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1.  Karzai strong now—strengthening government 

David Wood, Chief Military Correspondent, 6/5/10, “Afghan President Karzai Refreshed, Refurbished and Ready for Peace” http://www.politicsdaily.com/2010/05/13/afghan-president-karzai-refreshed-refurbished-and-ready-for-pea/ accessed 7/5/10 

Afghan President Karzai was to head home Friday, strengthened by a carefully stage-managed visit to Washington intended to highlight his role as a capable military and political commander. That role will be critical, U.S. officials said, as Karzai immediately plunges into the long and difficult political work of trying to knit together Afghanistan's warring factions and bring years of conflict to a close. First up: a May 29 political gathering, or jirga, of more than 1,000 Afghan leaders to discuss how, when, and under what conditions to bring Taliban fighters back into Afghan society. "We had a great visit,'' Secretary of State Hillary Clinton said Thursday, "and not just a meeting that produced a lot of good feelings but that produced a lot of work we are going to be doing to follow up.'' Karzai pronounced his visit "meaningful,'' one that has provided him with the stature to go "back home ... to the peace process.'' Officials who helped craft Karzai's visit expressed satisfaction late Thursday that the recently tempestuous relationship between official Washington and Kabul had been pulled well back from the brink of disaster. Officials said the Karzai visit achieved two critical goals. One is reassuring Washington that the Afghan president is, despite his flaws, a reliable partner to lead a wartime nation and to navigate the tricky business of peace. Just as important, the visit enables Karzai to return home not as a supplicant to American power, but to convene the May 29 peace jirga as a power in his own right. That stems from the promise he won this week from President Obama: that the United States will stand by Afghanistan long after the July, 2011 date on which Obama has said he will begin to transition U.S. forces out of the country. As Karzai described it Thursday, in a discussion at the U.S. Institute of Peace, the American commitment will last "... into the future long after we have retired and perhaps into our grandsons and great-granddaughters' generations. "We know the United States will not abandon the cause,'' he said. Nowhere was the Afghan leader's powerful new status more evident than in his deferential treatment by the man who may be his closest American confident and adviser, Gen. Stanley McChrystal, who commands all U.S. and allied troops in Afghanistan. McChrystal, highly sensitive to the nuances of power in Afghanistan, consistently portrayed Karzai -- not himself -- as the guy in charge. On the eve of the battle for Marja in southern Afghanistan in February, McChrystal said Thursday, he briefed Karzai on the operation and Karzai "gave the final approval'' for it to begin. "And I think that's the model for the future,'' McChrystal told reporters. As for future military operations, and specifically the emerging campaign in Kandahar, McChrystal said, Karzai "has given me my guidance.'' All this is a sharp and dramatic change for the Afghan president, who came cut and bruised by sharp criticisms from American officials, including President Obama, who had questioned the Afghan leader's suitability as a "strategic partner.'' U.S.-Afghan relations hit a low late last summer after Karzai assumed a second presidential term in elections that were widely seen as corrupt. In March, Obama flew to Kabul to dress down the Afghan president for his failure to meet U.S. expectations in reducing official corruption, reforming national and local government, and helping coordinate the multibillion dollar international investment in Afghanistan. This week, here was Karzai amid glitter and red carpets, squired around town by Clinton, Defense Secretary Robert Gates, and McChrystal. He was whisked north of the White House to visit Walter Reed Army Medical Center to pay his respects to wounded soldiers, and to Arlington Cemetery to honor the war dead. He spoke movingly of those experiences at a White House press conference. And on Friday, Karzai is being escorted by Gates, McChrystal and Adm. Mike Mullen, chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff, to visit with soldiers and families of the 101st Airborne Division at Fort Campbell, Ky. Units of the division, including its division headquarters and its 1st and 4th brigade combat teams, deploy to Afghanistan later this summer. The visit is designed to showcase Karzai as a caring and competent commander, and to enable him to express his appreciation for their sacrifices in a direct way. "He is really good at personal relationships,'' a U.S. officer explained. Much of this showcasing and diplomacy is aimed at strengthening Karzai's confidence as he moves toward some form of reconciliation with the Taliban. Obama has insisted that any Taliban fighter wishing to reintegrate with Afghan society must first renounce violence, cut any ties with al-Qaeda and embrace the human rights enshrined in the Afghan constitution, including women's rights that the Taliban have in the past rejected. U.S. officials said Karzai has initiated a vigorous outreach to Taliban leaders, talking regularly with three to four dozen. No Americans are directly involved in these contacts, although U.S. and Afghan officials regularly consult about whom to approach and how.
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2. Military presence in Incirlik key to Karzai’s survival—loss of the base would undermine U.S. military support. 
Michael Gass, former Explosive Ordnance Disposal Specialist and veteran of the Gulf War during operations in Iraq in 1991, 6/23/2010. “TruthOut, Israel's Actions Could Have US Military Base Implications,” http://www.truth-out.org/israels-actions-could-have-us-military-base-implications60697

