Electrification Can’t Solve: Weak Grid
Electrified rail cannot work with renewables – poor electrical grid

Tverberg 10, Gail, M. S. from the University of Illinois, Chicago in Mathematics
http://www.theoildrum.com/search/apachesolr_search/Alan%20Drake
It is hard to know where the impact of intermittent electricity would end. For example, electric power plants currently get their fuel from very long distances. Georgia imports coal from Wyoming to run its power plants. Most uranium is imported from overseas. It is possible that some of these supply lines could be interrupted as an indirect result of the electricity disruptions, further disrupting electric power. The interconnections of electricity with petroleum, natural gas, and other operations could be the topic of another post. If we cannot get the electrical grid upgraded, it seems like we will need to downgrade our expectations for applications such as electrified rail and plug-in electric hybrid cars. These will work much less well if there are frequent electric outages in much of the country. We may also need to downgrade our expectation for newer renewables because of the intermittent nature of their output, and the inability of local grids to handle this type of input. Efforts at higher efficiency may also be hindered, if we are unable to make the grid "smart".
Can’t solve- electric grid blackouts
Tverberg 10, Gail, M. S. from the University of Illinois, Chicago in Mathematics
http://www.theoildrum.com/search/apachesolr_search/Alan%20Drake
Quite a few people believe that if there is a decline in oil production, we can make up much of the difference by increasing our use of electricity--more nuclear, wind, solar voltaic, geothermal or even coal. The problem with this model is that it assumes that our electric grid will be working well enough for this to happen. It seems to me that there is substantial doubt that this will be the case. From what I have learned in researching this topic, I expect that in the years ahead, we in the United States will have more and more problems with our electric grid. This is likely to result in electrical outages of greater and greater durations. The primary reason for the likely problems is the fact that in the last few decades, the electric power industry has moved from being a regulated monopoly to an industry following more of a free market, competitive model. With this financing model, electricity is transported over long distances, as electricity is bought and sold by different providers. Furthermore, some of the electricity that is bought and sold is variable in supply, like wind and solar voltaic. A substantial upgrade to the electrical grid is needed to support all of these activities, but our existing financing models make it very difficult to fund such an upgrade. If frequent electrical outages become common, these problems are likely to spill over into the oil and natural gas sectors. One reason this may happen is because electricity is used to move oil and natural gas through the pipelines. In addition, gas stations use electricity when pumping gasoline, and homeowners often have natural gas water heaters and furnaces with electric ignition. These too are likely to be disrupted by electrical power outages.
Can’t Solve Warming: Alt Causes

Alt causes to CO2- past emissions still haunting us today

Science Codex 7/3

(The Science Codex, 7/3/12, “Pre-industrial emissions still causing temperatures to rise”, http://www.sciencecodex.com/preindustrial_emissions_still_causing_temperatures_to_rise-94454)
A climate model accounting for the carbon dioxide (CO2) released into our atmosphere before the industrial revolution has been used to show the detrimental effect of carbon emissions on global temperature in the long-term. In a study published today, 3 July, in IOP Publishing's journal Environmental Research Letters, researchers from the Carnegie Institution for Science have shown that pre-industrial emissions from land use changes are responsible for about nine percent of the increase in today's global mean temperature since that era. "The relatively small amounts of carbon dioxide emitted many centuries ago continue to affect atmospheric carbon dioxide concentrations and our climate today, though only to a relatively small extent," said co-author of the study Julia Pongratz. "But looking into the past illustrates that the relatively large amount of carbon dioxide that we are emitting today will continue to have relatively large impacts on the atmosphere and climate for many centuries into the future." Having modelled pre-industrial emissions from around the world, the researchers calculated the effect on emissions of the five-fold population increase between 850 and 1850 AD. This pre-industrial millennium of population growth was dominated by South and East Asia: China and India alone account for half of the population growth which led to the world's first living billion by 1850. The researchers' model suggests that between 20 and 40 per cent of China and India's entire history of CO2 emissions comprises pre-industrial emissions related to this population growth and demonstrates that these emissions are still having a detrimental effect on our climate today.

