Harris Specific Elections
I had my lab just do a blitz hour of Harris specific internals etc for the elections DA and then filled in a few holes. This is meant as a supplement to pre existing elections stuff. There is a new Gaza scenario + then some internals you can swap out for other impacts. Shout out to Dartmouth’s dip cap DA from last year for providing us the impact work on Gaza. The uniqueness stuff is also relevant. I did not have time to modularize and polish everything – obviously this was a late breaking election development – but you should have the tools you need if you take the time to write a few blocks.
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Laundry list/General
Kamala has the momentum to win now, but she must walk a tight-rope to maintain progress
Burn-Murdoch 7-27 [John Burn-Murdoch, a columnist and chief data reporter for the Financial Times, Financial Times, “Can Kamala Harris beat Donald Trump?”, https://www.ft.com/content/0c09ba82-2ff9-4d67-8fae-469ef57e3fe5, 7-27-2024]
A week is a long time in politics, and this has been a good one for Kamala Harris and the Democrats. The sense of impending doom that had surrounded the party for months has evaporated, there is renewed energy in the base and Donald Trump and his outriders appear rattled. And it’s not just vibes: the turnaround shows up in hard data. Three new polls published on Wednesday give the vice-president a higher approval rating than Trump, something that had not happened for President Joe Biden in months. Notably, Harris’s boost is not coming from previously decided voters switching their allegiance, but from winning over previously undecided and third-party voters, particularly the young, Black and Latino electorates that Biden had been struggling to persuade. But these figures paint an overly rosy picture. Biden’s polling has been dire. If the question is whether Harris can win on November 5, we should be comparing her not with the Biden of July 2024 but the Biden of the early days of November 2020. By that yardstick, Harris comes up well short. The vice-president’s approval rating advantage over Trump is currently about four points; on the eve of the 2020 election Biden’s was more than 15. On headline voting intention, Harris is roughly level with Trump, where Biden at this stage of 2020 was several points ahead. An early boost is nice, but to win she must make significant further gains. The good news for Democrats is that there are several winds blowing in her favour. A survey from pollster Blueprint shows that voters don’t blame Harris for inflation and a bad economy as they did Biden. Her candidacy is, to use her own oft-repeated mantra, “what can be, unburdened by what has been”. The same poll shows Harris has a big lead over Trump on abortion. Her strength on reproductive rights could be particularly important as the pivot from Trump vs Biden to Trump and JD Vance vs Harris makes abortion more salient. Polling by Split Ticket shows that if the two sides are clearly divided on abortion going into November, it will provide a big boost for the Democrats. Another tailwind comes from the pool of “double-haters” who dislike both Biden and Trump. Data from YouGov shows that a large plurality of this group plan to vote Democratic in the congressional elections. These are not so much archetypal swing voters as natural Democrats who were disillusioned with Biden but could now be persuaded back. Running-mate choices also favour Harris. Vance was picked more for his ideology and loyalty than for electoral strategy. Rather than the classic profile of a moderate who can act as a bridge to swing voters, he is seen by Ohioans as more conservative than Trump. That is in contrast to potential Harris picks Josh Shapiro and Mark Kelly who boost the Democrats in their home states, according to analysis by Brian Schaffner, professor of political science at Tufts University. But it’s not all upside, and immigration is probably Harris’s biggest vulnerability. The vice-president is simultaneously being pressured by some on the left to be softer than Biden on the border, and by others to take a firmer stance on one of the key issues for this election, and one where Trump has a clear lead. Republicans were taken by surprise at Biden’s decision to step down and have been slow to react, but their early attack ads against Harris go hard on her strongly leftwing voting record and past progressive statements on immigration and policing. One of the key questions in the months ahead is whether Harris can use her career in law enforcement to position herself as a tough-on-crime moderate Democrat, or whether the more progressive rhetoric on policing from her 2020 campaign to be the Democratic nominee will be weaponised against her. Gaza-Israel is another potential vulnerability, but polls suggest there is less downside here than one might expect: a Democrat who is soft on Israel (as Biden is seen as having been) loses support on the left, but a candidate who takes a more critical line wins those voters back without losing votes among moderates. Harris is a much stronger candidate than Biden was, but in an election held today, she would still lose. To win in November she must walk the tightrope to win over the remaining undecideds without alienating others along the way.

Harris is set to win the election – THE KEYS prove
Beyer ‘7-26 [Elizabeth; July 26; MS in Journalism from Northwestern University and a BA in Journalism from Columbia College Chicago; USA Today; “Can Harris beat Trump? Presidential prognosticator’s preliminary data says yes.”; https://www.usatoday.com/story/news/politics/elections/2024/07/26/allen-lichtman-preliminary-presidential-prediction-harris-trump/74557674007/]
Allan Lichtman, the presidential election prognosticator who has successfully predicted the last nine out of 10 White House races, has made his preliminary projection for the November contest: Vice President Kamala Harris is expected to win, he said Friday.
Lichtman said his final prediction for the White House contest will come in August after the Democratic National Convention, but as of Friday, Harris appears to be the winner based on the formula he uses to forecast the election outcome.
That formula, his 13 Keys to the White House, was developed by Lichtman and renowned mathematician Vladimir Keilis-Borok in 1981. Since then, it has been used to predict the outcome of the United States presidential contests with a high success rate. Lichtman uses his 13 keys, or criteria, to judge the party that controls the White House's ability to maintain control in an election year. If the White House party is considered to be a success in eight or more of the "keys," then the incumbent party is expected to win. If the incumbent party is viewed as a failure in six or more of the criteria, or "keys," the challenger is expected to win.
Lichtman broke down his rating in a recent video podcast. Here's a summary of his preliminary determination:
What "keys" are Harris winning?
Harris, so far, has won eight of the 13 keys. Those include:
Key 2 - No primary contest: Was there a significant challenger or contest to determine the nominee for the incumbent party? No. After President Joe Biden dropped out of the race on Sunday, he endorsed Harris and effectively cleared the field for her to become the presumptive nominee. No significant challengers have arisen from within the party.
Key 4 - No third party: Third parties historically count against the White House party. "They're a sign of discontent with the way the nation is being governed," Lichtman said. Robert F. Kennedy Jr. would need to achieve 5% of the vote to turn this key, and Lichtman says his polling ahead of November would need to stabilize at 10%. Lichtman said it's possible but unlikely that RFK Jr. could achieve those percentages.
Key 5 - Strong short-term economy: No recession has been declared by the National Bureau of Economic Research so far in the election year.
Key 6 - Strong long-term economy: Real economic growth in the term exceeds that of the previous two terms. "Real" economic growth means growth that has been adjusted for inflation, Lichtman said. "The long-term growth under Joe Biden has been vastly greater than the average of the previous two terms," he said.
Key 7 - Major policy change: A significant change from the previous administration or a truly historic policy change like the New Deal. "Clearly, policy under Joe Biden in virtually every realm has been fundamentally different from that of the previous administration of Donald Trump," Lichtman said.
Key 8 - No social unrest: "It can't be sporadic protests like we saw this spring on some college campuses," Lichtman said. "It has to be massive protests or unrest like we saw in the 1960s or during the Black Lives Matter movement when millions of people were out in the streets," Lichtman said this key could turn if large forms of social unrest bubble up ahead of or during the Democratic National Convention.
Key 9 - No scandal: Must be some corruption directly involving the president with bipartisan recognition of the scandal as corruption, akin to Watergate.
Key 13 - Uncharismatic challenger: The challenging candidate, former President Donald Trump, is not appealing to voters across party lines.

Polls
Kamala will win the presidential election---latest polls shows she’s leading and that she’s viewed more favorably compared to Biden
Lange 7/26 [Jason; 2024; Correspondent at Thomson Reuters, Bachelor of Science (BS), Bachelor of Arts (BA), Anthropology, Linguistics Cum Laude from the University of California, Riverside; Reuters; “Exclusive: Harris leads Trump 44% to 42% in US presidential race, Reuters/Ipsos poll finds” https://www.reuters.com/world/us/harris-leads-trump-44-42-us-presidential-race-reutersipsos-poll-finds-2024-07-23/]
Vice President Kamala Harris opened up a marginal two-percentage-point lead over Republican Donald Trump after President Joe Biden ended his re-election campaign and passed the torch to her, a Reuters/Ipsos poll found.
That compares with a marginal two-point deficit Biden faced against Trump in last week's poll before his Sunday exit from the race.
The new poll, conducted on Monday and Tuesday, followed both the Republican National Convention where Trump on Thursday formally accepted the nomination and Biden's announcement on Sunday he was leaving the race and endorsing Harris.
Harris, whose campaign says she has secured the Democratic nomination, led Trump 44% to 42% in the national poll, a difference within the 3-percentage-point margin of error.
Harris and Trump were tied at 44% in a July 15-16 poll, and Trump led by one percentage point in a July 1-2 poll, both within the same margin of error.
While nationwide surveys give important signals of American support for political candidates, a handful of competitive states typically tilt the balance in the U.S. Electoral College, which ultimately decides who wins a presidential election.
A pollster with Trump's campaign played down any polling showing an increase in Harris' support, arguing that she was likely to see a temporary rise in popularity because of widespread media coverage of her new candidacy.
"That bump is likely to start showing itself over the next few days and will last for a while," pollster Tony Fabrizio said in a memo circulated to reporters by Trump's campaign.
Candidates often expect a bump after formally accepting their party's nomination at stage-managed, televised conventions such as the one that Trump had last week. But the poll showed no sign of that.
Bump or not, the most recent Reuters/Ipsos poll underscored the rationale for Biden dropping out of the race and for Harris replacing him on the ticket.
HARRIS SEEN AS SHARPER THAN BIDEN, TRUMP
Some 56% of registered voters agreed with a statement that Harris, 59, was "mentally sharp and able to deal with challenges," compared to 49% who said the same of Trump, 78.
Only 22% of voters assessed Biden that way.
Biden, 81, ended his reelection effort after a debate with Trump in which he often stammered and failed to aggressively challenge attacks by Trump that included falsehoods.
Some 80% of Democratic voters said they viewed Biden favorably, compared to 91% who said the same of Harris. Three quarters of Democratic voters said they agreed with a statement that the party and voters should get behind Harris now, with only a quarter saying multiple candidates should compete for the party's nomination.
When voters in the survey were shown a hypothetical ballot that included independent presidential candidate Robert F. Kennedy Jr., Harris led Trump 42% to 38%. Kennedy, favored by 8% of voters in the poll, has yet to qualify for the ballot in many states ahead of the Nov. 5 election.
Harris campaigned in the critical battleground state of Wisconsin on Tuesday. She won support from major party figures and attention has since turned to who she will pick as her running mate.
Many respondents in the Reuters/Ipsos poll said they knew nothing about the Democrats seen as potential picks to join Harris' ticket.
About one in four registered voters said they had never heard of U.S. Transportation Secretary Pete Buttigieg, a former Democratic presidential candidate who had the highest favorability rating - 37% - of the potential Harris running mates in the poll.
One in three had not heard of California Governor Gavin Newsom, with about the same share saying they looked on him favorably. Half of registered voters in the poll had never heard of Arizona Senator Mark Kelly and two thirds knew nothing of Kentucky Governor Andy Beshear.
The poll, which was conducted online, surveyed 1,241 U.S. adults nationwide, including 1,018 registered voters.
Harris wins now- polls prove 
Slisco 7/27—Newsweek reporter (Aila Slisco. “Kamala Harris Lands Fifth Polling Win in 24 Hours." Newsweek, 7/27/24, https://www.newsweek.com/kamala-harris-lands-fifth-polling-win-24-hours-1931015, 7/27/24)//SRS
A poll released on Friday by The Wall Street Journal found that Harris had all but eliminated Trump's lead, with the vice president trailing the former president by a 49 percent to 47 percent margin in a head-to-head matchup. The poll has a 3.1 percent margin of error.
When independent candidate Robert F. Kennedy is included, the poll found that Harris overtakes Trump and has a slight lead, 45 percent to 44 percent. Kennedy was the choice of only 4 percent of respondents, while 5 percent were undecided.
President Joe Biden, who dropped out of the race and endorsed Harris on July 21, was losing to Trump by 6-point margins in both head-to-head and multi-candidate versions of the Wall Street Journal poll taken earlier this month.
While early polling suggests that a Trump-Harris contest will likely be close, the momentum seems to have quickly shifted to Harris. The vice president has amassed mostly small but significant gains in at least four other polls of battleground states and young voters on Thursday and Friday.
Dan Lamb, a senior lecturer at the Brooks School of Public Policy at Cornell University, told Newsweek,"Harris won the week with strong speeches, viral social media" and important endorsements, predicting that her polling position may improve further in the near future.
"It's hard to see the buzz letting up, with attention turning to her VP pick and the DNC's delegate voting starting in early August," Lamb added. "After that comes the DNC convention. The next several weeks could be very favorable for her polling."
Grant Davis Reeher, a political science professor at Syracuse University, told Newsweek that he was "not surprised to see the race tighten a bit" because "Harris is not Biden, and Biden was on a pretty bad glide path."
"Harris also has some of the traits that a lot of Democrats were looking for," Reeher said. "Her early performance has been good, and she's picking up some good endorsements. The money is coming in. All this has been widely reported in the press, which furthers the impression of new viability."

Young Voters
Harris is winning the youth and independent vote.
McHardy 7/26 [Martha McHardy; graduate of Durham in Politics and US News Reporter at NewsweeK; 7-26-2024; Kamala Harris Suddenly Wins String of Polls vs Donald Trump; Newsweek; https://www.newsweek.com/kamala-harris-donald-trump-polling-1930731; 7-27-2024; AO]
Kamala Harris is now leading Donald Trump in a number of polls.
In a survey conducted by Morning Consult between July 22 and 24, Harris is leading Trump by one point, 46 percent supporting her, above the former president's 45 percent. The poll surveyed 11,297 registered U.S. voters and has a 1 percent margin of error.
According to Morning Consult, Harris' level of support at the start of her campaign exceeds the highest level of support for Biden since tracking began in late 2022, with fewer voters now indicating they will vote third party.
Meanwhile, in a poll by Change Research, which surveyed 2,137 registered voters between July 22 and 24, Harris was leading by 1 point on 44 percent to Trump's 43. The poll had a 2.8 percent margin of error.
In an earlier poll conducted by Change Research, Trump was leading Biden by 4 points, on 42 percent to Biden's 38.
<<IMAGE OMITTED>>
U.S. Vice President Kamala Harris speaks during an NCAA championship teams celebration on the South Lawn of the White House on July 22, 2024 in Washington, DC. U.S. She now leads Trump in two polls. ANDREW HARNIK/GETTY IMAGES
Separately, Change Research also polled 2,228 registered voters in Arizona, Michigan, Pennsylvania, and Wisconsin between the ages of 18-30, which saw Harris leading her opponent by 24 points, with Trump on 29 percent to her 53 percent.
A poll by the same company in June showed Biden leading Trump by just six points among 18-30 year olds, with the president on 33 percent, and Trump on 27.
Independent candidate Robert F. Kennedy's share of the vote has also gone down, decreasing from 15 percent in June, to 8 percent in July.

Harris is swinging critical votes in young voters and POC
Enten 7/24 (Harry, Senior Political Data Reporter and the host of CNN's "Margins of Error" podcast, where he specializes in data-driven journalism. " How Kamala Harris can beat Donald Trump", CNN, July 24 2024, https://www.cnn.com/2024/07/24/politics/polling-harris-voters-color-women/index.html//ACM!
CNN — 
Kamala Harris seems to have more appeal among voters of color and younger voters than Joe Biden did before he got out of the presidential race. Still, the 2020 results show that Harris can make up even more ground with these groups in her expected matchup against Donald Trump.
Take a look at our newly published CNN/SSRS poll. Harris leads Trump among Black voters 78% to 15%. Among these same voters (the poll recontacted the same respondents), Biden was ahead by a smaller 70% to 23% in CNN polling data from April and June.
The same holds to a somewhat lesser degree among Hispanic voters. Harris comes in at 47% to Trump’s 45%, while it was 50% for Trump to 41% for Biden among these same respondents in the April and June data.
Voters under the age of 35 demonstrate a similar shift. It’s Harris 47% to Trump’s 43% now. In April and June, these same voters put Trump up 49% to 42% over Biden.
Gaza
Harris’ action on Gaza sways undecided voters now
Leingang & Hellman 7/26 [Melissa Hellman is a senior reporter on the Guardian’s race and equity team, Rachel Leingang is a democracy reporter focused on misinformation, The Guardian, “Uncommitted voters who protested Biden over Gaza ‘need to see action’ from Harris”, https://www.theguardian.com/us-news/article/2024/jul/26/uncommitted-voters-harris-israel-gaza, July 26, 2024]
The protest movement that sought to use the Democratic primaries to pressure Joe Biden to shift his policy on Israel and Gaza breathed a sigh of relief when he ended his bid for re-election. But they’re not ready to promise they’ll support Kamala Harris, the presumptive Democratic nominee.
More than 700,000 Americans voted “uncommitted”, or its equivalent, in state primaries as a message to Biden that he risked losing significant support in November if he did not shift away from his support for Israel. As next month’s Democratic national convention inches closer, the movement has turned its sights to pressuring Harris to shape a new course on Gaza policy. Its demands of Harris include an arms embargo on Israel and support for a permanent ceasefire in Gaza, where more than 39,000 Palestinians have been killed since the 7 October attack on Israel by Hamas, according to health officials. 
Uncommitted voters say that their message to the White House is clear: stop funding Israel’s war, or lose our votes.
“[Harris] could get my vote, but it’s going to be a difficult journey. We actually need to see action,” said Fadel Nabilsi, a Palestinian American attorney who voted uncommitted in Michigan’s Democratic primary. Biden won the swing state, where 278,000 Arab Americans live, by just 154,000 votes in 2020. “You need to get on the same page with all of us,” Nabilsi said, “if you’d like to get our support and our backing.”
Harris has spoken more forcefully about Palestinian suffering than her boss, and in remarks on Thursday after meeting with Benjamin Netanyahu, Israel’s prime minister, she used sharp terms to call for a ceasefire and the protection of Palestinian civilians.

Harris backed by Arab Americans---reclaims ground Biden lost
Serhan 7/25/24 [Yasmeen Serhan is a staff writer at TIME and is based in the London Bureau, covering foreign affairs with focus on rising authoritarianism and the futures of democracies, 7/25/24, “Biden Lost Arab American Voters. Can Kamala Harris Win Them Back?”, https://time.com/7003376/kamala-harris-biden-gaza-arab-american-voters/, accessed 7/27/24]staghi
When Joe Biden announced his decision to end his reelection bid amid mounting concerns about his ability to beat Donald Trump, many Democrats were relieved. The prospect of Trump defeating Democrats in November, which for a time felt like a foregone conclusion, no longer seemed so certain. Arab Americans, many (though not all) of whom have historically aligned themselves with the Democratic Party, were relieved for another reason. To them, Biden has been the single-biggest cheerleader of Israel’s punishing and relentless assault on Gaza, which has over nearly 10 months claimed the lives of at least 39,000 Palestinians, according to the Hamas-led Gaza Health Ministry, whose figures are considered reliable by the U.S. and the U.N. While the president has shown deep empathy with Israelis since Hamas’s deadly Oct. 7 attack on Israel, which killed some 1,200 people, he has struggled to convey the same level of sympathy towards Palestinians—and, at one point, even cast doubt on the extent of the Palestinian death toll in Gaza. “I don’t think he was as balanced as he could have been, and that was really hurtful to a lot of people,” says Jasmine El-Gamal, an Arab American and former Middle East adviser at the Pentagon. While many Arab Americans might have anticipated this from Trump, who’s made no secret of his disdain for Palestinians (he notably used their identity as a slur against Biden during their debate last month), El-Gamal says they expected more from the purported “empath-in-chief.” Biden’s failure to treat rising anti-Semitism and rising anti-Palestinian racism and Islamophobia with an equal sense of urgency left many feeling particularly deflated. “They’re similar threats, and they should be addressed with similar urgency, and I don’t think that was the impression that was coming out of the Biden administration,” El-Gamal says, noting that it made her and others feel “deprioritized as a human being because of your identity.” That feeling had a tangible impact: Within the first month of the war, Arab American support for Biden and the Democratic Party dropped to the lowest levels ever recorded. Michigan, a critical battleground state that boasts one of the largest Arab American populations in the country, appeared all but lost. With Biden out of the race, the prevailing question now is: Can Harris win them back? So far, there seems to be a guarded optimism. Several Arab American activists and analysts who spoke with TIME say that their community is still waiting to see what changes, if any, the presumed Democratic nominee will pledge to bring to U.S.’s policy on Gaza should she win in November. Most all of them recognize that Harris has the potential to have a better relationship with Arab Americans than her predecessor—a relatively low bar that shouldn’t be too difficult for Harris to clear. But they don’t want her to take their support for granted, either. “There’s a sense of hope,” James Zogby, the founder and president of the Arab American Institute, tells TIME of Biden’s decision to end his reelection bid. His organization’s latest nationwide poll of Arab Americans, conducted in May, found that an overwhelming majority (79%) have an unfavorable view of the president. Although AAI doesn’t yet have polling on views towards Harris, Zogby says that she has largely been seen as more empathetic. “She’s reached out to the community and individuals in different ways to let them know of her concern and her staff have been responsive,” he says, “which is far different than the White House.”
Harris wins now---secures voters mad at Biden for Gaza
Megerian 7/26 [Chris; 7/26/24; White House Reporter for AP; AP; “Harris tries to thread the needle on Gaza after meeting with Netanyahu”; https://apnews.com/article/kamala-harris-gaza-israel-netanyahu-dad5fd3715f35e8311bd4039aeff8173?utm_source=copy&utm_medium=share; accessed 7/26/24; Lowell-CS]
WASHINGTON (AP) — Vice President Kamala Harris, the likely Democratic nominee for president, is attempting to bridge divides within the party over the war in Gaza, emphasizing Israel’s right to defend itself while also focusing on alleviating Palestinian suffering.
She delivered remarks after meeting with Israeli Prime Minister Benjamin Netanyahu on Thursday that reflected a delicate balancing act on one of the country’s most divisive political issues. Some Democrats have been critical of President Joe Biden’s steadfast support for Israel despite the increasing death toll among Palestinians, and Harris is trying to unite her party for the election battle with Republican candidate Donald Trump.
“We cannot look away in the face of these tragedies,” she said. “We cannot allow ourselves to become numb to the suffering. And I will not be silent.”
Harris did not deviate from the administration’s approach to the conflict, including grueling negotiations aimed at ending the fighting, releasing hostages held by Hamas and eventually rebuilding Gaza. She also said nothing about military assistance for Israel, which some Democrats want to cut.
Instead, she tried to refocus the conversation around mitigating the calamity in Gaza, and she used language intended to nudge Americans toward an elusive middle ground.
“The war in Gaza is not a binary issue,” she said. “But too often, the conversation is binary when the reality is anything but.”
In addition, Harris made a more explicit appeal to voters who have been frustrated by the ceaseless bloodshed, which began when Hamas attacked Israel on Oct. 7.
“To everyone who has been calling for a cease-fire, and to everyone who yearns for peace, I see you, and I hear you,” she said.
Harris’ meeting with Netanyahu was private, and she described it as “frank and constructive.” She also emphasized her longtime support for Israel, which includes raising money to plant trees in the country when she was a young girl.
Jewish Americans traditionally lean Democratic, but Republicans have tried to make inroads. Trump claimed this week that Harris “is totally against the Jewish people” because she didn’t attend Netanyahu’s address to a joint meeting of Congress. The vice president was traveling in Indiana during the speech.
Harris is married to a Jewish man, Doug Emhoff, who has played an outspoken role in the administration’s efforts to combat antisemitism.
Netanyahu did not speak publicly after his meeting with Harris. His trip was scheduled before Biden dropped his reelection bid, but the meeting with Harris was watched closely for clues to her views on Israel.
“She is in a tricky situation and walking a tightrope where she’s still the vice president and the president really is the one who leads on the foreign policy agenda,” said Dearborn Mayor Abdullah Hammoud, a Democrat whose city is home to one of the largest Arab American communities in the nation. “But as the candidate, the presumptive nominee, she has to now create the space to differentiate in order for her to chart a new course.”
Protesters gathered outside Union Station on the day of Netanyahu’s speech, ripping down American flags and spray painting “Hamas is coming.”
Harris sharply criticized those actions, saying there were “despicable acts by unpatriotic protesters and dangerous hate-fueled rhetoric. ”
“I support the right to peacefully protest, but let’s be clear: Antisemitism, hate and violence of any kind have no place in our nation,” she said in a statement.
As vice president, Harris has tried to show little daylight between herself and Biden. But David Rothkopf, a foreign policy writer who has met with her, said there’s been “a noticeable difference in tone, particularly in regards to concern for the plight of innocent Palestinians.”
The difference was on display in Selma, Alabama, in March, when Harris commemorated the anniversary of the Bloody Sunday march for voting rights in 1965.
During her speech, Harris said that “given the immense scale of suffering in Gaza, there must be an immediate ceasefire.”
The audience broke out in applause. A few sentences later, Harris emphasized that it was up to Hamas to accept the deal that had been offered. But her demand for a cease-fire still resonated in ways that Biden’s comments had not.
An AP-NORC poll conducted in June found that about 6 in 10 Democrats disapproved of the way Biden is handling the conflict between the Israelis and the Palestinians. Roughly the same number said Israel’s military response in Gaza had gone too far.
Harris wins back disillusioned Arab American voters. 
Serhan ‘2024 [Yasmeen; July 25; Staff Writer at TIME covering foreign affairs; TIME, “Biden Lost Arab American Voters. Can Kamala Harris Win Them Back?”, https://time.com/7003376/kamala-harris-biden-gaza-arab-american-voters/]
When Joe Biden announced his decision to end his reelection bid amid mounting concerns about his ability to beat Donald Trump, many Democrats were relieved. The prospect of Trump defeating Democrats in November, which for a time felt like a foregone conclusion, no longer seemed so certain.
Arab Americans, many (though not all) of whom have historically aligned themselves with the Democratic Party, were relieved for another reason. To them, Biden has been the single-biggest cheerleader of Israel’s punishing and relentless assault on Gaza, which has over nearly 10 months claimed the lives of at least 39,000 Palestinians, according to the Hamas-led Gaza Health Ministry, whose figures are considered reliable by the U.S. and the U.N. While the president has shown deep empathy with Israelis since Hamas’s deadly Oct. 7 attack on Israel, which killed some 1,200 people, he has struggled to convey the same level of sympathy towards Palestinians—and, at one point, even cast doubt on the extent of the Palestinian death toll in Gaza. 
“I don’t think he was as balanced as he could have been, and that was really hurtful to a lot of people,” says Jasmine El-Gamal, an Arab American and former Middle East adviser at the Pentagon. 
While many Arab Americans might have anticipated this from Trump, who’s made no secret of his disdain for Palestinians (he notably used their identity as a slur against Biden during their debate last month), El-Gamal says they expected more from the purported “empath-in-chief.” Biden’s failure to treat rising anti-Semitism and rising anti-Palestinian racism and Islamophobia with an equal sense of urgency left many feeling particularly deflated. “They’re similar threats, and they should be addressed with similar urgency, and I don’t think that was the impression that was coming out of the Biden administration,” El-Gamal says, noting that it made her and others feel “deprioritized as a human being because of your identity.”
That feeling had a tangible impact: Within the first month of the war, Arab American support for Biden and the Democratic Party dropped to the lowest levels ever recorded. Michigan, a critical battleground state that boasts one of the largest Arab American populations in the country, appeared all but lost.
With Biden out of the race, the prevailing question now is: Can Harris win them back? So far, there seems to be a guarded optimism. Several Arab American activists and analysts who spoke with TIME say that their community is still waiting to see what changes, if any, the presumed Democratic nominee will pledge to bring to U.S.’s policy on Gaza should she win in November. Most all of them recognize that Harris has the potential to have a better relationship with Arab Americans than her predecessor—a relatively low bar that shouldn’t be too difficult for Harris to clear. But they don’t want her to take their support for granted, either.
“There’s a sense of hope,” James Zogby, the founder and president of the Arab American Institute, tells TIME of Biden’s decision to end his reelection bid. His organization’s latest nationwide poll of Arab Americans, conducted in May, found that an overwhelming majority (79%) have an unfavorable view of the president. Although AAI doesn’t yet have polling on views towards Harris, Zogby says that she has largely been seen as more empathetic. “She’s reached out to the community and individuals in different ways to let them know of her concern and her staff have been responsive,” he says, “which is far different than the White House.”
For those who couldn’t countenance a vote for Biden but regard Trump as a threat to the country, the vice president’s candidacy offers a much-needed reprieve. Despite the deep animosity towards Biden, Zogby says AAI’s polling has shown that the Democrats could win back much of support they lost among Arab American voters—many of whom joined the “uncommitted” campaign in a bid to pressure Biden to change tack on Gaza—if there’s a meaningful policy shift.
In the aforementioned poll, 60% of those surveyed said they’d be more likely to vote for Biden in November if he were to demand an immediate ceasefire and unimpeded humanitarian aid into Gaza or if he were to suspend diplomatic support and arms shipments to Israel until they implement a ceasefire and withdraw forces from Gaza. While Biden has unveiled a proposal to end the war that would involve a six-week ceasefire and an Israeli withdrawal from populated areas of Gaza, he has been less willing to withhold military aid to Israel, save for only the largest of munitions.
While Harris hasn’t articulated any major policy deviations from Biden when it comes to Gaza—like the president, she has repeatedly pledged support for Israel’s security and self-defense—she hasn’t been seen as driving the administration’s policies on this issue either. Instead, she has offered Americans a rhetorically different approach. In March, she became the first senior administration official to call for an immediate ceasefire in Gaza. She was also quicker than Biden to sound the alarm about the humanitarian catastrophe in the besieged enclave, where scores of Palestinians have been forced to live in inhumane, famine-like conditions, and explicitly laid blame on the Israeli government for its part in creating the crisis. 
Unlike Biden, whose longtime devolution to the Jewish state has earned him the reputation of being perhaps most pro-Israel American president in history, Harris has long been regarded as being more evenly empathetic when it comes to Israelis and Palestinians. Hala Rharrit, a former American diplomat and Arabic language spokesperson in the U.S. government who resigned earlier this year in protest of the Biden administration’s Gaza policy, tells TIME that the State Department often relied on her speeches when communicating to the Arab world for this reason.
Some Arab Americans are hopeful that this record could make Harris uniquely suited to mending the divide within the Democratic Party as a result of the war on Gaza. “I think she’s the only one who can unite us,” says Sami Khalidi, the president of the Dearborn Democratic Club and a former 2020 Biden delegate who is due to reprise his role at the upcoming Democratic convention in Chicago. He notes that while Arab Americans in his community still want to wait and see who Harris might pick as her running mate, “they favor her over Trump.”
Abortion
Abortion gives Harris an advantage
Flipovic ‘7-24 [Jill; Jill Filipovic is the author of OK Boomer, Let’s Talk: How My Generation Got Left Behind.; 7-24-2024; “Kamala Harris Could Make 2024 the Abortion Election”; https://www.theatlantic.com/health/archive/2024/07/kamala-harris-2024-abortion-democrats/679219/] Vikrant
Of all the reasons Kamala Harris is better equipped than Joe Biden to defeat Donald Trump in November—her relative youth, the fact that she’s a former prosecutor challenging a convicted felon—her biggest advantage may be her record on abortion. Harris served as the Biden administration’s de facto advocate for reproductive rights; it is her voice, not Biden’s, that’s been loudest in objecting to abortion bans and conservative efforts to curtail IVF and contraception. According to the White House, she is the only vice president to have paid an official visit to an abortion clinic. As a senator, she famously grilled the Supreme Court nominee Brett Kavanaugh on abortion, asking him, “Can you think of any laws that give the government the power to make decisions about the male body?” (He could not.)
As California’s attorney general, Harris investigated the anti-abortion activists who pretended to be researchers from a biologics company and illegally recorded videos that were edited to suggest that Planned Parenthood sold fetal parts. (After Harris left the AG’s office for the Senate, her successor brought criminal charges, and Planned Parenthood eventually won more than $2 million in damages from a lawsuit against the activists.) It also doesn’t hurt that Harris is running against a notorious misogynist who selected for his running mate a man who said as recently as 2022 that he would support a nationwide abortion ban.
In the tiny sliver of time in which she’s been the potential presidential nominee, Harris has already reenergized Democratic voters, especially abortion-rights advocates. Laudatory press statements have been issued by abortion-rights groups including Reproductive Freedom for All (formerly NARAL) and EMILY’s List, which is planning to donate millions to her campaign. If Harris is the nominee, Democrats will have the opportunity to make reproductive choice the leading issue of the 2024 campaign. And that might be enough to win.
​​Since the Supreme Court, stacked with Trump-appointed justices, issued its ruling in Dobbs v. Jackson Women’s Health Organization in 2022, Americans’ support for abortion rights has soared to the highest levels since Gallup began measuring abortion attitudes, in 1995. Over the past two years, seven states, including solidly red ones, have asked their citizens to vote directly on laws either expanding or constricting abortion rights, and every single time, abortion rights have won. Only about one in 10 Americans think that abortion should be illegal in all circumstances—about as many as believe Jesus will return to Earth in their lifetime. So many voters are in favor of at least some abortion rights that Republican lawmakers across several states are trying to make it more difficult or even impossible for citizens to vote directly on ballot initiatives and constitutional amendments, even as they continue to push unpopular abortion bans through legislatures and the courts.
Abortion bans have irrevocably altered the lives of untold American women, but they’ve been political gifts to Democrats—one of the few advantages the party has this year. Voters have clearly expressed their displeasure with the current state of the economy, the border, and public safety, all of which have dragged down Biden’s approval ratings. Polling from early July (before Biden dropped out) showed that Trump had more voters’ trust on the border, the economy, the war between Israel and Hamas, and crime and safety. But abortion was the issue for which Trump received the least trust, and Biden the most.
And that’s polling on Joe Biden, a man who has been at best uncomfortable with and at worst hostile to abortion rights for most of his career. As a young senator, he groused that the Supreme Court had gone too far in Roe v. Wade. In the 1990s, he boasted about voting some 50 times against federal funding of abortions; in 2006, he said, “I do not view abortion as a choice and a right.”
By 2012, Biden was emphasizing his support for a woman’s right to choose. As Barack Obama’s running mate, he maintained his belief that life begins at conception but said, “I just refuse to impose that on others.” And after the Supreme Court overturned Roe during his presidency, he called on Congress to codify that right. But he still takes pains to avoid even uttering the word abortion, skipping over it in his State of the Union address despite its inclusion in the prewritten text. His June 27 debate performance reached its nadir when he was asked an easy-win abortion question and responded by bungling the premise of Roe, struggling to rebuke a Trump fantasy about abortions “even after birth” (which do not exist), and saying that “the deal” with abortion was at least partly about “young women who are being raped by their in-laws.” When Florida banned abortions after six weeks of pregnancy, Biden gave a sprawling speech in Tampa in which he used the word abortion just twice and quickly moved on to other issues, according to a Politico analysis. When Harris appeared in Jacksonville for a Biden-campaign event the next week, she spoke almost exclusively about reproductive rights, and said abortion 15 times.
Trump, like Biden, has proved malleable in his abortion politics, seesawing from “I’m very pro-choice” in 1999 to “I am pro-life” in 2011. In 2016, he said, “There has to be some form of punishment” for women who have abortions if the procedure ever became illegal (then quickly reversed his position), and he has more recently deemed himself “the most pro-life president in American history” and boasted that he “was able to kill Roe v. Wade.” But this year, public opinion has swung so hard against abortion restrictions that even Trump, who said in 2016 he was sure that voters would look the other way if he shot someone on Fifth Avenue, pushed his party to scale back its stated opposition to abortion in its 2024 platform. Trump didn’t mention abortion once during a record-length convention speech in which he found time to pontificate on Hannibal Lecter and a potential RNC in Venezuela.
That say-nothing strategy might have worked if the contest had remained between Trump and Biden. But instead, Harris seems poised for the nomination, and Trump picked a staunchly anti-abortion running mate in J. D. Vance. Although he started trying to soften his stance when he became Trump’s VP pick, Vance previously voiced support for a national ban on abortion (though he acknowledged that it was unlikely in the current political climate) and for state laws that outlaw the procedure without exceptions for rape or incest.
Against these candidates, and with a single-issue advantage like this, talking about abortion nonstop is in Democrats’ best interests. Abortion is certainly not the only issue voters care about, or even the one they care about the most, so Harris would be remiss if she made it her campaign’s sole focus. Democrats have plenty of successes to tout from the Biden administration, including rescuing the post-COVID economy, investing big in infrastructure, and overseeing declining murder rates.
But focusing on abortion and reproductive freedom offers Democrats a rare opportunity to pick up swing voters and turn out dedicated pro-abortion-rights Democrats. Forty-one percent of Republican and Republican-leaning voters, including more than a quarter of self-described conservative Republicans, say abortion should generally be legal, according to a Pew Research Center survey conducted in April. In a Wall Street Journal poll from March, 39 percent of suburban women in swing states chose abortion as their most important issue—more than any other option. And because many people seem to see abortion through the lens of health, family, and personal freedom, the issue dovetails quite neatly with Democrats’ other (limited) strengths: health-care access and protecting democracy from the threat of autocracy during a second Trump term.
Abortion is a key subject among voters—1 in 8 are driven
Deidre McPhillips, 3/7/2024 [(Deidre McPhillips is a Data Editor at U.S. News & World Report, overseeing and conducting data collection and analysis for projects in the News channel, including Best Countries, Best States and Healthiest Communities.), 3/7/2024, Deidre McPhillips, https://www.cnn.com/2024/03/07/health/abortion-elections-kff-survey/index.html]
About half of registered voters in the United States say this year’s elections will have a “major impact” on access to abortion, and about 1 in 8 voters says that abortion is the most important issue driving their vote, according to a new KFF survey. ‘Fleeing under the cover of darkness:’ How Idaho’s abortion ban is changing pregnancy in the state. Jennifer Adkins. Related article ‘Fleeing under the cover of darkness’: How Idaho’s abortion ban is changing pregnancy in the state Abortion is a particularly motivating issue for Black women, with more than a quarter of voters in this group saying it is the most important issue to them ahead of the 2024 elections. It is also the driving issue for larger-than-average shares of Democratic women (22%), women who live in states with abortion bans (19%) and women of reproductive age, or adult women under 50 (17%). The majority of voters who named abortion as the most important issue to them say it should be legal in all or most cases. About half (48%) said they would vote for President Joe Biden if the election were held today, while 26% said they would back former President Donald Trump. “One in eight isn’t a majority of voters, and it’s down from the midterms, but it is still a share that could be decisive in tight elections,” said Ashley Kirzinger, director of survey methodology and associate director of public opinion and survey research with KFF. Black women, in particular, are a key voting group that tends to vote Democratic and tends to have high turnout, she said. KFF, formerly the Kaiser Family Foundation, is a nonprofit health polling, research and journalism organization. During the 2022 midterm elections, just months after the US Supreme Court’s Dobbs decision that overturned Roe v. Wade, CNN exit polls found that 27% of voters named abortion as the most important issue to them – second only to inflation. The new survey didn’t compare how abortion ranks against other issues. 20240718-abortion-map-card___exlargetease.png Related article See where abortions are banned and legal — and where it’s still in limbo Abortion is still a politically polarizing issue. Overall, a little over half of adults say they would like to see the federal government pass laws to protect abortion nationwide, compared with about 1 in 5 who say they would rather see the federal government prohibit abortion, according to the KFF survey. The New York Times reported last month that former President Donald Trump has privately expressed support for a 16-week abortion ban, but the KFF survey found that most adults – nearly 60% – say they oppose a policy like this. Underneath the overall majority in support of federal protection of abortion and against a 16-week ban is a deep partisan divide. More than three-quarters of Democrats want the federal government to legally protect abortion, compared with about a quarter of Republicans, the KFF poll found. And 75% of Democrats are against a 16-week ban, while 63% of Republicans would support it. Biden has a slight advantage over Trump when it comes to reaching voters on abortion policy: 38% of voters said they trust Biden more to “move abortion policy in the right direction,” compared with 29% who said they would trust Trump more. However, a significant share of voters – more than 1 in 5 – say they don’t trust either candidate on the issue. “In an election with two unpopular candidates, the issues could be driving voters more than the candidates,” Kirzinger said. Certain abortion policies bridge partisan divides. An overwhelming majority of adults – 86% – want to protect access to abortion for people who have pregnancy-related emergencies, such as miscarriages. Large majorities of Democrats, independents and Republicans say they support these policies, according to the KFF poll. Follow CNN Health on Facebook and Twitter See the latest news and share your comments with CNN Health on Facebook and Twitter. And more than 60% of the public opposes policies that would criminalize mailing abortion pills to people in states with bans and policies that would prohibit clinics that receive federal funds from providing abortions. Relatively narrow majorities of Republicans support these policies, KFF found. It’s hard to say how much the abortion issue will motivate voters to turn out on election day until there is a more complete picture of the election landscape, including state ballot measures, Kirzinger said. “What we’ve seen is that when it is on a ballot, it’s always gone in the pro-abortion direction and seems to be a motivating force,” she said. “So it could rise in terms of importance, but where we are now, this is where it exists for just a candidate election.” The KFF poll was conducted by phone and online from February 20 to 28 among 1,316 US adults, including 1,072 registered voters. Results for the full sample have a margin of sampling error of plus or minus 3 percentage points; among registered voters, the margin of sampling error is plus or minus 4 percentage points.
Abortion is the most important voting issue
McPhillips ’24 (3/7/24, Deidre McPhillips is a Data Editor at U.S. News & World Report, overseeing and conducting data collection and analysis for projects in the News channel, “Abortion is the top issue for 1 in 8 voters in the US ahead of this year’s elections, KFF survey finds” CNN, https://www.cnn.com/2024/03/07/health/abortion-elections-kff-survey/index.html)
About half of registered voters in the United States say this year’s elections will have a “major impact” on access to abortion, and about 1 in 8 voters says that abortion is the most important issue driving their vote, according to a new KFF survey. Abortion is a particularly motivating issue for Black women, with more than a quarter of voters in this group saying it is the most important issue to them ahead of the 2024 elections. It is also the driving issue for larger-than-average shares of Democratic women (22%), women who live in states with abortion bans (19%) and women of reproductive age, or adult women under 50 (17%). The majority of voters who named abortion as the most important issue to them say it should be legal in all or most cases. About half (48%) said they would vote for President Joe Biden if the election were held today, while 26% said they would back former President Donald Trump. One in eight isn’t a majority of voters, and it’s down from the midterms, but it is still a share that could be decisive in tight elections,” said Ashley Kirzinger, director of survey methodology and associate director of public opinion and survey research with KFF. Black women, in particular, are a key voting group that tends to vote Democratic and tends to have high turnout, she said. Abortion is still a politically polarizing issue. Overall, a little over half of adults say they would like to see the federal government pass laws to protect abortion nationwide, compared with about 1 in 5 who say they would rather see the federal government prohibit abortion, according to the KFF survey.

