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DUBs Impact D Frontline 

1. DU exposure will not exceed background Uranium levels.

WHO 3, World Health Organization, “Depleted uranium”, January 2003, URL:  

http://www.who.int/mediacentre/factsheets/fs257/en/index.html, accessed July 27, 2010

Under most circumstances, use of DU will make a negligible contribution to the overall natural background levels of uranium in the environment. Probably the greatest potential for DU exposure will follow conflict where DU munitions are used.

A recent United Nations Environment Programme (UNEP) report giving field measurements taken around selected impact sites in Kosovo (Federal Republic of Yugoslavia) indicates that contamination by DU in the environment was localized to a few tens of metres around impact sites. Contamination by DU dusts of local vegetation and water supplies was found to be extremely low. Thus, the probability of significant exposure to local populations was considered to be very low.
A UN expert team reported in November 2002 that they found traces of DU in three locations among 14 sites investigated in Bosnia following NATO airstrikes in 1995. A full report is expected to be published by UNEP in March 2003.

Levels of DU may exceed background levels of uranium close to DU contaminating events. Over the days and years following such an event, the contamination normally becomes dispersed into the wider natural environment by wind and rain. People living or working in affected areas may inhale contaminated dusts or consume contaminated food and drinking water.

People near an aircraft crash may be exposed to DU dusts if counterweights are exposed to prolonged intense heat. Significant exposure would be rare, as large masses of DU counterweights are unlikely to ignite and would oxidize only slowly. Exposures of clean-up and emergency workers to DU following aircraft accidents are possible, but normal occupational protection measures would prevent any significant exposure.
2. Even if they win DU exposure, 98% of DU ingested isn’t even absorbed and only 20% of that inhaled is absorbed, 90% of what is absorbed is filter out within a few days. 

WHO 3, World Health Organization, “Depleted uranium”, January 2003, URL: http://www.who.int/mediacentre/factsheets/fs257/en/index.html, accessed July 27, 2010

About 98% of uranium entering the body via ingestion is not absorbed, but is eliminated via the faeces. Typical gut absorption rates for uranium in food and water are about 2% for soluble and about 0.2% for insoluble uranium compounds.
The fraction of uranium absorbed into the blood is generally greater following inhalation than following ingestion of the same chemical form. The fraction will also depend on the particle size distribution. For some soluble forms, more than 20% of the inhaled material could be absorbed into blood.
Of the uranium that is absorbed into the blood, approximately 70% will be filtered by the kidney and excreted in the urine within 24 hours; this amount increases to 90% within a few days.

3. Dub exposure does not cause harmful health risks 

Bleise et al 2,A. Bleise “Properties, use and health effects of depleted uranium (DU): a general overview” ,http://www.iaea.org/NewsCenter/Focus/DepletedUranium/properties.pdf, Feb 5, 2002  

 Depleted uranium (DU), a waste product of uranium enrichment, has several civilian and military applications. It was used as armor-piercing ammunition in international military conflicts and was claimed to contribute to health problems, known as the Gulf War Syndrome and recently as the Balkan Syndrome. This led to renewed efforts to assess the environmental consequences and the health impact of the use of DU. The radiological and chemical properties of DU can be compared to those of natural uranium, which is ubiquitously present in soil at a typical concentration of 3 mg/kg. Natural uranium has the same chemotoxicity, but its radiotoxicity is 60% higher. Due to the low specific radioactivity and the dominance of alpharadiation no acute risk is attributed to external exposure to DU. The major risk is DU dust, generated when DU ammunition hits hard targets. Depending on aerosol speciation, inhalation may lead to a protracted exposure of the lung and other organs. After deposition on the ground, resuspension can take place if the DU containing particle size is sufficiently small. However, transfer to drinking water or locally produced food has little potential to lead to significant exposures to DU. Since poor solubility of uranium compounds and lack of information on speciation precludes the use of radioecological models for exposure assessment, biomonitoring has to be used for assessing exposed persons. Urine, feces, hair and nails record recent exposures to DU. With the exception of crews of military vehicles having been hit by DU penetrators, no body burdens above the range of values for natural uranium have been found. Therefore, observable health effects are not expected and residual cancer risk estimates have to be based on theoretical considerations. They appear to be very minor for all post-conflict situations, i.e. a fraction of those expected from natural radiation.