AT: US-Russia War (Don’t read if your read Politics)
No chance of U.S.-Russia war

Perkovich 3 (George Perkovich, Vice President for Studies–Global Security and Economic Development at the Carnegie Endowment for International Peace, March/April 2003, Foreign Affairs)

As for Russia, a full-scale war between it and the United States now seems inconceivable. Given the desires for larger cuts in nuclear forces that Russia displayed in negotiating the 2002 Moscow Treaty, Russia hardly seems enough of a threat to justify the size and forward-leaning posture of America's present arsenal.

AT: Caspian War/Russian Aggression

No escalation—no vital interests for great power war in Central Asia. 

Richard Weitz, senior fellow and associate director of the Center for Future Security Strategies at the Hudson Institute, Summer 2006. The Washington Quarterly, lexis.

Central Asian security affairs have become much more complex than during the original nineteenth-century great game between czarist Russia and the United Kingdom. At that time, these two governments could largely dominate local affairs, but today a variety of influential actors are involved in the region. The early 1990s witnessed a vigorous competition between Turkey and Iran for influence in Central Asia. More recently, India and Pakistan have pursued a mixture of cooperative and competitive policies in the region that have influenced and been affected by their broader relationship. The now independent Central Asian countries also invariably affect the region's international relations as they seek to maneuver among the major powers without compromising their newfound autonomy. Although Russia, China, and the United States substantially affect regional security issues, they cannot dictate outcomes the way imperial governments frequently did a century ago. Concerns about a renewed great game are thus exaggerated. The contest for influence in the region does not directly challenge the vital national interests of China, Russia, or the United States, the most important extraregional countries in Central Asian security affairs. Unless restrained, however, competitive pressures risk impeding opportunities for beneficial cooperation among these countries. The three external great powers have incentives to compete for local allies, energy resources, and military advantage, but they also share substantial interests, especially in reducing terrorism and drug trafficking. If properly aligned, the major multilateral security organizations active in Central Asia could provide opportunities for cooperative diplomacy in a region where bilateral ties traditionally have predominated.

Russia won’t go to war – not enough military capabilities

Rivera ‘3 

(David, prof, Political Science Quarterly, v 118, p 81-105, jstore, da: 7-9-2011, lido)

Other observers, however, painted a very different picture of post-Soviet Russia and defended the Kremlin against the imperialist charge. Explicitly taking Issue with many of the aforementioned authors, Stephen Sestanovich argued in 1991 that "the dominant interest now guiding Russian policy is [not intimidation or destabilization but] stability. For now, the picture of an expansionist juggernaut is—at the very least—far ahead of the facts.'"* U.S. Ambassador to Moscow Thomas Pickering similarly maintained that "charges of resurgent Russian imperialism have been overstated. ... After the Soviet Union collapsed, Moscow pursued policies—such as drastically cutting military spending—that severely limited Its ability to rebuild the empire, even if it had wanted to."' In an overview of points of agreement and contention in U.S -Russian relations given Just prior (0 Bill Clinton's participation in the Moscow summit of May 1995, Pickering went even further by describing Russia's relations with Its CIS neighbors as containing "some positive trends which wc strongly support." In particular, the Ambassador praised Russia for its policies toward Ukraine, the Baltics, Moldova, and Nagorno-Karabakh.' Most dramatically. Leon Aron put the "Yeltsin revolution" in historical perspective by asserting that "not since the middle of the sixteenth century when the Russian expansion began, has there been a Russia leu aggressive, less belligerent, less threatening to neighbors and the world than the Russia wc sec today"* 

AT: Indopak War

India-Pakistan war won’t happen and won’t escalate even if it does

LIMAYE 2003 (Satu, director of research at the Asia Pacific Center for Security Studies, Asia Times, Jan 8, http://www.atimes.com/atimes/South_Asia%5CEA08Df02.html)
Kashmir's dangers and costs are sobering, but should not be overdrawn. Brinksmanship is used by all parties to purpose. Weaker Pakistan ratchets up tensions to gain US pressure on India to negotiate. India uses coercive diplomacy to get US pressure on Pakistan to halt the infiltration of militants. Both seek these ends without war: Pakistan because it might lose; India because it might not win. Each wants the US to hold them back, while pushing their interests forward. Militants use dramatic attacks to loosen India's grip on Kashmir, and warn Pakistan against reducing commitment to their cause. Outsiders use acute tensions to leverage influence. Tensions employed carefully are creative. Outsiders should not be "guided by vanities" that they are the most important bulwark against war. Nor should the negative implications of nuclear war in the subcontinent be exaggerated. Horrific as the humanitarian costs would be, they must be set against the staggering existing humanitarian challenges in the region. Second, many feared that India and Pakistan's 1998 nuclear blasts would unhinge the nuclear order. They did not. Similarly, if India and Pakistan use nuclear weapons, other countries involved in disputes with their neighbors will not necessarily follow. A nuclear war in the subcontinent could give a fillip to nonproliferation efforts. Resolving Kashmir would remove a nuclear flashpoint, but not the capabilities and underlying antagonisms that make nuclear war possible.
AT: Food Prices
Alt Causes to Food—Natural Disasters and Oil Prices