Kelly
Senator Kelly as VP stops the border issue, helping Harris in the Sun Belt.
Sarah Ferris et al, Ursula Perano, Adam Cancryn and Anthony Adragna, 7-28-2024, [Sarah Ferris is a senior reporter for POLITICO’s ace Congress team, focused on House leadership, Ursula Perano is a congressional reporter focused on the Senate. Adam Cancryn is a White House correspondent for POLITICO, with a focus on health, the economy and other domestic priorities, Anthony Adragna is a congressional reporter with POLITICO. "Hill Dems believe this VP contender would help address Harris’ biggest weakness", POLITICO, https://www.politico.com/news/2024/07/28/dems-push-mark-kelly-vp-00171422, accessed 7/28/24, S.A.M.]
A growing number of House Democrats are telling Kamala Harris that she should pick Sen. Mark Kelly as her vice president, believing he would offset her biggest current weakness: the border. Kelly — a former Navy pivot, astronaut and now a senator from Arizona — has pushed the Biden administration to take a tougher position on border security and aligned more closely with other border-state Democrats, some of whom have either withheld endorsements for Harris’ presidential bid or openly condemned her handling of the border. Three such Democrats — Reps. Vicente Gonzalez (D-Texas), Henry Cuellar (D-Texas) and Lou Correa (D-Calif.) — are all publicly pushing for Kelly. Shortly after voting for a bill that denounced Harris’ handling of the border, Cuellar said Kelly was Harris’ best potential pick for a no. 2, saying he “knows the border well.” “He would add a lot of value,” Gonzalez echoed, gushing about Kelly’s military background and his clear grasp of border issues. Kelly, along with Pennsylvania Gov. Josh Shapiro, are Hill Democrats’ two top picks to join Harris on the ticket, according to interviews with 30 Democratic lawmakers and senior aides. They both have won multiple elections in swing states, and lawmakers believe they have the most to offer in helping the party beat Donald Trump. Still, while there’s a sense that Shapiro would bring executive experience to the ticket that Harris lacks, others — including in Harris’ own orbit — think Kelly would be critical to addressing Harris’ weakness on immigration. Hailing from a battleground and border state, Kelly backs improved security and voted in favor of the Senate’s bipartisan border deal earlier this year. Five days before President Joe Biden withdrew his candidacy, Kelly was in Mexico City meeting with that nation’s president and pushed him on security and management of their shared border. Correa, who had joined Kelly on the trip, recalled thinking of the Arizona senator: “Wow, man, this guy knows what he’s talking about.”
Swing State
Harris’s Gaza stance wins her key swing states [Michigan, Pennsylvania] and 700,000 undecided voters – that secures the election
Melissa Hellmann and Rachel Leingang 7/26, 7/26/2024, Hellmann is a senior reporter on the Guardian US's race and equity team; Leingang is a democracy reporter focused on misinformation for Guardian US. She is based in Minneapolis, Minnesota, “Uncommitted voters who protested Biden over Gaza ‘need to see action’ from Harris”, https://www.theguardian.com/us-news/article/2024/jul/26/uncommitted-voters-harris-israel-gaza //abel
The protest movement that sought to use the Democratic primaries to pressure Joe Biden to shift his policy on Israel and Gaza breathed a sigh of relief when he ended his bid for re-election. But they’re not ready to promise they’ll support Kamala Harris, the presumptive Democratic nominee. More than 700,000 Americans voted “uncommitted”, or its equivalent, in state primaries as a message to Biden that he risked losing significant support in November if he did not shift away from his support for Israel. As next month’s Democratic national convention inches closer, the movement has turned its sights to pressuring Harris to shape a new course on Gaza policy. Its demands of Harris include an arms embargo on Israel and support for a permanent ceasefire in Gaza, where more than 39,000 Palestinians have been killed since the 7 October attack on Israel by Hamas, according to health officials. Vice-president Kamala Harris speaks following a meeting with Israeli prime minister Benjamin Netanyahu in Washington in which she pressed him on the humanitarian crisis in Gaza. Kamala Harris says ‘I will not be silent’ on suffering in Gaza after Netanyahu talks Read more Uncommitted voters say that their message to the White House is clear: stop funding Israel’s war, or lose our votes. “[Harris] could get my vote, but it’s going to be a difficult journey. We actually need to see action,” said Fadel Nabilsi, a Palestinian American attorney who voted uncommitted in Michigan’s Democratic primary. Biden won the swing state, where 278,000 Arab Americans live, by just 154,000 votes in 2020. “You need to get on the same page with all of us,” Nabilsi said, “if you’d like to get our support and our backing.” Harris has spoken more forcefully about Palestinian suffering than her boss, and in remarks on Thursday after meeting with Benjamin Netanyahu, Israel’s prime minister, she used sharp terms to call for a ceasefire and the protection of Palestinian civilians. “What has happened in Gaza over the past nine months is devastating. The images of dead children and desperate hungry people fleeing for safety, sometimes displaced for the second, third or fourth time.” She acknowledged that “Israel has a right to defend itself” and denounced Hamas, but also added: “We cannot look away in the face of these tragedies [in Gaza]. We cannot allow ourselves to become numb to the suffering and I will not be silent.” But despite a difference in tone, she has not signaled how or whether her politics on the region would break from Biden’s – the departure that uncommitted activists are looking for. “The White House’s policy to continue to supply American bombs to Netanyahu is like a bartender serving drinks to an alcoholic while repeatedly urging them to stay sober,” Waleed Shahid, a progressive Democratic strategist and an adviser to the Uncommitted National Movement, said after Harris spoke on Thursday. “Empathy for Palestinians from the vice-president is a step in the right direction but people just want a policy change to stop the supply of American bombs to Israel’s war.” Vice-president Kamala Harris speaks following a meeting with Israeli prime minister Benjamin Netanyahu in Washington in which she pressed him on the humanitarian crisis in Gaza. Kamala Harris says ‘I will not be silent’ on suffering in Gaza after Netanyahu talks Read more The uncommitted movement gained ground in March following a campaign called Listen to Michigan, which succeeded in persuading more than 100,000 voters to mark their ballots “uncommitted” during the state’s Democratic primary in February. The grassroots effort spread to more than two dozen states, ultimately earning the movement 30 delegates who will travel to the Democratic national convention next month. The movement is urging delegates outside of the uncommitted camp to support their policy demands during the convention. Harris delegates “can help push for an arms embargo”, said Shahid. “They don’t need to become uncommitted delegates.” Abbas Alawieh, an uncommitted delegate from Michigan, said that people close to the Harris campaign have reached out to uncommitted activists in recent days, but declined to share specifics. “We need her to meet with members of our community. We need her to meet with uncommitted delegates,” Alawieh said. “We need to hear from her and her team how she will embrace an approach that prioritizes and values Palestinian lives and the lives of every civilian.” More than 600 people joined an uncommitted national organizing call on Monday night for the movement’s recently launched Not Another Bomb campaign, which urges US leaders to end financial and military support for Israel’s war. Chloe Lundine, a Detroit, Michigan, resident and uncommitted voter, joined a protest near the Capitol building in Washington DC during Netanyahu’s visit. Earlier this week, she said, she was pressured to resign from her position as an analyst at Wayne State University after posting pro-Palestinian art outside her office. While she was “cautiously optimistic” that Harris would change course on Gaza policy, she added that she’d “love to see her speak with Netanyahu and plainly say that she supports a permanent ceasefire at the very minimum”. Uncommitted voters are torn on whether they’ll vote for the Democratic candidate if their demands aren’t met – they recognize that Donald Trump is not likely to bring peace to Gaza but are resistant to pressure from Democrats to vote against their conscience. Some said they would be dissatisfied if Josh Shapiro, the Pennsylvania governor, were picked as Harris’s running mate, citing his efforts to quash pro-Palestinian protests on college campuses. For Ghada Elnajjar, a Palestinian American organizer based in Georgia, the decision of whether to vote for Harris or a candidate like the Green party’s Jill Stein keeps her up at night. “On the one hand, I do consider that it is time for this country to break shackles from a two-party system and introduce a third party,” said Elnajjar. “On the other hand, I understand there’s so many other policies that we need to support: the economy, education, the environment.” A separate anti-war movement has also started mobilizing. On Thursday, Pennsylvania activists launched a campaign to collect pledges from voters refusing to vote for Harris unless she breaks more sharply from Biden policies. “President Biden lost the support of hundreds of thousands of voters because he refused to stop funding genocide in Gaza,” said Reem Abuelhaj, an organizer with the No Ceasefire No Vote campaign. “Vice-president Harris now has a unique opportunity to win back those votes. But that will only happen if she does everything in her power to bring about a ceasefire.” Other activists may not be pressuring people to withhold their votes, but they warn that Harris shouldn’t take their support for granted. “Instead of trying to stop support for Harris, our strategy is going to focus on holding her accountable to values and demands of the majority of the Democratic party base and electorate, which includes a lasting and permanent ceasefire via an arms embargo on Israel,” said Lexis Zeidan, a Palestinian American activist with the uncommitted movement from Dearborn, Michigan. A recent Gallup poll found that more Americans oppose Israel’s war on Gaza than support it: 48% compared with 42%. Just 23% of Democrats said they approve of Israel’s military campaign. “This could look two ways,” said Shahid, the Democratic strategist. “Either the 700,000 uncommitted voters could actively mobilize for vice-president Harris, if they felt like she had shifted significantly on Gaza from Biden. “If she doesn’t shift on Gaza, I think people will be much more reserved about their enthusiasm, in terms of knocking on doors, donating, telling their friends and family and their community to vote for Harris, even if they don’t like Trump.”
The buzz around Kamala boosts her past Trump.
Slisco 7/26 [Aila Slisco; Aila Slisco is a Newsweek night reporter based in New York. Her focus is on reporting national politics, where she has covered the 2020 and 2022 elections, the impeachments of Donald Trump and multiple State of the Union addresses; 7-26-2024; Kamala Harris lands fifth polling win in 24 hours; Newsweek; https://www.newsweek.com/kamala-harris-lands-fifth-polling-win-24-hours-1931015; 7-27-2024; AO]
When independent candidate Robert F. Kennedy is included, the poll found that Harris overtakes Trump and has a slight lead, 45 percent to 44 percent. Kennedy was the choice of only 4 percent of respondents, while 5 percent were undecided.
President Joe Biden, who dropped out of the race and endorsed Harris on July 21, was losing to Trump by 6-point margins in both head-to-head and multi-candidate versions of the Wall Street Journal poll taken earlier this month.
While early polling suggests that a Trump-Harris contest will likely be close, the momentum seems to have quickly shifted to Harris. The vice president has amassed mostly small but significant gains in at least four other polls of battleground states and young voters on Thursday and Friday.
Dan Lamb, a senior lecturer at the Brooks School of Public Policy at Cornell University, told Newsweek, "Harris won the week with strong speeches, viral social media" and important endorsements, predicting that her polling position may improve further in the near future.
"It's hard to see the buzz letting up, with attention turning to her VP pick and the DNC's delegate voting starting in early August," Lamb added. "After that comes the DNC convention. The next several weeks could be very favorable for her polling."
Harris is narrowing Trump's lead in swing states.
Kuchar 7/25 [Savannah, 7/25, Congress and Campaigns reporter for USA Today; https://www.usatoday.com/story/news/politics/elections/2024/07/25/poll-harris-trump-swing-states/74539623007/]
Vice President Kamala Harris has recovered support for Democrats in five key swing states since launching her presidential campaign this week, according to new polling.
The new poll, published by Emerson College and The Hill, finds Harris still trailing her Republican opponent and former President Donald Trump in four of five states. But the vice president has the closed the gap between the Democratic and GOP ticket, since President Joe Biden dropped his reelection bid and made way for Harris' to run instead.
Trump's biggest lead was in Arizona, five points above Harris. He was ahead of her by two points in Georgia and Pennsylvania, and by one point in Michigan. In Wisconsin, the candidates were tied.
Compared to another Emerson College poll earlier this month, the former president led Biden by about twofold in those same states. Arizona was again his best state, ahead of Biden 46% to 36%, and in Wisconsin, 46% of voters supported Trump compared to 43% support for Biden.
The president said it was time to pass the torch to a new generation of leaders in an Oval Office address Wednesday evening, following a tumultuous June debate and rising public doubts from Democratic lawmakers, donors and voters.
His speech came days after Biden first announced his decision to drop out of the race. Harris quickly followed with her own campaign, receiving the president's endorsement. So far, she has seen record-breaking fundraising and a swell in enthusiasm, particularly from young voters and other crucial voting blocs.
"Harris has recovered a portion of the vote for the Democrats on the presidential ticket since the fallout after the June 27 debate," said Spencer Kimball, executive director of Emerson College Polling. "Harris’ numbers now reflect similar support levels to those of Biden back in March."
Her campaign outlined a "path to victory" that included gaining support in battleground states.
"With a popular message, a strong record on the issues that matter most to swing voters, multiple pathways to 270 electoral voters, and unprecedented enthusiasm on her side, the Vice President is in a strong position to take on Donald Trump and win in 104 days," Jen O'Malley Dillon, chair of the Harris campaign, wrote in a memo Wednesday.
Harris' electoral chances could also sway based on her choice in running mate. The Harris campaign has said little about who is top contender, but the rumored roster includes rising stars like North Carolina Gov. Roy Cooper and Arizona Sen. Mark Kelly.
Swing state constituents seem to prefer one of their own: 36% of Arizona voters want Kelly for the job; 27% of Michiganders would like to see their governor, Gretchen Whitmer; and 40% of Pennsylvania voters prefer their governor, Josh Shapiro, according to the recent poll.

A2 Tied to Biden
Kamala won’t be tied with Biden but retains support from democrats.
Megerian ‘7/25 [Chris and Josh Boak; July 25; Megerian covers the White House for The Associated Press; Boak covers the White House and economic policy; Associated Press, "Harris refashions campaign in her own image as she prepares for historic clash with Trump," https://apnews.com/article/kamala-harris-joe-biden-donald-trump-1cc8b3e7b308b6178c04931d0fa1e79b#]//av
HOUSTON (AP) — The first change that stands out is the music, with President Joe Biden’s rock and Motown fading from the playlist in favor of more pop and hip hop.
Then comes Vice President Kamala Harris’ stump speech, devoid of Bidenesque rambling digressions and focused more on the future than a laundry list of past accomplishments.
In only a few days since taking over the campaign, Harris has put her distinctive stamp on the election operation. She’s raising excitement and drawing an outpouring of donations from Democrats who had feared they were sliding toward disaster with Biden at the top of the ticket.
Now, her challenge will be transforming that enthusiasm into a durable movement at hyperspeed. She still has to make hard choices about how to maximize her time on the trail, choose a running mate and develop a policy platform independent of Biden, while her opponents are eager to define her as unfit for the White House.
“This is the easiest week of the campaign for Harris,” warns Alex Conant, a Republican strategist. “It will not get better.”
Harris insists she’s ready.
On Thursday in Houston, she told Republicans to “bring it on” in “a fight for our most fundamental freedoms.”
As she hits the road, Harris’ most dependable applause line has been “we’re not going back.” She might be referring to Republican candidate Donald Trump, but it doubles as a pitch for the generational change that she’s offering.
Biden endorsed Harris as his successor with just 107 days left in the race, and Conant described her campaign as being “launched off an aircraft carrier.”
“It’s never been done before,” he said. “This is stuff that people usually spend years developing, and she’s doing it in days.”
Trump is revving up his attacks on Harris, calling her “bad news” and “a radical left, not very smart person” in an interview with Fox News on Thursday. Some Republicans have also suggested that Harris’ career has only advanced because of her identity; she’s the first woman, Black person and person of South Asian descent to serve as vice president.
Sen. Laphonza Butler, a California Democrat, says Harris is prepared for the extraordinary pressures of the campaign.
“She is clear eyed about the attacks that she is going to face,” Butler said. “But she’s also determined and confident in what leadership she can offer the Democratic Party and the American people.”
Democrats are happy with Harris’ early days, and they’re relieved that the transition from Biden has not devolved into painful infighting. Former President Barack Obama is preparing his own endorsement after being privately supportive of her candidacy, according to a person familiar with the matter who requested anonymity before an announcement.
Climate

Harris pursues aggressive climate policies---that wins her the election.
Friedman 7/22 [Lisa is a Times reporter who writes about how governments are addressing climate change and the effects of those policies on communities. July 22, 2024, The New York Times, “Here’s Where Kamala Harris Stands on Climate”, https://www.nytimes.com/2024/07/22/climate/kamala-harris-climate-environment.html, accessed 7/27/2024] //Wu吳
Vice President Kamala Harris has for years made the environment a top concern, from prosecuting polluters as California’s attorney general to sponsoring the Green New Deal as a senator to casting the tiebreaking vote as vice president for the 2022 Inflation Reduction Act, the largest climate investment in United States history.
As she runs for the White House, Ms. Harris is widely expected to try to protect the climate achievements of the Biden administration, a position that could resonate with voters during a summer of record heat. A clear majority of Americans, 65 percent, wants the country to focus on increasing solar, wind and other renewable energy and not fossil fuels, according to a May survey by the Pew Research Center.
Last year, Ms. Harris flew to the United Nations global climate summit in Dubai, United Arab Emirates, where she told world leaders that “the urgency of this moment is clear. The clock is no longer just ticking, it is banging. And we must make up for lost time.”
That was a subtle reference to former President Donald J. Trump, who made the United States the first and only country to withdraw from the global Paris Agreement to limit greenhouse gas emissions. (The United States subsequently rejoined under President Biden.) The Republican nominee in the current race for the White House, Mr. Trump has indicated that he would again pull back from the global fight against climate change if he is elected in November.
“Around the world, there are those who seek to slow or stop our progress, leaders who deny climate science, delay climate action, and spread misinformation,” Ms. Harris said at the summit. “In the face of their resistance and in the context of this moment, we must do more.”
Republicans have targeted the Inflation Reduction Act, promising to overturn it if they win control of Congress and the White House. That law pumps more than $370 billion over 10 years into wind, solar, batteries and electric vehicles. It is designed to help the country move away from fossil fuels, the burning of which is driving up global temperatures. At their convention last week, Republicans promised to halt any transition away from oil, gas and coal, and to promote more fossil fuel development.
Asked if Ms. Harris would pursue the policies she supported as a senator, like the Green New Deal, her climate adviser, Ike Irby, said she would focus on implementing the Inflation Reduction Act, which she helped to pass.
“She will fight every day for all Americans to have access to clean air, clean water, and a healthy environment,” Gina McCarthy, who served as national climate adviser under Mr. Biden, said in a statement Sunday. “Vice President Harris would kick ass against Trump.”
The vice president incorporated climate change into foreign relations, holding a round table in Bangkok to connect environmental activists with clean energy experts and starting a partnership with Caribbean countries to address climate change.
As a senator from California, the state that is at the forefront of climate policy, Ms. Harris promoted electrifying school buses to reduce greenhouse gases and to cut children's exposure to diesel engine pollution. She also supported efforts to replace lead water pipes and promoted measures to help agriculture become more resilient to drought.
But she also took positions far to the left of Mr. Biden on climate change.
She was an original co-sponsor of the Green New Deal, a nonbinding resolution supported by liberal Democrats that called for the United States to transition to 100 percent clean energy within a decade while providing people with job guarantees and “high-quality health care.” The measure never got out of committee.
When Ms. Harris ran for president in 2020, her climate plan called for a $10 trillion increase in spending over a decade as well as a price on carbon, with a dividend that would have been returned directly to households. Economists have said that a carbon tax would be the most effective way to get industries to reduce their pollution.
She also favored a ban on hydraulic fracturing, known as fracking, which Mr. Biden said he opposed. Fracking is a technique that injects water and chemicals underground at high pressure to extract oil or gas that is otherwise difficult to access. Environmentalists say it pollutes the air and groundwater. California regulators have taken steps to ban fracking.
As California’s attorney general, Ms. Harris challenged federal approvals of offshore fracking along the California coast. She investigated whether Exxon Mobil lied to the public and its shareholders about the risks to its business from climate change, and whether such actions could amount to securities fraud and violations of environmental laws, but the case did not result in a prosecution.
She would later claim during a Democratic forum on climate change in 2019 that she had sued Exxon Mobil, which fact checkers reported as untrue. She did obtain settlements from other oil and gas companies, including Chevron and BP, over allegations that they violated pollution laws.
In 2019, Ms. Harris joined Representative Alexandria Ocasio-Cortez, Democrat of New York, to introduce legislation that would require the government to consider the impact of environmental regulations or laws on low-income communities, which tend to be disproportionately vulnerable to climate disruption because they are often located in flood zones, near highways, power plants and polluted land.
As vice president, Ms. Harris does not use the phrase “Green New Deal,” which has been relentlessly mocked by conservatives, who use it as shorthand for all climate and clean energy policies.
Her Republican opponents are not likely to let her forget it, though.
“During her ill-fated and short-lived 2020 presidential campaign, Harris was an early and enthusiastic supporter of the Green New Deal and called for so-called ‘carbon neutrality’ by 2030, all of it with a $10 trillion price tag,” Daniel Turner, executive director of Power The Future, a group that advocates for fossil fuels, said in a statement.
He called Ms. Harris part of the “climate cult that calls the shots in today’s Democratic Party.”
Evergreen Action, an environmental group, endorsed Ms. Harris on Sunday. The youth-led Sunrise Movement, which last week called on Mr. Biden to end his bid for re-election, praised his decision to step away. The group did not directly endorse Ms. Harris but said any replacement must “put forth a bold vision to tackle the climate crisis and fight for our generation.”
Other organizations said they were holding back an endorsement until the Democratic nomination process is completed.

