees a speedy trial, an impartial jury, that the accused can confront witnesses against them, and that the accused must be allowed to have a lawyer. 
 The 7th Amendment guarantees a jury trial in federal civil court cases. This type of case is normally no longer heard in federal court. 
 The 8th Amendment guarantees that punishments will be fair, and not cruel, and that extraordinarily large fines will not be set. 
 The 9th Amendment is simply a statement that other rights aside from those listed may exist, and just because they are not listed doesn't mean they can be violated. 
 The 10th Amendment is the subject of some debate, but essentially it states that any power not granted to the federal government belongs to the states or to the people. See the Federalism Topic Page for more information. 
 The 11th Amendment more clearly defines the original jurisdiction of the Supreme Court concerning a suit brought against a state by a citizen of another state. 
 The 12th Amendment redefines how the President and Vice-President are chosen by the Electoral College, making the two positions cooperative, rather than first and second highest vote-getters. It also ensures that anyone who becomes Vice-President must be eligible to become President. 
 The 13th Amendment abolished slavery in the entire United States. 
 The 14th Amendment ensured that all citizens of all states enjoyed not only rights on the federal level, but on the state level, too. It removed the three-fifths counting of slaves in the census. It ensured that the United States would not pay the debts of rebellious states. It also had several measures designed to ensure the loyalty of legislators who participated on the Confederate side of the Civil War. 
 The 15th Amendment ensures that race cannot be used as a criteria for voting. 
 The 16th Amendment authorizes the United States to collect income tax without regard to the population of the states. 
 The 17th Amendment shifted the choosing of Senators from the state legislatures to the people of the states. 
 The 18th Amendment abolished the sale or manufacture of alcohol in the United States. This amendment was later repealed (erased). 
 The 19th Amendment ensures that gender cannot be used as a criteria for voting. 
 The 20th Amendment set new start dates for the terms of the Congress and the President, and clarifies how the deaths of Presidents before swearing-in would be handled. 
 The 21st Amendment repealed the 18th Amendment. 
 The 22nd Amendment set a limit on the number of times a President could be elected - two four-year terms. It has one exception for a Vice-President who assumes the Presidency after the death or removal of the President, establishing the maximum term of any President to 10 years. 
 The 23rd Amendment grants the District of Columbia (Washington D.C.) the right to three electors in Presidential elections. 
 The 24th Amendment ensured that no tax could be charged to vote for any federal office. 
 The 25th Amendment clarifies even further the line of succession to the Presidency, and establishes rules for a President who becomes unable to perform his duties while in office. 
 The 26th Amendment ensures that any person 18 or over may vote. 
 The 27th Amendment requires that any law that increased the pay of legislators may not take effect until after an election. 
 http://www.usconstitution.net/constquick.html
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Supreme Court and (a few of the many) Significant Historical Cases 

General Supreme Court info: 
 Justices are appointed for life 
 Powers: 
o Both original and appellate jurisdiction-can refuse cases; acts as saying the last court to handle it did fine, and no further appeal can be made. 
 Original: when involves a state directly (when one of the names is a state, it starts at the S.C. level), ambassadors, consuls, public ministers, etc. 
 Appellate when have passed through other federal courts (or sometimes highest state court) and is appealed 

Cases (info borrowed from unimportant other places): 
 Marbury v. Madison (1803): In itself a minor case of a denied Presidential appointment, it established the principle of judicial review, giving the previously rather powerless court the right to rule on the constitutionality of an act, law, etc. 
 Plessy v. Ferguson (1896): Declared separate but equal accommodations to enforce racial segregation. 
 Shenk v. U.S (1919): The US can restrict free speech, especially during wartime, when it is shown to present a “clear and present danger.” 
 Brown v. Board of Education of Topeka (1954): Laws enforcing segregation in schools are unconstitutional. States are ordered to desegregate at “all deliberate speed.” 
 Furman v. Georgia (1972): All death penalty statutes, in all states, were unconstitutional as written due to subjectivity and arbitrariness. Re-written state statutes brought the death penalty back within a few years. 
 Roe v. Wade (1973): Laws prohibiting abortion, except in the last trimester, are unconstitutional based on the 14th Amendment’s implied right of a woman’s privacy in decisions about her body. 
This comes from the following sentence in the amendment, based on what is called the privileges or immunities clause. 
No State shall make or enforce any law which shall abridge the privileges or immunities of citizens of the United States; nor shall any State deprive any person of life, liberty, or property, without due process of law; nor deny to any person within its jurisdiction the equal protection of the laws. 
 Bush, et al v. Gore, et al (2000): In a landmark 5/4 decision, the court overturns the ruling of the Florida State Supreme Court and cedes that state’s Electoral College votes, and the Presidency of the United States, to George W. Bush. 
 Webster v. Reproductive Health Services (1989): States can restrict access to abortions, so long as they do not impose restrictions that would, in effect, outlaw them entirely. 
 Gonzales v. Oregon (2006): Supreme Court rules 6 to 3 in favor of Oregon’s doctor assisted suicide law. Justice Anthony Kennedy, speaking for the majority, said that “It is difficult to defend the attorney general's declaration that the statute [the Controlled Substances Act of 1970 -- a law originally intended to fight illegal drugs] impliedly criminalizes physicians-assisted suicide." 
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United States Foreign Intelligence Surveillance Court(FISA)


The United States Foreign Intelligence Surveillance Court (or FISC) is a U.S. federal court authorized under 50 U.S.C. § 1803. It was established by the Foreign Intelligence Surveillance Act of 1978 (FISA). The FISC oversees requests for surveillance warrants against suspected foreign intelligence agents inside the United States by federal police agencies (primarily the F.B.I.). The FISA and FISC were inspired by the recommendations of the Church Committee.
FISA warrant
Each application for one of these surveillance warrants (called a FISA warrant) is made before an individual judge of the court. Like a grand jury, FISC is not an adversarial court: the federal government is the only party to its proceedings. However, the court may allow third parties to submit briefs as amici curiae. When the Attorney General determines that an emergency exists he may authorize the emergency employment of electronic surveillance before obtaining the necessary authorization from the FISA court, after which the Attorney General or his designee must notify a judge of the court not more than 72 hours after the Attorney General authorizes such surveillance.
Closed hearings and classified proceedings
Because of the sensitive nature of its business, the FISC is a "secret court": its hearings are closed to the public, and, while records of the proceedings are kept, those records are also not available to the public. (Copies of those records with classified information redacted can and have been made public.) Due to the classified nature of its proceedings, only government attorneys are usually permitted to appear before the FISC. Due to the nature of the matters heard before it, FISC hearings may need to take place at any time of day or night, weekdays or weekends; thus, at least one judge must be "on call" at all times to hear evidence and decide whether or not to issue a warrant.
Recent News
President Bush's spy chief is pushing to expand the government's surveillance authority at the same time the administration is under attack for stretching its domestic eavesdropping powers. National Intelligence Director Mike McConnell has circulated a draft bill that would expand the government's powers under the Foreign Intelligence Surveillance Act, liberalizing how that law can be used. The changes McConnell is seeking mostly affect a cloak-and-dagger category of warrants used to investigate suspected spies, terrorists and other national security threats. The court-approved surveillance could include planting listening devices and hidden cameras, searching luggage and breaking into homes to make copies of computer hard drives.
According to officials familiar with the draft changes to FISA, McConnell wants to:
• Give the NSA the power to monitor foreigners without seeking FISA court approval, even if the
surveillance is conducted by tapping phones and e-mail accounts in the United States.
"Determinations about whether a court order is required should be based on considerations about
the target of the surveillance, rather than the particular means of communication or the location
from which the surveillance is being conducted," NSA Director Keith Alexander told the Senate
last year. 
• Clarify the standards the FBI and NSA must use to get court orders for basic information about
calls and e-mails — such as the number dialed, e-mail address, or time and date of the
communications. Civil liberties advocates contend the change will make it too easy for the
government to access this information. 
• Triple the life span of a FISA warrant for a non-U.S. citizen from 120 days to one year, allowing
the government to monitor much longer without checking back in with a judge. 
• Give telecommunications companies immunity from civil liability for their cooperation with
Bush's terrorist surveillance program. Pending lawsuits against companies including Verizon and
AT&T allege they violated privacy laws by giving phone records to the NSA for the program. 
• Extend from 72 hours to one week the amount of time the government can conduct surveillance
without a court order in emergencies.

Law
US Patriot Act Fact Sheet
	


What is the Patriot Act? An overnight revision of the nation's surveillance laws. Most of surveillance revisions were on the law enforcement 'wish list' that had already been rejected by Congress, sometimes repeatedly

US Constitution (Bill of Rights) -
1st Amendment: Congress shall make no
law respecting an establishment of religion, or prohibiting the free exercise thereof

-1st Amendment: Congress shall make no law... abridging the freedom of speech.
-4th Amendment: The Right of the people to be secure in their persons, houses, papers, and effects, against unreasonable searches and seizures.
-6l Amendment: The accused shall enjoy the right to a speedy and public trial
-6n Amendment: to have compulsory process for obtaining witnesses in his favor, and to have the assistance of counsel for his defense
-6th Amendment: to be confronted with the witness against him.

US Patriot Act
-To assist terror investigation, the government may monitor religious and political institutions without suspecting criminal activity.
-The government may prosecute librarians or keepers of any other records if they tell anyone the government subpoenaed information related to a terror investigation.
-The government may search and seize Americans' papers and effects without probable cause to assist terror investigations.
-The government may jail Americans indefinitely without a trial.
-The government may monitor conversations between attorneys and clients in federal prisons and deny lawyers to Americans accused of crimes.
-Americans maybe jailed without being charged or being able to confront witnesses against them.


