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***TOPICALITY
T – Reduce is Immediate 1NC

A. The aff must mandate an immediate decrease in military presence in Afghanistan. 

To reduce is to immediately diminish in size.
Guy, 91 - Circuit Judge (TIM BOETTGER, BECKY BOETTGER, individually and as Next Friend for their Minor Daughter, AMANDA BOETTGER, Plaintiffs-Appellees, v. OTIS R. BOWEN, Secretary of Health and Human Services (89-1832); and C. PATRICK BABCOCK, Director, Michigan Department of Social Services (89-1831), Defendants-Appellants Nos. 89-1831, 89-1832 UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS FOR THE SIXTH CIRCUIT 923 F.2d 1183; 1991 U.S. App. LEXIS 671)

The district court concluded that the plain meaning of the statutory language does not apply to the termination of employment one obtains on his own. A termination, the court held, is not a refusal to accept employment. 

In this case, the plain meaning of the various words suggests that "refuse to accept" is not the equivalent of "terminate" and "reduce." As a matter of logic [**18]  and common understanding, one cannot terminate or reduce something that one has not accepted. Acceptance is [*1189]  a pre-condition to termination or reduction. Thus, a refusal to accept is a precursor to, not the equivalent of, a termination or a reduction. n3 n.3 This distinction is also reflected in the dictionary definitions of the words. "Accept" is defined in anticipatory terms that suggest a precondition ("to undertake the responsibility of"), whereas "terminate" and "reduce" are defined in conclusory terms ("to bring to end, . . . to discontinue"; "to diminish in size, amount, extent, or number."). See Webster's New Collegiate Dictionary (9th ed. 1985).
B. The affirmative reduces eventually

C. Vote Neg:

1. The affirmative explodes the topic because they decrease presence at an unpredictable time. The negative can never garner any links because disads are time sensitive. This is an internal link into education because we won’t be able to learn about anything that be conflicting now. 

2. The affirmative jacks negative ground because a reduction in the future. This should be core negative ground and is an internal link into fairness.

3. The affirmative underlimit the topic because there are thousands of withdrawal dates, and the negative will never be able to predict, nor will be able to get evidence on the future. 
T – Counternarcotics

Special forces do not constitute military presence
Chad DeWaard, President of Department of Political Science in the Graduate School Southern Illinois University Carbondale 5/2006, http://www.scribd.com/doc/6570993/Official-Development-Assistance-Unmasked-Theoretical-Models-of-International-Relations-and-the-Determinants-of-American-German-And-Swedish-Aid

Military presence is defined by at least one hundred active-duty military personnel who are permanently stationed in host countries. Forces that are temporarily deployed for covert or classified operations or forces deployed for humanitarian relief do not constitute a “presence” in the sense employed here. 

The aff specifies counter-narcotic troops – they fit the description of both classified operations and humanitarian relief

BQ Plan Flaw

The plan capitalizes federal government – that means their actor can be any governmental organization and not the one in D.C. This is a voter - 

1. Precision - the affirmative should be held to the highest possible standard for plan text violations because it is their central advocacy statement – allowing them to change in the 2AC makes for unpredictable debates. 

2. Grammar – debate is a speaking activity, it decreases education when the aff team with infinite prep can get away with reasonably speaking about the topic

3. Fairness – we will never have stable ground unless we know that the cards we read reference, at the minimum, the intended actor of the resolution. Potential abuse is a voter – setting a precedence is sure to deter abuse from not only this team but from other teams running the same affirmative.

4. Solvency – at best the aff can’t solve any of their advantages because their cards don’t talk about their actor. Vote on any risk of offense.
***JIRGA COUNTERPLANS

Jirga CP

To resolve the issues of the war in Afghanistan, we need to take a more traditional route – a Jirga as promised by Karzai would resolve many of the past grievances 

CARLOTTA GALL, Ms. Gall was educated in England and read Russian and French at Newnham College, Cambridge. She received a Master's degree from City University, London in International Relations and Journalism. She speaks three languages. Carlotta Gall is a reporter covering Pakistan and Afghanistan for The New York Times; she has been based in Afghanistan since November 2001. Jun 01, 2010 [“Afghan Assembly Expected to Back Peace-Talk Plan” http://www.nytimes.com/2010/06/02/world/asia/02afghan.html?_r=1?pagewanted=print?pagewanted=print?pagewanted=print] 

KABUL, Afghanistan — President Hamid Karzai opens his showcase event of the year on Wednesday, a national peace convention that is expected to endorse his plan to negotiate with the Taliban and other opposition groups fighting his government. That outcome is largely preordained, as the government has handpicked the delegates and broadly set the parameters of the discussion. But the event is not wholly without risk. It is already being criticized as being more symbolic than practical, and even as a show of national unity intended to wring money from international donors. “If you were serious about a reconciliation process, a jirga like this would be the right thing to do, to consult the population, to discuss grievances, resolve issues,” said Martine van Biljert, co-director of the Afghanistan Analysts Network, a policy research organization. “But it doesn’t look like it will seriously provide a platform for any of this.” Convening a peace convention, known as a jirga, or tribal assembly, was one of Mr. Karzai’s central campaign promises before his re-election last year, made in recognition of the growing public unhappiness with the war. The stage-managing of the event is evident. Some political and tribal opponents of the government have been excluded, including the Taliban and Hezb-e-Islami, two of the main groups fighting in the country. Political parties have also been excluded, though members of Parliament and other elected officials have been invited. 

AT: Perm

The Jirga is the only way to combine US policy with traditional Afghan methods - however, this action cannot be separated from the US military forces and their victories

Eurasia Review 7/5 [7/5/10, " The Afghan Peace Jirga: Is An End In Sight? ", http://www.eurasiareview.com/201007054398/the-afghan-peace-jirga-is-an-end-in-sight.html] Dr Shanthie Mariet D’Souza is Visiting Research Fellow at the Institute of South Asian Studies (ISAS), an autonomous research institute at the National University of Singapore

Both the US and Karzai administration, however, differ on the Afghan reconciliation approach. Whereas the Americans want to talk to mainstream Taliban only from a position of strength, which they intend attaining by vanquishing the enemy through use of force, Karzai on the other hand, is unsure of the success of the American military victory and hence insists on opening a dialogue with even the unrepentant Taliban to promote reconciliation and end the war. The Peace Jirga scheduled for early May 2010 was deferred to latter date as President Karzai travelled to Washington to gain endorsement for his peace efforts. Even while it has not given up on its own approach, the protracted and unending war efforts and the waning American public opinion against an overstretched war, the US is seen to swing in support of Karzai’s initiative. It was, thus, not surprising that President Obama termed the jirga ‘an important milestone that America supports’.20 However, at the same time, the US is making final preparations to launch a massive military offensive against the Taliban in the southern Afghan province of Kandahar, the Taliban’s spiritual capital. To be launched by combined NATO, the US and Afghan forces, preparations have started since months to target about 1,000 Taliban, who remain embedded within the one million strong civilian population.21 Gaining control over the Taliban stronghold in southern Afghanistan remains crucial to the US efforts and hence, there is little option available for the forces other than securing an outright and overwhelming victory. In a battle that is projected to ‘take months and will not resemble a typical battle’22, the military victory will have to be accompanied by winning hearts and minds of the civilian population, prodding them to sever their ties with the Taliban and support the Central Government in Kabul. In this, in addition to the international forces, the Afghan forces and administrators will have a crucial role to play.

AT: CP Doesn’t Solve (No Empirical Ev)

Loya Jirgas have been traditionally used to solve national issues – instead of elections, it’s a group of respected tribal leaders and they have empirically worked to stabilize Afghanistan

Dr. G. Rauf Roashan 2001 Loya Jirga: One of the Last Political Tools for Bringing Peace to Afghanistan, July 30th, distinguished Afghan scholar, with a long record of service in Afghanistan.  Dr. Roashan, who is currently a member of the IAS, is also the author of the Country Corner weekly column that is published by the IAS.
Traditionally, with the advent of Islam in Afghanistan, there has been a conscious effort by religious authorities to talk of Afghan and Islamic traditions as a unified social manifestation. In actuality, Afghan traditions, customs and cultural values are deep rooted in history and are distinct from the Arab culture that was introduced to many lands as Islam spread in the world. It is true that Arabs, too, did have their tradition of councils even before Islam. But Islam augmented the principle of councils and consultations. The Holy Koran introduced consultations in verse 38 of the Chapter on Councils to have priority over the state and called it one of the primary principles of Islamic religion. According to the Holy Koran, if the head of the State does not respect the decisions of the Council he could be impeached. 2 Also verse 159 of the Chapter on Aal Imran gives a stronger emphasis to the issue of consultation. But the Afghan tradition from the pre-Islamic times contained the provision for councils. This was especially so because of the tribal nature of the Afghan society. The economic base of the population, mainly agriculture and livestock breeding, together with the need for migratory herdsmen who had to travel for pasture with the seasons, and lack of efficient communication systems, all contributed to a dire need for consultation in the forms of intra and intertribal gatherings. All Afghan tribes, including the Pashtoons, Tajiks, Uzbeks, the Hazaras, the Nooris, the Turkemens, the Baloochis and all other minor ethnic groups, have traditionally had a mechanism of consultation in the form of local, regional and national assemblies. When these meetings were held within the tribes, they decided issues such as water rights, the rights of individuals within families and or mediating peace between feuding clans, face saving in cases that involved violation of individual or family honors, settling other feuds such as vengeances or settling sanguine issues in cases of murders, marriages, divorces etc. In its intertribal form, the councils reached agreements on water rights, land borders, right to pastures, trade, tribal feuds, vengeances etc. But when it came to issues of national interest, the Afghan rulers took the initiative and convened the Jirgas in order to get the nation involved in the affairs of the country. In Afghan history, there are but a few examples where the tribal chieftains or respected tribal leaders, instead of a ruler, have called Loya Jirgas. One of these was the Jirga held in 1747 in the shrine of Sher Surkh in Kandahar. Tribal chiefs, to decide on a ruler for an independent Afghanistan, called for the Jirga. The Jirga had a difficult time reaching an agreement when on the last day they decided on the mediation of a religious figure who was not a tribal leader and not even from Kandahar. He was Saber Shah Kabuli the son of a famous mystic Laikhwar from Kabul. He chose Ahmad Shah Durrani to become the King. 3 Thus, the Afghans traditionally used Loya Jirga as a tool to involve the people without having to heed for the need for huge preparations for elections such as voter registration, establishing of polling centers, assigning of judges to ensure just and correct application of voting procedures and counting of votes either manually or by machines. For the Loya Jirgas does not require voter pamphlets or information packages either. While preparations for elections, as is evident, require higher levels of education and financial capabilities that have not been readily available in Afghan society, poverty alone cannot be the only reason for the growth of this institution in the fabric of the social life of the afghans. A reminder of the importance the Aryans placed on councils is seen today in the world’s largest democratic country namely India. The Aryans, who, after having increased in number, migrated from northern Afghanistan west to Iran and south to India, took with them some of their social practices. In India today in each village they have a traditional council of five people. This is called the Panchayat (meaning the five) system. The Panchayat system ensures two-way communication with administrative centers even with the villages located farthest from townships. The Panchayat coordinates both vertical and horizontal health and educational programs and plays a very important role in politics. If you visit the remotest village in India like those located in the middle of the jungles of Karnataka or the fishing villages of Andra Pradesh, the first thing you observe is the huge billboards of different political parties. This shows that the Panchayat system has played a great role in the political awakening of rural India. Yet the Panchayat system was taken to India by the Aryan tribes that moved in from the northwest. 

AT: Withdrawal Prerequisite/Obama Doesn’t Want Jirga
Obama supports the necessity for a peace Jirga. Jirgas provide the framework to work towards reconciliation and promote the rule of law, however, the US military presence is critical to stopping the Taliban and increasing peaceful relations between Taliban and the government
Stephen Kaufman, staff writer, May 12th, 2010, “Obama Offers Support for Afghan Peace Jirga” America.gov, http://www.america.gov/st/peacesec-english/2010/May/20100512143106esnamfuak0.9200861.html
President Obama expressed support for the Afghan government’s planned consultative peace jirga aimed at discussing how to reconcile Taliban fighters with the rest of the country, describing the national council as “an important milestone that America supports.” Speaking alongside Afghan President Hamid Karzai at the White House May 12 after their meeting, Obama said the United States supports efforts to “open the door” to Taliban fighters who are willing to cut their ties to al-Qaida and other extremist groups, renounce violence, and accept the Afghan constitution, including respect for human rights and women’s rights. “President Karzai should be able to work to reintegrate those individuals into Afghan society,” Obama said. Emphasizing the need for an Afghan-led effort, the president added that the peace jirga would create a framework to move toward that reconciliation. The jirga, scheduled for May 29, is expected to attract 1,500 Afghan men and women representing political, tribal, business and civil society communities. The goal, according to a May 12 commentary by Karzai published in the Washington Post, is to “chart a way forward for engaging those who fight against us.” Obama said a political component is ultimately needed to achieve Afghan peace and stability. “This is not just going to be a military solution,” he said. The peace jirga, as well as a July donors conference in Kabul, sends a strong message of the Afghan government’s “commitment to rule of law and good governance and human rights and women’s rights,” and as the government gains more confidence from the Afghan people, “their fear of the Taliban weakens,” he said. But the president added that the military component remains necessary to break the momentum of the Taliban and create additional incentives for their fighters to make peace with the Afghan government. “At what point do the Taliban start making different calculations about what’s in their interests?” Obama said. “How the Afghan people feel about these issues is in part going to be dependent on our success in terms of carrying out our mission there.” The president said the United States will continue to work with Afghan and international partners to “do everything in our power to avoid actions that harm the Afghan people” as military efforts by Afghan forces and the International Security Assistance Force (ISAF) continue against the insurgents.
AT: Withdrawal Prerequisite

The US military has to rethink its Afghan policy and stabilize the region before it can credibly and safely exit
Daily Times, “The art of the possible”, News Agency for Pakistan, Monday, June 07, 2010, http://www.dailytimes.com.pk/default.asp?page=2010\06\07\story_7-6-2010_pg3_1
The US-led NATO forces are waiting for an honourable exit from Afghanistan after fighting a nine-year long war, which has not met with the success the West had hoped for. Now there is pressure on the Afghan government to reconcile with the Taliban so as to fast track the ‘exit’ of the foreign forces. But the Taliban are not interested. They could not have been more obvious about it when the jirga was attacked on the very first day. At least five rockets were fired by the Taliban but a suicide attack was foiled by the security forces. The Taliban are not interested in talking to the Afghan government because they sense the approach of endgame. Even if they do not get an outright victory once the foreign forces leave Afghanistan, they will be in a much stronger position than the Afghan security forces. The US-led NATO forces have failed to bring about any substantial change because of poor conceptualisation, performance and planning in countering militancy. Great uncertainty after their exit therefore looms large on the horizon. Mr Karzai has called on his ‘angry brothers’ (read the Taliban) to come forth and accept the olive branch being extended to them. He has ordered a review of all cases involving Taliban suspects being held “without legally binding evidence of conviction” in Afghan jails. But if truth be told, the political show of strength at the jirga was a grand failure. The West needs to rethink its Afghan policy and instead of leaving it in the lurch, more concerted efforts are called for in order to attain a credible ‘exit strategy’. *

***Do not read with normal Jirga CP
Jirga Enforcement CP (1/2)

Counterplan Text: The United States federal government should enforce the recommendations presented by the June National Consultative Peace Jirga (Loya Jirga) into its policies for Afghanistan.
What is necessary now is an enforcement of the recent Jirga. The suggestions should be followed by the US to ensure peace and cooperation from the international community to ensure Afghanistan’s stability – the key is the combination of soft and hard factors from the US

Dr. Hubertus Hoffman, Jun 8, 2010,  He was Research Fellow at the Center for Strategic & International Studies (CSIS), Georgetown University. Dr. Hoffmann holds a Ph.D. in Political Science with "summa cum laude" (Prof. Karl Dietrich Bracher, University of Bonn, Germany) and is a lawyer as well. He is a reserve officer in the German Army (Field Artillery), President and Founder World Security Network Foundation: “Support the Proposals of the Afghanistan Peace Jirga!”
http://www.worldsecuritynetwork.com/printArticle3.cfm?article_id=18315 

From June 2nd to June 4th 2010, over 1,600 delegates from all regions and social groups in Afghanistan assembled in the first National Consultative Peace Jirga (Loya Jirga) to discuss the reconciliation process. The resolution that emerged is a document of hope and wisdom. Afghanistan needs a new approach to reconciliation, and a new double strategy of power and reconciliation that includes both soft and hard factors for stability. The World Security Network Foundation was one of the first promoters of this new political approach, and has called for talks with the Taliban and focus on these two pillars of peacemaking in several newsletters (see Hubertus Hoffmann: Afghanistan: Negotiations with the Taliban as the Path to Peace and Afghanistan & Pakistan: A new and comprehensive NATO Double-Track Decision is needed). The Loya Jirga calls for several things: * To act and comply by the teachings of Islam and respect the aspiration of the people of Afghanistan for lasting peace and ending war and fratricide through understanding and negotiations. The peace and reconciliation initiative shall be for and among Afghans only and does not include in anyway foreign extremist elements and international terrorist networks. * No peace efforts should question the achievements made so far or their legal values, and should not lead to a new crisis in the country. * As a gesture of a goodwill, to take immediate and solid action in freeing from various prisons those detained based on inaccurate information or unsubstantiated allegations; * The government, in agreement with the international community, should take serious action in getting the names of those in opposition removed from the consolidated blacklist. The government and the international forces should guarantee protection and safety for those who join the peace process and should provide for a safe return of those in armed opposition; * The disaffected in armed opposition should renounce violence and all other activities that result in killing our people and destroying the infrastructure, and should dissociate themselves from al-Qaeda and other terrorist groups; * The international community expedite the process of equipping, training and strengthening Afghan national security forces, so they can acquire the capability to take responsibility for providing security for their own country and people; * The representatives want and urge a long-term international commitment, so Afghanistan does not become again a playground for regional conflicts, and that external interferences can be averted and thus space for stronger regional cooperation can be provided; * They call on the international community to support the peace process led by the government of Afghanistan; * The government, with public support, should take every necessary step to deliver good governance, make sure appointments are made on the basis of merit, and fight administrative and moral corruption as well as illegal property possession at both national and provincial level. This will boost public confidence in the government and the chances for a successful peace process; * The people of Afghanistan demand a just peace which can guarantee the rights of its all citizens including women and children. For the purpose of social justice, the Jirga urges that laws be applied equally to all citizens of the country; * A High Peace Council or Commission should be created to follow up on the recommendations made by the Jirga and the Peace Process. The Commission shall form a special committee to handle the issues related to the release and return to normal life of prisoners. * The government and the international forces should guarantee protection and safety for those who join the peace process and should provide for a safe return of those in armed opposition. The West and the Muslim world, including Pakistan, should support this effort because it is a good first step towards peace. Peace negotiations should start in Saudi Arabia with those Taliban elements who want to join. Others, like those firing grenades at the assembly, will stay out for now. NATO must plan these negotiations as an integrated part of its overall strategy for Afghanistan, supplementing its military campaign. Until now the U.S. plan has been lacking this element. They should not wait for a successful military operation but act immediately in the framework of a new NATO double strategy of power and reconciliation that includes both soft and hard factors.

Jirga Enforcement CP (2/2)

Jirga is non-binding, it’s not necessary for Karzai to obey all the recommendations which is why a strict enforcement is necessary

CNN June, 4th, 2010, staff writer for CNN “Karzai faces credibility balancing act after peace jirga” http://afghanistan.blogs.cnn.com/2010/06/04/karzai-faces-credibility-balancing-act-after-peace-jirga/

More clarification and more issues raised by delegates may yet be made public. For now some of the top 16 recommendations are: 

- Taliban to be removed from international blacklists.

 - Taliban to be released from jails, both Afghan and international.

- Taliban to distance themselves from al Qaeda. 

- End NATO house searches and bombing. 

- Taliban to end their attacks. 

- Government to establish a framework for negotiations with the Taliban. 

- A peace council to be formed drawing in provincial leaders. 

- For all sides to remove conditions that could harm the peace process.  As the jirga is non-binding, the government can cherry pick what it wants. A fair bet, however, is that the recommendations announced are those Karzai wants to move forward with.
Jirga Enforcement CP Extensions

The Jirga is only part of the way - it’s critical that we enforce the suggestions given by the committee and do it now when it is most critical for Afghanistan

UN NEWS Service Jun 18, 2010 [“Afghanistan needs continued global support during critical transition period” http://www.un.org/apps/news/printnews.asp?nid=35070

While the overall security situation has not improved in recent months, Afghanistan has witnessed a number of positive developments, according to a new United Nations report, which urges continued international support for what is a critical period for the country. Earlier this month, the Government hosted the Consultative Peace Jirga outside the capital, Kabul, with the participation of 1,600 delegates, including 300 women, to discuss the way forward for the country’s peace process. “Despite rocket fire and thwarted suicide attacks during the opening session, the jirga proceeded undeterred,” Secretary-General Ban Ki-moon writes in his latest report to the Security Council. The final communiqué issued by the jirga endorsed President Hamid Karzai’s initiative to convene a national dialogue on ways to restore peace. It also requested the release of Afghans held in detention by the Government and international forces, the de-listing of individuals from the so-called “Consolidated List” of those subject to UN sanctions in connection with Al-Qaida and the Taliban, and safety for those who join the peace process. “I am heartened by the outcome of the Consultative Peace Jirga, a step towards reaching out to all Afghans to promote an inclusive dialogue aimed at achieving stability and peace in Afghanistan,” Mr. Ban states. “The United Nations supports such nationally driven efforts to end conflict in Afghanistan and remains fully committed to working with the Afghan authorities and people as they strive for a peaceful and inclusive society.” The Government is now preparing for the international conference to be held in Kabul on 20 July – where it is expected to present an Afghan-led plan for improving development, governance and security – as well as for the parliamentary elections scheduled for 18 September. The conference, which the UN has been requested to co-chair, is a follow-up to the London Conference held in January, during which the Government and its international partners jointly endorsed a strategy of transition to greater Afghan responsibility for the affairs of the country. Mr. Ban says he is encouraged by the state of preparedness of the Afghan electoral institutions for the upcoming polls, welcoming steps taken by the Independent Electoral Commission and the Electoral Complaints Commission, while highlighting the need for more comprehensive and long-term electoral reform. “Strengthened Afghan electoral institutions in the lead will instil greater public confidence in the electoral process and contribute to improved, more credible elections,” he stated. The Secretary-General is particularly pleased that the preliminary list of candidates contains the names of more than 400 women, and stressed that adequate security must be provided to ensure that these women have equal access to the electoral process. “Election security will remain a critical issue and the Independent Electoral Commission must balance polling centre security against the need to make the elections accessible to all Afghans.” He also notes that, despite the considerable growth and reform plans for the development of the Afghan National Security Forces, the security environment remains unstable. “A comprehensive approach on security sector reform needs to be supported by effective governance and progressive advances in the political process, to counterbalance concentrated military efforts,” states Mr. Ban. He adds that the UN is committed to a continued long-term presence in Afghanistan, noting that this is a “critical” year in the country’s transition, and states that it is incumbent on the UN mission (UNAMA) to focus its efforts on a limited set of priority tasks where it can bring the greatest added value and deliver effectively.

 Jirga King CP

Counterplan Text: The United States federal government should require a Loya Jirga with the purposes of choosing the Afghan head of state with significant involvement of the Zahir Shah and Amanullah Khan families
A return to a more peaceful time in Afghanistan’s history may be the real way to bring Afghanistan the stability it needs. What the US has failed to realize is the way forward is not righting their wrong and pulling out, but taking a note from the past. What the Jirga needs to do now is not draw together suggestions of policy improvements, but allow the Afghans to select their own leader via another loya jirga 

Khalil Nouri, Khalil is a guest columnist for Seattle Times, McClatchy News Tribune, Laguna Journal and a staff writer for Veterans Today. He is the cofounder of NWSC Inc. (New World Strategies Coalition Inc.) a center for Integrative-Studies and a center for Integrative-Action that consists of 24- nonmilitary solution for Afghanistan “ Jun-16-2010 01:39 Salem-News.com http://www.salem-news.com/articles/june162010/afghan-needs-kn.php

The outlook has never seemed bleaker, however - there is still hope. The experts I interviewed roundly asserted stability is still possible but wholly contingent upon the seating of a unifying national figure in Kabul, who is well-respected, uncorrupt and perceived as legitimate by all Afghan tribes. This leader must have the capacity to build an independent nation that owes no allegiance to any other foreign power. One who can win Pashtun loyalty and diffuse ethnic tensions in a country certain to erupt into civil war once international forces withdraw. Said leader must also garner Pakistan's support, who would like to see a viable Afghan state utterly immune to India's influence. History has shown that governments possessing these qualities can succeed in Afghanistan. Is the quest for such a person a fool's errand? Believe it or not, such a national hero did once walk this earth and could have competently filled the post-Taliban power vacuum. And it wasn't Hamid Karzai. His name was King Zahir Shah, a Pashtun who presided over the most peaceful era in Afghan history - a run lasting forty years until ousted by a family coup in 1973. He could have laid the foundation for another epoch of peace until his passing in 2007, but we'll never know because of outside interference led by none other than the United States. Thus, instead of being left a society on a path towards stability, Afghans are only left to wonder "What if?" A grossly underreported historical fact is how U.S. diplomats ignored the will of the Afghan people at the Bonn Accord in 2001 and the Emergency Loya Jirga in Kabul in 2002, and strong-armed the King into stepping aside so they could install a preordained candidate that best met Western interests. Dr. M. Chris Mason, who served as a political officer on the Pakistan-Afghanistan border, described the Bonn Process to me as a stage play rigged by the U.S. to "put our man Karzai in office." Dr. Mason also commented on the emergency jirga in The Military Review, which is published by the U.S. Army's think tank: In 2002, three-quarters of the participants in the Emergency Loya Jirga signed a petition to make the late King, Zahir Shah, the interim head of state, an inconvenient show of reverence for the monarchy, which required an extraordinary level of covert shenanigans to subvert. Even a ceremonial monarchy would have provided the critically needed source of traditional legitimacy necessary to stabilize the new government and constitution. Although King Zahir Shah's no longer with us, Dr. Shireen Burki, a political scientist writing a book about state-society relations in Pakistan and Afghanistan, suggested that a relative of the King could perhaps play a similar role down the road. Dr. Burki elaborated: The reason I mention a descendant of Zahir Shah is because the Afghans, across ethnic lines, literally begged that he be reinstated as King/Amir and, instead, had Karzai forced upon them by Washington. What is significant about this development was that this request was not only made by Zahir Shah's normally divisive fellow Pushtuns. But, more importantly, this was supported by the Hazaras, Tajiks and Uzbeks to varying degrees. If Afghanistan today had a symbolic, charismatic head of state - a constitutional King who could oversee a loose federation of provinces (rather than an attempt at strong centralized institutions), he could have started the process of healing some very deep wounds from the 90s that continue to fester between Afghanistan's various ethnic groups. They want someone who is fair, just, and in some way represents what was and what can be. Since the Pashtuns are divided between Pakistan and Afghanistan, it makes sense to include Islamabad in the process, who would have accepted the King's rule. Pakistan's former Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff, Admiral Iftikhar Ahmed Sirohey relayed to me that stability will come after the "invaders" leave and a Zahir Shah-like government is implemented. As far as the current regime, Admiral Sirohey was fairly blunt: "Karzai has been imposed on them hence he will survive a day after his external escort is removed." However, God save us if Admiral Sirohey's prophecy is realized because for all Karzai's defects, he's much more preferable than his would-be successor, the Tajik warlord Mohammad Qasin Fahim, who's even more corrupt, has the blood of many Afghans on his hands from previous civil wars, and his ascendance would just fuel the next one. Nearly a decade has passed since the U.S. bypassed the king, and at this instant national unity and government legitimacy seem like pipe dreams. Ironically, Zahir Shah had introduced a series of reforms in the 1960s and - unlike now - Afghanistan was progressing toward a sound democratic society, including the development of private enterprise and competitive free markets, as opposed to the corruption and no-bid contracts we see today. All is not lost... yet. King Zahir Shah's royal blood still courses through the well-respected Mohammadzai clan, along with the bloodline of another beloved ruler - King Amanullah Khan. This clan would not only unite the country long term, but can have an immediate impact in Kandahar because it's the Mohammadzai's homeland and their strong influence can instantly win local hearts and minds. It's time we allow the Afghans to select their own leader via another loya jirga of tribal elders with significant involvement of the Zahir Shah and Amanullah Khan families, and without the intervention of foreign interlopers. Although it may seem like an affront to our Jeffersonian sensibilities, the jirga will be a hell of a lot more representative than the Afghan government's idea of self-determination. This process could start with a leadership conference of key tribal elders who would create a list of candidates for Afghan head of state. They could then travel around the world to gather feedback from Afghans abroad, establishing a spirit of unity while observing best practices. These new founders will see for themselves what is needed to bring Afghanistan into the 21st Century before selecting their leader. Then, perhaps, the Afghans can achieve "what can be", as Dr. Burki put it. Because all they have right now are memories of the days prior to the meddling of foreign powers, before their nation regressed in terms of security, prosperity, human rights, education and culture. Most Westerners cannot grasp such regression, nor do they grasp the importance of history, lineage and ancestry in a tribal society - hence, the "resetting" of one's government back to monarchial rule is an alien concept. Which is why, to this day, the U.S. and its allies have failed to comprehend that the key to Afghanistan's future... lies in its past.