Climate wins Harris the election.
Metz 7/23 [Sarah, CBS News, July 23, 2024 at 3:02 PM EDT, “The Biden administration made progress on climate change. Experts say Kamala Harris needs to convince climate voters,” https://www.cbsnews.com/news/kamala-harris-campaign-climate-voters/, accessed 7/27/2024] //Wu吳
As Vice President Kamala Harris campaigns for the presidency, she is anticipated to prioritize the Biden administration's climate accomplishments and agenda — which she played a significant role in promoting, both domestically and internationally. And her success in appealing to the 70% of voters who favor taking steps to reduce climate change could be crucial to her campaign.
Kamala Harris' role in the Biden administration climate efforts
Although critics have been quick to attack the Biden administration for record fossil fuel permitting and production under its watch, it has been the most pro climate administration in history. The Inflation Reduction Act, enacted in 2022, is the most comprehensive climate legislation the U.S. has ever seen, aimed at aggressively cutting greenhouse gasses and promoting the transition to renewable energy.
As vice president, Harris has also pushed for climate change actions abroad. She stood in for Biden at the COP28 climate summit, where she announced a $3 billion contribution to a climate aid fund for developing countries, launched the U.S.-Caribbean partnership to address the climate crisis, and worked with the private sector (that ultimately pledged $7 billion in new commitments) to promote climate resilience, adaptation and mitigation across Africa. 
Kamala Harris' past action on climate
As California attorney general, she investigated Exxon Mobil for allegedly misleading the public and shareholders about climate risks, secured an $86 million settlement from Volkswagen for cheating on emissions tests and pursued legal action against Plains All-American Pipeline following a 2015 oil spill.
Harris' commitment to climate action was also evident during her tenure as a U.S. senator. She was an early cosponsor of the Green New Deal, a comprehensive proposal aiming for 100% clean energy within a decade and job guarantees for workers affected by the transition from fossil fuels. The Green New Deal was never successfully passed by Congress, but lawmakers continue to use it as a blueprint for climate-change-related policy.
During her 2019 presidential campaign, Harris advocated for an even more ambitious climate agenda than Biden. Her proposals included a carbon tax, a "climate pollution fee," a ban on fracking and a commitment to $10 trillion in climate spending. These measures aimed to significantly reduce greenhouse gas emissions and transition the United States to a clean energy economy. 
"Her focus on climate has been consistent, and she's been delivering that message to exactly the subset of voters who we know from our research are persuadable on climate," says David Kieve, president of EDF Action, an environmental advocacy organization. 
How climate voters could sway the election
Harris' climate record is expected to be a significant aspect of her campaign. According to a 2024 analysis by the University of Colorado, the public's view on climate change played a significant role in the 2020 election and likely tipped the scales in favor of Democrats, giving them a 26-point advantage over Republicans on the issue that resulted in a favorable swing in the popular vote.
Nathaniel Stinnett, founder of the Environmental Voter Project, highlights that 4.8 million registered voters across 19 states prioritize climate and the environment but haven't voted in any election since before 2020. "Climate voters have become the ultimate wildcard, and if the climate movement votes, they could change everything," Stinnett told CBS News.
The Environmental Voter Project identified significant numbers of climate voters in key battleground states: 250,000 in Pennsylvania, 230,000 in Arizona and 490,000 in Georgia. Given the narrow margins in these states during the 2020 election, these voters could be decisive. 
While climate voters may not be the largest voting bloc, they have the potential to significantly influence the 2024 election by showing up to the polls. "More than two-thirds of the country wants to see exactly the kind of climate progress that this administration has put in place," says Bob Deans of NRDC Action Fund, "And so how that actually translates into votes, we'll have to see."
Harris draws in climate voters and activists
Mcdonnell 7/26(Tim Mcdonnell, reporter for climate change, science, conflict, and politics for The New York Times, the Washington Post, and NPR. "Dropping out may be the best thing Biden ever did on climate", 7-26-2024, https://www.semafor.com/article/07/26/2024/climate-activists-are-raising-a-lot-of-money-for-kamala-harris)
US Vice President Kamala Harris’ move to the top of the Democratic presidential ticket is driving a surge in fundraising from climate-focused voters who were less eager to open their wallets for President Joe Biden.
Harris’ strong track record on climate — as a major contributor to Biden’s climate agenda, as well as in her previous jobs as a senator and California attorney general — and the sense that she stands a better chance of defeating Donald Trump in November’s election have won her endorsements this week from leading green groups and donors. Money is pouring in, making climate activists a vital source for Harris’ record-breaking flood of donations. A virtual fundraiser led by the climate-focused author Bill McKibben Thursday night raised more than $100,000.
Her success also points to a growing truth in US politics: Whereas Big Oil was long the most powerful energy-related political lobby group in the country, renewables and clean tech are growing in clout. Harris’ candidacy spotlights how simply energizing the clean-power sector — whose support for Democrats has flagged under Biden — may close the gap with the support Trump can count on from the fossil fuel industry, or overcome it entirely.
“There’s been a really fundamental vibe shift in the climate community,” said Andrew Reagan, executive director of Clean Energy for America, an advocacy group whose political arm, CE4A Action, is helping to raise money for the Harris campaign. “There was a sense that we didn’t have a shot to win the election, but now there’s the possibility of actually electing a clean-energy president.”

Funding
Harris is preparing to flip the script on Trump’s ad advantage – fundraising now is key
Peoples 7/24
[(Steve, Chief Political Reporter for AP news.) “The fight to define Harris is on. And for now, Republicans are dominating Democrats on the airways.”, AP, 7-24-24, https://apnews.com/article/advertising-presidential-campaign-kamala-harris-trump-aab73a0d9593afebd734c8f708632926]//LR
NEW YORK (AP) — Just days into her new role as the Democratic Party’s likely presidential nominee, Kamala Harris is already facing a wave of Republican-backed attack ads questioning her personality, her progressive record and what she knew about President Joe Biden’s decline. But for now, at least, Democrats have yet to engage in the summertime advertising fight. And in a sharp reversal from much of the year, Republicans are suddenly dominating the airways. Overall, Trump and his allies are outspending Harris’ team 25-to-1 on television and radio advertising — more than $68 million for Republicans compared to just $2.6 million for Democrats — in the period that began on Monday, the day after Biden stepped aside, through the end of August, according to an AP analysis of data compiled by the media tracking firm AdImpact. The stunning disparity reflects actual spending for this week and reservations for subsequent weeks, which will almost certainly change in the coming days. But for now, the numbers highlight a dangerous imbalance for Democrats at the very moment that millions of voters are re-shaping their opinions of the vice president, who has spent much of the last four years in Biden’s shadow. “Public opinion is like cement. It’s soft at first and then it hardens,” said Sarah Longwell, co-founder of Republican Voters Against Trump. “The next three weeks are definitive. She needs to define herself before Trump defines her.” To be sure, Harris only earned Biden’s endorsement on Sunday. And in the days since, friends and foes agree that she’s benefited from a flood of so-called “earned” news media coverage, much of it positive. Trump pollster Tony Fabrizio described it as “Harris’ honeymoon” in a memo on Tuesday that predicted a surge in the polls for the Democratic vice president. Asked about the advertising disparity, Harris spokesperson Kevin Munoz said the vice president “will make her case aggressively alongside a campaign infrastructure designed to win close elections.” “In just 24 hours, Kamala Harris put abortion rights front and center for voters, broke fundraising records, and spun Donald Trump out into a manic and public breakdown — because he knows she is best-equipped to prosecute the case against a convicted felon like himself,” he said. Harris’ team has the money to launch a robust advertising campaign whenever it wants to. Her campaign raised a jaw-dropping $100 million between Sunday afternoon as of Monday night alone. And allies, led by the super PAC Future Forward, received donor commitments of $150 million in the first 24 hours after Biden left the race. “Obviously, advertising is important and will pick up, but it’s not the only factor,” said Democratic strategist Josh Schwerin. “With Harris taking over as the presumptive nominee, she’s getting wall-to-wall largely positive coverage. ... You always need to take in the context of the entire media ecosystem.” Still, some of the Harris attack ads may be beginning to shape the narrative. Biden allies privately raised concerns about a new ad from Pennsylvania Republican Senate candidate Dave McCormick that describes Harris as “the most liberal nominee ever.” The ad highlights her progressive positions on immigration, policing, energy and health care. It ends with audio of Harris’ loud laugh, which has been a frequent Republican focus. Trump’s campaign has been largely silent on the airwaves since he emerged as his party’s presumptive presidential nominee this spring. The delay in ad spending reflected, in part, the former president’s financial challenges following an expensive primary and overwhelming legal bills. Backed by allied super PACs that are running tens of millions in ads this summer, however, the Trump campaign can also afford to wait until more voters are paying attention this fall to pour money into advertising. The pro-Trump Preserve America super PAC, backed by casino magnate Miriam Adelson, has reserved $45 million worth of advertising through the end of August. MAGA Inc. has booked another $23 million. Democrats, meanwhile, just halted its advertising spending after devoting enormous sums to boost Biden in the weeks and months before he dropped out. Overall, Biden’s campaign spent more than $138 million on advertising between Jan. 1 of this year through Sunday, when he announced his decision to step aside. While much of the advertising went after Trump, the ads also featured Biden, who is no longer a candidate and largely viewed as a political liability for Harris. It is only a matter of time, days perhaps, before Harris and her allies ramp up their advertising plans. While AdImpact found only about $2.6 million in Democratic-backed ad reservations through the end of August, the pro-Biden super PAC Future Forward is set to begin rolling out a $129 million advertising campaign in September. 

Harris needs a sustained fundraising advantage to increase her popularity and define herself to voters
Brennan 24
[(Chris, Elections Columnist for USA Today.) “Kamala Harris has historic donation momentum. She’ll need it to fight Trump.”, USA Today, 7-25-24, https://www.usatoday.com/story/opinion/columnist/2024/07/25/harris-campaign-funds-beat-trump-favorability/74514710007/]//LR
Using money as a gauge for political viability, Vice President Kamala Harris clearly enjoyed a successful first few days as the Democratic Party's presumptive nominee to replace President Joe Biden. The campaign she inherited Sunday, along with the Democratic National Committee and the party's joint fundraising committees, hauled in a record-setting $100 million in less than 48 hours after Biden dropped his bid for a second term and endorsed Harris. That probably looks like game-changing money. But campaign cash is just one measure of performance in presidential politics. Polls tracking a candidate's favorability with voters also impact the outcome. Here, Harris has a serious problem, with echoes of Hillary Clinton's 2016 loss for president against Donald Trump. Harris will need all that money and much more to address it. Kamala Harris can use those donations to tell voters her story Don't get me wrong ‒ $81 million in the first 24 hours, plus the second-day take, was exactly the kind of splashy arrival Harris needed to trumpet her ascendance to the top of the ticket. It drew headlines and analysis because more than half of the 888,000 donors in those 24 hours were making their first contribution this year. Add that to the $96 million in the campaign account, as of June 30, that Biden handed her as she took over the presidential campaign. No wonder a majority of DNC delegates pledged their support for Harris, boxing out any would-be rivals who might have challenged her for the nomination. Harris, the first Black, South Asian and female vice president of the United States, can use that money to define herself to voters, to tell them the story of how she got here and where she wants to go with them. Trump is now reconfiguring his campaign apparatus to face Harris, and his super PAC allies are already spending big bucks to define her as too risky, too liberal, too whatever to elevate as president. Here, Trump finds some favorable conditions for that message. Remembering Hillary Clinton's campaign in 2016 Gallup hasn't tested Harris' favorability rating since she took over the campaign. But a survey from June 3 to June 23 found she had a favorable rating of 34% and an unfavorable rating of 57%. Compare that with Hillary Clinton, a former U.S. secretary of State, while she was running for president in late July 2016. Clinton had a favorable rating of 39% then and an unfavorable rating of 56%. Trump at the same time in July 2016 had a favorable rating of 35% and an unfavorable rating of 60%. He has improved since then. Gallup's survey last month put him at 46% favorable and 52% unfavorable. Gallup's numbers are in the ballpark with an average polling on Harris and Trump for favorability compiled by RealClearPolitics, showing her at 39.4% favorable and 51.7% unfavorable. Trump comes in at 43.5% favorable and 53.1% unfavorable. It's never a good time to have a majority of American voters disliking you. It's especially inconvenient while launching a campaign for president. Kamala Harris and Donald Trump are entering 'uncharted territory' Harris has a strong chance of shifting those numbers in her favor in the next four weeks. And Trump knows it. Harris is likely to enjoy a triple bump in popularity in that time, first by selecting a running mate for vice president, then in pre-convention voting to officially make her the nominee, and finally with her acceptance speech at the Democratic National Convention in Chicago next month. Trump's campaign on Tuesday released a memo from its pollster, Tony Fabrizio, who called all this "totally uncharted territory" with "no modern historical parallel." Fabrizio predicted a "Harris honeymoon," with polling showing her "gaining on or even leading" Trump. MAGA's Republican takeover:If we learned one thing from the RNC, it's that the GOP is no longer conservative Right on cue: A Reuters/Ipsos national poll conducted Monday and Tuesday showed Harris leading Trump 44% to 42% among registered voters. The poll has a margin of error of +/-3 percentage points. But for all his talk of "unchartered territory," Fabrizio insisted in his memo that "the fundamentals of the race stay the same" because Trump will link Harris to all the issues he would have campaigned on against Biden – the economy, crime, immigration and foreign policy. Biden's fundraising problems foretold where things are now Campaign contributions and polling data were key factors in Biden's decision to leave the race. Both went in the tank for him after his calamitous debate performance against Trump last month. Major donors stopped giving as post-debate polling showed Biden being edged by Trump, who picked up momentum after surviving an attempted assassination and then overseeing the Republican National Convention in Milwaukee Biden's attempts to claw back in prime-time television interviews with ABC News and then NBC News failed to mollify his supporters-turned-critics. A case of COVID-19 and the need to isolate only exacerbated the president's political turmoil. Harris now has to take this momentum and take on Trump For now, Harris can tout her fundraising while hitting the campaign trail to show a new burst of momentum. And that doesn't include the super PACs on both sides, which could help tip the balance in November. Politico on Monday reported that a pro-Biden super PAC had received $150 million in commitments for contributions after Harris took over. A word of caution on promised money: Elon Musk, one of the world's richest men, last week seemingly confirmed on X, the social media site previously known as Twitter, a Wall Street Journal story that said he would contribute $45 million a month to a super PAC supporting Trump. Musk, in an interview with a conservative commentator, confirmed his role in starting the political action committee but denied he would donate $45 million per month. Here, history shows that money only gets you so far. Clinton's campaign raised nearly $564 million in 2016 in her second bid for the presidency, with an additional $412 million raised by outside groups supporting her, according to the nonprofit OpenSecrets. Trump, a first-time candidate, raised more than $333 million, with outside groups kicking in $200 million. Clinton won the popular vote in 2016. But Trump won the election. Harris must now be a prolific fundraiser while spending it wisely to define herself and Trump in what has become a new and truncated campaign for the presidency. She'll need that to challenge Trump and make it clear to voters she's more than just Biden's backup. 

Internals/Impacts (Harris Specific)
NATO
Another Trump election would kill NATO---allowing for further Russian agression
Hirsh ’24 [Michael Hirsh, American journalist and columnist for Foreign Policy, POLITICO, “Trump’s Plan for NATO is emerging”, https://www.politico.com/news/magazine/2024/07/02/nato-second-trump-term-00164517#:~:text=In%20truth%2C%20Trump%20would%20be,a%20second%20Trump%20term%20intact; 7/2/2024
Donald Trump has threatened to leave NATO so many times — or has appeared to, anyway — that for many of his critics, it’s a question of when, not whether, he’d ditch the 75-year-old alliance if he’s reelected president in November.
In truth, Trump would be unlikely to quit NATO outright, according to interviews with former Trump national security officials and defense experts who are likely to serve in a second Trump term. But even if he doesn’t formally leave the organization, that doesn’t mean NATO would survive a second Trump term intact.
In return for continued U.S. participation, Trump would not only expect that European countries drastically increase their spending on NATO — his main complaint when he was president — but also undertake what one defense expert familiar with the thinking inside Trump’s national-security advisory circle, Dan Caldwell, describes as a “radical reorientation” of NATO.
“We don’t really have a choice anymore,” Caldwell told POLITICO Magazine, citing rising U.S. debt, flagging military recruiting, and a defense industrial base that can’t keep up with the challenge from both Russia and China.
Neither Trump nor his campaign has yet named a new national security team or openly embraced a new agenda for NATO. The campaign did not respond to several requests for comment for this article.
But the former officials and experts who spoke for this article — some on the record and some on condition of anonymity — are engaged in an ongoing debate within Trump world over how hard to push the Europeans toward a security architecture more to Trump’s liking.
According to these officials, the U.S. would keep its nuclear umbrella over Europe during a second Trump term by maintaining its airpower and bases in Germany, England and Turkey, and its naval forces as well. Meanwhile, the bulk of infantry, armor, logistics and artillery would ultimately pass from American to European hands. Parts of this plan were floated in an articlepublished in February 2023 by the Trump-affiliated Center for Renewing America, but in the months since, there’s been an emerging and more detailed consensus among Trump supporters on an outline of a new concept for NATO.

The shift they envision would involve “significantly and substantially downsizing America’s security role — stepping back instead of being the primary provider of combat power in Europe, somebody who provides support only in times of crisis,” said Caldwell, who recently served as a senior advisor to Russell Vought, the former senior Trump administration official who in May was named policy director for the Republican National Convention and who is expected to play a senior role in a second Trump administration. Vought is also president of the CRA.
Another part of the emerging Trump game plan is a two-tier NATO system. That idea, first proposed by another senior former Trump administration official, retired Army Lt. Gen. Keith Kellogg, means that member countries that have not yet met the target of spending 2 percent of GDP on defense “wouldn’t enjoy the defense largess and security guarantee of the United States,” according to one Trump-aligned national security expert who spoke on condition of anonymity to describe internal discussions. This could be seen to be in defiance of Article 5 of the treaty, which obliges every member to take “such action it deems necessary” to assist whoever is attacked. But members of the Trump foreign-policy brain trust noted that the language in Article 5 is flexible and does not require any member to respond with military force.
Trump has consistently expressed pique that NATO allies “rip us off” by not meeting the 2 percent spending target. Most recently, Trump actually appeared to invite a Russian attack against NATO deadbeats, saying he’d “encourage” the Russians to “do whatever the hell they want” with member countries that have not yet met the defense spending target — a decade after the NATO allies pledged to do so at their 2014 summit in Wales.
A swift resolution of the two-and-a-half-year Ukraine conflict would also likely play a key role in Trump’s plans for NATO. As part of a plan for Ukraine that has not been previously reported, the presumptive GOP nominee is mulling a deal whereby NATO commits to no further eastward expansion — specifically into Ukraine and Georgia — and negotiates with Russian President Vladimir Putin over how much Ukrainian territory Moscow can keep, according to two other Trump-aligned national security experts.
Altogether, Trump’s new approach in these areas would amount to a revolution in NATO’s affairs — one that many critics say Europe is wholly incapable of accomplishing in the foreseeable future. The U.S. is by far the largest contributor to NATO operations, spending about $860 billion on defense that represented 68 percent of the total expenditure of the NATO countries in 2023. That is well over 10 times more than that of Germany, the second largest-spending country. A substantial portion of that U.S. expenditure, which amounts to about 3.5 percent of U.S. GDP, goes to the defense of Europe though the Pentagon refuses to divulge publicly how much, says Jeremy Shapiro, research director for the European Council on Foreign Relations.
Meeting with President Joe Biden in Washington earlier this month, outgoing NATO Secretary-General Jens Stoltenberg announced that 23 of the 31 non-U.S. NATO members will now make the alliance’s 2 percent target. “That’s more than twice as many as four years ago,” Stoltenberg said. This is expected to include Germany for the first time since the early 1990s, and that country’s hawkish defense minister, Boris Pistorius, appears eager to do better, calling for Germany to shoot up to 3.5 percent of GDP on defense.
But even if Germany hits that mark, some Trump-aligned former defense officials say it’s still not nearly enough. “I’m in favor of sustaining the North Atlantic alliance, but I think the only way to do that — and I tell this to the Europeans all the time — is for them to assume a lot more of the burden,” said Elbridge Colby, who led the development of Trump’s National Defense Strategy as his deputy assistant defense secretary for strategy and force development and who is said to be in line for a senior national security post in a second Trump administration.
“We can’t be doing 10 times what the Germans are doing anymore, and we’ve got to be prepared to be tough with them. There’s got to be consequences,” Colby said in an interview. “We want NATO to be active, but we want it to be with the Europeans in the lead. That was the original idea. That was Dwight Eisenhower’s idea.” Only now, faced with a menacing China, the need for making such changes is far more urgent, Colby said. “The United States does not have enough military forces to go around. … We can’t break our spear in Europe against the Russians when we know the Chinese and Russians are collaborating, and the Chinese are a more dangerous and significant threat.”

Some of the Trump-aligned experts are mostly focused on the spending issue, while others want European countries to both spend more and assume far more of the military burden. Kiron Skinner, Trump’s former policy-planning chief under Secretary of State Mike Pompeo and a key player in Project 2025, an exhaustive agenda for Trump’s second term, emphasizes the need for more European spending as a starting point: “We need to right-size America’s role in the world in the 21st century, and that’s what I think this is about,” she said. “The U.S. is not the world’s ATM machine. NATO has a significant contribution to make in the Atlantic theater and the Indo-Pacific theater, but we need to do more strategic thinking on both sides.”
The first test of Trump’s NATO intentions, should he win another term, would be how he handles Russia’s ongoing war against Ukraine. The U.S. has stepped up its central role in NATO since the Ukraine war began, sending 20,000 additional troops to Europe (making for a total of 100,000) in addition to new air, land, maritime, cyber and space capabilities. According to the two Trump-aligned national security experts familiar with the thinking inside Trump’s inner circle, the presumptive GOP nominee is now considering making a deal with Putin on which countries could join NATO, particularly Ukraine and Georgia. Such a plan would scuttle NATO’s vague promise of future membership to Ukraine — a policy that Biden has continued, albeit without committing to a timeline.
In April, The Washington Post reported that Trump’s tentative plan also involves pressing Ukraine to cede Crimea and the Donbas border region to Russia.
“I would expect a very quick deal to end the conflict,” said Kevin Roberts, the president of The Heritage Foundation, the influential Trump-aligned think tank that has produced Project 2025. Roberts said in an interview that he could convey no inside knowledge of Trump’s plans.
But according to one of the national security experts familiar with Trump’s thinking, speaking on condition of anonymity, Trump “would be open to something foreclosing NATO expansion and not going back to the 1991 borders for Ukraine. That would be on the table. But that doesn’t mean surrendering any other possibility, including supplying large amounts of weapons to Ukraine.”
Trump himself has not publicly detailed his plans for Ukraine, but on the campaign trail he has repeatedly vowed to end the war as one of his first tasks — “before I even arrive at the Oval Office, shortly after we win the presidency,” he declared at a June 22 rally in Philadelphia. Asked on a June 21 podcastwhether he was willing to take NATO expansion into Ukraine off the table, Trump replied — in remarks that went largely unreported — that promising NATO membership to Ukraine had been a “mistake” and “really why this war started.” Many in the Trump camp openly prefer a non-NATO Ukraine. “NATO has already expanded well beyond what we need for an anti-hegemonic coalition” against Russia, said Colby.
On June 14, Putin said Russia would be ready to negotiate an end to the war if Ukraine renounced any ambition to join NATO and withdrew troops from the four regions that Moscow has claimed as its own. Asked in his June 27 debatewith Biden if such terms were acceptable, Trump replied, “No, they’re not acceptable. But look, this is a war that never should have started.”
Critics say pressuring Ukraine to surrender territory would only vindicate Putin’s horrific and murderous land grab. But Trump has made it clear he has as little love for Ukraine as he does for NATO, telling House Speaker Mike Johnson during his visit to Capitol Hill in June that Ukraine is “never going to be there for us” and “we should pay OUR TROOPS more instead of sending $60b to Ukraine,” according to a tweet from Republican Rep. Matt Gaetz. Another GOP representative, Don Bacon, told reporters in recounting the same conversation that Trump was dismissive of Kyiv’s goal of driving out the Russians, which has been Biden’s unstinting policy. “He’s like, if Ukraine wins, what will be the benefit?” Bacon said.