Dubs Impact D—Exnt"

Multiple studies prove, low risk of heath problems for DU exposure
Kriby 3, Alex Kirby, BBC News Online environment correspondent, “US rejects Iraq DU clean-up”, Url: http://news.bbc.co.uk/2/hi/science/nature/2946715.stm
Both the US and the UK acknowledge the dust can be dangerous if inhaled, though they say the danger is short-lived, localised, and much more likely to lead to chemical poisoning than to irradiation. One thing we've found in these various studies is that there are no long-term effects from DU  Lieutenant-Colonel David Lapan, Pentagon spokesman

But a study prepared for the US Army in July 1990, a month before Iraq invaded Kuwait, says: "The health risks associated with internal and external DU exposure during combat conditions are certainly far less than other combat-related risks.

"Following combat, however, the condition of the battlefield and the long-term health risks to natives and combat veterans may become issues in the acceptability of the continued use of DU." A Pentagon spokesman, Lieutenant-Colonel David Lapan, told BBC News Online: "Since then there've been a number of studies - by the UK's Royal Society and the World Health Organisation, for example - into the health risks of DU, or the lack of them. "It's fair to say the 1990 study has been overtaken by them. One thing we've found in these various studies is that there are no long-term effects from DU.
 "And given that, I don't believe we have any plans for a DU clean-up in Iraq."

Genocide F/L(1/2)

1.Their discourse only propagates the fear of genocide, which makes cycles of genocide inevitable

Robert Meister, Professor of Politics at UC Santa Cruz, ‘5 (Postmodern Culture 15.2, “Never Again: The Logic of the Neighbor and the Logic of Genocide”), Url: http://muse.jhu.edu/journals/postmodern_culture/v015/15.2meister.html
The presumed unthinkability of genocide--the repression, not the absence, of the wish--is thus both the founding premise of the fin-de-siècle Human Rights Discourse and the stated goal of most human rights advocacy.18 The recollection of genocidal experiences from the victims' standpoint, however, is the overt subject matter of many histories and of much science fiction.19 On its surface, this literature claims to warn us of the dangers of genocide so that we will fear and avoid them at all costs.20 At a deeper level, however, the fear of genocidal victimhood and our enhanced imagination of it are also troubling. What does it really mean, after all, to imagine genocide, to fear it, and to avoid it at all costs? Is it not ultimately this political mindset that has made "thinkable" in the twentieth century the genocides of which some otherwise civilized nations have become capable? For them, the thinkability of ethnic cleansings and extermination has been a defense (by projection) against their heightened ability to imagine themselves as the objects of genocidal intent.21 As the world embarks on the twenty-first century, genocide has never been more thinkable--especially the genocide of which we may be victims. It has now become almost conventional to argue for the existence of genocide, for example in Darfur, by publishing photographs of dead bodies and daring the viewer to refuse empathy.22

The thinkability of genocide as a defense against the fear of genocide is a disturbing point to acknowledge. To say that genocide is morally intelligible is not to say that it is now, or ever could have been, morally right; instead, it is to note that most genocides are not mere acts of inadvertence or insensitivity, but rather moments of intense moral concentration invoking high concepts like human rights and democracy. If we cannot imagine the logic of genocide (and how that logic employs our moral concepts), we will never understand how a human rights discourse (which may, for a period of time, seem well-established in places like Sarajevo) can dissolve into what commentators glibly describe as "primordial group hatreds," and how that same discourse can later re-emerge as a self-conscious return to civilized values.

2. Their ethics creates the same dichotomies that Levinas says create genocide- they do not satisfy their obligation to reduce it to the Self

Robert Meister, Professor of Politics at UC Santa Cruz, ‘5 (Postmodern Culture 15.2, “Never Again: The Logic of the Neighbor and the Logic of Genocide”), Url: http://muse.jhu.edu/journals/postmodern_culture/v015/15.2meister.html 
Viewed from Lévinas's perspective, as set forth above, however, Fanon's argument is not that racially-based murder is justified as a condition of self-liberation. Fanon demonstrates, rather, that colonial subjugation--the problematic Da in the Dasein--is the conceptual root of genocide. For Lévinas, the "totalizing discourse" of white/black, master/slave, self/other is itself a formula for murder because, in their quest for mutual recognition, those who struggle do not acknowledge their prior lack-of-relation as mutually exterior occupants of the same ground (see the Preface to Totality and Infinity). In this respect, the willingness of the native to exterminate or expel the settler is simply a return-to-sender of the genocidal message of colonialism itself.

