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ISF PIC

Solvency 

CP TEXT: The United States federal government should withdraw military and police presence from Iraq except for keeping forces for capability-building: aiding in the training, equipping, advising, and operational support, character-building: partnering in the promotion of professional qualities, accountability, restraint, and institutional capacity and the ministries that govern them, confidence-building: transparency and open communications for ISF forces until the 2011 deadline. 
CP Solvency
RAND 2010 (“Security in Iraq: A Framework for Analyzing Emerging Threats as U.S. Forces Leave” http://74.125.155.132/scholar?q=cache:UcqID26FZkgJ:scholar.google.com/+US+need+military+presence+in+Iraq%22after+withdrawal%22&hl=en&as_sdt=4000000001&as_ylo=2006,. MX)

In any case, the United States faces the sober reality that its ability to prevent large-scale conflict between the main political players has limits and will decline as the U.S. military presence does. The greatest U.S. leverage will be from its support for improved ISF capabilities and operations. But this will contribute to Iraq’s security and stability only if the strengthened ISF behave responsibly, apolitically, and in the interests of a unified Iraqi state rather than those of would-be Shi’a rulers. The fact that the current prime minister is usurping control over key security functions and forces suggests that the danger of a strong but partisan ISF may get worse, presenting the United States with a difficult and delicate task. In this light, the long-term U.S.-Iraq military cooperation, extending beyond the withdrawal of U.S. forces, if mutually agreed, should have three missions: • capability-building: aiding in the training, equipping, advising, and operational support of ISF • character-building: partnering in the promotion of professional qualities, accountability, restraint, and institutional capacity of the ISF and the ministries that govern them • confidence-building: transparency and open communications. The third mission, confidence-building, pertains especially to the two state forces in Iraq provided for constitutionally: the ISF of the GoI, and the internal security forces (i.e., Peshmerga) of the Kurdistan Regional Government (KRG). The potential for hostilities between these forces, if and as Kurd-Arab disputes fester and tensions rise, is great enough that the United States (alternatively, the United Nations) should offer to embed significant numbers of personnel with both forces to help avert misunderstanding, miscalculation, incidents, and crises. 
CP Solvency Extns

RAND 2010 (“Security in Iraq: A Framework for Analyzing Emerging Threats as U.S. Forces Leave” http://74.125.155.132/scholar?q=cache:UcqID26FZkgJ:scholar.google.com/+US+need+military+presence+in+Iraq%22after+withdrawal%22&hl=en&as_sdt=4000000001&as_ylo=2006,. MX)

At the same time, the United States faces the sober reality that its ability to prevent large-scale conflict among the main political players has limits and will decline as the U.S. military presence does. Hence, second only to the challenge of keeping the major groups in the political process—and contributing to meeting that challenge—the most

important U.S. role will be its support of the ISF, which, in turn, will pay dividends only if the ISF behave responsibly and in the interests of a unified Iraqi state rather than to advance the partisan agendas of the ruling Shi’a parties. Consequently, the next chapter examines U.S. responsibilities toward developing the capabilities and professionalism of the ISF.

US w/d needs to be conditions based on an effective ISF
Cordesman 08/12/09 (Anthony H, holds the Arleigh A. Burke Chair in Strategy at CSIS and also acts as a national security analyst for ABC News, “Withdrawal from Iraq” http://csis.org/publication/withdrawal-iraq-0,. MX)

Iraq and the United States face a critical transition through 2011 and beyond. The awkward reality is that an Iraqi-U.S. failure to properly manage the U.S. withdrawal and the creation of effective Iraqi Security Forces (ISF) is as serious a threat to Iraq's future stability and security as any internal or external threat. Realism is a key to future success. The improvement in ISF capabilities is very real, and Iraqi forces are experiencing growing success in combat. But they are still very much a work in progress, and many Iraqi and U.S. politicians still seem unaware of how much remains to be done. U.S. forces play a critical role in developing the effectiveness of the ISF, providing stability in areas with deep sectarian and ethnic tensions and helping Iraq achieve political accommodation and more effective governance. Through detailed analyses of Iraqi force capabilities, augmented by on-site interviews with U.S. and Iraqi military officials, the authors conclude that the U.S. withdrawal from Iraq needs to be conditions-based, not tied to political timelines. Both Iraqi and U.S. leaders need to be careful about exaggerating Iraqi capabilities and the speed with which the United States can safely withdraw its forces and advisory teams. Conditions for success include realistic and fully resourced plans for the ISF's development; candid and accurate measures of ISF capabilities; and careful assessments of the overall level of security, stability, and political accommodation in Iraq.  After years of destructive conflict, Iraq now has the chance, however tenuous, to become a stable and prosperous country. The United States, say the authors, will be judged far more by the way it leaves and what it leaves behind than by the way it entered and how it fought the counterinsurgency campaign.

W/d needs to be linked with ISF training

Cordesman 08/06/07 (Anthony H., holds the Arleigh A. Burke Chair in Strategy at CSIS and also acts as a national security analyst for ABC News “The Tenuous Case for Strategic Patience in Iraq”, http://csis.org/files/media/csis/pubs/080607_iraq-strategicpatience.pdf,. MX)

They will also be greatly improved if the US country team is allowed to develop plans and budgets for the coming year and longer-term action. The US national security team in Washington is clearly ineffective and lacking in core competence. Real leadership has to come from the field and the country team, and has to be exercised in a context where the issue is the ability to present workable plans for sustained action – not purely military situation reports or efforts to rush various benchmarks.

Troop reductions are needed, but sensible plans put in a realistic context of what Iraq can do politically and how soon the various divided and still faltering elements of the ISF can move forward. The good news is that both the US team in Iraq, and Iraqi leaders, are working on plans that would phase down the US military presence and do so significantly on a "capabilities-based process" if the Iraqis move forward.

There are problems of loyalty within the ISF

Arango 04/13/10 (Tim, New York Times columnist, “Iraq’s Forces Prove Able, but Loyalty Is Uncertain”, http://www.nytimes.com/2010/04/14/world/middleeast/14security.html?_r=2,. MX)

CAMP HABBANIYA, Iraq — Iraq’s security forces, once mocked for deserting firefights and feared as a sanctuary for rogue death squads, crossed a crucial line of competence during the recent parliamentary elections: With little American help, they kept the nation overwhelmingly safe for voting.  But as recruits return after the election to this dusty training outpost, the army and the police face new questions, not only about remaining gaps in ability, but also about loyalty in an uncertain period. More than a month after the election, there is still no new government, no certain leader that the security forces can look to — and few precedents for a peaceful transfer of power. “The problem is going to be in the struggle for a new government,” said Anthony H. Cordesman, who holds the Arleigh A. Burke chair in strategy at the Center for Strategic and International Studies, which in 2007 prepared a report for an independent commission appointed by Congress to study Iraq’s security forces. “Who are the armed forces loyal to? Are they going to be loyal to the prime minister, or the Constitution, or what?”
CP Solvency Extns

RAND 2010 (“Security in Iraq: A Framework for Analyzing Emerging Threats as U.S. Forces Leave” http://74.125.155.132/scholar?q=cache:UcqID26FZkgJ:scholar.google.com/+US+need+military+presence+in+Iraq%22after+withdrawal%22&hl=en&as_sdt=4000000001&as_ylo=2006,. MX)

The analysis up to this point has frequently noted the importance of projected improvement in the ISF in the next three years and beyond. for Iraq’s security and stability during and after U.S. withdrawal, the U.S. approach to the ISF is critical. In essence, the United States must seek to improve both the capability and the character of the ISF—the former to deter and defeat threats to the state, and the latter so that other major actors, especially Sunnis and Kurds, will not feel the need to use force to defend themselves against the ISF. Both purposes should inform U.S. strategy, programs, and presence with the ISF while and after U.S. forces depart.