The biggest issue with Trump’s emerging approach to NATO may be that the European nations are plainly not prepared to fill a dramatically expanded military role anytime soon — despite their tentative plans for “Trump-proofing” NATO by pledging more spending, experts say. But they may have little choice since Trump would have more leverage to demand what he wants from Europe this time around because the U.S. is still supplying the lion’s share of military aid to Ukraine, and Europe is weaker economically and more dependent on U.S. energy supplies than ever before.
European leaders are in denial, many U.S. critics say. “They don’t really have any idea of how to replace the United States,” says Shapiro of the European Council on Foreign Relations. Fitful efforts by French President Emmanuel Macron to push for more independence from the U.S. defense umbrella have fallen flat. Stoltenberg, in the final months of his 10-year term as NATO’s secretary-general, has taken to arguing that Americans ought to be satisfied that European defense is helping to sustain the U.S. defense industry. “They’ve decided to have abiding faith that the U.S. will be there,” said Shapiro. “It seems to me that’s not really a plan, it’s the hope you have in the absence of a plan.”
NATO is key to preventing global hotspot eruption and it turns all other impacts
Stavridis ’19 [James Starvidis was the 16th Supreme Allied Commander at NATO, TIME, “Why NATO is Essential for World Peace according to its former commander”, https://time.com/5564171/why-nato-is-essential-world-peace/; April 4, 2019]
Very few Americans could find tiny Montenegro on a map. Fewer still could offer a cogent description of the differences between Slovenia and Slovakia.
Most can’t name the three Baltic countries. Yet thanks to Article 5 of the North Atlantic Treaty Organization’s charter, which was signed 70 years ago in Washington, every American is bound by law to defend with blood and treasure each of those nations, and 22 others to boot.
To many who lived through the Cold War, the alliance may seem like an obvious good deal. By binding Europe’s democracies together, NATO decreased the chances of the brutal conflicts that dominated the continent through the end of World War II. NATO provided a strong counterweight to Russia, and communism more broadly, helping defeat that ideology virtually without firing a shot. And when the U.S. went to war in Afghanistan after 9/11, the NATO allies went with us in their first and only exercise of Article 5.
Most of all, for decades NATO–the alliance for which I was Supreme Allied Commander from 2009 to 2013–was America’s forward operating base for democracy, embodying shared values that were worth defending and even dying for.
But the Cold War is long over, and new challenges require clear thinking, not nostalgia. Originally conceived, as its first leader, Lord “Pug” Ismay, quipped, “to keep the Russians out, the Americans in and the Germans down,” what exactly does NATO exist to do now? Its expansion to the tiny countries named above raises legitimate questions of common purpose and shared values. Russia is back and playing a much subtler role in undermining and threatening the organization. China’s emergence as America’s most powerful global competitor makes NATO seem anachronistic. Is the alliance, as President Donald Trump called it, “obsolete”?
The short answer is no. Many of the American interests it served in the Cold War are still advanced by NATO today, and walking away from the alliance will likely cost us more than staying and strengthening it. That shared fate is being celebrated in early April as NATO marks its 70th anniversary in Washington with events including an address by its Secretary-General to a joint session of Congress. But to save the alliance and advance the democratic values it was founded to defend, its leaders must take aggressive, creative action.
The fact is, NATO is in trouble.
The original alliance was optimized for the lengthy, bipolar Cold War and had a relatively simple mission: stop the Soviets. It was a very costly approach that required massive expenditures on troops in Europe–around 400,000 at one point, compared with 62,000 today. But with only a dozen original members and a few added along the way, NATO was relatively tight in both size and mission.
After the Berlin Wall fell in 1989, NATO 2.0 began with a breath of optimism, sometimes described as a “new world order,” with the U.S. firmly in the driver’s seat and the alliance reaching out in friendship to the former Warsaw Pact countries–including to the Russian Federation. This was a sort of springtime in European security when the idea of a Europe “whole and free” and at peace, as then President George H.W. Bush envisioned it, felt distinctly possible. But a combination of Russia’s increasing resentment as its former allies joined NATO and the global drama of the 9/11 attacks created a new reality.
At the same time, NATO 2.0 began conducting counterterrorism and antipiracy campaigns in Iraq, Libya, the Horn of Africa and Syria, either through formal alliance missions or close cooperation among alliance members. These “out of area” operations became increasingly controversial and damaged not only the popularity of the alliance with other countries but also political cohesion within it. I felt this constantly in Brussels as Supreme Allied Commander, briefing the leadership of the then 28 nations: the air and sea campaign in Libya truly split the alliance; the Afghan campaign, with its rising casualty count, appeared to be a quagmire; and, later, debates over whether to have a formal NATO mission in Syria, on the border of NATO member Turkey, led to difficult sparring matches in the North Atlantic Council, the governing body of the alliance. It felt like the organization was fragmenting badly at the beginning of the second decade of the 21st century.
It was the avowed NATO hater Vladimir Putin, ironically, who revitalized the alliance and launched NATO 3.0. Russia’s invasion of Georgia in 2008 and Ukraine in 2014 gave new purpose to NATO. I vividly remember attending an alliance meeting shortly after I took command in 2009 during which Chiefs of Defense of Estonia, Latvia and Lithuania laid out a passionate, intelligence-based briefing on the possibility of Russian intervention in the Baltic countries. I assessed it to be a very low probability at that moment, but in the years afterward, I became increasingly concerned. We updated our NATO defensive war plans, conducted significant training exercises and requested additional forces across the organization to maintain a higher level of readiness. Putin’s subsequent actions, including the shooting down of a Malaysia Airlines jet over Ukraine and increased aggression in the air and on the high seas around NATO’s periphery, drew the alliance together.
But even as NATO reawakened, the challenge from outside was changing. Putin has practiced “hybrid warfare” against his neighbors, the would-be NATO members Georgia and Ukraine. A lethal mixture of propaganda, social-network manipulation, cyberoperations, special forces and unconventional terrorist-like attacks poses a different kind of threat than the tanks and missiles of the Cold War. Could Russia make a similar set of moves on a NATO ally?
Unlikely, but possible. And that threat only gets more difficult to counter with the advent of advanced military technology. As the tools of offensive cyberwarfare continue to grow–making definitive attribution of an attack difficult to achieve–Russia might be tempted to subvert smaller NATO allies in the Baltics or the Balkans. Doing so, Moscow might calculate, could create fissures in the alliance as the larger nations debate their willingness to fight for a tiny ally. Over time such a strategy could cleverly apply pressure to the real Achilles’ heel of NATO, its already shaky political will. It would be a smart tactical move by Putin, who seems increasingly prepared to bet that the answer to the foundational question–Would you die for NATO?–is, for many, no.
President Trump is compounding that danger. He excoriated the alliance during the 2016 campaign and hectors the allies at every turn to increase their level of defense spending. That tactic admittedly has had some effect, as several allies have finally stepped up their spending to pledged levels. But it comes at a cost, creating resentment and division in response to the President’s hostile and threatening tone. Worst of all, Trump himself has called into question America’s Article 5 commitment on multiple occasions, most recently with regard to Montenegro.
That creeping lack of common purpose poses perhaps the greatest risk to NATO. Signs of authoritarianism are already emerging in some of the allied nations, like Poland, Hungary and Turkey. The looming danger of Brexit seems to cut against the core values of the alliance. And the abdication of NATO leadership by the U.S., which for so long stood as a standard of democratic governance for the world, threatens the foundation on which the alliance rests.
For all those harbingers of trouble, though, by many traditional measures, NATO remains extremely healthy.
It is powerful. The 29 nations of NATO produce more than 50% of the world’s gross domestic product, have well over 3 million troops on duty, operate massive combined naval fleets and air forces and together spend over $1 trillion on defense. Indeed, even with all the frustration over European defense spending not hitting the 2% of GDP goal, the collective European defense budget is the second largest in the world after the U.S.’s and is ahead of China’s and Russia’s–combined.
It is smart. U.S. and European defense innovation and production provides a formidable military research and development capacity. Particularly in cybersecurity, unmanned vehicles, space operations, special-forces technologies, maritime and anti-submarine capability, and air and missile defense, NATO is a technology and education superpower.
It is capable. The alliance boasts a large command structure of highly qualified teams of military officers from all of the 29 nations. Throughout Europe and the East Coast of the U.S., those teams prepare war plans, conduct training exercises, monitor readiness of allied units, gather intelligence about potential adversaries and run complex operations centers that cover the entire geographic range of NATO. These standing staffs, which we rationalized by reducing them 35% while I was NATO commander, can conduct prompt and sustained combat operations in a coalition structure on short notice.
Just as important as NATO’s health is the fact that we still need it. Geography matters, and the European peninsula is particularly well located on the western edge of the Eurasian landmass. When I was the Supreme Allied Commander at NATO, people would say to me, “Why do we need all those useless Cold War bases?” My reply was simple: They are not Cold War bases but rather the forward operating stations of the U.S. in the 21st century. When necessary, they allow us to operate in the Middle East and Africa. But they primarily serve as a bulwark: NATO is not global in its scope, scale or ambition and will remain tightly focused on the North Atlantic.
Moreover, despite all the frustrations of coalition warfare, most observers would agree with Winston Churchill that “there is only one thing worse than fighting with allies, and that is fighting without them.” The greatest single advantage the U.S. has on the global stage is our network of allies, partners and friends. That network is under deliberate pressure: from China, with its “One Belt, One Road” competitive strategy, and from Russia, with its relentless attacks on coalition unity. A strong NATO means not only having allies in a fight, should it come to that, but also a powerful deterrent to the aggression of ambitious adversaries.
Perhaps NATO’s greatest accomplishment is not even its unblemished record of deterring attack against its members but rather the fact that no alliance nation has ever attacked another. NATO’s most fundamental deliverable has been peace among Europe’s major powers for 70 years after two millennia of unhesitating slaughter on the continent. The disasters of the 20th century alone pulled the U.S. into two world wars that killed more than half a million Americans.
History provides few achievements that compare to those seven decades of peace. They were built not on the ambitions of cold-eyed leaders but something more noble. NATO is a pool of partners who, despite some egregious outliers, by and large share fundamental values–democracy, liberty, freedom of speech, freedom of expression, gender equality, and racial equality. Admittedly we execute those values imperfectly, and they are stronger in some NATO countries than in others. But they are the right values, and there is no other place on earth where the U.S. could find such a significant number of like-minded nations that are willing to bind themselves with us in a defensive military treaty.
So what can NATO do to ensure the alliance continues to provide value for all the members in general, and for the U.S. in particular? What would a NATO 4.0 look like?
The alliance should up its game in cybersecurity, both defensively and in the collective development of new offensive cybertools. Geographically, the alliance needs more focus on the Arctic; as global warming opens shipping lanes and access to hydrocarbons, geopolitical competition will increase. We should taper off the Afghan mission, perhaps maintaining a small training cadre in country and continuing to help the Afghan security forces push the Taliban to negotiate peace.
There is work to do in consolidating the Balkans, where tensions among Serbs, Croats and Balkan Muslims threaten to erupt into war again. NATO can continue to have a small mission there to help continue the arc of reconciliation. The alliance will need to be forthright in dealing with Russia, confronting Putin where we must–in its invasion and continued occupation of Ukraine–but at the same time attempting to reduce operational tensions and find zones of cooperation.
Geographically, the biggest challenge ahead will be the Middle East. The NATO nations do not agree on an approach with Iran, which is an aggressive actor in the region with significant ambitions that will impact NATO. Developing better partnerships with the Arab world, which began in earnest with the Libyan campaign and continued into Syrian operations against the so-called Islamic State alongside various NATO allies in the U.S.-led coalition, makes sense. Working far more closely with Israel would pay dividends for the alliance.
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Harris administration solves climate---Trump exacerbates it.
Milman 7/23 [Oliver Milman is an environment reporter for Guardian US. The Guardian, Tue 23 Jul 2024 06.00 EDT, “Kamala Harris could set ‘new high bar for climate ambition’, advocates say”, https://www.theguardian.com/us-news/article/2024/jul/23/kamala-harris-climate-crisis, accessed 7/27/2024] //Wu吳
Kamala Harris has a strong record on the environment that will provide a vivid contrast with Donald Trump, who has vowed to rescind climate change policies should he return to the White House, according to green advocates who have welcomed the prospect of a Harris presidency.
“We are confident that she is ready to carry forward President Biden’s historic legacy and set a new high bar for climate ambition in America,” said Lena Moffitt, executive director of Evergreen, one of a raft of green groups, including Sierra Club, League of Conservation Voters Action Fund and the NRDC Action Fund that have now endorsed the leading contender for the Democratic nomination.
Harris, as vice-president, cast the tie-breaking vote to pass Joe Biden’s landmark legislation, the Inflation Reduction Act, which unleashes hundreds of billions of dollars into building clean energy and electric car capacity. Biden, in his Sunday letter confirming he will drop his bid to be re-elected president, called the bill “the most significant climate legislation in the history of the world”.
Extolling this record, faced by an opponent who dismisses a climate crisis that is of growing concern to American voters amid a scorchingly hot summer, will be a key task for Harris should she gain the Democratic nomination. “President Harris would kick ass against Trump,” said Gina McCarthy, Biden’s former chief climate adviser.
“She has spent her whole life committed to justice, fighting for the underdog, and making sure that no one is above the law. She will fight every day for all Americans to have access to clean air, clean water and a healthy environment.”
Harris’s work on environmental issues stretches back to the early stages of her career two decades ago, when she created one of the US’s first environmental justice units as San Francisco’s district attorney. Later, as attorney general of California, Harris secured multimillion-dollar settlements from Volkswagen for rigging vehicles with emissions-cheating software and from the oil firms Phillips 66 and ConocoPhillips for environmental violations.
She once claimed, incorrectly, that she also sued ExxonMobil, although she did investigate the company over its climate change disclosures. As a US senator, Harris further built her climate credentials by becoming a co-sponsor of the Green New Deal, a resolution that called for the US to swiftly transition to 100% clean energy while providing well-paying jobs and healthcare assurances.
When Harris ran for the Democratic presidential primary in 2019, she promoted a green agenda far more ambitious than Biden’s, calling for a carbon tax, a ban on fracking for oil and gas on public lands and a $10tn investment to help combat global heating.
While this turned into little more than a wishlist, Harris became a champion of Biden’s climate bill once she became vice-president. She represented the US in Biden’s stead at last year’s Cop28 UN climate summit in Dubai where she took a thinly veiled swipe at Trump, who has called climate change a “hoax” and promised to “drill, baby, drill” for oil and gas if elected again.
“Continued progress will not be possible without a fight,” Harris told assembled world leaders at the Cop28 talks. “Our action collectively, or worse, our inaction will impact billions of people for decades to come.
“Around the world, there are those who seek to slow or stop our progress. Leaders who deny climate science, delay climate action and spread misinformation. Corporations that greenwash their climate inaction and lobby for billions of dollars in fossil fuel subsidies.”
Harris no longer mentions the Green New Deal – which has been roundly vilified by conservatives – but environmental groups see an instinctive ally in the vice-president, should she secure the nomination and beat Trump.
Climate groups who said just last week they questioned Biden’s ability to win in November are now starting to swing behind Harris. “We’re ready to go full steam ahead talking with young people about the stakes of this election and what a second Trump presidency would mean for our generation,” said Aru Shiney-Ajay, executive director of Sunrise, the youth-led climate group.

Kamala win secures climate funding and prevents Trump climate policy reversal
Teirstein 24’ ( Zoya; Vox “What Kamala Harris’s Track Record on Climate Makes Clear” https://www.vox.com/climate/362131/biden-drop-out-kamala-harris-climate-record AS) 
Former President Donald Trump has vowed to undo many of the policies Biden accomplished if he becomes president, including parts of the IRA. And scores of his key advisers and former members of his presidential administration contributed to a blueprint that advocates for scrapping the vast majority of the nation’s climate and environmental protections. Whichever Democrat runs against Trump has a weighty mandate: protect America’s already tenuous climate and environmental legacy from Republican attacks.
With Biden’s endorsement, Vice President Harris, a former US senator from California, is the favored Democratic nominee, but that doesn’t mean she will automatically get the nomination. There are fewer than 30 days until the Democratic National Convention on August 19. The thousands of Democratic delegates who already cast their votes for Biden will either decide on a nominee before the convention or hold an open convention to find their new candidate — something that hasn’t been done since 1968.
As vice president, Harris argued for the allocation of $20 billion for the Environmental Protection Agency’s Greenhouse Gas Reduction Fund, aimed at aiding disadvantaged communities facing climate impacts, and frequently promoted the IRA at events, touting the bill’s investments in clean energy jobs, including installation of energy-efficient lighting, and replacing gas furnaces with electric heat pumps. She was also the highest-ranking US official to attend the international climate talks at COP28 in Dubai last year, where she announced a US commitment to double energy efficiency and triple renewable energy capacity by 2030. At that same conference, Harris announced a $3 billion commitment to the Green Climate Fund to help developing nations adapt to climate challenges, although Politico reported that the sum was “subject to the availability of funds,” according to the Treasury Department.
“Vice President Harris has been integral to the Biden administration’s most important climate accomplishments and has a long track record as an impactful climate champion,” Evergreen Action, the climate-oriented political group, said in a statement.
Harris caught some flak for using a potentially overstated “$1 trillion over 10 years” figure to describe the Biden administration’s climate investments. She got that sum from adding up all of the administration’s major investments over the past four years, some of which are only vaguely connected to climate change.
As a presidential candidate in 2019, Harris proposed a $10 trillion climate plan to achieve carbon neutrality by 2045 on the campaign trail, including 100-percent carbon-neutral electricity by 2030. Under the plan, 50 percent of new vehicles sold would be zero-emission by 2030; and 100 percent of cars by 2035. But that proposal, like similarly ambitious climate change proposals released by other Democrats during that election cycle, was nothing more than a campaign wishlist. A better indicator of what her plans for climate change as president would look like — better, even, than her record as vice president, as much of her agenda was set by the Biden administration — could be buried in her record as San Francisco’s district attorney from 2004 to 2011 and as California’s attorney general from 2011 to 2017.
As district attorney, Harris created an environmental justice unit to address environmental crimes affecting San Francisco’s poorest residents and prosecuted several companies including U-Haul for violation of hazardous waste laws. Harris later touted her environmental justice unit as the first such unit in the country. An investigation found the unit only filed a handful of lawsuits, though, and none of them were against the city’s major industrial polluters.
As attorney general, Harris secured an $86 million settlement from Volkswagen for rigging its vehicles with emissions-cheating software and investigated ExxonMobil over its climate change disclosures. She also filed a civil lawsuit against Phillips 66 and ConocoPhillips for environmental violations at gas stations, which eventually resulted in a $11.5 million settlement. And she conducted a criminal investigation of an oil company over a 2015 spill in Santa Barbara. The company was found guilty and convicted on nine criminal charges.
“We must do more,” Harris said late last year at the climate summit in Dubai. “Our action collectively, or worse, our inaction will impact billions of people for decades to come.”

Harris solves climate change by reducing emissions and taking on fossil fuel companies – Otherwise a Trump administration collapses mitigation efforts.
Partlow’24 [Joshua Partlow, Correspondent for The Washington Post focusing on national and foreign affairs; MA in international relations from Columbia University, July 24 2024, “What a Harris campaign could mean for the fight against climate change”, The Washington Post, https://www.washingtonpost.com/climate-environment/2024/07/23/kamala-harris-climate-change-environment/] // tara
Now environmental groups and voters have begun parsing how Vice President Harris — and her possible running mates — might be different from Biden on key questions of climate change, the movement away from fossil fuels and environmental regulation.
While climate issues might not be decisive in swing states in November, this election has enormous implications for the trajectory of U.S. carbon emissions in coming years. The Biden administration has put the country on a path to lower planet-warming emissions by funding the transition to clean energy. Former president Donald Trump, the Republican nominee, has been hostile to the idea of climate change and unabashedly pro-fossil fuels.
Environmentalists have long praised Harris’s commitment to climate and environmental issues, beginning when she was a local elected official in California. She created an environmental justice office while district attorney in San Francisco, prioritized electric school buses, opposed drilling on public lands, and defended California’s push to require less-polluting cars. As a senator, she was an original sponsor of the Green New Deal.
The League of Conservation Voters has given Harris a near-perfect lifetime voting record on environmental issues. Prominent environmentalists praised the Biden administration’s climate policies and said they would be in good hands if Harris were to move to the top of the ticket.
Monday evening, a group of prominent environmental groups, including the Sierra Club and the political advocacy arms of LCV and the Natural Resources Defense Council, endorsed Harris’s campaign.
“I think these issues really are core to who she is, and she cares deeply,” said Tiernan Sittenfeld, senior vice president for government affairs at the League of Conservation Voters. “I think she would be rock-solid and determined to carry on and build on the progress of this administration.”
When Harris ran for president five years ago, she staked out a more liberal climate stance than her eventual running mate. Harris vowed to end federal support for the fossil fuel industry and immediately stop new oil leases on federal lands and waters. She endorsed a ban on fracking — which Biden did not — and proposed a $10 trillion plan to fight climate change, which she described as “an existential threat to us as a species.”
Some of her campaign promises got dropped along the way. During the Biden administration, oil permitting on federal lands and waters has outpaced the Trump administration. The Willow project — ConocoPhillips’s controversial drilling plan in the Alaskan Arctic — got the green light. The oil industry still gets tax breaks, although the administration raised fees for drilling on public land.
Despite this, environmentalists have praised the Biden-Harris administration for turbocharging the renewable energy economy — particularly through the Inflation Reduction Act — and tightening environmental regulations loosened by Trump.
“President Biden has done more on climate and clean energy than any other president by far, and we are eternally grateful,” Sittenfeld said.
As vice president, Harris — whose presidential candidacy Biden endorsed Sunday — cast the tiebreaking vote on the 2022 Inflation Reduction Act, which provides hundreds of billions of dollars in government subsidies for electric cars, solar panels and other clean energy technology. The law is expected to help reduce emissions about 40 percent below 2005 levels by 2030, according to the Environmental Protection Agency.
Harris has spent time on the road touting these achievements and last year led the United Nations COP28 climate summit in Dubai, where she said “we must do more” to halt the warming of the planet.
At an April event in Charlotte, Harris aggressively defended the Biden administration’s actions on climate change, saying the investments it had overseen ultimately will create millions of jobs, provide huge amounts of capital for clean energy projects and lower energy bills for many American families.
“When we invest in climate, we create jobs, we lower costs, and we invest in families,” Harris said.
The Biden administration worked to reverse many of Trump’s regulatory rollbacks that weakened pollution rules and made it easier for oil and gas companies to operate. It also enacted an EPA rule to limit tailpipe pollution in coming years, forcing a shift to zero-emissions vehicles that are expected to amount to more than half of new cars sold by 2032. Republicans and oil industry groups have criticized the effort to phase out gas-powered cars.
In the past, Trump mocked climate change as a “hoax.” As president he embraced coal mining and oil drilling, rolled back or eliminated more than 100 regulations designed to protect the country’s land, air and water, and pulled the United States out of the Paris agreement, the main forum for nations of the world to address the warming planet.
“It’s fair to expect a Harris Administration approach to climate and energy policy would follow the California model,” Kevin Slagle, a spokesman for the Western States Petroleum Association, said in a statement. “We could see EV mandates imposed nationwide, new production bans and further restrictions on fuel and energy choices.”
In the Senate, Harris proposed bills aimed at helping low-income and minority communities avoid harm from pollution and contaminated water.
As California attorney general, she helped win about $50 million in settlements by suing oil companies such as Chevron, BP, and ConocoPhillips over pollution issues, her campaign said in 2019. She also filed criminal indictments against a pipeline company relating to a 2015 oil spill in Santa Barbara County. The company was found guilty in 2018.
“I was proud to be a fighter and took on the Big Oil companies — great, powerful interests,” then-Sen. Harris said in a “Climate Crisis Town Hall” hosted by CNN in September 2019.
She suggested she would take executive action and use the legal system where possible to punish polluters.
“On this issue, guys, as far as I’m concerned, it’s not a question of debating the science. It’s a question of taking on powerful interests, taking on the polluters, understanding that they have a profit motive to pollute,” Harris said during the town hall.
After that event, Harris took criticism for one of her statements, when she claimed: “I have sued ExxonMobil.” In fact, New York had sued, but not California, and Harris later clarified that she investigated the oil company relating to what it knew about climate change.
For Democrats, climate change is a key issue for the next administration, and one that energizes young voters, as the world continues to get battered by rising sea levels, intensifying floods, megadroughts and steadily rising temperatures.
And any Harris-led ticket will be a stark contrast to Trump. The Republican Party platform adopted last week did not mention climate change. Instead, coming off the hottest year on record, it celebrated fossil fuels, saying: “Drill, baby, drill.”
Kamala will invest in clean energy to meet climate targets.
Smith and James 7/23 [Hayley Smith; ; Ian James; ; 7-23-2024; Environmental groups 'ecstatic' over Kamala Harris' candidacy and California climate record; Los Angeles Times; https://www.latimes.com/environment/story/2024-07-23/environmentalists-ecstatic-over-kamala-harris-candidacy; 7-27-2024; AO]
Vice President Kamala Harris’ emergence as the leading Democratic presidential contender has garnered a renewed sense of optimism among environmentalists who say she offers a strong track record of climate and clean energy policies and would continue to advance that work in the White House.
“I’m ecstatic — I couldn’t be more thrilled,” Leah Stokes, an associate professor of climate and energy policy at UC Santa Barbara, said Monday.
“Kamala Harris is a climate and environmental justice champion, and she has been for over two decades,” Stokes said. “We have a real shot to not just win the White House and have a climate president again, but also to secure strong majorities in the House and the Senate and have an opportunity to pass more climate legislation — which is what we need to do if we want to be on track to meet the targets that scientists say are necessary.”
Harris, a Californian who has previously described climate change as an “existential threat” that must be treated with a sense of urgency, has prioritized investments in clean energy jobs, air and water protections, fossil fuel accountability, climate action and environmental justice, Stokes and others said in the wake of Sunday’s announcement that President Biden was withdrawing from the race.
Harris administration solves climate.
Glasser and Sarnoff 7/21 [Matthew and Leah, ABCNews, July 21, 2024, 5:56 PM, “Where Kamala Harris stands on Green New Deal and climate initiatives”, https://abcnews.go.com/Politics/kamala-harris-stands-green-new-deal-climate-initiatives/story?id=112152079, accessed 7/27/2024] //Wu吳
Vice President Kamala Harris has officially thrown her hat in the ring for the 2024 presidential race with President Joe Biden's endorsement, following his announcement Sunday he's stepping aside.
As the nation begins to envision a possible Harris presidency, her history of environmental policy is receiving renewed attention.
As a U.S. senator, Harris was an early co-sponsor of the Green New Deal, a non-binding blueprint for transitioning the country to 100% clean energy within a decade. The Green New Deal was first introduced by Rep. Alexandria Ocasio-Cortez and Sen. Edward Markey in February 2019.
The climate proposal also includes job guarantees for displaced workers and a call for a national healthcare system. In 2019, as a candidate for president, Harris unveiled a plan to spend $10 trillion to reduce greenhouse gas emissions with a goal of getting to a zero-emissions economy by 2045.
Harris also called for a "climate pollution fee" that would "make polluters pay for emitting greenhouse gases into our atmosphere," and she indicated that a Harris administration would strengthen its enforcement and prosecution of fossil fuel companies.
During her presidential campaign, Harris said in 2020 that she would establish an independent Office of Climate and Environmental Justice Accountability that would "represent the views of frontline communities, conduct research on issues and trends in frontline communities, measure the costs and benefits of federal actions on frontline communities, and monitor government compliance."
During a CNN forum on climate change in 2020, Harris said she opposed fracking and offshore drilling. She said she would also ban fossil fuel leases on public lands if elected as president.
As California's attorney general in 2016, Harris investigated Exxon Mobil over concerns that the company misled the public and its shareholders about the risks of climate change and whether its public statements violated securities laws and other statutes.
[IMAGE OMITTED]
Harris also sued Plains All-American Pipeline over a 2015 oil spill off the California coast and obtained a criminal indictment of the company. She also secured an $86 million settlement for the state from Volkswagen for allegations of cheating on diesel emissions tests.
When she was San Francisco's district attorney, Harris created what she called the nation's first environmental justice unit.
"Crimes against the environment are crimes against communities, people who are often poor and disenfranchised," Harris said in 2005. "The people who live in those communities often have no other choice but to live there." Harris supports the Paris Climate Agreement and has said she will make the climate crisis a top national security priority.
Harris presidency fights big oil 
Partlow 7/24 (Joshua Partlow is a reporter on the national desk of The Washington Post. He has previously worked as the bureau chief in Mexico City, Kabul, and Rio de Janeiro. He has also been a correspondent in the Post's Baghdad bureau. Partlow joined The Washington Post in 2003 as an intern on the financial desk and later worked for the Metro section covering the Maryland suburbs. He grew up in Olympia, Washington, “What a Harris campaign could mean for the fight against climate change”, 7/24/2024, Acc 7/27/2024, https://www.washingtonpost.com/climate-environment/2024/07/23/kamala-harris-climate-change-environment/) 顏
When Harris ran for president five years ago, she staked out a more liberal climate stance than her eventual running mate. Harris vowed to end federal support for the fossil fuel industry and immediately stop new oil leases on federal lands and waters. She endorsed a ban on fracking — which Biden did not — and proposed a $10 trillion plan to fight climate change, which she described as “an existential threat to us as a species.”
Some of her campaign promises got dropped along the way. During the Biden administration, oil permitting on federal lands and waters has outpaced the Trump administration. The Willow project — ConocoPhillips’s controversial drilling plan in the Alaskan Arctic — got the green light. The oil industry still gets tax breaks, although the administration raised fees for drilling on public land.
Despite this, environmentalists have praised the Biden-Harris administration for turbocharging the renewable energy economy — particularly through the Inflation Reduction Act — and tightening environmental regulations loosened by Trump.
“President Biden has done more on climate and clean energy than any other president by far, and we are eternally grateful,” Sittenfeld said.
As vice president, Harris — whose presidential candidacy Biden endorsed Sunday — cast the tiebreaking vote on the 2022 Inflation Reduction Act, which provides hundreds of billions of dollars in government subsidies for electric cars, solar panels and other clean energy technology. The law is expected to help reduce emissions about 40 percent below 2005 levels by 2030, according to the Environmental Protection Agency.
Harris has spent time on the road touting these achievements and last year led the United Nations COP28 climate summit in Dubai, where she said “we must do more” to halt the warming of the planet.
At an April event in Charlotte, Harris aggressively defended the Biden administration’s actions on climate change, saying the investments it had overseen ultimately will create millions of jobs, provide huge amounts of capital for clean energy projects and lower energy bills for many American families.
“When we invest in climate, we create jobs, we lower costs, and we invest in families,” Harris said.
The Biden administration worked to reverse many of Trump’s regulatory rollbacks that weakened pollution rules and made it easier for oil and gas companies to operate. It also enacted an EPA rule to limit tailpipe pollution in coming years, forcing a shift to zero-emissions vehicles that are expected to amount to more than half of new cars sold by 2032. Republicans and oil industry groups have criticized the effort to phase out gas-powered cars.
In the past, Trump mocked climate change as a “hoax.” As president he embraced coal mining and oil drilling, rolled back or eliminated more than 100 regulations designed to protect the country’s land, air and water, and pulled the United States out of the Paris agreement, the main forum for nations of the world to address the warming planet.
“It’s fair to expect a Harris Administration approach to climate and energy policy would follow the California model,” Kevin Slagle, a spokesman for the Western States Petroleum Association, said in a statement. “We could see EV mandates imposed nationwide, new production bans and further restrictions on fuel and energy choices.”

Harris saves the climate – Trump kills us.
Harrington et al. ’24 [Samantha Harrington *Sara Peach **Pearl Marvel; ; 7-26-2024; "How Kamala Harris and Donald Trump Compare on Climate Change"; Teen Vogue; https://www.teenvogue.com/story/kamala-harris-donald-trump-climate-change; Accessed 7-27-2024] KL
President Joe Biden’s exit from the 2024 presidential race, Vice President Kamala Harris appears likely to secure the Democratic Party’s nomination for president.
As vice president, Harris cast the tiebreaking vote in the passage of the Biden administration’s signature achievement on climate change, the Inflation Reduction Act.
As Yale Climate Connections contributor Barbara Grady previously reported, “The most far-reaching climate law in history, the Inflation Reduction Act is catalyzing a transition in the U.S. economy toward cleaner energy and cleaner transportation – a shift the International Energy Agency, the U.N. Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change, and others say must happen for the world to reduce emissions of heat-trapping gases to the levels scientists say would avert the most catastrophic and irreversible climate chaos.”
Harris has made clear throughout her career that she views climate change as a significant threat. Speaking at the 2023 United Nations climate summit in Dubai, she told leaders, “Across our world, communities are choked by drought, washed out by floods, and decimated by hurricanes. Wildfire smoke darkens our skies, and rising seas threaten the lives and livelihoods of millions of people. The urgency of this moment is clear. The clock is no longer just ticking, it is banging. And we must make up for lost time.”
If elected president, Harris is “widely expected to try to protect the climate achievements of the Biden administration,” according to the New York Times.
In contrast, Trump has falsely called climate change a hoax. During his term as president, as Grady reported, “he overturned an estimated 100 environmental regulations and pulled the U.S. out of the Paris Agreement. He shrank the EPA and required that the words ‘climate change’ be removed from its website. On the campaign trail this time, he has repeatedly said one of his top priorities is to boost oil and gas production and free up more public land to ‘Drill, baby, drill.’”
If Trump wins a second term as president, he and his allies say they aim to repeal the Inflation Reduction Act and downsize the EPA.
On July 22, Harris received endorsements from several large environmental organizations, including the League of Conservation Voters Action Fund, the NRDC Action Fund, the Sierra Club Political Committee, and Clean Energy for American Action.
“The last three and a half years of the Biden-Harris administration could not contrast more starkly with Trump and other extreme MAGA Republicans, and the stakes for this election could not be higher,” the organizations wrote in a joint statement. “A second term would be far worse for our climate and our democracy.”
What is Project 2025? Trump, climate, and a second term
Project 2025, a 992-page conservative plan for a second Trump term, calls for elimination of the Office of Energy Efficiency and Renewable Energy, gutting of the National Weather Service, repeal of Biden’s clean energy subsidies, and axing the National Flood Insurance Program.
It also calls for drilling in the Arctic and cuts to climate change work by government agencies. That includes the U.S. Agency for International Development, which, the authors write, “should cease its war on fossil fuels in the developing world and support the responsible management of oil and gas reserves as the quickest way to end wrenching poverty and the need for open-ended foreign aid.”