***COUNTERINSURGENCY COUNTERPLANS

Work With Warlords CP (1/2)
Counterplan Text:  The United States federal government should direct the United States federal government’s counter insurgency troops in Afghanistan to cooperate with the leaders of each province in Afghanistan
Solvency: 

Supporting Karzai’s government destabilizes Afghanistan

Max Fisher, Editor – foreign affairs and nat’l security, 11/18/2009, The Atlantic, “Can Warlords Save Afghanistan?” http://www.theatlantic.com/international/archive/2009/11/can-warlords-save-afghanistan/30397

Bolstering the Afghan military carries significant risks. Given how illegitimate Afghan President Hamid Karzai's government is perceived to be by Afghans, a Karzai-led army would be poorly received and perhaps worsen anti-government sentiment. If a national Afghanistan army has a fraction of the national government's corruption, it could inspire disastrous backlash. Under Karzai's corrupt governance, the application of a national security force would wax and wane with political whims. With no personal stake in security outside Kabul, would Karzai really risk his resources and military strength to counter every threat or pacify every skirmish?

Work With Warlords CP (2/2)

Empirically, cooperation with regional leaders, known as warlords, solves Afghan instability

Max Fisher, Editor – foreign affairs and nat’l security, 11/18/2009, The Atlantic, “Can Warlords Save Afghanistan?” http://www.theatlantic.com/international/archive/2009/11/can-warlords-save-afghanistan/30397

Afghanistan has not been a stable, unified state with a strong centralized government in three decades. The cultural and political institutions for a single national force may simply no longer exist. But Afghanistan, owing in part to necessity and in part to the tumultuous processes that have shaped the country, retains functional, if weak, security infrastructure at the provincial level. In the post-Soviet power vacuum and throughout periods of civil war, warlords arose to lead local militias. Many of them still remain in place--they were among our strongest allies in routing the Taliban's hold on the government--and have settled into more stationary roles somewhere between warlord and governor. Local rule has become the Afghan way. Local leaders who operate their own provincial forces, after all, stake their very lives on the security of their realm. By working with these leaders to establish and train local militias and police, rather than troubled and mistrusted national forces, the U.S. could find its route to Afghan stability and exit. In parts of Afghanistan, strong provincial leadership has already developed security separate from national leadership. In the relatively peaceful and prosperous northern region of Mazar-E-Sharif, Governor Atta Mohammad Noor, himself a former warlord who fought against the Soviets and Taliban, commands authority rivaling that of President Karzai. Unlike Karzai, Noor is popular among his constituents and his province enjoys remarkable stability. The local military officials are loyal to him before Karzai, if they are loyal to Karzai at all. By promoting local governance and directing our military training and assistance to forces loyal to that governance, the U.S. could promote other strong provincial leaders like Noor. Like Noor, many of these are likely to be former or current warlords. Warlords, despite their scary name, can be our strongest allies. They tend to be non-ideological and fervently anti-Taliban. Their fates are tied to the local populaces they govern. They're corrupt and tax heavily, but they provide real security and are trusted. Their ambitions are not for anti-Western war or fundamentalism, but sovereignty, security, and domination. None of these men is Thomas Jefferson, but in a country of many evil and exploitative forces, they are the best that Afghan civilians or American forces are likely to get. Just as important, local security forces would better suit the region they protect, with more religious militias in the devout south and east but conventional police in the secular north. As General Stanley McChrystal, the top commander in Afghanistan, wrote in his much-discussed report calling for more troops, "Focusing on force or resource requirements misses the point entirely." He insisted that Afghans' "needs, identities and grievances vary from province to province and from valley to valley." A national security force would struggle to overcome the inevitable Goldilocks problem: Either it would be too secular for the south and east or too religious for the north but never just right. After all, the Taliban's initial support came in part from Afghans who desperately wanted religious rule. Though we may find the idea of supporting Islamic militias discomforting, forcing secular rule would risk another Taliban-like uprising. Better, perhaps, to establish local Islamic governance that is religious enough to satisfy the populace it serves but moderate enough to resist the Taliban.

AT: No Solvency - Afghan Gov’t in Power/Warlords Weak

Ethnic regional leaders strongly influence Afghanistan’s politics implicitly
Vishal Chandra, Associate fellow at the Institute for Defence Studies and Analyses, New Delhi, Jan-March 2006, “Warlords, Drugs and the ‘War on Terror’ in Afghanistan: The Paradoxes”, Strategic Analyses, http://www.idsa.in/system/files/strategicanalysis_vhandra_0306.pdf p. 74-75

However, Karzai won the October 2004 presidential election with a comfortable lead over his nearest Tajik rival and former cabinet colleague, Yunus Qanooni.32 The very fact that all the top four presidential candidates, including Karzai, were either mujahideen leaders or had the backing of one or the other mujahideen factions is a testimony to the position and power of the warlords in the Afghan polity.33 Karzai took fifteen days to decide on his cabinet composition after swearing in as President on December 7, 2004 as he had to carry out tough negotiations with the mujahideen warlords, particularly with the NA. He finally announced his 27-member cabinet34 on December 23, 2004 which largely comprised of technically and professionally qualified people. Though his new cabinet is largely free of the warlords and has a stronger Pashtun presence, the influence of various powerful ethnic mujahideen factions on the cabinet and on the larger Afghan politics cannot be underrated. It would be a misnomer to think that the power of the mujahideen warlords is on decline. Given the urgent need for reforms and the powerful influence of the mujahideen factions, Karzai has been attempting to strike a balance between the aspirations of the reformists and his internationalbackers on the one side, and the older mujahideen leadership on the other.35 Karzai has tried to keep the mujahideen leadership out of the political structure at Kabul by giving them posts in the provinces or largely ceremonial and inconsequential positions in Kabul. The appointment of Uzbek commander Dostum as Chief-of- Staff of the Commander-in-Chief of the Afghan armed forces in March 2005, a largely ceremonial post, has to be seen in the above context.36 Similarly, Karzai appointed Pashtun warlords and his former ministerial colleagues, Gul Agha Sherzai and Syed Hussain Anwari, as provincial governors. In an attempt to mollify the mujahideen who were opposed to the policies of former Finance Minister Warlords, Drugs and the ‘War on Terror’ in Afghanistan 75 Ashraf Ghani, he had him replaced with the Central Bank Governor, Anwarul Haq Ahadi in his new cabinet. By inducting Ismail Khan in the cabinet, Karzai sent a clear message to the warlords that they will be rewarded with top civilian positions provided they recognise the Kabul authority and adhere to a civilian role within the purview of the Afghan Constitution. As for the powerful Panjshiri Tajik faction, Karzai has apparently kept the doors open for them in his government. Muhammad Qasim Fahim has been allowed to retain the title ‘Marshal’ and has been conferred with special lifetime privileges.37 Karzai and his backers are well aware of the fact that without the co-operation of the powerful Tajik faction, Kabul will not be able to extend its reach to much of the north. In fact, while forming his cabinet, Karzai tried to persuade Yunus Qanooni to join the government, probably as defence minister, which the later refused.38 The results of the September 18 parliamentary elections further testifies to the fact that Karzai will have to constantly deal with the mujahideen leaders and seek their cooperation and at times co-option in times to come.39 The politics that preceded the election of the chairmen for the Wolesi Jirga and the Meshrano Jirga is a telling instance of mujahideen influence and alliance politics in the new Afghan Parliament.40 

Warlords Net Benefit (1/2)
The term “warlord” is used to label any actor inhibiting the Afghan peace process

Schetter et. al, Senior Research Fellow at the Center for Development Research at the University of Bonn, Germany 2/2007, “Beyond Warlordism. The Local Security Architecture in Afghanistan” IPG http://www.friedrich-ebert-stiftung.de/ipg/inhalt_e/pdf/10_Schetter_US.pdf p. 136-137

Notions of »security« can vary a lot and even be understood in contrary ways. In the case of Afghanistan international policy-makers, journalists, and researchers (Sedra 2002; Ignatieff 2003) have heavily stressed the lack of physical security, circumscribing it with the term »warlord. This labeling was the expression of a modern, state-centric understanding of physical security, which generally assumes that state institutions hold a monopoly on the legitimate use of force. Contrary to this ideal situation, individual actors – so-called warlords – were identified as the ones who de facto control the means of force. Since 2002, virtually no influential political figure in Afghanistan has been able to elude this label, which subsequently became the category for all actors spoiling or even casting doubt on the international agenda of the Afghan peace process. Hereby the term »jang salar« (Dari term for »warlord«), which had never been used in Afghan parlance in the past, found its way into Afghan rhetoric and is used – in contrast to the mainly used term »commander « – in a very biased and negative sense. 

Warlords Net Benefit (2/2)
The negative connotations inherent in the term warlord marginalizes their stabilizing, positive contributions to the state – only the CP allows them to come into play to establish peace and security, eliminating the stereotype placed on them 
Schetter et. al, FIND QUALS 2/2007, “Beyond Warlordism. The Local Security Architecture in Afghanistan” IPG http://www.friedrich-ebert-stiftung.de/ipg/inhalt_e/pdf/10_Schetter_US.pdf p. 137-139

Besides the war against remnants of the Taliban and al-Qaida, which is increasingly becoming dominant in the south of Afghanistan and has destabilized large parts of that region, the dominance of so-called warlords has been stressed in recent years as the major security threat (Sedra 2003). The most prominent individual examples of these so-called warlords were Rashid Dostum, Mohammad Fahim, and Ismail Khan, who became the archetypes or icons of today’s warlordism. The argument persistently advanced is that their arbitrary habits and their control of the means of force are the main impediments to establishing a countrywide peace and security. 138 Schetter et. al., Warlordism in Afghanistan ipg 2/2007 In view of the omnipresence of the term »warlord« in the recent literature on Afghanistan to describe the lack of security (Giustozzi 2003, Peake et al. 2004, Sedra 2003), it makes sense to shed light on the etymology of this term. Within the general debate on state collapse in recent years, the term »warlord« was attributed to competing elites, which gained control of the security sector (Reno 1998, Mackinlay 2000) and looted the country for their own profit (Collier 2000). But the etymological notion of the term »warlord« has been criticized from various points of view. First, the term bears a negative connotation and onesidedly suggests a connection of the actors to warfare. Second, the positive suffix »-lord« was criticized for elevating the respective actors to the status of noblemen. But when we look closely at a whole series of different Afghan actors commonly labeled warlords, it is striking that they neither draw their income from warfare per se nor exhibit honorable or baronial behavior. Accordingly, it can be argued that the term »warlord« is misleading because it is used for a wide variety of actors who seldom have much in common (Giustozzi 2003). In light of this fact it has to be questioned generally whether the use of the term makes sense. But since this expression was picked up very quickly by the media and policymakers and is well established in the public awareness, it is unlikely it will be dropped. Hence, it has to be stressed that this term, even though it lacks the necessary differentiation and sharpness, tackles the problem in a memorable way, like no other term; thus military grades such as »commander « or »general« assume a legality which these actors usually do not have, while terms such as »leader« or »power-holder« lack the aspect of violence. Moreover, discussion of the term »warlord« has also spread among the Afghans. Thus former members of the Northern Alliance suspect that the label »warlord« is an attempt to sideline them on the national level (Yusufzai 2005). While the term »warlord« is subject to criticism as well as public recognition and popularity, the deeper problem lies within the perceptions which usually go along with use of this label. Two main perceptions can be identified which often turn out to be chimaeras in reality: First, that warlords allegedly are the counterweight to the state (Berdal & Malone 2000); secondly, that the sole motivation of warlords is their personal economic profit and enrichment. Concerning the aforementioned, the term »warlord« is commonly linked to actors who are diametrically opposed or hostile towards the state. They are identified as the »bad guys« boycotting or spoiling the peace process and jeopardizing establishment of well-organized and regulated state power. Thus this point of view carries the risk of suggesting a bipolar semantic order which rarely exists in reality because most of the so-called warlords operate in a limbo of power: On the one hand they take over state functions and posts as governors, ministers, police chiefs or military officers, while on the other they pursue their own interests and do not hesitate to deploy state resources to accomplish their private goals (Reno 1997). Although the emergence of so-called warlords is tied to the weakness or fragility of the state (Milliken 2003; Rotberg 2004), warlordism should not be understood as an antipode to the state. In contrast, the relationship between warlords and the state can be described as a process in which the former take over state positions and simultaneously fail to fulfill state functions and to obey the state rules. The other perception prevailent among academics as well as among the media and policy-makers is that warlords are modern robber barons: They are viewed as relentlessly exploiting the ordinary population, mainly motivated by greed for individual, material profit (Collier 2000). According to this narrative, wars are fragmented in terms of the profit interests of individual actors and are perceived as economic struggles over lootable resources (Jean & Rufin 1999; Le Billon 2000). This line of argument lacks the socio-economic contextualisation of the individual actors. Most of these warlords are embedded in social-economic contexts and are part of reciprocal interpersonal networks. The loyalty of their militiamen depends not only on economic benefits, but is often tied by family, clan, tribal, ethnic or religious relationships. Many of the Afghan warlords spend their revenues to strengthen their networks. The exchange of women through marriage is a common strategy used to tighten relationships with important allies. Furthermore, it is misleading to confine a warlord to the military sphere. Functional differentiations between politics, economics, and the military are virtually non-existent in nonmodern societies such as those we find in Afghanistan. Moreover, social status is not necessarily defined by wealth. In most cases, it is rather achieved by conforming to a certain positively connoted archetype of Afghan society such as the »brave warrior« (Rashid Dostum) or the »wise emir« (Ismail Khan). Thus individual behavior is tied to ideal figures of Afghan society in a positive way. 

AT: Warlords Bad
Studies prove warlords value stability and peace more than riches

Antonio Giustozzi, Giustozzi, researcher at the Crisis Research Centre at the LSE, 10/2005, “The Debate on Warlordism: The Importance of Military Legitimacy”, Crisis States Research Center, p. 5-6

A definition which included all these points would be suitable to describe people like Charles Taylor, Farad Aideed, Jonas Savimbi, Ismail Khan, Rashid Dostum, and many others. There are, however, some contentious points, about which the opinion of scholars diverges. The most widely disputed point is whether warlords are predominantly motivated by economic aims or, to be more explicit, by financial greed. The idea was first launched by David Keen,21 and found support mainly among scholars studying African conflicts, especially if they have a background as economists.22 However, some critical voices, such as Mats Berdal, emerged to point out how the interest of warlords in economic profit might also be related to their need to maintain armies and reward their followers, and therefore cannot be necessarily ascribed to pure financial greed.23 Preliminary evidence from the Afghan case seems to support Berdal’s view.24 There are certainly actors in most civil wars who are trying to personally benefit financially from the conflict. Keen’s argument that war confers legitimacy to actions that otherwise would be seen as crimes is a very good one,25 and it explains why certain characters accumulated huge fortunes during civil wars; but it does not necessarily explain why civil wars have tended to last so long during the past three decades. At any given time during the course of the war some of these actors might have an interest in perpetuating the conflict. However, once fortunes are accumulated, war and the uncertainty of outcome which characterise it become a problem. The new rich become potential targets of enemies, as well of friends not endowed with such riches, and develop an interest in the stability that peace could bring about. Therefore their interest in peace offsets the interest in continuing war of other actors who have not yet succeeded in accumulating sufficiently large fortunes. It is true that the ‘globalised’ economy offers greater opportunities to safely invest away from the country in conflict,26 therefore potentially removing any interest in restoring law and order in the country in conflict; but in any case the war profiteer is unlikely to be able to use the conflict-ridden country solely as a source of revenue. Considerations concerning the social status of the warlord or entrepreneur aside, a large amount of redistribution is needed to keep an army going. Too ruthless a profiteering on the part of the warlord is likely to have a very destabilising effect on the militiamen. Moreover, the accumulation of capital through war is likely to stabilise after an initial rapid increase, as war is unlikely to generate a virtuous economic cycle capable of sustaining ever greater returns. Its importance compared to the riches accumulated, and the potential return deriving from investing these, progressively decrease in importance, making peace a more attractive option. 

AT: Warlords Bad (Parasitic)
These warlords form similar infrastructure as governments and have the support of the people

Antonio Giustozzi, Giustozzi, researcher at the Crisis Research Centre at the LSE, 10/2005, “The Debate on Warlordism: The Importance of Military Legitimacy”, Crisis States Research Center, p. 7
Related to this issue is another matter of debate, which is whether warlords have necessarily to be predatory and parasitic. This point is made by many,27 and it goes hand in hand with the assertion that warlords do not have any interest in providing services and public goods;28 but it has recently been contradicted by a number of studies on some Chinese warlords, which showed how the provision of welfare or even upholding ‘progressive’ ideas were not incompatible with warlordism.29 It should also be considered that it is rather controversial to state that relying on sources of revenue such as taxation or customs by non-state actors can be described as a criminal activity, especially once a state has collapsed or has withdrawn from a certain area of the country. Evidence emerging from my field work in Afghanistan also confirms that a more nuanced approach is needed and that too rigid a characterisation of warlords as pure predators is often contradicted by evidence, especially if this is meant in opposition to state-controlling elites which are instead assumed not to be predatory. For example, it appears obvious that in Afghanistan at least some warlords tried to institutionalise what used to be looting and plundering and transform it into something more akin to a regular taxation. In this sense they therefore resemble Mancur Olson’s stationary bandits, although I would reject the definition as bandits as misleading. In such cases it could be argued that warlords are not necessarily worse predators than states themselves, not only because they may provide a few social services and infrastructure, but most of all because security from external threats, which in some cases warlords genuinely offer, is also a very important service. Forms of patronage, such as the creation of redundant militia units, can also be seen as services by sections of the population (a sort of unemployment benefit) and therefore contribute some legitimacy to the warlords, possibly more effectively than some low-quality education or health system.30 At least from a heuristic point of view, it looks more appropriate to think in terms of a confrontation of different forces, all intent on raising revenue and all defending/promoting some particular alignment of social groups or coalition of individuals,31 rather than write some of the players (the warlords) off as ‘bandits’ and ‘criminals’.

AT: Perm (Counter-insurgency key)

The economy and climate skew counter insurgency data—statistically efforts have been successful

BBC Monitoring South Asia 9 (6/30/09, "Afghan minister says anti-narcotics efforts successful but need more resources", lexis)

[Presenter] The United Nations Office on Drugs and Crimes report says poppy cultivation has reduced to 189,000 hectares of land around the world. Most the poppy cultivated lands are in Afghanistan and despite all efforts, this country still stays on the main poppy producer in the world. The report says despite a drop in poppy cultivated lands, the drug smuggling still continues and this did not have any negative impact on drug markets because farmers had stored hundred tonnes of narcotics from the previous years. On the other hand, Afghan counter-narcotics minister has defended his ministry's anti-drug strategy and called it successful. [Correspondent] According to a recent assessment by the United Nations Office on Drugs and Crimes, in comparison to the previous years, the number of farmers involved in poppy cultivation has dropped to 28 per cent in Afghanistan. However, still farmers have hundred tonnes of narcotics in their stocks and for this reason the drug markets are still in good situation. Speaking on the issue, the spokeswoman for the United Nations Assistance Mission for Afghanistan Nillab Mobariz said that the world community and Afghan government should do further efforts to curb poppy production in the country. [UNAMA spokeswoman] The ultimate goal to get Afghanistan cleared from poppy. We are happy to announce that there has been a decrease in the areas which were used for cultivating poppy. This shows that the efforts were successful. However, these efforts are not sufficient and we invest more and make further efforts on counter-narcotics programmes. [Correspondent] On the other hand, speaking at a conference of G8 foreign ministers in Italy, US special envoy to Afghanistan and Pakistan Richard Holbrooke spoke about America's new counter-narcotics strategy in Afghanistan. He said world's strategy in combat against narcotics has not been successful for the last seven years and Afghan government has not been successful in its counter-narcotics efforts. However, in reaction to this, the Afghan counter-narcotics minister has defended his country's drug policy and said that Afghanistan achieved a lot of success with its anti-drug strategy, which relies heavily on the manual destruction of poppy fields, monetary incentives and public relations campaigns to persuade farmers not to plant poppies. The minister has said that elimination of poppy from Afghanistan is a long-term project and there are various factors such as insecurity, unemployment, crops failure and poor economic situation which hamper anti-narcotics efforts. He called world community to allocate more funds on counter-narcotics projects in Afghanistan.

Zero-Casualty CP

Text: The United States federal government should publically adopt a Zero-Civilian Casualty doctrine. The United States federal government should establish a Status of Forces Agreement with the Islamic Republic of Afghanistan and allocate funds to a North Atlantic Treaty Organization collateral damage compensation fund.

A Zero-Civilian Casualty approach is the internal link to counterinsurgency without withdrawing troops

Karl F. Inderfurth, a professor at the Elliott School of International Affairs at George Washington University, served as U.S. assistant secretary of state for South Asian affairs from 1997 to 2001, May 29, 2007, “Losing the 'other war' in Afghanistan” http://www.nytimes.com/2007/05/29/opinion/29iht-edinderfurth.1.5912726.html TP

WASHINGTON — Controversy rages over the war in Iraq, but what about the so-called other war in Afghanistan, for which there is strong bipartisan support in the United States and in the international community? Is there a danger of losing in Afghanistan? The answer is yes. Almost six years after U.S.- led military forces removed the Taliban and its Qaeda support network from power, major challenges are seriously undermining popular support and trust in the government of Afghan President Hamid Karzai: A resurgent Taliban and a growing sense of insecurity throughout the country, including Kabul; rampant corruption, ineffective law enforcement and a weak judicial system; a failure to provide social services, lagging reconstruction and high unemployment; a booming drug trade and too many warlords. Now another challenge is rising to the top of that list - the increasing civilian death toll. Last year more than a thousand Afghans died. Three quarters were killed in Taliban attacks, many deliberately aimed at civilians. But some 230 innocent Afghans also died as a result of air strikes and ground operations by U.S. military and NATO forces. This year those numbers are on the rise. Since March there have been at least six incidents in which Western troops, mainly those under American command, have been accused of killing Afghan civilians, with more than 135 deaths reported and many more wounded. According to Red Cross, bombing by U.S. forces in western Afghanistan last month destroyed or badly damaged some 170 houses and left almost 2,000 people in four villages homeless. Mounting civilian casualties are turning Afghans against the nearly 45,000 U.S. and NATO troops in their country, provoking demonstrations and a motion in the upper house of Parliament to set a date for their withdrawal. These incidents also provide a propaganda windfall and new recruits for the Taliban. Karzai has told U.S. and NATO commanders that the patience of the Afghan people is wearing thin. He said civilian deaths and aggressive, arbitrary searches of people's houses have reached an unacceptable level, adding "Afghans cannot put up with it any longer." Several actions are needed to address this problem. First, the United States and NATO should publicly adopt the goal of "zero innocent civilian casualties," as recommended a year ago by retired General Barry McCaffrey after a trip to Afghanistan. To accomplish this, military tactics must change to limit casualties even where this means, in McCaffrey's words, "Taliban units escape destruction by hiding among the people." Second, more must be done to put "an Afghan face on operations," as called for by the former NATO commander in Afghanistan, General David Richards of Britain. This means closer coordination on military operations with the Afghan Ministry of Defense and the Afghan National Army. Afghan soldiers should also be included in U.S. and NATO military actions to act as a buffer, a longstanding demand of Karzai. It is also imperative to work more closely with the local authorities and do more to respect Afghan sensibilities. U.S. and NATO policies regarding house searches and detentions of residents should be reconsidered. Third, the United States should conclude a Status of Forces Agreement with Afghanistan. Such an agreement is intended to clarify the legal terms under which a foreign military is allowed to operate in a country, including locations of bases and access to facilities as well as matters affecting the relations between a military force and civilians. Nearly six years into the U.S. military campaign, a formal, binding understanding with the Afghan government is needed, in part to underscore the political message that the U.S. military is there at the invitation of the Afghan people, not as an "occupier" (which some Afghans are beginning to feel that it is). Finally, NATO should set up a compensation fund for civilian deaths, injuries or property damage resulting from its military operations in Afghanistan. Since 2002 the United States has appropriated more than $12 million to help Afghan civilians harmed by U.S. operations. The funds are used for medical, rehabilitation and reconstruction aid. But NATO, as a whole, does not have an equivalent program.

***COUNTERNARCOTICS COUNTERPLANS
Saffron CP (Red Gold)

Counterplan Text: The United States federal government should fund the costs for the initial year of saffron cultivation for farmers in Afghanistan
Solvency: 

Saffron is a better cash crop than opium or cannabis—foreign investment solves the transition

Columbia Spectator, 4/5/2009, “Red Gold: the solution to Afghanistan’s opium addiction”, http://www.columbiaspectator.com/2009/04/05/red-gold-solution-afghanistan-s-opium-addiction

The ideal substitutable crop is saffron. As a result of being one of the most expensive spices in the world, saffron has been nicknamed “red gold.” It is high-profit, low-risk, and suitable to climatic conditions. Western Afghanistan has a long history of growing the best saffron in the world. In fact, trials of saffron growing in the Herat province, bordering Iran, have beaten the international record for most productive yield—on average $5,000 per hectare annually and even up to $8,000. The statistics make saffron a higher value crop than cannabis, with the potential to exceed profits accrued through poppy cultivation. In order to make this substitution of saffron feasible, donor nations, led by the United States, must provide funding in order to provide corms (saffron seeds) to farmers. In addition, organizations such as International Center for Agricultural Research in the Dry Areas must be brought in to train Afghans on proper farming techniques for saffron, so that they can grow a successful and profitable crop. The U.S. must adopt this policy of crop substitution in order to increase national security, reduce drug trade, and increase stability in Afghanistan.

Afghani saffron is the most productive crop in the world

Ronald Synovitz, senior correspondent in RFE/RL's Central Newsroom, 6/02/2006, “Afghanistan: saffron could help wean farmers off opium poppies”, radio free Europe, http://www.rferl.org/content/article/1068856.html

Bashir Ahmad Ahmadi is the head of agriculture administration in the western Afghan province. Having just completed the test phase of a farming project there, he is now urging farmers in his region to grow the saffron flower -- Crocus Sativus Linneaus -- instead of opium poppies. Herati saffron has beaten the international record for the most productive farm yield. I can confirm this," Ahmadi says. "The world's top producers of saffron are able to get farm yields of about 8 kilograms of saffron per hectare. But the Herati saffron fields have been even more productive [than that]."

Saffron CP Solvency Extensions

Saffron grows well in Afghanistan soil and is more lucrative than opium

Monitor  9 (Farooq Faizi, The Institute for War & Peace Reporting, 6/26/09, "Can saffron save Afghanistan?", lexis)

Analysts believe that saffron could be a good alternative to poppy opium, which is also called an illicit economy as peasants have resorted to poppy cultivation due to poverty and scarcity. If a favourable substitute is proposed for poppy cultivation, it will never boom in Afghanistan. Most analysts believe saffron is a lucrative product as it is very popular in global markets. The income it will generate is much bigger than that of poppy opium, enough to meet peasants' needs and saffron can be a good source of income for them. Experiment shows cultivation of saffron bulbs is quite compatible with Afghanistan's climate and will produce fruitful results. 

Saffron grows more easily and is more lucrative than opium

Washington Times 9 (James Palmer, THE WASHINGTON TIMES, 1/22/09, "Poppy fields turn to saffron; Spice more profitable than opium plants", lexis)

Farmers here say they appreciate the fact that saffron doesn't require as much labor or water as poppy, which is a significant selling point in light of Afghanistan's ongoing drought. The fields here are irrigated only once or twice during the winter gestation period. The saffron bulbs, which are fertile for up to seven years, are planted in August and September, and the flowers are harvested in November and December. "We can grow four times more saffron than poppies," Mr. Ataie said. At the same time, worldwide demand for Afghan saffron is rising. The price has doubled over the past year to an average of $1,360 per pound - roughly 38 times what poppy farmers in the southern part of the country got for their crop this year.

