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Nuclear Terror 1NC

Human diversity, medicine and evolutionary limits check.

Gladwell 95 [Malcolm, New York bureau chief of The Washington Post, New Republic, July 17]

This is what is wrong with the Andromeda Strain argument. Every infectious agent that has ever plagued humanity has had to adopt a specific strategy, but every strategy carries a corresponding cost, and this makes human counterattack possible. Malaria is vicious and deadly, but it relies on mosquitoes to spread from one human to the next, which means that draining swamps and putting up mosquito netting can all but halt endemic malaria. Smallpox is extraordinarily durable, remaining infectious in the environment for years, but its very durability, its essential rigidity, is what makes it one of the easiest microbes to create a vaccine against. aids is almost invariably lethal because its attacks the body at its point of great vulnerability, that is, the immune system, but the fact that it targets blood cells is what makes it so relatively uninfectious. I could go on, but the point is obvious. Any microbe capable of wiping us all out would have to be everything at once: as contagious as flu, as durable as the cold, as lethal as Ebola, as stealthy as HIV and so doggedly resistant to mutation that it would stay deadly over the course of a long epidemic. But viruses are not, well, superhuman. They cannot do everything at once. It is one of the ironies of the analysis of alarmists such as Preston that they are all too willing to point out the limitations of human beings, but they neglect to point out the limitations of microscopic life forms. If there are any conclusions to be drawn about disease, they are actually the opposite of what is imagined in books such as The Hot Zone and The Coming Plague. It is true that the effect of the dramatic demographic and social changes in the world over the past few decades is to create new opportunities for disease. But they are likely to create not homogeneous patterns of disease, as humans experienced in the past, so much as heterogeneous patterns of disease. People are traveling more and living in different combinations. Gene pools that were once distinct are mixing through intermarriage. Adults who once would have died in middle age are now living into their 80s. Children with particular genetic configurations who once died at birth or in infancy are now living longer lives. If you talk to demographers, they will tell you that what they anticipate is increasing clusters of new and odd diseases moving into these new genetic and demographic niches. Rare diseases will be showing up in greater numbers. Entirely unknown diseases will emerge for the first time. But the same diversity that created them within those population subgroups will keep them there. Laurie Garrett's book is mistitled. We are not facing "the coming plague." We are facing "the coming outbreaks."

Self-interest means no extinction.

MacPhee and Marx 98 [Ross, American Museum of Natural History and Preston, Aaron, Diamond AIDS Research Facility, http://www.amnh.org/science/biodiversity/extinction/Day1/disease/Bit1.html]

It is well known that lethal diseases can have a profound effect on species' population size and structure. However, it is generally accepted that the principal populational effects of disease are acute--that is, short-term. In other words, although a species many suffer substantial loss from the effects of a given highly infectious disease at a given time, the facts indicate that natural populations tend to bounce back after the period of high losses. Thus, disease as a primary cause of extinction seems implausible. However, this is the normal case, where the disease-provoking pathogen and its host have had a long relationship. Ordinarily, it is not in the pathogens interest to rapidly kill off large numbers of individuals in its host species, because that might imperil its own survival. Disease theorists long ago expressed the idea that pathogens tend to evolve toward a "benign" state of affairs with their hosts, which means in practice that they continue to infect, but tend not to kill (or at least not rapidly). A very good reason for suspecting this to be an accurate view of pathogen-host relationships is that individuals with few or no genetic defenses against a particular pathogen will be maintained within the host population, thus ensuring the pathogen's ultimate survival.
Won’t happen- No desire, no market, and locks check.

Mueller, Political Science at Ohio State, 11 [John, Professor of Political Science at Ohio State, The Truth About Al-Qaeda, August 2, 2011, http://www.foreignaffairs.com/articles/68012/john-mueller/the-truth-about-al-qaeda?page=show]