The United States needs to minimize corruption and human rights violations in the ISF before they w/d

Katulis 07/14/09 (Brian, Senior Fellow at the Center for American Progress, http://www.americanprogress.org/issues/2009/07/advising_training_iraq.html,. MX)
One of the key missions of U.S. troops remaining in Iraq, including those “noncombat” forces that remain in urban areas, is to “advise and train” Iraqi security forces. This mission largely centers on teaching Iraqi police officers and soldiers to operate their weapons, collect intelligence, obtain search warrants, and preserve evidence at a crime scene so it will hold up in court. But such skills, while necessary, are at best incomplete and at worst counterproductive without a serious joint U.S.-Iraqi effort to stamp out human rights abuses and corruption among Iraq’s security forces. As Iraqi forces take over greater responsibility for providing security in their country, there have been a number of alarming accusations leveled against them. Some victims have come forward with accusations of torture and ransom. Unfortunately, these reports are increasingly widespread. One specific case in point: A Sunni Arab paramilitary leader and U.S. ally in Iraq, Sheik Maher Sirhan, alleges that when he was arrested on charges of terrorism, his interrogators tortured him with electric rods and demanded $50,000 in cash for his release. More generally, in the northern city of Mosul families of detainees and other victims of abuse have held demonstrations against Iraq’s security forces. Moreover, some evidence exists that members of the Iraqi security forces have made politically motivated arrests with the cooperation of judges who issue warrants. The Iraqi government has undertaken some efforts to fight corruption among the security forces, but it is not clear that the civilian oversight is anywhere near what it needs to be. This lack of oversight was a long-standing concern among critics who raised questions about a U.S. strategy that focused so much effort on training and equipping security forces without enough attention to building the broader rule-of-law infrastructure necessary to prevent abuses. General Jim Jones, now President Barack Obama’s national security advisor, led an independent commission on the security forces of Iraq that released a report in September 2007 highlighting the problems of corruption and dysfunction in the Iraqi police and Ministry of Interior. Since then, the Iraqi government has made some attempts to provide oversight. Prime Minister Nouri Al-Maliki recently ordered an inquiry into prison abuse. Maliki’s announcement came in the aftermath of the assassination of Harith al-Obaidi, the leader of the largest Sunni bloc in Parliament and an outspoken critic of human rights abuses in Iraqi prisons. Furthermore, a delegation from the Defense Ministry found more than 100 detainees held secretly in Mosul earlier this spring. And last month, Iraq’s Interior Minister Jawad Bolani announced investigations of dozens of police officers suspected of torturing detainees. But the prospects that these inquiries on their own will achieve significant results are slim, in large part because of a lack of a coherent and well-functioning legal framework in Iraq. The Iraqi Parliament, for one, has yet to pass a national anticorruption law. By pouring billions of dollars into advising and training Iraqi security forces without making similar investments in the judiciary, courts, and civilian executive oversight bodies, U.S. policy is creating an unstable foundation for the rule of law in Iraq. Corruption and human rights abuses threaten to render U.S. advising and training missions counterproductive and undermine security gains in Iraq. Rather than provide security, members of the Iraqi security forces who are well trained in how to shoot a gun but not held accountable for corruption and human rights abuses may fuel retaliatory violence. To avoid leaving Iraq’s security in the hands of those unwilling or unable to provide security lawfully, the United States should make minimizing corruption and human rights abuses a central principle of its advising and training mission. In doing so, the mission should pursue five concrete actions. First of all, because addressing corruption and abuse at the national level is difficult in Iraq, the U.S. advisory mission should focus on helping fight corruption through the local avenues that exist. U.S. trainers and advisors should work closely with the internal disciplinary systems within the Iraqi security forces to ensure their efficiency and efficacy in combating corruption. The United States should also invest more resources in the development of the local judiciary and rule-of-law infrastructure as well as the civilian oversight capabilities of the ministries in charge of the security forces.
Impact

