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***AFF
RELATIONS SOLVENCY

The aff solves US-Russian relations and spills over to broader cooperation

BARRY 2011 (Mark P. Barry, Senior Fellow for Public Policy, Summit Council for World Peace, “Advancing the Bering Strait Tunnel Project in the United States and Canada,” Oct 4, http://www.upf.org/component/content/article/4017-mp-barry-advancing-the-bering-strait-tunnel-project-in-the-united-states-and-canada)
A Bering Strait tunnel directly impacts the United States, Canada and Russia, and indirectly their neighbors, China, Mongolia, the two Koreas, Japan, and even Mexico/Central America. Construction of a Bering Strait tunnel accompanied by extension of American-Canadian and Russian rail lines would have a dramatic impact on future economic development in eastern Siberia, Alaska and the Canadian northwest, somewhat akin to the Transcontinental Railroad in the American West in the mid-19th century. Such a project would also serve to solidify U.S.-Russian relations over the long-term and expand bilateral cooperation. China, as well, stands to be a primary beneficiary, as both its finance and labor would be important, if not vital, for the project.

RACISM SOLVENCY
The aff solves racism and all intolerance

UPF 2012 (Universal Peace Foundation, “Bering Strait Project,” http://www.upf.org/programs/bering-strait-project)
The idea for a tunnel, first proposed over one hundred years ago, was again championed by UPF Founder Dr. Sun Myung Moon during his UPF Peace Tours of 2005 and 2006 as a way to bring peace by breaking through cultural and religious boundaries as well as geographic and political divisions.
A project of this size could only move forward as part of a combined international effort of will, and for several years the USA and Russia, as well as Europe and China, have been preoccupied with other issues, including the current world economic crisis. Yet, as Dr. Moon pointed out in 2005, the costs of building a tunnel – estimated at around $200bn – are really quite small compared to the costs of all the conflicts in the world, which run into trillions. [For an April 9, 2012 article in the Moscow Times about a Bering Strait crossing, click here.]
While the Internet links people the world over on an information super-highway, there is no highway with bridges and tunnels to connect all the continents. An international transportation system could draw together people of all races, cultures, religions, and nationalities in one peaceful and prosperous global community. With advances in technology, engineers have been studying the feasibility of a tunnel under the 85km Bering Strait. Visionaries and pragmatists alike are excited by the potential for easier exchanges of people and goods between Asia and the Americas.
RAIL SOLVENCY

The aff would revitalize rail connections worldwide

PETROVSKY 2011 (Dr. Vladimir Petrovsky, Chief Researcher and Academic Secretary for Public and Media Relations, Institute of Far Eastern Studies (IFES), Russian Academy of Sciences (RAS), Member, Russian Academy of Military Sciences, Member, Council on International Cooperation, Russian Political Science Association (RPSA), Professor, Chair of Global Politics, Higher School of Economics, “Bering Strait Project - Russian Perspective Update,” Oct 4, http://www.upf.org/component/content/article/4018-v-petrovsky-bering-strait-project-russian-perspective-update)
The Russian Railways Strategy does not provide any specific dates or timing for the railway connection to the Bering Strait tunnel to be built. However, in his recent interview to the British press, Russian Railways President Vladimir Yakunin emphasized that it would be feasible within a decade to link the world together by a Bering Strait tunnel between Russia and America.

"Vladimir Yakunin, the president of state-run Russian Railways and Prime Minister Putin's closest confidant, said his ambition was to connect more than half the planet by train." He said American investors had already approached him about boring a 64-mile tunnel under the famous Bering Sea that separates Asia and North America. "With new rail links planned through Alaska and eastern Russia, the tunnel would help enable freight and passenger trains to run from the U.S. to London on uninterrupted tracks.... Yakunin said he had been negotiating with potential partners from around the world to trigger a 'renaissance of railways."[10]
PORT CONGESTION SOLVENCY

The aff solves port congestion

BARRY 2011 (Mark P. Barry, Senior Fellow for Public Policy, Summit Council for World Peace, “Advancing the Bering Strait Tunnel Project in the United States and Canada,” Oct 4, http://www.upf.org/component/content/article/4017-mp-barry-advancing-the-bering-strait-tunnel-project-in-the-united-states-and-canada)
First, West Coast American and Canadian ports are highly congested, and a rail link to Eurasia would not only reduce that congestion but vastly increase North American–Eurasian trade. Secondly, completed rail links across Alaska and through the Canadian West, connecting to the Lower 48 U.S. states, would have a highly beneficial impact on Alaska, western Canada, and the U.S. Pacific Northwest. Thirdly, eastern Siberia, one of the most resource-rich regions of the world, is exceedingly under-populated; constructing rail from the Trans-Siberian Railway (TSR) or from Yakutsk to the Bering Strait would invigorate (and populate) this region.