Harris fights climate change --- empirics prove
Harrington et al. 7/22 (Samantha Harrington, director of audience experience for Yale Climate Connections, is a journalist and graphic designer with a background in digital media and entrepreneurship. Sam is especially interested in sharing how climate change is affecting people, animals, the ecology, and the economy across the U.S. Midwest. She has reported and written for Yale Climate Connections since 2016, “How Kamala Harris and Donald Trump compare on climate change”, 7/22/2024, Acc 7/27/2024, https://yaleclimateconnections.org/2024/07/how-kamala-harris-and-donald-trump-compare-on-climate-change/) 顏
Here’s an overview of Harris’s views and actions related to climate change, sourced from news and White House reports.
She connects extreme weather to climate change.
“Every day, around the world, the impact of the climate crisis is stark and it is vivid. We are seeing it in real time,” she said in a 2023 speech. “Across our nation, we see communities choked by drought, washed out by flood, and decimated by hurricanes.” White House
She has supported the Green New Deal, a carbon fee, and increased government spending on climate change. 
As a 2020 presidential candidate, her climate plan “called for a $10 trillion increase in spending over a decade.” New York Times (gift link) 
“Harris also called for a ‘climate pollution fee” that would ‘make polluters pay for emitting greenhouse gases into our atmosphere,’ and she indicated that a Harris administration would strengthen its enforcement and prosecution of fossil fuel companies.” ABC News
As a U.S. senator from California, Harris co-sponsored the Green New Deal, which called for an FDR-style overhaul of the economy that would accelerate the transition from fossil fuels to clean technology. The Green New Deal has not been enacted. 
She has woven climate change into foreign relations. 
Harris attended the 2023 United Nations climate summit in Dubai, where “she announced a U.S. commitment to double energy efficiency and triple renewable energy capacity by 2030. At that same conference, Harris announced a $3 billion commitment to the Green Climate Fund to help developing nations adapt to climate challenges, although Politico reported that the sum was ‘subject to the availability of funds,’ according to the Treasury Department.” Grist 
She held “a round table in Bangkok to connect environmental activists with clean energy experts” and started “a partnership with Caribbean countries to address climate change.” New York Times (gift link) 
She connects climate change to justice. 
As vice president, “Harris argued for the allocation of $20 billion for the EPA’s Greenhouse Gas Reduction Fund, aimed at aiding disadvantaged communities facing climate impacts.” Grist 
She’s a fan of heat pumps. Heat pumps use electricity to heat and cool homes and are seen as a key way to reduce climate pollution. 
“I have mad respect for those who are putting them together and installing them,” she said in a 2022 speech. White House
She regularly makes the connection between lower energy costs and renewable energy. Key quotes: 
“On average, families that switch to an electric heat pump can save up to $500 a year on their energy bill. And since heat pumps do not burn oil or gas, they also mean cleaner air inside your home.” White House
“In addition to lowering costs and creating jobs, this investment will also help us fight the climate crisis.” White House
“By helping families pay the upfront cost for energy efficiency upgrades to their homes, we are also lowering energy bills, bringing down household costs, creating jobs, and fighting the climate crisis. It’s all connected.” White House
She notes that investments in renewable energy can lead to job creation. Key quotes: 
“Across the country, we have created more than 175,000 new clean energy jobs. Just so far. More to go.” White House
Her Women in the Sustainable Economy initiative aims to provide job training for women in climate-smart industries. White House
She says she supports and is inspired by young climate activists. 
“These young leaders are guiding our nation in our climate fight. And as they have told me their work is driven by their hope and their determination. Hope, because they know we still have time to make a difference. And their determination is the determination to correct the course,” she said in 2023. White House
She’s been an opponent of fracking. 
As a 2020 presidential candidate, “She also favored a ban on hydraulic fracturing, known as fracking, which Mr. Biden said he opposed. Fracking is a technique that injects water and chemicals underground at high pressure to extract oil or gas that is otherwise difficult to access.” New York Times (gift link) 
As California’s attorney general, she “challenged federal approvals of offshore fracking along the California coast.” New York Times (gift link) 
She’s challenged polluting companies. 
As California’s attorney general, “she investigated whether Exxon Mobil lied to the public and its shareholders about the risks to its business from climate change and whether such actions could amount to securities fraud and violations of environmental laws, but the case did not result in a prosecution.” New York Times (gift link) 
“Harris secured an $86 million settlement from Volkswagen for rigging its vehicles with emissions-cheating software and investigated ExxonMobil over its climate change disclosures. She also filed a lawsuit against Phillips 66 and ConocoPhillips for environmental violations at gas stations, which eventually resulted in a $11.5 million settlement. And she conducted a criminal investigation of an oil company over a 2015 spill in Santa Barbara. The company was found guilty and convicted on nine criminal charges.” Grist 
As San Francisco’s district attorney, “Harris created an environmental justice unit to address environmental crimes affecting San Francisco’s poorest residents and prosecuted several companies including U-Haul for violation of hazardous waste laws. Harris later touted her environmental justice unit as the first such unit in the country. An investigation found the unit only filed a handful of lawsuits, though, and none of them were against the city’s major industrial polluters.” Grist 

Gaza – Internals 
President Harris negotiations quells Middle East conflict
Berg 7/22 [Matt, Eric Bazail-Eimil; 7/22/24; Politico reporter; Politico; “Harris’ Israel policy: Unburdened by what has been?”; https://www.politico.com/newsletters/national-security-daily/2024/07/22/harris-israel-policy-unburdened-by-what-has-been-00170252; accessed 7/26/24; Lowell-CS]
KAMALA HARRIS has been one of the Biden administration’s fiercest messengers on Israel-Palestine, and there’s hope among those in the administration who have criticized U.S. policy toward Israel that she could reunite Democrats on Middle East policy.
Late last year, HALA RHARRIT was working as an Arab-language spokesperson in the State Department when she requested the U.S. craft a statement about the freedom of the press, in the context of journalists being killed by Israel during its operations in the Gaza Strip.
She specifically asked for Harris’ name on the statement.
“Harris’ speeches were always the ones that we were able to use the most because her language in particular was always the most forward-leaning,” Rharrit told NatSec Daily. She resigned in protest over U.S. policy toward Israel in April. “We knew that a message coming out particularly from the vice president would be more accepted by the Middle Eastern audience.”
State instead released a wider statement about press freedom. A State Department official said the White House handles statements from the president and VP, while the State handles their own secretary and spokesperson.
The conflict in the Middle East “is an interagency effort — and across the administration officials including the president, the vice president, the secretary of State and others have spoken in unison about doing everything we can to get a cease-fire,” the official said.
But the VP’s public remarks and early-ish call for a cease-fire in Gaza have given her — and four other protest resignees who spoke with NatSec Daily — hope that a Harris presidency would introduce a more progressive Middle East policy.
Two current administration officials who have been critical of Biden’s Israel policy also said they’re hoping Harris will usher in a new era: “With a President Harris, a two-state solution may finally be possible,” one of the officials, who wasn’t authorized to speak publicly, told NatSec Daily.
A State Department survey conducted in March — before President JOE BIDEN outlined a cease-fire plan for the war in Gaza — also found that Harris is a more effective communicator than Biden on Israel policy in several Muslim-majority countries.
In the survey’s report earlier this month, the State Department said that among Nigerians, Harris and U.S. Ambassador to Egypt HERRO MUSTAFA GARG are “effective messengers to increase awareness that the United States cares about both Israeli and Palestinian civilians,” per the document obtained by NatSec Daily.
Among people in Morocco, Algeria, Tunisia and Egypt, the vice president “increases the reported awareness that the United States sends humanitarian aid to Palestinians,” the report reads. Independent journalist KEN KLIPPENSTEIN first reported on the findings.

Harris is the greatest hope at stopping the Gaza conflict
Y.L. Al-Sheikh and Nickan Fayyazi, 24’, (Journalists for The Nation, "Kamala Harris Will Shift on Gaza Only if We Make Her", The Nation, July 26 2024, https://www.thenation.com/article/activism/kamala-harris-gaza-policy-pressure//ACM!
Vice President Kamala Harris’s sudden ascension to the top of the Democratic presidential ticket has not only transformed the 2024 election. It has also provided the biggest opportunity in months to get Democrats to change their cruel and discredited approach to the war in Gaza.
In light of such an unprecedented moment, with the war still raging and the prospects of regional escalation in the Middle East as high as they’ve ever been, the need for a comprehensive reset on the Democratic Party’s policy toward the Palestinian struggle for self-determination and freedom is paramount. It is clear what anyone who cares about this issue must demand right now: that Harris tells the American public and the world that Israel can no longer occupy Palestinian land and impose apartheid on millions while enjoying US support and protection from accountability. But we must be equally clear that Harris will not do any of these things without sustained, relentless political pressure from the movement for Palestine.
The last 10 months of destruction and carnage, in which the Israelis have killed more than 40,000 civilians and displaced 2 million more, have been a humanitarian catastrophe. They have also been a political disaster for the Democrats. Poll after poll shows that the demand for a ceasefire is mainstream, with voters more likely to cast a ballot for a Democrat who expresses clear support for one than a Democrat who mirrors the Republican on the issue. More than 45 percent of voters who expressed support for the Biden-Harris ticket say that military assistance to Israel should be decreased. The campaign for the “uncommitted” ballot option in states like Michigan, New Jersey, Minnesota, Rhode Island, and Washington enabled Democratic voters in the hundreds of thousands, alongside professional organizers and activists, to express opposition to Biden’s unconditional support of Israel’s occupation and apartheid system.
The Biden administration’s approach to Palestine, from his first day in office to the beginning of this war, has sadly been quite similar to that of Trump’s. Taken in by the ridiculous belief that the Palestinians and their national aspirations could be indefinitely brushed to the side, Biden chose to affirm the bad logic of Trump’s Abraham Accords and pursued a normalization deal between Israel and Saudi Arabia. Instead of restoring policy that adhered to international standards, Biden instead backed Trump’s decision to recognize all of Jerusalem and the Golan Heights as Israeli territory. As of this writing, Biden still has not overturned the Trump administration’s policy of labeling products from Israeli settlements in the occupied West Bank as “made in Israel.” While the State Department routinely offered rhetorical support for a two-state solution, the president has used his veto power at the UN to block Palestinian bids for representation. These are conservative positions that have been upheld by a Democratic president, and it is imperative that whoever succeeds Biden takes up a different approach.
Harris solves Gaza – comparative to Biden
Al-Sheikh and Fayyazi 7/26 [Y.L. and Nickan, Journalists for The Nation, “Kamala Harris Will Shift on Gaza Only if We Make Her,” The Nation,https://www.thenation.com/article/activism/kamala-harris-gaza-policy-pressure, ALB] 
In a post-Biden Democratic Party, those who organize for Palestinian liberation must take up a cautiously optimistic but nonetheless realistic view of the terrain ahead of us. Harris does not appear to be nearly as ideologically committed to Zionism and defending Israel as her boss, who is 22 years older than her and was raised in an environment where Palestinians were hardly perceived, let alone viewed as having legitimate grievances or demands. It has been reported that Harris was one of the leading figures in the White House urging the president to give a higher priority to Palestinian concerns.
Harris supports stopping war in Gaza
Peter Baker 7/26, Baker is the chief White House correspondent for The Times, The New York Times, “Silent No More, Harris Seeks Her Own Voice Without Breaking With Biden”, 07-26-2024,https://www.nytimes.com/2024/07/26/us/politics/kamala-harris-gaza-biden.html
After meeting with Israel’s prime minister this week, Vice President Kamala Harris said she “will not be silent.” She was referring to her concerns about Palestinian suffering in the Gaza war, but in a way it was a larger declaration of independence. For nearly four years, she has been the quiet understudy, relegated to the role of the supportive deputy while President Biden made pronouncements. Now she has suddenly been thrust to the fore as the new presumptive Democratic presidential nominee, and neither silence nor agreeable head nods are sufficient any more. The challenge for her over the next 100 days will be to find her own voice without overtly breaking with Mr. Biden, a delicate political high-wire act without a reliable net. Every statement she makes, every sentence she utters, will be scrutinized to determine whether it is consistent with the president she serves. Yet even as she wants to demonstrate loyalty to Mr. Biden, she also hopes to show the public who she is. She is fortunate in that she and Mr. Biden do not diverge all that much, according to people who have worked with them. While friction between presidents and their vice presidents is common, there have been few notable instances where Mr. Biden and Ms. Harris have been reported to be at odds. So for her, it may not be as difficult to suppress contrary instincts in the truncated election campaign she faces as it has been for other vice presidents eager to differentiate themselves. But this is a balancing act being figured out on the fly. Because Mr. Biden was running himself until less than a week ago, neither he nor Ms. Harris has had much time to figure out how to coordinate their messages. It was notable that Mr. Biden left it to Ms. Harris on Thursday to be the public voice of the administration during the White House visit by Prime Minister Benjamin Netanyahu of Israel, taking the silent role himself. Mr. Biden cares deeply about keeping former President Donald J. Trump out of the White House and therefore has reason to be invested in Ms. Harris’s success. He also knows that because, until he was forced to quit the race, he had insisted on running again despite concerns about his age, many will blame him for not ceding the stage earlier if Mr. Trump wins. “Given the unique circumstances of the present situation, I believe Harris will have more room to maneuver in this tricky terrain,” said Richard Moe, who was chief of staff to Vice President Walter F. Mondale. “It all depends on the nature of the issue, and whether it is one that Biden feels strongly about, but it’s apparent nonetheless that Biden is prepared to give her a good deal of latitude.” Joel K. Goldstein, a longtime specialist on the vice presidency at St. Louis University School of Law, said an incumbent vice president running for president faced three challenges. The opposition will tag the vice president with any baggage the administration has. The vice president must step out of the president’s shadow to establish her own identity. And the vice president needs to pivot from subordinate to leader — “and do so while someone else is still president.” “It seems to me that Vice President Harris has done remarkably well this first week in presenting herself as an effective new leader of the Democratic Party,” Mr. Goldstein said. “She has skillfully managed to remain loyal to President Biden and the accomplishments of the administration while presenting herself as an independent, vigorous new leader from a different generation with a different style.” “When Hubert Humphrey desperately needed to separate himself from Lyndon Johnson on Vietnam, the president drew a line in blood — literally,” said James Traub, author of “True Believer,” a biography of Mr. Humphrey. Mr. Traub recalled that Mr. Johnson told Mr. Humphrey that more generous terms for peace would lead to the deaths of American troops, including Mr. Johnson’s own son-in-law, Charles S. Robb. “Kamala Harris can afford to deviate from administration policy in a way that Humphrey never could,” Mr. Traub said. Mr. Bush felt compelled to establish his independence after eight years serving under the popular President Ronald Reagan and did so by opposing a deal with Manuel Noriega, the dictator of Panama, who was facing drug trafficking charges. Mr. Gore distanced himself from President Bill Clinton because of the scandal over the president’s affair with Monica S. Lewinsky. Unlike Mr. Johnson, both Mr. Reagan and Mr. Clinton went along with their vice presidents’ stabs at separation, albeit grudgingly in the latter case, because they viewed the success of their deputies as important to the country and their own legacies. Mr. Goldstein said Mr. Biden might see it the same way. “I suspect that President Biden will embrace Vice President Harris’s candidacy as furthering his values and objectives,” he said. Abortion rights and the war in Gaza are the two most obvious areas where Mr. Biden and Ms. Harris have been perceived differently. They both favor a nationwide right to abortion, but Mr. Biden remains uncomfortable speaking about it, while Ms. Harris has leaned into the issue with passion and energy. She has stuck by his position on Gaza but has more emphatically addressed humanitarian concerns. During Mr. Netanyahu’s visit, Ms. Harris condemned pro-Hamas demonstrators as “despicable” and made it clear that she supports Israel’s right to defend itself against terrorism. But she talked forcefully about “the images of dead children and desperate, hungry people fleeing for safety” from Israel’s assault on Hamas in Gaza. “We cannot allow ourselves to become numb to the suffering, and I will not be silent,” she said. Ms. Harris’s office had no comment on Friday, but an aide speaking on condition of anonymity because of the internal sensitivities stressed that her remarks were consistent with the president’s policy and what she had said previously. Khaled Elgindy, the director of the program on Palestine and Palestinian-Israeli affairs at the Middle East Institute, however, said Ms. Harris’s statement “was a notable departure from Biden” in tone, if not in substance. “Whereas Biden typically centers Israeli needs, interests and trauma while treating Palestinian suffering mostly as an afterthought or talking point, Harris kind of flipped that formula by centering Palestinian suffering and humanity throughout her remarks,” he said. Ms. Harris delivered her statement after meeting with Mr. Netanyahu and without the prime minister by her side. Israeli officials were surprised by her comments, seeing them as much sharper than what had been said behind closed doors. They complained privately to reporters that she risked encouraging Hamas to resist a cease-fire deal by making it appear that the United States was not in lock step with Israel, a position Mr. Netanyahu echoed on Friday while meeting with Mr. Trump at his Mar-a-Lago estate in Florida. Mr. Trump weighed in as well. “I think her remarks were disrespectful,” he said. “They weren’t very nice pertaining to Israel. I actually don’t know how a person who’s Jewish can vote for her, but that’s up to them. But she was certainly disrespectful to Israel.” Mr. Trump did not explain how expressing concern for civilian casualties was disrespectful, much less how it was any more so than his own comments on Thursday insisting that Israel “finish up and get it done quickly,” referring to the war, “because they are getting decimated with this publicity.” But Ms. Harris, whose husband is Jewish, feels no need to prove that she is more supportive of Jewish people than Mr. Trump and is far more concerned about Mr. Biden’s reaction to her comments than the former president. She wants to exhibit respect for Mr. Biden, advisers say, without feeling boxed in. “I believe Harris should do everything she can to adhere to the Biden policy as long as she is still the vice president,” Mr. Moe said. “That need not be an absolute rule, because the public understandably will expect her to be her own person at some point, so it’s tricky. But essentially, she can distinguish herself as a matter of emphasis and style, as she did on Gaza and the Palestinians.”

Harris will cause a ceasefire from Israel
Wilkie and Rozelle 7/25 Christina, Josephine, July 25, Christina Wilkie is the congressional reporter for CNBC in Washington, D.C., where she covers House and Senate legislation and the business of politics. In 2018, Christina won a National Edward R. Murrow Award as part of a team from the Center for Public Integrity, for devising a new way to make White House officials’ financial disclosure forms more accessible to the public. Josie Rozzelle is a CNBC digital rotational associate covering politics. CNBC “It is time for this war to end, Harris tells Netanyahu; I will not be silent on Palestinian suffering” https://www.cnbc.com/2024/07/25/harris-israel-gaza-war-palestinians-netanyahu.html ZMR 
Vice President Kamala Harris said “Israel has a right to defend itself ... and how it does so matters.” Harris’ remarks followed a meeting she held with Israeli Prime Minister Benjamin Netanyahu in Washington Thursday.
“It is time for this war to end and end in a way where Israel is secure, all the hostages are released, the suffering of Palestinians in Gaza ends and the Palestinian people can exercise their right to freedom, dignity and self determination,” said Harris.
Since Harris launched her campaign on Sunday, the de facto Democratic presidential nominee has been under pressure to further define her position on the Israeli war with Hamas in Gaza, now in its tenth month.
Harris said her conversation with Netanyahu was “frank,” and she pressed him to continue making headway on a multi-stage plan to scale back the warfare in densely populated Gaza, to release hostages and to permit Palestinians in Gaza to resume their daily lives.
“There has been hopeful movement and the talks to secure an agreement on this deal,” she said. “And as I just told Prime Minister Netanyahu, it is time to get this deal done.”
“So to everyone who has been calling for a ceasefire. And to everyone who yearns for peace. I see you and I hear you....Let’s bring the hostages home. And let’s provide much needed relief to the Palestinian people.”
The White House later said that Harris and Netanyahu also discussed the administration’s “work to ensure Israel can defend itself from threats from Iran and Iranian-backed terrorist groups, including Hamas, Lebanese Hezbollah, and the Houthis, and the importance of combatting the rise in Antisemitism globally.”
The meeting came amid a polarizing visit to Washington by Netanyahu and the Israeli delegation.
While Netanyahu spoke to a joint session of Congress on Wednesday, thousands of pro-Palestinian protesters gathered outside the U.S. Capitol to protest his visit and America’s support for Israel. The protesters vandalized statues and burned American flags, replacing them with Palestinian flags.
“I condemn any individuals associating with the brutal terrorist organization Hamas, which has vowed to annihilate the State of Israel and kill Jews,” Harris said in a statement on the protests earlier Thursday. “Pro-Hamas graffiti and rhetoric is abhorrent and we must not tolerate it in our nation.”
“Let us all condemn terrorism and violence,” Harris said after meeting with Netanyahu Thursday. “Let us all do what we can to prevent the suffering of innocent civilians. And let us condemn anti-Semitism, Islamophobia and hate of any kind. And let us work to unite our country.”
Biden and Netanyahu held a bilateral meeting in the Oval Office earlier in the day, after which the two heads of state met with the families of American hostages.
“We feel probably more optimistic than we have since the first round of releases in late November, early December, where a little over 100 of Israel’s hostages were released,” Jonathan Dekel-Chen, whose son Sagui is currently being held hostage in Gaza, said.
“We got absolute commitment from the Biden administration and from Prime Minister Netanyahu that they understand the urgency of this moment now, to waste no time, and to complete this deal as it currently stands.”
According to the Ministry of Health in Gaza, which is controlled by Hamas, the number of Palestinians reported killed since the Oct. 7 Hamas attack on Israel is more than 39,000. In addition to reported fatalities, roughly 90,000 Palestinians have been reported injured.
More than 1,100 people were killed in Hamas’ brutal surprise attack on Israel Oct. 7, 2023, triggering the Israeli military incursion.
“What has happened in Gaza over the past nine months is devastating,” said Harris. “We cannot look away in the face of these tragedies. We cannot allow ourselves to become numb to the suffering. And I will not be silent.”
Harris supports stopping war in Gaza
Peter Baker 7/26, Baker is the chief White House correspondent for The Times, The New York Times, “Silent No More, Harris Seeks Her Own Voice Without Breaking With Biden”, 07-26-2024,https://www.nytimes.com/2024/07/26/us/politics/kamala-harris-gaza-biden.html
After meeting with Israel’s prime minister this week, Vice President Kamala Harris said she “will not be silent.” She was referring to her concerns about Palestinian suffering in the Gaza war, but in a way it was a larger declaration of independence. For nearly four years, she has been the quiet understudy, relegated to the role of the supportive deputy while President Biden made pronouncements. Now she has suddenly been thrust to the fore as the new presumptive Democratic presidential nominee, and neither silence nor agreeable head nods are sufficient any more. The challenge for her over the next 100 days will be to find her own voice without overtly breaking with Mr. Biden, a delicate political high-wire act without a reliable net. Every statement she makes, every sentence she utters, will be scrutinized to determine whether it is consistent with the president she serves. Yet even as she wants to demonstrate loyalty to Mr. Biden, she also hopes to show the public who she is. She is fortunate in that she and Mr. Biden do not diverge all that much, according to people who have worked with them. While friction between presidents and their vice presidents is common, there have been few notable instances where Mr. Biden and Ms. Harris have been reported to be at odds. So for her, it may not be as difficult to suppress contrary instincts in the truncated election campaign she faces as it has been for other vice presidents eager to differentiate themselves. But this is a balancing act being figured out on the fly. Because Mr. Biden was running himself until less than a week ago, neither he nor Ms. Harris has had much time to figure out how to coordinate their messages. It was notable that Mr. Biden left it to Ms. Harris on Thursday to be the public voice of the administration during the White House visit by Prime Minister Benjamin Netanyahu of Israel, taking the silent role himself. Mr. Biden cares deeply about keeping former President Donald J. Trump out of the White House and therefore has reason to be invested in Ms. Harris’s success. He also knows that because, until he was forced to quit the race, he had insisted on running again despite concerns about his age, many will blame him for not ceding the stage earlier if Mr. Trump wins. “Given the unique circumstances of the present situation, I believe Harris will have more room to maneuver in this tricky terrain,” said Richard Moe, who was chief of staff to Vice President Walter F. Mondale. “It all depends on the nature of the issue, and whether it is one that Biden feels strongly about, but it’s apparent nonetheless that Biden is prepared to give her a good deal of latitude.” Joel K. Goldstein, a longtime specialist on the vice presidency at St. Louis University School of Law, said an incumbent vice president running for president faced three challenges. The opposition will tag the vice president with any baggage the administration has. The vice president must step out of the president’s shadow to establish her own identity. And the vice president needs to pivot from subordinate to leader — “and do so while someone else is still president.” “It seems to me that Vice President Harris has done remarkably well this first week in presenting herself as an effective new leader of the Democratic Party,” Mr. Goldstein said. “She has skillfully managed to remain loyal to President Biden and the accomplishments of the administration while presenting herself as an independent, vigorous new leader from a different generation with a different style.” “When Hubert Humphrey desperately needed to separate himself from Lyndon Johnson on Vietnam, the president drew a line in blood — literally,” said James Traub, author of “True Believer,” a biography of Mr. Humphrey. Mr. Traub recalled that Mr. Johnson told Mr. Humphrey that more generous terms for peace would lead to the deaths of American troops, including Mr. Johnson’s own son-in-law, Charles S. Robb. “Kamala Harris can afford to deviate from administration policy in a way that Humphrey never could,” Mr. Traub said. Mr. Bush felt compelled to establish his independence after eight years serving under the popular President Ronald Reagan and did so by opposing a deal with Manuel Noriega, the dictator of Panama, who was facing drug trafficking charges. Mr. Gore distanced himself from President Bill Clinton because of the scandal over the president’s affair with Monica S. Lewinsky. Unlike Mr. Johnson, both Mr. Reagan and Mr. Clinton went along with their vice presidents’ stabs at separation, albeit grudgingly in the latter case, because they viewed the success of their deputies as important to the country and their own legacies. Mr. Goldstein said Mr. Biden might see it the same way. “I suspect that President Biden will embrace Vice President Harris’s candidacy as furthering his values and objectives,” he said. Abortion rights and the war in Gaza are the two most obvious areas where Mr. Biden and Ms. Harris have been perceived differently. They both favor a nationwide right to abortion, but Mr. Biden remains uncomfortable speaking about it, while Ms. Harris has leaned into the issue with passion and energy. She has stuck by his position on Gaza but has more emphatically addressed humanitarian concerns. During Mr. Netanyahu’s visit, Ms. Harris condemned pro-Hamas demonstrators as “despicable” and made it clear that she supports Israel’s right to defend itself against terrorism. But she talked forcefully about “the images of dead children and desperate, hungry people fleeing for safety” from Israel’s assault on Hamas in Gaza. “We cannot allow ourselves to become numb to the suffering, and I will not be silent,” she said. Ms. Harris’s office had no comment on Friday, but an aide speaking on condition of anonymity because of the internal sensitivities stressed that her remarks were consistent with the president’s policy and what she had said previously. Khaled Elgindy, the director of the program on Palestine and Palestinian-Israeli affairs at the Middle East Institute, however, said Ms. Harris’s statement “was a notable departure from Biden” in tone, if not in substance. “Whereas Biden typically centers Israeli needs, interests and trauma while treating Palestinian suffering mostly as an afterthought or talking point, Harris kind of flipped that formula by centering Palestinian suffering and humanity throughout her remarks,” he said. Ms. Harris delivered her statement after meeting with Mr. Netanyahu and without the prime minister by her side. Israeli officials were surprised by her comments, seeing them as much sharper than what had been said behind closed doors. They complained privately to reporters that she risked encouraging Hamas to resist a cease-fire deal by making it appear that the United States was not in lock step with Israel, a position Mr. Netanyahu echoed on Friday while meeting with Mr. Trump at his Mar-a-Lago estate in Florida. Mr. Trump weighed in as well. “I think her remarks were disrespectful,” he said. “They weren’t very nice pertaining to Israel. I actually don’t know how a person who’s Jewish can vote for her, but that’s up to them. But she was certainly disrespectful to Israel.” Mr. Trump did not explain how expressing concern for civilian casualties was disrespectful, much less how it was any more so than his own comments on Thursday insisting that Israel “finish up and get it done quickly,” referring to the war, “because they are getting decimated with this publicity.” But Ms. Harris, whose husband is Jewish, feels no need to prove that she is more supportive of Jewish people than Mr. Trump and is far more concerned about Mr. Biden’s reaction to her comments than the former president. She wants to exhibit respect for Mr. Biden, advisers say, without feeling boxed in. “I believe Harris should do everything she can to adhere to the Biden policy as long as she is still the vice president,” Mr. Moe said. “That need not be an absolute rule, because the public understandably will expect her to be her own person at some point, so it’s tricky. But essentially, she can distinguish herself as a matter of emphasis and style, as she did on Gaza and the Palestinians.”
Gaza – Terminals
Middle East war is quick and draws in the US. Trilateral alliance solves. 
Walter Russell Mead 23, Ravenel B. Curry III Distinguished Fellow in Strategy and Statesmanship at Hudson Institute, the Global View Columnist at The Wall Street Journal and the James Clarke Chace Professor of Foreign Affairs and Humanities at Bard College in New York, “War in the Middle East Is Closer Than You Think,” Wall Street Journal, 2/27/23, https://www.wsj.com/articles/mideast-war-is-closer-than-you-think-iran-nuclear-program-russia-oil-china-wedge-foreign-policy-biden-israel-b754ab96
I was here last week to interview Prime Minister Benjamin Netanyahu at the Tikvah Israel Security Conclave. The interview, available on the Journal’s website, combined a tour d’horizon of Mr. Netanyahu’s view of world politics with some candid reflections on the history of Zionism. As for the rest of the conference, I came away thinking that the U.S. is much closer to getting involved in another Middle East war than most in Washington understand, and that minimizing this danger requires rapid and sweeping policy change from an administration still struggling to comprehend the most serious international crisis since the late 1930s.
The Biden administration came to office with an elegant and cohesive geopolitical strategy. It would address the China challenge by driving wedges between China and its fellow revisionist powers. It would park Russia by accommodating Vladimir Putin and stabilize the Middle East by reviving the nuclear deal with Iran even as it pursued aggressive trade and security policies to limit China’s rise.
From the outset, the administration knew that the American-led world system was in trouble, but it underestimated the severity of the threat and misunderstood its causes. To its credit, Team Biden saw the China challenge clearly from day one, but failed to understand how weak the foundations of American power had become or how far the revisionist powers—China, Russia, Iran and hangers-on such as Venezuela and Syria—were willing to cooperate to weaken an American hegemony they both resented and despised.
Two years later, the Biden administration is struggling to manage the failure of its original design. Its aggressive rhetoric and policy toward China have intensified China’s hostility, but instead of facing an isolated China in an otherwise calm world, the administration faces simultaneous confrontations in Europe and the Far East. Russia isn’t parked, Iran isn’t pacified, and the three revisionists are coordinating their strategy and messaging to an unprecedented degree.
Worse, Iran’s inexorable march toward nuclear weapons, combined with its deepening partnership with Russia, is driving the Middle East steadily closer to a war that is likely to engage the U.S.—one that the Biden administration desperately wants to avoid.
For Mr. Putin, a major military confrontation in the Middle East would be an unmitigated blessing. Oil prices would spike, filling Moscow’s coffers and intensifying pressures on Europe. The Pentagon would have to split available weapons between Ukraine and Middle East allies. The balance in the Taiwan Strait would significantly shift in China’s favor. Spiking energy prices would boost inflation in the U.S. just as Mr. Biden tries to persuade antiwar Democrats to support another American military venture in the Middle East.
And while in a perfect world Russia might oppose an Iranian nuclear weapon, under current circumstances—in which Mr. Putin desperately needs Iran to help disrupt American strategy—Mr. Putin might well decide to help Iran cross the nuclear threshold.
But the Russian dictator doesn’t need to go that far. Simply by increasing Iranian military capabilities that limit Israel’s ability to attack Iran’s nuclear facilities, Mr. Putin could force Israel into a pre-emptive strike that would set off a regional war.
The U.S. can’t compel Iran and Russia to avoid actions that trigger a new Middle East war, but strong policy on our part still might deter them. Unfortunately for the Biden administration, that involves precisely the kind of hawkish Middle East posture that many Democrats—including senior Biden officials—viscerally loathe. The American approach to Saudi Arabia will have to move from a fist bump to wholehearted embrace. Drone attacks and other provocations by Iran and its allies against the Saudis, Emiratis and their neighbors will have to be met with the kind of American military response that leaves no doubt of our determination to prevail.
The best way to avoid war, and to minimize direct American engagement should war break out, is to ensure that our Middle East allies have the power to defend themselves. We must make it unmistakably clear that we will ensure our allies win should hostilities break out. Nothing else will do.