Thus far terrorist groups seem to have exhibited only limited desire and even less progress in going atomic. This may be because, after brief exploration of the possible routes, they, unlike generations of alarmists on the issue, have discovered that the tremendous effort required is scarcely likely to be successful. It is highly improbable that a would-be atomic terrorist would be given or sold a bomb by a generous like-minded nuclear state because the donor could not control its use and because the ultimate source of the weapon might be discovered.  Although there has been great worry about terrorists illicitly stealing or purchasing a nuclear weapon, it seems likely that neither “loose nukes” nor a market in illicit nuclear materials exists. Moreover, finished bombs have been outfitted with an array of locks and safety devices. There could be dangers in the chaos that would emerge if a nuclear state were utterly to fail, collapsing in full disarray. However, even under those conditions, nuclear weapons would likely remain under heavy guard by people who know that a purloined bomb would most likely end up going off in their own territory, would still have locks, and could probably be followed and hunted down by an alarmed international community.  The most plausible route for terrorists would be to manufacture the device themselves from purloined materials. This task requires that a considerable series of difficult hurdles be conquered in sequence, including the effective recruitment of people who at once have great technical skills and will remain completely devoted to the cause. In addition, a host of corrupted co-conspirators, many of them foreign, must remain utterly reliable, international and local security services must be kept perpetually in the dark, and no curious outsider must get consequential wind of the project over the months or even years it takes to pull off. In addition, the financial costs of the operation could easily become monumental.  Moreover, the difficulties are likely to increase because of enhanced protective and policing efforts by self-interested governments and because any foiled attempt would expose flaws in the defense system, holes the defenders would then plug. The evidence of al-Qaeda’s desire to go atomic, and about its progress in accomplishing this exceedingly difficult task, is remarkably skimpy, if not completely negligible. The scariest stuff—a decade’s worth of loose nuke rumor—seems to have no substance whatever. For the most part, terrorists seem to be heeding the advice found in an al-Qaeda laptop seized in Pakistan: “Make use of that which is available ... rather than waste valuable time becoming despondent over that which is not within your reach.”  In part because of current policies—but also because of a wealth of other technical and organizational difficulties—the atomic terrorists’ task is already monumental, and and their likelihood of success is vanishingly small. Efforts to further enhance this monumentality, if cost-effective and accompanied with only tolerable side effects, are generally desirable.

Nuclear war doesn’t cause extinction.

Seitz 6 [Russel, Visiting Scholar in Harvard University's Center for International Affairs. 12/20/,

http://adamant.typepad.com/seitz/2006/12/preherein_honor.html]

"Apocalyptic predictions require, to be taken seriously,higher standards of evidence than do assertions on other matters where the stakes are not as great." wrote Sagan in Foreign Affairs , Winter 1983 -84. But that "evidence" was never forthcoming.'Nuclear Winter' never existed outside of a computer  except as air-brushed animation commissioned by the a  PR firm - Porter Novelli Inc. Yet Sagan predicted "the extinction of the human species " as temperatures plummeted 35 degrees C and  the world froze in the aftermath of  a nuclear holocaust.  Last year, Sagan's cohort tried  to reanimate the ghost in a machine anti-nuclear activists invoked in the depths of the Cold War, by re-running equally arbitrary scenarios on a modern  interactive Global Circulation Model. But the Cold War is history in more ways than one. It is a credit to post-modern computer climate simulations that they do not reproduce the apocalyptic  results of what Sagan oxymoronically termed "a sophisticated one dimensional model." The subzero 'baseline case'  has melted down into a tepid 1.3 degrees of average cooling- grey skies do not a Ragnarok make . What remains is just not the stuff that  End of the World myths are made of.

Bioterror 1NC

Government and industrial releases of NBCs cause their impact- this must be considered before spending on anti-terrorist policies.  
The disaster center “US Nuclear Biological and Chemical Terrorism Policy prior to 9-11” June 2002 http://www.disastercenter.com/nbc.htm

When evaluating risk reduction policy the consequences of all risks and threat sources must be admitted to the equations. It matters not if you die from a terrorist releasing Nuclear, Biological and Chemical (NBC) substances, or if you die from government or an industrial release of NBC’s, you are dead just the same. Responders need the same equipment and the hospital staff will confront the same problems. The only difference is that the probability of death from government or industrial releases is thousands of times more likely than death from terrorist releases of these substances. Government and industrial releases of NBC’s have resulted in the deaths of ten’s of millions of people in war, in use against their own civil populations, and as the result of accidential and deliberate releases by industry. Prior to 9-11-2001 the Federal government’s approach ignored this fact. The unintended affect of this policy was getting equipment and training into the hands of responders, who are dying from releases of these substances from government and enterprises regulated by governments. Committees of Congress, who did not provided funds to develop a risk/threat management policy, provided so An orgy of spending took place without any consideration of risk reduction or cost effectiveness. Since terrorists only have a limited capacity to produce NBC’s, the regulation of access to these substances should have been the first goal of an anti-terrorism policy. much money that virtually every agency with a potential response role was equipped and trained to respond to such a NBC attack. Yet, while billions were being spent to enable responders to survive an event that was more likely to be caused by government and industry, limiting access to these substances played but a little part in US anti-terrorism policy. 