Iraq’s Foreign Prime Minister says that withdrawal will collapse the country
Susman 7/10/2007 (Tina, staff writer for The Los Angeles Times “CONFLICT IN IRAQ / Iraq minister issues stern warning against U.S. pullout / America has responsibility to stay until security attained, he says” http://articles.sfgate.com/2007-07-10/news/17252017_1_al-maliki-al-sadr-radical-shiite-cleric-muqtada., MX)
Iraq's foreign minister Monday predicted that his country would splinter into warring fragments and the conflict could spread across its borders if U.S. troops pull out before Iraqi forces are ready to handle security. The United States has a duty to prevent such a scenario, he said. The forecast from Hoshyar Zebari coincided with rising pressure on President Bush and the Iraqi leader, Prime Minister Nouri al-Maliki, from political opponents who want to see the U.S. occupation end. Zebari, in remarks before taking questions at a news conference, alluded to rumors that some Sunni Arab lawmakers were trying to orchestrate a no-confidence vote against al-Maliki to bring down his Shiite-led government. "There is rising speculation about the stability of the government," he said. "These speculations are exaggerated." By mentioning the rumors, Zebari made clear that the chatter had caught the government's attention. As he spoke, Iraq endured another day of bloodshed and political stagnation. More than 50 people were killed or found dead in violence believed linked to the sectarian war. In the 275-seat parliament, two important political blocs, one Sunni and one Shiite Muslim, continued their boycotts, making it impossible for lawmakers to pass bills that would carry any sense of legitimacy. Salim Abdullah Jabouri, the spokesman for the main Sunni bloc, said it had no plans to end its boycott. The 44-member bloc is protesting attempts by other lawmakers to oust the Sunni parliament speaker. But Jabouri said the legislators would return to parliament if a no-confidence vote was called. "We think there are sides that are considering this," Jabouri said. "Theoretically, if it happens, we will come and vote to oust (al-Maliki)." The 30-member bloc of politicians loyal to radical Shiite cleric Muqtada al-Sadr also is boycotting parliament, to protest what they say is the government's failure to provide adequate security. Their walkout followed the bombing of a Shiite shrine in Samarra, about 60 miles north of Baghdad. It was the second time the Golden Mosque had been attacked. While the Sadrists, as they are known, remain technically part of al-Maliki's political alliance in parliament, lately they have stepped up their rhetoric against his leadership. At a news conference Sunday, an official in al-Sadr's office in Najaf said it is "very clear that the government is ending." Ahmed Shaybani, the al-Sadr official, accused al-Maliki of sending a message to U.S. troops that he was "ready to execute" their agenda to crush al-Sadr's movement. Shaybani warned that this could work against al-Maliki, who owes his election as prime minister to votes from Sadrist legislators. Al-Maliki "should not forget that the one who supported his government and supported him personally is the Sadr movement," Shaybani said. On top of their other complaints about al-Maliki, the Sadrists and the Sunni bloc are angry about new legislation to manage Iraq's oil industry, which the prime minister has urged parliament to pass to satisfy White House demands for political progress. The Sunnis say the bill should not be approved until constitutional reforms are finalized spelling out regional powers over natural resources. Many Sadrists say the bill is being pushed by the United States because it would allow foreign investment in the industry, which they say is a plot to give American companies control of Iraqi oil. U.S. officials say the law would help end Iraq's violence by spreading oil wealth among Sunni, Shiite and Kurdish regions. Al-Maliki had predicted the bill would go before parliament last week, but it has yet to be presented to lawmakers, and passage is uncertain. Another crisis appeared to be looming in northern Iraq, where Zebari said Iraqi intelligence indicates that Turkey has 140,000 soldiers on the border poised to conduct raids against Kurdish rebels. Turkey has accused rebels of staging attacks on its territory from Iraq's Kurdish region and last week said it had plans drawn up to cross the border if attacks did not stop. Zebari said Iraq does not want the Kurdish rebels operating on its territory but cannot spare troops to stop them. "Our troops are overstretched. We are fighting terrorism here in the streets and neighborhoods of Baghdad," he said. He said the government is trying to arrange talks among Iraq, Turkey and the United States as soon as possible to defuse the situation. In Washington, a Pentagon official disputed the claim by Zebari, a Kurd from northern Iraq, and said satellite photos indicate no such troop buildup. A State Department spokesman also played down the allegation. It was unclear where Zebari got the figures. If accurate, Turkey would have nearly as many soldiers along its border with Iraq as the 155,000 troops the United States has in the country. Asked about the possibility of U.S. troops withdrawing from Iraq, Zebari said he knows that the Bush administration faces "tremendous" pressure to end the war but that it has a responsibility to remain until Iraq's security forces can protect the country. Otherwise, he said, there is danger of a civil war, regional war and possibly the collapse of the country.

"Some people may disagree with this evaluation, but, in our estimate, the dangers are grave," Zebari said.
Kurds on brink of leaving Iraq government now, pullout means collapse of the government 
Sly 8/18/2007 (Liz, staff writer for The Chicago Tribune, “Kurdistan distinguishes itself as `the other Iraq'” http://www.lexisnexis.com/us/lnacademic/api/version1/sr?csi=222065&sr=headline%28Kurdistan+distinguishes+itself+as+%27the+other+Iraq%27%29+and+date+is+August+18%2C+2007&secondRedirectIndicator=true,. MX)
Yet even as Iraq's Kurds have moved to secure their autonomy, they have become active participants in the effort to forge a new democracy at the center, albeit one that protects their interests.

Some of Kurdistan's best leaders have been dispatched to Baghdad to serve in the Iraqi government. Iraq's president, Jalal Talabani, is a Kurd, as are the army chief of staff and the Iraqi foreign minister. Kurdish pesh merga forces are helping secure threatened oil pipelines and divided Baghdad neighborhoods.

One possible step if the referendum does not proceed, Dizayee said, would be for Kurds to withdraw from the government.

That would not amount to a declaration of independence, but it is a substantial threat. Al-Maliki's government depends on the Kurdish parliamentary bloc for its survival. With rifts growing among Shiite lawmakers and with the recent Sunni withdrawal from the Cabinet, a Kurdish pullout would almost certainly herald the collapse of the Baghdad government.

Kurds would be ready to carry out the threat, according to Nouri Talabani, an independent legislator in Kurdistan's regional parliament. He notes that Kurds won autonomy after the 1991 Kurdish uprising against Hussein that saw Kurdistan become a UN-protected haven. They agreed to "rejoin" Iraq after the U.S. invasion on condition that the new constitution was implemented, including the Kirkuk referendum, he said.

If Baghdad strays from the constitution, "then in all honesty we say that we don't want to be part of this state," he said.

Kurds have become dependent on Baghdad in ways they can't ignore, making it hard for them to contemplate substantive changes to the status quo.

Despite Turkey's suspicions, "nobody in their right minds believes the Kurds are going to claim independence," said Joost Hiltermann, Middle East director of the Brussels-based International Crisis Group. "They are very dependent on Iraq for their revenues and they depend on Turkey for their trade and fuel."
Fighting between the major fractions will lead to Civil War in Iraq if the ISF can’t effectively replace US troops when they leave 
RAND 2010 (“Security in Iraq: A Framework for Analyzing Emerging Threats as U.S. Forces Leave” http://74.125.155.132/scholar?q=cache:UcqID26FZkgJ:scholar.google.com/+US+need+military+presence+in+Iraq%22after+withdrawal%22&hl=en&as_sdt=4000000001&as_ylo=2006,. MX)
If extremists are committed to violence but lack the means, the major factions have ample armed capabilities to plunge Iraq (again) into civil war and even to threaten the survival of the new Iraqi state. There are as many as 100,000 Sunni ex-insurgents, or Sons of Iraq (SoI), 75,000 Kurdish Peshmerga, and 40,000 members of JAM. With all main factions now participating in the Iraqi political system, including in the government of Iraq (GoI) and Iraqi Security Forces (ISF), hostilities among them are improbable. An order exists—shaky, but increasingly resistant to being blown up, figuratively and literally, by rejectionists and extremists outside it. Growing popular support for this non-violent order can be discerned from recent provincial elections, in which Sunnis voted in large numbers, GoI law-and-order policies were rewarded, and secular parties fared well. In sum, extremist violence appears more likely but less consequential than violence among the Iraqi groups now engaged in the political process. The country’s stability and security depend mainly on (1) whether the main opposition groups, especially Sunni and Kurd, continue to compete within the political system and forgo force and

(2) whether the Shi’a-led GoI wields its growing political and armed power effectively, responsibly, impartially, and constitutionally. Either a temporary security gap caused by the withdrawal of U.S. troops before ISF can effectively replace them or a pattern of GoI abuse of power could tempt or impel main opposition groups to choose force over peaceful politics.
Withdrawing before the ISF is ready will cause a security gap in Iraq

RAND 2010 (“Security in Iraq: A Framework for Analyzing Emerging Threats as U.S. Forces Leave” http://74.125.155.132/scholar?q=cache:UcqID26FZkgJ:scholar.google.com/+US+need+military+presence+in+Iraq%22after+withdrawal%22&hl=en&as_sdt=4000000001&as_ylo=2006,. MX)