The point here is emphatically not that racialized citizens of settler colonialist states are actual or would-be génocidaires. The settler colonialist is not always, and almost never merely, a ruthless exploiter--and can also be a developer, a civilizer, an educator. To be any or all of these things, however, is entirely consistent with the possibility of being paranoid about one's own status as successor to the "Native." The settler's question is, "how can we live among these savages without civilizing them?" The essence of Fanon's argument is that living without the "savages" is always a conceivable option within colonial discourse that precedes (and to some extent informs) the project of "civilization," and thus that living without the settler must also be imaginable for liberation to occur as an outcome of the totalizing project of colonialism--and presumably of any other totalizing project that focuses on the relations of race and place (blood and soil).

Writing both after Auschwitz and during an era of anti-colonial revolutions, Lévinas argues that all totalizing projects are grounded in imagining the death of the other--that is, murder. He includes here even the totalizing project that grounds ethics, as Richard Rorty does, on the shared qualities of all homo sapiens (and perhaps companion species) capable of conscious suffering.15 The American philosopher Hilary Putnam restates Lévinas's concern as a concern about the vulnerability of the human rights culture to assertions of the "inhumanity" of other homo sapiens: "the danger in grounding ethics in the idea that we are all 'fundamentally the same' is that a door is opened for a Holocaust. One only has to believe that some people are not 'really' the same to destroy all the force of such a grounding" (35). At the pragmatic level, Rorty concedes "that everything turns on who counts as a fellow human being" (124)-- indeed he stresses it--but the more fundamental claim made by Lévinas (and Putnam) is against the ethical assumption that arguments appealing to our shared humanity could count at all in ethical justifications of human rights.16 The meaning of Auschwitz, they suggest, is that ethics must now be based, not on a common humanity that we share, but rather on the mere fact of occupying common ground with those with whom we do not presume any (other) affinity or relationship. Thus conceived, Auschwitz reveals the limits of the ethical project that teaches us to treat the other under the aspect of the same. Ethics--the ethics that is not subordinate to politics--must now begin with the damage that our mere presence causes to others whom we displace, and whom we must treat as genuinely exterior to the "other" who inhabits our own mind as an outward projection of the "self."
Genocide F/L (2/2)

3. Their ethics is rooted in a fear of being inhuman causing us to project our self onto the other,  we must recognizing the Other as genuinely external is a perquisite to solvency

Robert Meister, Professor of Politics at UC Santa Cruz, ‘5 (Postmodern Culture 15.2, “Never Again: The Logic of the Neighbor and the Logic of Genocide”), Url: http://muse.jhu.edu/journals/postmodern_culture/v015/15.2meister.html 
Lévinas's critique of totalization is an ethical complement to Klein's psychoanalytic account of projective identification, although he did not to my knowledge address this connection. Klein interpreted the moralized feelings that connect us with fellow humans as projections of our feelings toward the good and bad parts of ourselves: she showed how "bad" (demonized) others are also the threatening parts of the self that we externalize, and that "good" (idealized) others are also the parts of the self that we seek to protect from such internal threats of persecution. From this perspective, the phenomenology of interpsychic struggle--for example, the Hegelian struggle between Master and Slave--is also inextricably intrapsychic. Human rights idealism after Auschwitz would thus appear as a symptom of human rights paranoia after Auschwitz, an overidentification with our common humanity as a defense against the fear of being persecuted as inhuman. Klein believed that an authentic humanitarian ethics must begin with the acknowledgement of others as genuinely external to the "internal objects" that we project and introject as split-off parts of the self. What makes these proximate others exterior (we might say extrapsychic) is that they survive the damage caused by our presence and call forth from us a concern for the other that is experienced as a primary duty of repair (see Klein, Love 306-69 and Hinshelwood, Entry 10). Donald Winnicott goes further in defining the ethical "separation" necessary to distinguish the real externality of others from the internal objects whom we fantasmatically destroy or rescue through our "projective mechanisms" (90). He argues that the internal object is always being destroyed. This destruction becomes the unconscious backcloth for love of a real object; that is, an object outside the area of the subject's omnipotent control. . . . The destructiveness, plus the object's survival of the destruction, places the object outside the area of objects set up by the subject's projective mental mechanisms. (94)

An ethics based on the reality of separation (proximity as exteriority in L&eacutevinas's sense) would, thus, be inherently more stable than an ethics that relies on mechanisms of interpersonal identification, which are always fantasmatic and implicitly paranoid. Eric Santner takes this ethical view to what is, perhaps, its limit by describing it as "my answerability to my-neighbor-with-an-unconscious" who is, thus, "a stranger not only to me but also to him- or herself." If this is, indeed, the basis of an ethics founded on separation, rather than on identification, then "the very opposition between 'neighbor' and 'stranger' begins to lose its force" (9, and see 23, 82). 