Government NBCs are 99.9% of the risk of biological terror- empirics prove. 
The disaster center “US Nuclear Biological and Chemical Terrorism Policy prior to 9-11” June 2002 http://www.disastercenter.com/nbc.htm
Prior to 9-11-2001 the Federal government’s approach ignored this fact. The unintended affect of this policy was getting equipment and training into the hands of responders, who are dying from releases of these substances from government and enterprises regulated by governments. Committees of Congress, who did not provided funds to develop a risk/threat management policy, provided so much money that virtually every agency with a potential response role was equipped and trained to respond to such a NBC attack. An orgy of spending took place without any consideration of risk reduction or cost effectiveness. Since terrorists only have a limited capacity to produce NBC’s, the regulation of access to these substances should have been the first goal of an anti-terrorism policy. Yet, while billions were being spent to enable responders to survive an event that was more likely to be caused by government and industry, limiting access to these substances played but a little part in US anti-terrorism policy. An effective threat/risk assessment policy examines all threats and all risks. The purpose of that policy is to develop plans that enable us to develop cost effective, interoperable solutions. Any time that threat can be eliminated, then there is no risk. While, the number of people killed from Government and industrial releases of these substances is certainly in the tens of millions; the number of people killed because government and industry distributed these materials to terrorists is only in the ten’s of thousands. And the number of people killed because terrorist processed a material into a toxin that was then released is less than a hundred. The development of a threat/risk management policy based solely on the reduction of risk because terrorists processed a material into toxins misses 99.9% of risk. Reports indicate that the Osama Bin Laden’s al Qaeda group spent large sums of money attempting to produce weapons of mass destruction and that all these efforts were failures. Having cried wolf for the six years prior to the September 11, 2001 attack, an industry built upon feeding Congress and the media fears that NBC’s would be released by terrorists was greatly embarrassed when their predictions failed to come true. It appears that at least one member of this community felt so badly about the situation that he felt obliged to educate the media and Congress about the deadly risk of NBC’s by distributing anthrax, that came from a US government source, to cause the deaths of five people. 

FEMA 1NC

FEMA is unlawful
NYT, ERIC LIPTON December 6, 2006 “Report Finds New Problems in FEMA Aid Distribution” http://www.nytimes.com/2006/12/06/us/06fraud.html
WASHINGTON, Dec. 5 — The Federal Emergency Management Agency has recouped less than 1 percent of an estimated $1 billion in fraudulent or unjustified payments it distributed after Hurricanes Katrina and Rita, a new report by Congressional investigators says. At the same time, the agency continued to wrongly send out millions of dollars of new aid this year, including $17 million in rental assistance to families living rent-free in FEMA trailers, the Government Accountability Office report says. The auditors’ findings, set to be released on Wednesday, demonstrate how the agency has remained open to criticism from advocates for evacuees as being too stingy with people who have real needs, and to criticism from auditors as being too willing to give taxpayer dollars to scam artists and cheats. Just last week, a federal judge ordered the agency to restore housing assistance and pay back rent to thousands of Hurricane Katrina evacuees who had been deemed ineligible for long-term housing aid. Yet the new report by the Congressional investigators said that, in addition to the rental aid given to more than 8,600 victims living in trailers rent-free, the agency distributed $20 million to people who registered for both hurricanes, meaning they received double payments for rent and other emergency aid. The investigators also recently determined that the agency gave at least $3 million to more than 500 foreign students or other foreigners in the United States on work visas even though federal law specifically prohibits such aid. “FEMA has much work to do before we can be confident that it is providing assistance to those who are eligible and who need it, while denying it to those who do not,” said Senator Joseph I. Lieberman of Connecticut. Mr. Lieberman is the ranking Democrat on the Homeland Security and Governmental Affairs Committee, which has scheduled a hearing for Wednesday on Hurricane Katrina-related fraud and abuse. 