Positive things about the Patriot Act
-law allows out intelligence and law enforcement officials to continue to share information.
-strengthens the Justice Department so it can better detect and disrupt terrorist threats.
-gives law enforcement new tools to combat threats to out citizens from international terrorists to
local drug dealers.
-Passed with overwhelming bipartisan support
-Federal, state, and local law enforcement have used the Patriot Act to breakup terror cells in
Ohio, New York, Oregon and Virginia
-Prosecuted terrorist operatives and supporters in California, Texas, New Jersey, Illinois,
Washington, and North Carolina
-Created the new position of Assistant Attorney General for National Security
-Made it harder to buy Methamphetamine in bulk
-Increases government's surveillance powers: Record searches, secret searches, intelligence
searches, 'trap and trace' searches 

Negative things about the Patriot Act 
-Neither discussion nor amendments were permitted, and member's barley had time to read the
thick bill before they were forced to vote.
-Bush Administration implied that members who voted against would be blamed for any further
attacks.
-many of the act's provisions have nothing at all to do with terrorism
-Section 215 of Patriot Act allows the FBI to force anyone at all-doctors, libraries, bookstores,
universities, and Internet Service providers-to turn over records on their clients or customers
-Government no longer has to show evidence
-FBI doesn't even have to show reasonable suspicion
-Judicial oversight is essentially non-existent
Military
Afghanistan War Factsheet (Sept 2008)
October 7, 2001–present 
Objectives Complete: Fall of the Taliban government Destruction of al-Qaeda camps 
Objectives Ongoing: Taliban insurgency War in North-West Pakistan 
US Allies: (about 150 thousand)
Northern Alliance = the Afghan army: 76,000 troops, 86,000 expected by mid-2009
International Security Assistance Force: A NATO led Security Force 53,700 troops
Operation Enduring Freedom Allies: US led Invasion and attack force 18000 troops
US Enemies: (about 65 thousand) 
Taliban: 10,000-30,000 troops 
al-Qaeda: 1,200-2,500
Mehsud militia(Tribes on border of Afghanistan/Pakistan): 30,000 troops 
Casualties: 
Afghan Security Forces: 3,800 killed Northern Alliance:200 killed Coalition: 941 killed(U.S.: 581, UK: 118, Canada: 97, Germany: 28….) 
Civilians Killed by US bombings 2002: 3,700 to 5,000 civilians were killed 
Detainees: 28,000+ 
The initial attack removed the Taliban from power, but Taliban forces have since regained some strength.[16] The war has been less successful in achieving the goal of restricting al-Qaeda's movement.[17] Since 2006, Afghanistan has seen threats to its stability from increased Taliban-led insurgent activity, growing illegal drug production, and a fragile government with limited control outside of Kabul.[18] 

Drug Trade: Taliban had issued a ban on opium production, which led to reductions in Pashtun Mafia opium production by as much as 90%.[ Soon after the 2001 U.S. led invasion of Afghanistan opium production increased. By 2005, Afghanistan had regained its position as the world’s #1 opium producer and was producing 90% of the world’s opium, most of which is processed into heroin and sold in Europe and Russia. While U.S. and allied efforts to combat the drug trade have been stepped up, the effort is hampered by the fact that many suspected drug traffickers are now top officials in the Karzai government. United Nations Office on Drugs and Crime (UNODC) estimate that 52% of the nation's GDP, amounting to $2.7 billion annually, is generated by the drug trade. The rise in production has been linked to the deteriorating security situation, as production is markedly lower in areas with stable security.

Military
Blackwater USA 
..is a private military company founded in 1997 by Erik Prince and Al Clark. It has alternatively been referred to as a security contractor or .a mercenary organization by numerous reports in the international mediaBlackwater is based in the U.S. state of North Carolina, where it operates a tactical training facility that it claims is the world's largest. The company trains more than 40,000 people a year, from all the military services and a variety of other agencies. The company markets itself as being "The most comprehensive professional military, law enforcement, security, peacekeeping, and stability operations company in the world."
Iraq involvement
In 2003JBlackwater attained its first high-profile contract when it recieved a$21 million no-bid contract for guarding the head of the Coalition Provisional Authority, Administrator L. PaulBrerngrJnJagJqiJjjnonths Since June 2DM7Blackwater has been paid more than $320 million out of a $1 billion, five-year State Department budget for the Worldwide Personal Protective Service, which protects U.S. officials and some foreign officials in conflict zones. In 2006, Blackwater won the remunerative contract to protect the U.S. embassy in Iraq, which is the largest American embassy in the world. It is estimated by the Pentagon and company representatives that there are 20,000 to 30,000 armed security contractors working in Iraq, and some estimates are as much as 100,000, though no official figures exist. For work in Iraq, Blackwater has drawn contractors from their international pool of professionals, a database containing "21,000 former Special Forces operatives, soldiers, and retired law enforcement agents," overall
Between 2005 and September 2007, Blackwater security staff was involved in 195 shooting incidents;_m 163 of those casissJilackwater_ 
personnel fired first. 25 members^fstafFhave been sacked forviolations of Blackwater's drug and alcohol policy and 28 more for we.ap_ons-related incidents".
Incidents
On March 31, 2004, Iraqi insurgents in Fallujah attacked a convoy containing four American private military contractors from Blackwater USA who were conducting delivery for food caterers ESS. The four armed contractors were attacked and killed with grenades and small arms fire. Then-bodies were hung from a bridge crossing the Euphrates.In the fall of 2007, a congressional report found that Blackwater intentionally "delayed and impeded" investigations into the contractors' deaths.
In late May 2007, Blackwater contractors, "opened fire on the streets of Baghdad twice in two days... and one of the incidents provoked a standoff between the security contractors and Iraqi Interior Ministry commandos, U.S. and Iraqi officials said."[27] And on May 30, 2007, Blackwater employees shot an Iraqi civilian deemed to have been "driving too close" to a State Department convoy being escorted by Blackwater contractors.[40] [27]
Killing of Vice-presidential guard
On Christmas Eve, 2006, a security guard of the Iraqi Vice-president, Adel Abdul Mahdi, was killed by Andrew J. Moonen, a former employee of Blackwater USA, who is accused by the Iraq government of murdering him while drunk. Moonen left Iraq days after the killing, returning home to Seattle, Washington in the United States, where the United States Attorneys are currently investigating. [43] The United States State Department and Blackwater USA had attempted to keep his identity secret.[44]
Baghdad shooting controversy
On September 17, 2007, Blackwater's license to operate in Iraq was revoked, resulting from a highly contentious incident that occurred the previous day during which seventeen (initially reported as eleven) Iraqis were killed. [45] The fatalities occurred while a Blackwater Private Security Detail (PSD) was escorting a convoy of U.S. State Department vehicles en route to a meeting in western Baghdad with United States Agency for International Development officials. The US State Department has said that "innocent life was lost"[46] while U.S. military reports indicate Blackwater's guards opened fire without provocation and used excessive force.[47] The incident has sparked at least 5 investigations, with the FBI now saying it will begin a probe.[48]
The US House has passed a bill that would make all private contractors working in Iraq and other combat zones subject to prosecution by U.S. courts and Senate Democratic leaders have said they plan to send similar legislation to President Bush as soon as possible.[49]
Evacuation of Polish diplomat
In spite of the fallout from the September 16 shooting, Blackwater helicopters were dispatched to evacuate the Polish ambassador following an insurgent assassination attempt on October 3, 2007.[50] Footage of the aftermath was carried by the Euronext network.[4]
Legal status
The legal status of Blackwater and other security firms in Iraq is a subject of contention. Two days before he left Iraq, L. Paul Bremer signed "Order 17"[51] giving all Americans associated with the CPA and the American government immunity from Iraqi law.[52] A July 2007 report from the American Congressional Research Service indicates that the Iraqi government still has no authority over private security firms contracted by the U.S. government.[53]
On September 23, 2007, the Iraqi government said that it expects to refer criminal charges to its courts in connection with a shooting involving Blackwater guards.[54]
Military
Bomb Iran 

RyanGuy
Observation: "Diplomacy Has failed"
It has been five years since that country's secret nuclear program was brought to light, and the path of diplomacy and sanctions has led nowhere.
At our allies' requests that we offer Tehran a string of concessions that Iran rejected.. Then, Britain, France and Germany wanted to impose a batch of extremely weak sanctions. For instance, Iranians known to be involved in nuclear activities would have been barred from foreign travel — except for humanitarian or religious reasons — and outside countries would have been required to refrain from aiding some, but not all, Iranian nuclear projects.
It is now clear that neither Moscow nor Beijing will ever agree to tough sanctions. What's more, even if they were to do so, it would not stop Iran, which is a country on a mission. As President Mahmoud Ahmadinejad put it: "Thanks to the blood of the martyrs, a new Islamic revolution has arisen.... The era of oppression, hegemonic regimes and tyranny and injustice has reached its end.... The wave of the Islamic revolution will soon reach the entire world." There is simply no possibility that Iran's clerical rulers will trade this ecstatic vision for a mess of Western pottage in the form of economic bribes or penalties.
H1 Terrorism Sponsored by the state
a. Iran has long been the world's premier state sponsor of terrorism, Through groups such
as Hamas and Hezbollah. According to intelligence out of London Iran is trying to take
over Al Qaeda by positioning its own man, Saif Adel, to become the successor to the
ailing Osama bin Laden.
b. Iran's connection and sponsorship of know terrorist organizations make the risk that
nuclear weapons falling into terrorists hands too high.
c. Allowing nuclear weapons to fall into the hands of terrorists could lead to hundreds of
thousands if not millions of deaths.
H2 Threat to Israeli
a. An Iranian bomb would constitute a dire threat to Israel's 6 million-plus citizens.
b. Hashemi Rafsanjani, the former president who was Ahmadinejad's "moderate" electoral
opponent, once pointed out that "the use of an atomic bomb against Israel would totally
destroy Israel, while [the same] against the Islamic world would only cause damage."
c. Iran has stated that it will see isral burn.
d. Impacts
i. Death to millions of Israelis with the initial attack.
ii. Samson Doctrine
• The strategy can be considered an Israel-specific variant of mutually
assured destruction, and is named after the Biblical figure Samson,
who is said to have pushed apart the pillars of a Philistine temple,
bringing down the roof and killing himself and thousands of
r Philistines who had gathered to see him humiliated.
• This plan is considered to be Israel's last resort and involves
unleashing its full nuclear arsenal on the Islamic world. The basic
idea is if Israel is not allowed to exist then no one else should either. 
• This will lead to millions upon millions of deaths and a nuclear fall out
that might destroy all life on the planet. 
Plan
a. A deadline to cease all enrichment of uranium of [Time Period} will be issued to Iran. In
exchange for this ending of the program {alternative energy} power plants will be given to
Iran to help power and support their society.
b. If they fail to meet the deadline Air Strikes will be carried out to destroy all enrichment
facilities in Iran. 
c. Air strikes will use implosion based bunker buster bombs to eliminate chance of fall out
and if necessary utilize the Moab weaponry(Moab is the most powerful non-nuclear
weapon in our arsenal).
d. Warnings to evacuate the facilities will be given to save as many life's as possible, but
ultimately lives will be lost. The loss of life is unfortunate but when we consider the
million if not billions of lives that would otherwise be lost this is a sad but unavoidable
reality.
Solvency
1. Plan calls to eliminate Iran's nuclear program, Iran will not be able to slip nuclear
materials to terrorists that they do not have 
2. Plan not only removes the ability of Iran to eliminate Israel's 6 million inhabitants
in a single strike, but also prevents the dangerous Samson option from becoming
a reality. 
3. Plan reinforces the weakening non-proliferation agreement and sends a clear
concise message that illegal nuclear development will not be tolerated. 
Advantage 1 Sends a message of strength
a. The Muslim culture respects strength. Failing to follow thorough and appear strong turns
you into a coward that needs to be destroyed.
b. The Muslim world believes it has already defeated one superpower (the Soviet Union)
and will in time defeat the other.
c. Plan calls for clear deceive action to take place and will at the very least gain respect and
not label the united states as cowards
Advantage 2 Weakens the Minority controlled government.
a. A direct attack against the minority controlled extremist government will make them
appear week in the eyes of their citizens.
b. Iran is controlled by their "religious right" that only makes up about 5% of the population.
c. Plan calls to attack the governments power which could lead to an uprising against the
extremist leaders
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Guantanamo closing DAs
11/21/08 (this is a fake letter to Obama about Guantanamo)
“YOUR promise to close Guantánamo is popular. Including a clear announcement on this in your inaugural will make for great headlines. But if you have to give a firm date for closure, kick the can at least a year down the road. Remember: W. wanted to close the place too, but disposing of the 260-odd (in every sense) inmates still incarcerated there won’t be easy.
A few dozen are small fish—not to mention innocents—who we could easily send home. But there are some whose governments don’t want them, and others (eg, those Chinese Uighurs) whom their governments might torture or execute. International law says you can’t repatriate them. We’ll ask friendly countries to take a few, but you will end up having to let most go free in the United States. Some might well return to the battlefield after all we’ve done to them. But as General Barry McCaffrey has said (we’ll keep the quote handy), it’s going to be cheaper and cleaner to kill them in combat than sit on them for 15 years.
Then there are those 80 or so really hard men. President Bush wanted to try them, and could never get the law right. So now you have to deal with them. Khalid Sheikh Mohammad has “confessed” he was the brains behind 9/11. God knows what the Pakistanis or the Agency did to him in prison. But we can’t just let him go, and we can’t just let him rot, so you have to give him and his accomplices their day in court. The first big question for you is: what kind of court? You don’t like Bush’s military commissions. But if you set up special security courts with special, meaning laxer, standards of procedure and evidence, they will be called kangaroo courts too. And if you opt for regular criminal trials or courts-martial you run the risk that they will throw out evidence extracted by waterboard. Dare you let a 9/11 mastermind walk free?
Worse yet, there’s a group the Agency is sure are dedicated terrorists but on whom we have nothing that can stand up in any sort of court. The human-rights purists say you must bite the bullet and set these unconvictables free in America. But if you follow their advice it won’t just be Republicans who will say you are putting the republic in danger. You’d theoretically have a let-out if you could let these guys go and keep them under surveillance. But the Feds claim they can’t guarantee fail-safe, indefinite 24-hour monitoring of a group this size. Can we afford to take that risk?
Safer would be to move them to the mainland, where they would be held under some kind of preventive detention devised by your legal team. We can call this “temporary”, but our base will bleat that you have closed Guantánamo only by creating a new prison where America continues to detain people convicted of no crime. And they’ll have a point. Over to you.”