New York Times ‘11
Food Prices Hit Record High, Spurring Worries About Global Unrest By NATHANIAL GRONEWOLD of Greenwire Published: March 3, 2011 UNITED NATIONS -- Food prices are continuing their global surge, raising the specter of unrest in developing nations. The global food price index hit a new record high for the third straight month, the Rome-based Food and Agriculture Organization said today. The index averaged 236 points in February, 2.2 percent higher than the previous all-time high set in January. The index averaged 90 when FAO first began tracking world food prices in 1990. February's monthly high is 36 points higher than the average for all of 2008, when soaring prices sparked rioting and food-export bans in some developing nations. The index -- a compilation of price data for sugar, cereals, oils, meat and dairy products -- has gradually risen every month for the past eight months. The trend began last July, when summer floods in Pakistan, droughts in Australia and Canada, and wildfires in Russia shrank global food stores and saw market speculators return in force to commodities. News of fresh spikes in food prices also comes on the heels of crude oil reaching $100 a barrel. U.S. crude oil futures prices closed above the century mark for the first time in three years at the close of trading Tuesday. Wheat prices soared in February on U.S. commodities exchanges, but they have since fallen back to January levels. Meanwhile, corn prices continue to climb, rising by around 33 percent since December 2010. FAO and other food market experts are starting to acknowledge that biofuel policies supporting the ethanol industry in the United States are a strong factor behind the rise of corn prices. Soybean prices have fallen slightly after steadily rising since December. Cereal prices rose 3.7 percent over January averages. Meat and dairy prices expanded by 2 percent and 4 percent, respectively. FAO officials say the world can expect further price rises if oil prices continue climbing. "Unexpected oil price spikes could further exacerbate an already precarious situation in food markets," FAO's director of trade and markets, David Hallam, said in his agency's report. "This adds even more uncertainty concerning the price outlook just as plantings for crops in some of the major growing regions are about to start." During the last record run-up in world food prices, FAO hosted a series of conferences aimed at encouraging governments to support agricultural development in poor countries, but there has been little follow-up. Nations are now in the midst of negotiations on possible changes to the Food Aid Convention, a treaty that governs how countries distribute food aid. Eighty percent of that aid goes toward emergencies rather than malnutrition programs as was common in the past. The United Nations wants rich governments to focus more development aid dollars toward helping poor countries improve their own domestic agriculture sectors and markets. U.N. officials also want the United States to donate more food aid in the form of direct purchases from developing countries close to crisis points, rather than the current congressional mandate that almost all food aid be bought in the United States and shipped from there. The World Food Programme estimates that the cost of purchasing and shipping U.S. food to crises eats up roughly half the value of all U.S. food aid. 
AT: Peak Oil
Oil fields are refilling themselves.

Cooke in ‘5 

(Robert. "Oil Fields Are Refilling... Naturally - Sometimes Rapidly. There Are More Oil Seeps Than All The Tankers On Earth," Newsday (Rense.com), April 10, 2005.)

Deep underwater, and deeper underground, scientists see surprising hints that gas and oil deposits can be replenished, filling up again, sometimes rapidly. Although it sounds too good to be true, increasing evidence from the Gulf of Mexico suggests that some old oil fields are being refilled by petroleum surging up from deep below, scientists report. That may mean that current estimates of oil and gas abundance are far too low. Recent measurements in a major oil field show "that the fluids were changing over time; that very light oil and gas were being injected from below, even as the producing [oil pumping] was going on," said chemical oceanographer Mahlon "Chuck" Kennicutt. "They are refilling as we speak. But whether this is a worldwide phenomenon, we don't know."