FEMS is a waste of money

NYT, ERIC LIPTON December 6, 2006 “Report Finds New Problems in FEMA Aid Distribution” http://www.nytimes.com/2006/12/06/us/06fraud.html

Senator Susan Collins, Republican of Maine, chairwoman of the Homeland Security Committee, said the small percentage of money recouped showed how important it was for the agency to improve how it screened applications for disaster aid. “Once the money is out the door, it is very difficult for it to be recovered,” Ms. Collins said. At the time Hurricanes Katrina and Rita hit, the agency had systems in place to prevent fraud, including a computer program that looked for applications with the same Social Security number. But officials said they turned the system off, claiming that they were worried it might prevent legitimate victims from getting help, the report said. That is why, for example, the 7,600 individuals had been able to collect $20 million in emergency aid for properties supposedly hit by both storms, the report said. Ms. Collins said she did not accept the assertion that the agency could not figure out how to distribute emergency assistance quickly while preventing widespread waste and fraud. “It’s a false choice,” she said. 

Government EM is insufficient- nonfederal relief overcomes the problems of FEMA.
Russell S. Sobel and Peter T. Leeson  Russell S. Sobel is the James Clark Coffman Distinguished Chair in Entrepreneurial Studies and Peter T. Leeson is assistant professor of economics at West Virginia University. “Flirting with Disaster: The Inherent Problems with FEMA”  July 19, 2006 Policy Analysis no. 573 http://www.cato.org/publications/policy-analysis/flirting-disaster-inherent-problems-fema
The federal government's top-down disaster response system is fundamentally flawed. The federal government usually has neither the incentive nor the information needed to effectively coordinate relief management. Thus, the best reforms to the Federal Emergency Management Agency would take control away from the federal government, not give it more. Effective disaster relief efforts have to overcome the problems of bureaucracy, coordination, and adverse incentives. Nonfederal relief suppliers— particularly those in the private sector—are able to overcome those problems. FEMA—a top-heavy bureaucracy that cannot effectively allocate relief resources and subjects its decision makers to all the wrong sorts of incentives—suffers an inherent and unique inability to solve those problems. In addition, the power to control relief funds encourages federal policymakers to help ensure reelection by spending that money on key political districts. States that are politically important to the president in his reelection bid usually have a significantly higher rate of disaster declaration. States represented on the congressional oversight committees for FEMA receive significantly more money for disasters than do states not represented on those committees. The best reform Congress could undertake would be to decentralize and depoliticize the task of disaster relief management by taking the federal government out of the disaster relief process altogether. Short of that, Congress should enact reforms that restrict the federal government's role to only those activities that enhance the ability of the private sector to more effectively respond to disasters. 

Turn: Government emergency response guarantees right violations

Roy A. Barnes, experienced corporate speaker and business consultant, “Conspiracy Theory with Jesse Ventura, Season 2, Episode 4 Discussed America's Police State with Use of Fusion Centers and Alleged Concentration Camps”  2010 Sources: "Police State", Conspiracy Theory with Jesse Ventura, November 12, 2010, truTV http://www.judgebusters.com/sitebuildercontent/sitebuilderfiles/http___www.associatedcontent.com_pop_print.shtml.pdf
In Texas, outside a prison, Ventura was told by Alex Jones, a conspiracy expert, that what looks like a prison with extra open space is being used for potentially putting people away after some calamity hits. Fusion centers, according to him, are command centers for rounding people up for concentration camps! Later, the former governor showed viewers a "residential center" where railroad tracks lead to, like concentration camps. Jones alleges families will be rounded up for these places on Conspiracy Theory with Jesse Ventura, Season 2, Episode 4. A spokeswoman told Ventura and Jones that it looks like a prison "to protect the privacy of the residents" and would forward their concerns to ICE. Stuart, a constitutional expert, told June that Presidents since Lincoln have been taking away people's rights whenever they want to. He went over executive orders where Lincoln suspended habeas corpus and FDR rounded up the Japanese Americans during WW2. The 2010 establishment of the "Council of Governors" has the country split into ten sectors for quarantine in a "national emergency", and the military can be used to round up people. William Lewis via webcam said that there's hundreds of camps established, many of which will be converted military bases which have fences to keep people in. He led investigator Daniel to a camp outside Los Angeles, where barbed wire and security is present. Daniel went to another camp on Terminal Island, with barbed wire facing in, and the authorities showed up to run him off. 