Military
Bryan 11/25/2008 Guantanamo is Bad 

Colin Powell:"Essentially, we have shaken the belief the world had in America's justice system by keeping a place like Guantanamo open and creating things like the military commission. We don't need it and it is causing us far more damage than any good we get for it"

In the War on Terror, prisoners are classified as PUCs and are not given the rights granted to prisoners of war by the Geneva Convention. PUCs are held at Guantanamo Bay in Cuba, at Abu Graib in Iraq, and at Bagram Air Base in Afghanistan.
PUC = “Person Under Control”
Innocents Detained without Trial 
Only 7% of detainees in Guantanamo were picked up by the US or coalition forces.
Only 8% are accused of being members of al-Qaeda
93% of detainees in GTMO detained by Pakistan or Afghanistan military for bounty $
Dilawar was a taxi driver in Afghanistan who picked up 3 passengers. They were arrested by Afghan militiamen and handed to US forces saying they had launched rockets at a US military base. Later the Afghan military commander was imprisoned by US forces for rocket attacking the military base, and then turning in innocent civilians to US in exchange for bounty money. Dilawar died five days after he arrived due to blood clots from repeated kicking in the legs and forced standing. He was 122lbs at death. The military itself classified his death as a homicide on the death certificate for his family.
On Sept 11th 2006 we had 83,000 enemy combatants detained and NONE brought to trial
Outrages Upon Human Dignity 
Geneva Convention Article 3 forbids “outrages upon human dignity”
US approved interrogation Techniques: waterboarding, forced standing (up to 40 hours), sleep deprivation, intimidating use of military dogs, sensory deprivation, forced nudity.
Abu Graib in Iraq: 105 PUC deaths, 35 are even classified as homicides by US military
Torture Doesn’t Work 
John McCain said torture was inefficient, inhumane, and breeds contempt for the US
Al-Libi (al-Libby) was a high profile PUC in Guantanamo. He was the suspected emir of an al-Qaeda training camp. CIA subjected to 2 weeks of “advanced interrogation techniques” including waterboarding and sleep deprivation. Al-Libi told CIA that “Saddam Hussein had trained al-Qaeda in chemical and biological warfare.” This was basis of Colin Powell’s case to the UN for the war in Iraq.
Torture does not produce accurate information. Better to gain confidence of detainee, offer to give schooling to his children, give him hope for his families’ future.
Failed Leadership 
John McCain: “We sent them to fight for us in Afghanistan and Iraq, we placed extraordinary pressure on them to extract intelligence from detainees, but then we threw out the rules that our soldiers had trained on, and replaced them with a confusing and constantly changing array of standards, and when things went wrong we blamed then and we punished them. I believe we have to do better than that…. Give them clear standards of conduct that reflect the ideals they risked their lives for.” 
Several privates charged with assault + dereliction of duty in Dilawar case
No officer convicted in Dilawar case, Capt. Caroline Wood (woman giving “thumbs up” in Abu Graib photos) was given a staff position at an army interrogation school.
Pres Bush introduced bill that gave trials to a few detainees but denied the rest the right to challenge their detention (habeaus corpus)
A provision in the bill exonerates Bush and his cabinet from prosecution for any possible crimes related to the torture and imprisonment of detainees. Bush pardoned himself.
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Guantanamo, Obama Closing 
Jan 29th 2009
NO ONE will hear President Barack Obama let slip the words “war on terror”. His decision to close the Guantánamo Bay prison camp within a year was intended to draw a clear line for all to see between George Bush’s efforts to consign foreign terrorist suspects to legal limbo and his own vow to restore America’s commitment to the rule of law. But Mr Obama still has to decide what to do not just with Mr Bush’s captives, but with any picked up on his own watch. He took an oath to keep America safe as well as free. After the applause for his Guantánamo decision, it emerged that he had left himself lots of room to work out how. 
The devil—and the disappointment for some—will be in the detail of other directives signed last week. Officials have 180 days to come up with “lawful” options for dealing with detainees, and just 30 days to ensure that all those held in American custody anywhere are treated humanely. They also have 180 days to decide whether the CIA needs, as some insist, to be able to use harsher interrogation techniques (still short, presumably, of unlawful torture) than are allowed in the Army Field Manual. Until then, the manual is law. 
Mr Obama knows that America will need a way to keep dangerous terrorist suspects off the streets, however well their jailers treat them. Of the 800 or so who have passed through Guantánamo since it opened in 2001, 242 are still stuck there. 
The number can be whittled down. Countries from Britain to Saudi Arabia have already taken back nationals or residents, including some potentially dangerous characters. Mr Bush had been pressing others to take in the roughly 60 who, though cleared for release, could not be sent home; an expedited review of cases will have Mr Obama pressing harder. Reports that at least 61 of the more than 500 detainees freed from Guantánamo thus far have reverted to violence will not help. 
Finding those “lawful” solutions for the too-dangerous-to-release lot will be even trickier. Human-rights campaigners want them to have their day in court—federal district court, tried under criminal law. Federal courts have a good record in trying terrorism cases, says a recent report by the Centre for Strategic and International Studies, a think-tank. But even with “clean teams” collecting fresh evidence, untainted by accusations of past harsh treatment, few cases may go to trial this way; even where suspects were nabbed properly, especially in conflict zones, FBI-standard evidence-collection was not a priority. 
Those deemed ordinary fighters, such as Taliban picked up on battlefields in Afghanistan, could be held legally as prisoners-of-war until hostilities have ended. But in many cases standard laws of war may be too hard or too risky to apply: to those whose proper identities are unknown, for example, or who are suspected of loyalty not to tribal commanders but to al-Qaeda’s network of terrorist affiliates. 
The solution, argues Ben Wittes of the Brookings Institution, another think-tank, is for Congress and the administration to devise a properly constituted, accountable detention system, one designed to protect sensitive information that can nonetheless be challenged by defence lawyers. A line under the past still, but not quite so clear.

Military
Iraq Troop Surge
President Bush's proposal to send 21,500 more troops to Baghdad and Anbar province
17,000 more soldiers to Baghdad to help Iraqi national police and military units
quell Sunni-Shi'ite violence
4,000 Marines sent to go after al- Qaeda fighters in the Anbar province
"Only one major combat unit will be sent that was not scheduled to go. Other units will go earlier and leave later — indefinitely later, since there is no end date or condition. It is also questionable whether they will be effective, since previous "surges" have been failures." ~ UC Berkeley linguistics professor George Lakoff
Progress: Reports of car bombs, suicide attacks, civilian casualties have been on the decline, though the levels generally remain higher than in 2004 and 2005. Both the American and the Iraqi Gov. reports note a roughly 50% drop in the number of civilians who have been killed since the end of 2006. According to Iraqi government data, the number of civilians nationwide who died as a result of violent causes dropped to about 2,000 in August from about 4,000 in December 2006. American military statistics shows that the number of civilian deaths declined to 1,582 in August from 2,989 in December.
"Levels of violence reached an all-time high in the last six months of 2006," the Iraq Body Count, a British-based nongovernmental group, said in a recent analysis on the "surge" of American forces in Baghdad. "Only in comparison to that could the first half of 2007 be regarded as an improvement." 
PROs
An act of loyalty to troops currently deployed
Abandoning Iraq would be disastrous for the US
Increased support at this crucial moment will help the Iraqis break the current
cycle of violence therefore the day US troops come home will hastened
The infusion of more American troops encouraged Sunni tribes, including former
insurgents, to align themselves with American forces, providing American troops
with additional allies in their struggle to establish order in Iraq.
Retired Gen. Jack Keane: ""Increasing troop levels in Baghdad for three to six
months would virtually ensure US victory." f<
CONs
Troop escalations have failed in other parts of Iraq in the past
Sending additional troops will be a crutch for the Iraqi government in delaying
their judgment decision in order to take the security
Is it really more loyal to put troops in the midst of a civil war?
Sen. Clinton sees surge as "holding pattern" j
Afghanistan is more of a priority than Iraq •
The president is continuing a strategy that has failed Past and present U.S. generals say the "mission" in Iraq unsalvageable

Military
Iraq War Factsheet Sept 2008(Bryan) 
Invasion Date: March 20, 2003 
Civilians Killed: Estimates range from 150,000 to over one million 
Americans Killed: over 4155, over 30,500 wounded 
Insurgents Killed (post-Saddam): 18,000-24,000. 
**Financial Cost** of the war over $845 billion to the U.S., U.S. taxpayers will have paid $1.9trillion 
Good Guys: 
Coalition Forces ~300,000 at invasion~177,000 current. 
Iraqi Security Forces 557,000 (Army: 180,000, Police: 227,000, FPS: 150,000) 
Contractors ~182,000 (118,000 Iraqi, 43,000 Other, 21,000 US) 
Peshmerga(armed Kurdish Police Forces in Northern Iraq) 50,000 invasion 270,000 current 
Bad Guys: 
Sunni Insurgents~70,000 Mahdi Army~60,000[4] al Qaeda/others 1,300+[5] 
Detainees: 19,700 (U.S.-held) 24,200 (Iraqi-held) 
Refugees Created: 4.7 million refugees (~16% of the population of Iraq.) 
Abu Graib prisoner abuse: Received international media attention in April 2004 
2006 UN described Iraq as being in a “civil war- like situation.” 
The Iraq Study Group Report December 6, 2006. "the situation in Iraq is grave and deteriorating" and "U.S. forces seem to be caught in a mission that has no foreseeable end." The report's 79 recommendations include increasing diplomatic measures with Iran and Syria and intensifying efforts to train Iraqi troops. 
Military prosecutors charged 8 Marines with the deaths of 24 Iraqi civilians in Haditha in November 2005, 10 of them women and children. 
Saddam Hussein was hanged on December 30, 2006 after being found guilty of crimes against humanity by an Iraqi court, 
Troop Surge: 
January 10, 2007 Bush proposed 21,500 more troops for Iraq, a job programme for Iraqis, more reconstruction proposals, and $1.2 billion for these programmes. Tours of duty were increased and the exclusions of volunteers with a history of criminal acts were relaxed. 