AT: Opium Will Still Be Produced

Afghan farmers agreed not to produce more opium

Associated Press, 5/15/2010, “US forces hurting Taliban’s opium trade, Marine general says”, http://www.nola.com/military/index.ssf/2010/05/us_forces_hurting_talibans_opi.html

U.S. forces are dealing a blow to the Taliban's multimillion-dollar opium business by securing deals with farmers to plant legal crops, The commanding general in charge of U.S. Marines in Afghanistan said Friday. Maj. Gen. Richard Mills said during a video conference call at Camp Pendleton that farmers who own half of the poppy fields in Helmand Province, the center of Afghanistan's poppy production, have pledged to not reseed next year.
Opium production and profit are decreasing

UN News Center, 11/27/2008, “Opium trade finances Taliban war machine, says UN drug tsar http://www.un.org/apps/news/story.asp?NewsID=29099&Cr=Afghan&Cr1=UNODC

The UN Office on Drugs and Crime (UNODC) report showed a 19 per cent decrease in opium cultivation to 157,000 hectares, down from a record harvest of 193,000 in 2007, and said that production also dropped by six per cent to 7,700 tons. At the same time prices have fallen by some 20 per cent, resulting in an overall drop in value of opium to farmers by more than a quarter in the last year, from $1 billion to $730 million. The export value of opium, morphine and heroin for Afghan traffickers is also down from $4 billion in 2007 to $3.4 billion in 2008. The size of the country''s opium problem is shrinking as one million fewer people were involved in cultivation this year and the area of arable land used to grow poppies has dropped from 2.5 per cent to 2.1 per cent, according to the UNODC Afghanistan Opium Survey 2008.

Legalize Opium CP (ICOS)

Counterplan Text: The United States federal government should legalize opium for the purposes of medical morphine
Legalizing opium solves Afghanistan’s economy and stability

Reza Aslan, fellow at the University of Southern California’s Center on Public Diplomacy, Middle East analyst for CBS News, 12/19/2008, “How opium can save Afghanistan”, the daily beast, http://www.thedailybeast.com/blogs-and-stories/2008-12-19/how-opium-can-save-afghanistan/

It is time to admit that the struggle to end poppy cultivation in Afghanistan is a losing battle. The fact is that opium has long been Afghanistan’s sole successful export. Poppy seeds cost little to buy, can grow pretty much anywhere, and offer a huge return on a farmer’s investment. Only the Taliban has ever managed to significantly reduce opium production in the country (as it did during its late-1990s rule)—a feat managed by executing anyone caught growing poppies. It is no exaggeration to say that we have a better chance of defeating the Taliban than putting a dent in Afghanistan’s opium trade. So then, as the saying goes: if you can’t beat them, join them. The International Council on Security and Development (ICOS), a policy think-tank with offices in London and Kabul, has proposed abandoning the futile eradication efforts in Afghanistan and instead licensing farmers to legally grow poppies for the production of medical morphine. This so-called “Poppy for Medicine” program is not as crazy as it may sound. Similar programs have already proven successful in Turkey and India, both of which were able to bring the illegal production of opium in their countries under control by licensing, regulating, and taxing poppy cultivation. And there is every reason to believe that the program could work even in a fractured country like Afghanistan. This is because the entire production process—from poppies to pills—would occur inside the village under strict control of village authorities, which, in Afghanistan, often trump the authority of the federal government. Licensed farmers would legally plant and cultivate poppy seeds. Factories built in the villages would transform the poppies into morphine tablets. The tablets would then be shipped off to Kabul, where they would be exported to the rest of the world. These rural village communities would experience significant economic development, and tax revenues would stream into Kabul. (The Taliban, which taxes poppy cultivation under their control at 10 percent, made $300 million dollars last year.) The global demand for poppy-based medicine is as great as it is for oil. According to the International Narcotics Control Board, 80 percent of the world’s population currently faces a shortage of morphine; morphine prices have skyrocketed as a result. The ICOS estimates that Afghanistan could supply this market with all the morphine it needs, and at a price at least 55 percent lower than the current market average.

Legalize Opium CP Solvency Extensions

Bottom-up licensing for medical opium empowers local farmers, checks instability, and legitimizes the Afghan government

International Council on Security and Development, September 2005, “Feasibility on opium licensing in Afghanistan”, p. 25

The international framework for producing opium for essential medicines opens the way to the implementation of an opium licensing scheme in Afghanistan. Both the Afghan formal legal system, namely the 2004 Constitution and the 2003 Drug Law, and Sharia law provide a framework within which a national opium licensing system can be implemented with no legal obstacles. An opium licensing framework requires the development of effective law-enforcement and control mechanisms to reduce diversion into the illegal market. Traditional forms of justice and social control, mainly tribal conflict-resolutions assemblies such as jirga and shura, are deeply embedded in todays Afghanistan, particularly in rural communities. As such, opium licensing should mobilise traditional forms of governance together with formal Afghan national law enforcement agencies, and international security forces. The bridge between informal and formal institutions is part of the wider strategy to develop an effective multi-level enforcement and control system for opium licensing. This is a pre-condition to reach out to all stakeholders of the licensed opium chain, especially farmers. As for formal law Feasibility Study on Opium Licensing in Afghanistan for the Production of Morphine and Other Essential Medicines 25 enforcement, opium licensing sets a more feasible task for police and judicial forces than the general task of law enforcement capacity-building. The mission of police forces, particularly the Counter-Narcotic Police of Afghanistan, could be broadened to include monitoring and control for the production of opium for medicines. Opium licensing will help phase out part of the illegal heroin market, thus making possible the re-allocation of a portion of eradication funds to opium licensing control and monitoring capacity-building. With the partial switch to licensed production, traditional interdiction and alternative livelihood strategies will be provided with the breathing space to tackle the illegal heroin market more effectively. A response tailored to Afghanistan economic and social realities The new link established between informal and formal types of governance, as well as between farmers’ livelihood and enforcement authorities, will bring the relationships between rural communities and the central government to a new, more collaborative ground. The development of the rule of law in Afghanistan can only benefit from this shift in rural perceptions. A ‘bottom-up’ implementation of the control and development strategies for licensed opium is therefore crucial for the scheme to directly empower farmers and their communities as well as to build an effective control system. Farmers will be provided with an enabling environment to integrate the formal rural economy. This dynamic is key to strengthening economic and political stability in poppy-growing areas, often the most volatile and lawless regions in Afghanistan. A range of financial incentives and subsidies such as licensed micro-credit will also strengthen farmers livelihood strategies. Rural communities involved in opium cultivation will move from the fear of punishment to a position of makding a responsible contribution to the development of Afghanistan.

Opium is the key ingredient in painkillers

International Council on Security and Development, September 2005, “Feasibility on opium licensing in Afghanistan”, p. 31

The poppy species Papaver somniferum L is the most important opiate-bearing species of opium poppy. It is cultivated worldwide, including throughout Afghanistan. Only a few of the 80 chemical elements found in the opium poppy are considered important for their medicinal qualities. Today, opium poppy is the only commercially valuable source of the pain relief drugs morphine and codeine. Other pharmaceutically important chemical elements found in opium poppy include thebaine, which is used for the production of codeine.

Legalize Opium CP Solvency Extensions

Illegal opium production creates a vicious cycle making economic development impossible

International Council on Security and Development, September 2005, “Feasibility on opium licensing in Afghanistan”, p. 192

The downside of this financial role is that many farmers are dependent on advance payment systems (salaam contracts), and thus eradication interventions or a bad harvest will leave them entrenched in ever deeper opium-induced debt. These debts represent an important reason as to why many opium farmers continue to grow opium poppy. A further reason is that in many areas few alternative crops are able to survive due to drought, the lack of irrigation systems or limited access to markets. On one hand, illegal opium activities drive the Afghan economic growth; whilst on the other, they lock the development of its economy in a vicious circle where the formal/legal economy is reliant on the informal/illegal one.

A legitimate means of living for Afghani farmers solves Afghanistan’s economy 

International Council on Security and Development, September 2005, “Feasibility on opium licensing in Afghanistan”, p. 192

By their nature, alternative livelihood interventions are both limited in scale and medium - to long-term, requiring time before they can become self-sustaining and profitable. Licensed opium production for essential medicines could circumvent the temporal shortcomings of alternative livelihood programmes. By utilising existing farmer expertise, know-how and technology to cultivate poppy and produce opium, the establishment of such a system would not take the length of time required for alternative livelihood interventions. Opium licensing could provide a bridge between counternarcotic interventions and rural economic development. As such, it could help facilitate the successful implementation of more medium- and long-term development strategies currently being proposed and pursued. For example, the attractiveness of alternative crops could be strengthened by a licensed opium programme, by helping to introduce new, yield-increasing technologies such as improved seeds and plant material, Feasibility Study on Opium Licensing in Afghanistan for the Production of Morphine and Other Essential Medicines 193 fertilisers, pesticides or irrigation. Facilitating access to cheap credit will be one of the major drivers for the successful introduction of technologies and new crops.

Legalize Opium CP Solvency (Insurgency)

Afghanistan is a “rural insurgency”

Kristen Noel, works for the New Media directorate of the Defense Media Activity, Dec. 12, 2008, “Rural Development Will Weaken Afghan Insurgency, Colonel Says” http://www.defense.gov/news/newsarticle.aspx?id=52312 TP

More emphasis on "holistic development" of rural Afghanistan is needed to weaken the enemy, a recently redeployed officer told bloggers in a teleconference. Marine Corps Col. Jeffrey M. Haynes participated in the Defense Department's bloggers roundtable program Dec. 9 to share observations from his nine-month tour in Afghanistan, where he led the Regional Corps Advisory Command Central. He redeployed from Afghanistan a month ago, and is now serving in Okinawa, Japan. Haynes pointed to rural populations as a source of strength for the insurgency in Afghanistan. "Sometimes I think we're a little bit too focused on the urban areas," he said, "but this is a rural . insurgency." The majority of his observations centered on a recommendation for a holistic approach -- addressing security, governance, information and economic growth -- to developing rural areas so insurgents can be rooted out.

Legalize Opium Net Benefit (Morphine) (1/3)
Global shortage of morphine now—developing countries lack sufficient medication to treat AIDS and cancer

International Council on Security and Development, September 2005, “Feasibility on opium licensing in Afghanistan”, p. 57-58

The role of opium in the management of pain relief has a long history, perhaps even dating back to the ancient Sumerians in 4000 B.C. In the first half of the 19th century the main opium alkaloids were isolated and prescribed in Europe and North America. Today opium-based medicines (mainly morphine, codeine and related medicines.) play a fundamental role in the global treatment of pain in four key clinical settings: cancer pain, HIV/Aids-related pain, acute post-operative pain and general chronic pain. Although global consumption of morphine is rising, the need for adequate and sustained pain relief in these clinical settings is far from being met. The growing world crisis in pain relief The use of opium-based pain medicines remains dominated by rich countries. This is largely due to highly regulated and inflexible market structures that keep prices for these medicines high, combined with the low proportion of health spending on pharmaceuticals in developing countries. The International Narcotics Control Board, part of whose mandate is to oversee the adequate balance in global medical opium supply and demand, in cooperation with the World Health Organisation, has recognised the insufficient import and/or export and manufacture of opium-based medicines as constituting a contributing factor to their under-consumption. Following this, the INCB noted that 54 percent of world’s governments had experienced some form of opium-based medicines shortage, and that the most commonly cited reason for this shortage was insufficient imports. Feasibility Study on Opium Licensing in Afghanistan for the Production of Morphine and Other Essential Medicines 58 It is clear from current data that not only does this imbalance persist today, but that its effects are exacerbated by changes in global demographics and the ever rising global levels of HIV/AIDS and cancer prevalence. In 2004, for example, Western European countries accounted for close to 90 percent of all medical morphine consumed throughout Europe and the Russian Federation. This is particularly alarming considering that prevalence rates for HIV and cancer in Eastern Europe and Central Asia are the fastest growing in the world. In 2002 alone, unmet morphine needs for HIV/AIDS and cancer treatment in this region reached over 3.9 tons.

Market regulation can’t solve—lack 

International Council on Security and Development, September 2005, “Feasibility on opium licensing in Afghanistan”, p. 58

The global shortage of opium-based raw materials exists due to significant unmet demand for opium-based medicines such as morphine and codeine, in patients with moderate to severe pain. It is shown that only 24 percent of the need for opium-based pain killers is met and even then, only in the seven major markets namely: the US, UK, Japan, Germany, France, Italy and Spain. The percentage of currently fulfilled pain relief demand in rich countries is a ceiling figure for all other countries, and it is clear that developing countries are far below this. On the basis of this initial investigation, it is clear that the shortage of opium-based medicines is in fact so large and extensive, that it requires more than market regulation corrections; it calls for additional supplies of opium products.

Legalize Opium Net Benefit (Morphine) (2/3)

Opium for medicine production in Afghanistan solves global shortages

International Council on Security and Development, September 2005, “Feasibility on opium licensing in Afghanistan”, p. 59

Opium for medicine production in Afghanistan is therefore part of the solution to the global shortage of opium-based painkillers. Developing an adequate opium licensing system tailored to Afghanistan is one of the answers to the global pain relief crisis. • There is an urgent need to develop a licensing system for such a production in Afghanistan, allowing it to contribute actively and positively to the escalating global pain crisis.

Rapid growth in demand for pain relief medication 

International Council on Security and Development, September 2005, “Feasibility on opium licensing in Afghanistan”, p. 84

With prevalence rates increasing so very quickly in this part of the region, unmet palliative need will only grow more severe. Aids deaths in Central Asia and Eastern Europe have jumped from 40,000 in 2002 to 60,000 in 2004.44 For cancer, the number of new cases per year is projected to rise from just under 11 million in 2002 to close to 16 million in 2020, translating into almost 10 million cancer-related deaths per year worldwide.45 As a result pain relief medications will only increase in demand, here as in other countries throughout the world.

Opium-based medication solves a large number of AIDS deaths

International Council on Security and Development, September 2005, “Feasibility on opium licensing in Afghanistan”, p. 71-72
In a time of highly effective antiretroviral therapy, HIV-infected patients are now, in most cases, living longer and healthier lives, making relief of pain associated with the complications of HIV infection an important factor in the improvement of quality of life. According to the WHO, as of December 2004, the total number of people living with HIV was approximately 39.4 million with 4.9 people newly infected in 2004 alone. AIDS related deaths in 2004 were totalled at 3.1 million.16 The same need assessment as was done for cancer pain can be derived for the treatment of pain for HIV/AIDS. As with cancer, WHO mortality statistics from 2002 can be used as a proxy for the number of people suffering pain in end-stage HIV/AIDS. According to medical literature, the average length of time per patient spent in end-stage HIV/AIDS is 20 months.17 The prevalence of pain in HIV-infected patients ranges from 40 to 60%.18 Further, according to medical literature, the average maintenance level of morphine given to patients for HIV/AIDS pain is also 30 mg every 3 to 4 hours, or 120 mg per day.19 Therefore, at its upper bound limit, assuming that the total number of people that died of HIV/AIDS in 2002 (2 7777 175) received palliative care at the average maintenance level of morphine (120 mg per day) for the average length of survival of end-stage HIV (AIDS) (600 days), 200 tons of morphine would ideally have been consumed. 16 UNAIDS. “AIDS Epidemic Update 2004”. 17 Lefkowitz, M. & Breitbart, W. 1998, "Chronic Pain Associated with Aids," in Pain Management: A Practical Guide for Clinicians, 5 ed, vol. 2 R. S. Weiner, ed., St. Lucie Press, Boca Raton, Florida, pp. 541-614. 18 Ibid. 19 2004, Principles and Practice of Pain Medicine, 2 ed, McGraw-Hill, United States. Feasibility Study on Opium Licensing in Afghanistan for the Production of Morphine and Other Essential Medicines University of Toronto – Professor Benedikt Fischer Professor Jürgen Rehm Todd Culbert 72 At its lower bound limit, if only 40% of the total number of people who died of HIV/AIDS in 2002 (1 110 870) received palliative care at the average maintenance level of morphine (120 mg per day) for the average length of survival for HIV/AIDS (600 days), 80 tons of morphine would have been needed.

Legalize Opium Net Benefit (Morphine) (3/3)

The impact is Human extinction 

Africa News Nov 4, 03  [“Frist Reports On HIV in Africa, Senate Passes Aids Legislation,” pg. ln]

Senate Majority Leader Bill Frist (Republican of Tennessee) October 30 renewed the U.S. Government's commitment to battling HIV/ AIDS and other diseases in Africa as he reported on a recent fact-finding trip he led to the continent. Later the same day, the Senate passed a foreign aid bill that included $ 1.6 billion to fund President Bush's initiative to fight AIDS, malaria, and tuberculosis worldwide.     Frist said he called the meeting on Capitol Hill "to focus on Congress's commitment to battling HIV/ AIDS, " the pandemic that threatens the future of development and political progress on the continent, undercutting its ability to play a role in the increasing free flow of goods, people and information worldwide.     The Senate passage of the aid bill echoed that commitment since a large portion of the appropriation is earmarked for AIDS prevention, treatment and care programs in sub-Saharan Africa where about 70 percent of the world's AIDS cases arise. The funding is part of President Bush's $ 15 billion plan to fight infectious diseases in Africa and the Caribbean. The Senate version of the foreign aid bill will now be negotiated in a joint Senate/ House of Representatives conference before final passage and presidential signature.  Frist, a heart surgeon and the only medical doctor in the Senate, termed the global HIV/ AIDS pandemic as "the greatest humanitarian, moral and public health challenge of the last 100 years." Since it was first identified in the early 1980's, he said, the disease has killed 23 million people, most of them in Africa.     Frist said that during their visit to South Africa, GraA§a Machel, wife of former president Nelson Mandela, put the severity of the threat in perspective when she told him, "We are facing extinction because of AIDS."

Legalize Opium Net Benefit Impact Add-on (Cancer)

Opium-based medication is key to solve a majority of cancer deaths

International Council on Security and Development, September 2005, “Feasibility on opium licensing in Afghanistan”, p. 67-68
According to the World Health Organisation there are 11 million new cases of cancer and 7 million deaths annually due to cancer. Currently it is estimated that over 24 million people are living with cancer worldwide, perhaps as many as 50% living in pain. Further, the global burden of cancer is expected to double within the next 20 years, and the incidence of cancer will shift to developing countries as the developed world finds more successful prevention strategies against cancer.10 9 An agonist drug increases neurotransmitter activity by stimulating the dopamine receptors directly 10 World Health Organisation. “Global Action Against Cancer – updated version” 2005,. Feasibility Study on Opium Licensing in Afghanistan for the Production of Morphine and Other Essential Medicines University of Toronto – Professor Benedikt Fischer Professor Jürgen Rehm Todd Culbert 66 Morphine use for cancer pain is considered to be the most reliable indicator reflecting opioid availability in any given country. It is recommended and used not only by the WHO, but also in the world literature as a yardstick indicating the availability of opioid analgesics generally. However, the use of morphine in the treatment of cancer pain, though increasing, is not meeting need. A very basic assessment of the overall need for morphine can be created to show the lack of need fulfilment for cancer patients.

Stomach Cancer kills hundreds of thousands a year in China alone. 
Reuters Stomach cancer kills 300 000 in China a year http://www.iol.co.za/index.php?set_id=14&click_id=117&art_id=qw1165381022843B243 December 6, 2006
 
Beijing - About half the people who die every year from stomach cancer are in China and the main culprit is the nation's enthusiasm for pickled and smoked food and cigarettes, the official Xinhua news agency said. The disease kills about 300 000 people in China a year and there are 400 000 new cases reported annually, Xinhua said in a report late on Tuesday. Only lung and liver cancer kill more people in China, it quoted Jin Maolin, a doctor at Peking University, as saying. Though men aged over 50 are most at risk, the number of women in rural areas who have contracted stomach cancer has risen 25 percent in the past five years, Jin said. Chinese people need to eat more fresh fruit and vegetables and cut down on salted and pickled food - very popular in China - as well as smoking and drinking to reduce the risks, he added. The World Health Organisation and Chinese Health Ministry warned earlier this year that a surge in chronic diseases such as cancer and diabetes due to changing lifestyles could kill up to 80 million people in China in the next decade. Chinese urban residents today eat double the amount of meat they did 20 years ago and both men and woman were smoking at an earlier age, the health ministry said.

AT: Perm (US Military Presence Key)

Legalizing opium solves the current drug trade, but US military enforcement is key to enforce legal opium production

International Council on Security and Development, September 2005, “Feasibility on opium licensing in Afghanistan”, p. 22

The multi-billion dollar aid contributed every year and the military commitment of the coalition reflects the international community’s shared sense of urgency for a stable Afghanistan. However, the drug policy response – led by the US, the UK and the Afghan Government – is based on a combination of interdiction, eradication and alternative livelihood strategies with little short term returns. Ineffective policy responses are being applied to an unprecedented threat. The licensing of opium in Afghanistan for the production of medicine adds a missing link to the country’s current drug policy. It would provide an economically viable and controllable response to the extraordinary nature and scope of the illegal opium economy in Afghanistan. The devastating magnitude of the illegal heroin crisis in Afghanistan and beyond Record levels of production, which has spread to the 34 Afghan provinces, indicate that traditional drug policy responses have failed to contain the illegal opium threat. The illegal heroin trade is the largest and fastest growing business sector in Afghanistan, accounting for a US$2.7 billion-profit a year. With agriculture employing 80% of the economically active populations, it is easy to see the impact of the illegal opium crop on Afghan society. It reaches all levels of both the informal and the formal economies, creating an imbalance which starves the country of healthy economic development. In a country striving for peace, opium remains a conflict commodity with its concurrent vicious cycle: small farmers, who account for 356,000 households, depend on illegal opium for access to credit and land; lawlessness and opium cash strengthen belligerent Feasibility Study on Opium Licensing in Afghanistan for the Production of Morphine and Other Essential Medicines 22 actors such as terrorist or insurgent groups. Ultimately, the efforts to build a rule of law are undermined at their core.

Opium Trade --> Pakistan HIV Spread

Afghanistan opium trade increases HIV spread in Pakistan

Medical News Today, 12/12/2006, “Afghanistan's Opium Trade Undermines Pakistan's Efforts To Control Domestic Spread Of HIV, Health Minister Says”, http://www.medicalnewstoday.com/articles/58525.php

Afghanistan's opium trade is undermining Pakistan's efforts to control the spread of HIV in the country, particularly among injection drug users, Pakistan's Health Minister Mohammad Naseer Khan said Wednesday, Reuters reports. Pakistan has confirmed 3,556 HIV cases in the country -- more than 300 of whom have developed AIDS -- but officials say the numbers likely are higher. According to Khan, Pakistan has been committed to fighting the spread of the virus, but the country must increase efforts to tackle Afghanistan's opium production, the raw material for heroin, to successfully reduce the virus' spread. "We are committed for a strong program to combat HIV/AIDS, especially the [injection drug] users," Khan said. The U.N. Office on Drugs and Crimes said recently that Afghanistan's opium harvest reached a record high this year, and production is 50% higher than in 2005. "Today, in Afghanistan you have the highest production of opium to date. Ten years ago it nearly reached zero," Khan, who attended a U.N. meeting on injection drug use and HIV/AIDS on Wednesday, said, adding, "So that's a huge concern for Pakistan. More has to be done by the government of Afghanistan and also all the donor agencies and coalition forces to stop that production." Khan also said that increasing HIV/AIDS awareness among people living in Pakistan is essential to fighting the spread of the virus. "We don't have to be pornographic about HIV/AIDS, but we must tell our children what it is and how to stay away from it," he said (Reuters, 12/6).

AT: Opium Declining Now

Opium decreases are manipulated by the Taliban

Reza Aslan, fellow at the University of Southern California’s Center on Public Diplomacy, Middle East analyst for CBS News, 12/19/2008, “How opium can save Afghanistan”, the daily beast, http://www.thedailybeast.com/blogs-and-stories/2008-12-19/how-opium-can-save-afghanistan/

Only the Taliban has ever managed to significantly reduce opium production in the country a feat managed by executing anyone caught growing poppies. Yet this meager decline has almost nothing to do with international eradication efforts and everything to do with the law of supply and demand. As The New York Times reported in November, the Taliban have begun forcibly curbing poppy production and stockpiling opium in order to boost prices, which had fallen sharply due to a glut in the market. Indeed, Afghanistan has produced so much opium—between 90 to 95 percent of the world’s supply—that prices have dropped nearly 20 percent.

AT: Perm (Counter-Narcotics Key)

Counter narcotics works

BBC Monitoring South Asia  10 (3/9/10, "Afghan minister says drugs main source of funding terrorism", lexis)

Regarding poppy cultivation in Afghanistan at the moment, the minister said that counter-narcotics has been effective in the country, because while poppy was cultivated massively in southern, eastern and northeastern provinces in 2006, 98 per cent of poppy is cultivated in insecure provinces of the country in the south. "While there are other factors behind poppy cultivation as well, insecurity is the most important factor which has caused poppy cultivation in the country," he said.

AT: Perm (Counter-Narcotics Key)
Counter narcotics check opium production

UPI.com 7/30 (7/30/10, "Feinstein warns of Taliban drug cartel ", http://www.upi.com/Top_News/Special/2010/07/30/Feinstein-warns-of-Taliban-drug-cartel/UPI-97721280513846/)

The U.N. Office on Drugs and Crime in a February report on the opium harvest in Afghanistan said government control is influencing the expected yields for 2010. The UNODC said that in areas when the government has growing influence, more than 60 percent of the farmers chose alternative means of income because of a ban on opium cultivation. In the south, where lawlessness prevails, less than 40 percent said they would honor the ban, the report said. Feinstein's report says Taliban activity as an international drug cartel can no longer be ignored in the Afghan war strategy, however. The California democrat said the Taliban have their hands in a drug trade in Afghanistan that brings in roughly $2.8 billion per year. "We must mount a robust counternarcotics strategy to meet this threat," she said. Feinstein said there are only 360 Afghan police approved to work with U.S. forces in counternarcotics activity. Her report calls for an additional 250 Afghan officers. "If we ignore the drug problem in Afghanistan, we will fail in Afghanistan," she added.

Opium Solves Terrorism

Narcotics are the primary funding of Afghan terrorists 

BBC Monitoring South Asia  10 (3/9/10, "Afghan minister says drugs main source of funding terrorism", lexis)

Commenting on terrorism in Afghanistan, the minister said that terrorists are complex individuals. He continued: "One of the main sources of funding for terrorism in Afghanistan is drugs. Therefore, we should fight drugs seriously and the Afghan people as a whole should support us in this regard."

Narcotics undermine the political and economic infrastructure of Afghanistan. Counter narcotics are key to solving insurgency

Committee on Foreign Relations, 8/10/2009, “Breaking the Link Between Drug Traffickers and Insurgents”, p. 13

It was not too long ago that American commanders were convinced that the drug problem in Afghanistan was not a military issue. With limited resources, they were understandably worried about what they called ‘‘mission creep.’’ Current U.S. Ambassador to Afghanistan Karl Eikenberry, a retired lieutenant general, was wary of engaging troops in counter-narcotics efforts when he was the top military commander in Afghanistan as recently as 2007. Now he says the strategy has evolved, and he embraces the plan to break the links between traffickers and the insurgency. ‘‘The narcotics trade is not only a significant source of funding for the insurgency, but also undermines legitimate political and economic development by promoting a culture of corruption and squeezing out licit agricultural growth,’’ Eikenberry said in an email to the committee staff. Commanders on the ground and the Pentagon now view the war on Afghan drugs as an integral part of the mission, and it is being played out at several locations.

The purse comes first—cutting off drug money is key to defeating the Taliban

Committee on Foreign Relations, 8/10/2009, “Breaking the Link Between Drug Traffickers and Insurgents”, p. 13-14

Commanders on the ground and the Pentagon now view the war on Afghan drugs as an integral part of the mission, and it is being played out at several locations. Bagram Air Base lies between mountains and desert 25 miles northeast of Kabul. During the 1980s, it was the main staging area for the Soviets. After the U.S. invasion, Bagram was updated with new buildings, runways and barracks to serve as the bustling U.S. operations center. Tucked away in one of the nondescript buildings is the Afghan Threat Finance Cell (ATFC), a key weapon in the new phase of the war. The ATFC is modeled after an operation set up in 2005 in Iraq to choke off funds going to Al Qaeda and militias like the Mahdi army of anti-American cleric Moqtada al-Sadr. The Afghan version was established with a skeleton crew earlier this year with the dual mission of disrupting the trafficking networks supporting the insurgents and collecting information on senior Afghan Government officials suspected of corruption. So far, only about 15 people are in place, but the eventual staff of 60 is expected to reflect an interagency approach—they will come from the Treasury Department, DEA, the FBI and the Defense Intelligence Agency. By the end of 2009, the unit expects to have analysts and investigators poring over evidence gathered by the military, Afghan police and U.S. and international law enforcement and intelligence agencies. ‘‘There is a growing realization that the way to attack the Taliban is to go at the financial network behind the insurgency,’’ one of the financial experts setting up the ATFC told the committee staff. ‘‘This is largely a self-financed insurgency, and the number one source of money is drug money.’’
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Text: The International Security Assistance Force should establish Provincial Reconstruction Teams in each province of the Islamic Republic of Afghanistan. 