Every invasion of freedom must be rejected
Petro 74 (Sylvester Petro, professor of law, Wake Forest University, TOLEDO LAW REVIEW, Spring, p. 480)

However, one may still insist, echoing Ernest Hemingway – “I believe in only one thing: liberty.” And it is always well to bear in mind David Hume’s observation: “It is seldom that liberty of any kind is lost all at once.” Thus, it is unacceptable to say that the invasion of one aspect of freedom is of no import because there have been invasions of so many other aspects. That road leads to chaos, tyranny, despotism, and the end of all human aspiration. Ask Solzhenitsyn. Ask Milovan Djilas. In sum, if one believes in freedom as a supreme value, and the proper ordering principle for any society aiming to maximize spiritual and material welfare, then every invasion of freedom must be emphatically identified and resisted with undying spirit.

FEMA can’t solve anything 
Jonathan Walters, Executive Editor of GOVERNING, “FEMA: Making a Comeback” August 2010 http://www.governing.com/topics/public-justice-safety/homeland-security-disasters/fema-making-comeback.html
In 2005, the only thing that crumbled faster than the levees during Hurricane Katrina was the Federal Emergency Management Agency's (FEMA) reputation. Widely regarded as a competently managed federal government powerhouse under President Bill Clinton, it was reduced to the object of national ridicule in Katrina's aftermath -- the poster child of federal ineptitude amid the chaos. One reason for the collapse was the politicization of FEMA's leadership. "FEMA was taken apart quickly under the Bush administration," says Eric Holdeman, the former head of emergency management for King County, Wash. When President George W. Bush first took office, he appointed Joe Allbaugh, who ran his election campaign in 2000, to head FEMA; then came Michael Brown, whose prime experience for the job was serving as the Arabian Horse Association's judges and stewards commissioner. But leadership wasn't the only problem. Having been folded into the new and bulging U.S. Department of Homeland Security (DHS) not long before hurricanes Katrina and Rita hit, the agency had, by all accounts, become a shell of its former self. Its budget suffered devastating cuts, and topnotch staff defected in droves. "The agency lost a lot of institutional knowledge and good people who decided that FEMA wasn't a good place to be," says Holdeman, who is now a national consultant on emergency management and response. "It was becoming a backwater in the larger federal emergency management scheme." 

Solvency 1NC
Status quo solves- GIS solves spatial data, HPAC predicts bioterror. 
1AC author- Yang 02 (2002 Chaowei Phil Yang Professor of GIScience, George Mason University “UTILIZING REMOTE SENSED DATA IN A QUICK RESPONSE SYSTEM” Menas Kafatos, Ruixin Yang, Chaowei Yang, Richard Gomez, & Zafer Boybeyi)
The components for building a rapid response system exist in diverse communities already. For example, a Geographic Information System (GIS), which stores, manages, and computes spatial data, is a popular tool in both academic community and industry. This tool could be used to access and hold databases for local terrain, building information and for population and road information. The GIS client interface is very familiar to government employees and decision makers handling spatial data. NWP (Numerical Weather Prediction) data are widely available through the Internet for the US. Such data will provide certain initial and boundary conditions for local weather models and dispersion models. Meso-scale weather models such as MM5 (The Fifth-Generation National Center for Atmospheric Research/Penn State Mesoscale Model) (NCAR, 1998) and RAMS (Regional Atmospheric Modeling System) (Pielke et al., 1992) are already under extensive study and are widely used. Linked systems such as OMEGA (Operational Multiscale Environment model with Grid Adaptivity) (SAIC, 2002) and HPAC (Hazard Prediction and Assessment Capability) (DTRA, 2002) could be easily run to predict the motion of hazardous materials in atmosphere. Remote sensing technology has been improving in the modern age. With LIDAR (LIght Detection And Ranging) and hyperspectral instruments through space-borne and airborne platforms, one can get high spatial and spectral resolution information of the Earth surface. The information can be used to assess the damage of terrorist and other hazardous events and provide information for running prediction models for response planning. 
FEMA camps ext.
FEMA camps are real- Jesse Ventura- politician, author, and veteran agrees.