AT: Modelling Solves Climate

Russia and China Already Have Electric Railroad, Plan Doesn’t Solve Two of Three Largest Emitters
Peoples’ Daily ‘6

China has world's second largest electric railway network, UPDATED: 09:31, September 29, 2006, http://english.peopledaily.com.cn/200609/29/eng20060929_307504.html
The extension of the electric railway between Hangzhou, the capital of Zhejiang province in China's east, and Zhuzhou city in Hunan province in central China, was recently completed. This now means that the total amount of electric railway line in China exceeds 24,000 kilometers, the second-largest network in the world behind Russia. Electric trains have a high transport capacity, low operation costs and energy consumption, and are environmentally friendly. The first electric railway was built between Baoji and Fengzhou, both located in Shannxi province in the northwest of China, in 1958. By the end of the 10th Five-Year Plan, the length of the line had exceeded 20,000 kilometers. There are currently 49 electric railway lines in use, which carry 43 percent of goods transported by rail, and accounting for 27 percent of the combined length of China's railways A well arranged and standard electric railway operation network was established at the very beginning.
AT: Air Pollution

Air quality is improving in the status quo including Globally
Feulner 05, PhD, president of the Heritage foundation, “Back to Earth,” the Heritage foundation, http://www.heritage.org/Press/Commentary/ed042205b.cfm, accessed 6/28/09

Moreover, that increase occurred even as the planet’s population grew by hundreds of millions of people. As Lomborg notes, “this means that more than three-quarters of a billion more people got access to clean drinking water and sanitation” during those 30 years.  Those people are also breathing more healthful air.  “We often assume that air pollution is a modern phenomenon, and that is has got worse and worse in recent years,” Lomborg writes. In fact, though, “the air of the western world has not been as clean as it is now for a long time.”  To prove that, Lomborg uses government statistics to calculate the cost of air pollution. After all, bad air is expensive -- it tends to make people sick, and it tends to shorten lives. Lomborg found that, since 1977, “average air pollution costs have dropped almost two-thirds, from $3,600 to $1,300” in 1999. That demonstrates that our air is getting better -- much better.  And Lomborg notes this is happening even as the American economy more than doubled and as the number of car miles traveled has doubled over the last 30 years. “There is also good reason to believe that the developing world, following our pattern, in the long run likewise will bring down its air pollution.”  In addition, our cleaner planet is producing enough to feed billions of people. 

AT: Asian War

Asia is generally stable and all other instability will be checked by defensive policing

Wong and Ansfield ‘11 

(Edward and Jonathon, staff’s, http://www.nytimes.com/2011/04/01/world/asia/01china.html?_r=2, dw: 3-31-2011, da: 7-9-2011, lido)

The Chinese military said Thursday that while the security situation in Asia and the Pacific was generally stable, it was becoming “more intricate and volatile,” with no clear solutions for tension points like the divided Korean Peninsula and with the United States increasing its involvement in regional issues. The military’s vision was laid out in a national defense white paper, a document published every two years since 1998. The paper tried to walk a line between trumpeting the modernization efforts of the Chinese military and assuaging the fears of foreign governments and analysts that the fast-growing People’s Liberation Army would be used for expansionist purposes or regional dominance. It stressed that China’s military buildup was purely defensive, a position Chinese leaders have long taken. The paper had more detail than previous editions on China’s efforts to establish confidence-building measures with foreign militaries. In the past year, perceptions by foreign countries of China’s military growth and of a more assertive foreign policy have resulted in diplomatic discord and discomfort, particularly between China and the United States. 

Asia will remain secure – ASEAN checks

Acharya ‘99 

(Amitav, defense and strategic study, http://www.rsis.edu.sg/publications/WorkingPapers/WP03.pdf, dw: July 1999, da: 7-9-2011, lido)

In the early 1990s, “cooperative security” emerged as the main principle for organising multilateral security dialogues and cooperation among the Asia Pacific countries. This principle called for the avoidance of an explicit balance of power framework, including the rejection of “deterrence mind-sets” associated with great power geopolitics of the Cold War era. The notion of cooperative security emphasised “inclusiveness” and the equality of all the states. The institutional expression of cooperative security was the ASEAN Regional Forum. The ARF was to be based on the ASEAN model of consultations and consensus-building. The advent of the ARF meant that for the first time, a regional organization including all the major powers of the international system (the ARF’s members include the US, China, Russia, India and the EU, and Japan) would be “led” by a group of its weaker members.23 The ARF concept thus turned the idea of concert on its head. But the viability of this approach has been suspect from the start. To be sure, ASEAN’s leadership of the ARF offered important advantages. Without ASEAN sponsorship, Chinese participation in a regional multilateral security grouping would have been highly unlikely, ASEAN’s own norms and institutional style provided a ready-made foundation upon which the ARF could build itself. But keeping the ARF tied to the ASEAN framework also limits its relevance to security problems in Northeast Asia. 