The loss of Incirlik AB in Turkey would be a huge blow to future military operations by the United States and NATO in the Middle East. It is so vital to the United States and NATO, and such a huge bargaining chip for the Turkish government, that there is no long-term lease for itsm use by the United States. New agreements are negotiated on a periodic basis, and Turkey has used the base as a bargaining chip before. The troops the United States kept in Saudi Arabia during the Gulf War have already been moved to the bases the US built in Iraq after the 2003 invasion. Those Iraq military bases are now scheduled to be closed after Iraq ordered the withdrawal of all US troops by 2011. Those troops are now being moved to the bases the US built in Afghanistan since our invasion in 2002. Without US military assistance, there is little hope of President Karzai keeping control of the government. He simply doesn't have the security forces necessary to protect his government at this time. Given this fact, there is little doubt that the US and Afghanistan will enter into an agreement  to keep US bases in Afghanistan despite President Obama's reassurance that US troops will eventually leave the country. However, until Karzai's power is secured, Incirlik AB remains the one operational base in the Middle East region maintained by the United States that is stable.
3. Karzai collapse plunges Afghanistan into civil war

The Guardian, February 19, 2002
Amid all this uncertainty and strife, on-off American bombing raids and ground operations persist in the forlorn hope of snaring, even now, the many se nior al-Qaida and Taliban leaders who escaped the Pentagon's dragnet. Such officially sanctioned violence, while too frequently victimising civilian innocents, delays efforts to turn the page on two decades of warfare and start afresh. The longer the Karzai administration fails to take charge and impose order, and the longer Afghanistan remains the US military's biggest, best shooting range and hunting ground, the smaller the chances that the Bonn process can succeed. Nobody could reasonably have expected an Afghan restoration to be either quick or problem-free. But current trends point to two conclusions. One is that Mr Karzai is right to ask the US to send its troops to join Britain in an expanded stabilisation force and that President George Bush is woefully wrong to refuse him. The second is that if security continues to deteriorate, Mr Karzai will ineluctably lose credibility, then control. His downfall will trigger the collapse of most if not all the grand international rehabilitation schemes. With the returning, resurgent warlords, proxy forces and opium barons will come fanatics, ideologues and terrorists. And then, for want of staying power and a bit of nous, it really could be back to square one.
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4. Collapse of the Afghan government would spillover to collapse Pakistan and spiral into a widening regional war 

Nicholas Watt, Political Editor, and Ned Temko, Chief Political Correspondent, July 15, 2007 “Failure in Afghanistan risks rise in terror, say generals” http://observer.guardian.co.uk/world/story/0,,2126817,00.html
'The consequences of failure in Afghanistan are far greater than in Iraq,' he said. 'If we fail in Afghanistan then Pakistan goes down. The security problems for Britain would be massively multiplied. I think you could not then stop a widening regional war that would start off in warlordism but it would become essentially a war in the end between Sunni and Shia right across the Middle East.' 'Mao Zedong used to refer to the First and Second World Wars as the European civil wars. You can have a regional civil war. That is what you might begin to see. It will be catastrophic for Nato. The damage done to Nato in Afghanistan would be as great as the damage done to the UN in Bosnia. That could have a severe impact on the Atlantic relationship and maybe even damage the American security guarantee for Europe.'