OBAMA PLAN: Withdraw about 1 brigade per month, all but residual troops out by 2010. 
Humanitarian Crisis: Over half of doctors have fled Iraq due to violence, 35% of Iraqi children orphans
Iraqi Opinion: March 7, 2007 survey 78% of the population opposes "the presence of Coalition forces in Iraq," that 69% believe the presence of U.S. forces is making things worse, and that 51% of the population consider attacks on coalition forces "acceptable", up from 17% in 2004 and 35% in 2006. However, only 35% want them to leave "now". 64% described their family's economic situation as being somewhat or very bad, up from 30% in 2005. 58% described reconstruction efforts in the area in which they live as either somewhat or very ineffective, and 9% described them as being totally nonexistent.

Military
Military Prisons Closing
Quick Facts

On the second day of President Barack Obama’s reign, January 22nd, he signed an executive order to close Guantanamo Bay military prison. The order is to shut the prison camp at Guantanamo Bay, Cuba, close any remaining CIA secret prisons overseas in an effort to banish harsh interrogation practices. 

Of the roughly 800 prisoners that have been to GB, there are 242 detainees still being held 
Officials have 180 days to find a lawful way to deal with detainees 
The prison has a 1 year deadline to be closed 
The question now becomes what will happen to the remaining captives since the prison is being closed. 
Options offered: 
o Send nationals back to their respective countries.. 
 Countries like Britain and Saudi Arabia have already taken back nationals or residents 
o Imprisoning them on American soil.. 
 Maximum security prisons for world terrorists? 

Other perspectives 
 This order was a tactic used by Barack Obama to show the world that his administration will confront global violence without sacrificing "our values and our ideals.” 
 This tactic was used to show separation in thinking from the previous President George Bush. 
 Guantanamo Bay Cuba symbolizes the objectionable parts of the war on terror. 
 The interrogation tactics used at these prisons may be considered cruel and unusual punishment. 

The number can be whittled down. Countries from Britain to Saudi Arabia have already taken back nationals or residents, including some potentially dangerous characters. Mr Bush had been pressing others to take in the roughly 60 who, though cleared for release, could not be sent home; an expedited review of cases will have Mr Obama pressing harder. Reports that at least 61 of the more than 500 detainees freed from Guantánamo thus far have reverted to violence will not help. 
Finding those “lawful” solutions for the too-dangerous-to-release lot will be even trickier. Human-rights campaigners want them to have their day in court—federal district court, tried under criminal law. Federal courts have a good record in trying terrorism cases, says a recent report by the Centre for Strategic and International Studies, a think-tank. But even with “clean teams” collecting fresh evidence, untainted by accusations of past harsh treatment, few cases may go to trial this way; even where suspects were nabbed properly, especially in conflict zones, FBI-standard evidence-collection was not a priority. 
Those deemed ordinary fighters, such as Taliban picked up on battlefields in Afghanistan, could be held legally as prisoners-of-war until hostilities have ended. But in many cases standard laws of war may be too hard or too risky to apply: to those whose proper identities are unknown, for example, or who are suspected of loyalty not to tribal commanders but to al-Qaeda’s network of terrorist affiliates. 
The solution, argues Ben Wittes of the Brookings Institution, another think-tank, is for Congress and the administration to devise a properly constituted, accountable detention system, one designed to protect sensitive information that can nonetheless be challenged by defence lawyers. A line under the past still, but not quite so clear.

Military
Obama National Defense 

The Problem
A 20th Century Structure for 21st Century Problems: We have inherited a national security structure that was developed and organized in the late 1940s to win the Cold War. It remains a rigid bureaucracy of government agencies, relying upon a restrictive and disconnected set of legal authorities.
New Leadership and Vision is Needed: America simply cannot afford more of the old approach to our national defense. Instead, it needs a Commander-in-Chief with the right combination of judgment vision, and leadership for the 21st century.
A Military Under Strain: Currently, our soldiers, seamen, airmen and Marines are deployed around the globe, working valiantly to defend our nation. Yet, these heroes are under-resourced and asked to do too much by a policy that has too often taken their sacrifice for granted. Due to their incredible courage and ingenuity, they persevere, but at incredible cost to themselves and their families. 
Recruitment and Retention Problems: A country of 300 million strong should not struggle to find enough
qualified citizens to serve. Recruiting and retention problems have been swept under the rug by an administration
that does not understand the value of service to our nation.
A System Not Serving our Troops as Well as They Serve Us: As the shameful events at Walter Reed Army
Medical Center and the recent reports on growing numbers of homeless and unemployed veterans show, we simply
are not taking proper care of our wounded warriors and veterans. Barack Obama and Joe Biden's Plan
Invest in a 21st Century Military
Rebuild the Military for 21st Century Tasks: As we rebuild our armed forces, we must not simply recreate the
military of the Cold War era. Obama and Biden believe that we must build up our special operations forces, civil
affairs, information operations, and other units and capabilities that remain in chronic short, supply;, invest in foreign
language training, cultural awareness, and human intelligence and other needed counterinsurgency and stabilization
skill sets; and create a more robust capacity to train, equip, and advise foreign security forces, so that local allies are
better prepared to confront mutual threats.
Expand to Meet Military Needs on the Ground: Barack Obama and Joe Biden support plans to increase the size
of the Army by 65,000 soldiers and the Marines by 27,000 troops. Increasing our end strength will help units retrain
and re-equip properly between deployments and decrease the strain on military families.
Leadership from the Top: Barack Obama and Joe Biden will restore the ethic of public service to the agenda of
today's youth, whether it be serving their local communities in such roles as teachers or first responders, or serving
in the military to keep our nation free and safe.
Lighten the Burdens on Our Brave Troops and Their Families: An Obama-Biden administration will create a
Military Families Advisory Board to provide a conduit for military families' concerns to be brought to the attention
of senior policymakers and the public. Obama and Biden will end the Bush administration's stop-loss policy and
establish predictability in deployments so that active duty and reserves know what they can and must expect. 
Integrate Military and Civilian Efforts: An Obama-Biden administration will build up the capacity of each non-Pentagon agency to deploy personnel and area experts where they are needed, to help move soldiers, sailors, airmen and Marines out of civilian roles.
Create a Civilian Assistance Corps (CAC): An Obama-Biden administration will set a goal of creating a national CAC of 25.000 personnel. This corps of civilian volunteers with special skill, sets (doctors, lawyers, engineers, city planners, agriculture specialists, police, etc.) would be organized to provide each federal agency with a pool of volunteer experts willing to deploy in times of need at home and abroad. Restore Our Alliances
Engage Our Allies in Meeting Our Common Security Challenges: America's traditional alliances, such as NATO, must be transformed and strengthened, including on common security concerns like Afghanistan, homeland security, and counterterrorism. Obarna and Biden will renew alliances and ensure our allies contribute their fair share to our mutual security.
Organize to Help Our Partners and Allies in Need: An Obama-Biden administration will expand humanitarian" activities that build friends and allies at the regional and local level (such as during the response to the tsunami in South and Southeast Asia), and win hearts and minds in the process.
Reform Contracting
Create Transparency for Military Contractors: Barack Obama and Joe Biden will require the Pentagon and State Department to develop a strategy for determining when contracting inakes sense, rather than continually handing off governmental jobs to well-connected companies. An Obama-Biden administration will create the transparency and, accountability needed for good governance. Finally, it will establish the legal status of contractor personnel, making possible prosecution of any abuses committed by private military contractors.
Restore Honesty, Openness, and Commonsense to Contracting and Procurement: An ©bama-BideTi administration will realize savings by reducing the corruption and cost overruns that have become all too routine in defense contracting. This includes launching a program of acquisition reform and management, which would end the common practice of no-bid contracting.Obama and Biden will end the abuse of supplemental budgets by creating a system of oversight for war funds as stringent as in the regular budget. Obama and Biden will restore the government's ability to manage contracts by rebuilding our contract officer corps. They will order the Justice Department to prioritize prosecutions that will punish and deter fraud, waste and abuse.

Military
Total Iraq Withdraw
WM: Cost-Benefit Analysis, emphasize good of U.S. Observation: US fighting a losing battle
a) generals wanted 400,000 troops to secure Iraq, only 133,000 troops, 47% of the
Iraqi population approve of attacks on Coalition forces 
b) Americans cant secure streets, losing hearts and minds 
c) can't win war without enough troops and without support of the Iraqi
population. Troop escalation of 20,000 won't be enough. 553,000 troops and we
still lost in Vietnam. Fighting losing battle 
H US soldiers dying
Link: over 200,000 insurgents, outnumber Coalition forces according to Iraqi
intelligence director, more we kill the more they hate us,
Brink: All these insurgents using lEDs, Ambushes, snipers, mortars, suicide
bombings, sabatoge to kill US soldiers
Impact: War has cost over 3,000 American Lives, 22,834 U.S. wounded, death
rate increasing
H America Can't Afford Iraq War
Link: 2006 budget deficit = $400 billion per year, National Debt $8.6 trillion Brink: Cost so far = $360 billion on Iraq war, $2 billion per week, est $2 trillion before war's end Impact: less $ for public school system, social security, welfare, Katrina disaster
Plan: Withdraw all US troops from Iraq.
Mandate: Reduce US troop levels to zero.
Agent: US Federal Government
Enforcement: US Military
Funding: regular military transportation budget, negligible cost compared to
maintaining war
Timeline: ASAP
Solv 1 Soldiers not in Iraq, soldiers won't be targets
Solv 2 America not fighting war = less money on military upkeep and vehicle replacement = more money available for US public schools, social security, government pensions, natural disaster relief.
Al Give soldiers a break.
Soldiers have been deployed and redeployed, most of troop "surge" will be by sending
troops their sooner than scheduled and by extending deployment of troops in Iraq by 90
days
A2 US Democracy
More than half of Americans believe we are losing the war 80% of Americans favor removing troops from direct combat