US intervention solves asian conflict

Prueher ‘98

(Joseph, Commander in chief of Pacific Command, interviewed, JFQ, dw: Autumn/Winter 98 da: 7-9-2011, lido)

The region is generally at peace but is not free from the possibility of major conflict. As Henry Kissinger recently noted, “Wars, while not likely, are not inconceivable. . . . Peace will require deliberate efforts.” There is no status quo to which every regional power adheres. There is no integrating organization such as the European Union or NATO to reconcile conflicting goals.While expanding commercial ties generally tend to promote peace, they can also produce new pressures. Continued growth will increase tension over access to scarce resources such as oil. Conversely, if economic growth rates continue to decline, dashed expectations among expanding populations could trigger instability. America is unusually well positioned among Asia-Pacific military powers. Our economic, diplomatic, and military capabilities can help maintain stability and prevent major conflict. Thus the United States is particularly suited to join with other nations as a partner to broker regional security, cushion tensions, and defuse crises

AT: Iran Prolif

Iran’s arsenal will be opaque 

Barry R. Posen 2006

“A Nuclear-Armed Iran: A Difficult but Not Impossible Policy Problem” CENTURY FOUNDATION http://www.tcf.org/publications/internationalaffairs/posen_nuclear-armed.pdf

Precisely because even a single nuclear explosion is so destructive, Iran does not need a particularly large nuclear force to deter nuclear attacks by other nuclear states. If Iran’s secondary purpose is to discourage further any effort to conquer Iran and change the government, then the state attempting to do that will inevitably present lucrative proximate targets for Iranian nuclear weapons. To deter its neighbors, or invaders, Iran does not need particularly long-ranged survivable systems—short-range mobile missiles should be sufficient and these are the easiest to hide. Iran’s most reasonable strategy is to disperse and hide its small force as best it can, and keep it quiet so that foreign intelligence means cannot attack it. This means eschewing dangerous alert postures, first strike doctrines, and the like. Dispersal, secrecy, stealth, and communications security are the means to survival, though they may present some command and control issues, and some nuclear security issues. There is no reason in principle, however, why a state such as Iran cannot use multiple-key arrangements to ensure against the unauthorized launch of its weapons. 

Nuclear Iran creates stability and dialogue in the Middle East preventing future warfare.

Ehsaneh I. Sadr (graduate student in the department of government and politics at the University of Maryland, College Park) SUMMER 2005 “THE IMPACT OF IRAN’S NUCLEARIZATION ON ISRAEL” MIDDLE EAST POLICY, VOL. XII, NO. 2
The above analysis indicates that a nuclearized Iran is extremely unlikely to pose an existential threat to Israel. The doctrine of Mutually Assured Destruction holds in the Iranian context: Iran’s clerical rulers, anxious to protect their own power, citizens and civilization, will not launch a war that will lead to their own destruction. Iran’s rulers are extremely unlikely to pass nuclear material on to terrorist actors whose loyalty they cannot ensure. They are also unlikely to step up conventional or terrorist harassment of Israel for fear of the escalation of hostilities to nuclear warfare. The impact of Iran’s acquisition of nuclear weapons upon Israel’s regional interests is less problematic than one might think. Although the regime-change option would be off the table, it is not clear that it has ever been a feasible alternative given current geopolitical realities. Any increase in domestic political support for the Iranian regime is likely to be temporary. Iran may indeed be empowered to pursue its own regional interests, but such pursuit is not necessarily bad for Israeli interests. Finally, it will be many years before Iran’s weapons stockpile begins to approach Israel’s and the latter is compelled to engage in an expensive arms race. Indeed, there is reason to believe that Iran’s access to nuclear weapons may increase the prospects for regional stability and even Middle East peace. Given the horrendous consequences of an accidental nuclear war, it will be imperative that Iran and Israel develop some sort of ability to communicate with one another directly. It is not outside the realm of possibility that the institutionalization of such communications may be the first step in the normalization of relations between the two countries and the future integration of Israel into its neighborhood. 