5. Collapse of Pakistan leads to nuclear war and nuclear terrorism
Peter Brookes, Senior Fellow at the Heritage Foundation, August 2, 2007 “Barak’s blunder to invade a nuclear power?”http://www.nypost.com/seven/08022007/postopinion/opedcolumnists/baracks_blunder_opedcolumnists_peter_brookes.htm?page=2
But an attack on Pakistan's terrority that isn't unauthorized by that nation's government - which is what Obama seemed to be suggesting - is a pretty risky proposition, especially if it involved a large number of U.S. troops pouring over the Afghan border into Pakistan. Taking this sort of large-scale action - or any other unilateral action - without prior consultation with Islamabad could easily lead to the downfall of Pakistani President Pervez Musharraf's government. Musharraf is already on shaky ground. His government has faced a number of crises in recent months - including the seizure of the Red Mosque, terror attacks and the (now overturned) firing of a the country's top justice - leading to a serious slide in his popularity. The fall of Musharraf's government might well lead to a takeover by pro-U.S. elements of the Pakistani military - but other possible outcomes are extremely unpleasant, including the ascendance of Islamist factions. The last thing we need is for Islamabad to fall to the extremists. That would exacerbate the problem of those terrorist safe havens that Obama apparently thinks he could invade. And it would also put Pakistan's nuclear arsenal into the wrong hands. That could lead to a number of nightmarish scenarios - a nuclear war with India over Kashmir, say, or the use of nuclear weapons by a terrorist group against any number of targets, including the United States.
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6. Nuclear terrorist attack destroys the world economy and causes retaliation leading to global war

John Diamond, Washington fellow of the Saga Foundation, 10/9/08,  “A financial apocalypse isn't nearly as scary as a nuclear one,” http://blogs.usatoday.com/oped/2008/10/a-financial-apo.html
The aftershocks As the Saga Foundation — a non-profit organization focused on the threat of terrorism involving weapons of mass destruction — argued in a recent white paper, the vast damage at and around a nuclear ground zero would be dwarfed in scope by the national and global economic aftershocks. These aftershocks would stem not only from the explosion itself but also from a predictable set of decisions a president would almost certainly have to make in grappling with the possibility of a follow-on attack. Assuming, as the experts believe likely, that such a weapon would have to be smuggled into the country, the president could be expected to close the nation's borders, halt all freight commerce and direct a search of virtually any moving conveyance that could transport a nuclear weapon. Most manufacturing would then cease. In a nation that lives on just-in-time inventory, these developments could empty the nation's shelves in days. The effects of post-attack decision-making go far beyond this example. If U.S. intelligence determined that one or more countries had somehow aided and abetted the attack, we would face the prospect of full-scale war. Even short of that, the nation would demand, and the president would almost certainly order, a level of retaliation at the suspected locus of the attacking group that would dwarf the post-9/11 military response. The possibility of follow-on attacks could transform our notions of civil liberties and freedom forever. And as former 9/11 Commission co-chairman Lee Hamilton has pointed out, a nuclear terrorist attack would prompt a collapse in public faith in the government's ability to protect the American people.  Think your 401(k) hurts now? The presidential nominees, and the American people, should reconsider the tendency to view these two issues — economic crisis and the threat of catastrophic terrorism — as separate problems. A nuclear attack on a U.S. city would not only devastate the target and kill possibly hundreds of thousands, it would also create instantaneous national and global economic ripple effects with incalculable consequences. To put it in personal terms, if you think things are tough in the nation's financial sector now, imagine what your 401(k) — or your paycheck — might look like six months after a nuclear detonation in Lower Manhattan or downtown Washington. Saga's study merely began what must become a much larger-scale effort to understand in the fullest detail possible the consequences of an act of nuclear terrorism, not only the attack itself but also the decisions that would almost certainly follow. The idea is not to depress people but to motivate them. While some of the consequences are obvious, others are not, and it is the less understood aftershocks that could damage our world as well as transform it — and not for the better.
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Karzai strong—improving governance, fighting corruption, cooperating