Nuke in a Box CP shell
Text: The United States Federal Government should construct, fuel and transfer to Iraqi control a traveling wave reactor in Iraq, using spent and unspent depleted uranium munitions. Construction should entail cleaning and/or decontaminating areas contaminated by depleted uranium munitions in Iraq. 

Contention 1 is Solvency

A traveling wave reactor can run off of depleted uranium and is proliferation proof because it doesn’t need to be refueled for over 100 years.

Wald 9, Matthew L. Wald, writer for Technology (a journal published by MIT Review), “TR10: Traveling-Wave Reactor”, March/April 2009, URL: http://www.technologyreview.com/energy/22114/
As it runs, the core in a traveling- wave reactor gradually converts nonfissile material into the fuel it needs. Nuclear reactors based on such designs "theoretically could run for a couple of hundred years" without refueling, says John G illeland, manager of nuclear programs at Intellectual Ventures.

Gilleland's aim is to run a nuclear reactor on what is now waste. Conventional reactors use uranium-235, which splits easily to carry on a chain reaction but is scarce and expensive; it must be separated from the more common, nonfissile uranium-238 in special enrichment plants. Every 18 to 24 months, the reactor must be opened, hundreds of fuel bundles removed, hundreds added, and the remainder reshuffled to supply all the fissile uranium needed for the next run. This raises proliferation concerns, since an enrichment plant designed to make low-enriched uranium for a power reactor differs trivially from one that makes highly enriched material for a bomb.

But the traveling-wave reactor needs only a thin layer of enriched U-235. Most of the core is U-238, millions of pounds of which are stockpiled around the world as leftovers from natural uranium after the U-235 has been scavenged. The design provides "the simplest possible fuel cycle," says Charles W. Forsberg, executive director of the Nuclear Fuel Cycle Project at MIT, "and it requires only one uranium enrichment plant per planet."
Contention 2 is Net Benefits

1. Iraqi nuclear power is key to stability and healthcare turning the case

Cigar 10, Norman Cigar PH.D, Research Fellow at the Marines Corps University, “THINKING ABOUT NUCLEAR POWER IN POST-SADDAM IRAQ”, Url: http://www.strategicstudiesinstitute.army.mil/pdffiles/pub979.pdf
Not surprisingly, Iraq’s Minister of Science and Technology, Ra’id Fahmi, has been a strong supporter of nuclear power, equating its establishment to a basic prerequisite for Iraq’s social and economic rebirth, while giving assurances that Iraq would comply fully with all international guidelines.12 One of the most eloquent spokesmen in favor of resuming a nuclear program has been Hussein Al-Shahristani, currently Iraq’s Minister of Oil, and himself one of the country’s most experienced nuclear scientists. He has argued, for example, that “it is vital for Iraq to have a developed nuclear research program for the peaceful use of nuclear power in the fields of medicine, agriculture, and industry,” but admitted that Iraq’s abundant reserves of oil and gas were already sufficient for the production of energy.13 Al-Shahristani was also careful to stress that civilian reactors could not be used to produce material for nuclear weapons and that there was little likelihood of a diversion of nuclear materials.14

Perhaps sensing that the case for nuclear materials pertaining to medicine might be the least controversial application, discussants have surfaced it most frequently. One Iraqi scientist, for example, noted that when the country’s nuclear program had been canceled, “the first victim [was] our hospitals.”15 Significantly, in 2008 the Baghdad municipal authorities announced their intention to establish a 50-bed nuclear medicine hospital.16

Nuke in a Box CP shell

2. Instability spills over to the Middle East

Ferguson 7 [Niall, professor of History at Harvard, senior fellow at the Hoover Institution, "A War to Start All Wars," The Atlantic, EBSCO]