AT: Nato Collapse

NATO is becoming increasing weak and ineffective in the 21st century

Sieff ‘9 

(Martin, UPI Sr News Analyst, April 17, http://www.upi.com/Business_News/Security-Industry/2009/04/17/21st-century-NATO-a-weak-hollow-giant/UPI-99071239994461/) LL

WASHINGTON, April 17 (UPI) -- The NATO alliance that confronted the collapse of the Soviet Union from 1989-91 really had teeth. Today, a far larger but also far weaker NATO resembles a 1930s airship -- huge, slow, unwieldy, vulnerable and filled with nothing more than hot gas. Many military analysts believed that as late as the early 1980s, the Soviet Union and its satellite allies in the Warsaw Pact still had an overwhelming superiority in conventional forces, particularly in artillery and main battle tanks, over the assembled forces of NATO, especially on the expected main battlefield area between them of the North European plain. However, the decision of NATO leaders to push ahead with the deployment of their small, highly mobile, nuclear-armed U.S.-built Pershing II intermediate-range ballistic missiles changed the strategic equation. The Pershings gave deployed NATO forces in Western Europe a far more lethal and credible deterrent than anything they had previously fielded. Even at its time of greatest relative weakness in the face of the Red Army and its Soviet allies, there was no question during the Cold War that NATO was first and foremost a defensive military alliance. Its member states agreed that the military forces they put under the command of NATO at alliance headquarters outside Brussels were meant to defend their territories, not to project power outside them, however worthy the cause was. Therefore, the U.S. commitment in the 1950-53 Korean War, with allies such as Britain and Turkey sending military contingents to fight alongside U.S. forces, was never a NATO operation. Neither was the long U.S. military commitment in Vietnam. Nor was the 1991 Gulf War to liberate Kuwait from Iraq, although NATO allies, primarily Britain and France, sent significant forces to fight alongside U.S. troops. However, in the years following the collapse of communism and the disintegration of the Soviet Union, the nature of the alliance gradually changed. It eventually grew to its present size of 28 member states -- one more in number than the 27-nation European Union. All the former member states of the Warsaw Pact eventually joined NATO. So did even three former Soviet republics, the small Baltic nations of Latvia, Lithuania and Estonia that had been swallowed by the Soviet Union against their will in 1940. Successive U.S. presidents, both Republican and Democratic, enthusiastically backed by British governments, welcomed the new NATO member states one and all. There was a happy, almost universally shared agreement across the political spectrum in Washington that expanding the alliance was a good thing that would spread peace and security, as well as democracy and free markets, throughout Central and Eastern Europe. However, all the new member states were net consumers of NATO and U.S. security; they could not add to it themselves. This was dramatically demonstrated after the al-Qaida terrorist attacks on the United States of Sept. 11, 2001, that killed 3,000 Americans. To the astonishment of U.S. and European leaders alike, the first time the Article 5 clause for mutual defense in the alliance's founding 1949 North Atlantic Treaty, also known as the Treaty of Washington, was ever activated, it was for the Europeans to help America rather than the other way around. But this support, while emotionally important and welcome, was symbolic rather than practical. In the 21st century, the United States remained the single military giant on whom the defense of an ever-increasing number of much smaller and weaker NATO member states rested. 

NATO lacks cohesion and organization

Rupp ‘4 

(Richard, International Studies Association, Mar 17, fromhttp://www.allacademic.com/meta/p73714_index.html) LL

Despite substantial internal reform, collaborative missions, membership enlargement, and consistent public pronouncements of allied unity, NATO’s days as a coherent, effectively functioning, military alliance are drawing to a close. The states that established the Alliance in 1949 confronted a common threat to their survival. Though NATO’s member-states have made considerable efforts to identify new threats and missions since 1991, no unifying set of priorities has surfaced. Though many dangers to Western security have emerged in the post-Cold War period--the rise of the Al-Qaeda arguably the most significant--these issues have not unified the NATO members in significant common purpose. In the absence of a menace to their vital interests, and with fundamental political, economic, and environmental differences dividing the United States from Canada and Europe since the early 1990s, NATO will prove less and less valuable to its members with each passing year. This assertion is certainly provocative in light of the reforms and military operations that NATO has undertaken since the collapse of the Soviet Union. From the adoption of the Alliance’s 1991 Strategic Concept, to the design of the North Atlantic Cooperation Council (NACC), the Combined Joint Task Forces (CJTF), Partnership for Peace (PFP), membership enlargement, and military operations in Bosnia, Kosovo, and Afghanistan, NATO has consistently endeavored to adapt to the changing security and political terrain of the post-Cold War era. Scholars and policy makers who endorse NATO’s value and utility, acknowledge the array of challenges continuing to confront the Alliance. However, NATO advocates argue that those challenges are manageable and with the right set of reforms and policy initiatives, the Alliance will function effectively well into the future.