Military
US Interrogation Tactics
Proposed interrogation legislation from conservatives Methods
Hypothermia Stress Positions
"Waterboarding", a practice of simulated drowning Seeks to amend 1996 law, War Crimes Act Shield CIA personnel
No liability to uphold Geneva Conventions Since fight on terror, harsher interrogation methods needed Changes needed
To give clear guidelines and legal protection to CIA interrogators Questioning of terrorists in CIA custody produced
Capture of nearly every senior al-Qaida member detained by the U.S. Thwart number of terrorist attacks home and abroad Republican senators defy GWB on bill
John Warner, Virginia, chairman Senate Armed Services John McCain, Arizona Lindsey Graham, South Carolina Former Sec. of State Colin Powell Major contention:
Spur other countries to do same practices New interpretation could threaten safety of US forces overseas Captured American troops in jeopardy
Article 3 of Geneva Conventions
Prohibits nations engaged in combat from:
"Violence to life and person, in particular murder of all kinds, mutilation,
cruel treatment and torture, " and " outrages upon personal dignity, in
particular, humiliating and degrading treatment. " Bush asked to clarify
Urged by anger Rep. Senators
What US law considers acceptable interrogation under article 3

Other
Farm Subsidies in US Factsheet
WHAT? An agricultural subsidy is a governmental subsidy paid to fanners to supplement their income, manage the supply of agricultural commodities, and influence the cost and supply of such commodities on international markets. Examples of such commodities include wheat, feed grains (grain used as fodder, such as maize, sorghum, barley, and oats), cotton, milk, rice, peanuts, sugar, tobacco, and oilseeds such as soybeans.
WHY DO WE GIVE SUBSIDIES? To keep price of food low and stable(benefits poor). Help farmers compete with foreign farmers to keep our domestic food production ability.
	US % of Dollars Total
(in Millions)


WHY SHOULD WE NOT GIVE SUBSIDIES? Cheaper prices come from taxpayer money. Small farmers being driven out of business. Overproduction causes pollution, overconsumption of food(McDonald's). Poor farmers in developing countries can't compete, go out of business. We have a Socialist agricultural system, against principles of free market, insurance companies could serve to stabilize prices without overproduction or taxation. Commodity
	Feed Grains
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	Dairy
	295
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	Peanuts
	259
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	Sugar
	61
	0.8
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WHO GETS SUBSIDIES? About $ 16 billion/year is spent on agricultural subsidies. The big industrial farms get most of the subsidy money, because the more a farm produces, the more subsidy money it gets. Nationally, 66% of crop subsidy benefits go to 10% of the beneficiaries of those programs according to the USDA. Small farmers have been outcompeted by large scale industrial farming. In the 1930s, about 25% of the country's population resided on the nation's 6,000,000 small farms. By 1997, 157,000 large farms accounted for 72% of farm sales, with only 2% of the U.S. population residing on farms.
HOW DO SUBSIDIES WORK? The subsidy programs give
farmers extra money for their crops, as well as guarantee a price
floor. For instance in the 2002 Farm Bill, for every bushel of
wheat sold farmers were paid an extra 52 cents and guaranteed a
	18

	0.2


price of 3.86 from 2002-03 and 3.92 from 2004-2007.[1] That is, if Tobacco
the price of wheat in 2002 was 3.80 farmers would get an extra 58
	8,022 100


cents per bushel (52 cents plus the $0.06 price difference). Total
The following is the subsidies by crop in 2004 in the United States.
Bryan Fabert, 10/4/07
Other
Education
12/13/08
No Child Left Behind Left the Money Behind: The goal of the law was the right one, but unfulfilled funding promises, inadequate implementation by the Education Department and shortcomings in the design of the law itself have limited its effectiveness and undercut its support. As a result, the law has failed to provide high-quality teachers in every classroom and failed to adequately support and pay those teachers. 
Teacher Retention is a Problem: Thirty percent of new teachers leave within their first five years in the profession. 
Soaring College Costs: College costs have grown nearly 40 percent in the past five years. The average graduate leaves college with over $19,000 in debt. And between 2001 and 2010, 2 million academically qualified students will not go to college because they cannot afford it. Finally, our complicated maze of tax credits and applications leaves too many students unaware of financial aid available to them. 

Obama/Biden
Early Childhood Education 
Zero to Five Plan: The Obama-Biden plan places key emphasis at early care and education for infants, which is essential for children to be ready to enter kindergarten. Obama and Biden will create Early Learning Challenge Grants to promote state "zero to five" efforts and help states move toward voluntary, universal pre-school. 
Expand Early Head Start and Head Start: Obama and Biden will quadruple Early Head Start, increase Head Start funding and improve quality for both. 
Affordable, High-Quality Child Care: Obama and Biden will also provide affordable and high-quality child care to ease the burden on working families. 
K-12 
Reform No Child Left Behind: Obama and Biden will reform NCLB, which starts by funding the law. Obama and Biden believe teachers should not be forced to spend the academic year preparing students to fill in bubbles on standardized tests. He will improve the assessments used to track student progress to measure readiness for college and the workplace and improve student learning in a timely, individualized manner. Obama and Biden will also improve NCLB's accountability system so that we are supporting schools that need improvement, rather than punishing them. 
Support High-Quality Schools and Close Low-Performing Charter Schools: Barack Obama and Joe Biden will double funding for the Federal Charter School Program to support the creation of more successful charter schools. An Obama-Biden administration will provide this expanded charter school funding only to states that improve accountability for charter schools, allow for interventions in struggling charter schools and have a clear process for closing down chronically underperforming charter schools. An Obama-Biden administration will also prioritize supporting states that help the most successful charter schools to expand to serve more students. 
Make Math and Science Education a National Priority: Obama and Biden will recruit math and science degree graduates to the teaching profession and will support efforts to help these teachers learn from professionals in the field. They will also work to ensure that all children have access to a strong science curriculum at all grade levels. 
Address the Dropout Crisis: Obama and Biden will address the dropout crisis by passing his legislation to provide funding to school districts to invest in intervention strategies in middle school - strategies such as personal academic plans, teaching teams, parent involvement, mentoring, intensive reading and math instruction, and extended learning time. 
Expand High-Quality Afterschool Opportunities: Obama and Biden will double funding for the main federal support for afterschool programs, the 21st Century Learning Centers program, to serve one million more children. 
Support College Outreach Programs: Obama and Biden support outreach programs like GEAR UP, TRIO and Upward Bound to encourage more young people from low-income families to consider and prepare for college. 
Support College Credit Initiatives: Barack Obama and Joe Biden will create a national "Make College A Reality" initiative that has a bold goal to increase students taking AP or college-level classes nationwide 50 percent by 2016, and will build on Obama's bipartisan proposal in the U.S. Senate to provide grants for students seeking college level credit at community colleges if their school does not provide those resources. 
Support English Language Learners: Obama and Biden support transitional bilingual education and will help Limited English Proficient students get ahead by holding schools accountable for making sure these students complete school. 
Recruit, Prepare, Retain, and Reward America's Teachers 
Recruit Teachers: Obama and Biden will create new Teacher Service Scholarships that will cover four years of undergraduate or two years of graduate teacher education, including high-quality alternative programs for mid-career recruits in exchange for teaching for at least four years in a high-need field or location. 
Prepare Teachers: Obama and Biden will require all schools of education to be accredited. Obama and Biden will also create a voluntary national performance assessment so we can be sure that every new educator is trained and ready to walk into the classroom and start teaching effectively. Obama and Biden will also create Teacher Residency Programs that will supply 30,000 exceptionally well-prepared recruits to high-need schools. 
Retain Teachers: To support our teachers, the Obama-Biden plan will expand mentoring programs that pair experienced teachers with new recruits. They will also provide incentives to give teachers paid common planning time so they can collaborate to share best practices. 
Reward Teachers: Obama and Biden will promote new and innovative ways to increase teacher pay that are developed with teachers, not imposed on them. Districts will be able to design programs that reward accomplished educators who serve as a mentor to new teachers with a salary increase. Districts can reward teachers who work in underserved places like rural areas and inner cities. And if teachers consistently excel in the classroom, that work can be valued and rewarded as well. 
Higher Education 
Create the American Opportunity Tax Credit: Obama and Biden will make college affordable for all Americans by creating a new American Opportunity Tax Credit. This universal and fully refundable credit will ensure that the first $4,000 of a college education is completely free for most Americans, and will cover two-thirds the cost of tuition at the average public college or university and make community college tuition completely free for most students. Recipients of the credit will be required to conduct 100 hours of community service. 
Simplify the Application Process for Financial Aid: Obama and Biden will streamline the financial aid process by eliminating the current federal financial aid application and enabling families to apply simply by checking a box on their tax form, authorizing their tax information to be used, and eliminating the need for a separate application.

Other
Electronic Voting Machines 
History: 
Counting votes has always had problems, hanging chads, and recounts are common ones. In an effort to reduce counting issues direct recording electronic AKA (DRE) devices have been implemented. Some people are scared of hackers messing things up; others think human error is a bigger problem. 

Pros: 
- They are fully accessible to the disabled, including the visually impaired, while maintaining privacy. Examples: audio voting and handheld voting devices. 
- DRE’s make it impossible to over vote or inadvertently make more than one choice in a race. 
- Better for language minorities, with the possibility of an unlimited number of different language ballots. 
- 
Cons: 
- Vulnerabilities in source code, possibility of hacking and vote manipulation. 
- Problems with transmission of vote counts, a hacker could possibly intercept a count and then transmit fraudulent results. 
- Inability to conduct an independent recount, there are no hard copies of individual votes, there is no way to check if the vote cast by the voter is the same as the vote in the DRE systems memory. 
Malfunctions: 
Among the incidents reported on are the following: 
· In the March California primary, a machine part failed causing 1,038 polling places in San Diego County to open late; counting software in San Diego gave several thousand of John Kerry's votes to Dick Gephardt, who already had dropped out of the Democratic presidential contest. In Orange County, poll workers gave thousands of voters the wrong electronic ballots, allowing them to vote where they did not live.10 In Alameda County, 186 of the 763 encoders used to program the "smart cards" failed.11 As a result of problems such as these, many Californians called for a ban on electronic voting in the November election. 
· In a special election in Florida, 134 people who used the touch-screen system did not have a vote recorded in an election that was decided by twelve votes12 
· There were numerous problems in a November 2003 election in Virginia. According to PC World magazine, "When polls closed at 7 P.M., many of the county's 223 precincts tried to transmit their results to the election center at once, tying up the line for hours. Many precinct judges gave up and drove their tallies to headquarters. A software problem delayed some results for 21 hours. Voters claimed that some of the booth machines crashed and had deleted some votes before their eyes. Election officials repaired ten broken machines off-site, with vote data inside, and then returned them to service a violation of state law."13 
· In Muscogee County, Georgia, in 2003, touch-screen machines registered "yes" when voters voted no. When notified of the irregularity, polling workers advised voters to cast the opposite of their intended vote, the NAACP reported. 14 
· In Montgomery County, Maryland, during the 2004 primary, an unknown number of votes were cast on touch-screen machines manufactured by Diebold Inc. that presented the wrong candidate when the font was magnified.15 
-
Other
Immigration Aubrey Faust 
Useful Numbers: 
In March 2006 the Pew Hispanic Center estimated the undocumented population ranged from 11.5 to 12 million individuals, a number supported by the US Government Accountability Office (GAO)[2]. Pew estimated that 57% of this population comes from Mexico; 24% from Central America and, to a lesser extent, South America; 9% from Asia; 6% from Europe, and the remaining 4% from elsewhere. 
The annual net cost of illegal immigrants (after subtracting their tax payments) to the American taxpayer is likely to be more than $45 billion (ac. to Federation for American Immigration Reform (FAIR)). The number of undocumented immigrants in the country has increased more than 40 percent since 2000. Every year, more than a half-million people come illegally or illegally overstay their visas (ac. to Obama campaign). 
In 2007, a record 276,912 illegal immigrants were deported by ICE (see below) ac. to their 2007 Annual Report, a record high. 
Immigration enforcement 
The U.S. Customs and Border Protection is responsible for apprehending individuals attempting to enter the United States illegally. The United States Border Patrol is its mobile uniformed law enforcement arm, responsible for deterrence and apprehension of immigrants who enter the US without authorization from the government. Activity on the United States-Mexico border is concentrated around big border cities such as San Diego and El Paso, which have extensive border fencing and enhanced border patrols. Stricter enforcement of the border in cities has failed to significantly curb illegal immigration, instead pushing the flow into more remote regions and increasing the cost to taxpayers of each arrest from $300 in 1992 to $1700 in 2002. The cost to illegal immigrants has also increased: they now routinely hire coyotes, or smugglers, to help them get across. 
THE FENCE 
-700 miles of the 2000 mile border 
-Cost was estimated at about 50 billion dollars, but the fence is now costing even more than expected, and there isn’t even an estimate at this time. 
-Even if the fence was successfully constructed, people could still tunnel under it. Tunneling under the old fences along the border by drug smugglers has been documented, and this practice would only increase with a longer fence. 
-An estimated 30 environmental laws alone were waived to expedite the process 
-Environmental impacts: interrupts migration of species; particularly hard on endangered species that rely on that area—ocelots, green jays, ferruginous pygmy owls, jaguarondi; also prevents animals from accessing what is the only source of fresh water for many of them-the Rio Grande. It also cuts a 90,000 acre preserve in Texas in half, undoing decades of work and damaging a valuable piece of rare habitat. 
ICE: Immigration and Customs Enforcement (info from their website) 
“U.S. Immigration and Customs Enforcement (ICE) was established on March 1, 2003, as part of the Department of Homeland Security (DHS). The 15,000 employees of ICE represent the largest investigative force within DHS. ICE enforces the nation’s immigration and customs laws and protects federal facilities.“ 