Andrew Sterns, journalist, correspondent, 4/8/10, “NATO head says Afghanistan's Karzai a good partner” http://www.reuters.com/article/idUSTRE63763V20100408
"In general, we have very good cooperation from President Karzai and his government and such cooperation is essential for our strategy in Afghanistan," Anders Fogh Rasmussen said after a speech at the University of Chicago. Rasmussen focused in his speech on NATO's multi-pronged approach to building a democracy in Afghanistan and said a combination of military and civilian efforts was beginning to bear fruit. Asked to comment afterward on Karzai's recent war of words with Washington over last year's contested election and U.S. concerns not enough was being done to fight corruption, Rasmussen said the important thing was to hold Karzai accountable. "President Karzai made quite strong commitments to improved governance, including strengthening the fight against corruption. That's what counts, delivery on promises," he said. "Obviously, the electoral process was problematic" and not up to Western standards, he added. "We would like Afghanistan to develop a democratic system. To that end, we would respect a free and public debate. That's a fact of life. "He is the political figure with whom we much engage in Afghanistan. ... He's the man with whom we can and will and must cooperate," he said.
Karzai consolidating power

Peter Spiegel, journalist, staff writer, 6/13/10, “U.S. Backs Karzai on Security” http://online.wsj.com/article/SB10001424052748704067504575305002887026426.html?mod=WSJ_World_LEFTHeadlines accessed 7/6/10
"Our understanding, and what we hear every day, is that President Karzai remains committed to his partnership with the United States and NATO," Ms. Rice said on "Fox News Sunday." Mr. Karzai over the weekend voiced support for the coming U.S. operation in Kandahar, the southern Afghan birthplace of the Taliban, and he traveled to the city on Sunday to urge local leaders to back the allied campaign, parts of which have already begun. "We need your cooperation with this operation," Mr. Karzai said during a meeting with tribal elders and religious leaders, according to news agencies. "I don't accept any excuse for not cooperating." The Obama administration has struggled with how to deal with the occasionally mercurial Mr. Karzai, who this spring accused the West of corruption during Afghanistan's presidential elections last year, and threatened to join the insurgency. During a high-profile summit in Washington last month, Mr. Obama and senior aides including Secretary of State Hillary Clinton gave the Afghan president a very public embrace, a significant shift from the "tough love" used by the administration during its first year in office. The shift, backed by Gen. Stanley McChrystal, the U.S. commander in Afghanistan, is part of a strategy to try to persuade Mr. Karzai to act more presidential by giving him more responsibility for operations inside his country. 
Karzai strong—rightful president of country and very cooperative

Said Jawad, Afghanistan’s ambassador to the US,, 6/23/10, Afghan President Hamid Karzai is no puppet of the U.S, http://www.washingtonpost.com/wp-dyn/content/article/2010/06/22/AR2010062204950.html accessed 7/6/10 

When Eugene Robinson suggested in his June 18 op-ed column, "Our must-keep deadline," that Afghan President Hamid Karzai does not know how to behave like a U.S. puppet, Mr. Robinson clearly showed an ignorance of facts and history. Mr. Karzai is not a puppet -- he is a U.S. ally and a democratically elected leader with a clear mandate to serve the best interests of Afghanistan, which coincide with the security interests of our international partners. 