Oh dear. Iraq is now in the midst of a civil war — already one of the world's biggest since 1945, with the kind of escalating tit-for-tat killings and ethnic cleansing that can last for years, even decades. Debate currently centers on how quickly the United States can wind down its involvement in Iraq and on whether neighboring countries can be persuaded to help stabilize it.  But what if it is Iraq that destabilizes its neighbors? The irony is that America's ill-executed intervention may yet remake the Middle East. But not quite in the way neoconservatives intended.  The critical question today is whether the current civil war could spread beyond Iraq's borders, engulfing its neighbors or sparking a regional war. Realists — not least James Baker, co-chair of the Iraq Study Group — have an interest in arguing that it could. In seeking to enlist the assistance of Iraq's neighbors, specifically Syria and Iran, the United States would be appealing to their self-interest, not their altruism. Fear of contagion is why these long-standing foes of the United States might be willing to help stop the slaughter in Iraq.  Iraq, after all, is not the only Middle Eastern state to have a mixed population of Sunnis, Shiites, and other religious groups. There are substantial but not overwhelming numbers of Shiites in Bahrain, Kuwait, Lebanon, Saudi Arabia, Syria, Turkey, and Yemen, to say nothing of Afghanistan and Azerbaijan. Even predominantly Shia Iran has its Sunni minority, among them the persecuted Ahwazi Arabs, who live in the strategically vital southwestern province of Khuzestan.   So how likely is the scenario of a regional civil war, beginning in Iraq but eventually extending right across the greater Middle East? One obvious parallel is with central Africa in the 1990s. In Rwanda in 1994, extremists from the Hutu majority attempted to exterminate the country's Tutsi minority. In response, an army of Tutsi exiles then invaded from Uganda and drove the Hutu killers (and many other Hutus) across the border into Congo and Tanzania. Soon nearly all of Congo's neighbors had become embroiled in a monstrous orgy of violence. Altogether, it has been estimated that between 1998 and 2000, as many as 3.3 million people lost their lives in central Africa's Great War, the majority from starvation or disease as the entire region plunged into anarchy.  Admittedly, not all civil wars metasta-size in this way. At around the same time as the genocide in Rwanda, a war raged among Serbs, Croats, and Muslims in various parts of a disintegrating Yugoslavia. But there was never much danger that this war would be spread throughout the Balkans. This was not just because of Western military intervention. It was because Yugoslavia's neighbors — Albania, Austria, Bulgaria, Greece, Hungary; Italy, and Romania — were far less combustible than Yugoslavia. More or less ethnically homogeneous in each case, they never seemed remotely likely to go the way of Bosnia, the worst-affected of the former Yugoslavian republics. The Balkan War of the 1990s was much smaller than the central African wars. The most exhaustive database that has been compiled of all those killed and missing in Bosnia — including members of all ethnic groups — contains fewer than 100,000 names.  Yet this can hardly be regarded as an encouraging story as far as Iraq is concerned. For the ethnic homogeneity of Yugoslavia's neighbors was no accident of history. It was a direct consequence of the prolonged and bloody wars of the first half of the twentieth century, which had already destroyed most of the ethnic diversity of the Central and Eastern European countries.  Sixty years ago, Central and Eastern Europe was entering the final phase of a succession of wars and civil wars that originated with the disintegration of the Austro-Hungarian Empire. Before 1914, the Habsburg lands had been characterized by high levels of ethnic heterogeneity. Consequently, the transition from empire to the nation-states of the post-World War I era proved painful in the extreme.  Two minorities were especially ill-placed in the new order of the 1920s: the Germans and the Jews. The former fought back against their minority status in places like Czechoslovakia and Poland and, under the leadership of a messianic Austrian, temporarily created a Greater German Empire. The latter were among that bloodthirsty empire's principal victims. Only with the expulsion of the Germans from Central and Eastern Europe and the creation of truly homogeneous but Soviet-controlled nation-states was peace restored. It is no coincidence that the one country that remained both heterogeneous and independent-Yugoslavia — was, in the 1990s, the scene of Europe's last great ethnic conflict.  The aftermath of the breakup of the Ottoman Empire (also dealt its death blow during World War I) has taken a different, more protracted course. The Turks did not submit to the breakup of empire as readily as the Austrians. Having already murdered the Armenian Christians under the Young Turk regime, they expelled the Orthodox Greeks from Asia Minor and consolidated their Turkish nation-state (albeit retaining a substantial Kurdish minority, whose strivings for autonomy they ruthlessly crushed).  But the rest of what had been the Ottoman Empire did not immediately adopt the model of the nation-state, as Europe had done. Instead, the victors of the First World War established "mandates" (de facto colonies) in the losers' former possessions — Iraq, Jordan, Lebanon, Palestine, Syria. Independence did not come to most of the Middle East until after 1945, and it was seldom accompanied by democracy (Israel being the exception). Instead the multiethnic states of the region were ruled by either feudal monarchs or fascist strongmen. And a new empire — which preferred to be known as a superpower — generally helped keep these rulers in place, and the region static, if only to hold another superpower at bay.  Only in our time, then, has the Middle East reached the political stage that Central and Eastern Europe reached after the First World War. Only now are countries like Iraq and Lebanon experimenting with democracy. The lesson of European history is that this experiment is a highly dangerous one, particularly at times of economic volatility and chronic insecurity, and particularly where tribes and peoples are mixed up geographically, both within and across borders. The minorities fear — with good reason — the tyranny of the majorities. People vote their ethnicity, not their pocketbook or ideology. And even before the votes are counted, the shooting begins.  What will the United States do if Iraq's neighbors fail to contain the ethnic conflict that is now consuming Iraq? The simple answer would be to leave the people to kill and displace one another until ethnic homogeneity has been established in the various states. That has effectively been American policy in central Africa. The trouble, of course, is that Iraq matters more than Rwanda, economically and strategically. Does anyone seriously believe that a regional conflagration would leave Israel and Saudi Arabia — America's most important allies in the Middle East — unscathed?  Ask a different question. Did anyone seriously believe that a war in Central and Eastern Europe in 1939 would leave Britain and France unaffected? The really sobering lesson of the twentieth century is that some civil wars can grow into more than just regional wars. If the stakes are high enough, they have the potential to become world wars too.
Nuke in a Box CP shell