PRTs work with localized institutions to ensure the needs of the Afghan provinces – key internal link into stability
Sarabjit Jagirdar, US Fed News, May 27, 2009,  “ENHANCING THE FOOTPRINT: STAKEHOLDERS IN AFGHAN RECONSTRUCTION” lexis. TP
As Afghanistan is so clearly demonstrating, one reconstructs during conflict and stabilization, not after it. Reconstruction is in many ways the essential process that bridges conflict and stabilization." The necessities of reconstruction have frequently drawn the International Security Assistance Force (ISAF) into activities that go well beyond its originally intended mission of providing direct security. Examples include contributing to security sector reform such as restoring the rule of law or training the national police and army; delivering essential services such as health care, education, or food; and supporting the functioning of the Afghan authorities. Although most military forces would readily agree that they are not the appropriate actors to be performing non-security related tasks within the traditional humanitarian domain, in many areas such as the southern Afghan provinces of Helmand, Zabul, and Uruzgan, tenuous security conditions prevent humanitarian organizations from establishing a presence. In some instances these organizations are deliberately targeted by insurgent groups in an effort to prevent them from gaining a foothold or becoming effective in assisting the local populace. In such situations, the debate on specific domains becomes less relevant, and military involvement in nonmilitary activities is necessary to provide a temporary gap and gain momentum for reaching the primary military goal: the creation of stability. Based on his deployment as commander of the Australian Reconstruction Task Force in Uruzgan, Lieutenant Colonel Mick Ryan stresses: Consultation with local officials and other interested parties will be a critical aspect . . . . It is worth establishing a formal mechanism, involving all stakeholders, to facilitate community and government consultation. This interaction should include regular meetings with officials and local inhabitants to work out the details of individual projects, ensuring that what will be delivered is what the locals need. The issue of participation by local stakeholders in ISAF's stability and reconstruction activities will be the main focus of this article. As the Provincial Reconstruction Teams (PRTs) are typically tasked "to cover" reconstruction within ISAF, they form the basis of this analysis.6 Since other ISAF units are also confronted with local participation, however, their experiences are to a lesser extent included. This article's objectives are threefold. First, to explain why participation of local stakeholders is essential for the overall success of the ISAF mission. Second, to identify the challenges ISAF encounters in local participation. Third, to formulate measures to improve future participation. Local Participation Reconstruction is a fluid process, where social relations and the meaning of institutions are renegotiated while people carefully probe their room for maneuver, waiting to see if the conditions of relative peace will hold. It is a process driven by local actors: residents, government employees, organizations, and businesses; reestablishing relations; and reconfiguring hierarchies. Within this context, experts distinguish four related areas of meaning regarding participation, namely: (1) participation as a right to be involved in decision making, (2) participation as autonomous action, (3) participation as a development based on local knowledge, and (4) participation as a transfer of power. These four elements seem to merge in the World Bank's definition of participation as "a process through which stakeholders influence and share control over development initiatives and the decisions and resources which affect them." In reality, the extent to which local stakeholders do influence and share control over areas that affect them varies between almost none to full participation. Apart from ranking the intensity of participatory types of behavior on a participation ladder, one may also examine local participation by distinguishing the motives underlying that participation. Six motives can be identified for local stakeholders to participate in their own development, e.g., reconstruction activities: * Local ownership. * Capacity-building. * Sustainability. * Increased security. * Legitimacy of the local authorities. * Alignment of local perceptions with those of external drivers. To explain why participation of local stakeholders is essential to the overall outcome of the mission, the six motives will be examined within the context of ISAF's reconstruction activities. The first motive underlying local participation is the enhancement of local ownership. Reconstruction initiatives should meet the Afghans' needs and address the peoples' problems as they perceive them. Local ownership occurs when the Afghan people view reconstruction as belonging to them instead of the international community. As a result, a community invests itself in a project and the citizens will defend, maintain, and expand the project long after the international community has departed. If, on the other hand, what is left behind makes no sense to a local community, does not meet their needs, or is not felt to belong to them, the projects will be abandoned as soon as the international community leaves, whether they are ISAF or humanitarian organizations. Second, local participation is necessary for capacity-building. This involves the transfer of technical knowledge and skills to individuals and institutions so they might acquire the long-term ability to establish effective policies and deliver competent public services. One of capacity-building's most important by-products is that the host nation increases its ability to retain, absorb, and facilitate economic investment, whether from donor assistance or private sources. Sustainability, the third motive underlying local participation, refers to the impact that endures beyond the conclusion of outside activities. It also encompasses the idea that a nation's resources are finite and reconstruction should ensure a balance between economic reconstruction, social reconstruction, and democracy and governance. Based on the sustainability motive, aid managers are forced to consider whether the technology, institutions, or services they are introducing will have a lasting effect on society. Fourth, local participation contributes to an increase in security. Establishing trustful relationships with affected populations can ensure access to critical security information, thereby increasing the organization's security. Local participation can be a way of gaining access to areas or groups that would otherwise remain inaccessible to foreign organizations. Fifth, participation of local authorities in ISAF's reconstruction activities enhances their legitimacy in the eyes of the population. Visible involvement of local authorities increases trust and confidence of Afghans in their government. The sixth and final motive underlying local participation is to reduce the perception gap. A study done by the Feinstein International Center in 2005 identified a major disconnect between how outsiders-such as aid agencies or the military-and local communities understand the meaning of peace and security.17 Such disconnects could imply the expectations of the local stakeholders would not match ISAF's. Local participation contributes to aligning mutual expectations, or what General David Petraeus described in Iraq as managing expectations. Challenges and Measures for Improvement Although the motives underlying local participation are widely acknowledged, seven challenges need to be overcome in the field to facilitate participation of local stakeholders in ISAF's reconstruction activities. To address the identified challenges and improve participation of local stakeholders, several measures can be taken. The challenges are listed below, with commentary on the measures necessary to accomplish them. Military Culture and Reconstruction Dynamics Generically, military cultures attach great value to unity of command and control, top-down hierarchy, discipline, and accountability.20 The military's approach to problemsolving is directive and coercive, demonstrating a can-do mentality that enhances effectiveness in combat. The question remains whether a dominant military culture will enhance effectiveness during reconstruction processes. Although reconstruction processes take place in many different contexts and situations, Sultan Barakat's comparative research concluded that there is a recurrent pattern in the reconstruction processes of using too short a time horizon, of reducing reconstruction to a technical fix instead of a process of reordering state-society relations and power, and often leaving locals out of the equation. Existing reconstruction processes are often too oriented to achieving national-level reconstruction. This orientation runs the risk of overlooking the localized threats to individual security or the reconstruction effort itself. Framing the problem in Afghanistan as a conflict against the Taliban may, for example, overlook the localized dynamics of a complex ethnic rivalry compounded by competition over land. Localizedsecurity needs can vary widely. Whereas national security may dictate a need for army reform, local women may place greater emphasis on the development of a reliable police force or the restoration of a credible court to resolve property disputes. Compounding these reconstruction dynamics, from a western perspective, Afghan society and culture appear difficult to understand, a circumstance which would favor a demand-driven approach and emphasizing local participation to accomplish the reconstruction processes. A new cultural understanding and mindset are required on the part of the international community, including the military. In his paper on "post-modern challenges for modern warriors," Lieutenant General Sir John Kiszely, Director of the Defense Academy of the United Kingdom, argues that such a change requires the recognition that "the end-state that matters most is not the military end-state, but the political one . . . . Operational success is not achieved primarily by the application of lethal firepower and targeting; and that sufficient resources do not lead inexorably to campaign success." To paraphrase Kiszely, for purposes of this article, "the end-state that matters is the societal one; operational success in reconstruction is determined and achieved primarily by stakeholders in afflicted societies." To accomplish this cultural shift within the military, specific training and education programs are required. During the initial education of officers and noncommissioned officers, the differences between military and civilian actors in humanitarian, stability, and reconstruction missions should be stressed. Topics to address include organizational differences, humanitarian imperative, development studies, gender, counterinsurgency, and participatory approaches. During predeployment preparations, military members should receive orientation and training on assistance strategies in their particular areas of responsibility. Several organizations such as the United Nations Office for the Coordination of Humanitarian Affairs and NATO, through the Civil-Military Co-operation Center of Excellence and the NATO School, offer integrated courses to deploying personnel. The careful selection of military personnel, a second measure, is also necessary if one is to accomplish a cultural change. Competencies should include communication and negotiation skills, creativity, flexibility, and sensitivity. A third measure of developing and adjusting doctrine based on previous experiences is essential. An example of these lessons learned is found in a manual produced by the US Marine Corps titled Countering Irregular Threats: A Comprehensive Approach.28 The NATO doctrine on civil-military cooperation (AJP-9), which is currently under revision, should also include guidelines on local participation. Expertise within Military Forces In its handbook for practitioners the Active Learning Network for Accountability and Performance in Humanitarian Action states, "An understanding of the social sciences and expertise in communication techniques are essential for the implementation of meaningful participatory approaches, especially in volatile and dangerous environments." Within ISAF, the level of expertise on participation strategies differs among military personnel. Due to mission involvements, levels of international military experience increase dramatically, leading to improved knowledge and outcomes. In most military training and education programs, however, both predeployment programs and initial education for officers and noncommissioned officers largely focus on skills and drills and include reconstruction only to a limited degree. Therefore, new members of the force often experience a knowledge gap, as became apparent during the deployment of the Dutch PRT in Baghlan province. This force largely consisted of personnel of the Royal Dutch Air Force, and few of them were acquainted with land-based support operations. Several of the (deputy) mission team commanders had only functioned as air traffic controllers or Patriot fire-unit commanders. Prior to their deployment they engaged in a five-week training course to prepare them for their "new" jobs; the lack of experience made it very difficult for them to successfully operate in theater. To deal with such issues, the Dutch and Canadians, as well as a number of other military forces, introduced extensive role-play exercises that allowed their personnel to become accustomed with the local environment and stakeholders. These exercises are considered quite beneficial in preparing new participants for future deployments. A special note is appropriate on the preparation of the Australian Reconstruction Task Force in Uruzgan province. In their domestic operations, particularly in the Northern Territory, the Australian military engineers frequently are involved with indigenous Aboriginals. In their domestic operations these engineers rely heavily on local participation, and such exposure benefits them greatly during deployments to locales where cooperation with area residents is essential. One way to deal with the limited military expertise regarding participation strategies has been to attach civilians to ISAF units. These include members of such departments as Foreign Affairs and Development Cooperation, donor organizations such as the United States Agency for International Development (USAID), and the United Kingdom's Department for International Development. Compared to the approximately 55,100 ISAF military members in theater in January 2009, however, the number of civilians is very limited. The most commonly used organizational model in US-led PRTs consists of approximately 100 military personnel and three civilians representing USAID, the State Department, and the Department of Agriculture, in addition to an Afghan Ministry of the Interior police officer. The German PRT in Kunduz, currently the largest, consists of some 485 personnel of which 15 are civilians. As for the third example, the Dutch/Australian Task Force Uruzgan consists of approximately 2,400 personnel; the number of civilian political and developmental advisers in this task force has gradually increased to 12. Apart from these civilians, a small number of so-called functional specialists (military reservists) are deployed. These reservists are deployed for a short term, typically two months. Based on their civilian expertise, functional specialists are mainly assigned project management activities, such as irrigation management or installing rule of law. Until the winter of 2008-2009, the number of functional specialists varied between two and five. In their research Hekmat Karzai and Professor Julian Lindley-French identified two contrasting dilemmas generated by the imbalance between civilian and military personnel: First, the over-militarization of the presence on the ground which prevents the subtle management of necessary and complex change. Contacts with key tribal elders too often take place within a military context, rather than a development context. When relationships are going well much can indeed be achieved. However, when Afghans are killed in friendly fire incidents the collective nature of Afghan society rapidly turns an ISAF uniform from an emblem of solidarity into a symbol of threat. Second, decisions are taken in distant capitals that have more to do with western political correctness than local needs and which lead to projects that the Afghan people regard with at best disdain and more likely contempt. The most notorious example was the creation of a $1 million Women's Park. This was understandably met with derision by local people and undermined all-important credibility. Still, a box was ticked in London. Addressing the question of expertise on participation strategies within military forces is rather straightforward. A first measure is to include the topic in the various training and education modules. Second, the ratio of civilian personnel should be increased. Contributing nations need to ensure that programmed civilian positions within ISAF units are filled and their numbers steadily increased. Additionally, as the focus of reconstruction efforts shifts to government capacity-building and security-sector reform, the number and expertise of civilians provided to ISAF should evolve accordingly. Motives Underlying Activities The third challenge to local participation is linked to military motives. Many military respondents have stated that activities to increase the safety of their own forces were often favored over projects aimed at improving grass-root security for the Afghan population. In Baghlan province, the Dutch carried out a number of activities for the direct benefit of the community. A considerable number of these activities, however, were conducted in close proximity to the military compound. This was often referred to as the "six-mile rule," describing the tendency to positively influence those communities located within six miles of the compound. Military motives based on force protection may thus create inequality in addressing the needs of the population living in a confined area, both quantitatively and qualitatively.34 Many Afghans remain doubtful about ISAF's intentions, a fact which hinders local participation. In response to the challenges related to motive, campaign plans and concepts of operations should be operationalized to more effectively guide deployed military forces in the execution of their activities. If not already in existence, measures of effectiveness and end-state objectives should be established to assist personnel in determining the duration of their commitment and the focus of their activities. Second, transition processes should be devised to assist civilian agencies in progressively assuming PRT functions. The PRT Executive Steering Committee should continue to develop and implement this process. As soon as the security environment allows, PRTs should shift their emphasis from quick-impact projects to local capacity-building-that is, "Afghanization." Time Perspective Civilian organizations, especially development groups, often expect to remain in the area of operations for a period of five to ten years, whereas military missions are planned on a much shorter timeline. Consequently, civilian and military agencies face synchronization problems, for instance, to what degree would an organization expect and accept "reasonable" progress during a particular timeframe. Military units have primary responsibility for providing security. Whenever the security situation deteriorates, reconstruction projects might come to an abrupt halt. Most ISAF units rotate their personnel every four to six months, which many civilians regard as tooshort a timeframe; as one representative stated, "As soon as you have learned enough it is time to return home." Due to this rapid turnover of military personnel, systematic, long-term monitoring and followup projects are lacking, especially if they do not fall within the normal range of competency for those involved. Short rotations can be advantageous, as long as they permit enough time to improve the operation while still preventing the military from getting stuck in a "seen-it-all, done-it-all" attitude. If the new replacements function well, a continuous improvement of the operation could result. The successful rotation of personnel requires sufficient time, along with the storage and sharing of information and intelligence in ways that make it accessible. The time constraints imposed by the limited duration of military deployments has the very real possibility of endangering local participation.39 Participation requires confidence and trust. The amount of time required to establish relationships depends on individual attitudes and skills, along with the manner in which ISAF personnel are perceived by the local populace. Answering the question of "What happens if the military leaves?" a number of experts believe the transition to local capacity and management should be executed at the earliest possible moment. According to Garland Williams, the goal of every reconstruction intervention is to build capacity and support implementation of local control. The "outside" organizations, whether they are military or humanitarian, can never lose sight of the fact that the purpose of external assistance is to aid the host nation in developing its own capabilities, along with public and private institutions. The military perspective related to time clearly implies a need for a defined end-state and an exit strategy to prevent any long-term military involvement in the mission, as well as continued civilian dependency on military resources In practice, however, the timeframes are difficult to control. Afghan President Hamid Karzai has said that the length of ISAF's stay would depend upon "the security situation on the ground, the decisions made by the Loya Jirga after its convening, and the establishment of a functioning police force. When these are all achieved and the scourge of terrorism is rooted out once and for all, only then would their mission be completed." One measure to increase the effectiveness of the time element is extension of military deployments. Short-duration assignments are counterproductive and should be avoided. For military personnel involved in reconstruction activities, a tour length of one year should be the minimum period of service. Second, at the start of the deployment a robust "hand-over, take-over" is essential to raise awareness and to prevent duplication of previous activities. Because many personnel, military and civilian alike, regularly transfer, a hand-over, take-over becomes essential to ensuring continuity. A "reach-back" function such as an office back-up and the creation of civil-military organizations to communicate and share information can contribute to heightening awareness during deployments. Third, if at all possible, time should be allocated during the actual deployment, and more importantly during the post-deployment phase, for personnel to record lessons learned. Lessons learned in any operation should not only be put to practice the next time around, but should also be widely disseminated. Such actions are not just about recording lessons learned, however; the challenge is to make certain the trove of experience is utilized in future missions and integrated into all phases of training and exercises. Often, the most direct and best way to accomplish this is to gather individuals from the various sectors and exchange experiences. Governance The fifth challenge to local participation in Afghanistan is the vulnerability of governance in a number of the provinces. Good governance is a prerequisite for the development and maintenance of security, stability, and economic recovery. While the central government holds extensive constitutional authority over the provinces, Kabul's limited ability to intervene and its accommodation of power brokers have left factional chiefs in control of local governments. In areas where the Disarmament, Demobilization, and Reintegration (DDR) program was implemented and warlords were disarmed, ISAF units have been hiring these same warlords as private contractors. Ever since, the warlords have been gaining strength with the assistance of international funding, consolidating their power, and dominating the local populace. Such events illustrate a major pitfall related to local participation. If, and when, the backgrounds of local stakeholders are not verified, their participation can elicit unintended negative outcomes, such as bolstering the status of local power brokers. Apart from the questionable backgrounds of a number of civil servants, there are other reasons for insufficient governance. They include, but are not limited to, the minimal level of education on the part of Afghanistan's civil servants, the lack of proper wages, an absence of accountability systems, and the illicit narcotics trade. The lack of good governance is noted in a 2007 report of the Center for Strategic and International Studies, which states that "roughly 52 percent of men and 26 percent of women feel that they do not have a voice in reconstruction efforts. In interviews most Afghans corroborate that the central government is not listening or responding to their needs or demands. Civil society, business associations, and traditional elders are slowly becoming more organized and effective at lobbying the government." To address this issue, the most effective PRTs work in close collaboration with provincial and community institutions to plan and implement activities. These organizations permit local officials to serve as the focal point for project initiation, discussion, and approval. Germany has established a Provincial Development Fund from which local Afghan communities, often acting through Community Development Councils (CDCs), can apply for financial assistance for projects. The proposals are then jointly evaluated by an eight-member committee comprised of provincial-level officials and one representative from each of the four German ministries represented in the PRT. These collaborative relationships have been effective at linking communities with provincial structures, building the capacity and legitimacy of provincial governments and CDCs, and reinforcing existing initiatives such as the National Solidarity Program. There have been a number of successful initiatives that have increased governance in various provinces. To optimize the added value of local stakeholders in reconstruction activities and minimize negative effects (corruption), it is necessary for military units and personnel to be aware of the background of the various stakeholders. A key-leader engagement plan, which is currently being utilized in a number of Afghan provinces, can ensure greater clarity. A second measure is based on the ability of Afghan government entities to exercise greater responsibility for oordination of assistance. This program has already been instituted by some provincial governors. Finally, it is important to build capacity. To accomplish this, the training and education of Afghan civil servants need to improve. The assignment of liaison personnel from the Afghan Ministry of the Interior and the National Police, for example, can enhance the Afghan government's ownership of programs and the local capacity to govern successfully, while promoting the principle of civilian control over the military. PRTs should never be viewed as replacing the link between national and local government. Gender Sensitivity and Inclusion Research indicates that women and men perceive conflict-and the associated coping mechanisms-in different ways. This distinction poses important challenges to actors dealing with conflict-affected societies. Gender sensitivity typically will benefit understanding of the local environment. Based on increased gender sensitivity, military personnel can strengthen their relations with local populations, enhance their ability to respond to specific security needs, bolster planned responses, and further their role in upholding international standards and human rights. This approach is a matter of engaging women as well as men in the process of conflict resolution, rebuilding institutions and societies, and achieving sustainable peace.52 Promoting good governance means ensuring women are voting and running for office; judicial reform means aligning legislation and procedures with international standards for women's rights; preventing conflict means engaging the commitment of men in cultures where masculinity is associated with aggression; and successful DDR also means addressing the specific challenges of disarming, demobilizing, and reintegrating female combatants. Gender analyses related to conflict and human security, as well as a gender-balanced representation of peacekeepers, are essential components in a bias-free perspective on reconstruction. Many strategy documents have included references to gender following the rise to power of the Afghan transitional government in early 2002. Local knowledge and ownership of these strategies, on the other hand, are limited, mainly because they were developed by international consultants and never translated into Afghan languages or dialects. Moreover, a number of the objectives of these documents reflect a western perspective related to gender equality, a perspective almost certain to clash with Afghan values, particularly those prescribed by Islam. In Afghanistan, "anytime you need to do something for women," the head of an international organization explained, "it was all about handicrafts and tailoring . . . . In a way it reinforced the social construction of women's roles . . . as if there is no other thing that women can do." The market in Kabul is saturated with female tailors unable to find employment. Gender continues to be viewed as a "women's issue," and advice from experts to the effect that in Afghan society it is essential to include men in any gender development effort has largely gone unheeded. With regard to a gender-balanced representation among peacekeepers, a more equitable gender ratio based on an increased number of female civilians, police, and military peacekeepers is likely to have a positive influence on peace support operations. This result is mainly due to the fact that women possess much-needed knowledge and capabilities, essential in communicating with local communities and leaders. Local citizens, especially women, appear to be more comfortable approaching female military members, especially regarding issues of assault, domestic violence, or requests for assistance. Before addressing the needs of specific groups, it is important for military units to understand these groups and their role in local society. To facilitate interaction with female stakeholders in the local area it is necessary for military units to increase the number of female members at every rank. A similar approach is currently under way to involve more Muslim military in ISAF units. These changes in gender, ethnic, and religious participants are specifically used to bridge the cultural gap and improve understanding of local stakeholders. Civilian Attitudes toward ISAF The final challenge refers to the civilian attitudes toward ISAF and how they apply to local Afghan actors as well as to members of humanitarian organizations, both Afghan and international. As the Afghan co-authors point out, it is dangerous for local Afghans to be seen talking to or exchanging information with ISAF forces. There are numerous examples of villagers being threatened, injured, or even killed following any interaction with foreign forces. This risk clearly has a negative impact on the willingness of local Afghans to participate in ISAF activities. Compounding this fear, the anti-poppy rhetoric of western leaders is not popular with the local farmers or with the warlords and their political supporters who profit from cultivation of poppies. Alternative programs for the poppy farmers have been difficult to institute and, so far, none of these programs have proven as lucrative as opium production. Again, this has a negative influence on the local attitude toward ISAF and their willingness to participate in its programs. With regard to interaction with ISAF at the operational level, international humanitarian organizations generally regard humanitarian principles as strict guidelines governing conduct of their programs. These guidelines have been codified in a policy brief by the Agency Coordinating Body for Afghan Relief,stating that if ISAF is working in close cooperation with or proximity to nongovernmental organizations (NGOs), local power brokers and militants will no longer be able to distinguish between military programs and civilian-implemented assistance. At the operational level, not only will such activities blur the roles of organizations, they can also have a negative impact on the relationship between NGOs and the local communities. The real fear is that this blurring of roles may pose security risks to humanitarian organizations if they are perceived as collaborating with the military or channeling intelligence to it. At the tactical level, these humanitarian principles are considered critical to governing the humanitarian organizations' conduct. At the same time, members of these organizations are often forced to take a more pragmatic approach, and depending on various motivations, they will have to interact with ISAF. These motives are normally part of the complementary coping capacity ISAF can provide, such as ISAF's assessment capacity, financial resources, technical knowledge, and the direct or indirect security military forces can provide. Author Antonio Donini asks whether the blurring of roles really matters to Afghans at the grass-roots level. Does it matter if assistance comes in a military truck or under the auspices of an NGO? Based on several studies Donini concludes that the answer is "no." What seems to be important is "what" is provided, not "who" provides it. These conclusions are consistent with a Dutch study commissioned by the Cordaid relief group that questioned whether, at the local level, the Afghan people actually distinguish between who provides assistance. Our co-authors Khalil and Wahidi believe the Afghan NGOs are pragmatic regarding working with the military. Additionally, they believe there is a feeling among a number of indigenous NGOs that they are being used as cheap laborers to implement programs by the larger international NGOs. Local agencies feel excluded from the decisionmaking processes. Accordingly, the co-authors believe: "This is a severe mistake as indigenous NGOs are close to the local people and they are aware of the local society, its structures, and relationships because they have been part of these societies all their lives." The Cordaid study reinforced the co-authors' beliefs with findings regarding "a rift" that has emerged between local NGOs and international agencies on how closely military and civilian organizations should associate. Some of the local agencies denounce the principled stance of international NGOs . . . while ignoring the massive needs on the ground. Most communities long for security and are eager to receive assistance. Humanitarian principles and the maintenance of distinctions between military and development interventions are not at the top of people's lists. Military forces need to be extremely cautious when interacting with local stakeholders and national and international humanitarian organizations in public. Isolated locations, removed from public scrutiny, such as PRT headquarters or chai/tea houses, should be utilized for meetings or individual contact. Another equally important measure is the guideline that no reconstruction activities should be implemented without significant involvement on the part of local organizations. Conclusion In the 1990s, reconstruction activities were believed to have too much of an influence over the unrelenting push for the introduction of democratic government.67 Since then, reconstruction strategies have shifted to a more balanced institutional approach aimed at simultaneously advancing recovery in governance, security, justice and reconciliation, and socio-economic development. Establishing successful programs for integrated reconstruction is not an easy task, especially when peace and security are achievable at the beginning of the process but are meant to be the outcome or objective of the reconstruction process. This is certainly the case in Afghanistan. Successful reconstruction requires excellent relationships between diplomatic, developmental, and military actors and programs. Overlooking localized dynamics in reconstruction activities could lead to a failure of knowledge of the forces that originally created the requirement for peace. The majority of conflicts concluded in the past decade did so by means of a negotiated settlement, not military victory. Another fact often peace felt excluded from the associated reconstruction processes. This lack of understanding on the part of outside agencies and governments often leads to the underestimation of local resources available for reconstruction. Many ISAF units use the slogan "Put an Afghan face on everything" to indicate the need to involve local stakeholders, thereby advancing the credibility of local authorities. Although this is an encouraging sign it often only establishes credibility for a short time and never fully equates to total participation on the part of the locals. The authors have emphasized that participation implies more than an Afghan face; it requires total involvement on the part of Afghan stakeholders throughout the entire reconstruction process, not simply in marketing the final product. Such total participation, however, requires time to develop, or as several local observers commented, "An Afghan face equals an Afghan pace." It is only recently that a trend has emerged related to the development of localized reconstruction programs. According to Professor Thea Hilhorst, the longtime lack of attention regarding localized reconstruction is partly related to the assumption that societies stop functioning during a crisis or become totally immersed in the logic of conflict. Those responsible for the conduct of research into the underlying tenets of reconstruction and local participation would do well to heed such assumptions regarding crisis and conflict.