“U.S. Immigration and Customs Enforcement (ICE) strengthens national security and upholds public safety by closing down homeland security vulnerabilities. Created in March 2003, ICE was tasked with closing down our nation’s vulnerabilities by targeting the people, money and materials that support terrorism and other criminal activities. ICE prioritizes its immigration enforcement actions by targeting the greatest national security and public safety threats -- an approach not taken prior to 9/11.” 
ICE has significantly increased the number of illegal immigrants that have been deported- 276,923 illegal aliens in 2007; record high. 
OBAMA's Position: “The time to fix our broken immigration system is now… We need stronger enforcement on the border and at the workplace… But for reform to work, we also must respond to what pulls people to America… Where we can reunite families, we should. Where we can bring in more foreign-born workers with the skills our economy needs, we should”- Statement on U.S. Senate Floor, May 23, 2007 
Create Secure Borders-Obama and Biden want to preserve the integrity of our borders. He supports additional personnel, infrastructure and technology on the border and at our ports of entry. 
Improve Our Immigration System-Obama and Biden believe we must fix the dysfunctional immigration bureaucracy and increase the number of legal immigrants to keep families together and meet the demand for jobs that employers cannot fill. 
Remove Incentives to Enter Illegally-Obama and Biden will remove incentives to enter the country illegally by cracking down on employers who hire undocumented immigrants. 
Bring People Out of the Shadows-Obama and Biden support a system that allows undocumented immigrants who are in good standing to pay a fine, learn English, and go to the back of the line for the opportunity to become citizens. 
Work with Mexico-Obama and Biden believe we need to do more to promote economic development in Mexico to decrease illegal immigration.
Other
Ryan Guy
Network Neutrality and internet regulation
Who:
US congress
US Telecommunication companies (AT&T, Verizon, Comcast and Time Warner)
Internet Users
Why:
• Network Neutrality protections have existed for the entire history of the Internet. 
• Network discrimination through a "tiered Internet" will severely curtail consumer choice. 
• Network discrimination will undermine innovation, investment and competition. 
• Network discrimination will fundamentally alter the consumer's online experience by creating fast
and slow lanes for Internet content. 
• Telephone companies have received billion of dollars in public subsidies and private incentives to
support network build-out, (not their pipes) 
• There is little competition in the broadband market. The majority of the country only has one
choice. Thus there is not plenty of competition to keep things fair. 
• H.R. 5252 did not offer any protections 
What:
Telecommunication companies say they own the internet and should be allowed to filerte whats passed. The basic idea is to create a two tier network where companies who want fast access would pay premiums to be on the faster level.
Opponents argue that the internet needs to maintain a free and open flow of ideas and this kind of filtering would destroy the internet.
Supporters of net neutrality regulations argue that the current FCC principles are too weak to prevent telecommunications companies from charging fees to certain content providers in exchange for preferential treatment, which they believe will threaten innovation and entrepreneurship on the Internet. They see the Internet as a "level playing-field" which rewards the best ideas rather than the most well-funded ideas and believe that net neutrality guidelines are necessary to maintain this dynamic.
Opponents of net neutrality regulations argue that the Internet is not a level-playing field as companies such as Google and Akamai are free to achieve a performance advantage over smaller competitors by replicating servers and buying high-bandwidth services. Service discrimination, against the real background of today's Internet, actually makes the Internet more neutral, according to this view.
When:
On June 8, the House of Representatives passed the "Communications Opportunity, Promotion and Enhancement Act of 2006," or COPE Act (H.R. 5252) - a bill that offers no meaningful protections for Net Neutrality. An amendment offered by Rep. Ed Maxkey (D-Mass.), which would have instituted real Net Neutrality requirements, was defeated by intense industry lobbying.
Right now: Sens. Olympia Snowe (R-Maine) and Byron Dorgan (D-N.D.) have introduced a bipartisan measure, the "Internet Freedom Preservation Act of 2006" (S. 2917), that would provide meaningful protection for Net Neutrality.
Important information:
Network Neutrality describes networks that don't favor some destinations over others, or classes of
application (for example the World Wide Web) over others (such as online gaming or Voice over IP).

Other
Obama (D-IL)
Affordable Health Care:
1. Mandatory cover of children 
2. No one will be turned away because of preexisting conditions 
3. Federal subsidies to those who can't afford health care to purchase health care
insurance. 
4. The Obama plan will save a typical American family up to $2,500 every year on
premiums. 
Ending the War in Iraq:
1. Obama has a plan to immediately begin withdrawing our troops engaged in
combat operations at a pace of one or two brigades every month, to be completed
by the end of next year. 
2. He would call for a new constitutional convention in Iraq, convened with the
United Nations, which would not adjourn until Iraq's leaders reach a new accord
on reconciliation. 
Climate Change/Energy:
1. Implement an economy-wide cap-and-trade program to reduce greenhouse gas
emissions to the level recommended by top scientists to avoid calamitous impacts. 
2. Invest $150 billion over the next ten years to develop and deploy climate friendly
energy supplies, protect our existing manufacturing base and create millions of
new jobs. 
3. Dramatically improve energy efficiency to reduce energy intensity of our
economy by 50 percent by 2030. 
4. Reduce our dependence on foreign oil and reduce oil consumption overall by at
least 35 percent, or 10 million barrels of oil, by 2030. 
Education:
1. increase funding for head start program for more children can get pre-school. 
2. Reform and fund No Child Left Behind. 
3. Increase federal college aid by decreasing subsidies to banks/lenders, more
funding for pell grants. (Current $4,050>With Obama- $5100-5,400)

Other
Obama Cabinet 2/10/09
Confirmed 
Secretary of Agriculture: Tom Vilsack 
· has been a big booster of agribusiness and genetically modified crops. 

· served as the 40th Governor of the state of Iowa 

· worked on legislation requiring companies who received state tax incentives to provide better pay and benefits. 

· helped pass a law for workers to receive health coverage when changing jobs, 

· helped re-design Iowa's Workforce Development Department. 

· He also wrote a bill to have the State of Iowa assume a 50% share of local county mental health costs. 


Secretary of Education: Arne Duncan 
· Duncan had previously served as CEO of the Chicago Public Schools. 

· 1992, Duncan became director of the Ariel Education Initiative, a program to enhance educational opportunities for children on Chicago's South Side 

· He was a fellow in the Leadership Greater Chicago's class of 1995 


Secretary of Energy: Steven Chu 
· Nobel Prize-winning physicist and director of the Lawrence Berkeley National Laboratory 

· an advocate for clean energy and is widely respected in the environmental community. 

· known for his research in cooling and trapping of atoms with laser light, 

· a Professor of Physics and Molecular and Cellular Biology at the University of California, Berkeley 

· the director of the Lawrence Berkeley National Laboratory, where his research was concerned primarily with the study of biological systems at the single molecule level. 


Secretary of Homeland Security: Janet Napolitano 
· 51-year-old second term governor of a border state has been known for taking the middle ground on immigration, calling for tougher enforcement of the border but opposing several state proposals that would punish illegal immigrants already living in the state.
Prior to her election as governor of Arizona, she served as the state's attorney general. 

· She also served as a U.S. Attorney during the Clinton administration and spent several years in private practice. 

· Her undergraduate degree is from Santa Clara University and her law degree is from the University of Virginia. 

· She is also a breast cancer survivor. 


Housing & Urban Development:Shaun Donovan 
· Commissioner, New York City Department of Housing Preservation and Development, 2004-present 

· director, Prudential Mortgage Capital Co.'s FHA lending and affordable housing initiatives, 2002-04; 

· visiting scholar, New York University, 2001- 02; consultant, 

· Millennial Housing Commission, 2001-02; 

· deputy assistant secretary for multifamily housing at HUD, 2000-01; special assistant at HUD, 1998-2000. 

· Bachelor of arts in engineering, Harvard, 1987; master's in architecture, Harvard, 1995; master of public administration, Harvard, 1995 


Secretary of the Interior: Ken Salazar 
· an American politician and rancher from the U.S. state of Colorado. 

· Democrat, served as state Attorney General before winning a U.S. Senate seat in the 2004 election. 

· He was the junior Senator from Colorado since January 2005 

· senior Senator following Wayne Allard's retirement in January 2009 


Justice: Eric Holder, 
· Janet Reno's number two at the Justice Department during the Clinton administration, 

· he served as a member of Mr. Obama vice presidential selection team. 

· CBS News legal analysis Andrew Cohen called him a "smart, safe choice" as he is a widely respected lawyer with over 25 years of experience in Washington. 

· However, he has also garnered controversy for his involvement while at the Justice Department in President Clinton's pardon of Marc Rich.
Since leaving the government in 2001, Holder, 57, has been a partner at Covington & Burling LLP. 

· Prior to becoming deputy attorney general in 1997, Holder was a U.S. Attorney and a judge in Washington. 