3. Causes Nuclear War

Steinbach 02 (John, DC Iraq Coalition, Israeli Weapons of Mass Destruction: A Threat to Peace, March 2002, http://www.wagingpeace.org/articles/2002/03/00_steinbach_israeli-wmd.htm)

Meanwhile, the existence of an arsenal of mass destruction in such an unstable region in turn has serious implications for future arms control and disarmament negotiations, and even the threat of nuclear war. Seymour Hersh warns, "Should war break out in the Middle East again,... or should any Arab nation fire missiles against Israel, as the Iraqis did, a nuclear escalation, once unthinkable except as a last resort, would now be a strong probability."(41) and Ezar Weissman, Israel's current President said "The nuclear issue is gaining momentum (and the) next war will not be conventional."(42) Russia and before it the Soviet Union has long been a major (if not the major) target of Israeli nukes. It is widely reported that the principal purpose of Jonathan Pollard's spying for Israel was to furnish satellite images of Soviet targets and other super sensitive data relating to U.S. nuclear targeting strategy. (43) (Since launching its own satellite in 1988, Israel no longer needs U.S. spy secrets.) Israeli nukes aimed at the Russian heartland seriously complicate disarmament and arms control negotiations and, at the very least, the unilateral possession of nuclear weapons by Israel is enormously destabilizing, and dramatically lowers the threshold for their actual use, if not for all out nuclear war. In the words of Mark Gaffney, "... if the familar pattern(Israel refining its weapons of mass destruction with U.S. complicity) is not reversed soon - for whatever reason - the deepening Middle East conflict could trigger a world conflagration." (44)

Nuke in a Box CP—NB: Agriculture 

1. Iraqi nuclear technology is key to agriculture 

Cigar 10, Norman Cigar PH.D, Research Fellow at the Marines Corps University, “THINKING ABOUT NUCLEAR POWER IN POST-SADDAM IRAQ”, Url: http://www.strategicstudiesinstitute.army.mil/pdffiles/pub979.pdf
Then there is Dhiya’ Butrus Yusuf, Chief of the Plant Breeding Department of Iraq’s Ministry of Science and Technology, who has laid out in detail the potential uses of nuclear technology in agriculture— as an alternative to chemical pesticides, a counter to livestock diseases, a multiplier of soil fertility, a tool for genetically engineering plants, and a food preserver via irradiation. He concludes that “nuclear technology can be an efficient, effective, and cost-effective solution to many of the problems which agriculture faces around the world,” then adding that “Iraq was one of the countries which initiated its nuclear program for peaceful uses beginning in the 1960s of the last century, and whose scientists are trying to maintain the momentum of that work to this day.”9 An Iraqi energy expert, pointing to the current problems in generating power in Iraq, maintains that the country  should begin shifting from its diminishing oil reserves to renewable sources of energy, stressing that it had uranium deposits that would last one million years, that each square foot of uranium was equal to seven million barrels of oil, and that nuclear fusion could provide energy for “billions and trillions of years.”10 Al-Khafaji, too, has continued his efforts on behalf of nuclear power, suggesting that a concerted effort be made to convince Iraqi decisionmakers of the benefits of rebuilding that capability.11

2. DECREASED US FOOD SECURITY RISKS WAR AND DEVASTATION FOR MILLIONS OF PEOPLE

Ikerd 8, John E. Ikerd, Professor Emeritus Agricultural Economics University of Missouri, 2008, “Crisis and Opportunity: sustainability in American agriculture”, p.254-5