In assessing the danger of fighting among Iraq’s main groups, a key consideration is that, as U.S. forces withdraw and ISF capabilities grow, the latter will gain advantages over all other armed forces in Iraq—i.e., JAM, SoI, and the Peshmerga. Furthermore, some of the parties have foreign support that may not decrease as U.S. forces with-

draw. At the same time, because U.S. military capabilities will decline more rapidly than effective ISF capabilities (as opposed to mere numbers) will grow, a security gap could appear. A critical question is how this potential security gap may affect the strategic calculations of the three groups that possess large forces: Sunnis and SoI; Sadrists and JAM; Kurds and the Peshmerga. To the extent that U.S. military power helped contain or deter these factions, U.S. withdrawal could increase their opportunities to

achieve their goals through force, especially if the ISF is not yet up to the task of defeating them. For groups to which U.S. forces have provided reassurance, such as the Kurds and, lately, SoI, U.S. withdrawal could cause edginess and even recklessness. Because extremists will use force in any case, a security gap will have less relevance to and effect on their violence—though, again, this is unlikely to destabilize Iraq.  In sum, the danger of fighting among core opposition groups and the GoI could grow as U.S. forces are replaced by the less capable and less reliable ISF. Though unlikely, this danger could be compounded by the dynamics of how these actors relate to one another in capabili-

ties, perceptions, and conduct. Even as they share the political order, enough distrust persists among Sunnis, Shi’as, and Kurds that miscalculation could produce a new cycle of violence.
Withdrawing before the 2011 deadline deepens the security gap and increased instability

RAND 2010 (“Security in Iraq: A Framework for Analyzing Emerging Threats as U.S. Forces Leave” http://74.125.155.132/scholar?q=cache:UcqID26FZkgJ:scholar.google.com/+US+need+military+presence+in+Iraq%22after+withdrawal%22&hl=en&as_sdt=4000000001&as_ylo=2006,. MX)

Finally, it is important to understand the possible effects on the dangers to Iraq’s internal security and stability if U.S. forces were to leave considerably earlier than provided for in the U.S. administration’s schedule. For example, if an Iraqi referendum rejected the U.S.-Iraq status-of-forces agreement, U.S. forces might have to leave in 2010, as opposed to the end of 2011. Again, this is unlikely to affect the danger of extremist terror. While it could heighten all of the dangers involving the main opposition groups and the GoI, the effects of earlier withdrawal could vary. Given that JAM strongly opposes U.S. military occupation and, moreover, is already overmatched by the ISF, accelerated U.S. troop departure would have little effect on it. At the other extreme, accelerated withdrawal from contested Sunni-Shi’a or Kurdish-Arab parts of Iraq could deepen the security gap and increase danger.
Careful w/d prevent ME war 

CATO Institute 2009 (CATO Handbooks for policymakers #49 – Iraq, http://www.cato.org/pubs/handbook/hb111/hb111-49.pdf,. MX)

Moreover, even under the best-case scenario, Iraq’s Shiite-led government would still face a persistent, low-grade Sunni insurgency for the foreseeable future (think Northern Ireland from the late 1960s to the mid1990s). In other words, even the best-case scenario isn’t all that great. As it withdraws its forces, though, Washington should make an effort to try to prevent the worst-case scenario: a regional Sunni-Shiite armed conflict with Iraq as the cockpit. Washington should work with Iraq’s neighbors to quarantine the violence in that country. A regional proxy war in Iraq would turn the U.S. mission there into even more of a debacle than it has been already. Worse, Iraq’s neighbors could be drawn in as

direct participants in the fighting—a development that could create chaos throughout the Middle East.
EVALUATE ENVIRON IMPACTS
Cap and Trade Key
Cap and Trade solves environmental justice
Kaswan 2008 (Alice, professor at the University of San Francisco (USF) School of Law. “Environmental Justice and Domestic Climate Change Policy”, http://papers.ssrn.com/sol3/papers.cfm?abstract_id=1077675,. MX)
Notwithstanding the environmental justice community’s long-standing concern about market-based systems, they offer several potential benefits. The first is the capacity to facilitate greater GHG emission reduction goals. The environmental justice community supports stringent environmental goals. It is not only concerned about distributional equity; achieving large aggregate reductions will be particularly important for disadvantaged communities.58 Given their lack of health insurance, disadvantaged communities are likely to suffer greater health consequences from increased incidences of disease and pollution. They are also likely to live in more environmentally vulnerable areas, as Hurricane Katrina so vividly demonstrated. Residents of disadvantaged communities will, by definition, have fewer resources to move and adapt to climate change.59 A cap-and-trade program could (at least in theory) lead Congress or implementing agencies to set higher environmental goals than they would set under conventional regulation. 60 Since cap-and-trade programs are presumably economically efficient, more stringent environmental goals might be more economically and politically acceptable than under a higher cost regulatory approach.61 In addition, the presence of a cap-and-trade program could make the prospect of regulation more politically viable.62 To the extent that a lower cost control system would facilitate adoption of legislation and greater emissions reductions goals, the system would serve environmental justice goals. 
Energy Bill addresses environmental justice
Kaswan 2008 (Alice, professor at the University of San Francisco (USF) School of Law. “Environmental Justice and Domestic Climate Change Policy”, http://papers.ssrn.com/sol3/papers.cfm?abstract_id=1077675,. MX)
What considerations should be brought to bear in developing the requisite public policies, and more particularly, what role should environmental justice concerns play? At a 2006 conference panel on developing cap-and-trade programs, Dan Skopec, then an undersecretary of the California Environmental Protection Agency, said the following about efforts to incorporate environmental justice considerations into climate change policy: [A] lot of people use the issue of global warming to tackle the problems that   they’ve been working on for the last 10, 15, 20, 30 years, and I think that these problems are not necessarily related to global warming. I think that’s a folly that we all have to be careful about. The challenge of global warming is so great, it is going to be a major adjustment to our economy. The challenge is so great that it should be the sole focus of this effort. Using the umbrella of global warming to satisfy other agendas is really going to distract from the solution and create inefficiency.2 The depth of the problem and the extent of its ramifications lead me to the opposite conclusion. In addition to their environmental consequences, climate change policies addressing transportation, energy production, industry, commercial enterprises, housing, land use, and agriculture will inevitably have significant social and economic repercussions—on the poor, on consumers, and on affected industries. Notwithstanding the critical importance of significant greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions, policies designed in a vacuum, focusing solely on reduc- tions, could create significant and unintentional adverse consequences. Moreover, policies to address climate change have the potential to address long-standing societal problems, like distributional inequities. Constructive GHG policies require a broad vision incorporating environmental, economic, and social considerations.