· He also spent many years as an attorney at the justice department. 

· His bachelor's and law degree are from Columbia University. 

· the nation's first black attorney general. 


Secretary of State: Hillary Clinton

The 61-year-old former first lady has been a senator representing New York since 2001. 
· she was an attorney in private practice in Arkansas for many years. 

· She has also been a law school professor and she worked on the impeachment inquiry staff of the House Judiciary Committee. 

· She has an undergraduate degree from Wellesley College and a law degree from Yale University 

· By picking his chief rival for the Democratic presidential nomination to be the nation's top diplomat and his spokesman around the world, Mr. Obama created a so-called "team of rivals" There are still questions about how the two former rivals will work together, and about conflicts of interest involving former President Clinton. Before the nomination was final, Mr. Clinton agreed to release donors to his foundation and curtail some of his international activities 



Secretary of Transportation: Ray LaHood 
· He is well-known, especially among C-SPAN viewers, as the presiding officer of more debates than any other member. 

· Most notably, he presided over the impeachment vote against President Bill Clinton. LaHood said, "Sustainability must permeate all we do." 



Treasury: Timothy Geithner 
· president and CEO of the New York Federal Reserve, Geithner, 47, 

· worked closely with current Treasury Secretary Hank Paulson and Federal Reserve Chairman Ben Bernanke in fashioning the response to the financial crisis on Wall Street. 

· Geithner has international economic experience as well, including positions at the Treasury Department and the International Monetary Fund
Geithner first joined the Treasury Department in 1988 and served in various roles for three presidents through 2001. 

· During the Clinton administration, he was the under secretary of the Treasury for international affairs from 1999 to 2001. 

· Before joining the New York Federal Reserve in 2003, he also worked at the IMF and the Council of Foreign Relations. 



Veterans Affairs: Gen. Eric K. Shinseki 
· known for publicly challenging former Defense Secretary Donald Rumsfeld's Iraq war strategy. 

· In 2003, Shinseki, then the Army chief of staff, testified before Congress that it would take several hundred thousand troops to control Iraq after the invasion. 

· Shinseki, 66, was the Army's first four-star general of Japanese-American ancestry. 

· the first Asian-American to lead the government's second largest agency, which has been criticized for underestimating the resources needed to care for returning Iraq war veterans. 

· He is the recipient of two Purple Hearts for life-threatening injuries suffered in Vietnam. 



Defense Secretary: Robert Gates 
· Gates, 65, was selected by President Bush to be Defense Secretary in 2006, following Donald Rumsfeld's departure after the midterm elections. 

· At the time, he was president of Texas A&M University. 

· he spent most of his career in the CIA and the intelligence community, rising from entry-level analyst all the way up to director from 1991-1993 for President George H.W. Bush. 



Nominee 

Commerce: Judd Gregg 
· working to secure our homeland and defend our nation against terrorism locally and nationally; 

· promoting responsible federal spending; 

· increasing America’s energy independence; 

· supporting policies that promote strong economic growth in New Hampshire and the nation; 

· protecting New Hampshire’s environment 



Secretary of Labor: Hilda Solis
· Solis was raised in La Puente, California by immigrant parents from Nicaragua and Mexico. 
· elected to the California State Assembly in 1992 and to the California State Senate in 1994. 
· She was the first Hispanic woman to serve in the State Senate, and was re-elected there in 1998. 
· She became known for her work toward environmental justice and was the recipient of the John F. Kennedy Profile in Courage Award in 2000. 
· Solis defeated a long-time Democratic incumbent on the way to gaining election to the U.S. House of Representatives in 2000. 
· There she was known for her commitment to labor causes and continuing environmental work. She was re-elected easily to four additional terms in 2002 through 2008. 
· Solis is expected to champion green jobs at the Labor Department. 

· She will be charged with implementing the Green Jobs Act, which she helped to push through Congress in 2007. 

· She's been a long-time advocate for environmental justice and ally of the labor movement
Other
Organic Farming
Organic farming is a form of agriculture, which avoids or largely excludes the use of synthetic fertilizers and pesticides, plant growth regulators, and livestock feed additives.
History:
-The organic movement began as a reaction of agricultural scientists and farmers against the
industrialization of agriculture. Advances in biochemistry (nitrogen fertilizer) and engineering (the
internal combustion engine) in the early 20th century led to profound changes in fanning.
-In 1972, the International Federation of Organic Agriculture Movements (IFOAM) was founded in
Versailles, France. IFOAM was dedicated to the diffusion of information on the principles and practices
of organic agriculture across national and linguistic boundaries.
- In the 1980's, various farming and consumer groups worldwide began pressing for government
regulation of organic production. This led to legislation and certification standards being enacted
beginning in the 1990's. 
- Since the early 1990's, the retail market for organic farming in developed economies has grown about
20 % annually due to increasing consumer demand. While small independent producers and consumers
initially drove the rise of organic farming, meanwhile as the volume and variety of "organic" products
grows, production is increasingly large-scale. 
How:
-A variety of methods are employed, including crop rotation, green manure, cover cropping, application of compost, and mulching. Organic farmers also use certain processed fertilizers such as seed meal, and various mineral powders such as rock phosphate and greensand, a naturally occurring form of potash. Pest control targets animal pests (including insects), weeds and disease. Organic pest control involves the cumulative effect of many techniques, including, allowing for an acceptable level of pest damage, encouraging or even introducing beneficial organisms, careful crop selection and crop rotation and mechanical controls such as row covers and traps.
Why:
-Organic farming differs from conventional farming in both its methods and its effects. Organic agriculture is considered by many policymakers in Europe, India, and China to be a beneficial activity with external benefits for society and thus there are some efforts to encourage it with subsidies, especially in Europe and China. Organic fanning is highly labor and knowledge intensive whereas farming generally produces somewhat lower yields but sustains better yields during drought years, allowing it to reap higher yields in some cases. Studies thus far have shown that organic farming requires less water, uses few and always natural pesticides, prevents soil erosion, leaches dramatically fewer nitrates, and has been shown to have improved nutrient qualities including as much as double the flavonoids, an important antioxidant
Organic farming is now gaining popularity and is being accepted by people all over the world. In Deborah Koons Garcia's film The Future of Food, it is stated that the American Market for organically grown food amounted to $1 billion in 1994, and $13 billion in 2003.
Other
Pension Plan Fact Sheet
DEFINITION: A pension is a steady income given to a person (usually after retirement). Pensions are typically payments made in the form of a guaranteed annuity to a retired or disabled employee. Some retirement plan (or superannuation) designs accumulate a cash balance (through a variety of mechanisms) that a retiree can draw upon at retirement, rather than promising annuity payments. These are often also called pensions. In either case, a pension created by an employer for the benefit of an employee is commonly referred to as an occupational or employer pension. Labor unions, the government, or other organizations may also fund pensions.
401 (k) More and more employees are investing in their futures through 401(k) plans. Employees who participate in 401(k) plans assume responsibility for their retirement income by contributing part of their salary and, in many instances, by directing their own investments. Apart from fees charged for administration of the plan itself, there are three basic types of fees that may be charged in connection with investment alternatives in a 401(k) plan. Sales charges (also known as loads or commissions). These are basically transaction costs for the buying and selling of shares. Management fees (also known as investment advisory fees or account maintenance fees). These are ongoing charges for managing the assets of the investment fund. They are generally stated as a percentage of the amount of assets invested in the fund. Other fees. This category covers services, such as record keeping, furnishing statements, toll-free telephone numbers and investment advice, involved in the day-to-day management of investment products. Mutual Funds - Mutual funds pool and invest the money of many people. Each investor owns shares in the mutual fund that represent a part of the mutual fund's holdings. The portfolio of securities held by a mutual fund is managed by a professional investment adviser following a specific investment policy.
Collective Investment Funds - A collective investment fund is a trust fund managed by a bank or trust company that pools investments of 401 (k) plans and other similar investors. Each investor has a proportionate interest in the trust fund assets. Variable Annuities - Insurance companies frequently offer a range of investment alternatives for 401(k) plans through a group variable annuity contract between an insurance company and an employer on behalf of a plan. The variable annuity contract "wraps" around investment alternatives, often a number of mutual funds. Public form of pension plans: Social Security pays the average retiree about 40 percent of pre-retirement earnings.
In 2001, of those who had 401(k) coverage available, 30 percent didn't participate. The Employee Benefits Security Administration (EBSA) makes available through its Public Disclosure Room certain employee benefit plan documents and other materials required by the Employee Retirement Income Security Act of 1974 (ERISA). ERISA is a Federal law that is designed to protect the rights of millions of American workers and beneficiaries in private-sector pension plans, group health plans, and certain other employee benefit plans.

Other
Ryan Guy
Regulation vs. Deregulation (energy and others)
Who:
National Gas industry Oil Industry. Electricity industry
What:
There have been almost no examples of total re-regulation. Instead balanced approaches to regulation that emphasize the quality of regulation over the quantity. That is, instead of simply removing (or adding) regulations on business, the point is to regulate business intelligently, using as sophisticated an economic theory as possible.
Why: '
Regulated industries often control the government regulatory agencies, using them to serve the industries'
interests.
Arguments against deregulation (or for re-regulation)
• A perpetual elimination of the weakest companies. 
• Corporations become desperate-to cut costs wherever possible to maximize profits. 
• Consumer and worker safeguards are reduced or eliminated. 

• Environmental safeguards are reduced or eliminated. 
• Convenience and comfort are reduced or eliminated. 

• Wages are reduced. 
• Workers are laid off by the thousands. 
• Production and workloads are pushed to the limit, often at the risk of life and limb. 
• Entire markets — for example, rural areas — are dropped if they are deemed low-profit. 
• In the final stages, a monopoly or oligopoly emerges, after which prices are raised,
services dropped, quality reduced, and corruption and abuses of power become
commonplace. 
• Workers from failed companies continue working in their fields by either joining the few
surviving giants (usually at lower wages) or working alone (always at lower wages). 
When:
1978 - National Gas Policy Act PL 95-621 1989 - Natural Gas Wellhead Decontrol Act PL 101-60 1992 - National Energy Policy Act PL 102-486 1996 - California Emerge deregulation and resulting crisis (Enron)
Examples of stuff that happened
• After the trucking industry was deregulated in 1980, truckers ran their trucks without maintenance
until they became road hazards. More than 100 .companies have gone out of business since then 
• Savings and Loan - To date, about 650 S&Ls.have gone under, and another 400 are threatening to.
The final bill to the taxpayers: half a trillion dollars. 
Important information:
Deregulation is the process by which governments remove restrictions on business and individuals in order to (in theory) encourage the efficient operation of markets. The stated rationale for deregulation is often that fewer regulations will lead to a raised level of competitiveness, therefore higher productivity, more efficiency and lower prices overall.