Economists argue that it doesn’t matter where our food is produced.  If producing it elsewhere in the world will be cheaper, we will all be better off without agriculture in the United States, so they say.  But how long will it before an “Organization of Food-Exporting Countries” is formed to restrict world food supplies, causing our food prices to skyrocket—as we have seen OPEC do with our energy prices in the past.  Even more importantly, we have only a few days’ supply of food in the “food pipeline” at any point in time.  The disruption of global food supplies, even for a short period of time, could have devastating consequences for millions of people. Perhaps we could keep our food imports flowing, through our military might, if economic coercion fails.  But what will be the real costs?  How many more terrorist attacks might we expect as a result of our global food policy?  How many small wars will we feel compelled to fight?  How many people will be killed to support a global food system?  The higher the real costs of globalization may be paid in human blood.
Nuke in a box CP—Instability I/L  

Nuclear power is key to Iraqi National pride and government legitimacy 

Cigar 10, Norman Cigar PH.D, Research Fellow at the Marines Corps University, “THINKING ABOUT NUCLEAR POWER IN POST-SADDAM IRAQ”, Url: http://www.strategicstudiesinstitute.army.mil/pdffiles/pub979.pdf
Many Iraqis view nuclear power for their country as a basic national right or, as Minister Fahmi called it, Iraq’s “sovereign right.”17 Some politicians have been more reserved, with the key factor for them being not the desirability of nuclear power but the timing. As one member of the Iraqi National Assembly stated on United Arab Emirates (UAE) television, “The time is not appropriate at present to build a nuclear reactor, [we prefer] new oil refineries for the short term instead, since even though the nuclear option would address a real problem, Iraq for now did not have the necessary possibilities.”18 However, another participant on the same television program, while admitting that the internal situation and state of the infrastructure were inadequate at present, countered that Iraq as a state had the right to acquire a nuclear capability, that now was simply “a short pause (tawaqqufat shwayya) with regard to nuclear power,” and that nuclear power was a form of “fantastic energy.” He proposed at least small research reactors for the present.19 Nuclear power is seen in Iraq by virtually everyone in the informed public—equally true in much of the region—as quintessentially emblematic of scientific and intellectual progress, a sort of litmus test for a country’s standing in relation to its peers, and something to which a government can point as a concrete achievement to boost its national pride and legitimacy. Supporters of nuclear power in Iraq have argued that this has been the “most important field of scientific-technological research bar none in Iraq.”20 An Iraqi government scientist even concluded that “no country can progress and develop culturally and scientifically without [nuclear technology].”21 In the same vein, Dhiya’ Butrus Yusuf accepted as a given that “one of the benchmarks of progress for states and peoples is the possession of nuclear technology.”22 For one nuclear scientist, an Iraqi nuclear capability was even essential as a guarantee against Iraq returning to “the wasteland of backwardness and poverty.”23 Not surprisingly, Iraq’s Ministry of Science and Technology now has an atom symbol as the most prominent element of its logo, while the homepage of the Ministry’s official website is dominated by a large animated atomic emblem.24  

Nuclear power is important to the Iraqi public

Cigar 10, Norman Cigar PH.D, Research Fellow at the Marines Corps University, “THINKING ABOUT NUCLEAR POWER IN POST-SADDAM IRAQ”, Url: http://www.strategicstudiesinstitute.army.mil/pdffiles/pub979.pdf
Iraqis naturally compare their country to their neighbors in the region and must now find it distressing to see themselves falling behind countries they had often looked down upon in the past as having a lower level of progress. Baghdad certainly feels itself regressing as other countries in the region take steps to develop nuclear power capabilities— not to speak of nuclear weaponization in Iran and Syria.25 For example, one Iraqi university professor was proud that Iraq had been “at the forefront of the Arab and Middle East countries in terms of having the solid advanced scientific brains and capabilities in all disciplines and fields,” but now fretted that the recent brain drain would remove Iraq from “the caravan of scientific progress and to its significant regression in comparison with the past period when we were far in the lead.”26 A former senior Iraqi military officer likewise urged public support for convincing the Iraqi government to build nuclear power plants, stressing that this was already being done in Egypt, Saudi Arabia, and the UAE.27 The Iraqi news media routinely highlight the nuclear plans of neighboring countries with an implicit sense of envy and resentment. As noted above, Iraqis must find it particularly galling for countries that in the past they considered backward and insignificant—such as Kuwait—to be passing them by in nuclearization. In fact, for Dhiya’ Butrus Yusuf, one reason for reenergizing the nuclear program is to raise Iraq’s status above “the ranks of the other countries.”28