Environ Justice Impacts
Climate change is the worlds biggest regressive tax on the poor, we morally have to stop it
Burkett 2009  (Maxine, Melbourne Int’l Law Journal. “Climate Reparations” http://heinonline.org/HOL/Page?handle=hein.journals/meljil10&collection=journals&page=509#522,. MX)
The ‘climate vulnerable’ describes those communities or nation-states that have a particularly acute vulnerability to present and forecasted climatic changes.  Evidence of climate change’s disproportionate impacts is well documented and becoming increasingly prevalent.  As early as 2001, it was recognized that the IPSS stated ‘the counties with the fewest resources are likely to bear the greatest burden of climate change in terms of loss of life and relative effect on investment and economy’.  Growing evidence reveals that climate change will hit two specific groups ‘disproportionately and unfairly’; that is, the poor and those living in island states.  The vulnerability of these groups is based in the kinds of climate changes to which they will be exposed as well as their ability – or inability – to protect against shifting weather patterns and acute hydro-meteorological events.  In other words, global warming is expected to have dramatic impact on dryland agriculture, coastal systems and fisheries, the very systems on which the globe’s poorest depend.  Further, the poorest of the poor and small islanders lack the resources to defend themselves with, for example, expensive flood controls or sophisticated public health programs.  The past and present emissions of the climate vulnerable are comparatively miniscule, compounding the moral disproportionality of their exposure level.  In fact, this tragic component of climate change has been described as ‘the world’s biggest regressive tax’, as the poorest are paying and will continue to pay for the emissions-intensive behavior of the rich.  
Developed Nations have imposed climate damages on the developing nations greater than the latter’s foreign debt
Smith 2007 (Kirk at Cal Berkeley, “The debt of nations and the distribution of ecological impacts from human activities” http://www.pnas.org/content/105/5/1768.full.pdf+html,. MX)
As human impacts to the environment accelerate, disparities in the distribution of damages between rich and poor nations mount.  Globally, environmental change is dramatically affecting the flow of ecosystem services, but the distribution of ecological damages and their driving forces has not been estimated. Here, we conservatively

estimate the environmental costs of human activities over 1961–2000 in six major categories (climate change, stratospheric ozone depletion, agricultural intensification and expansion, deforestation, overfishing, and mangrove conversion), quantitatively connecting costs borne by poor, middle-income, and rich nations to specific activities by each of these groups. Adjusting impact valuations for different standards of living across the groups as commonly practiced, we find striking imbalances. Climate change and ozone depletion impacts predicted for low-income nations have been overwhelmingly driven by emissions from the other two groups, a pattern also observed for overfishing damages indirectly driven by the consumption of fishery products. Indeed, through disproportionate emissions of greenhouse gases alone, the rich group may have imposed climate damages on the poor group greater than the latter’s current foreign debt. Our analysis provides prima facie evidence for an uneven distribution pattern of damages

across income groups. Moreover, our estimates of each group’s share in various damaging activities are independent from controversies in environmental valuation methods. In a world increasingly connected ecologically and economically, our analysis is thus an early step toward reframing issues of environmental responsibility, development, and globalization in accordance with ecological costs.
The poor will feel the impacts of climate change
Grasso 01/19/2007 (Marco, dept of geography at Kings College in London “A normative ethical framework in climate change”, http://www.springerlink.com/content/a026112837118026/,. MX)

It is claimed that the impacts of climate change and variability will be heavier on poorer countries (Grubb 1995; IPCC 2001a; Huq and Reid 2004; Baer 2006; Paavola and Adger 2006), which are more vulnerable because of their closer dependence on agriculture, lack of financial resources, technological and institutional backwardness (Richards 2003), and low knowledge and research capacity. Poverty-related climate effects include reduced crop yields which give rise to food insecurity, lower incomes, scant economic growth, the displacement of people from coastal areas, exposure to new health risks, and an increase in the frequency and severity of extreme climatic events (Richards 2003, pp. 5–6). This exceedingly unbalanced distribution of negative impacts will widen the gap between the North and the South 1 even further, thus confirming the view that climate change is essentially a matter of justice (Shukla 1999; Gupta 2000; Parikh 2000; Muller 2002).
The impacts of climate change are unevenly divided for the Global South 
Johnson and Simms 2008 (Victoria, researcher for climate change and equity programs at the New Economics Foundation, Andrew is the Policy Director and head of the climate change and energy program at the New Economics Foundation “FAIRNESS IN A POST-CARBON SOCIETY” http://www.climatecommunity.org/documents/Paper3-Fairnessinapost-carbonsociety_001.pdf,. MX)
By the time a family in Britain sits down for their evening meal on 3 January, they will already have generated the equivalent in greenhouse gases that it would take a similar family in a sub-Saharan African country like Tanzania the entire year to produce. This is a common narrative throughout the global South. To add to this inequality, the impacts of climate change are very unevenly distributed. The continuing development crisis and marginal climatic conditions in much of the global South means that many people are more vulnerable to increased climate variability and long-term climate change. The consequences of 150 years of rapid exploitation of fossil fuels already fall

disproportionately on those who have benefited least from their use. Worse still, we are set to pass that burden on to future generations. Peak oil and climate change means the poorest people will be even less likely to benefit directly from fossil fuels, and more likely to suffer the impacts of their use. Despite a wealth of literature on the principles of fairness there is no generally accepted definition of what this means practically in the context of climate change. As such, states have tended to interpret the grounding fairness principles of the UNFCCC differently. Here, we take fairness to be the product of justice (participation and the realisation of rights) and equity (the equal per capita share of burdens and resources).
Developing countries are affected by more climate change 
Johnson and Simms 2008 (Victoria, researcher for climate change and equity programs at the New Economics Foundation, Andrew is the Policy Director and head of the climate change and energy program at the New Economics Foundation “FAIRNESS IN A POST-CARBON SOCIETY” http://www.climatecommunity.org/documents/Paper3-Fairnessinapost-carbonsociety_001.pdf,. MX)
Vulnerable communities, households and individuals can be found in all countries, but they are most numerous in the South. The reasons are manifold. First, there is greater exposure to climate shocks and stresses, exacerbated by high poverty rates, a lack of resources and adaptive capacity. This is then compounded by states that can be relatively weak in terms of their institutions and governance, vulnerable to the forces of economic globalisation, and left with the longer historical and colonial legacies of under- or maldevelopment.4 Not only are the most vulnerable groups more likely to suffer the impacts of climate change, they are often at the sharp end of policy responses and yet often excluded from participating in key decision-making processes. For example, low-income households might suffer regressive impacts from the introduction of

domestic energy taxes. Equally the poorest are disproportionately exposed to price fluctuations in the global market for food and energy. And the prices, in turn, are likely to  be influenced by a complex interaction of public policy, market forces, corporate influence, resource depletion and climate change – none of which the poorest can exert much influence over. The rising price of cereal crops in the global market is just one example. It is, in part being driven by US and European policies on agrofuels, poor harvest and the rapid growth in demand for animal products in China. These in turn are a response to a mixture of climate change, the rising price of oil, particular development models and fears about energy security. Last year US farmers distorted the global market for cereals by diverting 14 million tonnes, or approximately 20 per cent of the year’s maize crop, to ethanol production for vehicles. This nearly doubled the price, as US exports of maize make up 70 per cent of the total market. Maize is a staple food in many countries, such as Japan, Egypt, and Mexico, and is used widely for animal feed. The shortages have caused significant disruption to the global food market, including livestock and poultry industries. US policy, however, continues to push for rapid increases in ethanol production, as part of plans to reduce petrol demand by 20 per