ISAF CP Solvency (Reconstruction Key/Aff Solvency Deficit)

CP development assistance is the only way to reconstruction
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The United States, in the words of Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff Admiral Michael Mullen, must provide “a commensurate surge” of diplomats and civilian experts to train and increase the capacity of the Afghan government, reinforce stability operations, and oversee reconstruction. President Obama’s strategy review has indicated that he intends to sign an executive order to deploy more than 300 U.S. civilian diplomats, technical specialists and reconstruction advisors both in Kabul and throughout the country in an effort to rebalance U.S. civilian and military engagement.41 This is a good start. Over the long term, President Obama notes that the United States must “build civilian national security capacity so that the burden is not continually pushed onto our military.”42 The current provincial reconstruction team, or PRT, model, which seeks to better integrate the civilian and military presence on the ground, remains heavily weighted toward military commanders with access to quick-processing Commander’s Emergency Response Program funds. USAID frequently lacks the resources to bring development assistance to bear in a timely and sustainable manner, and correcting this imbalance will require bureaucratic reforms back home in the United States as well as in the field. (See the Center’s June 2008 report “In Search of Sustainable Security” for details on these recommended reforms.) In the interim, though, the Obama administration should not rely on unaccountable government contractors to fill the void. The lack of a broader coordinating strategy in the country within the international community for rebuilding Afghanistan also means that PRTs frequently operate independent of any single and coherent national reconstruction strategic. Because many coalition partners are unable or unwilling to provide more military forces, the United States should call on our allies—particularly these NATO countries—to provide additional capacity in critical areas such as development assistance and civilian mentoring teams. While the majority of military reinforcements will be deployed to the conflict-ridden south and east, the United States and its coalition partners should disperse economic assets and development teams to more stable and cooperative parts of the country. Development assistance should be focused in permissive geographical locations, rather than where the insurgency is strongest—both to reward the allied population with improved economic conditions and to demonstrate to the adversarial population the tangible benefits of cooperating with U.S. and allied forces.43
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Widespread PRTs key to overall stability – only half of Afghanistan’s provinces have PRTs
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Winning Hearts and Minds? ISAF was conceived as essential for building an environment that would prevent an insurgency from developing. This meant working with local authorities and the broader population, non-governmental organizations, and international organizations to improve life in Afghanistan, particularly in terms of education, health, water, sanitation, internally displaced persons, and returned refugees; initiating and monitoring projects funded by national and international donors; supporting the remodelling and development of the defence and security sector; serving as a political-level link with Afghan authorities; and leading joint patrols with the Kabul City Police, the National Security Directorate, and the Afghan National Army in Kabul, and in the north and west provinces.30 Five key deployed elements of ISAF supported these duties, including a headquarters that provided operational-level coordination with the UN, the Afghan government, and other involved organizations; a multinational brigade that provided tactical operational control for daily patrols and civil–military operations; and air management that assisted in civil aviation and in the management of the Kabul Afghan International Airport. NATO also handled air-space management, which operated an ISAF Combined Rescue Coordination Centre, and conducted medical evacuation operations.31 A key NATO contribution to ISAF has been the management of Provisional Reconstruction Teams (PRTs) in the north and west of Afghanistan. Initially, these operated under Operation Enduring Freedom but were expanded and placed under NATO control when it assumed management of ISAF. NATO’s engagement with the PRTs was intended to facilitate the conditions in which long-term stability would be achieved in Afghanistan. NATO thus had the potential to undermine the conditions for insurgency to develop. NATO also deployed Forward Support Bases to provide logistical support for medical services and to transport supplies to the PRTs of each region.32 Assuming control of ISAF was the first time NATO had commanded ground forces outside the European theatre of operations. By the time NATO engaged, however, Afghanistan’s stability was already in doubt. Although a general peace agreement for elections and governance in Afghanistan had been reached at an international conference held in Bonn in December 2001, by summer 2003 the country remained fundamentally undeveloped, the Taliban had not been destroyed, alQaeda leaders remained active (including Osama Bin Laden and his deputy Aymin Al-Zawahiri), and warlords were the main form of local governance in many parts of the country. Of Afghanistan’s 32 provinces, 16 had high-risk areas for international assistance workers and five had seen serious factional fighting. Only eight were relatively secure, with the most successful operations limited to the capital of Kabul.33 NATO’s task was undermined by its limited mandate, which offered no plan for engaging a growing insurgency coalescing in Afghanistan. Additionally, NATO troops lacked situational awareness, given their lack of experience with Afghanistan’s culture and geography. As one NATO spokesman said, Afghanistan is ‘not visible on the collective radar’ of the West.34 By fall 2003, NATO received a mandate to venture beyond Kabul. However, the expanded mandate was not matched by an increased troop presence, which at the time was only 5,700 strong. An alliance with a total of 7,000 helicopters initially requested only 11 to cover an area the size of California. 35 NATO only received an initial six helicopters for Afghanistan, which were operated under strict national caveats. Nonetheless, NATO began in late 2003 to take over command of what had been a German-led PRT in Kunduz – another comparatively stable area of Afghanistan.36 By June 2004, the US administration was pushing NATO to assume even further responsibility for PRTs. As Secretary of Defense Donald Rumsfeld said, it would be ‘realistic for NATO to take over five PRTs’ by summer since, ‘they are not large, numbering 80–90 to a couple of hundred troops’.37 NATO responded and its members agreed to establish four additional PRTs in Mazar-e-Sharif, Meymana, Feyzabad, and Baghlan.

ISAF CP Solvency (Stability/Aff Solvency Deficit)

Stability is inevitable without a strong Afghan government – only CP solves

Lawrence J. Korb is a Senior Fellow at the Center for American Progress and a senior adviser to the Center for Defense Information, Caroline Wadhams is a Senior Policy Analyst for National Security at American Progress, Colin Cookman is the Special Assistant for National Security at American Progress, and Sean Duggan is a Research Associate for National Security at American Progress, March 2009 “Sustainable Security in Afghanistan Crafting an Effective and Responsible Strategy for the Forgotten Front” TP
No matter how many resources the United States and its allies commit to Afghanistan, the mission is bound to fail if the Afghan government does not become accountable, effective, and representative. In countering the insurgency in Afghanistan, strengthening the credibility and capacity of the Afghan government is the most critical intermediate goal because 
to completely defeat the insurgency, the population must see that it is in its best interest to support the central government. Support for the Afghan government will only occur if Kabul provides rule of law, public services, and security. Improving the lives of the Afghan people by providing the rule of law and basic services will not be possible without a strong, accountable, and responsive government in Kabul. The long-term support of the United States and its international partners will be critical to building Afghan government capacity and effectiveness. This will require the implementation of a number of intermediate sustainable security efforts. Make the Afghan government a true partner in the effort The United States and its international partners must place the Afghan government at the center of the international community’s efforts to stabilize and rebuild the country. More than 60 donor countries and hundreds of international humanitarian and development organizations channel billions of dollars to Afghanistan every year with little cooperation among one another and rarely through the Afghan government. While dealing directly with the Afghan people may bypass corrupt officials within the Afghan government, it also undermines the Afghan government’s connection to its people. The United States must make it a priority to channel its funds and those of its coalition partners and international donor organizations through the Afghan government and its trust funds. In doing so, the coalition must pressure the Afghan government to allocate more government resources to the regional and local level to support strengthened subnational governance and give the government a stake in peoples’ lives. The United States learned the hard way in Pakistan that supporting a country’s leaders rather than the people and institutions of a host country can lead to a lack of accountability and moral hazard, particularly when it comes to dispersing aid. The United States and its coalition partners must make it clear that they support the Afghan people rather than any one leader. In doing so, the United States should implement a “Biden Plan for Afghanistan,” a development plan based on then-Senator Biden’s model for development assistance to Pakistan proposed in 2007. The initiative would be based on: Engaging the Afghan people, not just their rulers. Thi • s will involve everything from improved public diplomacy and educational exchanges to local high-impact projects that actually change peoples’ lives • Raising the baseline U.S. commitment to Afghan reconstruction and economic development assistance to as much as $5 billion annually, through increased USAID and State Department capacity, existing Afghan development trust funds, and budget support, while maintaining careful oversight standards • Conditioning a supplemental $1 billion of civilian aid to Afghanistan every year based on Afghan government performance Strict oversight of these funds by the United States and its allies alongside strict accountability by the Afghan government is fundamental to improving the impact of this increased aid. Steps to ensure this happens will help tackle the related issue of Afghan government corruption.

ISAF CP Solvency (Paradigm Shift – Only CP Solves)

Only the paradigm shift of the CP can save Afghan government stability

Carl Robichaud, The Century Foundation, 2/3/2006, “Donor Promises and Afghan Realities” http://www.tcf.org/list.asp?type=NC&pubid=1204 TP

Afghanistan’s problems are a symptom of a single key issue: the nation’s government is exceedingly weak, over-centralized, and incapable of providing security, collecting taxes, or delivering services, especially in the provinces where people need them most. This is a big reason the Taliban are stronger today than at any point since they were ousted. Strongmen, smugglers, and narcotics traffickers have consolidated their fiefdoms and used September elections to further entrench themselves. Reconstruction and economic growth have been confined to a few urban areas and Afghans continue to experience some of the worst poverty and health standards in the world. Before the conference, Rice had promised “a significant new contribution to Afghan development” but in London it became clear that no increase was planned: the $1.1 billion in development assistance proposed for next year is the same amount the United States gave last year. There may still be time to correct the course, but donors will need to boost their aid dramatically and make the development of Afghan capacities their top priority. Reconstructing a fractured society is a monumental task which requires substantial resources and an approach that balances security and development. A RAND study, which cites per capita aid flows in the early years of nation-building, is illustrative: relative successes were achieved in Bosnia ($679 per capita), Kosovo ($526), and East Timor ($233). On the other side of the coin is Afghanistan, which received a scant $57 per capita. The two previous donor conferences (2002 in Tokyo and 2004 in Berlin) delivered less than half of the $28 billion promised, and of that only $4 billion went to rebuilding projects. (During this period, drug revenues overshadowed reconstruction funds by a two-to-one margin, tilting power further toward criminals and strongmen.) Could donors have afforded to bring Afghan funding out of the cellar? The irony here is that there was significant money being spent in Afghanistan—it was just going toward a narrow but expensive military campaign against the Taliban and al Qaeda. Experts warned that Afghanistan could not be stabilized without sufficient reconstruction aid or provincial security, but the administration preferred to restrict its engagement and to focus its efforts through the Pentagon. Since 2001, according to the Congressional Research Service, the United States allocated $66.5 billion dollars to the Department of Defense—more than ten times U.S. combined spending ($5.7 billion) on reconstruction, humanitarian aid, economic assistance, and training for Afghan security forces. Every initiative, from counterterrorism to counternarcotics, from human rights to girls’ education, is contingent upon strengthening the Afghan state. The plan to rebuild the Afghan national army to 70,000 troops and the police force to 62,000, for example, is only realistic if the Afghan government dramatically increases revenues—after all, armed men are only “security forces” when they receive salaries. Yet billions are funneled to security forces even as programs to expand the economy and strengthen the government’s anemic tax-collection are shortchanged. Major counternarcotics spending will go to waste without realistic investments in legal reform and alternative livelihoods. Elections, on which hundreds of millions were spent, will prove meaningless unless elected officials, including those in the provinces, can deliver services to their constituents. The London Conference was a critical opportunity for donors to right their course, and they did, in principle, put the Afghan government in the driver’s seat by focusing on a national development strategy that reflects Afghan priorities. But the moment of truth will come when it’s time to honor these pledges and fully support the priorities of the Afghan people. It will take a paradigm shift, for example, to phase out a distribution system that undermines the government by channeling three-quarters of aid through outside contractors and NGOs. Despite its many problems, Afghanistan has come a long way in four years, and a timely investment could help it to harness a skilled diaspora, favorable trade location, and competitive investment climate to achieve strong economic growth. The planned NATO expansion could provide a transformative boost in security. But unless current trends are reversed, Afghanistan’s future may well be governed by narcotics traffickers and militia leaders, many of whom subscribe to the same ideology of radical Islam as the Taliban and al Qaeda. If so, the United States will have won every military battle and still lost the war.

ISAF CP Solvency (Local Actions Solve Terrorism)

Solving locally solves terrorist activity

Sean Kay. Mershon Associate Professor of Politics and Government, Chair of International Studies Ohio Wesleyan University and Sahar Khan associate editor of The Washington Quarterly, May 2007, “NATO and Counter-insurgency: Strategic Liability or Tactical Asset?” TP
Even before the Taliban had regrouped in 2006, General James L. Jones, NATO’s Supreme Allied Commander, had identified the central challenge: ‘We are fighting an insurgency . . . We are fighting against different factions who have some military capability to psychologically demoralize us, but it will not prevent us militarily from being successful.’74 The dilemma is that counter-insurgency cannot be defeated mainly by military tactics but rather by local populations turning on insurgents and either eliminating them, or working to defuse their grievances politically. In this context, President Hamid Karzai warned, in June 2006, that the international community needed to reassess its tactics: ‘I have systematically, consistently and on a daily basis warned the international community of what was developing in Afghanistan . . . and of a change in approach by the international community in this regard.’75 Who was supposed to change was unclear, given the two completely different military missions operating in his country. Meanwhile, NATO representatives began to show cracks in their confidence in the Afghanistan mission. After Karzai’s comments, a Western diplomat said: ‘There is an awful feeling that everything is lurching downward. Nearly five years on, there is no rule of law, no accountability. The Afghans know it is all a charade, and they see us as not only complicit but actively involved. You cannot fight a terror war and build a weak state at the same time, and it was a terrible mistake to think that we could.’76 After his troops engaged in intense combat with the Taliban in June 2006, a British battle group commander, Lieutenant Colonel Stuart Tootal noted that: ‘We’ve had 50, 60 patrols where we’ve just gone out and drank tea with the locals . . . They are keen to see us and keen to know what our mission is . . . If every day we could go out and improve the lot of the Afghan people, that would have a far greater effect than killing Taliban.’77 The gradual blending of NATO into the southern parts of Afghanistan could, in theory, have resulted in a more successful hearts and minds effort. In the ISAF areas at least, NATO forces were engaged at a community level with local Afghans, which might serve as a model for NATO’s role in the southern provinces. According to Lieutenant General Richards, commander of ISAF, NATO hoped to spend more time talking to Afghans, listening to their needs, and helping more in reconstruction, rather than primarily hunting down insurgents. Nevertheless, Americans who had been in direct combat with the Taliban were sceptical. They asserted that the British approach would allow the Taliban to hide and buy time, as one US official put it: ‘You cannot be, “We just want to win everybody’s hearts and minds and be nice to everybody and go along, and by the way, we’ll never do anything about drugs or this and that because it’s not on our horizon, it’s not on our screen”. I’m like, “impossible”.’78 Nonetheless, General Richards saw the two separate Afghan missions as compatible: We have what we in the military call a counter-insurgency role. But the intelligence-led, seek-and-destroy missions against high-value targets . . . alQaeda-type operatives, that is not something NATO will be engaging in . . . Our underpinning purpose is not a counter-terrorist mission, it is to extend and deepen the government of Afghanistan and to create the environment that they and the international community can build up economic development.79 Richards hoped to move NATO toward areas of model development: ‘We’re looking at the creation of what one might call Zones of Security in carefully analyzed areas where we can create a much greater and genuine feeling of security, in which the international organizations and the government can much more freely do the things they all want to do, which is to start creating those improvements that are so important for success.’80 Richards envisaged this as a five-year process.81

ISAF CP Solvency (Troops Key)

Troops key to counter-insurgency success – means we internal link turn your advantage

Sean Kay. Mershon Associate Professor of Politics and Government, Chair of International Studies Ohio Wesleyan University and Sahar Khan associate editor of The Washington Quarterly, May 2007, “NATO and Counter-insurgency: Strategic Liability or Tactical Asset?” TP
Central to NATO’s successful intervention in Bosnia-Herzegovina was the size of the force – 60,000 – of which half were American. The size of this deployment was essential for consolidating the investment in peace that the local leaders were making. The size of the NATO force and the length of its deployment would, over time, defuse the capacity of remaining irregular fighters to organize and gain popular support. As General William Nash (who led the NATO deployment into Bosnia) reflects, in such nation-building deployments, ‘The highest levels of casualties have occurred in operations with the lowest levels of US troops, while post-conflict operations undertaken with adequate force levels have triggered far less resistance . . . This is a lesson for every future operation.’22 NATO troops had force-protection mandates permitting them to be the ‘toughest dog on the block’, as it was often described. NATO’s inclusion of partners from Central and Eastern Europe also served as a force multiplier, contributing 10,000 additional troops. NATO facilitated the rapid integration of a multinational force and provided integrated infrastructure, logistics, intelligence, and a command and control structure. Quick deployment was especially vital for the Bosnian Muslims, who feared that the Dayton accords might be a Serb ploy to buy time, regroup, and fight again. NATO had been authorized by the UN to use whatever force was necessary to implement its mandate. Specific military tasks included: ensuring self-defence and freedom of movement; supervising the marking of boundaries and a Zone of Separation (ZOS) between the parties; monitoring and – if needed – enforcing the withdrawal of forces to their respective territories and the establishment of the ZOS; assuming control of the airspace and the movement of military traffic over key ground routes; and establishing joint Military Commissions to serve as the central bodies for all parties to the peace agreement.23 In late 1995, NATO’s Crisis Management Organization was activated as a coordination mechanism for operations, intelligence, logistics, systems divisions, and liaison elements integrated into one planning cell. From this infrastructure, the 60,000 troops on the ground were able to quickly establish a stable environment. By summer 1996, most of NATO’s military tasks were completed. From this basis, other international institutions – including the Organization of Security and Cooperation in Europe (OSCE), the UN High Commissioner for Refugees, the European Union, the World Bank, and the Hague War Crimes Tribunal – could develop the civilian aspects of nation-building. There were limits to what could be achieved without additional international institutions, as the security problem went considerably beyond NATO’s military mandate. By summer 1996, there remained some six million land mines; 80 per cent of power generators were damaged or out of operation; 40 per cent of bridges were destroyed; and telecommunications were inoperable. Health care, schools, and housing were devastated and economic output was at five per cent of its pre-war levels. Eighty per cent of Bosnia’s population was dependent on international humanitarian assistance. 24 NATO was thus one part of a broader package of international investment. It contributed to these broader efforts by facilitating a secure environment for the conduct of free and fair elections, assisting the safe transit of civilians from international agencies, and helping to clear minefields.25 NATO representatives worked in conjunction with the World Bank and a variety of nongovernmental organizations to identify over 200 projects for infrastructure reconstruction. NATO also made direct use of its infrastructure programmes to build bridges, repair roads, and provide staff for similar projects such as power, natural gas, water, and telecommunications. By March 1996, 80 per cent of Bosnia’s major roads had been reopened and NATO had restored access roads to Sarajevo airport.26 NATO’s tactical contributions were limited by a mandate that balanced a need to arrest war criminals against domestic pressures among its members to avoid casualties. NATO commanders on the ground adopted strict rules of engagement that avoided confrontation with key indicted war criminals. Several indicted Serbs were protected by sizeable paramilitary forces, which could be provoked into insurgent operations. NATO thus balanced a desire for justice with a need for stability. NATO AND COUNTER-INSURGENCY Although no insurgency emerged following the Dayton peace accords, this outcome could have resulted from the mere exhaustion of the combatants. It is also possible that an insurgency failed to develop because NATO did not press the issue of war criminals as a combat operation. Indeed, insurgency based on renewed nationalism remains an ongoing possibility in the Balkans over ten years later. However, as one Dutch military officer suggests: ‘Peace operations that are also supporting the government’s efforts to maintain law and order, will obstruct the first stage of the insurgent’s strategy . . . This is the case with preventive deployment, internal conflict resolution measures, assistance to an interim authority, guarantee/denial of movement, sanctions and high intensity operations.’27 However, as John Mackinlay summarized: ‘In this context, NATO is an asset provider but not a response leader.’28 NATO’s experience does demonstrate a capacity to affect the conditions that could lead to early stages of insurgency, when its members choose to use the institution to its full potential. Ironically, however, none of these conditions applied to the situation NATO would find when it engaged in major COIN activity in Afghanistan.

AT: Perm

Counter-Insurgency requires troops

Max Boot is a senior fellow at the Council on Foreign Relations December 7, 2009, “Pro & Con: Is Obama’s troop surge the right policy in Afghanistan?” http://www.ajc.com/opinion/pro-s-troop-surge-230980.html TP
The Marines provided security, and the town sprang back to life, with schools opening, shops doing a bustling business and trucks bringing in goods. The residents of Nawa, like most Afghans, were happy to be free of the Taliban and their theocratic decrees. But McCollough cautioned that the progress was as fragile as an eggshell. In particular, he worried about the dark pull exerted by Marjah, less than 10 miles away. A city of 50,000 people, Marjah has long been a haven of opium smugglers and insurgents who terrorize the surrounding area. Commanders at Camp Leatherneck, the headquarters of 10,000 Marines operating in Helmand province, realize that it is essential to take Marjah, just as it was essential to take Fallujah and Ramadi in Iraq. But they also know — or rather they knew when I visited — that they didn’t have enough infantry to achieve that objective. They were spread thin just trying to consolidate gains in towns such as Nawa. Obama’s decision to send 30,000 more troops to Afghanistan changes the equation. The first reinforcements will be Marines headed for Helmand — and a likely showdown in Marjah. There will be hard fighting ahead, just as there was last summer when Marines entered Nawa and other Taliban strongholds. But with enough resources and enough patience, there is little doubt that American troops and their Afghan allies will be able to secure key areas of southern Afghanistan that have slipped out of the government’s grasp. The questions that remain unanswered after the president’s West Point address: Will the troops have the time and resources needed to win? “Win” is a word that Obama avoided. He cited his long-standing goal of “disrupting, dismantling and defeating al-Qaida and its extremist allies,” but he spoke merely of his desire to “break the Taliban’s momentum” rather than defeat it altogether. Nor did he endorse nation-building, even though the only way that Afghanistan will ever be secure is if we build a state capable of policing its own territory.

AT: No Solvency

PDFs are THE only option for community growth

Kornelius Schiffer, German Technical Cooperation, 7/1/09, “Development Oriented Emergency and Transitional

Aid Programme” http://www.auswaertiges-amt.de/diplo/en/Aussenpolitik/RegionaleSchwerpunkte/AfghanistanZentralasien/ Downloads/factsheet__provinzentwicklungsfonds.pdf TP

The Provincial Development Fund (PDF) is one of the most successful projects in Northeast Afghanistan and implements labor-intensive micro projects with quick impact and tangible results. The fund is based on the Sustainable Rural Livelihood Approach of the Development Oriented Emergency and Transitional Aid (DETA) Programme in Northern Afghanistan. The main instruments of DETA include the PDF, the District Development Funds (DDF) and Backbone Projects. They aim at improving development, security and stabilization by improving continuously the livelihood of Afghan people. Besides the Backbone Projects which are located in two focus districts of the province and target geographically several communities, the micro projects of DDF, located alongside the Backbone Project in the focus districts, create a concentrated geographic impact and strengthen the development potential of the Backbone Projects. In contrast to this the Provincial Development Fund finance development projects in the entire province. Pillars of PDF: Responsibility and Ownership The most important pillar of PDF is the central role of communities identifying and implementing the PDF projects themselves. An Afghan-German committee selects projects by an objective evaluation matrix. The communities, represented by the Community Development Council (CDCs), apply for projects they deem the most needed in their Community. Applications for assistance can be submitted by all CDC’s in the province. Predefined and objective criteria guarantee a transparent evaluation by the Afghan-German committee. Thus even communities in remote areas have access to funding of development projects. To guarantee the coherence of existing strategies and activities, the project applications have to be approved by the provincial departments before submission to GTZ. The GTZ Programme Team collects the applications and assesses the feasibility of the projects. The budget of possible projects ranges from 3.000 to 50.000 EUR. The Afghan-German committee selects the projects according to criteria related to local needs and the expected impact (beneficiaries, needs of the region) and to strategic criteria (gender, income generation, cooperation between communities, etc.). The communities implement the approved project in their own responsibility with technical support from GTZ. Responsibility and Ownership are the important pillars of PDF. Within the self help approach the communities identify themselves with the implemented projects and their responsible care. Furthermore, conflicts within the communities are solved progressively by the community members themselves which contributed to the stabilization of the region. PDF as success model for fast and sustainable development Within the framwork of PDF already 326 projects in the provinces of Kunduz, Takhar and Badakhshan were implemented since programme started in December 2006. More than 3 million Afghan people are presently benefiting from all these projects which involved an overall budget of around 5 million Euros up to now. The increased number of applications shows that the CDCs assume their responsibility as an important link between state and society and put the interests of their community members in front. More and more the Afghan people improve the development of their country themselves and consider the improvement of livelihood as their own success. This is a crucial condition for a sustainable development in Afghanistan.

AT: Jirga

CDCs provide localized help as an alternative to Jirgas

Mazar-e-Sharif,  USAID, January 25, 2009, “USAID Launches $3 Million Cash-for-Work Project” http://afghanistan.usaid.gov/en/Article.517.aspx TP
More than 10,000 cash-strapped Afghans in the northern province of Balkh will take spades in hand to help dig their way out of the mounting problem of food insecurity and improve the livelihoods of villagers under a USAID-supported cash-for-work project. The $3 million emergency project is providing short-term, infrastructure-related jobs to 10,000 Afghans living in the 15 districts of Balkh province. In partnership with the Ministry of Agriculture, Irrigation and Livestock (MAIL), USAID is coordinating with the Ministry of Energy and Water to select priority areas that will lead to more effective water management. Three main types of projects are underway, including the cleaning of springs; the dredging and removal of silt that has amassed in and along the edges of irrigation canals; and reforestation, which helps further international efforts to assist Afghans to control soil erosion and improve water delivery throughout the countryside. Clearing the springs will benefit those people living downriver who have less access to water year-round. Those who are doing the actual work gain two-fold: they earn much needed cash to help their families make it through winter, and they take better control of the irrigation system on their own land, said Abdul Qadeem Niazi, Senior Infrastructure Engineer for USAIDs Accelerating Sustainable Agriculture Program, which is implementing the cash-for-work project. Locally established Community Development Councils (CDCs) identify and select cash-strapped individuals who are most appropriate for the work. The CDCs serve as an alternative to traditional, tribal decision-making structures, or jirgas, and are also working in tandem with Balkhs five-year Provincial Development Plan.

AT: Economy (Opium Solvency)

PRTs create a self-sufficient Afghan economy – substantially lowers motivation for opium

States News Service, September 9, 2009 “SERVICEMEMBERS HELP RECONNECT AFGHAN, GOVERNMENT” Lexis. TP

The following information was released by the U.S. Air Force: Coalition forces are lending a helping hand through provincial reconstruction teams in Afghanistan in an attempt to rebuild the government's relationship with its people. "(The purpose is) to give hope and a means for a better future to people recovering from war and oppression under a totalitarian regime," said Lt. Col. Andy Veres, the Provincial Reconstruction Team-Zabul commander from Melbourne, Fla. PRT-Zabul is located in the heart of Qalat City. A provincial reconstruction team is a civil and military organization, brings reconstruction, development, governance and security to the province. Representatives from the U.S. Department of State and U.S. Agency for International Development work with a provincial reconstruction team to help the Afghans live in a free and democratic country. They work hand and hand with Mohommad Ashraf Naseri, the Zabul province governor, and his staff to improve the lifestyle of the Afghan people throughout the province. "We (the PRT) try to build the government infrastructure in a small community from the smallest element and up," said Army 1st Sgt. Conrad Gamez, the PRT-Zabul senior enlisted member. The PRT-Zabul has more than 20 ongoing projects all through the province. The team works on projects that include everything from building community centers, schools and roads to providing agricultural training. Local unskilled laborers also have the opportunity to attend mechanic, welding or nursing training at the PRT. The nursing program is a yearlong course. Each course provides Afghans with marketable skills, said Capt. Rick Vermillion, a PRT-Zabul civil engineer from Fillmore, Calif. All the provincial reconstruction team's efforts are focused on meeting the governor's priorities outlined in the provincial development plan. "The main thing we are trying to do is boost their economy," Captain Vermillion said. "If we are hiring a local Afghan, he is putting money into his home to feed his family." An economy is based on the production, exchange, distribution and consumption in an area. The team tries to improve the economy by providing and creating jobs for Afghans. For example, local contractors place bids on construction projects much like how contractors operate in the U.S. A provincial reconstruction team selects contractors based on past performance, capabilities and quality for the best price. "We are the construction firm," said Tech. Sgt. Eric Field, a PRT-Zabul infrastructure craftsman from Bellfast, Maine. "If a large company wanted to build a skyscraper in New York City, we will be the guys to talk to (in order to) build on budget and on time." A provincial reconstruction team extends its arms in every facet of the provincial government to include the ministry of public health. The team has provided advice and assistance with matters dealing with the health of Zabul's population. A provincial reconstruction team helped to refurbish the provincial hospital and establish programs to improve the locals' lifestyle. Smart Food, a program for malnourished children, and Clean Water, a process to provide Afghan families chlorine to kill bacteria and parasites in local water, help reconnect the people with their healthcare system, said Staff Sgt. Paul Herrera-Ramirez, a PRT-Zabul aerospace medical technician. "We have a great conglomerate of the right people to help make the government self-sufficient," Sergeant Gamez said. A provincial reconstruction team is a joint effort between military services. The team is comprised of Airmen, Soldiers, Guard members and reservists with specialties ranging from infantrymen to civil affairs. All have a sense of achievement and do a job with a level of importance that they may otherwise never do in their life, according to Veres. PRT-Zabul is only one of two U.S.-led teams. The other PRT is located in Farah. "They have a chance to rebuild a country, renew a way of life and allow a society to fly out from the ashes of 50-plus years of war," Colonel Veres said. PRT-Zabul has been working with the provincial government since December 2004. Over the years, the team has built upon lesson from the past to help further development in the Zabul province.