GREAT POWER SOLVENCY

Bering Strait tunnel is key to Russian influence

ASSOCIATED PRESS 2007 (Hopes for Bering Strait tunnel linking Russia and Alaska revived, April 20, lexis)
An idea first mulled in the czarist era a tunnel under the Bering Strait is being revived as part of an ambitious project to build a 6,000-kilometer (3,700-mile) transport corridor linking Russia with Alaska.

Billed by backers as the key to developing Russia's Far East remote and sparsely populated but rich in energy and minerals the $65US billion (€48 billion) project will be the focus of a conference in Moscow on Tuesday, organizers said in a statement this week.

"The project would give Russia's East the chance to become a leading industrial region of the country and one of the most important transit hubs of the world economy," said the statement, which bore the logos of Russia's pipeline monopoly Transneft, electricity utility RAO United Energy Systems and the Trade Ministry, among others.

In addition to a rail and road link from Yakutsk in Siberia through Anadyr in extreme northeastern Russia and across the strait to the U.S. state of Alaska, the transport corridor would include oil-and-gas pipelines, power lines and fiberoptic cables. The tunnel, which would take 15-20 years to build, would be the longest in the world, it said.

The Bering Strait is about 80 kilometers (50 miles) wide at its narrowest; it was unclear where the tunnel might be located.

Awash with cash from its oil and gas exports, the Russian government is starting to pump money into projects aimed at overhauling the country's rusting and underdeveloped infrastructure, which is holding back further economic growth.

There is some sign that the link has a degree of traction with Russia's government: Due to speak at Tuesday's conference titled "Megaprojects of Russia's East" are presidential economic adviser Arkady Dvorkovich and the head of Russia's rail monopoly, Vladimir Yakunin, considered to be close to President Vladimir Putin. Former Alaska Governor Walter Hickel will also be participating.

The organizers plan to sign a letter to the heads of government in Russia, the U.S. and Canada calling for an intergovernmental agreement to implement the project.

"Russia needs a breakthrough national project capable of taking the country to the same level of geopolitical influence and might as the world leaders," the statement said.
RFE POPULATION SOLVENCY

The aff solves underpopulation in the Russian Far East

BARRY 2011 (Mark P. Barry, Senior Fellow for Public Policy, Summit Council for World Peace, “Advancing the Bering Strait Tunnel Project in the United States and Canada,” Oct 4, http://www.upf.org/component/content/article/4017-mp-barry-advancing-the-bering-strait-tunnel-project-in-the-united-states-and-canada)
First, West Coast American and Canadian ports are highly congested, and a rail link to Eurasia would not only reduce that congestion but vastly increase North American–Eurasian trade. Secondly, completed rail links across Alaska and through the Canadian West, connecting to the Lower 48 U.S. states, would have a highly beneficial impact on Alaska, western Canada, and the U.S. Pacific Northwest. Thirdly, eastern Siberia, one of the most resource-rich regions of the world, is exceedingly under-populated; constructing rail from the Trans-Siberian Railway (TSR) or from Yakutsk to the Bering Strait would invigorate (and populate) this region.

CHINA LAND-GRAB SOLVENCY

Bering Strait tunnel is key to prevent Chinese annexation of the Russian Far East

MEDVEDEV 1995 (Zhores Medvedev is the author of Gorbachev (1986), Soviet Agriculture (1987) and The Legacy of Chernobyl (1990), “Sino-Russian Borders; Perspective,” The Times Higher Education Supplement, Jan 13, lexis)
Since 1990 approximately one million Russians, about 5 per cent of the population, have left Siberia, the Russian north and the far east and moved permanently to central Russia. While they have been leaving, traders, workers and farmers from the Chinese People's Republic have entered the southern districts of Russia's eastern regions - both legally and illegally. No one knows exactly how many 'new' Chinese live in Russia. In spring 1994 estimates presented to the State Duma varied from 300,000 to two million people. If the trend continues, the Chinese could form the majority of the population in the regions bordering China (Chitinskaya, Amurskaya, Khabarovskaya and the Maritime province) within 20 years.

The fall in industrial production resulting from Russia's economic reforms is greater in the east of the country than it is in western areas and the government is clearly incapable of resisting what is now being called 'Chinese peaceful expansion'. Yet four ideas have been mooted to ensure the eastern regions remain Russian for the foreseeable future.

Under the 'conservative' plan strict controls of people crossing the Sino-Russian border would be revived and all illegal Chinese immigrants deported. The population of Siberia and the far east will, of course, continue diminishing. But the thinking behind this plan is that when other energy and mineral resources in Russia and the rest of the world are exhausted, it will be reasonably profitable to exploit the distant and thinly populated regions of the north and east. The development of far eastern resources could begin as soon as ten to 15 years from now, when free capital has been accumulated and can be used for long-term projects.