Uniqueness Extension—AT: US-Karzai relations bad

US-Karzai relations strong now

Kara Rowland, White House reporter for The Washington Times, 5/12/10, “Obama and Karzai say U.S.-Afghan bond is strong” http://www.washingtontimes.com/news/2010/may/12/obama-and-karzai-say/?page=1
In a joint appearance at the White House on Wednesday, President Obama and Afghan President Hamid Karzai acknowledged recent strains in their relationship but insisted that the bond is stronger now than it ever has been. "Obviously, there are going to be tensions in such a complicated, difficult environment," Mr. Obama said, noting that Afghanistan has been engulfed in war for 30 years. "There are going to be setbacks, there are going to be times where our governments disagree on a particular tactic, but what I'm very confident about is that we share a broad strategy, one that I hope we can memorialize in a declaration by the end of this year." Many of the disagreements between the two leaders "were simply overstated," he told reporters. The president also spoke at length about the pain and frustration he felt over reports of civilian Afghan casualties caused directly or indirectly by U.S. and allied military operations. The visit by Mr. Karzai and his entourage of government ministers comes several weeks after Mr. Obama's stealth trip to Kabul, where he pressed the temperamental Mr. Karzai to do more to root out corruption. Mr. Karzai later lashed out in the media, accusing the West of attempting to tarnish his victory in a controversial election and leaking what were supposed to be private conversations to the press. Neither of the two men acknowledged the disagreements in detail, but both emphasized shared goals of denying a safe haven to members of the Taliban by improving security and governance in the country. "We are in a campaign against terrorism together. There are days we are happy; there are days that we are not happy," Mr. Karzai said. "I believe what you saw in the past few months is reflective of a deep and strong relationship." 

Uniqueness Extension—AT Karzai Unpopular

Karzai popular

Gregg Carlstrom, journalist, 1/12/10, “AFGHAN POLL: KARZAI'S POPULARITY SKYROCKETS,” http://www.themajlis.org/2010/01/12/afghan-poll-karzais-popularity-skyrockets
The right/wrong direction trend, and Karzai's job approval, both look like outliers -- but maybe not. 70 percent of Afghans say their country is going in the right direction, up from 40 percent in 2009; 72 percent said Afghan president Hamid Karzai is doing a good or excellent job, up from 52 percent last year. Those jumps are both suspect. But they're not unprecedented. Consider similar polling data in the U.S.: Obama's approval rating has dropped from 68 percent to 48 percent in the last 12 months, and 36 percent say America is on the right track, up from 10 percent before Obama's inauguration.
Uniqueness Extension—AT: Corruption Undermines Karzai 
Karzai strong, popular, corruption doesn’t undermine—no alt

 Fareed Zakaria, editor of Newsweek International, overseeing all Newsweek editions abroad; regular column for Newsweek, which also appears in Newsweek International and fortnightly in the Washington Post; also hosts an international affairs program, 4/9/10, “Our Man in Afghanistan” http://www.newsweek.com/2010/04/08/our-man-in-afghanistan.html accessed 7/5/10 