***DRONES TURN
Drones Tradeoff Turn
Decreased troop presence increases drone presence

Thomas Hegghammer, senior research fellow at the Norwegian Defence Research Establishment (FFI) and an associate of the Initiative on Religion in International Affairs at Harvard Kennedy School's Belfer Center for Science and International Affairs. November 11, 2009, “The big impact of small footprints” http://afpak.foreignpolicy.com/posts/2009/11/11/the_big_impact_of_small_footprints TP
Last but not least, the Taliban will be better placed to exploit the attacks politically. Surgical strikes can work, provided the government on whose territory they occur is a relatively friendly one. The killing of al Qaeda operative Abu Ali al-Harithi by a CIA drone in Yemen in 2002 was certainly controversial, but it did not become a major symbol of Muslim suffering, because there was no civilian collateral damage and no images of the incident. Likewise, drone strikes in Pakistan have been unpopular, but Islamabad's complicity gives Pakistani officials an incentive to keep photographers away from the aftermath. By contrast, a future Taliban-dominated government would do everything in its power to amplify the visual impact and exaggerate the collateral damage of American operations. It would use diplomatic and other channels to build international political pressure on the U.S. stop its attacks. There would be calls on Washington to offer concrete evidence and justification for each major attack, which would be hard to do without sharing sensitive intelligence. Meanwhile, al Qaeda would hide among civilians. For the Taliban, plausible deniability would be easy to establish: after all, Kabul cannot prevent Arab tourists, charity workers and preachers from entering the country. With the small footprint approach, al Qaeda will have a safe haven in Afghanistan, albeit a somewhat less open one than in the late 1990s. So what if al Qaeda has a few more safe houses? Hasn't the Internet rendered physical safe havens less important? Actually, no. This is a misconception based on inverse technological optimism and a superficial understanding of online jihadism today. Cyberspace can admittedly be a place to meet, indoctrinate, and teach weapons techniques. But websites do not allow organizations to desensitize recruits and break down their natural human barriers to the use of violence. It is one thing to rant online about killing infidels, it is something else to slit their throats (which is why the 9/11 operatives practiced on sheep and camels in the camps). Moreover, websites cannot build deep personal trust between recruits in the same way camp life does. A strong esprit de corps dramatically increases a group's fighting capability (which is why our own militaries spend so much time cultivating it). Moreover, the Internet has recently become much less hospitable to individuals wishing to do more than access jihadi propaganda. Advances in intelligence gathering have increased the risk of detection for inexperienced internet users. Around the world, hundreds of people have been arrested for terrorism-related online activities. During the eight years that I have followed the jihadi Internet, forum participants have become much more paranoid and considerably less likely to volunteer personal information. The Internet is a formidable propaganda tool, but no safe haven. It is ironic that many proponents of troop reduction in Afghanistan are also critical of drone strikes in Pakistan. What they do not seem to realize is that the small footprint approach will increase our reliance on drone strikes in Afghanistan. Without a major ground presence, airstrikes will be our principal tool for keeping al Qaaeda on the run and deterring the Taliban from hosting them. Such intermittent strikes may well create more anti-Americanism outside Afghanistan than the current occupation. For these reasons, the small footprint approach will almost certainly produce more terrorism in the West. However, this argument should not end the discussion. Given the enormous cost of the alternative strategies (status quo, a moderate troop reduction, or a surge), the small footprint approach is worth considering. How we weigh the cost of war in Afghanistan against the cost terrorism at home is a political question. Unfortunately, however, we cannot have it both ways.

READ A DRONES SCENARIO FROM THE AFF

Pakistan Scenario
Taliban propaganda projects Pakistan’s drone policy as US puppets – leads to instability

Jane Mayer, Staff writer for The New Yorker, 10/26/2009 http://www.newyorker.com/reporting/2009/10/26/091026fa_fact_mayer
After such attacks, the Taliban, attempting to stir up anti-American sentiment in the region, routinely claims, falsely, that the victims are all innocent civilians. In several Pakistani cities, large protests have been held to decry the drone program. And, in the past year, perpetrators of terrorist bombings in Pakistan have begun presenting their acts as “revenge for the drone attacks.” In recent weeks, a rash of bloody assaults on Pakistani government strongholds has raised the spectre that formerly unaligned militant groups have joined together against the Zardari Administration. David Kilcullen, a counter-insurgency warfare expert who has advised General David Petraeus in Iraq, has said that the propaganda costs of drone attacks have been disastrously high. Militants have used the drone strikes to denounce the Zardari government—a shaky and unpopular regime—as little more than an American puppet. A study that Kilcullen co-wrote for the Center for New American Security, a think tank, argues, “Every one of these dead non-combatants represents an alienated family, a new revenge feud, and more recruits for a militant movement that has grown exponentially even as drone strikes have increased.” His co-writer, Andrew Exum, a former Army Ranger who has advised General Stanley McChrystal in Afghanistan, told me, “Neither Kilcullen nor I is a fundamentalist—we’re not saying drones are not part of the strategy. But we are saying that right now they are part of the problem. If we use tactics that are killing people’s brothers and sons, not to mention their sisters and wives, we can work at cross-purposes with insuring that the tribal population doesn’t side with the militants. Using the Predator is a tactic, not a strategy.

Even an attempted insurgency destabilizes Pakistan into war

Frederick W. Kagan, and Michael O'Hanlon, Resident Scholars, New York Times, November 18, 2007, “Pakistan’s Collapse, Our Problem,” http://www.aei.org/article/27122 TP

We do not intend to be fear mongers. Pakistan's officer corps and ruling elites remain largely moderate and more interested in building a strong, modern state than in exporting terrorism or nuclear weapons to the highest bidder. But then again, Americans felt similarly about the shah's regime in Iran until it was too late. Moreover, Pakistan's intelligence services contain enough sympathizers and supporters of the Afghan Taliban, and enough nationalists bent on seizing the disputed province of Kashmir from India, that there are grounds for real worries. Fortunately, given the longstanding effectiveness of Pakistan's security forces, any process of state decline probably would be gradual, giving us the time to act. The most likely possible dangers are these: a complete collapse of Pakistani government rule that allows an extreme Islamist movement to fill the vacuum; a total loss of federal control over outlying provinces, which splinter along ethnic and tribal lines; or a struggle within the Pakistani military in which the minority sympathetic to the Taliban and Al Qaeda try to establish Pakistan as a state sponsor of terrorism. All possible military initiatives to avoid those possibilities are daunting. With 160 million people, Pakistan is more than five times the size of Iraq. It would take a long time to move large numbers of American forces halfway across the world. And unless we had precise information about the location of all of Pakistan's nuclear weapons and materials, we could not rely on bombing or using Special Forces to destroy them. The task of stabilizing a collapsed Pakistan is beyond the means of the United States and its allies. Rule-of-thumb estimates suggest that a force of more than a million troops would be required for a country of this size. Thus, if we have any hope of success, we would have to act before a complete government collapse, and we would need the cooperation of moderate Pakistani forces. One possible plan would be a Special Forces operation with the limited goal of preventing Pakistan's nuclear materials and warheads from getting into the wrong hands. Given the degree to which Pakistani nationalists cherish these assets, it is unlikely the United States would get permission to destroy them. Somehow, American forces would have to team with Pakistanis to secure critical sites and possibly to move the material to a safer place. 

It’ll go nuclear
Stephen John Morgan, a political psychologist, researcher into Chaos/Complexity Theory, March 5, 2007, "Better another Taliban Afghanistan, than a Taliban NUCLEAR Pakistan!?"  http://www.electricarticles.com/display.aspx?id=639 TP

Should Pakistan break down completely, a Taliban-style government with strong Al Qaeda influence is a real possibility. Such deep chaos would, of course, open a “Pandora's box” for the region and the world. With the possibility of unstable clerical and military fundamentalist elements being in control of the Pakistan nuclear arsenal, not only their use against India, but Israel becomes a possibility, as well as the acquisition of nuclear and other deadly weapons secrets by Al Qaeda. Invading Pakistan would not be an option for America. Therefore a nuclear war would now again become a real strategic possibility. This would bring a shift in the tectonic plates of global relations. It could usher in a new Cold War with China and Russia pitted against the US

Racism Scenario
Increased drone warfare create racist and sexist evaluations of Afghan civilians

Jutta Weber, Guest Professor at the Centre for Interdisciplinary Studies at the University of Duisburg-Essen, 2009 [“Robotic Warfare, Human Rights and the Rhetoric of Ethical Machines”, www.gender.uu.se/filedownload.php?id=311, BBQ]
The Price of New Warfare Scenarios: On Racism, Sexism, & Cost-Efficiency Given this background, military forces proceed to rely increasingly on UCAVs in their ‘war on terror’ in Afghanistan, Pakistan, Iraq and Gaza (Mellenthin 2009). With nationalist rhetoric these systems are praised as the remedy to save the lives of one’s own soldiers. For example, Lin et al. 2009 (in this volume) write: “Instead of our soldiers returning home in flag-draped caskets to heartbroken parents, autonomous robots […] can replace the human soldier in an increasing range of dangerous missions.” This approach relies on a problematic ontological stance. Obviously, the priority is to save the lives of one’s own soldiers. There is less or no concern for the humanitarian costs of these new technologies with regard to the non-combatants of other (low-tech) nations from the South. Despite the common rhetoric of ‘precision air strikes’ by the military and media, the deployment of UCAVs using bombs and missiles for targeted killing costs the lives of a growing number of civilians. There seems to be an underlying racism and partially sexism that takes it as obvious that US (or NATO) soldiers are of much higher value than Afghan or Iraqi civilians – which means women, children or elderly people. Despite the fact that the attacks affect also some men and boys as well and US militaries include female soldiers, the sexism of this warfare politics lies in the structural effects of military politics and the politics of international relations (Tickner 2004). Both ignore to a wide extent the different situation and needs of women and children which leads to much more severe effects of war and conflict on women (Moore 2007) There are still astonishingly few discussions of the racist and sexist implications of the different valuation of the lives of Western troops and non-Westerns combatants as well as civilians (Butler 2008, Herold 2008). Sometimes, also the illusion is evoked that the coming wars will be robot wars only.

Afghanistan Scenario
Drone operations embolden the insurgency and destablizes the Afghan people 
Dressler 9/1/09 (Jeff, Research Analyst at the Institute for the Study of War. “Surge in Afghanistan: A Response to George Will,” The Compass  http://www.realclearworld.com/blog/2009/09/surge_in_afghanistan_a_respons.html#more)

What’s really surprising about Will’s commentary is his trumpeting of a counterterrorism strategy as the new “revised” policy. This failed Rumsfeldian approach is one of the most glaring reasons for the strategic failures of the past several years. Will contends that this can be done alone from “offshore” drones, intelligence and missiles. Unfortunately, effective counterterrorism is predicated on effective intelligence, that which can only been garnered through an effective counterinsurgency strategy. Some would argue that “offshore counterterrorism” would have serious unintended consequences, some of which we have been privy to over the past several years. Collateral damage (the death of innocent civilians) is perhaps the surest way to turn the population against Afghan and coalition efforts. In short, we become the enemy while the real enemy, the Taliban, capitalize on local discontent. For this very reason, one of General McChrystal’s first orders was to restrict the use of airstrikes, “air power contains the seeds of our own destruction if we do not use it responsibly,” he said.

Afghanistan instability draws in Taliban rule – the best case scenario is a split Afghanistan

Stephen John Morgan, a political psychologist, researcher into Chaos/Complexity Theory, March 5, 2007, "Better another Taliban Afghanistan, than a Taliban NUCLEAR Pakistan!?"  http://www.electricarticles.com/display.aspx?id=639 TP

They are low on adequate resources and relegated in importance. The former British Commander of NATO forces admitted that last year they came close to losing Kandahar, the second city. It is not ruled out that much of the south and east could fall into Taliban hands this year, paving the way for the fall of Kabul, the year after. The Taliban are ferocious fighters, with a messianic fervour to fight to the death. They bring with them the experience of veterans of the brutal Soviet war and the civil war which followed. Now regrouped, rearmed, their forces are prepared both for unfavourable open combat of almost suicidal proportions. Furthermore they are opportunistically changing tactics, both in order to create maximum urban destabilization and to win local support in the countryside. Boasting of more than 1,000 suicide volunteer bombers,they have also renounced their former policy against heroin cultivation, thus allowing them to win support among the rural population and gain support from local tribes, warlords and criminal gangs, who have been alienated by NATO policies of poppy field destruction. Although disliked and despised in many quarters, the Taliban could not advance without the support or acquiescence of parts of the population, especially in the south. In particular, the Taliban is drawing on backing from the Pashtun tribes from whom they originate. The southern and eastern areas have been totally out of government control since 2001. Moreover, not only have they not benefited at all from the Allied occupation, but it is increasingly clear that with a few small centres of exception, all of the country outside Kabul has seen little improvement in its circumstances. The conditions for unrest are ripe and the Taliban is filling the vacuum. The Break-Up of Afghanistan? However, the Taliban is unlikely to win much support outside of the powerful Pashtun tribes. Although they make up a majority of the nation, they are concentrated in the south and east. Among the other key minorities, such as Tajiks and Uzbeks, who control the north they have no chance of making new inroads. They will fight the Taliban and fight hard, but their loyalty to the NATO and US forces is tenuous to say the least. The Northern Alliance originally liberated Kabul from the Taliban without Allied ground support. The Northern Alliance are fierce fighters, veterans of the war of liberation against the Soviets and the Afghanistan civil war. Mobilized they count for a much stronger adversary than the NATO and US forces. It is possible that, while they won’t fight for the current government or coalition forces, they will certainly resist any new Taliban rule. They may decide to withdraw to their areas in the north and west of the country. This would leave the Allied forces with few social reserves, excepting a frightened and unstable urban population in Kabul, much like what happened to the Soviets. Squeezed by facing fierce fighting in Helmund and other provinces, and, at the same time, harried by a complementary tactic of Al Qaeda-style urban terrorism in Kabul, sooner or later, a “Saigon-style” evacuation of US and Allied forces could be on the cards. The net result could be the break-up and partition of Afghanistan into a northern and western area and a southern and eastern area, which would include the two key cities of Kandahar and, the capital Kabul. 
***CASE FRONTLINES

Jirga Adv. Frontline (1/2)

The Jirga in Afghanistan shatters Women’s Rights. 

Golnar Motevalli, Journalist, May 30th 2010, Women Worry Afghan peace jirga will harm rights, http://www.reuters.com/article/idUSTRE64T0ND20100530, M.E

(Reuters) - As Afghanistan's most powerful men arrive in Kabul for a major conference aimed at starting a peace process with the Taliban, many women are worried the event could lead to a compromise of their hard-won rights. Afghanistan is holding a peace jirga or an assembly of powerful leaders, tribal elders and representatives of civil society to consider plans to open talks with Taliban leaders in an effort to end the nine-year conflict. A possible return of the Taliban has touched off concern about the fate of women who were banned from schools, the work place and public life during the Taliban rule from 1996 to 2001. "I would not expect the peace jirga to do anything good for women. My hope is that it will recognize their presence and protect their rights equally to men, as presented in the constitution," said Orzala Ashraf Nemat, a leading women's rights activist in Kabul. "I'm really tired of this strategy and plans and jargon. I'd like to see activists from all 34 provinces to come to Kabul and plan a much deeper understanding of what should be done in the future for women," she said.

Preventing Jirgas will ensure better women’s rights and an end to violence.  

Participatory Development Initiatives, Role of Tribal Jirga in Violence Against Women, 2005, http://www.pdi.org.pk/reports/PDI%20Study%20on%20Role%20of%20Jirga%20in%20Honor%20Killing.pdf, M.E 

The Jirga System is a traditional system of justice being practiced in rural Sindh as well as Balochistan and NWFP. There is a common perception that there is a sufficient link between the growing incidents of violence against women especially the cases of Karo Kari in Sindh and the tribal jirgas. The study seeks to identify the overall impact of tribal jirga system on the cases of karo kari in Sindh. Quantities research methodology has been adopted in the data collection process. Secondary data was collection from libraries, internet, bookshops as well as government institutions. Tools of in- depth interviews, focus group discussions and case studies were used to collect wide-ranging primary data on the research problem. Major findings of the study show that the codes, rules, regulations as well as verdicts of tribal jirgas are completely opposed to not only the formal law and the constitution of Pakistan but also international standards of human rights. For example, in the eyes of tribal jirga, killing a woman in the name of honour is not a crime. Tribal jirga in place of considering the women killed as victim, considers the killer as a victim and grieved party, and in its process of verdict ensures compensation for the killer of the women and his family. Tribal jirga provides no opportunities to the accused women to defend themselves against the allegations leveled against them, but considers the testimony of their male relatives as the final word to declare women as Kari. Moreover, the women who decide on their own to marry any man of their choice are also declared Kari by the tribal jirga, despite their legal nikah. While thoroughly examining the codes, rules, regulations and verdicts of the tribal jirga the study concludes that there are sufficient negative impacts of tribal jirgas on violence against women especially the cases of karo kari in Sindh, as the tribal jirgas not only provide relief to the killers but even encourage them on killing a women in the name of karo kari by providing them compensation in the form of cash or women. As a result by being encouraged by the tribal jirga, people usually kill their women on the baseless allegations of karo kari so as to extract money or other benefits from the men accused of being karo. The study recommendations strict ban on holding tribal jirgas, by further improving the laws which impose ban such jirgas as well as improving the implementation mechanisms for such laws. The study also suggests reforms in the country’s formal criminal laws as well as the laws dealing with violence against women. It also suggests that domestic violence be legally declared as criminal offence and procedure of getting FIR registered against the accused be made easy and simple for the women. The study also recommends increasing awareness and education in the rural society to root out the ages old tribal tradition of karo kari 

Jirga Adv. Frontline (2/2)

The Jirga system opens the gateway for patriarchy. 

I.A Rehman, Newsline Wrtier, August 2002, “Dark Justice”, http://www.newsline.com.pk/NewsAug2002/cover5aug.htm

Needless to say, there are even stronger arguments against the jirga system. Different communities and tribes have different traditions. The agriculturists and the mercantile community follow different codes. Acceptance of jirga rule means allowing many parallel systems of justice within the nation, contrary to the wisdom of ages which enjoins a uniform code of justice, especially in criminal matters, for the entire population of a state. All tribal codes in Pakistan are rooted in patriarchy and ignore even Islamic codes of law, particularly with regard to women. They do not recognise a woman's independent identity. The murder of a woman can be avenged or compensation sought for it, but a woman can neither be a member of a jirga nor a counsel. Worst of all, she is treated as a commodity, comparable to money or a piece of land, to be bartered away to secure a settlement. A typical example of the symbiosis between jirga and patriarchy is section 30 of the FCR which defines adultery as an offence that can be committed only by a married woman. Why this special favour to women if Penal Code provisions in rape and illicit sex are also applicable? Except for some rare tribal communities where class distinctions have still not affected the status of individual members, most jirgas are dominated by economically and socially dominant groups. A landlord-dominated jirga may be able to do justice between two tenants but its capacity to do justice between a tenant and a landlord (if the latter at all agrees to submit himself to a jirga or panchayat) will always be suspect. Religious, sectarian and political polarisation undermines the non-partisan credentials of jirgas.
Patriarchy is the root cause of all war and will lead to extinction

Reardon, 93 [Betty, Director of the Peace Education Program at Teacher's College Columbia University, 1993, Women and Peace: Feminist Visions of Global Security, p. 30-2]

A clearly visible element in the escalating tensions among militarized nations is the macho posturing and the patriarchal ideal of dominance, not parity, which motivates defense ministers and government leaders to "strut their stuff" as we watch with increasing horror. Most men in our patriarchal culture are still acting out old patterns that are radically inappropriate for the nuclear age. To prove dominance and control, to distance one's character from that of women, to survive the toughest violent initiation, to shed the sacred blood of the hero, to collaborate with death in order to hold it at bay-all of these patriarchal pressures on men have traditionally reached resolution in ritual fashion on the battlefield. But there is no longer any battlefield. Does anyone seriously believe that if a nuclear power were losing a crucial, large-scale conventional war it would refrain from using its multiple-warhead nuclear missiles because of some diplomatic agreement? The military theater of a nuclear exchange today would extend, instantly or eventually, to all living things, all the air, all the soil, all the water. If we believe that war is a "necessary evil," that patriarchal assumptions are simply "human nature," then we are locked into a lie, paralyzed. The ultimate result of unchecked terminal patriarchy will be nuclear holocaust. The causes of recurrent warfare are not biological. Neither are they solely economic. They are also a result of patriarchal ways of thinking, which historically have generated considerable pressure for standing armies to be used. (Spretnak 1983) These cultural tendencies have produced our current crisis of a highly militarized, violent world that in spite of the decline of the cold war and the slowing of the military race between the superpowers is still staring into the abyss of nuclear disaster, as described by a leading feminist in an address to the Community Aid Abroad State Convention, Melbourne, Australia: These then are the outward signs of militarism across the world today: weapons-building and trading in them; spheres of influence derived from their supply; intervention-both overt and covert; torture; training of military personnel, and supply of hardware to, and training of police; the positioning of military bases on foreign soil; the despoilation of the planet; 'intelligence' networks; the rise in the number of national security states; more and more countries coming under direct military rule; the militarization of diplomacy, and the interlocking and the international nature of the military order which even defines the major rifts in world politics. (Shelly 1983).

Jirga Adv. Frontline Extensions (Taliban)

The Jirga system of government hurts democracy and strips women of their fundamental rights. 

Huma Yusuf, Editor for Dawn, Rethinking Jirgas, April 11th 2010, http://www.dawn.com/wps/wcm/connect/dawn-content-library/dawn/the-newspaper/columnists/19-huma-yusuf-rethinking-jirgas-140-hh-07, M.E

But for democratically minded individuals, jirgas are far more demonic institutions. They are the entities that ordered and implemented (most famously) the gang-rape of Mukhtar Mai as well as thousands of other cases of rape, swara, karo-kari, vani, and other so-called tribal practices that devastate the lives of women. Like other all-male institutions that regularly trounce the fundamental rights of Pakistani women, jirgas have long been the target of human rights groups who advocate that on this basis alone the councils should be deemed undemocratic and abolished nationwide. No doubt, the track record of jirgas on the issue of women’s rights demonstrates that they are incompatible with democracy. Beyond the women’s angle too, it is clear that jirgas have no place in a functioning democracy because they erode the writ of the state. In his 2004 SHC ruling outlawing jirgas, Justice Rehmat Hussain Jaffery pointed out that since jirgas exercise legislative, judicial and executive authority, they usurp and undermine the power of the state, and are therefore unconstitutional. Moreover, the fact that politicians such as Sheikh and Mahar — whose very power stems from the parliamentary system — are convening jirgas totally undercuts our system of governance. The fact is that no institution can be considered democratic if it grants certain Pakistani citizens power over other Pakistani citizens; offers no opportunities to appeal its decisions; disregards international conventions on human rights and law that Pakistan is a signatory to; and appropriates the government’s accountability to its citizens in matters of law and order. There is also no masking the fact that jirgas preserve the privileges of waderas, sardars and other land-holding or politically influential ‘gentry’. In reinforcing feudal dynamics, jirgas become the very antithesis of democracy, which is premised on equality and social mobility.

The Jirga system makes Taliban retaliation inevitable- recent attacks prove. 

Al Jazeera, Aljazeera.net, June 2nd 2010, “Taliban Attacks Recent Peace Jirga”, http://english.aljazeera.net/news/asia/2010/06/20106244135950477.html 

Hamid Karzai, the Afghan president, has opened a three-day peace conference in the capital, Kabul, amid rocket fire and at least one suicide bombing. Several rockets were launched at the tent housing the conference, locally called a "jirga", during Karzai's opening speech on Wednesday. Long bursts of gunfire were also heard nearby. A suicide bomber also blew himself up near the tent, according to Afghan police. No casualties were reported, except for the bomber. The Taliban has claimed responsibility for the attacks. Zemeri Bashary, a spokesman for the interior ministry, said police killed two other fighters, and captured a third, in a house near the conference site. Zabiullah Mujahid, a Taliban spokesman, said the attackers were dressed in Afghan army uniforms. The Afghan president left the area in an armoured convoy after his speech. Security was a major concern in the weeks leading up to the conference. Extra police have been deployed throughout the capital, and journalists reported long delays at checkpoints on Wednesday morning. The Taliban warned delegates to stay away in an audio recording released last month, saying that "the punishment for participating in the jirga is death" "I think some Afghans... will say, if they can't even secure the area around the gathering that they've talked about for months on end, with the immense security preparations they have in place, what chance do they have of trying to secure the rest of the country?" Al Jazeera's James Bays, reporting from Kabul, said. Mirwais Yasini, the deputy speaker of the Afghan parliament, called Wednesday's attack "a very big security blunder". "It was a big shock for us [at the jirga] and for the nation," he told Al Jazeera. "We were sure that the security was very good here and there would be no security blunder."

 

Jirga Adv. Extensions (Increase Terrorism)

The Jirga system makes Taliban retaliation inevitable- recent attacks prove. 

Al Jazeera, Aljazeera.net, June 2nd 2010, “Taliban Attacks Recent Peace Jirga”, http://english.aljazeera.net/news/asia/2010/06/20106244135950477.html 
Hamid Karzai, the Afghan president, has opened a three-day peace conference in the capital, Kabul, amid rocket fire and at least one suicide bombing. Several rockets were launched at the tent housing the conference, locally called a "jirga", during Karzai's opening speech on Wednesday. Long bursts of gunfire were also heard nearby. A suicide bomber also blew himself up near the tent, according to Afghan police. No casualties were reported, except for the bomber. The Taliban has claimed responsibility for the attacks. Zemeri Bashary, a spokesman for the interior ministry, said police killed two other fighters, and captured a third, in a house near the conference site. Zabiullah Mujahid, a Taliban spokesman, said the attackers were dressed in Afghan army uniforms. The Afghan president left the area in an armoured convoy after his speech. Security was a major concern in the weeks leading up to the conference. Extra police have been deployed throughout the capital, and journalists reported long delays at checkpoints on Wednesday morning. The Taliban warned delegates to stay away in an audio recording released last month, saying that "the punishment for participating in the jirga is death" "I think some Afghans... will say, if they can't even secure the area around the gathering that they've talked about for months on end, with the immense security preparations they have in place, what chance do they have of trying to secure the rest of the country?" Al Jazeera's James Bays, reporting from Kabul, said. Mirwais Yasini, the deputy speaker of the Afghan parliament, called Wednesday's attack "a very big security blunder". "It was a big shock for us [at the jirga] and for the nation," he told Al Jazeera. "We were sure that the security was very good here and there would be no security blunder."

The Taliban will not join peace talks with Jirga officials- it will just lead to more U.S troops being deployed. 

Associated Press, 6/6/10, “Two Karzi aides Resign after Jirga Attack”, http://www.msnbc.msn.com/id/37536188/ns/world_news-south_and_central_asia/

President Hamid Karzai's office said in a statement he had accepted the resignations of Interior Minister Hanif Atmar and National Directorate of Security, or NDS, chief Amrullah Saleh because they gave unsatisfactory explanations for last Wednesday's attack. Taliban militants fired rockets at the conference where some 1,500 delegates — including lawmakers, tribal and religious chiefs — discussed how to resolve Afghanistan's nearly 9-year war. The militants then fought a gunbattle with security forces near the venue, and were killed. No delegates were hurt. The surprise resignations are likely to cause major disruption within two key security agencies — the police and intelligence service — as the insurgency deepens and the United States ramps up its troop numbers in an attempt to turn around the war. "It's a very significant event. There will be a massive fall-out from these resignations both in the Interior Ministry and the NDS as alliances are shuffled," said Candace Rondeaux, senior analyst on Afghanistan for the International Crisis Group think tank. "They appear to be forced resignations, and reflect significant worries of Karzai's administration over the loyalty of those leading key security agencies in the country," she said. It also comes as the Afghan government, backed by the outcome of the peace conference, is committed to offering peace with the insurgents, which risks alienating former figures in the Northern Alliance — such as Saleh — who helped the United States oust the Taliban regime in 2001.
Jirga Adv. Extensions (Patriarchy)

Jirga creates a safe haven for men and a society’s value system of gendered violence. 

Khawateen Mahaz-e-Amal, Violence is not our culture, July 24th 2010, http://www.stop-stoning.org/node/1216

8 July 2010 – Khawateen Mahaz-e-Amal (Women’s Action Forum – National) is outraged at reports of yet another “judgement” (sic) of Rajm (stoning to death) for “illicit relations” (sic), pronounced by a self-styled Jirga in Kala Dhaka, on an accusation that a man and a woman were seen walking together in a field in Madakhail. WAF strongly condemns the Jirga and its verdict; as also the fact that while the accused man, Zarkat, escaped on hearing the Jirga’s “verdict” of Rajm, the accused woman was “captured” by the Jirga members and reportedly is being held at a secret place in Manjakot, pending the Rajm punishment.  As usual, it is the woman who is made to bear the brunt of such atrocious barbarism, injustice, and inhuman, unIslamic “sentences”.

Pakistan Adv. Frontline (1/2)

There is no risk of a terror attack - Pakistan has already started battling extremism. 