The second plan envisages eliminating the serious imbalance between industrial and agricultural production in the east by reviving the Trans-Baikal and far eastern free Cossack movements. The plan would recreate Cossack communities along the Amur river, in the valley of the Ussuri river and even on Sakhalin and give the new Cossack families possession of large areas of land (up to 400 hectares per family). The government hopes that Russian Cossack peasants will squeeze the Chinese settlers off the land, much as their forefathers did at the end of the last century.

A third, more progressive project: to rent part of Eastern Siberia and the whole of the Far East to Japan and the United States on long lease; is discussed only in the narrow circles of the new Russian business and banking class. This could produce the capital and technology to build tunnels between the islands of Hokkaido and Sakhalin (43km) and between Sakhalin and the mainland through the Tatarsky straits (7-8km), which would connect Japan with the rest of Asia and Europe. It would also be possible to build a tunnel between Alaska and Chukotka under the Bering straits (35km) to connect the American and Eurasian continents. The cost of these plans has been estimated at Dollars 100-150 billion, while the income to Russia from renting its eastern territories for 100 years could be as high as Dollars 3 trillion.

The fourth variant is a more passive plan that involves encouraging Chinese immigration by renting empty land to Chinese farmers. At the same time, however, quotas would be introduced to restrict the number of Chinese settlers and workers eligible for Russian citizenship. Within 20-30 years a new Russo-Chinese autonomous republic would appear in the Russian east which could enter the Russian federation on the same terms as the Tartar, Bashkir and Yakut republics. Critics of this plan point out, however, that the new republic might well become part of the Chinese People's Republic rather than of the Russian federation and this would close off Russia's entry into the rapidly developing Pacific Ocean economic zone.

Judging by recent legislation relating to the problems of Siberia and the far east, the Russian government is opting for the first two plans. But events are in train that a democratic state with a market economy cannot fully control. These make it more likely that the fourth option is the one that will finally reflect the future of the far east of Russia.
Extinction

SHARAVIN 2001 (Alexander, Director of the Institute for Military and Political Analysis, What the Papers Say, Oct 3)

Now, a few words about the third type of war. A real military threat to Russia from China has not merely been ignored; it has been denied by Russia's leaders and nearly all of the political forces. Let's see some statistic figures at first. The territory of Siberia and the Russian Far East comprises 12,765,900 square kilometers (75% of Russia's entire area), with a population of 40,553,900 people (28% of Russia's population). The territory of China is 9,597,000 square kilometers and its population is 1.265 billion (which is 29 times greater than the population of Siberia and the Russian Far East). China's economy is among the fastest-growing economies in the world. It remains socialistic in many aspects, i.e. extensive and highly expensive, demanding more and more natural resources. China's natural resources are rather limited, whereas the depths of Siberia and the Russian Far East are almost inexhaustible. Chinese propaganda has constantly been showing us skyscrapers in free trade zones in southeastern China. It should not be forgotten, however, that some 250 to 300 million people live there, i.e. at most a quarter of China's population. A billion Chinese people are still living in misery. For them, even the living standards of a backwater Russian town remain inaccessibly high. They have absolutely nothing to lose. There is every prerequisite for "the final throw to the north." The strength of the Chinese People's Liberation Army (CPLA) has been growing quicker than the Chinese economy. A decade ago the CPLA was equipped with inferior copies of Russian arms from late 1950s to the early 1960s. However, through its own efforts Russia has nearly managed to liquidate its most significant technological advantage. Thanks to our zeal, from antique MiG-21 fighters of the earliest modifications and S-75 air defense missile systems the Chinese antiaircraft defense forces have adopted Su-27 fighters and S-300 air defense missile systems. China's air defense forces have received Tor systems instead of anti-aircraft guns which could have been used during World War II. The shock air force of our "eastern brethren" will in the near future replace antique Tu-16 and Il-28 airplanes with Su-30 fighters, which are not yet available to the Russian Armed Forces! Russia may face the "wonderful" prospect of combating the Chinese army, which, if full mobilization is called, is comparable in size with Russia's entire population, which also has nuclear weapons (even tactical weapons become strategic if states have common borders) and would be absolutely insensitive to losses (even a loss of a few million of the servicemen would be acceptable for China). Such a war would be more horrible than the World War II. It would require from our state maximal tension, universal mobilization and complete accumulation of the army military hardware, up to the last tank or a plane, in a single direction (we would have to forget such "trifles" like Talebs and Basaev, but this does not guarantee success either). Massive nuclear strikes on basic military forces and cities of China would finally be the only way out, what would exhaust Russia's armament completely. We have not got another set of intercontinental ballistic missiles and submarine-based missiles, whereas the general forces would be extremely exhausted in the border combats. In the long run, even if the aggression would be stopped after the majority of the Chinese are killed, our country would be absolutely unprotected against the "Chechen" and the "Balkan" variants both, and even against the first frost of a possible nuclear winter.
A2: RUSSIA CAN’T FUND