Roy A. Barnes, experienced corporate speaker and business consultant, “Conspiracy Theory with Jesse Ventura, Season 2, Episode 4 Discussed America's Police State with Use of Fusion Centers and Alleged Concentration Camps”  2010 Sources: "Police State", Conspiracy Theory with Jesse Ventura, November 12, 2010, truTV http://www.judgebusters.com/sitebuildercontent/sitebuilderfiles/http___www.associatedcontent.com_pop_print.shtml.pdf
In Madison, Georgia, at a place with train tracks and near an airport, Ventura and Jones went to the most eerie location...full of thousands of "plastic grave liners" (coffins) stacked on top of each other, supposedly being stored for "people's pre-needs." This, according to the makers of these products, who used to be a R&D arm of Hercules, Inc., a defense contractor who has ties to Haliburton, as stated by the Conspiracy Theory with Jesse Ventura host on the Season 2, Episode 4 airing. FEMA, according to Ventura, is running these camps, and is ready to round up people. Because Madison, Georgia is near Atlanta's Centers for Disease Control, Jones alleges that the government is setting up mass pandemics, which will trigger the use of the concentration camps. The former governor stated that the coffins were rounded up soon after they filmed them on Season 2, Episode 4 of Conspiracy Theory with Jesse Ventura. The show ends in Washington, D.C., where the former governor confronts the co-sponsors of HR 645, which allows the camps to be run by the Secretary of Homeland Security. Congressman Jim Gerlach of Pennsylvania seemingly stepped out of the office on two occasions after finding out that the topic of conversation was these alleged FEMA camps - after initially agreeing to talk to Ventura. Gerlach's Chief of Staff later admitted on Season 2, Episode 4 of Conspiracy Theory with Jesse Ventura that the congressman maybe shouldn't have co-sponsored such a bill after all, based on further research. Rep. Steve Cohen of Tennessee talked about them, but the Congressman denied their existence altogether and claimed he didn't know what his own bill said until he "recalled" that these camps are being set up for a natural disaster like Katrina, where people can come and go as they please. The children Ventura filmed in the camp are, according to Cohen, "probably very happy" and probably the camp's manager's kids. Jesse Ventura keeps uncovering alleged schemes going on in this country. If all this is as true as alleged on these shows, is it too late to do anything about it? Have we as a people gone over the cliff, and now must soon suffer the consequences of hitting the stone cold ground? 
Nuclear terror ext.

No extinction.

Muller 12 [Jonatas, Mendeley member in Philosophy, Analysis of Existential Risks, April 2012, http://www.jonatasmuller.com/x-risks.html]

Direct damage from nuclear blasts with current arsenals could reach at most a very small percentage of the world's population. Nuclear shelters would in the worst case scenario allow people to survive radiation fallout in nearby places, whose worst effects last for some days (Kearny 1987). Some of these shelters could offer protection for a long time, in the case of a nuclear winter, and some countries have strategic food provisions for many years. The effects of a nuclear winter can be compared to those of atmospheric dust caused by big asteroid impacts (Browne 1993), and would be likely smaller than that from volcanic super-eruptions (Bekki et al. 1996), in which case survival of land animals has been quite possible in the short and long term after the events. Estimates of temperature drops fall well within a range that is compatible with life and agriculture at least in the warmer regions of the Earth, with the atmospheric dust clearing up eventually (Turchin 2008). Nuclear wars seem exceedingly unlikely to constitute an existential risk, as survival of a substantial number of people would be possible under any of these conditions.

Prefer conventional weapons.

Craig 11 [Campbell, professor of international relations at the University of Southampton Special Issue: Bringing Critical Realism and Historical Materialism into Critical Terrorism Studies  Atomic obsession: nuclear alarmism from Hiroshima to al-Qaeda Critical Studies on Terrorism  Volume 4, Issue 1, 2011, April, pages 115-124]

Let us address each of his claims, in reverse order. Mueller suggests that the risk of an act of major nuclear terrorism is exceptionally small, along the lines of an asteroid hitting the earth. Drawing upon his powerful book against terrorism alarmism, Overblown (2006), he shows that serious anti-Western terrorist groups are today widely scattered and disorganized – precisely the wrong kind of arrangement for the sustained and centralized project of building an atomic bomb. Looking for immediate results, terrorist groups are likely to go with what works today, rather than committing to a long-term and likely futile project. He points out, as have other authors, that so-called ‘rogue’ nations, even if they obtain a bomb, are never going to hand it over to terrorists: to do so would utterly negate everything they had worked so hard for. A nation such as Iran that somehow decided to give its bomb to al-Qaeda (leaving aide their completely different objectives) would not only be handing over a weapon that it had spent years and billions to build, and giving up the prestige and deterrence the bomb supposedly confers, it would also be putting itself at acute risk of being on the receiving end of a retaliatory strike once the terrorists did their work. By what rationale would any leader make such a move? The potential costs would be astronomical, the benefits non-existent.
PAGE  
1
Last printed 9/4/09 7:00 PM