Other
SAME-SEX MARRIAGE FACT DEFINITIONS
Civil Union: A state-recognized union giving most of the rights (depending on state) of marriage to same-sex couples. Sometimes also referred to as "domestic partnerships".
DOMA: Federal Defense of Marriage Act. Bill Clinton signs into effect in 1996. Text: "No State, territory, or possession of the United States, or Indian tribe, shall be required to give effect to any public act, record, or judicial proceeding of any other State, territory, possession, or tribe respecting a relationship between persons of the same sex that is treated as a marriage under the laws of such other State, territory, possession, or tribe, or a right or claim arising from such relationship." "hi determining the meaning of any Act of Congress, or of any ruling, regulation, or interpretation of the various administrative bureaus and agencies of the United States, the word 'marriage' means only a legal union between one man and one woman as husband and wife, and the word 'spouse' refers only to a person of the opposite sex who is a husband or a wife."
Common Law Marriage: Legal marriage without State process (i.e. marriage certificate). Only a few states recognize common law marriage (CA, OR, and WA are not among them). Common law marriage is a legal marriage with a different process (basically publicly claiming marriage), so same-sex couples cannot have common law marriage in states which bar same-sex marriages.
IMPORTANT DATES/EVENTS
Nov 18, 2003: MA Supreme Court rules that same-sex marriage is legal under State Constitution. In May of 2004, the first legal same-sex marriages in the US performed in Massachusetts.
2/12/04- San Francisco, CA - Mayor Gavin Newsome authorizes city officials to issue marriage licenses to same sex couples, marries couples himself. A battle ensues between Newsome and the Governor, who claims Newsome has overstepped Ms authority. The Supreme Court eventually rules that Newsome exceeded his authority; same-sex marriages are nullified.
STATUS QUO
Currently, same-sex couples are fighting for access to full legal marriage. They claim it is an infringement of civil rights to exclude same-sex couples from marriage.
Opponents argue that civil unions can provide all the benefits of marriage without the title of "marriage". More radical opponents claim that giving same-sex couples state-sanctioned marriage will be the death of the family structure.
States recognizing same-sex marriage: Netherlands, Belgium, Spain, Canada, South Africa and the US state of Massachusetts. South Africa amended its constitution to include same sex marriage, but changes will not take place until the end of 2006.
States with constitutional amendments barring any same sex union or marriage: Arkansas, Georgia, Kentucky, Michigan, North Dakota, Oklahoma, Ohio, and Utah.
States allowing civil unions: Vermont and Connecticut.
California, Maine, New Jersey, Hawaii, and the District of Columbia have some or most spousal-like rights for same-sex couples.

Other
Social Security Reform
Alyssa
The term, in everyday speech, is used only to refer to the benefits for retirement, disability,
survivorship, and death, which are the four main benefits provided by traditional private-sector
pension plans. In 2004 the U.S. Social Security system paid out almost $500 billion in benefits.
By dollars paid, the U.S. Social Security program is the largest government program in the world.
According to most projections, the Social Security trust fund will begin drawing on its Treasury
Notes toward the end of the next decade (around 2018 or 2019), at which time the repayment of
these notes will have to be financed from the general fund. At some time thereafter, variously
estimated as 2041 (by the Social Security Administration) or 2052 (by the Congressional Budget
Office), the Social Security Trust Fund will have exhausted the claim on general revenues that
had been built up during the years of surplus. At that point, current Social Security tax receipts
would be sufficient to fund 74 or 78% of the promised benefits, according to the two respective
projections.
No candidate for major office from either of the two major political parties has suggested that
Social Security simply be eliminated, or overhauled without regard to the impact on the financial
expectations of current or near-future recipients of Social Security benefits.
There are countries other than the U.S. that have set up individual accounts for individual
workers, which allow workers leeway in decisions about the securities in which their accounts are
invested, which pay workers after retirement through annuities funded by the individual accounts,
and which allow the funds to be inherited by the workers' heirs. Such systems are referred to as
'privatized.' Currently, the United Kingdom, Sweden, and Chile are the most frequently cited
examples of privatized systems.
The "Commission to Strengthen Social Security" (CSSS) issued a report in December 2001
(revised in March 2002), which described three alternative plans for partial privatization:
Plan I: Up to two percent of taxable wages could be diverted from PICA and voluntarily placed
by workers into private accounts for investment in stocks, bonds, and/or mutual funds.
Plan II: Up to four percent of taxable wages, up to a maximum of $1000, could be diverted from
PICA and voluntarily placed by workers into private accounts for investment. ("Bush's Plan")
Plan IH: One percent of wages on top of FICA, and 2.5 percent diverted from PICA up to a
maximum of $1000, could be voluntarily placed by workers into private accounts for investment
Revenue raisers
1. Raise the cap to 90% of taxable earnings Approximately 43% reduction in shortfall
PRO:Affects only 6% of taxpayers. Can be phased in gradually. Not a new tax, restores prior
policy.
CON:It's a tax increase for higher earners.
2. Increase payroll tax rate 100% reduction in shortfall
PRO:A gradual increase would maintain 75-year solvency.
CON: Tax increase would adversely affect workers. 
3. Raise taxes on benefits 10% reduction in shortfall 
This amounts to a reduction in the benefit to high wage earners so the pros and cons are purely subjective.
4. Preserve tax on estates over $3.5 million 27% reduction in shortfall
PRO:Improves tax progressivity, affects only 1/2 of 1% of all estates.
CON:Would alter the president's tax-cutting plans. 
5. Extend coverage to newly hired state and local government employees 10% reduction in
shortfall 
PRO:Makes Social Security universal, with all sharing obligations and benefits. CON: State and local governments employees might get less retirement benefits.
6. Invest a portion of the trust funds in indexed funds 15-45% reduction in shortfall
PRO:In the most optimistic scenario, the trust would earn higher returns on its investment. 
CON: Since the US government has a debt, this amounts to borrowing money in bonds to invest in the stock market, or margin trading. Cost of transition between $600 billion - $3 trillion. Less likeley scenarios involve lower or negative returns. Cost trimmers
7. Adjust the COLA 18% reduction in shortfall
PRO:Saves money.
CON: This would set the standard of living afforded by Social Security to the level the individual could achieve at their date of initial benefit. The current plan allows for an increased standard of living based on productivity increases made in the US economy.
8. Increase normal retirement age to 70 36% reduction in shortfall
PRO:Links retirement more closely to life expectancy and increased worker health since program
inception.
CON:Reduces benefits. Unfair to those forced to retire early but not otherwise elegible for other
Social Security benefits.
9. Index benefits to prices, not wages 100% reduction in shortfall
PRO:Could eliminate shortfall.
CON:Reduces the growth in scheduled benefits over time.

Other
Space Travel 
Jan 22nd 2009


NASA 2009 Budget = $21 billion 
Why NASA should give up its ambitions to send men into space 
Of places close enough for people to visit, Mars is the only one that anybody seriously thinks might support life. The recent confirmation of a five-year-old finding that there is methane in the Martian atmosphere has therefore excited the hopes of exobiologists—particularly as the sources of three large plumes of the gas now seem to have been located. These sources are probably geological but they might, just, prove to be biological. 
The possibility of life on Mars is too thrilling for mankind to ignore. But how should we explore such questions—with men, or machines? Since America is the biggest spender in space, its approach will heavily influence the world’s. George Bush’s administration strongly supported manned exploration, but the new administration is likely to have different priorities—and so it should. 
In space travel, as in politics, domestic policy should usually trump grandiose foreign adventures. Moreover, cash is short and space travel costly. Yet it would be a shame if man were to give up exploring celestial bodies, especially if there is a possibility of meeting life forms—even ones as lowly as microbes—as a result. 
Technology means that man can explore both the moon and Mars more fully without going there himself. Robots are better and cheaper than they have ever been. They can work tirelessly for years, beaming back data and images, and returning samples to Earth. They can also be made sterile, which germ-infested humans, who risk spreading disease around the solar system, cannot. 
Humanity, some will argue, is driven by a yearning to boldly go to places far beyond its crowded corner of the universe. If so, private efforts will surely carry people into space (though whether they should be allowed to, given the risk of contaminating distant ecosystems, is worth considering). In the meantime, Mr Obama’s promise in his inauguration speech to “restore science to its rightful place” sounds like good news for the sort of curiosity-driven research that will allow us to find out whether those plumes of gas are signs of life. 
NASA's Space Shuttle, officially called Space Transportation System (STS), is the United States government's current manned launch vehicle. The winged Space Shuttle orbiter is launched vertically, usually carrying five to seven astronauts (although eight have been carried) and up to 50,000 lb (22 700 kg) of payload into low earth orbit. When its mission is complete, the shuttle can independently move itself out of orbit (by means of its maneuvering thrusters) and re-enter the Earth's atmosphere. 
Criticism of the Space Shuttle program has been present due to claims that the Shuttle program has failed to achieve its promised cost and utility goals, as well as design, cost, management, and safety issues.[1] More specifically, it has failed in the goal of greatly reducing the cost of space access. Space shuttle incremental per-pound launch costs are not appreciably cheaper than that of expendable launchers.[2] It failed in the goal of achieving reliable access to space, partly due to multi-year interruptions in launches following Shuttle failures.[3] NASA budget pressures caused by the chronically high NASA Space Shuttle program costs have eliminated NASA manned space flight beyond low earth orbit since Apollo, and severely curtailed more productive space science using unmanned probes.[4] NASA's promotion of and reliance on the Shuttle slowed domestic commercial expendable launch vehicle (ELV) programs until after the 1986 //Challenger// disaster.[5] The space program has failed to inspire, excite, or motivate the current American public as the previous Mercury, Gemini, and Apollo projects did for earlier generations.[6]

Other
Voting 
30% of all U.S. votes are carried out on unveriﬁable touch screen voting machines with no paper trail.
80% of all votes in America are counted by only two companies: Diebold and ES&S.
The chairman and CEO of Diebold is a major Bush campaign organizer and donor who wrote in 2003 that he was “committed to helping Ohio deliver its electoral votes to the president next year.”
ES&S is the largest voting machine manufacturer in the U.S. and counts almost 60% of all U.S. votes.
Diebold’s new touch screen voting machines have no paper trail of any votes. In other words, there is no way to verify that the data coming out of the machine is the same as what was legitimately put in by voters. Diebold also makes ATMs, checkout scanners, and ticket machines, all of which log each transaction and can generate a paper trail.
Diebold consultant Jeff Dean was convicted of planting back doors in his software and using a “high degree of sophistication” to evade detection over a period of 2 years.
Voter Turnout:
Over the last 40 years, voter turnout has been steadily declining in the established democracies.[47] This trend has been most strongly felt in the United States, and has been significant in Western Europe, Japan and Latin America. It has been a matter of concern and controversy among political scientists for several decades. During this same period, other forms of political participation have also declined, such as voluntary participation in political parties and the attendance of observers at town meetings. The decline in voting has also accompanied a general decline in civic participation, such as church attendance, membership in professional, fraternal, and student societies, youth groups, and parent-teacher associations.[48] At the same time, some forms of participation have increased. People have become far more likely to participate in boycotts, demonstrations, and to donate to political campaigns. 
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POLICE RATE AS LAST IN REDUCING CRIME


Percent Naming Item As Primary Focus


Expand Death Penalty – 1%


Reducing Guns – 3%


More Police Officers – 10%


Longer Prison Sentences -15%


Simplifying Court Rules -16%


Better Economy, Jobs – 17%


Reducing Drug Abuse – 31%