For the sake of argument, let's assume that the Afghan president is ineffective and corrupt. Even if the allegations are all true, there's an overriding reason to support him: there is no alternative. A foreign power can't hope to run a successful counterinsurgency campaign without a local ally who has at least a modicum of mass appeal. In Afghanistan, that means a major figure from the country's dominant ethnic group, the Pashtuns, and one who's willing to make common cause with the United States. Karzai is the most popular, most credible politician who fits that description. Despite his many flaws, no one satisfies the criteria better than he does. And he's the country's elected president—reelected in a process that was, after some controversy, endorsed by the United Nations and other international institutions. Although there was serious fraud in the balloting, few observers believe that his opponent, Abdullah Abdullah, a member of the minority Tajik community, would have won if the contest had been fairer. The only practicable method of replacing Karzai now is a military coup, which would be so destabilizing and discrediting that it isn't worth discussing.
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Incirlik key to operations in Afghanistan
Journal of Turkish Weekly, Turkey's most respected English-language sources for international political news and analysis; published by the International Strategic Research Organization (USAK), a Turkish think tank based in Ankara; also republishes articles from respected international news , 3/18/2010 “U.S. Commander Defines Incirlik as Pivotal Base” http://www.turkishweekly.net/news/99824/u-s-commander-defines-incirlik-as-pivotal-base.html
The U.S. air forces commander defined on Wednesday the Incirlik base in Turkey's southern province of Adana as a pivotal base. Gen. Duncan McNabb, the commander of U.S. Transportation Command, said that Incirlik was a really pivotal base for the United States, both for the resupply of Iraq and for the resupply of Afghanistan. "In fact, it's in the neighborhood of 46 percent of our air sustainment goes through Incirlik," McNabb said during a session on budget at the Committee on Armed Services of the U.S. House of Representatives. McNabb said Incirlik was right along the route to Afghanistan, and Turkey had been tremendous in allowing us to use that base for the movement of cargo and refueling aircraft through there. Also speaking in the session, Gen. David Petraeus, the commander of U.S. Central Command, said Turkish Armed Forces were operating with considerable skill, and very impressively in Afghanistan. Petraeus said Turkey and the United States had quite a close intelligence relationship. "As you know, the PKK, an extremist organization which has caused loss of innocent civilian life, killed Turkish security force members and so forth, has operated from that mountainous region in the border between Iraq and Turkey. And so there has been a degree of collaboration there as well," he said. Petraeus said the United States promoted the relationship of Iraq with its neighbors, and underlined importance of Turkey's relationship with Iraq and Turkey's investments in that country. Turkey had invested some 10 billion USD in north of Iraq so far, Petraeus also said.
Incirlik key to operations in Iraq and Afghanistan—sole source for military operations in the region
Kent Harris, reporter, copy editor and editor, October 18, 2005 “Incirlik attains new status as a cargo hub” http://www.stripes.com/news/incirlik-attains-new-status-as-a-cargo-hub-1.39685
Now, more than two years after the last Operation Northern Watch mission touched down, the roar of jet engines is a common sound again. Since June 1, Incirlik has served as a key cargo hub for operations in Iraq and Afghanistan. “A lot of it came because of the Rhein-Main closure,” said Lt. Col. Chris Kulas, commander of the 728th Air Mobility Squadron, referring to the closing this month of Rhein-Main Air Base in Germany. “Right now, it’s one of the premier missions in the Air Mobility Command.” On the runway, C-17s, KC-135s and 747s have replaced F-16s and F-15s. But just as in Northern Watch, the aircraft and their crews don’t stay around very long. They’re rotated in from American bases around the globe for periods ranging from a few weeks to a few months. The KC-135s, which refuel C-17s on the way to Afghanistan, arrived on base shortly after the last jet fighter departed in 2003. While at Incirlik, crews are assigned to the 90th Expeditionary Air Refueling Squadron.
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Karzai is the only thing keeping the government of Afghanistan together
Bay Fang, U.S. News and World Report Correspondent, November 8, 2004 “After the Election, What?” http://www.usnews.com/usnews/news/articles/041108/8afghan.htm 

Karzai is not the only one afraid of his death. If he is assassinated, the presidency would pass to Vice President Ahmed Zia Massoud, whose only redeeming political quality, many believe, is that he is the brother of late resistance hero Ahmed Shah Massoud. "If Massoud becomes president, then Afghanistan goes back to '92, with mujahideen ruling the country," says Tarzi. "If Karzai dies tomorrow, the system would fall apart. All the plans of the international community are tailored to Karzai, not to the future of the country." The hope, eventually, is that the two will become intertwined.