US key to Nuclear Iraq 

US is key to a peaceful nuclear in Iraq

Cigar 10, Norman Cigar PH.D, Research Fellow at the Marines Corps University, “THINKING ABOUT NUCLEAR POWER IN POST-SADDAM IRAQ”, Url: http://www.strategicstudiesinstitute.army.mil/pdffiles/pub979.pdf   

It will be difficult for the United States or the international community to ignore or reject outright Iraq’s expectations for a nuclear program, given the deeply-felt entitlement throughout Iraq’s informed public and in light of the almost universal regional trends. But the United States can help to manage the process of an orderly, safe, and peaceful nuclear reintegration of Iraq in the civilian sector. At the same time, the United States and the international community should ensure that any return to a nuclear program be accompanied by Iraq’s acceptance of strict international monitoring and controls to prevent any diversion to the military field or terrorist use. U.S. policymakers and military leaders should also focus on ensuring that any peaceful nuclear program in Iraq be as secure from accidents as possible through training and assistance.
T—Substantial/Presence 

Presence is troops 

Dictionary.com, http://dictionary.reference.com/browse/presence
the military or economic power of a country as reflected abroad by the stationing of its troops, sale of its goods, etc.

DU isn’t substantial, all of the DU fired would fit into a 8ft sided cube

Naughton 3, Col. James Naughton, Army Materiel Command, “Briefing on Depleted Uranium”, March 14, 2003, Url: http://www.defense.gov/transcripts/transcript.aspx?transcriptid=2058 

I'm Colonel Jim Naughton from Army Materiel Command. I am currently the director for munitions in that organization. I have been involved in developing and buying munitions most of my military career. We have several branches of service that use depleted uranium. We have used it for about two decades. Next chart please. During the Gulf War, we fired ammunition weighing approximately 320 tons. That sounds like an awful lot of depleted uranium, but when you actually put it together and measure it, it's a cube about eight feet on the side. It isn't really a lot of material. Depleted uranium is very heavy. That's one of the things that makes it good for use in ammunition and armor, so it doesn't take up a lot of space.
AFF—AT: Nuke in a Box CP

Non unique- Iraq looking into nuclear power now

Ali Dawud 9,Husayn Ali Dawud, Reporter for the BBC, "Minister of Science and Technology Stresses Iraq Seeks Nuclear Power For Peaceful Purposes", June 20, 2009, URL: http://www.lexisnexis.com:80/us/lnacademic/results/docview/docview.do?docLinkInd=true&risb=21_T9825520922&format=GNBFI&sort=RELEVANCE&startDocNo=1&resultsUrlKey=29_T9825520928&cisb=22_T9825520927&treeMax=true&treeWidth=0&csi=10962&docNo=1
Iraqi Minister of Science and Technology Ra'id Fahmi has revealed that Iraq is seeking nuclear power for peaceful purposes. He noted that the government is studying the building of a nuclear power reactor to serve as a substitute for other sources of energy, such as oil, to be used in the fields of industry, services, and electric power. He said that a high-level Iraqi committee is studying the project.

In an interview with Al-Hayat, Fahmi said that "Iraq is taking some steps towards the establishment of a nuclear reactor to be used for peaceful purposes, in light of the emerging need for nuclear power in the country." He added: "However, the implementation of such a project requires a great deal of effort, human and financial resources, and action on the international level." He said that a committee that he chairs and that includes representatives from the Science and Technology, Oil, Transportation, Defence, and Interior Ministries is studying the project and is holding periodic meetings to learn about the recent accomplishments in terms of the technical and administrative preparations for this project."

No traveling wave reactors exist, it is a theoretical concept and the only prototype had sodium fires

Maize 10, Kennedy Maize, “Traveling Wave Reactors: Wave Goodbye”, March 25, 2010, Url: http://www.powermag.com/blog/index.php/2010/03/27/traveling-wave-reactors-wave-goodbye/ 
Problems? Plenty. First, the traveling wave reactor doesn’t exist anywhere. It’s entirely hypothetical. That means it will require years, maybe decades, to see it if works, requiring scarce Department of Energy (taxpayers) dollars. Nobody in the real world would fund this research at the scale required to get a legitimate test reactor running.

Liquid sodium coolant is another scary problem. It tends to catch fire, and has in prototypes of liquid metal-cooled breeder reactors, such as Japan’s Monju project. The 280-MW plant began construction in 1985, went critical in 1995, closed shortly thereafter as a result of a sodium leak and fire. It has not operated since.