cent by 2017.
Climate Change causes citizens of developing nations to become environmental refugees
Johnson and Simms 2008 (Victoria, researcher for climate change and equity programs at the New Economics Foundation, Andrew is the Policy Director and head of the climate change and energy program at the New Economics Foundation “FAIRNESS IN A POST-CARBON SOCIETY” http://www.climatecommunity.org/documents/Paper3-Fairnessinapost-carbonsociety_001.pdf,. MX)
The challenge from global warming to human rights is symbolised in the rise of the phenomena of the ‘environmental refugee’. The job of managing refugees already falls largely to developing countries. Climate change is set to make that imbalance far worse, increasing the weight of the burden. According to the United Nations High Commissioner for Refugees (UNHCR) by the end of 2006, developing regions hosted 7.1 million refugees, 72 per cent of the global refugee population. And, the 50 Least Developed Countries (LDCs) provided asylum to 22 per cent of the world’s refugees.7 Forced from their homes and lands by flood, storm, drought and other environmentally driven and weather-related disasters, environmental refugees are now one of the fastest- growing classes of refugee. They are thought to significantly outweigh in number by several million orthodox political refugees. By 2050, between 150 and 250 million people may be displaced by environmental impacts related to global warming, such as sea-level rise and drought – up to around four times the total current population of the UK.8 Many of the worst impacts of climate change are expected to occur in parts of the world that are either very or relatively poor, or where states are weaker and more conflict prone. As a result, this is likely to represent another example of deep inequity in terms of the costs, † Adopted by General Assembly Resolution 217A (III) of 10 December 1948. 21 causes and consequences of climate change. In a 1995 climate conference in Berlin, Dr Atiq Rahman of the Bangladesh Centre for Advanced Studies famously warned delegates that ‘if climate makes our country inhabitable, we will march with our wet feet into your living rooms.’9 In Briefing Paper 9 we outline suggestions that have been made on how to manage the environmental refugee crisis.
A2: Econ/Growth Solves
Johnson and Simms 2008 (Victoria, researcher for climate change and equity programs at the New Economics Foundation, Andrew is the Policy Director and head of the climate change and energy program at the New Economics Foundation “FAIRNESS IN A POST-CARBON SOCIETY” http://www.climatecommunity.org/documents/Paper3-Fairnessinapost-carbonsociety_001.pdf,. MX)
Recent research by nef (the new economics foundation) examined the effectiveness of growth as a means of achieving poverty reduction. The analysis indicated that global

economic growth is an extremely inefficient way of achieving poverty reduction, and is becoming even less effective. Between 1990 and 2001, for every $100 worth of growth in the world’s income per person, just $0.60 found its target and contributed to reducing poverty below the $1-a-day line – and was down from a comparable $2.20 share the previous decade. To achieve every single $1 of poverty reduction therefore requires $166 of additional global production and consumption, with all its associated environmental impacts. 24 Given current, highly unequal patterns of the distribution of benefits from growth, to get everyone in the world onto an income of at least $3 per day – the level around which income stops having an extreme effect on life expectancy – implies the need for an almost unimaginable 15 planet’s worth of resources to sustain the requisite growth. Even then, ‡ Based on an assessment of the value of the G7 countries’ economic output in 1995, and built on the foundations of unsustainable per capita carbon use. 25 environmental costs would fall disproportionately, and counter-productively, on the poorest – the very people the growth is meant to benefit.25

So, globally, including in relatively rich countries, there is a danger of locking in a selfdefeating spiral of over-consumption by those who are already wealthy, justified against

achieving marginal increases in wealth amongst the poorest members of society. Even more, in industrialised countries, patterns of work and rising consumption are pursued that repeatedly fail to deliver the expected gains in life satisfaction. At the same time, these patterns of (over) work potentially erode current well-being by undermining family

relationships and the time needed for personal development. In 2007, nef carried out a research framing study for Department for International Development on the impacts of macroeconomics on the adaptive capacity to climate change of sub-Saharan African (SSA) countries.26 The study investigated macroeconomic policies, their performance and how the determinants of adaptive capacity had evolved over the last 25 years on a continent-wide basis. The study looked at two countries in detail, Ethiopia and Ghana. Over the past 25 years, the SSA region has been greatly affected by issues such as the debt crisis and critically weak commodity prices. These have required governments – generally under the guidance of the IMF and World Bank – to adapt to fundamental changes in the international economic environment. Only very marginal gains in adaptive capacity were noted during a period when other parts of the world experienced huge increases in wealth. And, the absolute levels of adaptive capacity in the public sectors and at the household level in those countries, remains minimal. The extent of improvements was seen to be negligible relative to the scale of the climate challenge. If the cases in Ethiopia and Ghana reflect the situation across the continent, a step change in the development of adaptive capacity will be essential to limit the impact of climate change. These findings suggest that the active investigation of alternative approaches to development is urgently needed. New models need to be found that can achieve a substantial acceleration in the development of adaptive capacity (see Paper 10).
CASE FRONTLINE
US imperialism has crushed communism, Nazism and ethnic cleansing. It’s the greatest force of good in the world
Boot 5/06/03 (Max,Senior Olin Fellow in National Security Studies at the Council on Foreign Relations,  USA Today “American imperialism? No need to run away from label” http://attacberlin.de/fileadmin/Sommerakademie/Boot_Imperialim_fine.pdf,. MX)
The greatest danger is that we won't use all of our power for fear of the ''I'' word -- imperialism. When asked on April 28 on al-Jazeera whether the United States was ''empire building,'' Secretary of Defense Donald Rumsfeld reacted as if he'd been asked whether he wears women's underwear. ''We don't seek empires,'' he replied huffily. ''We're not imperialistic. We never have been.'' That's a fine answer for public consumption. The problem is that it isn't true. The United States has been an empire since at least 1803, when Thomas Jefferson purchased the Louisiana Territory. Throughout the 19th century, what Jefferson called the ''empire of liberty'' expanded across the continent. When U.S. power stretched from ''sea to shining sea,'' the American empire moved abroad, acquiring colonies ranging from Puerto Rico and the Philippines to Hawaii and Alaska.