Karzai is key to Afghan peace

Vice Admiral Lowell Jacoby, U.S. Navy Director, Defense Intelligence Agency, Statement For the Record Senate Armed Services Committee, February 26, 2004, http://russia.shaps.hawaii.edu/security/us/2004/20040309_jacoby.html
Afghanistan's new constitution was approved in early January. This paves the way for a presidential election this summer and legislative elections later this year. The show of support among Loya Jirga delegates for President Hamid Karzai bodes well for his political strength and chances in the presidential election.  Karzai's ability to use his growing political strength to encourage compliance with his reform agenda may provide long term stability, but could result in near term tensions. President Hamid Karzai remains critical to stability in Afghanistan. As a Pashtun, he remains the only individual capable of maintaining the trust of Afghanistan's largest ethnic group (Pashtuns) and support of other ethnic minorities. A Taliban insurgency that continues to target humanitarian assistance and reconstruction efforts is a serious threat, potentially eroding commitments to stability and progress in Afghanistan.
Impacts

A Middle East war between Sunnis and Shias will escalate and envelope the US and end in extinction
Warner Todd Huston, Correspondent for Renew America, recently appeared appears in the new book "Americans on Politics, Policy and Pop Culture, January 24, 2007  “Media: Bush’s ‘flawed’ portrayal of ‘the enemy’ in the State of the Union” http://www.renewamerica.us/columns/huston/070124
Here is what Bush actually said: In recent times, it has also become clear that we face an escalating danger from Shia extremists who are just as hostile to America, and are also determined to dominate the Middle East. Many are known to take direction from the regime in Iran, which is funding and arming terrorists like Hezbollah — a group second only to al Qaeda in the American lives it has taken.  The president said that the Shia extremists in Iran are "second only to al Qaeda" among the enemies we face. He did not, however, say they were one and the same. The Post's simple-minded efforts to make Bush himself look simple minded only makes the Post out to be practicing partisan political demagogy. Bush's saying that Shia and Sunni extremism are only "different faces of the same totalitarian threat" is not to say they are wholly the same, only that they share a similar end game: total domination over the Middle East in the near term and the world in the long term. Using WWII as an example again, it would like saying that the Nazis and the Japanese were indistinguishable merely because they both wanted to rule the world. No one would make such an absurd claim. Yet both threatened our extinction. Just as both Shia and Sunni extremism today threatens our interests and our way of life.
Nuclear terrorism possesses the possibility to create doomsday and extinction for humanity

Alexei Turchin, Studying @ Moscow State University, 08, “Structure of the Global Catastrophe,” http://www.scribd.com/doc/6250354/STRUCTURE-OF-THE-GLOBAL-CATASTROPHE-Risks-of-human-extinction-in-the-XXI-century-
Nuclear terrorism as the factor of global catastrophe The phenomenon of nuclear terrorism in itself - that is anonymous explosion of a bomb of small capacity - cannot lead to human extinction. At the same time such event will sharply strengthen all global risks. (And if people learn to make bombs in house conditions, say, thanks to successes in cold nuclear fusion, one this fact can be enough for extinction of people.) Such explosion can provoke war, or lead to death of the country leaders, having strengthened the general disorganisation and having deprived operating structures of the wisdom necessary for the decision of rather serious global problems. It can result also to crackdown and an establishment of a society of the total control which will result in appearance of movement of resistance in the spirit of antiglobalists and to new acts of terrorism. 2.10. Conclusions on risks of application of the nuclear weapon Nuclear catastrophe threat is often underestimated or overestimated. Underestimation basically is connected with reasonings that catastrophe is improbable because it didn’t happened for a long time. This is incorrect reasoning as it is subject to action of effect of observation selection about which we will speak further in chapter 14 in section "Cancellation of defence which provided to us Antropic principle», and effect of easing of vigilance in due course. Revaluation is connected with widespread representations about nuclear winter and radioactive contamination as inevitable factors of extinction of all mankind after nuclear war, and this revaluation conducts to deny response, the leader to risk understating. Though the "usual" nuclear winter and contamination, most likely, will not lead to full extinction of mankind in itself (though can create conditions for the subsequent extinction on set of the reasons), but there are ways to use the nuclear weapon in a special way to create the Doomsday Machine which will exterminate all people with high probability.
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