US-Iran war alone causes extinction.
Dr. John Avery 13, PhD from the University of London, Lektor Emeritus, Associate Professor, at the Department of Chemistry at the University of Copenhagen, Contact Person in Denmark for Pugwash Conferences on Science and World Affairs, “An Attack On Iran Could Escalate Into Global Nuclear War”, Counter Currents, 11/6/2013, https://www.countercurrents.org/avery061113.htm
As we approach the 100th anniversary World War I, we should remember that this colossal disaster escalated uncontrollably from what was intended to be a minor conflict. There is a danger that an attack on Iran would escalate into a large-scale war in the Middle East, entirely destabilizing a region that is already deep in problems.
The unstable government of Pakistan might be overthrown, and the revolutionary Pakistani government might enter the war on the side of Iran, thus introducing nuclear weapons into the conflict. Russia and China, firm allies of Iran, might also be drawn into a general war in the Middle East. Since much of the world's oil comes from the region, such a war would certainly cause the price of oil to reach unheard-of heights, with catastrophic effects on the global economy.
In the dangerous situation that could potentially result from an attack on Iran, there is a risk that nuclear weapons would be used, either intentionally, or by accident or miscalculation. Recent research has shown that besides making large areas of the world uninhabitable through long-lasting radioactive contamination, a nuclear war would damage global agriculture to such a extent that a global famine of previously unknown proportions would result.
Thus, nuclear war is the ultimate ecological catastrophe. It could destroy human civilization and much of the biosphere. To risk such a war would be an unforgivable offense against the lives and future of all the peoples of the world, US citizens included.
Unchecked Gaza escalation causes extinction. 
Bernie V. Lopez 10/27, professor in the Master’s program of the Ateneo Graduate School of Business and the undergraduate programs of several other schools, Communications Consultant for Philippine development projects funded by the USAID, AUSAID, ADB, and World Bank, Bachelor of Arts degree in Mathematics from the Ateneo de Manila University, documentary film maker, freelance training consultant for corporations and government institutions, “Gaza genocide may trigger nuke war,” Daily Tribune, 10/27/23, https://tribune.net.ph/2023/10/gaza-genocide-may-trigger-nuke-war/
Rocket attacks on U.S. bases immediately ensued — two in Saudi Arabia and one in Syria. Also, Iran and Saudi Arabia, historically arch enemies, are now talking to each other. The genocide may unite all Islamic splinters into one scary solid mass.
Now, the U.S. is as much a target of Islamic anger as the Israelis. It was a knee-jerk diplomatic blunder by Biden, who could have played more of a referee by openly warning Israel to stop the genocide. Now, the U.S. is part of that genocide, the critical ingredient to a possible nuclear war.
As the reality of genocide emerges, it is inevitable for Iran and the Arabs to make a vicious response.
There are protests in Israel against Netanyahu’s war moves, but the peacemakers are overwhelmed by the screams of the bloodthirsty. The genocide is virtually unstoppable. The Arab-Iran response may trigger a nuclear war if Israel is “cornered.”
The U.S. will use its carriers to attack Iran. These carriers can quickly be taken out by a massive rain of Iranian hypersonic missiles from underground silos if these missiles are long-range enough to reach the carriers, which they will not hesitate to use in the name of survival.
Existential survival is the catalyst to a nuclear holocaust. Once Iran is “cornered” by a U.S. counter-response, Russia will come into the picture, completing the elements for a full-blown proxy war beyond imagination.
Russia will never permit Iran to fall into the hands of the U.S. The fall of Iran will mean the fall of Russia. The Russian response may be nuclear. China may now take the opportunity to launch the Taiwan war to weaken the U.S. in a “war on two fronts.”
Many may think this scenario is an exaggeration. But this may be a valid warning if you put it side by side with the prophecies of Fatima, Medjugorje, and the Book of Revelation. There is total fear of a nuclear holocaust among the big powers — U.S.-NATO, Russia, China, and even lesser nuclear-capable nations such as Iran and India — which has been a deterrent to a nuclear war. But these prophecies may become a reality once fear evolves into anger or survival.
There are violent street protests worldwide, especially in EU and U.S. cities, for and against Israel. Nations are uniting for or against Israel, a seeming new biblical event. This ongoing rapid intensifying polarization is the preview to World War III, as it was for World Wars I and II. But this new one is ten-fold in size.

Initially contained conflicts can quickly spiral to draw in great powers. 
Anwesha Madhukalya 10/13, Assistant Editor at BusinessToday.In, quoting Ray Dalio, billionaire investor and founder of investment management company Bridgewater Associates, “'Pre-hot-war to brutal World War III': Ray Dalio explains how Israel-Hamas, Russia-Ukraine conflicts can spiral out of control,” Business Today, 10/13/23, https://www.businesstoday.in/amp/latest/world/story/pre-hot-war-to-brutal-world-war-iii-ray-dalio-explains-how-israel-hamas-russia-ukraine-conflicts-can-spiral-out-of-control-401841-2023-10-13
Ray Dalio, billionaire investor and founder of investment management company Bridgewater Associates, said that the Israel-Hamas and Russia-Ukraine wars should “raise revulsion and fear in everyone”. He said that these ‘hot wars' will cost the allies of these countries a lot and has the potential to spiral out of control to become an international war. 
These wars reveal the “unimaginably terrible and revolting ways” people can treat other people, he said. No one anywhere can be sure that they won’t find themselves in the middle of a war, he stated in a blog titled ‘Another Step Toward International War’, where he also cites his book ‘Principles for Dealing with the Changing World Order’. 
Although Israel, Ukraine, Russia and Hamas are involved in hot wars, “thankfully the major powers” China and the US are not but they might be at the brink of one, he said. Dalio added that it remains to be seen how far the war spreads and how the great powers will react. Dalio said that he hopes the horrific and tragic images will “encourage restraint”. 
Assessing how things have played out in the past, Dalio said that it seems clear that the warring sides have crossed the lines from “contained pre-hot-war conflicts to uncontained hot wars” that are expected to remain brutal till the end. Wars like these are more likely to spread than subside, he said, adding that they have the potential to be a “much more horrific hot world war”. 
The world is changing in ways that haven't happened in our lifetimes but many times in history, he said. He listed “five big forces” that always interact to drive the confluence of all major changes in the world – debt, money or economic force, political conflicts due to irreconcilable wealth and value gaps, geopolitical conflicts, forces of nature like droughts, floods and pandemics, and human inventiveness or new technologies. 
“Based on the perspective I have gained from studying history and from my over 50 years of experiences betting on what’s likely to happen, it seems to me that the Israel-Hamas war is another classic, unfortunate step toward a more violent and encompassing international war. In other words, it’s part of a larger war dynamic,” he said, adding how these wars can end up involving more countries. 
The billionaire investor said that it is unlikely that the Israel-Hamas war will be limited to Israel and Gaza Strip only. This war along with the Russia-Ukraine war will have “big effects on the ongoing great power conflicts”. 
“These two wars will cost the allies of these countries a lot. For example, the US is now fighting proxy wars in Europe and the Middle East while preparing for war in East Asia. As these wars spread, they will cost more. Fortunately, the progression toward a world war between the biggest powers (the US and China) has not yet crossed the irreversible line from being containable (which it is now) to becoming a brutal war between the biggest powers and their allies. If these major powers do have direct fighting with each other, in which one side kills a significant number of people on the other side, we will see the transition from contained pre-hot-war conflicts to a brutal World War III,” he said. 
Wars don’t go as expected and are more brutal than anticipated, he said, adding that the ones in favour of war also end up regretting having them. “I hope that the leaders of the great powers will wisely step back from the brink, even while they must prepare to be strong enough to successfully fight and win a hot war,” he said, adding that the might of non-fighting parties will also be tested. 
“That is because being allied and helpful to the allied countries in these brutal wars is always very costly and raises the risks of being drawn fully into the war. That’s how local wars spread into world wars,” said Ray Dalio. 
Hezbollah will get drawn in if the conflict escalates---triggers regional cataclysm. 
Brian Katz 10/10, Adjunct Fellow in the International Security Program at the Center for Strategic and International Studies, “A Second Front in Hamas’s War?,” Foreign Affairs, 10/10/23, https://www.foreignaffairs.com/israel/second-front-hamas-war-hezbollah-turmoil
“WEAK AS A SPIDER’S WEB”
Yet initial restraint should not be cause for complacency. For one thing, such tit-for-tat exchanges leave ample room for miscalculation and misperception, particularly at a time of heightened tensions, and what one side sees as a proportional response the other might consider a drastic escalation. Miscalculations triggered a large-scale war in 2006, after a Hezbollah raid into Israel and abduction of Israeli soldiers provoked an all-out Israeli invasion. Nasrallah later conceded that he had not anticipated such a reaction. 
Miscalculation is not the only risk. If fighting between Israel and Hamas continues to escalate, Hezbollah, sensing weakness, could be tempted to abandon its caution and intervene. That will be particularly likely if Israel, its leaders seeing no choice but to launch an all-out assault into the Gaza Strip to deal a devastating blow to Hamas and rescue Israeli hostages, ends up bogged down in urban warfare. As its forces are pummeled and casualties in the strip mount, Hamas will have every reason to call for help from its partners—putting pressure on Hezbollah to enhance its support. 
Hezbollah’s leaders may see a once-in-a-generation opportunity to strike directly into northern Israel.
Hezbollah, meanwhile, may have already changed its assessment of Israeli capabilities. Following its withdrawal from southern Lebanon in 2000, Nasrallah called Israel “weaker than a spider’s web”—menacing from a distance but vulnerable when challenged. Although the ensuing two decades did much to remind Hezbollah of Israel’s superior capabilities (and the destruction it could wreak on southern Lebanon), Israel’s military and intelligence failure in recent days has likely undercut that deterrent. With Israeli soldiers bogged down, Israeli intelligence distracted, and an ally under duress, Hezbollah’s leaders may see a once-in-a-generation opportunity to strike directly into northern Israel. Indeed, its entire military apparatus—infantry, special operators, and rocket, missile, and drone forces—is trained, oriented, and indoctrinated for this exact scenario. Nasrallah may step back and ask why Hezbollah has accumulated all of these capabilities to fight Israel if it is never going to use them. 
An attack would escalate quickly, with little to stop it from erupting into full-scale regional war. Hezbollah’s capabilities would allow it to attack by land, sea, and air, supported by artillery and rocket munitions. Precision missiles could target Israeli military and intelligence facilities and key infrastructure and even reach sensitive sites in Jerusalem and Tel Aviv. Israel, in turn, would unleash a devasting air campaign across Lebanon. Hezbollah’s backers—from Iran and Syria to Shiite militias in Iraq and perhaps as far away as Afghanistan and Pakistan—would be pressured join the fight. And before long, the United States could easily get dragged in, its forces and facilities facing attacks throughout the Middle East. Iran could respond by activating cells in the region and beyond. 
. Outweighs on magnitude---every global war will go nuclear. 
Alexander Shtorm 23, quoting intelligence specialist Georgy Rieper, “Crisis in Israel opens the gate of hell in the Middle East and Europe,” Pravda, 10/10/23, https://english.pravda.ru/world/157880-israel_gate_of_hell/
"Today, many write clever forecasts about the Samson Option (Israel's use of nuclear weapons) or the full cleansing of Gaza. They switch from Ukraine to the Palestinian-Israeli crisis, but the question is much broader. What we can see now is part of the grandiose redivision of the world that was formed after WWII," Georgy Rieper told Pravda.Ru.
Let us recall that Israel today has at least 200 nuclear warheads. The country also has a full-fledged nuclear triad. Israeli nuclear arsenal is believed to be the sixth largest nuclear arsenal in the world.
Officially, Israel never admits to the presence of nuclear weapons. There is only "no one's nuclear explosion" known as the Vela incident. However, everyone knows about the Samson Option — Israel's deterrence strategy of massive retaliation with nuclear weapons.
A lot has been reported about the existence of so-called "Parking Plan” when Israel literally wipes Gaza out turning it into one giant parking lot. It appears that Israel is implementing this plan already:
first Gaza is destroyed in massive rocket attacks,
heavy tanks and special forces clear the region,
bulldozers level out the entire territory of the enclave making it look like a parking lot.
"Israel's cleansing of the Gaza Strip will trigger a huge migration crisis and an explosion of aggression in the Islamic world. The United States is bringing an aircraft carrier group in, but who is stopping Iran from transferring anti-ship missiles to Hamas or Hezbollah? Libya may supply old strategic Tu-22 aircraft to Hamas as well. A sunken aircraft carrier is something different than bulldozers in Gaza. The very existence of Israel is at risk. This may lead to the nuclear destruction of the countries of the Arab world,” Georgy Rieper believes.
Migrants (mostly Muslims) will then cause civil-religious and simply civilisational wars in the EU, he also added.
"Believe me, many want to fish in troubled waters and catch benefits when redividing the world. The crisis in Israel has opened the gate of hell in the Middle East and Europe. The whole world will be on fire, blood will drip down the meridians,” he also said.
The expert does not rule out that other major conflicts may occur against the backdrop of such turmoil:
China will launch a military operation to conquer Taiwan;
The Poles will snatch pieces of Ukraine;
India and Pakistan will "redistribute” Kashmir (which is dangerous, since both countries are nuclear powers);
Japan and North Korea may decide to close their civilisational and territorial disputes;
Northern Cyprus could become another hotspot;
The Serbs and the Albanians will fight over Kosovo;
Ireland will remember its independence and centuries of humiliation from Britain;
If Britain is distracted by Ireland, Argentina may remember "its” Malvinas Islands.
"In this period of wars, as the world is being reshuffled, only penguins will be able to lead their peaceful lives on the Pole. Australia appears to be an island of stability and calmness as well. Oddly enough, the largest country in the world, Russia, may also settle down and live in peace after it resolves the Ukrainian crisis in a year or two, unless a war with NATO breaks out. Russia has formulated its principles of a new world order and is now sitting and watching," Rieper concluded.
 Independently, Hezbollah will use bioweapons---extinction. 
Dr. Jill Bellamy van Aalst 13, CEO of Warfare Technology Analytics, advises business and government clients on biological warfare and bio-defense within the EU and NATO, develops and runs biological and nuclear war-games for EU MoD and NATO states, she is a Subject Matter Expert on the Syrian and Iranian biological weapon complex, “Hezbollah’s UAV Biological Weapon Capability: A Game Changer?” New English Review, June 2013, Accessed via WebArchive, http://www.newenglishreview.org/custpage.cfm/frm/140408/sec_id/140408
In the shadow of this biological weapons are less well understood. Syria’s biological weapons programs run out of the Syrian Scientific Research (SSRC) in Damascus have not been the focus of much media attention. That despite these weapons are far more dangerous and more likely to be deployed. Perhaps less clear is Syria’s close relationship and support of Hezbollah and Hezbollah’s arsenal of Unmanned Aerial Vehicles. The merging of Syria’s biological weapon program with Hezbollah and/or Iran’s UAV programs could create an international public health emergency more catastrophic than a natural outbreak. In an article by Arie Egozie entitled “Israel F-16 downs another Hezbollah UAV,” Egozie notes: 
An Israeli air force F-16 has shot down an unmanned air vehicle launched from Lebanon by Hezbollah militants. The threat was detected over the Mediterranean Sea on 25 April 2013 and was destroyed shortly after by an air-to-air missile. The encounter occurred at 13:30 local time, and an air force helicopter transporting Israeli Prime Minister Benjamin Netanyahu for an official visit to the north of the country landed as fighters scrambled. Israel's latest interception of a UAV is the fifth such action to have been performed by its air force in the past decade. 
Ababil Iranian UAV launch ready Iran is believed to have supplied Hezbollah with 12 Ababil UAVs.3 The Ababil carries an 88 pound conventional payload, with a range of approximately 150 miles. Given the unique characteristics of UAV’s it is conceivable that Hezbollah, under orders from Iran, and provided with advanced technology could deploy biological weapons utilizing this platform. 
Historic Precedence 
Concern over the use of UAV’s as a possible platform for deploying biological weapons is not new. According to a classified version of the October 2001 US National Intelligence Estimate (NIE) Iraq was “working with unmanned aerial vehicles (UAVs), which allow for a more lethal means to deliver biological and, less likely, chemical warfare agents.”4 The NIE judged that the UAVs were “probably intended to deliver biological warfare agents.” Further, it declared that “Baghdad’s UAVs could threaten Iraq’s neighbours, US forces in the Persian Gulf and if brought into the United States, the US Homeland.”5 The unique characteristics of biological weapons put immediate geographic targets at risk. Due to lengthy incubation periods, rDNA, synthetic biology, transmissibility, and virulence could place the global community as a whole at residual risk. Ironically, the casualty risk to Israel from a UAV mounted with BW may actually be rather negligible compared to the likely impact on the larger global community. This is especially acute with regard to regions with limited health care infrastructures and low or non-existent bio-defence capabilities. 
Could Hezbollah Acquire a UAV BW Capability? 
Biological and nuclear weapons fall into the highest level of WMD threat, because their effect, for a given low weight, is far greater than for chemical and radiological weapons.6 As a consequence, they were given a priority, comparable to that given nuclear weapons.7 Hezbollah has acquired almost every type of conventional weapon Iran has ever produced and works closely with Syria. As Hezbollah is considered by some to run their own laboratories in Lebanon, it is likely that Syria has already transferred weaponized biological agents to these labs. 
To put the threat Hezbollah’s potential BW program poses and the possible use of their current UAV stockpile as a deployment platform into clearer focus, in 2005, France's Interior Minister Dominique de Villepin, at an Interpol bio-terrorism conference held in Lyon, emphasized that nowadays terrorists are highly likely to use weapons of mass destruction including biological weapons. Given Hezbollah’s possible laboratories, they could easily maintain an advanced BW capability. Hezbollah’s state sponsorship by both Syria and Iran vastly increase their ability to successfully deploy BW using UAV’s. 
Why a Biological Weapon Payload Poses a Unique Risk 
Weaponizing biological agents suitable for a UAV payload requires stabilization and field testing techniques which are available to nearly all national military defence laboratories such as those that exist today in Syria and Iran. Technical thresholds such as stabilization, field testing and dispersal are factors which determine not only kill ratios of a weaponized agent, but the success rate a terrorist group or organization is likely to achieve. Hezbollah’s BW capability should be considered as synonymous with that of Iran. In this sense it would be far more lethal, more likely to go global and produce pandemic disease. 
[PARAGRAPH BREAKS PAUSE]
On the technical side, Hezbollah has been trained by Iran’s Quds forces in Sudan on BW. The type of BW is likely to be highly advanced, not a homemade version of anthrax collected from soil samples. Additionally, BW received from Syrian programs running at the SSRC in Damascus, is technically very sophisticated. Iran would have the capability to provide Hezbollah with technical mounting of UAV’s with BW. Moreover, in contrast to a conventional payload which may present issues of accuracy, a biological payload does not. Technical Considerations regarding Hezbollah’s BW Mounted UAV’s It is important to understand the advanced technical knowledge Iran and Syria possess both in terms of their BW Complex and mounting a UAV BW payload. A New Yorker article notes ‘the vast majority of drones in the United States will probably be used for agriculture. Drones can be used to more precisely spray crops, keep track of growth rates and hydration, and identify possible outbreaks of disease before they spoil a harvest.’8 Among advanced BW agents, stabilization and deployment are significant issues due to the sensitivity of biological agents to environmental factors, not only during storage but during application.9 Stabilization is problematic due to the susceptibility of organisms to inactivation of biochemical compounds in the environment. The loss of viability can result from exposure to high physical and chemical stress environments such as high surface area at air-water interfaces, (frothing), extreme temperatures or pressures, high salt concentrations, dilution, and or exposure to specific inactivating agents.10 Stabilization of the BW agent for mounting, requires initial concentration of the agent; freeze drying (lyophilisation particularly related to anthrax), spray drying, formulation into solids, liquid or gas solutions; and deep freezing.11 Exact technical methods of concentration include: vacuum filtration, ultrafiltration, precipitation, and centrifugation. Freeze drying is the preferred method for long-term storage of bacterial cultures because freeze-dried cultures can be easily rehydrated and cultured via conventional means.12 Global Security. Org. offers an interesting analysis and details further the technical threshold which Iran and Syria have overcome: A toxin agent is most effective when prepared as a freeze-dried powder and encapsulated. Such encapsulation, however, is not necessary for weaponization. Infectious biological agents are generally stabilized and then spray dried.13 Under appropriate meteorological conditions and with an aerosol generator delivering 1-5 micron particle-size droplets, a single aircraft can disperse 100 kg of anthrax over a 300 km 2 area and theoretically cause 3 million deaths in a population density of 10,000 people per km2. The mean lethal inhalator dosage is 10 nanograms. Hezbollah’s BW Scenarios for mass casualty bio-terrorism It is unlikely Hezbollah or either of their state sponsors would choose b. anthracis (anthrax), to use in a drone attack on Israel. It is more likely they would consider highly pathogenic strains of transmissible Category A or B agents. It is also likely they have war-gamed each scenario utilizing UAV’s as the delivery platform. The use of a UAV would likely increase probability of consistent dissemination and stability of the agent.14 Aerosolization of biological agents using spray devices is the method of choice since the extreme physical conditions associated with explosive dissemination can completely inactivate the biological agent. (Aerosol dispersal allows for control of particle size and density to maximize protection from environmental degradation and uptake of the enclosed biological agents in the lungs of targeted populations.)15 Dissemination efficiency rates of aerosol delivery systems are in the range of 40-60 percent. Cruise missiles, aircraft carrying gravity bombs or spray attachments, and fixed-wing or rotor craft with attached sprayers are all vehicles for delivery of biological agents. The delivery of biological agents by explosive devices is much less efficient (~1-5 percent).16 The preferred approach is dispersion via the use of a pressurized gas in a submunition. Other preferred platforms from an efficiency standpoint include small rotary-wing vehicles, fixed-wing aircraft fitted with spray tanks, drones, bomblets, cruise missiles, and high-speed missiles with bomblet warheads. The Syrian biological weapons program, run primarily out of the SSRC in Damascus, Cerin, Homs and Aleppo, are designed to be highly agile and compartmentalized. They utilize such technologies which are far superior to maintaining and continually upgrading a BW stockpile. For this reason, Syria, Iran and other nations who now run BW programs generally do not stockpile these weapons. The lack of a stockpile, even the lack of signatures on UAV mounted payloads, makes it far more difficult to identify, than during the Cold War Era. 
[PARAGRAPH BREAKS RESUME]
Additionally, the weaponized agents Syria and Iran possess are sophisticated. Much of their expertise is gleaned from joint scientific research and development between Syria, Iran and North Korea. The technical obstacles faced by non-state sponsored terrorist organizations does not exist for Hezbollah or Hamas. Unfortunately, in most major transit hubs current detection technologies are not going to pick up what either Syria, Iran or others are working on today. Detection technology has not been able to keep pace with advances in the life sciences. Even multi-agent analysis is complicated by interferences between assays and the large number of BW probes.17 Moreover if a UAV BW payload was launched from Lebanon, detection in airports, train and bus stations would be a moot point. Drones, especially swarms loaded with BW, would have an increased chance of success particularly if some were targeted on unpopulated areas. It is worth noting that due to biological weapons’ unique characterises, a relatively light payload could produce exceptionally high kill ratios compared to a chemical warhead. It is the quality not the quantity that counts. Thus making small drones the ideal deployment platform for BW. 
Should Hezbollah decide to arm their arsenal of Ababil UAV’s18 or other drones, with biological warfare agents and target Israel, perhaps using a swarm of UAV’s, the likely and unfortunate casualties will be populations in nations who do not possess a bio-defence infrastructure. These are states that do not have the economic means to stockpile vaccines and medical counter-measures, who do not have the laboratory capacity or the health care capacity to conduct mass casualty care. With several BW agents such as smallpox, incubation periods can be lengthy. Some incubation periods would be over three weeks, transmission could occur several kilometres downwind given good meteorological conditions. This means a drone could lay down BW in an unpopulated area. The BW payload, should the drone be destroyed, could go undetected until populations become symptomatic. Lengthy incubation periods mean silent transmission which would come in waves. As A-symptomatic civilians travel to other regions of Israel and internationally. A war game, called Atlantic Storm, illustrates the existential risk to the global community from BW verses chemical or nuclear weapons. 


Gaza – 2NC/1NR Iran Scenario
Israel Palestine spills over to Iran war
Lodhi and Chughtai 24 Areesha, Alia, January 25, Assistant Producer · Al Jazeera Media Network Implemented research-based strategies to improve presence and traffic on Flipboard and Reddit. Co-authored 10 weekly LinkedIn newsletters, Alia Chughtai is an interactive journalist, specialising in visual journalism and infographics, Al Jazeera “Israel-Gaza war spillover risk: Mapping recent strikes in Middle East” https://www.aljazeera.com/news/2024/1/25/israel-gaza-war-spillover-risk-mapping-recent-strikes-in-middle-east ZMR
Experts warn that if Israel’s war on Gaza does not end, the conflict could spill over, bringing in new players.
“Without a ceasefire in Gaza, it’s hard to see how this gets better. And I think the simmering pot is now boiling over, and it’s just going to get worse and worse as time goes on. It’s really a very dangerous moment,” Hassan El-Tayyab, legislative director for Middle East policy at Friends Committee on National Legislation, a Quaker advocacy group in Washington, DC, told Al Jazeera earlier this month.
US foreign policy also seems set on continuing its military activity, after President Joe Biden pledged last week that US attacks would continue in spite of their failure to deter Houthi attacks in the Red Sea.
Iran’s entanglement in several of the confrontations has also deepened worries that it could serve as a hub for regional conflict, particularly with its links to armed groups outside its own borders.
Western and regional authorities, as well as analysts, generally agree that Iran aims to steer clear of a direct military clash with the US or Israel.
However, the country appears open to employing its proxies to engage and divert the attention of the military forces of these adversaries within the region.
The primary risk of escalation arises from a potentially misguided attack either executed by Iran and its proxies or by the US and its allies.
Iran war escalates. 
Dr. Robert Farley 22, PhD from the University of Washington, Professor of Political Science at the University of Kentucky’s Patterson School of Diplomacy, “5 Places Where World War III Could Erupt In 2022”, https://www.19fortyfive.com/2022/01/5-places-where-world-war-iii-could-erupt-in-2022/
5 Places World War III Could Erupt: Iran
Any honest appraisal of US policy towards Iran now recognizes that then-President Donald Trump’s decision to abandon the Joint Comprehensive Plan of Action (JCPOA), better known as the Iran Nuclear Deal, was a disastrous mistake.
The US effort to increase military and economic coercion against Iran has failed.  Iran has stepped up its nuclear efforts while improving the sophistication of its missile forces and increasing its covert activities across the region.
Negotiations have thus far failed to restore the status quo, as the United States has stumbled over its inability to commit and Tehran has taken a tough attitude.  If negotiations fail to bring Iran into some kind of a deal, the threat of military action lurks in the background. While the Biden administration doesn’t seem excited about the prospect of war, US allies in Riyadh and Jerusalem could try to trigger a confrontation. Similarly, if Iran comes to believe an attack is inevitable, it could pre-empt with all the tools it has available. Iran lacks committed great power backing, but a conflict in the Middle East could open opportunities elsewhere for Russia and China.

A2 Trump Solves Gaza
Trump’s Jerusalem recognition means he can’t solve Gaza
Narea 24 [Nicole, covers politics and society for Vox. Her work has also appeared in Politico, Washington Monthly, and the New Republic, “What Trump really thinks about the war in Gaza,” 6/1,  https://www.vox.com/politics/353037/trump-gaza-israel-protests-biden-election-2024, ALB + ACM]
Trump’s political calculation on Gaza
This isn’t new from Trump.
During his first term, Trump was one of the most pro-Israel US presidents. He recognized Israel’s controversial annexation of the Golan Heights and the country’s capital as Jerusalem, despite the fact that control of Jerusalem has been a sticking point in negotiations between the Israelis and Palestinians for decades.
This arguably tarnished the US’s ability to act as a credible broker of negotiations between the Israelis and Palestinians, who have increasingly sought diplomatic solutions outside of the peace process. Nevertheless, Trump has continued to boast of those measures as proof of his pro-Israel bona fides.
Though he has not elaborated on his plans for a second term, there’s reason to believe that he would advance similar policies, with his son-in-law and former Middle East adviser, Jared Kushner, recently suggesting that Gaza’s current borders can be altered in contradiction of current US policy. “Gaza’s waterfront property could be very valuable,” he said in February.

Trump will be an epic fail in Gaza – he’s not in favor of a two state solution
Narea 24 [Nicole, covers politics and society for Vox. Her work has also appeared in Politico, Washington Monthly, and the New Republic, “What Trump really thinks about the war in Gaza,” 6/1,  https://www.vox.com/politics/353037/trump-gaza-israel-protests-biden-election-2024, ALB]
Former President Donald Trump hasn’t said much publicly about the war in Gaza, despite implementing hardline pro-Israel policies while he was in office. But what he has said has put him squarely in line with a GOP base that is beginning to lose interest in the war, even as it maintains support for Israel.
And recently, he’s begun taking an increasingly hostile stance against Palestinians and their supporters in the US.
Earlier this month, he reportedly told donors behind closed doors that he would pursue a zero-tolerance policy with respect to what he reportedly referred to as the “radical revolution” that has swept US college campuses in recent months, saying he would have deported protesters who aren’t US citizens.
“Well, if you get me elected, and you should really be doing this, if you get me reelected, we’re going to set that movement back 25 or 30 years,” he reportedly said.
If Trump sees college campuses as another front in the culture wars that he can play up for the election, the war in Gaza itself may be a thornier matter.
Trump, who routinely touts his support of Israel more broadly, has reportedly said he supports Israel in its continued “war on terror” after the October 7 attack by Hamas. And like members of the Israeli government, he has cast doubt on the continued viability of a two-state solution to the Israeli-Palestinian conflict that has been a cornerstone of US policy for decades.