The News International, November 25th 2009, “US Wants to Reduce Indo-Pak Tensions” http://www.thenews.com.pk/top_story_detail.asp?Id=25767

WASHINGTON: US President Barack Obama on Tuesday took note of the historic animosity between Pakistan and India and signaled the United States wanted to find ways to reduce tensions between the two countries. “We want to be encouraging of ways in which both India and Pakistan can be secure and focus on development, Obama said while speaking at a joint news conference with Indian Prime Minister Manmohan Singh. The US president said he believed Pakistan was making progress in fighting extremism as he tried to assuage India’s concerns about its historic rival. “Pakistan has an enormously important role in the security of the region by making sure that the extremist organisations that often operate out of its territories are dealt with effectively,” Obama said. “And we’ve seen some progress,” he said. Obama pointed to Pakistan’s offensive against the Taliban insurgents in the Swat Valley and South Waziristan as a sign of progress. The operation “indicates the degree to which they are beginning to recognise that extremism, even if initially directed to the outside, can ultimately also have an adverse impact on their security internally,” Obama said. Earlier, Obama rolled out the red carpet for Manmohan Singh for the first full-fledged state visit of his White House, to climax in a swank black-tie dinner set to be one of Washington’s most elite social occasions since his January 20 inauguration. Obama hailed India as indispensable” as he welcomed Prime Minister Manmohan Singh to the White House on the first state visit of his presidency. “This visit reflects the high esteem in which I and the American people hold your wise leadership,” Obama told the leader of the world’s largest democracy after the anthems of both nations were played at the welcome ceremony.

The U.S will help Pakistan stabilize tensions with India. 

Lisa Curtis, Writer at the Heritage Foundation, January 8th 2010, Managing Indo-Pak Relations, http://www.heritage.org/research/commentary/2010/01/managing-indopak-tensions

The regional rivalry between India and Pakistan complicates the stabilization of Afghanistan> and the fight against global terrorism. Yet the US has little leverage to coax the two sides into a genuine peace process that can reframe their relationship in the context of 21st century economic and political realities. The best the US can do is facilitate better communication between the two governments, propose creative ideas for building mutual confidence, and avoid seeking a direct role in addressing Kashmir, which would undoubtedly raise false expectations in Islamabad and alienate New Delhi. That might just help Pakistan get realistic.To the region's benefit, US President Barack Obama's thinking on Kashmir has evolved considerably over the last year. As a presidential candidate, Obama raised alarm bells in India by telling a television interviewer that he would consider appointing a Kashmir envoy. By contrast, in late November he told a reporter, during a press conference with Indian Prime Minister Manmohan Singh, that the US would not seek to resolve longstanding India-Pakistan conflicts but rather "encourage ways in which both countries can feel secure and focus on the development of their own countries and people". By tempering expectations about a potential US role in the Kashmir imbroglio, Obama has taken an important step in encouraging the two sides to be more realistic about solutions. Past progress on Kashmir between former Pakistani president Pervez Musharraf and Singh indicates there is scope for forward movement, without direct US involvement.

Pakistan Adv. Frontline (2/2)

The US Government needs to keep military presence in the Middle East in order to resolve potential China-Pakistan nuclear conflict. 

Lisa Curtis and Nicholas Hamisevicz, Heritage Foundation, May 20th, 2010, “US Should Block China Pakistan Nuclear Reactor Deal,” http://www.heritage.org/Research/Reports/2010/05/US-Should-Block-China-Pakistan-Nuclear-Reactor-Deal

An Obama Administration decision to allow the China–Pakistan nuclear deal to advance unhindered would be a high-stakes diplomatic gamble. Beijing would likely pocket U.S. acquiescence while continuing only the most grudging cooperation on America’s highest international priorities. At the same time, Pakistan’s increased access to civilian nuclear technology without sufficient legal context and safeguards poses a potential proliferation threat and danger to nuclear safety and security on the Subcontinent. A better strategy is for the Obama Administration to use other diplomatic incentives to leverage both countries’ cooperation on the issues of most importance to the U.S. For example: The U.S. should seek to leverage the conventional military aid already in the pipeline for Pakistan and encourage a nuclear restraint regime between India and Pakistan aimed at building confidence between the nuclear-armed rivals. With regard to meeting Pakistani energy requirements, Washington can help in the area of hydroelectric power and lead an international initiative to help meet Pakistan’s non-nuclear energy needs. In particular, the U.S. should encourage countries in the Friends of Democratic Pakistan group to follow through on financial commitments and to coordinate energy projects in Pakistan. With regard to China, the Administration should de-link this deal from other aspects of U.S.–China relations. The U.S. and China should coordinate policies toward Pakistan in a way that discourages nuclear proliferation and promotes stability in the country. These recommendations are more likely to help America meet its foreign policy objectives without potentially sacrificing nuclear safety and security in South Asia.

Pakistan Adv. Extensions (US Military Presence Key)

Pakistan has begun fighting terrorism however it needs the continued presence of the US Military in order to stabilize Afghanistan.  

Pakistan Times, Monitoring Desk, 2007, “Brute Force Alone Cannot Curb Terrorism, Pakistan’s Strategy is Holistic: Ambassador Durrani” http://pakistantimes.net/2007/09/20//top7.htm

WASHINGTON (US): Observing that brute force alone cannot destroy terrorism, Pakistan’s ambassador to the United States Mahmud Ali Durrani has said the country is following a holistic strategy to root out the menace over the long-term and called for fostering greater understanding of Pakistani efforts.   “Our strategy is holistic, encompassing the use of force, winning hearts and minds and mainstreaming the misguided. We are convinced mere use of brute force will not destroy the menace of terrorism,” he emphasized.   Speaking at ambassadors forum at George Washington University, the envoy counted lack of education and poverty as factors fueling extremism and terrorism and added that an essential element of Islamabad’s strategy is increased investment in the two areas.   “It is heartening to note that the United States is now supportive of this strategy while the Afghans are planning to open a dialogue with the militant tribals.”   Washington has committed to extend 750 million dollars over five years while Pakistan is to spend 100 million dollars each year for a decade for uplift of its tribal areas, bordering Afghanistan.   Ambassador Durrani strongly rebutted allegations with regard to existence of terrorists “safe havens” on the Pakistani side of the Afghan border. “Such allegations are unsubstantiated,” he said. The ambassador, however, added there may be some elements of al-Qaeda and the Taliban in the region.   Commenting on recent statements in the media questioning the country’s counterterrorism efforts including those by presidential candidates suggesting unilateral strikes against targets on the Pakistani side of the border, he termed such pronouncements as counterproductive to the fight against terrorism.   “As Pakistan fights extremism and terrorism through a multi-dimensional strategy, we expect understanding and support from our friends in the United States,” he said.   Citing Pakistan’s vital counterterrorism efforts over several years and sacrifices rendered by its security forces, the envoy said the country has been a key ally but continues to suffer from the blowback effect of insurgency in Afghanistan.   “We believe that despite every effort by Pakistan, Afghanistan would not be able to prevail over terrorists unless its resolves to improve governance, reduce the hold of warlords, eliminate corruption and uproot the drug mafia.” He reiterated Pakistan’s desire for stability in the neighboring country as a confident, secure and friendly Afghanistan is in its best strategic interest.   Ambassador Durrani referred to last week’s US-Pakistan strategic partnership dialogue and said the two close allies are set to deepen their cooperation in wide-ranging areas including education, science and technology, economy and energy.   “We should expand and strengthen our relationship to a point where it can withstand the occasional shock which comes our way,” he said while underlining the importance of understanding each other, developing trust and working in a coordinated fashion, especially in combating terrorism.

Terrorism Adv. Frontline (1/3)

Al Qaeda isn’t a threat to the Middle East anymore. 

Peter Beinart, The New Republic, “The Decline of Al Qaeda” January 8th 2010, http://www.tnr.com/blog/jonathan-chait/the-decline-al-qaeda

Once upon a time, al-Qaeda's modus operandi was to launch multiple, simultaneous attacks. That way, even if one attack failed, the entire operation wouldn't. On 9/11, the network deployed 19 hijackers on four planes; on 12/25, by contrast, it managed only one. Second, the underwear attack failed because Abdulmutallab wasn't particularly well trained. The 19 Sept. 11 hijackers were personally selected by Osama bin Laden from the tens of thousands of potential killers who went through al-Qaeda's Afghan training camps in the 1990s. The ringleaders got extensive training on the design of airplanes and the behavior of aircraft crews, even before they enrolled in U.S. flight schools. The grunts were made to slit the throats of camels and sheep to overcome their inhibitions about murder. Abdulmutallab, by contrast, reportedly used a syringe to try to detonate a notoriously hard-to-detonate explosive called PETN. "To make this stuff work," says Van Romero, an explosives expert at New Mexico Tech, "you have to know what you're doing." Abdulmutallab, it appears, did not....

All this means that even in places like Pakistan and Yemen where al-Qaeda or its affiliates retain some organizational presence, it is much harder to train lots of would-be terrorists for complex, mass-casualty attacks. In response, al-Qaeda seems to be relying more on solo operators, people like Abdulmutallab, Fort Hood gunman Major Nidal Malik Hasan and Najibullah Zazi, the Afghan American arrested last year for allegedly plotting to blow up buildings in New York. These lone wolves are harder to catch, but they're also less likely to do massive damage.

Terrorism is declining- their evidence is old and relies on inaccurate data

CBC News, “Incidents of terrorism declining, say researchers”, 5-30-08.  http://www.cbc.ca/canada/story/2008/05/30/f-terrorism-decline.html.  

A new report from Simon Fraser University in B.C. concludes there has been a sharp decline in the incidence of terrorist violence around the world, challenging assumptions that the global threat has been increasing. The Human Security Brief 2007 says fatalities from terrorism have decreased by some 40 per cent in recent months. It also concludes the terrorist network associated with al-Qaeda and Osama bin Laden has suffered a dramatic collapse in popular support in the Muslim world. The study analyzed data produced by three U.S.-based terrorism research centres: the National Counterterrorism Centre; the Memorial Institute for the Prevention of Terrorism; and the National Consortium for the Study of Terrorism and Responses to Terrorism (START) at the University of Maryland. Andrew Mack, the director of the Human Security Report Project, said all three "distort the global terrorism trend data" by counting civilian deaths in the civil war in Iraq as incidents of terrorism. The project conducts research on global regional trends in political violence and is affiliated with the university's School for International Studies. Mack said the decline in popular support for the Islamists in the Muslim world has affected the al-Qaeda network's ability to co-ordinate and launch attacks. "The reduction in Islamist violence has attracted virtually no notice because the media don't report attacks that don't take place," he said. 

Terrorism Adv. Frontline (2/3)

The threat of proliferation is exaggerated – if anything, proliferation increases stability

Oxford University Press USA, Do nuclear weapons make the world a safer place?, March 26, 2009. http://blog.oup.com/2009/z03/nuclear-weapons/.  

Some analysts have made a compelling case that the fear of nuclear proliferation, or the spread of nuclear weapons, has been exaggerated. Some go even further and argue that proliferation may actually increase global stability. It is an argument peculiar to nuclear weaponry, as it does not apply and is not made with regard to other so-called weapons of mass destruction such as chemical and biological weapons. Nuclear weapons are simply so destructive, this school of thought argues, that using them is such a high bar that it would be madness itself to launch against a nuclear-armed foe. Put another way, nuclear states should know better than to fight wars with each other. The argument that proliferation is not necessarily a dire threat has been made in expansions both lateral – to other countries – and vertical – in the growth of nuclear stockpiles. ‘Since 1945’, remarked Michael Mandelbaum, 25 years ago, ‘the more nuclear weapons each has accumulated, the less likely, on the whole, it has seemed that either side would use them’. Others have made similar arguments. Kenneth Waltz maintains, for example, that nuclear weapons preserve an ‘imperfect peace’ on the subcontinent between India and Pakistan. Responding to reports that all Pentagon war games involving India and Pakistan always end in a nuclear exchange, Waltz argues that ‘Has everyone in that building forgotten that deterrence works precisely because nuclear states fear that conventional military engagements may escalate to the nuclear level, and therefore they draw back from the brink?’
Terrorism Adv. Frontline (3/3)
Decreased military presence would spur anti-Americanism

Thomas Hegghammer, senior research fellow at the Norwegian Defence Research Establishment (FFI) and an associate of the Initiative on Religion in International Affairs at Harvard Kennedy School's Belfer Center for Science and International Affairs. November 11, 2009, “The big impact of small footprints” http://afpak.foreignpolicy.com/posts/2009/11/11/the_big_impact_of_small_footprints TP

A growing number of people, led by Vice President Joe Biden, are advocating a so-called "small footprint" approach to the U.S. military mission in Afghanistan. They propose a significantly reduced military presence that focuses more on destroying al Qaeda than on building Afghanistan, and relies more on airstrikes and special forces than on conventional tactics. America will get about as much security as before, the argument goes, but at a much lower price. A return of the Taliban to power is not necessarily a problem, small footprint proponents argue, because the regime can be deterred from hosting al Qaeda by the threat of U.S. airstrikes or another invasion. One of the many assumptions behind this tempting argument is that there is a certain level of proportionality between the amount of force we use and the level of resistance we encounter. If we stop occupying Afghanistan and limit violence to the really bad guys, al Qaeda will be unable, and other radicalized Muslims unwilling, to attack the United States. This may be true for local insurgencies such as the Taliban, but not for small transnational movements such as al Qaeda. In fact, a significantly smaller U.S. presence in Afghanistan may paradoxically generate more anti-Americanism outside Afghanistan and ultimately more anti-Western terrorism than a more conventional military approach. This is because jihadi propaganda today relies on visually powerful symbols to mobilize people, and intermittent "surgical" strikes, and the casualties they cause, may create more such symbols than continuous conventional warfare. The history of jihadism is full of examples of seemingly small incidents having a major effect on mobilization. In August 1998, the U.S. launched missiles on Afghanistan and Sudan in retaliation for al Qaeda attacks on U.S. embassies in East Africa. The strikes made Mullah Omar work more closely with Osama Bin Laden and were followed by an increase in recruitment to al Qaeda camps in Afghanistan. In April 2002, the Israeli military's incursion into Jenin caused a veritable political earthquake in the Muslim world, and demonstrably helped recruitment to al Qaeda in Saudi Arabia and elsewhere. This was despite the relatively few casualties (a U.N. report concluded 52 Palestinian were killed, half of them civilians). In Pakistan, a few failed U.S. airstrikes in the Tribal Areas in 2006 and 2007 caused public outrage.and dramatically increased anti-Americanism across the country. The power of small incidents has increased in the past decade thanks to the Internet. Increasing bandwidth, cheaper digital cameras and fast-learning activists have turned the world wide web into a giant propaganda tool which can generate powerful visual messages and project them instantly to a global audience. The smallest detail can be dramatically enlarged and turned into a symbol of "Muslim suffering at the hands of non-Muslims." On jihadi discussion forums such as Faloja (named after the Iraqi city whose 2004 battles between jihadis and U.S. forces made it an icon of Muslim suffering), high-quality video productions appear on a daily basis. The relationship between objective physical destruction and jihadi mobilization has never been less linear. (Of course, the non-linearity works both ways; more conventional power does not necessarily generate less powerful propaganda.) Why, then, would a small footprint approach in Afghanistan create more visual symbols of Muslim suffering? For a start, a troop reduction would not take away the occupation, at least not in the eyes of non-Afghan Islamists. Al Qaeda has a very wide definition of occupation and would frame any U.S. military presence in the region as such. Moreover, the surgical strikes would not be that surgical. A significantly smaller U.S. ground presence is likely to produce less good human intelligence, because it will be harder to protect informants. This will increase the risk of hitting, for example, wedding parties. In addition, fewer strikes means that each individual operation is more visible. This mitigates the problem of information saturation which currently frustrates jihadi propagandists. In war, many bad things happen, but individual incidents drown in the noise of the conflict. This may explain why interest in the Iraqi insurgency on jihadi forums has decreased steadily since 2005; there was so much going on that even jihadis were desensitized. A related dynamic may be behind the paradox that in Pakistan, public outrage over CIA drone strikes seems to have decreased in 2008 and 2009 as the frequency of strikes has gone up. For al Qaeda's propagandists, less can be more.

Terrorism Adv. Extensions (Alt. Causes)

The risk of nuclear terror is really low- laundry list of reasons. 
Ronald Bailey, Journalist @ Reason, Ex-Forbes, “The End of Humanity: Nukes, Nanotech, or God-Like Artificial Intelligences?” ReasonOnline, July 22, 2008, http://www.reason.com/news/show/127676.html.   

Terrorism expert Gary Ackerman from the University of Maryland and William Potter from the Monterey Institute of International Studies evaluated the risks from two types of nuclear terrorism—the theft of nuclear material and the construction of a crude bomb and the theft of an intact nuclear weapon. They set aside two lower consequence attacks: the dispersal of radiological material by means of a conventional explosion and sabotage of nuclear facilities. Could non-state actors, a.k.a., a terrorist group, actually build a nuclear bomb? Potter cited an article by Peter Zimmerman in which he estimated that a team of 19 terrorists (the same number that pulled off the September 11 atrocities) could build such a bomb for around $6 million. Their most challenging task would be to acquire 40 kilograms of highly enriched uranium (HEU). There are 1700 tons of HEU in the world, including 50 tons stored at civilian sites. Potter acknowledged that intact weapons are probably more secure than fissile material. Ackerman noted that only a small subset of terrorists has the motivation to use nuclear terrorism. "So far as we know only Jihadists want these weapons," said Ackerman. Specifically, Al Qaeda has made ten different efforts to get hold of fissile material. Ackerman told me that Al Qaeda had been defrauded several times by would-be vendors of nuclear materials. Just before the September 11 atrocities, two Pakistani nuclear experts visited Osama bin Laden in Afghanistan, apparently to advise Al Qaeda on nuclear matters. One possibility is that if Pakistan becomes more unstable intact weapons could fall into terrorist hands. Still, the good news is that intercepted fissile material smugglers have actually been carrying very small amounts. Less reassuringly, Potter did note that prison sentences for smugglers dealing in weapons grade nuclear material have been less than those meted out for drunk driving. One cautionary case: Two groups invaded and seized the control room of the Pelindaba nuclear facility in South Africa in November, 2007. They were briefly arrested and then released without further consequence. Both Ackerman and Potter agreed that it is in no state's interest to supply terrorists with nuclear bombs or fissile material. It could be easily traced back to them and they would suffer the consequences. Ackerman cited one expert estimate that there is a 50 percent chance of a nuclear terrorist attack in the next ten years. While nuclear war and nuclear terrorism would be catastrophic, the presenters acknowledged that neither constituted existential risks; that is, a risk that they could cause the extinction of humanity. But the next two risks, self-improving artificial intelligence and nanotechnology, would. 

Terrorism Adv. Extensions (Decline)

Global Terrorism is on the decline due to the decline of recent Al Qaeda attacks. 

Michel-Adrien, Journalist and Web Producer, The Library Boy, May 23th 2008, http://micheladrien.blogspot.com/2008/05/human-security-brief-2007-shows-decline.html

"This Brief focuses on three main issues. First, it challenges the expert consensus that the threat of terrorism—especially Islamist terrorism—is increasing. It tracks a remarkable but largely unnoticed decline in the incidence of terrorism around the world, including a sharp decrease in deadly assaults perpetrated by al-Qaeda’s loosely knit Islamist global terror network. " "Second, it analyzes the marked decline in the number and deadliness of armed conflicts in sub-Saharan Africa that has taken place since the end of the 1990s. It attributes this decline—and the parallel but longer-term fall in coups d’état in the region—to a significant increase in international initiatives directed towards stopping ongoing political violence and preventing it from restarting." "Third, it updates the global trend data on armed conflicts, battle-deaths, coups d’état, and human rights abuses that were reported in the Human Security Report 2005 and Human Security Brief 2006. It finds that there has been little net change in recent years in the number of conflicts in which a government is one of the warring parties, but that other forms of political violence, including communal conflicts, have declined."

Opium Adv. Frontline (1/1)

Opium production in Afghanistan is reaching an all time low
United Nations Office on Drugs and Crime (UNODC), “Afghan opium production in significant decline”, 9-2-09.  http://www.unodc.org/unodc/en/frontpage/2009/September/afghan-opium-production-in-significant--decline.html.  

Opium poppy cultivation in Afghanistan is down 22 per cent, opium production is down 10 per cent, while prices are at a 10-year low. The number of opium poppy-free provinces has increased from 18 to 20 out of a total number of 34, and more drugs are being seized as a result of more robust counter-narcotics operations by Afghan and NATO forces. These are the findings contained in the summary findings of the Afghan Opium Survey 2009, released in Kabul today by UNODC Executive Director Antonio Maria Costa. This annual survey covers the planting cycle from May 2008 to June 2009. "At a time of pessimism about the situation in Afghanistan, these results are a welcome piece of good news and demonstrate that progress is possible", said Mr. Costa.

Opium Adv. Extensions (Decline)

Opium production is sharply declining in Afghanistan- their arguments are non-unique. 

UNODC, United Nations Office On Drugs and Crime, “World Drug Report 2010 Shows Shift Towards New Drugs and New Markets”,  June 23rd, 2010, http://www.unis.unvienna.org/unis/pressrels/2010/unisnar1080.html

VIENNA, 23 June (UN Information Service) - The World Drug Report 2010 , issued today at the National Press Club in Washington by the United Nations Office on Drugs and Crime (UNODC), shows that drug use is shifting towards new drugs and new markets. Drug cultivation is declining in Afghanistan (for opium) and the Andean countries (coca), and drug use has stabilized in the developed world. However, there are signs of an increase in drug use in developing countries, and growing abuse of amphetamine-type stimulants (ATS) and prescription drugs around the world. The Report shows that the world's supply of the two main problem drugs - opiates and cocaine - keeps declining. The global area under opium cultivation has dropped by almost a quarter (23 per cent) in the past two years, and opium production looks set to fall steeply in 2010 due to a blight that could wipe out a quarter of Afghanistan's poppy crop. Coca cultivation, down by 28 per cent in the past decade, has kept declining in 2009. World cocaine production has declined by 12-18 per cent over the 2007-2009 period.

Hegemony Adv. Frontline (1/3)

United States influence in the world will remain more powerful than ever. 

Will Hutton, Columnist for The Observer, “Forget the Naysayers America Remains an Inspiration to us all” May 11th 2008 http://www.guardian.co.uk/commentisfree/2008/may/11/usa 

Browsing through an American bookshop does not lift the spirits. Books that chart the end of American supremacy, predict wars over finite natural resources, study the squeezed middle class or the catastrophic Bush presidency proliferate. The United States is going through a period of introspection and the Boston bookshelves, at which I spent part of last week, heave with the results. In one respect, it is hardly surprising. Iraq, Afghanistan and the rise of China. The credit crunch. The $124 a barrel oil price. The unbelievable unfairness of Bush's tax cuts. The racism and violence that still pockmark American life. Yet the pessimism is overdone. The more I visit the US the more I think the pundits predicting the US's imminent economic and political decline hugely overstate their case. Rather, the next 50 years will be as dominated by the US as the last 50. The US will widen its technological and scientific dominance, sustain its military hegemony, launch a period of reindustrialisation and continue to define modernity both in culture and industry. The fashionable view is that the American economy is a busted flush, a hollowed-out, deindustrialised shell housed in decaying infrastructure that delivers McJobs and has survived courtesy only of a ramped-up housing market and the willingness of foreigners to hold trillions of dollars of American debts. China and India are set to overtake it in the foreseeable future. At best, the US will have to get used to living in a multipolar world it cannot dominate. At worst, it will have to accept, along with the West, that the new economic and political heart of the world is Asia. The US economy is certainly in transition, made vastly more difficult by the spreading impact of the credit crunch. But the underlying story is much stronger. The country is developing the prototypical knowledge economy of the 21st century, an economy in which the division between manufacturing and services becomes less clear cut, in a world where the deployment of knowledge, brain power and problem-solving are the sources of wealth generation.What counts is the strength of a country's universities, research base, commitment to information and communications technology and new technologies along with a network of institutions that supports new enterprise. Here, the US is so far ahead of the rest of the world it is painful. The figures make your head spin. Of the world's top 100 universities, 37 are American. The country spends more proportionately on research and design, universities and software than any other, including Sweden and Japan. Of the world's top 50 companies ranked by R&D, 20 are American. Fifty-two of the world's top 100 brands are American. Half the world's new patents are registered by American companies. This year, American exports have grown by 13 per cent, helped by the falling dollar, so that the US has reclaimed its position as the world's number one exporter. Moreover, and little remarked on, two-thirds of America's imports come from affiliates of American companies that determinedly keep most of the value added in the US. The US certainly has a trade deficit, but importantly it is largely with itself. The US will recover from the credit crunch. Already there is an aggression and activism about how to respond that makes the British look limp in comparison. Four-fifths of new mortgages are underwritten by public mortgage banks, interest rates have been slashed and a bank bail-out was launched instantly. More activism is planned. There is a dynamic readiness to fix things in a tight economic corner, irrespective of ideology, that can only be admired.
 

Hegemony Adv. Frontline (2/3)

U.S primacy ended a long time ago- multipolarity exists today. 

Parag Khanna America Strategy Program sr. fellow, 1/27/08, p. 1, http://www.nytimes.com/2008/01/27/magazine/27world-t.html?_r=1&oref=slogin
At best, America’s unipolar moment lasted through the 1990s, but that was also a decade adrift. The post-cold-war “peace dividend” was never converted into a global liberal order under American leadership. So now, rather than bestriding the globe, we are competing — and losing — in a geopolitical marketplace alongside the world’s other superpowers: the European Union and China. This is geopolitics in the 21st century: the new Big Three. Not Russia, an increasingly depopulated expanse run by Gazprom.gov; not an incoherent Islam embroiled in internal wars; and not India, lagging decades behind China in both development and strategic appetite. The Big Three make the rules — their own rules — without any one of them dominating. And the others are left to choose their suitors in this post-American world. The more we appreciate the differences among the American, European and Chinese worldviews, the more we will see the planetary stakes of the new global game. Previous eras of balance of power have been among European powers sharing a common culture. The cold war, too, was not truly an “East-West” struggle; it remained essentially a contest over Europe. What we have today, for the first time in history, is a global, multicivilizational, multipolar battle. In Europe’s capital, Brussels, technocrats, strategists and legislators increasingly see their role as being the global balancer between America and China. Jorgo Chatzimarkakis, a German member of the European Parliament, calls it “European patriotism.” The Europeans play both sides, and if they do it well, they profit handsomely. It’s a trend that will outlast both President Nicolas Sarkozy of France, the self-described “friend of America,” and Chancellor Angela Merkel of Germany, regardless of her visiting the Crawford ranch. It may comfort American conservatives to point out that Europe still lacks a common army; the only problem is that it doesn’t really need one. Europeans use intelligence and the police to apprehend radical Islamists, social policy to try to integrate restive Muslim populations and economic strength to incorporate the former Soviet Union and gradually subdue Russia. Each year European investment in Turkey grows as well, binding it closer to the E.U. even if it never becomes a member. And each year a new pipeline route opens transporting oil and gas from Libya, Algeria or Azerbaijan to Europe. What other superpower grows by an average of one country per year, with others waiting in line and begging to join? Robert Kagan famously said that America hails from Mars and Europe from Venus, but in reality, Europe is more like Mercury — carrying a big wallet. The E.U.’s market is the world’s largest, European technologies more and more set the global standard and European countries give the most development assistance. And if America and China fight, the world’s money will be safely invested in European banks. Many Americans scoffed at the introduction of the euro, claiming it was an overreach that would bring the collapse of the European project. Yet today, Persian Gulf oil exporters are diversifying their currency holdings into euros, and President Mahmoud Ahmadinejad of Iran has proposed that OPEC no longer price its oil in “worthless” dollars. President Hugo Chávez of Venezuela went on to suggest euros. It doesn’t help that Congress revealed its true protectionist colors by essentially blocking the Dubai ports deal in 2006. With London taking over (again) as the world’s financial capital for stock listing, it’s no surprise that China’s new state investment fund intends to locate its main Western offices there instead of New York. Meanwhile, America’s share of global exchange reserves has dropped to 65 percent. Gisele Bündchen demands to be paid in euros, while Jay-Z drowns in 500 euro notes in a recent video. American soft power seems on the wane even at home. And Europe’s influence grows at America’s expense. While America fumbles at nation-building, Europe spends its money and political capital on locking peripheral countries into its orbit. Many poor regions of the world have realized that they want the European dream, not the American dream. Africa wants a real African Union like the E.U.; we offer no equivalent. Activists in the Middle East want parliamentary democracy like Europe’s, not American-style presidential strongman rule. Many of the foreign students we shunned after 9/11 are now in London and Berlin: twice as many Chinese study in Europe as in the U.S. We didn’t educate them, so we have no claims on their brains or loyalties as we have in decades past. More broadly, America controls legacy institutions few seem to want — like the International Monetary Fund — while Europe excels at building new and sophisticated ones modeled on itself. The U.S. has a hard time getting its way even when it dominates summit meetings — consider the ill-fated Free Trade Area of the Americas — let alone when it’s not even invited, as with the new East Asian Community, the region’s answer to America’s Apec. The East Asian Community is but one example of how China is also too busy restoring its place as the world’s “Middle Kingdom” to be distracted by the Middle Eastern disturbances that so preoccupy the United States. In America’s own hemisphere, from Canada to Cuba to Chávez’s Venezuela, China is cutting massive resource and investment deals. Across the globe, it is deploying tens of thousands of its own engineers, aid workers, dam-builders and covert military personnel. In Africa, China is not only securing energy supplies; it is also making major strategic investments in the financial sector. The whole world is abetting China’s spectacular rise as evidenced by the ballooning share of trade in its gross domestic product — and China is exporting weapons at a rate reminiscent of the Soviet Union during the cold war, pinning America down while filling whatever power vacuums it can find. Every country in the world currently considered a rogue state by the U.S. now enjoys a diplomatic, economic or strategic lifeline from China, Iran being the most prominent example. 
 