While the formal empire mostly disappeared after World War II, the United States set out on another bout of imperialism in Germany and Japan. Oh, sorry -- that wasn't imperialism; it was ''occupation.'' But when Americans are running foreign governments, it's a distinction without a difference. Likewise, recent ''nation-building'' experiments in Somalia, Haiti, Bosnia, Kosovo and Afghanistan are imperialism under another name. Mind you, this is not meant as a condemnation. The history of American imperialism is hardly one of unadorned good doing; there have been plenty of shameful episodes, such as the mistreatment of the Indians. But, on the whole, U.S. imperialism has been the greatest force for good in the world during the past century. It has defeated the monstrous evils of communism and Nazism and lesser evils such

as the Taliban and Serbian ethnic cleansing. Along the way, it has helped spread liberal institutions to countries as diverse as South Korea and Panama.
Empirically we have to stay in Iraq to make it a successful liberal democracy 
Boot 5/06/03 (Max, Olin Senior Fellow in National Security Studies at the Council on Foreign Relations, USA Today “American imperialism? No need to run away from label” http://attacberlin.de/fileadmin/Sommerakademie/Boot_Imperialim_fine.pdf,. MX)

Does the administration really imagine that Iraq will have turned into Switzerland in two years' time? Allied rule lasted four years in Germany and seven years in Japan. American troops remain stationed in both places more than 50 years later. That's why these two countries have become paragons of liberal democracy. It is crazy to think that Iraq -- which has less of a democratic tradition than either Germany or Japan had in 1945 -- could make the leap overnight. The record of nation-building during the past decade is clear: The United States failed in Somalia and Haiti, where it pulled out troops prematurely. Bosnia, Kosovo and Afghanistan show more promise

because U.S. troops remain stationed there. Afghanistan would be making even more progress if the United States and its allies had made a bigger commitment to secure the countryside, not just Kabul. If we want Iraq to avoid becoming a Somalia on steroids, we'd better get used to U.S. troops being deployed there for years, possibly decades, to come. If that raises hackles about American imperialism, so be it. We're going to be called an empire whatever we do. We might as well be a successful empire.
Current situation is different then the affs cards from 2003, now US soldiers have to obey Iraqi law, are helpers to the Iraqi Army, and political deaths have decreased 93%
Boot 11/16/09 (Max, Olin Senior Fellow in National Security Studies at the Council on Foreign Relations, Weekly Standard “As We Stand Down, Can They Stand Up?” http://weeklystandard.com/Content/Public/Articles/000/000/017/169sqexi.asp?pg=1,. MX)
One way to chart the recent course of Iraq's history is by the vehicles that American soldiers drive. When I first came here in the summer of 2003, I remember riding around in open-top, unarmored Humvees. By 2004, a spate of IEDs had made it necessary to move to up-armored Humvees, followed a few years later by heavier MRAP (Mine Resistant Ambush Protected) vehicles that look as if they wandered off the set of a Star Wars movie. When last here in 2008, I went everywhere in a hulking MRAP.

Imagine my surprise, then, to find myself being driven in late October from Camp Victory, the main U.S. base on the outskirts of Baghdad, into the center of town along Route Irish, once notorious as the world's most dangerous road, in a lightly armored Chevrolet Suburban that could not withstand a roadside bomb. In Nasiriyah, a town in southern Iraq that was a major focus of resistance during the initial U.S. invasion in the spring of 2003, I rode into the town center without body armor in an SUV driven by the local police chief. Clearly, despite the headlines about bombings in Baghdad, the situation has improved immeasurably, even if the war is not yet over. U.S. soldiers are still engaged in combat in rural areas alongside the Iraqis. U.S. Special Operations Forces are still carrying out nightly raids on terrorist leaders, though only after they have obtained arrest warrants from an Iraqi judge. That's not something they had to worry about in the past. Nor did they have to turn over suspected terrorists to the Iraqi legal system. Some of the commandos grumble that Iraqi justice is often a revolving door with culprits captured one week released the next, but they no longer have any choice but to work through the local system. The two U.S. detention facilities, Camp Bucca and Camp Cropper, are closing and their detainees are being released or transferred to Iraqi custody. This is an indication of how things have changed since June 30 when under the U.S.-Iraq security agreement most (though not all) U.S. troops had to pull out of 27 major urban areas. In Baghdad, for instance, the number of Joint Security Stations where U.S. troops are present has declined from 200 to 15. The Americans are now required to secure Iraqi permission when they venture off-base in most instances, and logistics convoys run only at night to maintain as low a profile as possible. The chief U.S. role in many parts of the country is to provide the "enablers" that Iraqi forces lack, such as personnel skilled in bomb disposal, intelligence, reconnaissance, route clearance, and aviation. Notwithstanding the diminished American role, which occasioned some initial confusion on both sides, violence has not risen since June 30. In many areas attacks are actually lower today, down to levels not seen since 2003. Only 9 Americans died in combat in October--still 9 too many but a far cry from the grisly totals of years past. In all, 285 people were killed in October in political violence across Iraq, a 93 percent reduction from three years ago. (There were 4,100 fatalities in October 2006, according to data provided to me by the U.S. military headquarters.) When attacks do occur they do not spur revenge killings as in the past. Baghdad is now full of life and electricity--literally. The streets are lit up at night. Stores are open, including hundreds of stores selling liquor, and the streets are full of traffic.
Reject their Bush doctrine rhetoric – you can’t judge American Policy on one President
Cox 6/27/2006 (Michael, Department of International Relations, London School of Economics and Political Science, “Still the American Empire” http://web.ebscohost.com/ehost/pdfviewer/pdfviewer?vid=2&hid=108&sid=dc07f8c9-58bc-4673-addc-2bd975dc16ef%40sessionmgr11,. MX)
Finally, we should take care not to identify the United States with either one unpopular president or one set of controversial policies. America is more than just George W. Bush and his administration is more than just a group of apparently blinkered ideologues who hate treaties, the United Nations and the French. In other words, we should not judge the long-term future of the United States through the problems confronting one president or the ideas of those who may once have had his ear. Bush in the end will go. America will in the end get out of Iraq. And at that point, America will begin to look a very different place. It may be a much chastened country – understandably so after Iraq. It will still be facing all sorts of problems at home and abroad. And it will no doubt still be the pet hate of very large numbers of people around the world who like neither its policies nor its very great power. However, hatred and resentment alone never brought down an empire in the past, and we can remain reasonably confident that they will not bring down the American Empire in the future either.
Iraqi don’t want US troops to cut and run 

Abbot 06/2007 (Chris “MISSION ACCOMPLISHED? A WAY FORWARD FOR THE UK IN IRAQ” http://www.humansecuritygateway.com/documents/ORG_MissionAccomplished_WayForwardForUKInIraq.pdf,. MX)

The government has said for some time that British troops will be withdrawn from Iraq when Iraqi forces are capable of maintaining security on their own. This argument does have certain seductive qualities, but it increasingly sounds like an open-ended commitment with no end in sight – particularly as it presupposes that there is a military solution to the violence in Iraq, when experience indicates that this is clearly not the case. It is obviously important to understand what the Iraqi people want. Unfortunately, polling data on this issue is a little inconsistent. However, a poll carried out in March 2007 for several major media outlets, including the BBC, showed that 82% of Iraqis had little or no confidence in the US and UK occupation forces and 78% opposed the presence of those forces in Iraq. There was, though, a fairly even split between those wanting Coalition forces to leave Iraq immediately and those wanting them to remain until security is restored – demonstrating an understandable concern over what might happen if troops pull out.13 A positive way forward However, the choice is not simply between “stay the course” or “cut and run”. The countries responsible for the invasion of Iraq cannot simply leave the Iraqi people to their fate. While they may not be a part of the solution, they have a grave responsibility to support the Iraqi government and the United Nations in finding a way to ensure the long-term security of Iraq. 