FoPo
Harris k2 sustainable foreign policy – Ukraine, Israel and Taiwan.
Bazail-Eimil’24 [Eric Bazail-Emil, National security reporter for POLITICO and graduate of Georgetown University’s School of Foreign Service, July 21 2024, “What a Kamala Harris foreign policy could look like”, POLITICO, https://www.politico.com/news/2024/07/21/kamala-harris-foreign-policy-00170143] // tara
Russia and Ukraine
Like Biden, Harris has been a strong backer of Ukraine in its defense against Russia and is expected to mostly continue his policies. In June, Harris represented the U.S. at the Summit for Peace in Ukraine, where she had her sixth meeting with Zelenskyy. She has voiced strong support for transatlantic cooperation on supporting Kyiv.
Harris said in an interview with NBC News this year that Ukraine can continue to count on support from Washington as the war drags on. “Ukraine needs our support,” Harris said. “And we must give it.”
At this year’s Munich Security Conference, Harris also reiterated the Biden administration’s pledge of supporting Ukraine for “as long as it takes.”
She has also been a fierce critic of Vladimir Putin, blaming him for Russian opposition leader Alexei Navalny’s death this year. And she has criticized Russia’s attacks on Ukrainian civilians as “crimes against humanity” and pledged to hold authorities in Moscow accountable.
“To all those who have perpetrated these crimes, and to their superiors who are complicit in those crimes, you will be held to account,” Harris said in 2023 at Munich.
More recently, Harris has criticized Trump on the campaign trail for his previous comments claiming that he would pull the U.S. out of NATO.
“Donald Trump has embraced Putin,” Harris said at a July 11 campaign event in North Carolina. “It’s not just happening today. It’s been happening, as he, Trump, threatened to abandon NATO and encouraged Putin to invade our Allies.”
The Middle East
On the issue of Israel, Harris voiced support for a two-state solution as a senator and backed the Abraham Accords. As vice president, Harris privately expressed that the Biden administration needed to take a stronger stance against Israeli Prime Minister Benjamin Netanyahu as the civilian death toll mounted in Israel’s war against Hamas.
Publicly, Harris emerged as one of the earliest high-profile leaders in the administration to call for an immediate temporary cease-fire in March. She delivered the sharpest rebuke against Israel’s handling of aid flows into the Gaza Strip at the time by a senior leader and described the conflict as a “humanitarian catastrophe” for innocent civilians.
Tariq Habash, who was a Biden policy adviser in the Education Department before resigning over the administration’s Israel policy, said he’s “cautiously optimistic” that Harris would be more willing to consider policy changes that center Palestinian human rights and curb Israel’s continued actions in Gaza and elsewhere.
Josh Paul, a former State Department official involved with transferring arms to American allies, said that Harris seems less “fixed and intransigent” than Biden does on Israel policy.
Still, he acknowledged, there’s only so much any U.S. president can do to change policy toward Israel in the short term.
“I have cautious and limited optimism — but also a deep sense of relief that the Democratic party will not be nominating for the presidency of the United States a man who has made us all complicit in so much and such unnecessary harm,” Paul said.
Harris supported the 2015 Joint Comprehensive Plan of Action deal with Iran to rein in Tehran’s nuclear program. And she condemned a January 2020 military strike against top Iranian general Qassem Soleimani and co-sponsored unsuccessful legislation to block further military actions against Iranian leaders and targets.
On Saudi Arabia, Harris joined progressives on legislation restricting arms sales and military assistance to Riyadh due to its role in the Yemeni civil war and the killing of Saudi journalist and Washington Post columnist Jamal Khashoggi.
And Harris supported legislation to commemorate the Armenian genocide, which has been a source of tension between fellow NATO member Turkey and Armenia for a century.
Asia
Harris would likely continue the Biden administration’s tough policy on China if elected president.
As a senator, she criticized Trump’s approach to Beijing, telling Vice President Mike Pence during the vice presidential debate in 2020 that Trump “lost that trade war” and that his tariffs hurt the American economy without rebalancing the U.S.-China relationship. But like other administration officials, Harris has advocated for “de-risking” from Beijing, a policy that encourages reducing the extent to which Western economies depend on China.
“It’s not about pulling out, but it is about ensuring that we are protecting American interests, and that we are a leader in terms of the rules of the road, as opposed to following others’ rules,” Harris said in an interview with CBS last year.
Harris has also been outspoken on sensitive issues roiling the U.S.-China relationship. She regularly worked on legislation as a senator promoting human rights in Hong Kong. Trump signed into law a bipartisan bill she introduced with Sen. Marco Rubio (R-Fla.) promoting human rights in Hong Kong and sanctioning Hong Kong officials implicated in “undermining fundamental freedoms and autonomy” in the territory. A year later Harris’ co-sponsorship of the Uyghur Human Rights Policy Act helped make it law in 2020 and empowered the U.S. government to impose sanctions against “foreign individuals and entities responsible for human rights abuses” in Xinjiang.
A Harris administration would likely continue unofficial support for the self-governing island, especially in the wake of increasing Chinese military threats. In September 2022, she said “we will continue to support Taiwan’s self-defense, consistent with our long-standing policy.”
Since becoming vice president, Harris has spoken with both Chinese leader Xi Jinping and Taiwan’s President Lai Ching-te. Harris met briefly with Xi on the margins of the APEC Leaders Retreat in 2022 where she urged him to “maintain open lines of communication to responsibly manage the competition between our countries,” she said on social media. Harris met Lai at the inauguration of Honduras’ President Xiomara Castro in that same year prior to Lai’s successful bid for Taiwan’s presidency in January.
Harris criticized China’s ongoing harassment of Philippine vessels in Manila’s waters in the South China Sea during a visit to the Philippines in 2022. During that trip, Harris visited an island adjacent to the waters where China’s Coast Guard regularly menaces Philippine supply missions to its military outpost on the Second Thomas Shoal and decried Beijing’s “intimidation and coercion” in the region.
But Biden’s decision to step aside likely won’t change Beijing’s public messaging on the election. “They want to avoid playing themselves into the narrative of this election to the maximum extent possible,” said Ryan Hass, former director for China, Taiwan and Mongolia at the National Security Council, now director of the John L. Thornton China Center at Brookings. Beijing doesn’t see any advantage in either a GOP or Democratic presidential win in November. “They see the policy approaches of both parties as problematic for their interests and objectives,” Hass said.
Aside from China, Harris kept a close eye on East Asia as a senator, regularly introducing or co-sponsoring bipartisan legislation promoting human rights in Myanmar.
Harris opposed Trump’s charm offensive toward North Korean leader Kim Jong Un and criticized the Trump administration for not doing enough to rein in the Hermit Kingdom’s nuclear threats.
Harris, whose mother was Indian, also regularly criticized the Indian government as a senator and met with members of the Kashmiri diaspora. Ties between Harris and the government of Narendra Modi seemingly have smoothed over, with Modi praising Harris during a 2023 state visit to Washington.
Harris will keep a strong pro-Ukraine stance and defend NATO allies but Trump has threatened to pull out of Article 5. 
Detsch’24 [Jack Detsch, Pentagon and national security reporter for Foreign Policy, July 26 2024, “The Kamala Harris Doctrine”, Foreign Policy, https://foreignpolicy.com/2024/07/26/kamala-harris-policy-china-russia-trade-immigration-israel-gaza-india/] // tara
Biden has sent Harris to represent him at many of the biggest international conferences, including the Munich Security Conference and the Ukraine peace summit. Harris doesn’t have Biden’s trans-Atlantic record, but three years in a row at Munich, one of Europe’s top talking shops and a place where officials go to calm their nerves on U.S. policy, she’s hit all the expected notes as America’s reassurer-in-chief. America’s commitment to NATO is “unwavering” and “ironclad,” she said in a February 2022 speech in Munich, just five days before Russia’s full-scale invasion of Ukraine. She also said that NATO’s Article 5 self-defense pledge—which Trump has threatened not to honor for allies who aren’t meeting the alliance’s 2 percent of GDP spending mark—is “sacrosanct.” In 2023, she returned to Munich with similar talking points on NATO but tougher language about Russia’s invasion, then a year old. The Biden administration had concluded that Russia had committed crimes against humanity in the war, she said. And about two weeks before the debate that would effectively end Biden’s presidential campaign, Harris filled in as Biden’s surrogate at the Ukraine peace summit in Switzerland, where she called for a “just and lasting peace.” The Kremlin has stayed mostly quiet on Harris’s presidential bid so far, with presidential spokesperson Dmitry Peskov noting the vice president’s “unfriendly rhetoric” but adding that Russia could not yet formally assess her candidacy. Russian state media, however, immediately began to attack the Democratic Party’s new standard-bearer. “Kamala with the nuclear button is worse than a monkey with a grenade,” said Andrei Sidorov, Moscow State University’s dean of global politics, speaking on Russian state TV’s weekly talk show.

A2 Fracking Ban
Harris won’t ban fracking
Ben Lefebvre, 7-28-2024, [Ben Lefebvre has covered energy industry and policy issues for nearly a decade. "Harris campaign denies Trump's fracking ban accusation", POLITICO, https://www.politico.com/news/2024/07/28/harris-campaign-trump-fracking-ban-00171537, accessed 7/28/24, S.A.M.]
Vice President Kamala Harris’ campaign rejected what it called “false” accusations by former President Donald Trump that she would ban fracking if elected president. Details: The response by the Harris campaign came after Trump at a Minnesota campaign rally on Saturday brought up statements Harris made during her 2019 primary run pledging to ban fracking. “Trump’s false claims about fracking bans are an obvious attempt to distract from his own plans to enrich oil and gas executives at the expense of the middle class,” the Harris campaign said in a statement. “The Biden-Harris Administration passed the largest ever climate change legislation and under their leadership, America now has the highest ever domestic energy production.” Fracking technology has helped U.S. drillers reach record oil and gas output. The campaign highlighted data from the Energy Information Administration showing that the United States produced more than 13 million barrels a day of oil in 2023, the highest level ever. Trump at the campaign rally accused Harris of trying to hide her stance on the issue. “She said, ‘I‘d never said [that] about fracking,’” Trump said at the rally. “Then we played 90 tapes — ‘There will be no fracking.’” Trump also repeated several falsehoods about the Biden administration’s energy policy, including that it put in place a mandate forcing all Americans to buy electric vehicles. No such mandate exists although an EPA regulation aims to spur higher adoption of electric vehicles. Background: Trump’s allegations come as Harris is expected to moderate her positions on energy issues after she had been one of the more liberal candidates running for the party’s nomination for the 2020 election.
AI
A Harris win streamlines stalling AI regulation that’s key to maximize potential and risk of AI.
Kang 7-24 [David Mccabe and Cecilia Kang; I write about attempts by American regulators to rein in the power of prominent technology companies. In recent years, I’ve covered the federal investigations into whether Google, Apple, Meta and Amazon broke antitrust laws. The government sued all four companies, and I now follow the cases as they wind through the courts. I also report on other developing stories about tech and competition.; 7-24-2024; "A Kamala Harris Presidency Could Mean More of the Same on A.I. Regulation"; New York Times; https://www.nytimes.com/2024/07/24/technology/kamala-harris-ai-regulation.html; accessed 7-27-2024; AH]
Over the past three years, Vice President Kamala Harris has taken a leading role inside the White House on artificial intelligence as the technology is taking off.
As A.I. czar, she brought the chiefs of OpenAI, Microsoft, Google and Anthropic to the White House to agree on voluntary safety standards for the technology. She led a White House executive order mandating how the federal government would use and develop A.I. And she pushed Congress to adopt regulations to protect individuals from A.I. killing jobs and other harms — although little legislation has emerged and the companies have so far faced few roadblocks.
We “reject the false choice that suggests we can either protect the public or advance innovation,” Ms. Harris said in a speech in November, calling for both global regulation and further accountability from companies. “We can and we must do both.”
Now, as the Democratic Party’s presumptive presidential nominee, a win for Ms. Harris could mean a continued relatively smooth runway for A.I. companies, which have enjoyed little U.S. regulation and the chance to shape White House and Congressional views on the technology.
Ms. Harris has previously taken tougher stances on Big Tech. As the former district attorney of San Francisco, and then attorney general of California, she pushed for laws against cyberbullying and to promote greater privacy for children online. As the state’s attorney general, she worked to stem the spread of intimate images, taken without their subject’s consent, on big tech platforms.
“She brings a very kind of lawyerly, kind of thoughtful, mind-set about thinking about all sides of the issue,” said Alondra Nelson, a former director of the White House Office of Science and Technology Policy.
The Harris campaign referred a request for comment to the White House. Jeff Zients, the White House chief of staff, said in an emailed statement that the administration “has taken unprecedented actions to maximize the potential and manage the risks of A.I. — and at every turn, both the president and the vice president have pushed us to act quickly and pull every lever.”
Under the Biden administration, Big Tech has faced increased scrutiny on antitrust. Regulators have sued Google, Meta, Amazon and Apple, accusing them of monopolistic behavior. Many of those investigations were started under Donald J. Trump, the Republican nominee for president.
Meanwhile, generative A.I. that powers humanlike chatbots and realistic image generators has taken off, fueling concerns that the technology could take jobs and cause other harms, alongside doomsday scenarios that it could destroy humanity. Although Congressional leaders have said they must take action and have held forums to discuss the technology, few concrete efforts to regulate A.I. have materialized.
“She has years of service demonstrating her conviction in corporate accountability,” said Dan Geldon, a former aide to Senator Elizabeth Warren, Democrat of Massachusetts. “It seems unlikely that a President Harris would disrupt all the existing litigation and momentum, based on her long history of holding corporations who break the law accountable.”
Ms. Harris has connections to tech companies from her time in California, and her brother-in-law, Tony West, is the top lawyer at Uber.
When she was campaigning to become state attorney general in 2010, Ms. Harris appeared for a question-and-answer session at Google’s campus in Mountain View. She told employees she saw the tech industry’s expertise as central to making sure that the government communicated well and had up-to-date systems.
“I want these relationships and I want to cultivate them, because I want you to be an advisory group,” Ms. Harris said at the time, according to a recording of the session. “This is a short drive to come here. This is backyard. We’re family.”
In 2015, as California’s attorney general, she visited Facebook’s headquarters in Menlo Park to promote safer internet use. In the event for high school students, Sheryl Sandberg, then chief operating officer of the company now known as Meta, said “we can work together to show the internet can be a tool for good,” according to media reports.
Ms. Sandberg is backing Ms. Harris’s candidacy, as is the investor Reid Hoffman, a major donor to the Democratic Party.
Ms. Harris could draw on her tech ties to build new advisory teams, tech policy experts said.
“Biden had a close circle of advisers who had been with him for decades, none of whom had deep roots in tech,” said Blair Levin, a former chief of staff for the Federal Communications Commission and an adviser for New Street Research. “Her advisers will come from sources, including California, that have tech backgrounds.”
The work Ms. Harris has done so far as the White House A.I. czar reflects her moderation and willingness to listen to both sides, experts say.
In October, President Biden signed the A.I. executive order she led requiring companies to talk to the government about the most severe risks associated with their systems, alongside outlining steps for the federal government to adopt the technology.
“We have a moral, ethical and societal duty to make sure that A.I. is adopted and advanced in a way that protects the public from potential harm and ensures that everyone is able to enjoy its benefits,” Ms. Harris said at the White House in October while announcing the order. (The Republican Party’s platform calls for repealing that executive order because it “hinders A.I. innovation.”)
Mr. Zients said in his emailed statement that the commitments by the companies to rigorously test their systems had been Ms. Harris’s idea.
“I was meeting with the vice president in one of our weekly check-ins last year,” he said. “The vice president said to me, ‘Let’s bring the C.E.O.s down here and let’s get some commitments in place now while we work on our executive actions.’”
Those commitments were only part of the solution, Ms. Harris said in a speech in November.
“Let me be clear, these voluntary commitments are an initial step toward a safer A.I. future with more to come, because, as history has shown, in the absence of regulation and strong government oversight, some technology companies choose to prioritize profit over the well-being of their customers, the safety of our communities and the stability of our democracies,” she said.
Healthcare
Kamala Harris is key to left leaning healthcare policies
Chelsea Cirruzzo and Ben Leonard, 7/22/2024 [(Chelsea Cirruzzo is a health policy and local news reporter. I've been published in The Washington Post, The Lily, Washington City Paper, DCist, VICE News, and more .Ben is a health care reporter at POLITICO, focusing on policy and politics in Congress, and co-author of POLITICO’s Pulse newsletter) 7/22/2024, https://www.politico.com/newsletters/politico-pulse/2024/07/22/harris-could-shift-health-policy-to-the-left-00170203#]
Medicare for all: Harris signed onto Sen. Bernie Sanders’ Medicare for All bill — which would eliminate private insurance and transfer everyone to a single-payer, government-run program — and introduced her own competing plan that would allow private plans to compete with public ones. She also cosponsored an array of more modest alternatives, including making it possible for more people to opt in to either Medicare or Medicaid. Harris’ all-of-the-above approach drew criticism from her primary rivals, including Sanders and Biden, with some accusing her of going too far, others not far enough and still others as inconsistent and untrustworthy. Biden’s campaign, which was then pushing a plan to expand Obamacare to include a public option, said Harris’ “have-it-every-which-way approach” showed “a refusal to be straight with the American middle class.” Cost of care: In her seven years as California attorney general, Harris repeatedly used legal tools to try to bring down the cost of health care, tackling anticompetitive behavior in the hospital, insurance and pharmaceutical industries. She also won multimillion-dollar settlements from major health care corporations like Quest Diagnostics and McKesson after whistleblowers filed lawsuits claiming fraud in the state’s Medicaid program. This record signals an interest not only in defending and building on the drug price negotiation framework enacted by Biden but also in using antitrust laws more aggressively to tackle consolidation in the health care sector. Lindsay Bealor Greenleaf, vice president and head of state and federal policy at consulting firm ADVI Health, whose clients include biopharmacy groups, told Pulse she will watch how Harris talks about the Inflation Reduction Act, which the vice president is likely to herald as an achievement of the Biden-Harris administration. “She has had very strong views on drug pricing. She pushed on march-in rights,” Greenleaf said, referring to an administration action to seize the patent of certain high-priced medicines.

Medicare will save the US trillions
Citizen 2/21/2020 [(Public Citizen is an American non-profit, progressive consumer rights advocacy group, and think tank based in Washington, D.C..) FACT CHECK: Medicare for all would save the U.S. trillions; public option would leave millions uninsured, not garner savings - Public citizen. (2020, February 21). Public Citizen. https://www.citizen.org/news/fact-check-medicare-for-all-would-save-the-u-s-trillions-public-option-would-leave-millions-uninsured-not-garner-savings/]
Medicare for All opponents repeatedly claim that Medicare for All is “too expensive” by presenting misleading numbers without the proper context of our unsustainable health care spending. Here are the facts: We can’t afford NOT to implement Medicare for All. Our health care spending is estimated to continue rising and will reach nearly $6 trillion a year by 2027. That means according to the federal government, we will spend around $42.9 trillion on health care over the next decade if we maintain the status quo. Medicare for All will cost LESS than our current system. A recent study by Yale epidemiologists found that Medicare for All would save around 68,000 lives a year while reducing U.S. health care spending by around 13%, or $450 billion a year. Medicare for All spending would be approximately $37.8 trillion between 2017 and 2026, according to a study by the Political Economy Research Institute (PERI) at the University of Massachusetts Amherst. That amounts to about $5 trillion in savings over that time. These savings would come from reducing administrative costs and allowing the government to negotiate prescription drug prices. Other studies by think tanks and government agencies have analyzed single-payer proposals at the state and federal levels. Most found Medicare for All would reduce our total health care spending. Even a study by the Koch-funded Mercatus Center found that Medicare for All would save around $2 trillion over a 10-year period. With Medicare for All, most families would spend less on health care than they do now on premiums, copays and deductibles. ​​​​​​​Some additional taxes would be needed to pay for Medicare for All, but most Americans would spend less on health care than they do right now. Overall, working families that make around $60,000 a year would pay up to 14% lesson their annual health care costs. As the debate grows on how to overhaul the health care system, Medicare for All is being pitted against a public option. It’s important to highlight the differences between the policies. A public option would: Cost even more than the wasteful status quo, around $175 billion more per year. And because it wouldn’t have comparable savings from efficiencies and negotiating power, it would cost $600 billion a year more than Medicare for All without providing as generous coverage; Leave millions uninsured or underinsured and subject to unnecessary out-of-pocket costs, including copays and deductibles; Leave more than 100 million Americans at the whim of private for-profit insurance, so they would be under constant fear of disruption when their employer changes plans or they lose or change jobs; Force employers to continue to struggle with whether they can afford to provide insurance to their employees; and Enable for-profit insurers to cherry-pick healthier Americans, threatening the financial solvency of the public programs. However, Medicare for All would: Provide guaranteed health care to everyone; Provide access to home and community-based care for all who need it; Guarantee coverage for dental, vision and hearing services; End medical debt and medical bankruptcies; Reduce administrative waste by $500 billion per year; End price gouging by pharmaceutical companies; and Put an end to corporations profiting off the sick.
China
Harris diffuses tensions with China, maintaining US leadership
Kelly Garrity 2023 “Harris on China: We need to lead” https://www.politico.com/news/2023/09/10/kamala-harris-china-relationship-00114893 Kelly Garrity is a breaking news reporter at POLITICO.//$tobo
Managing the United States’ relationship with China isn’t about decoupling, Vice President Kamala Harris said following her trip to Indonesia for a summit of Southeast Asian countries in Jakarta. “It is about de-risking. It is about understanding,” Harris said during an interview airing on CBS’ “Face the Nation” on Sunday. “It’s not about pulling out, but it is about ensuring that we are protecting American interests, and that we are a leader in terms of the rules of the road, as opposed to following others’ rules,” Harris told CBS host Margaret Brennan. Tension between the United States and China increased early this year, after the U.S. shot down a Chinese spy balloon off the Carolina coast; there’s also been continued tension over Taiwan and trade. The icy relationship between the countries has been slow to thaw, though U.S. leaders have emphasized a desire to keep lines of communication open between the two countries. During Harris’ trip, she criticized China’s efforts to take control of the South China Sea, calling the actions “bullying” by China. Though the U.S. does not “invite conflict” with China, “we absolutely are prepared to and engaged in what is necessary to compete,” Harris said in Sunday’s interview. China’s President Xi Jinping could end up traveling to Harris’ home state for the Asia-Pacific Economic Cooperation leaders’ meeting that’s will be held in San Francisco in November. But a meeting between Xi and President Joe Biden during the APEC summit is far from a given; China’s top security agency has said a meeting between the leaders hinges on the U.S. “showing sufficient sincerity.” “I think he is absolutely an important player in this region of the world. And if he comes, then that will be, I’m sure, something that could be productive,” Harris said of Xi. Though there is still tension between leaders of the two countries, Harris attributed the strain on the relationship to the competition between the U.S. and China. “Yes, there’s tension when you are in a competition of any sort. But that does not mean that we are seeking conflict,” Harris said.

Finance Bros
Harris would destroy the finance bros.
Price & Schroeder ’24 [Michelle Price *Pete Schroeder; BA Hons and MA in History  at University of Cambridge *Master's degree in journalism from Georgetown University; 7-22-2024; "A Harris presidency would carry baton on financial industry crackdown"; Reuters; https://www.reuters.com/world/us/harris-presidency-would-carry-baton-financial-industry-crackdown-2024-07-23/; Accessed 7-27-2024] KL
WASHINGTON, July 23 (Reuters) - A potential Democratic administration led by Vice President Kamala Harris would likely advance President Joe Biden's agenda of tough financial rules, an unwelcome prospect for Wall Street banks, crypto companies and other players that have chafed under the current administration.
Harris is the frontrunner to win the Democratic nomination after Biden exited the presidential race on Sunday and endorsed her.
While Harris has had a low profile when it comes to the administration's financial policies, her track record taking on Wall Street banks and voting against deregulation suggests she would continue with Biden's ambitious agenda, said analysts.
The Biden administration agenda has included both adopted and proposed rules cracking down on bank fees, non-bank lenders and medical debt providers, requiring more transparency from hedge funds, as well as hikes in the amount of capital banks must hold and a slew of enforcement actions against major cryptocurrency firms.
"Harris is farther to the left than Biden, but the Biden administration has proven to be incredibly progressive, so there shouldn't be much daylight between a second Biden administration and a first Harris administration," Isaac Boltansky, director of policy research at brokerage BTIG, wrote in a note on Monday.
A spokesperson for Harris did not immediately provide comment on her potential agenda on financial regulation.
Among prominent progressive Democrats who have endorsed Harris is Senator Elizabeth Warren, who has helped shape Biden's financial regulatory agenda and who has not been shy of criticizing fellow Democrats she sees as soft on Wall Street.
"We view this as boosting risk for financials and crypto," TD Cowen analyst Jaret Seiberg wrote on Monday of Harris, adding that a second Democratic administration would finalize the Basel capital rules and a requirement that banks hold more long-term debt, and advance limits on overdraft and other fees.
To be sure, Harris is not yet the Democratic nominee and the details of financial regulation policy would be overseen by the agency picks. One former administration official noted that while Harris has been tough on banks in the past, she was not as left leaning on financial regulation issues as Warren.
Several major Wall Street names plan to support Harris for the Democratic nomination, Semafor reported on Sunday. A source familiar with the matter said that Peter Orszag and Ray McGuire at Lazard would donate to Harris, confirming parts of that report.
On Monday, investors unwound some of the so-called Trump-bond market trades that had bet on a Trump victory, "but he’s still the favorite," said Paul Mielczarski, head of macro strategy at Brandywine Global.
"WALL STREET GREED"
Harris rose to prominence as the attorney general of California, where she took a tough hand with big banks.
In 2011, she negotiated hard for banks to commit more cash to help consumers harmed by predatory lending in the lead-up to the 2007-09 financial crisis. In 2016, her office launched a criminal investigation into Wells Fargo's fake accounts scandal.
The former administration official praised her work as California's AG and noted that Harris tapped Katie Porter, opens new tab, then a law professor, to oversee that $18 billion bank settlement to help homeowners. Porter later served in Congress where she took on big bank CEOs and called out Trump's deregulation.
As a senator, Harris in 2018 sided with Warren and other progressives in voting against a bill rolling back rules introduced following the financial crisis. The Federal Reserve subsequently blamed that change for contributing to last year's failure of Silicon Valley Bank.
"Wall Street greed and abuse crashed our economy in 2008. I will fight against any legislation to deregulate the Big Banks," Harris posted on X, opens new tab, then Twitter, as the negotiations heated up.
As vice president, Harris last year spearheaded a Consumer Financial Protection Bureau (CFPB) initiative to remove medical debt from consumer credit reports, and in July endorsed a CFPB proposal requiring that mortgage servicers help struggling borrowers.
Big banks have loudly criticized the CFPB under its Biden-nominated director Rohit Chopra and have sued the agency to reverse several of its rules.
"Given that the CFPB Director serves at the pleasure of the president, a Democrat in the White House will give Director Chopra wide latitude on credit cards, payment companies, BigTech, and everything else under the Bureau's umbrella," BTIG's Boltansky wrote.
Links
Big Tech
Big tech uses proactive social manipulation to influence voters & shift public opinion.
Cochrane & Spakovsky 24[Hans A. von Spakovsky is an election Law Reform Initiative Manager, Senior Legal Fellow; Daniel Cochrane is a Senior Research Associate, Tech Policy Center; “Don’t Let Big Tech Influence the Elections Yet Again This Year”; May 3, 2024; https://www.heritage.org/election-integrity/commentary/dont-let-big-tech-influence-the-elections-yet-again-year#:~:text=Silicon%20Valley%20giants%20use%20powerful,of%20step%20with%20progressive%20values.] //araghvn
Silicon Valley giants use powerful reactive and proactive methods of social manipulation to shift public opinion and influence election outcomes. Reactive methods usually involve censoring or deplatforming voices out of step with progressive values. One of the most infamous examples is Facebook and Twitter’s suppression of the Hunter Biden laptop story ahead of the 2020 presidential election. According to a McLaughlin and Associates poll, that suppression almost certainly influenced the outcome of the election. That’s just the tip of the iceberg. Other companies like Google use secret blacklists to suppress targeted websites and communications. Facebook even has a covert whitelist called “XCheck” it employs to give certain favored high-profile users a pass on its content policies. Large platforms also use proactive methods to push users toward content or actions that further Big Tech’s political agenda. A leak from Google in 2018 revealed that the company can personalize search results and feeds to reinforce its values. Google, along with other platforms, appears to be doing just that in the name of voter “education and mobilization.” While this might sound benevolent, it hides a dark secret: These platforms control which users receive election-related information through their services and can even target certain users with go-vote reminders. Per research by Robert Epstein, Google targeted go-vote reminders to liberal users during the 2020 Georgia U.S. Senate runoff—presumably to boost turnout for Democrats. Facebook has also sent out targeted go-vote reminders since at least 2008. The platform found that reminders increased the overall number of votes cast by 340,000 in 2010. Taken together, Epstein finds that political bias reinforced through search algorithms, “suggested search” features, AI chat bots and targeted go-vote reminders has a significant cumulative effect on user attitudes and voting behavior. If observed levels of liberal bias are present on major platforms ahead of an election, they could shift millions of votes to Silicon Valley’s preferred candidates.

Big tech exerts significant influence over the election – lobbying is at an all-time high.
Henshall 24[Will Henshall is an editorial fellow. He covers tech, with a focus on AI; “Don’t Let Big Tech Influence the Elections Yet Again This Year”; April 30, 2024; https://time.com/6972134/ai-lobbying-tech-policy-surge/]//araghvn
In 2023, Amazon, Meta, Google parent company Alphabet, and Microsoft each spent more than $10 million on lobbying, according to data provided by OpenSecrets. The Information Technology Industry Council, a trade association, spent $2.7 million on lobbying. In comparison, civil society group the Mozilla Foundation spent $120,000 and AI safety nonprofit the Center for AI Safety Action Fund spent $80,000.
Given that the definition of lobbying only includes speaking with staffers about specific laws, these figures likely underestimate the amounts of money that tech companies are spending to influence lawmakers, says Hamza Chaudhry, a U.S. Policy Specialist at the Future of Life Institute, a nonprofit that focuses on risks posed by advanced technologies.
Multiple advocates and Hill sources suggested that the consistently large amounts spent by the big technology companies has allowed them to build up a sophisticated lobbying apparatus that has so far outgunned the efforts of other organizations. “There's been a sprouting up of all these AI safety lobby groups and also lots of civil society groups that now are starting up their AI focuses, but by far the best at it are the tech groups,” said another Congressional staffer, who also wished to remain anonymous because they weren’t authorized to speak about discussions with lobbyists and advocates. Tech companies are able to spend more and thus pay for more experienced lobbyists, who better understand the technical details of their brief better and have a more extensive network on the Hill, the staffer said.

Empirics prove big tech hate strong IP and will stop lobbying
Barnett ’21 [Jonathan M. Barnett is a professor of law at USC, CATO institute, “Why Big Tech Likes Weak IP”, https://www.cato.org/regulation/spring-2021/why-big-tech-likes-weak-ip, Spring 2021]
Specifically, weak-IP environments are hospitable for large, integrated firms that maintain internal markets for financing and conducting R&D and then embed the resulting intellectual output in goods and services for the end-user market. By contrast, strong-IP environments enable entry by smaller firms that specialize in R&D and monetize the resulting intellectual outputs through external relationships with third parties. This organizational distortion matters because larger firms tend to excel in incremental and process-related innovation that refines existing technologies while smaller firms tend to excel in product innovation that challenges existing technologies.
The most striking examples are found in the biotechnology and semiconductor industries, in which patent-dependent business models have facilitated significant entry by R&D‑specialist firms and a vertical disintegration of the market supply chain. Counterintuitively, a strong-IP environment can lower entry costs by relieving firms from having to assemble a production and distribution infrastructure in order to earn returns on R&D investments. This may explain why in 1966 (during the postwar weak-IP regime) small firms accounted for only about 5% of business R&D spending, but they accounted for almost 24% in 2006 (during the strong-IP regime starting in the early 1980s).
Lessons from Political Economy
As an empirical matter, it is notoriously difficult to establish definitively the extent to which patents are necessary to support innovation by particular firms or industries. I adopt an alternative approach that assesses the value that firms themselves place on patents as indicated by firms’ advocacy and lobbying actions. If it is true that patent protection facilitates entry by smaller and less integrated firms that specialize in R&D, we should expect to observe those firms expressing policy preferences favoring stronger IP rights. If it is true that larger and more integrated firms do not rely heavily on patents or can even derive competitive advantages through non-IP-dependent production and distribution capacities, we should expect to observe that those firms express policy preferences favoring weaker IP rights.
Lobbying behavior/ To test this hypothesis, I reviewed and gathered evidence on the lobbying behavior of various technology-intensive industries. Historical examples show that large, integrated firms resisted strong patent protection in the late 19th-century railroad industry, as did large, integrated firms like IBM in the computing industry of the 1960s and 1970s. Both industries have in common the fact that incumbents offered a bundled package of intangible and tangible assets and therefore resisted patent protection that facilitated entry by suppliers of discrete components of that package. More recent evidence shows that some of the largest technology firms were among the most vigorous supporters of the America Invents Act. Enacted in 2011, that statute substantially expanded opportunities for third parties to contest the validity of patents, principally through the Patent Trial and Appeal Board (PTAB). It is likely not accidental that these same firms have been among the most active petitioners at the PTAB seeking to invalidate issued patents.

Aff (A2 Harris Good)
Trump Wins
General
Trumps wins now
Ruth Igielnik 7/21/24 “How Kamala Harris Performs Against Donald Trump in the Polls” https://www.nytimes.com/2024/07/21/us/politics/kamala-harris-trump-polls.html  My primary responsibility is working on The New York Times/Siena College Poll. I lead the development of the questions we ask voters, then analyze and report on the poll’s findings. Much of our work is focused on understanding how voters feel about upcoming elections, but we also probe the underlying issues driving these attitudes, capturing views across the political and demographic spectrum. You can read more here about how The Times/Siena Poll works and submit your own questions to our team. // $tobo
After President Biden ended his re-election bid and endorsed Vice President Kamala Harris for the Democratic Party’s nomination, questions have turned to her electoral viability — and how she might perform against former President Donald J. Trump. Across recent polls, Ms. Harris trails Mr. Trump by two percentage points nationally, 46 percent to 48 percent, according to The New York Times’s polling average on Sunday.

Trump wins but its close
Oliver Roeder and  Eva Xiao 7/23/24“What are Kamala Harris’s chances against Donald Trump?” https://www.ft.com/content/77b32462-3d56-43f9-bb4d-44f8c58edc8a Oliver Roeder is the FT's senior data journalist in the US. Before joining the FT, he was a Nieman fellow at Harvard studying artificial intelligence and a senior writer at FiveThirtyEight. Roeder holds a PhD in economics with a focus on game theory and is the author of "Seven Games: A Human History." Eva Xiao is a data journalist for the FT in the US. Before joining the FT, she was a foreign correspondent for The Wall Street Journal and Agence France-Presse in Hong Kong and Beijing, respectively. In 2021, one of her stories for the WSJ was part of a series that was a Pulitzer Prize finalist. She has a computer science degree from Dartmouth College and is currently based in New York. //$tobo
US vice-president Kamala Harris has now secured enough delegates to replace Joe Biden as the Democratic party’s presidential candidate against Donald Trump in this year’s election. The question is how she would fare against Trump in November. A poll on Monday by Morning Consult, the first to be conducted since Biden dropped out of the race, gave Trump a two-point lead over Harris, at 47 per cent to 45 per cent. It was down sharply from the six-point advantage the former president enjoyed over the 81-year-old incumbent. The survey also found that more Democratic voters now feel strongly motivated to vote than Republicans, by 27 per cent to 24 per cent. Trump remains a clear but not prohibitive favourite to win back the White House, according to prediction markets, but Harris’s odds have narrowed.