Hegemony Adv. Frontline (3/3)

Collapse of U.S primacy is inevitable with China’s rise. 

Wang Yiwei (Center for American Studies, Fudan University), The Harvard International Review, Volume 29, Issue 1 Spring 2007, pp. 60-63, “China’s Rise-An Unlikely Pillar of U.S Hegemony” http://www.irchina.org/en/news/view.asp?id=415
 Currently the world is undergoing profound and complex changes. The traditional world order is gradually unraveling, and its replacement has not yet coalesced. The 2006 World Bank report "Global Economic Prospects: Managing the Next Wave of Globalization" reported that "developing countries, once considered the periphery of the global economy, will become main drivers. Overall, developing countries’ share in global output will increase from about one-fifth of the global economy to nearly one-third. Their share of global purchasing power would surpass half…Roughly half that increase [in global trade in goods and services] will come from developing countries. This means that a growing share of global production of goods and services will be performed in those developing countries able to take advantage of new opportunities." The theme of the 2007 World Economic Forum is "The Shifting Power Equation." The inspiration for this stems from the idea that the rising BRIC countries (Brazil, Russia, India, China) are changing the global power structure. The implication of such a theme is that the United States is in relative decline, as it is no longer the sole leader of economic development and globalization. As journalist Nathan Gardels commented in the International Herald Tribune, "globalization is no longer an American-led phenomenon. Globalization now belongs to everyone who can figure out how to take advantage of its opportunities and minimize its dislocations. American-bred technology may be its midwife, but Americans are no longer solely the parents."  China’s rise is taking place in this context. That is to say, Chinese development is merely one facet of Asian and developing states’ economic progress in general. Historically, the United States has provided the dominant development paradigm for the world. But today, China has come up with development strategies that are different from that of any other nation-state in history and are a consequence of the global migration of industry along comparative advantage lines. Presently, the movement of light industry and consumer goods production from advanced industrialized countries to China is nearly complete, but heavy industry is only beginning to move. Developed countries’ dependence on China will be far more pronounced following this movement. 4As global production migrates to China and other developing countries, a feedback loop will emerge and indeed is already beginning to emerge. Where globalization was once an engine fueled byWestern muscle and steered by Western policy, there is now more gas in the tank but there are also more hands on the steering wheel. In the past, developing countries were often in a position only to respond to globalization, but now, developed countries must respond as well. Previously the United States believed that globalization was synonymous with Americanization, but today’s world has witnessed a United States that is feeling the influence of the world as well. In the past, a sneeze on Wall Street was followed by a downturn in world markets. But in February 2007, Chinese stocks fell sharply and Wall Street responded with its steepest decline in several years. In this way, the whirlpool of globalization is no longer spinning in one direction. Rather, it is generating feedback mechanisms and is widening into an ellipse with two focal points: one located in the United States, the historical leader of the developed world, and one in the China, the strongest country in the new developing world power bloc.
Hegemony Adv. Frontline Extensions 

U.S primacy ended a long time ago- multipolarity exists today. 

Parag Khanna America Strategy Program sr. fellow, 1/27/08, p. 1, http://www.nytimes.com/2008/01/27/magazine/27world-t.html?_r=1&oref=slogin

At best, America’s unipolar moment lasted through the 1990s, but that was also a decade adrift. The post-cold-war “peace dividend” was never converted into a global liberal order under American leadership. So now, rather than bestriding the globe, we are competing — and losing — in a geopolitical marketplace alongside the world’s other superpowers: the European Union and China. This is geopolitics in the 21st century: the new Big Three. Not Russia, an increasingly depopulated expanse run by Gazprom.gov; not an incoherent Islam embroiled in internal wars; and not India, lagging decades behind China in both development and strategic appetite. The Big Three make the rules — their own rules — without any one of them dominating. And the others are left to choose their suitors in this post-American world. The more we appreciate the differences among the American, European and Chinese worldviews, the more we will see the planetary stakes of the new global game. Previous eras of balance of power have been among European powers sharing a common culture. The cold war, too, was not truly an “East-West” struggle; it remained essentially a contest over Europe. What we have today, for the first time in history, is a global, multicivilizational, multipolar battle. In Europe’s capital, Brussels, technocrats, strategists and legislators increasingly see their role as being the global balancer between America and China. Jorgo Chatzimarkakis, a German member of the European Parliament, calls it “European patriotism.” The Europeans play both sides, and if they do it well, they profit handsomely. It’s a trend that will outlast both President Nicolas Sarkozy of France, the self-described “friend of America,” and Chancellor Angela Merkel of Germany, regardless of her visiting the Crawford ranch. It may comfort American conservatives to point out that Europe still lacks a common army; the only problem is that it doesn’t really need one. Europeans use intelligence and the police to apprehend radical Islamists, social policy to try to integrate restive Muslim populations and economic strength to incorporate the former Soviet Union and gradually subdue Russia. Each year European investment in Turkey grows as well, binding it closer to the E.U. even if it never becomes a member. And each year a new pipeline route opens transporting oil and gas from Libya, Algeria or Azerbaijan to Europe. What other superpower grows by an average of one country per year, with others waiting in line and begging to join? Robert Kagan famously said that America hails from Mars and Europe from Venus, but in reality, Europe is more like Mercury — carrying a big wallet. The E.U.’s market is the world’s largest, European technologies more and more set the global standard and European countries give the most development assistance. And if America and China fight, the world’s money will be safely invested in European banks. Many Americans scoffed at the introduction of the euro, claiming it was an overreach that would bring the collapse of the European project. Yet today, Persian Gulf oil exporters are diversifying their currency holdings into euros, and President Mahmoud Ahmadinejad of Iran has proposed that OPEC no longer price its oil in “worthless” dollars. President Hugo Chávez of Venezuela went on to suggest euros. It doesn’t help that Congress revealed its true protectionist colors by essentially blocking the Dubai ports deal in 2006. With London taking over (again) as the world’s financial capital for stock listing, it’s no surprise that China’s new state investment fund intends to locate its main Western offices there instead of New York. Meanwhile, America’s share of global exchange reserves has dropped to 65 percent. Gisele Bündchen demands to be paid in euros, while Jay-Z drowns in 500 euro notes in a recent video. American soft power seems on the wane even at home. And Europe’s influence grows at America’s expense. While America fumbles at nation-building, Europe spends its money and political capital on locking peripheral countries into its orbit. Many poor regions of the world have realized that they want the European dream, not the American dream. Africa wants a real African Union like the E.U.; we offer no equivalent. Activists in the Middle East want parliamentary democracy like Europe’s, not American-style presidential strongman rule. Many of the foreign students we shunned after 9/11 are now in London and Berlin: twice as many Chinese study in Europe as in the U.S. We didn’t educate them, so we have no claims on their brains or loyalties as we have in decades past. More broadly, America controls legacy institutions few seem to want — like the International Monetary Fund — while Europe excels at building new and sophisticated ones modeled on itself. The U.S. has a hard time getting its way even when it dominates summit meetings — consider the ill-fated Free Trade Area of the Americas — let alone when it’s not even invited, as with the new East Asian Community, the region’s answer to America’s Apec. The East Asian Community is but one example of how China is also too busy restoring its place as the world’s “Middle Kingdom” to be distracted by the Middle Eastern disturbances that so preoccupy the United States. In America’s own hemisphere, from Canada to Cuba to Chávez’s Venezuela, China is cutting massive resource and investment deals. Across the globe, it is deploying tens of thousands of its own engineers, aid workers, dam-builders and covert military personnel. In Africa, China is not only securing energy supplies; it is also making major strategic investments in the financial sector. The whole world is abetting China’s spectacular rise as evidenced by the ballooning share of trade in its gross domestic product — and China is exporting weapons at a rate reminiscent of the Soviet Union during the cold war, pinning America down while filling whatever power vacuums it can find. Every country in the world currently considered a rogue state by the U.S. now enjoys a diplomatic, economic or strategic lifeline from China, Iran being the most prominent example. 
Hegemony Adv. Extensions (Sustainable)

United States influence in the world will remain more powerful than ever. 

Will Hutton, Columnist for The Observer, “Forget the Naysayers America Remains an Inspiration to us all” May 11th 2008 http://www.guardian.co.uk/commentisfree/2008/may/11/usa

Browsing through an American bookshop does not lift the spirits. Books that chart the end of American supremacy, predict wars over finite natural resources, study the squeezed middle class or the catastrophic Bush presidency proliferate. The United States is going through a period of introspection and the Boston bookshelves, at which I spent part of last week, heave with the results. In one respect, it is hardly surprising. Iraq, Afghanistan and the rise of China. The credit crunch. The $124 a barrel oil price. The unbelievable unfairness of Bush's tax cuts. The racism and violence that still pockmark American life. Yet the pessimism is overdone. The more I visit the US the more I think the pundits predicting the US's imminent economic and political decline hugely overstate their case. Rather, the next 50 years will be as dominated by the US as the last 50. The US will widen its technological and scientific dominance, sustain its military hegemony, launch a period of reindustrialisation and continue to define modernity both in culture and industry. The fashionable view is that the American economy is a busted flush, a hollowed-out, deindustrialised shell housed in decaying infrastructure that delivers McJobs and has survived courtesy only of a ramped-up housing market and the willingness of foreigners to hold trillions of dollars of American debts. China and India are set to overtake it in the foreseeable future. At best, the US will have to get used to living in a multipolar world it cannot dominate. At worst, it will have to accept, along with the West, that the new economic and political heart of the world is Asia. The US economy is certainly in transition, made vastly more difficult by the spreading impact of the credit crunch. But the underlying story is much stronger. The country is developing the prototypical knowledge economy of the 21st century, an economy in which the division between manufacturing and services becomes less clear cut, in a world where the deployment of knowledge, brain power and problem-solving are the sources of wealth generation.What counts is the strength of a country's universities, research base, commitment to information and communications technology and new technologies along with a network of institutions that supports new enterprise. Here, the US is so far ahead of the rest of the world it is painful. The figures make your head spin. Of the world's top 100 universities, 37 are American. The country spends more proportionately on research and design, universities and software than any other, including Sweden and Japan. Of the world's top 50 companies ranked by R&D, 20 are American. Fifty-two of the world's top 100 brands are American. Half the world's new patents are registered by American companies.

This year, American exports have grown by 13 per cent, helped by the falling dollar, so that the US has reclaimed its position as the world's number one exporter. Moreover, and little remarked on, two-thirds of America's imports come from affiliates of American companies that determinedly keep most of the value added in the US. The US certainly has a trade deficit, but importantly it is largely with itself. The US will recover from the credit crunch. Already there is an aggression and activism about how to respond that makes the British look limp in comparison. Four-fifths of new mortgages are underwritten by public mortgage banks, interest rates have been slashed and a bank bail-out was launched instantly. More activism is planned. There is a dynamic readiness to fix things in a tight economic corner, irrespective of ideology, that can only be admired.

Impact Defense (Nuke War Inev)
Nuclear War is inevitable - it can happen in as little as one year. 

Martin E. Hellman, Professor of Electrical Engineering at Stanford University, 2001 “Nuclear War: Inevitable or Preventable?”,  http://www-ee.stanford.edu/~hellman/Breakthrough/book/chapters/hellman.html#Inevitability

Every day, the United States depends on 30,000 nuclear weapons for its security. Every day, the Soviet Union depends on 20,000 nuclear weapons for its security. These weapons are ready for use. There are plans for how to use them, so every day there is a small probability they will be used. In the metaphor of nuclear roulette, every day, we pull the trigger of the many-chambered nuclear gun pointed at the head of civilization.Every day, there is a small chance that one of the forty conflicts going on in the world will escalate. With many of these wars touching upon the perceived vital interests of the major powers, with the experience of the past forty years in the Middle East, with the experience of the 1962 Cuban crisis, there is ample evidence that every war pulls the trigger. Every day, there is a small chance that a Third World hot spot will escalate and push the interlocking command and control systems of the US and the USSR into instability. There is an unhealthy parallel between today's military plans and those which catapulted Europe into World War I. Each time the far-flung military forces of the two great powers go on alert, the trigger is pulled in nuclear roulette. Every day, there is a small chance that failures in high technology military equipment will start an accidental nuclear war. Every computer error, every false alert, every test missile that goes off course, pulls the trigger. Every day, there is a small chance that a governmental or military group high up in either nation will succumb to group dynamics to such a degree that individual judgment will be lost and rash decisions made. Each time a team is called upon to decide how to respond to a provocative incident, each time warriors gather to decide what steps to take, the trigger is pulled."Each of these probabilities, by itself, is small. But taken together over a year's time, they add up to a cumulative probability which is no longer small ... Taken together over a century, they make nuclear war virtually inevitable." Each of the hundreds of thousands of people with responsibility for nuclear weapons who drinks or uses drugs adds a small increment to the chance for nuclear war. Each time a custodian of nuclear materials, or nuclear plans, or keys to a nuclear facility, uses alcohol or other drugs, the trigger is pulled. Every day, there is a small chance that terrorists or renegade governments will construct a nuclear weapon. The know-how, the materials, and the places where such construction can occur are scattered all over the globe. Fissionable material suitable for use in weapons is produced as an unwanted by-product at every civilian nuclear power plant in the world. More than 100,000 nuclear weapons could be built from the world's current nuclear wastes. Every coffee cup of fissionable material that a terrorist might obtain pulls the trigger in nuclear roulette.8 Each of these probabilities, by itself, is small. But taken together over a year's time, they add up to a cumulative probability which is no longer small. Taken together over a decade, the probability is significant. Taken together over a century, they make nuclear war virtually inevitable. We cannot continue on our present course forever. What Is Enough? Freezing nuclear arsenals at their current levels would help, but would not change the inevitability. Nor would cutting the number of nuclear weapons in half from 50,000 to 25,000. Twenty-five thousand nuclear weapons is still 25,000 potential accidents, each far more destructive than Chernobyl. Even eliminating all existing nuclear weapons would not alter the logic. We will always know how to build new ones and, during war, there would be tremendous pressure to do so. So what can we do? What is enough? The only thing that will work is to address each of the small probabilities that together add up to inevitability. We have to change the thinking that drives us to stockpile tens of thousands of nuclear weapons, place them in depots that are increasingly vulnerable to terrorist attack, and guard them with people subject to the influence of alcohol or other drugs. We can no longer allow the survival of civilization to be dependent on the error-free operation of high technology defense systems - or on the rational functioning of sometimes irrational human beings. We have to stop threatening military force. We have to stop engaging in small wars. While we must change each of these, there is a common source. It is the mentality of war which spawns each of these individually small, but collectively disastrous, risks. It is the mentality of war which is the conceptual umbrella. It is the mentality of war which drives us every time we pull the trigger in nuclear roulette. The only way to survive pistol roulette is to put down the gun. The only way to survive nuclear roulette is to move from the mentality of war to a totally new way of thinking. 
Impact Defense (Nuke War Inev)
Nuclear War remains inevitable- there is no way around it except for complete disarmament of all nuclear weapons on Earth. 

Carol Moore, “Is Nuclear War Inevitable?” November 2007, http://www.carolmoore.net/nuclearwar/

Given suspected U.S. nuclear primacy plans, Russia could feel compelled to attack the United States for acts like a U.S. nuclear attack on Iran, which is just a few hundred miles from its border.  On January 25, 1995 Boris Yeltsin, then President of Russia, came within three minutes of initiating a full nuclear strike on the United States because of one Norwegian scientific rocket Russians could not identify.  (Details below.)  And U.S. leaders also could be spooked by a nuclear incident, as the 2002 movie "Sum of All Fears" illustrates. Once there is any use of nuclear weapons, it will be like giving permission for anyone to use them.  Compare it to a room full of people embarrassed to cough, but once one does, everyone else feels free to do so. Any use of nuclear weapons probably will lead to a rapid escalation, "out of control spiral," to nuclear war among most or all nuclear nations--"world nuclear war." The U.N. cannot stop it.  U.S. imperialism and pre-emptive strikes cannot stop it.  Only a worldwide disarmament movement can stop it. However, none of the several worldwide disarmament movements which have risen or fallen over the last forty years has been able to do it. Unfortunately, most activist organizations have been co-opted by special interests which consider nuclear and military disarmament to be low priorities, some because it would costs workers and executives high paid jobs or big corporations profits, and others because they support a strong U.S. military threat against nations challenging Israel especially and perhaps other allies.  The only disarmament movement that can succeed is one which is willing to keep an arms length from union, corporate and pro-Israel interests that put jobs and Israel before nuclear safety and to make Middle East nuclear disarmament a top priority. The only thing that may be able to end the possibility of nuclear war for good and forever is the non-violent dissolution of war-torn and warring nation states into non-violent self-determining communities and city states. These smaller entities would have to destroy all nuclear weapons since they could not afford to keep or use them. (See my site Secession.Net for ideas about this radical decentralist alternative).  Unfortunately, barring some unusual rise in human consciousness, such radical dissolution is likely to happen only after a nuclear war has killed hundreds of millions or even billions of people. If you are not ready to pursue this alternative, at least use this page to help END YOUR PERSONAL DENIAL of the fact that WORLD NUCLEAR WAR REMAINS INEVITABLE until we finally create a powerful and effective nuclear disarmament movement.

Impact Defense (Prolif)

Proliferation is slow and not strategic – most countries will choose not to develop weapons

John Mueller, Woody Hayes Chair of National Security Studies, Mershon Center Professor of Political Science Department of Political Science,  Ohio State University. Radioactive Hype. The National Interest, September/October 2007, pp. 59-65.  

Despite the predictions of generations of alarmists, nuclear proliferation has proceeded at  a remarkably slow pace. In 1958 the National Planning Association predicted "a rapid  rise in the number of atomic powers . . . by the mid-1960s", and a couple of years later,  John Kennedy observed that there might be "ten, fifteen, twenty" countries with a nuclear  capacity by 1964. But over the decades a huge number of countries capable of developing  nuclear weapons has not done so-Canada, Sweden and Italy, for example-and several  others-Brazil, Argentina, South Africa, South Korea and Taiwan-have backed away from  or reversed nuclear-weapons programs.  There is, then, no imperative for countries to obtain nuclear weapons once they have  achieved the appropriate technical and economic capacity to do so. Insofar as states that  considered acquiring the weapons, they came to appreciate several defects: The weapons  are dangerous, distasteful, costly and likely to rile the neighbors. If one values economic  growth and prosperity above all, the sensible thing is to avoid the weapons unless they  seem vital for security.  It has often been assumed that nuclear weapons would prove to be important status  symbols. However, as Columbia's Robert Jervis has observed, "India, China, and Israel  may have decreased the chance of direct attack by developing nuclear weapons, but it is  hard to argue that they have increased their general prestige or influence." How much  more status would Japan have if it possessed nuclear weapons? Would anybody pay a  great deal more attention to Britain or France if their arsenals held 5,000 nuclear  weapons, or would anybody pay much less if they had none? Did China need nuclear  weapons to impress the world with its economic growth? Perhaps the only such benefit  the weapons have conferred is upon contemporary Russia: With an economy the size of  the Netherlands, it seems unlikely that the country would be invited to participate in the  G-8 economic club if it didn't have an atomic arsenal.  It is also difficult to see how nuclear weapons benefited their owners in specific military  ventures. Israel's nuclear weapons did not restrain the Arabs from attacking in 1973, nor  did Britain's prevent Argentina's seizure of the Falklands in 1982. Similarly, the tens of  thousands of nuclear weapons in the arsenals of the enveloping allied forces did not cause  Saddam Hussein to order his occupying forces out of Kuwait in 1990. Nor did the bomb  benefit America in Korea or Vietnam, France in Algeria or the Soviet Union in  Afghanistan. 

Impact Defense (Prolif)

The threat of proliferation is exaggerated – if anything, proliferation increases stability

Oxford University Press USA, Do nuclear weapons make the world a safer place?, March 26, 2009. http://blog.oup.com/2009/z03/nuclear-weapons/.  

Some analysts have made a compelling case that the fear of nuclear proliferation, or the spread of nuclear weapons, has been exaggerated. Some go even further and argue that proliferation may actually increase global stability. It is an argument peculiar to nuclear weaponry, as it does not apply and is not made with regard to other so-called weapons of mass destruction such as chemical and biological weapons. Nuclear weapons are simply so destructive, this school of thought argues, that using them is such a high bar that it would be madness itself to launch against a nuclear-armed foe. Put another way, nuclear states should know better than to fight wars with each other. The argument that proliferation is not necessarily a dire threat has been made in expansions both lateral – to other countries – and vertical – in the growth of nuclear stockpiles. ‘Since 1945’, remarked Michael Mandelbaum, 25 years ago, ‘the more nuclear weapons each has accumulated, the less likely, on the whole, it has seemed that either side would use them’. Others have made similar arguments. Kenneth Waltz maintains, for example, that nuclear weapons preserve an ‘imperfect peace’ on the subcontinent between India and Pakistan. Responding to reports that all Pentagon war games involving India and Pakistan always end in a nuclear exchange, Waltz argues that ‘Has everyone in that building forgotten that deterrence works precisely because nuclear states fear that conventional military engagements may escalate to the nuclear level, and therefore they draw back from the brink?’

Impact Defense (Population-Centric Approach Aff)

Not enough manpower for population-centric approach

Lawrence J. Korb is a Senior Fellow at the Center for American Progress and a senior adviser to the Center for Defense Information, Caroline Wadhams is a Senior Policy Analyst for National Security at American Progress, Colin Cookman is the Special Assistant for National Security at American Progress, and Sean Duggan is a Research Associate for National Security at American Progress, March 2009 “Sustainable Security in Afghanistan Crafting an Effective and Responsible Strategy for the Forgotten Front” TP
Protecting the Afghan population from the Taliban and its allies must be the core tenet of the U.S. military’s counterinsurgency strategy and the foundation of the United States’ short-term security goals. For the majority of the conflict’s duration, the United States and international forces have primarily pursued a counterterrorism strategy that sought to hunt down and destroy Al Qaeda and other terrorists at the expense of leaving Afghan population centers undefended against Taliban influence. A shortage of U.S. boots on the ground, national “caveats” that restrict the operations of many of our NATO allies, and an overall lack of attention were the main factors behind this misbegotten strategy. As Dutch Major General Mart de Kruif, who commands 23,000 NATO troops in southern Afghanistan noted recently, he is “out of troops” to provide security for the troubled south.36 With U.S. and international forces conducting counterterrorism missions and not maintaining a constant presence, the Taliban does not have to hold or defend territory. The old military maxim that he who tries to control everything ends up controlling nothing applies here. This strategy must be reversed. In addition to hunting extremists, the United States should focus its efforts on providing the local population with better security as a way to gain cooperation, trust, and intelligence while buying time for coalition troops to recruit and train Afghan security forces. In doing so, coalition forces must isolate militants, create links with local people, and form relationships with tribes and clans in order to fill the vacuum left by the central government— a vacuum that is increasingly filled by the Taliban. But in adopting counterinsurgency tactics, policymakers in the Obama administration and military planners must recognize that they do not have sufficient manpower to conduct a complete population-centric approach throughout the entire country. Ideally, the base ratio of counterinsurgents to host population that is required to be effective is one counterinsurgent for every 20 members of the population. But even if U.S. and international forces reach their highest levels at 85,000 troops by late summer 2009 and Afghan National Army and National Police forces reach their expected high of 216,000, these numbers are nowhere near what they must be to undertake a complete counterinsurgency throughout a country of approximately 32 million in the short-term term. A comprehensive counterinsurgency would require a force of more than 1 million. Fortunately, the United States, its allies, and the Afghan government do not need to deploy additional forces equally throughout the entire country. Many areas of the country in the north and west are stable, requiring the presence of a limited number of coalition forces to help the Afghan government spread its security and political writ more effectively. According to General David McKiernan, U.S. and coalition forces are winning the battle to curb the Taliban in the north and northeast of the country.37

Impact Defense (Lady Gaga)
Not even Lady Gaga spurs American resentment
Thomas Hegghammer, senior research fellow at the Norwegian Defence Research Establishment (FFI) and an associate of the Initiative on Religion in International Affairs at Harvard Kennedy School's Belfer Center for Science and International Affairs. March 31, 2010, “Lady Gaga vs. the Occupation” http://www.foreignpolicy.com/articles/2010/03/31/lady_gaga_vs_the_occupation TP

In recent weeks, U.S. Gen. David Petraeus and others have made headlines by suggesting that the Israeli-Palestinian conflict increases anti-Americanism in the Muslim world. The Wall Street Journal's Bret Stephens takes issue with this claim, arguing that cultural Westernization -- in the form of Lady Gaga and other imports that scandalize Muslim conservatives -- is a more important cause of anti-Americanism in the Muslim world than the Palestinian conflict. Stephens notes that Islamists resented American culture well before the Palestinian issue became prominent. As key evidence, he cites Muslim Brotherhood ideologue Sayyid Qutb's rants on American culture following the latter's stay in the United States in the late 1940s. Stephens is absolutely right that Islamism as a general phenomenon is partly a reaction to cultural Westernization and modernization. Islamists are indeed defined by their rejection of secularism, and like religious activists from other faiths, they dislike consumerism and sexual promiscuity. However, Stephens is wrong when he asserts that Westernization is a major driver of anti-American terrorism and that what happens in Palestine does not matter for the fight against al Qaeda. Islamism and anti-American militancy are not the same thing. There are millions of Islamists out there, but only some engage in violence and only a tiny fraction fight America. The available evidence suggests the latter care more about Palestine than Lady Gaga. 

***AFFIRMATIVE ANSWERS

 AT: Security K
Withdrawal acknowledges the illusion of US rationalism

Andrew J. Bacevich is professor of history and international relations at Boston University, December 7, 2009, “Pro & Con: Is Obama’s troop surge the right policy in Afghanistan?” http://www.ajc.com/opinion/pro-s-troop-surge-230980.html TP
The president’s chosen course of action for Afghanistan suggests he may well squander that opportunity. In Afghanistan, he will expend yet more blood and more treasure hoping to attenuate or at least paper over the wreckage left by the Bush era. Achieving even a semblance of success, however modestly defined, will require an Afghan government that gets its act together, larger and more competent Afghan security forces, thousands of additional reinforcements from allies already heading toward the exits, patience from economically distressed Americans as the administration shovels hundreds of billions of dollars toward Central Asia, and even greater patience from U.S. troops shouldering the burdens of seemingly perpetual war. Above all, success will require convincing Afghans that the tens of thousands of heavily armed strangers in their midst represent Western beneficence rather than foreign occupation. What Afghanistan tells us is that rather than changing Washington, Obama has become its captive. The president has succumbed to the twin illusions that have taken the political class by storm in recent months. The first illusion is that events in Afghanistan are crucial to the safety and well-being of the American people. The second illusion is that the United States possesses the wisdom and wherewithal to guide Afghanistan out of darkness and into the light. According to the first illusion, Sept. 11 occurred because Americans ignored Afghanistan. By implication, fixing the place is essential to preventing the recurrence of terrorist attacks on the United States. In Washington, the appeal of this explanation distracts attention from the manifest incompetence of the government agencies that failed on Sept. 11, while also making it unnecessary to consider how U.S. policy toward the Middle East during the several preceding decades contributed to the emergence of violent anti-Western jihadism. According to the second illusion, the war in Iraq is ending in a great American victory. Forget the fact that the arguments advanced to justify the invasion of March 2003 have all turned out to be bogus: no Iraqi weapons of mass destruction found; no substantive links between Saddam Hussein and al-Qaida established; no tide of democratic change triggered across the Islamic world. The “surge” in Iraq enables proponents of that war to change the subject and to argue that the counterinsurgency techniques employed in Iraq can produce similar results in Afghanistan — disregarding the fact that the two places bear about as much resemblance to each other as North Dakota does to Southern California. So the war launched as a prequel to Iraq now becomes its sequel, with little of substance learned in the interim. To double down in Afghanistan is to ignore the unmistakable lesson of Bush’s thoroughly discredited “global war on terror”: Sending U.S. troops to fight interminable wars in distant countries does more to inflame than to extinguish the resentments giving rise to violent anti-Western jihadism.
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