We will be engaged in Iraq even if we do w/d
Cordesman 08/06/07 (Anthony H., holds the Arleigh A. Burke Chair in Strategy at CSIS and also acts as a national security analyst for ABC News “The Tenuous Case for Strategic Patience in Iraq”, http://csis.org/files/media/csis/pubs/080607_iraq-strategicpatience.pdf,. MX)
These are unpleasant realities for a nation that prefers all of its solutions to be simple and short. The reality is, however, that even if the US does withdraw from Iraq, it cannot disengage from it. The US will have to be deeply involved in trying to influence events in Iraq indefinitely into the future, regardless of whether it does so from the inside or the outside. It will face major risks and military problems regardless of the approach it takes, and it will face continuing strategic, political, and moral challenges. Iraq has at least 11% of the world’s oil reserves, and its ability to not only continue to export, but also to increase its exports, is a major factor affecting the global economy. Iraq is a critical aspect of stability in a region with more than 60% of the world's proven conventional oil reserves and some 40% if its gas reserves. It plays a major role in the struggle for the future of the Islamic and Arab world, and against Islamist extremism and terrorism. Iraq is also a major player in the stability of the Gulf region at the political and military level. It is a major potential counterbalance to Iranian influence and opportunism, if Iraq succeeds in reemerging as a major regional state. It would be a sharply destabilizing factor in the region if its Shi’ite population or the entire country came under Iranian influence or dominance, and the resulting Iranian pressure on Jordan, Syria, and Lebanon would pose a serious additional threat to the Arab-Israeli peace process. One way or another, the Arab Sunni states would also back Arab Sunnis in Iraq, and Iran would back the Shi’ites. No one can predict how violent this would make things in Iraq, or how much it would increase tensions in the Gulf and around it
Cut and run w/d from Iraq would take 2 years
Cordesman 08/06/07 (Anthony H., holds the Arleigh A. Burke Chair in Strategy at CSIS and also acts as a national security analyst for ABC News “The Tenuous Case for Strategic Patience in Iraq”, http://csis.org/files/media/csis/pubs/080607_iraq-strategicpatience.pdf,. MX)

The US has some 160,000 military personnel in Iraq and a matching or greater number of civilians and contractors. It has between 140,000 and 200,000 metric tons of valuable equipment and supplies, and some 15,000-20,000 military vehicles and major weapons. It is dispersed in many of Iraqi's cities and now in many forward operating bases. This does not mean that the US cannot leave quickly. It can rush out quickly by destroying or abandoning much of its supplies and equipment, and simply removing its personnel and contractors (and some unknown amount of Iraqis who bet their lives and families on a continued US effort). The more equipment and facilities (and Iraqis) it destroys or abandons, the quicker it can move. Under these conditions, the US could rush out in as little as a few weeks and no more than a few months.

A secure withdrawal that removed all US stocks and equipment and phased out US bases, however, would take some 9-12 months or longer [estimates of this vary but if it was 10,000 military plus 10,000 civilians and all equipment each month in Kuwait, that would likely take 16 months minimum; 2 years is what many military experts think would be a rapid, but deliberate pace]. It would involve transferring or destroying facilities and stocks that could fuel a civil war, and reaching some decision about the fate of over $20 billion dollars in aid projects. (It also would involve some decision about the immense new US embassy being constructed in Baghdad, which would become the most expensive white elephant in the history of diplomacy and an extraordinary monument to human folly even by the demanding standards of the Middle East.)
W/d from Iraq not enough

Cordesman 08/04/09 (Anthony H., holds the Arleigh A. Burke Chair in Strategy at CSIS and also acts as a national security analyst for ABC News “Iraq: A Time to Stay?” http://csis.org/publication/iraq-time-stay,. MX)
However, an exit is not an exit strategy. US policy has to look at other considerations than simply when and how quickly it should remove its troops. It has do what it can to ensure that it leaves a stable and secure Iraq behind once its troops are gone; that US trainers and enablers continue to offer Iraq support; and that that it helps Iraq acquire the capabilities it needs to defend itself against any pressure from its neighbors. US troops are scarcely the answer to all of Iraq’s remaining problems with internal security and political reconciliation. They do, however, plan a key role in damping down the tensions and potential clashes between Iraqi Arabs and Kurds. They still play a key role in helping Iraqi forces deal with Al Qa’ida in Iraq and other Sunni insurgent movements – which are still all too active in areas like Ninewa and Diyala. They help the Iraqi forces deal with the potential threat from Shi’ite militias, the Special Groups, and the extremist elements supported in part by Iran. This may not make them loved by the Iraqi people – and the vast majority of Iraqi Arabs want all US forces out as soon as possible – but it does make them a useful bridge that helps buy time until the Iraqi security forces are more equipped to do the job. More broadly, President Obama will fail as a commander in chief, and his Administration will fail with him, if he does not manage US military withdrawals in a way that creates a sustained effort to help Iraq move towards lasting stability at the political, economic, and military levels. The challenge is not just getting US forces out. It is make the transition to a civilian lead that is backed by an adequate mix of civil aid in governance and development, and a training mission that will help Iraq become truly independent – not only of US forces but in dealing with the ambitions of all its neighbors. 
EXT – W/d not enough
McGurkhttp 04/07/10 (Brent H. “Iraq: Struggling Through 'Highest Risk' Window” www.cfr.org/publication/21842/iraq.html?breadcrumb=%2Fregion%2Fpublication_list%3Fid%3D405,. MX)
In fact, most of Iraq's violence is indigenous to Iraq--planned and perpetrated by AQI, which will never be part of the political process. Perceptions, however, matter more than fact, and these deeply held suspicions will raise the temperature as the government formation talks unfold. Add our drawdown to the mix, and the pot begins to boil. Indeed, there is a questionable assumption underlying the August timeline: that by withdrawing on a timeline we will "incentivize" the Iraqis to come together and settle their differences. There is no empirical evidence to support that assumption, and the precise opposite is probably truer: To convince moderates to make bold compromises, they must believe the United States will stick around. We know the argument, for example, that Iranians make to Shia parties when trying to convince them to act against our interests: "The Americans are leaving; we will be here forever--so why make your bed with them?" In short, nothing in Iraq gets easier if we are perceived as heading for the exits without regard to conditions on the ground or the wishes of Iraqi leaders. U.S. policies that reinforce that perception may well make the situation far more precarious.
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