Trump winning narrowly – but he’s rallying his base
Frano Ordoñez 7/24/24 “Trump tries out attack lines on Kamala Harris as her campaign heats up” https://www.npr.org/2024/07/24/g-s1-13239/trump-rally-kamala-harris-2024-election Franco Ordoñez is a White House Correspondent for NPR's Washington Desk. Before he came to NPR in 2019, Ordoñez covered the White House for McClatchy. He has also written about diplomatic affairs, foreign policy and immigration, and has been a correspondent in Cuba, Colombia, Mexico and Haiti. //$tobo
Former President Donald Trump turned his ire on Vice President Harris in Charlotte, N.C., describing her as “a new victim to defeat.”
Trump repeatedly mispronounced Harris first name, Kamala, while describing her as more radical than Biden and “a danger to democracy.” US Vice President and Democratic presidential candidate Kamala Harris speaks at her campaign headquarters in Wilmington, Delaware, on July 22, 2024. POLITICS As she is poised to be the Democratic nominee, here are 5 facts about Kamala Harris “Something happened to me when I got shot,” he said at a rally Wednesday night. “I became nice. And when you're dealing with these people, they're very dangerous people when you're dealing with them. You can't be too nice. You really can't be, so if you don't mind, I'm not going to be nice — is that OK?” The crowd roared. They chanted: “Fight. Fight. Fight,” a rallying cry that echoes through his events after a failed assassination attempt. Harris has not shied away from her own attacks. In her first major speech as the likely nominee on Tuesday, Harris boasted of her background as a prosecutor and said that experience would come in handy against Trump. “I took on perpetrators of all kinds — predators who abused women, fraudsters who ripped off consumers, cheaters who broke the rules for their own gain,” she said in Wisconsin. “So hear me when I say, I know Donald Trump's type.” On Wednesday, Trump responded. He was anything but nice. Bar chart: If November’s presidential election were held today, whom would you support? Donald Trump: 46%. Kamala Harris: 45%. Undecided: 9%. ELECTIONS Poll: Presidential race hits a reset with Harris vs. Trump In very personal terms, he went on to call her “Lyin’ Kamala Harris” and "the most incompetent and far left vice president in American history.” He told supporters she was “a radical, crazy person” on issues like gun rights and abortion. “You've been terrible at everything you've done,” he said, as though speaking to her directly. “You're ultra liberal. And we don't want you here. We don't want you anywhere, Kamala. You're fired.” It was Trump’s first rally since President Biden dropped out of the presidential race and only his second since the attempt on his life

Swing States
Trump will win---polls show that Harris loses in all of the key swing states
Stanage 7/25 [Niall; 2024; Niall Stanage is a Northern Irish journalist and associate editor of the American political newspaper, The Hill; The Hill; “Where Harris stands against Trump in the battleground states that will decide the election”; https://thehill.com/homenews/4791373-harris-battleground-states-election/]
In the nationwide polling average maintained by The Hill and Decision Desk HQ (DDHQ), former President Trump leads Harris by 2 points.
The situation, however, is very fluid. These numbers include polls from both before and after Biden exited the race and endorsed Harris.
It is mostly unclear whether that seismic shift has changed the race.
Democratic strategist David Axelrod warned Tuesday that Trump is a “pretty substantial favorite” over Harris.
Another high-profile Democratic strategist, James Carville, said Wednesday that Harris is off to a strong start and people are feeling better, but “that excitement’s gotta be tempered with realism, and the realism is, she has a tough campaign to run.”
The outcome of the election will come down to six battleground states.
Here’s where things stand in them.
Arizona
Trump leads Harris by a sizable 7.2 points in The Hill/DDHQ average in Arizona. That’s a slightly wider lead than the former president enjoyed over Biden, though all the polls predated his exit.
Arizona has the lowest concentration of Black voters of any of the battleground states, which could contribute to Harris’s uphill climb there. Just 5.7 percent of the Arizona population is Black, according to U.S. Census Bureau figures.
Harris is of Jamaican and Indian parentage and would be the first Black female president if elected.
Arizona saw one of Biden’s narrowest victories in 2020, when he prevailed by less than half a percentage point.
Sen. Mark Kelly (D-Ariz.) is reported to be on Harris’s vice presidential shortlist, which could perhaps transform the race in the state. But Arizona looks a stretch for the vice president right now.
Georgia
The Hill/DDHQ average, which includes polls from before Biden decided to step aside, shows Trump leading Harris by 4.6 points in Georgia. He had led Biden by 3.7 points.
The only poll to appear since Biden’s shock announcement showed a closer race — Trump was up by just 1 point in the survey, from Landmark Communications.
Georgia has the largest Black population, proportionately, of any battleground; roughly 1-in-3 Georgians is Black.
It’s important to underline, though, that while Harris does somewhat better with Black voters than Biden in some surveys, the margins are pretty modest.
In a Quinnipiac University poll released Monday, for example, Harris commanded the support of 81 percent of Black voters. Biden was on 76 percent Black support.
Michigan
Trump leads Harris by 2.2 points in the Wolverine State, exactly the same margin as Biden. 
There have, however, been no major Michigan polls since Harris effectively claimed the nomination.
Israel’s assault on Gaza is an especially salient issue in Michigan, which has the highest concentration of Arab Americans of any state. In the Democratic primary back in February, an “uncommitted” option — widely seen as a protest vote against Biden’s strongly pro-Israel stance — drew 13 percent support.
There is a general consensus that Harris has been a bit more sympathetic than Biden to the broad Palestinian cause. She caused a stir within Democratic circles when she called for a temporary truce in March, before Biden had done so.
That being said, it’s far from clear that Harris’s policy on Israel and Gaza would be fundamentally different from Biden’s.
The vice president notably did not attend Israel Prime Minister Benjamin Netanyahu’s Wednesday speech to a joint session of Congress. Her aides noted she had a preexisting commitment in Indiana.
Nevada
In the DDHQ polling average, Trump leads Harris by more than 8 points here. But, again, no significant polling has emerged from the Silver State since she became the de facto nominee.
Almost 30 percent of Nevada’s population is Latino, which could — maybe — provide some hope for Harris.
In a Wednesday memo, Harris campaign Chair Jen O’Malley Dillon — who had served in the same role in the Biden campaign — argued: 
“Harris is more popular than Trump among undecided, independent, and third-party Latinos. Early polling from Nevada shows that the Vice President makes up ground with Latino voters and does ‘exceedingly well’ with Latino voters who are skeptical of both Biden and Trump.”
The latter assertion was based on one pollster’s finding that Harris “wins back some Latinos who had slipped away from Biden.”
That idea is about to be put to the test.
Pennsylvania
The biggest of all the swing states, with 19 electoral votes up for grabs. Trump holds an edge of about 4 points on Harris, just as he had on Biden.
Harris isn’t doing much better than Biden anywhere, but her team will hope that changes after the intense, and mostly favorable, attention she has recently received.
Team Harris will also hope the vice president’s strong support for reproductive rights could help with female voters in the suburbs around Philadelphia that have long been a key battleground within the state.
Harris could boost Black turnout in Philadelphia and Pittsburgh too.
Importantly, Pennsylvania also has a higher proportion of college graduates than any of the other five battlegrounds. There is some evidence that Harris does slightly better than Biden with those voters.
Wisconsin
Harris’s first full-blown campaign event after Biden pulled out was in the Milwaukee area. The city will be crucial to her hopes of holding onto a state that Biden won by just six-tenths of a percentage point in 2020.
Opinion polls have shown Wisconsin to be one of the tightest battlegrounds.
The Hill/DDHQ average has Trump leading Harris by less than 2 points in the state, essentially the same as his margin over Biden.
The optimistic view for Harris is one in which the age issue works in her favor with young voters in Wisconsin’s college towns, while her barrier-breaking potential excites liberal-leaning and Black voters.
The danger for her, as in Pennsylvania and Michigan, is that conservative-inclined independents balk at backing her.
Biden Tied to Kamala
Kamala will be closely tied to Biden.
Kim ‘7/24 [Seung and Zeke Miller; July 24; Kim is an American journalist who is a White House correspondent for the Associated Press; Zeke is AP's chief White House correspondent; Associated Press, "Biden makes a case for his legacy — and for Harris to continue it — in his Oval Office address," https://apnews.com/article/biden-legacy-oval-office-address-harris-0f92ccfe6f948770b760e983869fa989]//av
Even though President Joe Biden won’t be on the ballot in November, voters still will be weighing his legacy.
As Vice President Kamala Harris moves to take his place as the Democratic standard-bearer, Biden's accomplishments remain very much at risk should Republican Donald Trump prevail.
How Biden's single term and his decision to step aside are remembered will be intertwined with Harris' electoral result in November, particularly as the vice president runs tightly on the achievements of the Biden administration.
Biden will have an opportunity to make a case for his legacy — sweeping domestic legislation, renewal of alliances abroad, defense of democracy — on Wednesday night when he delivers an Oval Office address about his decision to bow out of the race and "what lies ahead."
And no matter how frustrated Biden is at being pushed aside by his party — and he's plenty upset — he has too much at stake simply to wash his hands of this election.
Biden endorsed Harris shortly after he announced Sunday that he would end his candidacy, effectively giving her a head start over would-be challengers and helping to jumpstart a candidacy focused largely on continuing his own agenda.
“If she wins, then it will be confirmation that he did the right thing to fight against the threat that is Trump, and he will be seen as a legend on behalf of democracy,” said presidential historian Lindsay Chervinsky, executive director of the George Washington Presidential Library at Mount Vernon. “If she loses, I think there will be questions about, did he step down too late? Would the Democratic Party have been more effective if he had said he was not going to run?”
What-ifs play out at the end of every presidency. But Biden's defiance in the face of questions about his fitness for office and then his late submission to his party's crisis of confidence heightens the stakes.
The last vice president to run for the top job was Democrat Al Gore, who sought to distance himself from President Bill Clinton during the 2000 campaign after the president's affair with a White House intern and subsequent impeachment.
Harris, in contrast, has spent the better part of the last three years praising Biden’s doings — meaning any attempt to now distance herself would be difficult to explain. And she has to rely on the Biden political operation she inherited to win the election with just over 100 days to go before polls close.
Speaking to campaign staff on Monday, Harris said Biden's legacy of accomplishment "just over the last three and a half years is unmatched in modern history.”
Harris, addressing the historically Black sorority Zeta Phi Beta in Indianapolis on Wednesday, previewed Biden's remarks, saying, “He will talk about not only the work, the extraordinary work, that he has accomplished, but about his work in the next six months.”
Trump and his allies, for their part, were eager to tie Harris to Biden’s record even before the president left the race — and not in a good way.
One campaign email to supporters declared “KAMALA HARRIS IS BIDEN 2.0 – Kamala Harris owns Joe Biden’s terrible record because it is her record as well,” calling out high inflation and border policies, among other things.

Kamala’s campaign is reliant on Biden.
Weissert ‘7/24 [Will, Kim Seung, and Zeke Miller; July 24; Will is a national political reporter based in Washington; Kim is an American journalist who is a White House correspondent for the Associated Press; Zeke is AP's chief White House correspondent; WHYY, "Biden makes a case for his legacy — and for Harris to continue it — in Oval Office address," https://whyy.org/articles/joe-biden-address-oval-office-election-harris/]//av
The president sought to use the address to outline the stakes in the election, which both Biden and Harris have framed as a choice between freedom and chaos, but he tried to steer clear of overt campaigning from his official office.
“The great thing about America is here, kings and dictators do not rule,” Biden said. “The people do. History is in your hands. The power is in your hands. The idea of America — lies in your hands.”
Biden was also making the case for his legacy of sweeping domestic legislation and the renewal of alliances abroad. But the way history will remember his time in office and his historic decision to step aside is intertwined with Harris’ electoral result in November, particularly as the vice president runs tightly on the achievements of the Biden administration.
His advisers say he intends to hold campaign events and fundraisers benefiting Harris, whom Biden praised as “tough” and “capable,” albeit at a far slower pace than if he had remained on the ballot himself.
Harris advisers will ultimately have to decide how to deploy the president, whose popularity sagged as voters in both parties questioned his fitness for office.
Biden, aides say, knows that if Harris loses, he’ll be criticized for staying in the race too long and not giving her or another Democrat time to effectively mount a campaign against Trump. If she wins, she’ll ensure his policy victories are secured and expanded, and he’ll be remembered for a Washingtonian decision to step aside for the next generation of leadership.
Biden said he’s grateful to have served as president — nowhere else would a kid with a stutter grow up to sit in the Oval Office.
“I’ve given my heart and my soul to our nation,” he said. “I’ve been blessed a million times in return.”
Climate
Aggressive climate stances lose Harris the election---it’s a lose-lose situation.
Friedman 7/26 [Lisa is a Times reporter who writes about how governments are addressing climate change and the effects of those policies on communities. July 26, 2024, The New York Times, “A Test For Harris: How to Talk About the Green New Deal”, https://www.nytimes.com/2024/07/26/climate/kamala-harris-green-new-deal.html, accessed 7/27/2024] //Wu吳
The last time Vice President Kamala Harris tried to win the White House, she staked out aggressive positions on climate change, calling for a ban on fracking, a tax on carbon pollution and $10 trillion in spending to fight global warming. But one past action stands out as something that could be both an asset to Ms. Harris as well as an albatross.
As a senator in 2019, Ms. Harris cosponsored the Green New Deal, a nonbinding resolution that was centered around the idea that addressing climate change required significant changes in the economy. It called for converting the electric grid to 100 percent clean energy this decade, declared clean air, clean water and healthy food to be basic human rights. But it also endorsed free health care and affordable housing for all Americans.
Different variations of a Green New Deal had been circulating in Europe and in progressive circles in the United States for years before Senator Edward J. Markey, Democrat of Massachusetts, and Representative Alexandria Ocasio-Cortez, Democrat of New York, made a first effort to get Congress to endorse the idea. Ms. Harris joined them.
“Climate change is real, and it poses an existential threat to us as human beings, and it is within our power to do something about it,” Ms. Harris told a New Hampshire crowd in 2019 when she was seeking the Democratic nomination for president. “I am supporting the Green New Deal,” she said to thunderous applause.
Republicans framed the Green New Deal as a socialist takeover that would bankrupt the nation. They held a procedural vote in the Senate in March 2019, where it failed 0 to 57, with all Republicans voting against allowing a full vote and 43 Democrats voting “present.”
When Joe Biden became the Democratic nominee in 2020 and tapped Ms. Harris as his running mate, he distanced himself from the Green New Deal. Ms. Harris followed suit.
Now, young climate activists are hoping Ms. Harris will lean in to her progressive past. The problem is, so are Republicans. The National Republican Senatorial Committee this week issued talking points for party members calling Ms. Harris an “avowed radical” based in part on her Green New Deal support.
“She has to walk a fine line,” said David Victor, a professor of innovation and public policy at the University of California San Diego. He said the phrase Green New Deal has become toxic, even among many moderate and independents.
[IMAGE OMITTED]
“You can talk inspirationally about climate change, but to call all that the Green New Deal is a red flag in swing states,” he said. “The job of the Democrats, if you’re going to occupy the center, is not to play into that.”
Stevie O’Hanlon, spokeswoman for the Sunrise Movement, a youth-led climate group, said her members want Ms. Harris to reprise her 2020 pledges. “There is no use running away from the fact that she backed the Green New Deal,” Ms. O’Hanlon said. “The Republicans are going to attack her on it and she has an opportunity to actually defend it and define it and talk about how it’s a plan to actually make life better for working people.”
The Biden administration sometimes frustrated environmentalists by allowing major fossil fuel projects to be developed, even as it took the most aggressive actions in history to cut greenhouse gases. The United States produced the most amount of crude oil last year than any nation in history and is the leading exporter of natural gas. Now, the vice president faces the challenge of defending the administration’s climate policies as she tries to chart her own path.
“We’re watching carefully over the coming days to see if and how she differentiates herself from President Biden,” Ms. O’Hanlon said. Sunrise has not yet endorsed a presidential candidate.
Many Democratic lawmakers, even those who championed the Green New Deal, said Ms. Harris should focus on her accomplishments in the Biden administration, particularly the Inflation Reduction Act. In 2022 Ms. Harris cast the tiebreaking vote in an evenly-divided Senate to pass the sweeping climate and tax law.
The Inflation Reduction Act is injecting more than $370 billion in tax incentives and subsidies into clean energy production. So far it has spurred about $488 billion in private investment in solar panels, wind turbines, electric vehicle batteries and charging stations. It also has led to the creation of more than 100,000 jobs according to E2, a nonpartisan organization that tracks jobs in the renewable energy industries. The group has found that clean energy now accounts for more than 3 percent of all new jobs added every year in the United States, and creates more jobs across more occupations than almost any other sector. Many are in Republican-led states.
Mr. Trump, who has called for the repeal of the law, wants to encourage more coal, oil and gas development. The burning of those fossil fuels is the main driver of climate change.
“Republican leaders, Donald Trump, Fox News, their goal is to take away all the tax breaks, to take away all the grant programs for the solar sector in Georgia, for the construction of battery plants in red and purple states all across the country,” said Senator Markey. “From my perspective, this is a good debate to have,” he said.
According to a study published in Nature, the Green New Deal had bipartisan support when it was first proposed as a broad idea. A poll conducted by the Yale Program on Climate Change Communication found 64 percent of Republican voters initially supported the blueprint for climate action and new clean energy jobs, and about 82 percent had not heard the phrase “Green New Deal.”
[IMAGE OMITTED]
But Republican support plummeted after Fox News commentators repeatedly and falsely claimed the plan aimed to take away cheeseburgers, confiscate cars and ban airplane travel. The study called the phenomenon the “Fox News Effect.”
Republican analysts said the party is preparing many of the same arguments again against Ms. Harris. On the stump, Mr. Trump now labels all climate policy as the “Green New Scam.”
“Republicans fully intend to weaponize it in key Rust Belt and swing states,” said Neil Chatterjee, a former energy adviser to Senator Mitch McConnell, Republican of Kentucky, and a former chairman of the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission appointed by Mr. Trump.
“If she doubles down and embraces the Green New Deal, it hurts her in those states, but if she back away from it, she alienates those young climate activists who she needs,” Mr. Chatterjee said. “So, it’s lose-lose.”
Ike Irby, a senior adviser to Ms. Harris, has indicated her campaign focus will be on implementing the Inflation Reduction Act.
Other early positions that Ms. Harris held could also be problematic, like calling for changing federal dietary guidelines to encourage less meat consumption. Meat and dairy production account for about 14 percent of global greenhouse gas emissions. She also favored a ban on hydraulic fracturing, also known as fracking, which is the process of extracting oil or gas from shale by injecting water, sand, and sometimes chemicals at high pressure.
“We have to just acknowledge that the residual impact of fracking is enormous in terms of the impact on the health and safety of communities,” Ms. Harris said at a CNN town hall on climate change in 2019. “There’s no question I’m in favor of banning fracking.”
Patrick Donnelly, the Nevada political director for the Center for Biological Diversity Action Fund, an environmental group, said as much as he would like Ms. Harris to embrace bold positions on climate change, she needs to run a pragmatic campaign that does not alienate voters.
“She doesn’t need to be pandering to the farthest reaches of the left,” Mr. Donnelly said.
Link Answers
Antitrust
No link – the plan won’t be blamed on Harris – businesses want her.
Sonnenfeld 7-26
(Jeffrey Sonnenfeld (Lester Crown Professor in the Practice of Leadership at the Yale School of Management and as founder and president of the Yale Chief Executive Leadership Institute), 7-26-2024, "7 Reasons Why CEOs Are Excited About Kamala Harris", TIME, https://time.com/7003946/business-leaders-kamala-harris-election/) Julia T
 Measured antitrust enforcement protects American capitalism and competition Harris’ antitrust record as California Attorney General suggests a more measured approach to antitrust enforcement compared to the current environment and the evolving MAGA economic principles promised by Trump-Vance. For example, when campaigning to be California attorney general in 2010, Harris warned against “shortsighted” antitrust enforcement, emphasizing government “can't stand in the way of business growth and development.” In contrast, business leaders were horrified when President Trump weaponized antitrust as a cudgel to obtain more favorable news coverage. They have similarly resented what is viewed as antitrust overreach by certain Biden officials, led by Lina Khan at the FTC and Jonathan Kanter at the DOJ. While J.D. Vance is one of Khan’s loudest defenders—recently declaring, “I look at Lina Khan as one of the few people in the Biden Administration that I think is doing a pretty good job.” In contrast, many in the business community are expecting new antitrust leadership under President Harris, who has reportedly expressed skepticism toward Khan’s expansive view of antitrust powers, echoing concerns from progressive allies such as Congressman Ro Khanna.
Waivers
Link turn – the industry is worried about Harris implementing waivers – the plan removes their fears
Messerly 7-23
(Megan Messerly (reporter for Politico), 7-23-2024, "Washington’s most powerful interests don’t know whether to cheer Harris — or dread her", POLITICO, https://www.politico.com/news/2024/07/23/harris-industries-00170479) Julia T
Medicare’s ability to negotiate drug prices as part of the Inflation Reduction Act could be another focus for a Harris presidency — and a concern for much of the pharmaceutical industry. “It’s likely something she can tout as an achievement of both hers and Biden’s,” said Lindsay Bealor Greenleaf, head of state and federal policy at the consulting firm ADVI Health, while adding that her policies for implementing drug-related provisions in the IRA could “be more aggressive than the current administration.” One area the industry worries about involves so-called march-in rights, which allow the federal government to seize the patents of some high-cost drugs and create more competition that could lower prices. The Biden administration has yet to wield that power, though it has said it would have the right to.
Patents
A decrease in patent protection would be widely unpopular among voters
Bayh-Dole ’24 [The Bayh-Dole Coalition works to empower small businesses and non-profits, Bayh-Dole Coalition, “Voters Strongly Oppose Weakening Patents, New Polls Show”; https://bayhdolecoalition.org/voters-strongly-oppose-weakening-patents-new-poll-shows/, January 17, 2024]
The Biden administration may soon endorse a proposal before the World Trade Organization (WTO) that would suspend patent protections on Covid-19 treatments and tests and, in doing so, thwart existing WTO standards. This move would be enormously unpopular with American voters, according to a new poll released today by the Bayh-Dole Coalition.
Seven in ten voters believe that it is important for the Biden administration to preserve WTO standards for protecting IP. And 77% are at least slightly concerned that the pending proposal would stifle medical research and kill American manufacturing jobs.
“This poll clearly demonstrates that voters value intellectual property protections and oppose giving away U.S. intellectual property, especially to competitors like China,” said Joseph P. Allen, Executive Director of the Bayh-Dole Coalition.
Opposition to this waiver is bipartisan, with supermajorities of both Republicans and Democrats preferring political candidates who prioritize protecting American inventors’ IP rights.
“Voters expect U.S. officials to resist this misguided proposal which would undermine the American economy,” said Allen.

Internal/Impact Answers
A2 Gaza Internal
Harris doesn’t solve Gaza – she’s a change in tone but not in substance
Al-Sheikh and Fayyazi 7/26 [Y.L. and Nickan, Journalists for The Nation, “Kamala Harris Will Shift on Gaza Only if We Make Her,” The Nation,https://www.thenation.com/article/activism/kamala-harris-gaza-policy-pressure, ALB] 
At the same time, her team has been quick to tamp down any suggestion that she meaningfully disagrees with Biden’s approach. (“The difference is not in substance but probably in tone,” a Harris adviser told The Nation’s Joan Walsh in a recent profile.) Therefore, while Harris could be less resistant to pressure on Gaza than Biden, she will still, as she might put it, be operating in the context of what came before her. It is up to us, the organizers and activists, to make it so that the future Harris administration not only can but must hold Israel to account—not just with words but with real action.
The Uncommitted National Movement has indicated that it will back any candidate at the convention and mobilize voters on their behalf in November so long as that candidate backs a permanent ceasefire and an arms embargo. In its statement, the movement wrote:
Supplying weapons to Netanyahu’s regime makes a mockery of Democrats’ claims to fight against MAGA authoritarianism. By funding a government committing human rights abuses, we undermine our party’s stance against far-right extremism and contradict our commitment to democracy.
It’s time to align our actions with our values. Vice President Harris can start the process to earn back trust by turning the page from Biden’s horrific policies in Gaza.

Kamala doesn’t reduce aid.
Serhan 7-23 [Yasmeen; “Yasmeen Serhan is a staff writer at TIME, based in the London Bureau. She covers foreign affairs with an emphasis on the future of democracies and rising authoritarianism around the world.”; 7-23-2023; “How U.S. Policy on Gaza Could Change Under Kamala Harris—or Donald Trump”; https://time.com/7001874/kamala-harris-donald-trump-biden-gaza/] Vikrant
President Joe Biden’s decision to abandon his re-election bid amid growing concerns over his age has completely upended the 2024 presidential contest, which now appears to be between former President Donald Trump and current Vice President Kamala Harris, the favorite to win the Democratic nomination. Who Americans ultimately choose to succeed Biden will have a profound impact not only on the future of the U.S., but of the wider world—and perhaps nowhere more so than in Gaza.
Biden, who has committed to remaining in office until the end of his term in January 2025, has indicated that he will dedicate the remainder of his presidency to ending Israel’s ongoing war in Gaza, which is in its ninth month, and securing the release of the roughly 120 Israeli hostages who have remained captive there since Hamas’s deadly Oct. 7 attack. So far, Israel’s bombardment has resulted in the near-complete destruction of the Strip and the killing of more than 39,000 Palestinians, according to the Hamas-led Gaza Health Ministry, whose figures are considered reliable by the U.S. government and the U.N., though researchers fear the actual toll is much higher. While Biden has expressed optimism about the prospect of achieving an as-yet-elusive ceasefire deal, few expect him to change tack on the issue between now and January.
“The fact that he doesn’t have to think about potential reelection, I don’t think it’s going to change very much,” says Michael Koplow, the chief policy officer at the Israel Policy Forum, a U.S.-based political research group. “I don’t think he’s going to radically shift course.”
Under Harris: Continuity, with some potential for change
Should the war continue into January, however, the responsibility of ending it will fall to whoever Biden’s successor is—an outcome that will almost certainly shape the U.S.’s policy on this issue. If that person is Harris, observers predict that she will bring as much continuity as she does change. Compared to Biden, who is regarded as perhaps the most pro-Israel president in American history, Harris doesn’t have the same deep-seated affinity for Israel, nor does she seemingly share Biden’s longstanding, if at times fractious, relationship with Israeli Prime Minister Benjamin Netanyahu. Harris, in an apparent snub, has opted against presiding over the Israeli premier’s contentious address to Congress this week; she is, however, expected to meet with him privately at another point during his visit.
The Vice President has proven herself to be more attuned to the concerns of Democratic voters who are increasingly perturbed by the immense suffering taking place in Gaza as a result of Israeli bombardment backed and funded by the U.S. She was the first senior administration official to call for an immediate ceasefire in Gaza, and openly took the Israeli government to task for not doing enough to help ease the “humanitarian catastrophe,” lamenting that “too many innocent Palestinians have been killed.” While Biden did eventually come around to these positions, Harris was seen to do so first, and more forcefully.
“Her language was the most humanizing when it came to the Palestinians—or, at the very least, the least dehumanizing to the Palestinians,” says Hala Rharrit, a former Arabic language spokesperson for the State Department who resigned earlier this year in protest of the Biden administration’s Gaza policy. “When we were actually seeking to amplify certain messaging from the administration to the Arab world, we would often pull out from her speeches.”
Still, observers warn that rhetorical differences between Harris and Biden don’t necessarily presage major policy deviations. Harris, like Biden, has repeatedly pledged support for Israel’s security and self-defense. She has also dismissed calls by her fellow lawmakers to introduce conditions on aid to Israel, in line with U.S. law.
A2 Iran Impact
No escalation. 
Raz Zimmt 10-18. Research associate at the Institute for National Security Studies and the Alliance Center for Iranian Studies at Tel Aviv University. "Iran's Support for Hamas and the Risk of Multi-Front Escalation ". War on the Rocks. 10-18-2023. https://warontherocks.com/2023/10/irans-support-for-hamas-and-the-risk-of-multi-front-escalation/
The threat of the Israeli–Palestinian conflict expanding from Gaza to other fronts increases significantly as the war escalates. The likelihood of direct Iranian military involvement remains highly improbable. Iran still prefers to rely on its proxies, although, in recent years, it has shown a growing willingness to conduct direct offensive operations against Israel from Syria using drones and rockets. While the interests of Iran and Hizballah are still inclined toward avoiding an all-out confrontation as much as possible, the potential for the convergence of fronts against Israel is gradually rising, involving Hamas from Gaza; Hizballah from Lebanon; and, potentially, pro-Iranian militias from Syria, Iraq, and Yemen. This reality necessitates Israel to decide whether it is advantageous to seize the current situation for a preemptive strike against Hizballah, which would reshape the Middle Eastern landscape in Gaza and Lebanon. While the Israeli military has prepared for the potential of a multi-front campaign for the last few years, dividing military efforts between the north and the south could jeopardize the primary endeavor against Hamas and the prospects of achieving strategic objectives against both Hamas and Hizballah.
A2 Bio Impact (Hezbollah)
No impact.
Eckard Wimmer 18. Professor at Stony Brook University. 2018. “Synthetic Biology, Dual Use Research, and Possibilities for Control.” Defence Against Bioterrorism, Springer, Dordrecht, pp. 7–11. link.springer.com, doi:10.1007/978-94-024-1263-5_2.
Listed below are some constraints that show how in the US the development of dangerous infectious agents, referred to as “select agents”, is controlled – perhaps misuse even prevented – through technical and administrative hurdles: I. Re-creating an already existing dangerous virus for malicious intent is a complex scientific endeavor. (i) It requires considerable scientific knowledge and experience and, more importantly, considerable financial support. That support usually comes from government and private agencies (NIH, NAF, etc.), organizations that carefully screen at multiple levels all applications for funding of ALL biological research. (ii) It requires an environment suitable for experimenting with dangerous infectious agents (containment facilities). Any work in containment facilities is also carefully regulated. II. Genetic engineering to synthesize or modify organisms relies on chemical synthesis of DNA. Synthesizing DNA is automated and carried out with sophisticated, expensive instruments. The major problem of DNA synthesis, however, is that the product is not error-free. Any single mistake in the sequence of small DNA segments (30–60 nucleotides) or large segments (>500 nucleotides) can ruin the experiment. Companies have developed strategies to produce and deliver error free, synthetic DNA, which investigators can order electronically from vendors, such as Integrated DNA Technologies (US), GenScript (US) or GeneArt (Germany). This offers a superb and easy way to control experimental procedures carried out in any laboratory: the companies will automatically scan ordered sequences in extensive data banks to monitor relationship to sequences of a select agent. If so, the order will be stalled until sufficient evidence has been provided by the investigator that she/he is carrying out experiments approved by the authorities. The entire complex issue of protecting society from the misuse of select agents has been discussed in two outstanding studies [11, 12]. III. Engineering a virus such that it will be more harmful (more contagious, more pathogenic) is generally difficult because, in principle, viruses have evolved to proliferating maximally in their natural environment. That is, genetic manipulations of a virus often lead to loss of fitness that, in turn, is unwanted in the bioterrorist agent.