Russia can attract investment for the tunnel
PACIFIC SHIPPER 2007 (‘Strunnel' could transform Alaska's transport system, Sep 10, Lexis)

If it does come off, it will be on its commercial merits. "This will be a business project, not a political one," Maxim Bystrov, deputy head of Russia's agency for special economic zones, said at a conference media briefing reported by Bloomberg.
Infrastructure money seems to be available, according to Merrill Lynch. Infrastructure spending in emerging Europe, the Middle East and Africa, known as the EEMEA region, is forecast to exceed $575 billion in the next three years, driven mostly by spending in Russia and the gulf states.
"Put simply, EEMEA is in the midst of a great infrastructure boom that is having a profound impact on economic activity," said Michael Hartnett, global emerging markets equity strategist at Merrill Lynch, in a recent research report.
"The drivers of spending in the region are exceptional financing ability and a pressing need to upgrade the quantity and quality of power generation, energy distribution, transportation and real estate stock," Hartnett said.
"Superb funding conditions" are centered in Russia and the gulf, he said, mainly because of high oil prices. Russia's foreign exchange reserves, for example, now amount to $406.6 billion.
Hickel is passionate about the tunnel. "Why fight wars," he said in a speech, "when we should be building great projects? We should stop fighting, and build."
A2: STATES C/P
The counterplan doesn’t solve—the courts will overturn it and states aren’t perceived as representative of the entire U.S.

SPIRO 1999 (Peter, Associate Professor, Hofstra University Law School, Colorado Law Review, Fall)
Perhaps in no area has the foreign relations differential been as great as it has on issues of federalism. In recent decades, few have challenged the proposition that the states have little role to play on the international stage. The courts have slapped down state activity that poses even the potential to complicate the nation's foreign relations, and the commentators have been nearly unanimous in accepting this core presumption. 6 The result has been what I will call the exclusivity principle, under which the federal government alone enjoys the capacity to conduct the nation's foreign relations. The principle's mantra: the need to "speak with one voice" in foreign rela [*1225]  tions. 7 The rule has been functionally justified as eliminating the serious externalities that will be inherent in state foreign policymaking activity. Without constraints on state power, the argument has gone, one state will take action for which other states or the whole nation will suffer the adverse consequences. 8
The counterplan causes World War III—states will cause Russian misperception
SPIRO 1999 (Peter, Associate Professor, Hofstra University Law School, Colorado Law Review, Fall)
Zschernig has been questioned even by those who otherwise propound federal exclusivity. 87 But the decision seems both explained and justified (at least at the time) by its Cold War context. In the tinderbox world of superpower competition, the potential consequences of giving offense were obviously profound. One could not expect the Soviets necessarily to understand that when a state official spoke, it was not for the nation; or at least one would not want to risk error in assessing that perception. At the very least, there was the specter of state action upsetting the elaborately choreographed relationship between East and West Blocs; at worst, one could plausibly draw a scenario in which offense caused by state action lit the fuse to World War III. Nor against this backdrop could one rely on the political branches to beat back state action before the damage was done; 88 the context, in other words, supported the strict application of a dormant federal power. 89
State actions aren’t perceived as national policy—undermines relations
DHOOGE 2000 (Lucien, Assistant Professor of Business Law, U of the Pacific, American Business Law Journal, Spring)
The reaction of the United States to the adoption of the Act and resultant international furor was one of a reluctant defender of states' rights. The Act was subject to severe criticism by numerous members of the U.S. diplomatic corps. For example, Undersecretary of State Stuart Eizenstat criticized state and local economic sanctions as "inappropriate and counterproductive" and serving to "put the United States on the political defensive." 215 Alan P. Larson, the Assistant Secretary of State for Economic and Business Affairs, condemned sub-federal sanctions, such as those embodied within the Act, as:

 [*419]  clashing with Presidential foreign policy initiatives, undermining the ability of the United States to speak with one voice on foreign policy matters[,] . . . complicat[ing] efforts to build coalitions with our allies[,] . . . rais[ing] allegations of violations of our international legal obligations and . . . [incurring] significant costs for states that are trying to attract investments. 216

Deputy Assistant Secretary of State David Marchick expressed concern that state and local sanctions "may impair the President's ability to send a clear and unified message to the rest of the world." 217 No matter how well-intentioned, such measures "can do more harm than good in achieving the desired objective[, can] . . . impede the . . . conduct of foreign policy . . . . and create conflicts with our allies." 218