AT: Trade Credibility

Trade leadership is permanently damaged and they can’t overcome alt causes

Kim ‘10 

 Policy Analyst in Heritage's Center for International Trade and Economics, master's degree in international trade and investment policy from the Elliott School of International Affairs at the George Washington University (4/12, Anthony, Heritage Foundation, “A trade war averted for now”, http://blog.heritage.org/2010/04/12/a-trade-war-averted-for-now/, WEA)

So, a trade war was avoided. More precisely, it has been delayed. Considerable murkiness lingers on the trade horizon, and not just with Brazil. As Friday’s WSJ editorial points out: * WTO-approved retaliation to counteract U.S. trade violations is spreading. More than $3.4 billion [in] U.S. exports now face punishing retaliation tariffs. * The U.S.’s most economically damaging trade war is with Mexico. As part of the North American Free Trade Agreement ([NAFTA]), the U.S. is supposed to give Mexican trucking companies access to the U.S. But 17 years into [NAFTA], Mexican trucks still don’t cross the border, because the Teamsters union won’t accept the competition. A [NAFTA] dispute panel [has] authorized Mexico to retaliate. Last year it imposed duties on $2.4 billion of U.S. exports. * The [European] Union and Japan have also asked the WTO for authorization to retaliate because the U.S. Commerce Department insists on deciding antidumping cases with an arcane calculation that the WTO ruled against in 2007. As a result, according to the trade publication “Inside U.S. Trade”, both Japan and the European Union are eyeing retaliation. The total value of U.S. exports affected could top $500 million. The fallout from U.S. protectionism will hurt our ongoing economic recovery efforts. The protectionism itself is doing irrevocable damage to America’s leadership in international economic discussions. Free trade and its expansion through multilateral, regional, and bilateral agreements have been vital to world economic strength and prosperity. Treasury Secretary Tim Geithner commented during his recent two-day visit to India that President Obama “was ‘deeply committed’ to trying to build a consensus among Americans for more open trade and to support the [economic] recovery,” as noted in the Financial Times. While the Obama Administration has repeatedly said that the U.S. will not abandon its legacy of supporting open and free commerce, the fact is that it has done little to nothing to demonstrate that commitment in more substantive terms. One sign of inaction: three pending free trade agreements with Panama, Colombia, and South Korea remain on ice. Talking about “strengthening” America’s trade relations around the world, boosting exports, and even enforcing trade rules are only empty gestures without tangible action to re-establish America’s leadership in advancing free trade.

AT: Military Readiness

Alt causes to readiness decline

Bowyer ‘7 

(Lieutenant Colonel Richard F, “Recruiting 21st Century Army Warriors: A Task Requiring National Attention,” USAWC Strategy Research Project, lexis)

This paper examines four critical factors adversely affecting the recruitment of these future warriors. First, there is the issue of declining propensity to enlist in the Army. Specifically, the impact of the “long war” and the duration and frequency of deployments coupled with the media’s coverage of the war are tarnishing the appeal of military service. Propensity to enlist is also adversely affected by the parents of potential enlistees that are playing a major role in encouraging their kids not to enlist. Second, the generational characteristic of the young Americans the Army is attempting to recruit makes them less likely than previous generations to want to enlist. Third, the impact of a strong economy and job market provide numerous alternatives to military service. With relatively zero unemployment and very competitive wages for entry-level jobs, the Army continues to compete with a healthy civilian job market to hire quality recruits. Fourth, the pool of eligible Americans to enlist is dwindling. Many potential enlistees are disqualified from military service due to poor health, lack of education, or previous criminal activity. All of these factors reveal that unless the country’s lawmakers and the Department of Defense take action, an all-volunteer Army may not meet the nation’s needs because of its inability to recruit enough qualified young men and women to sustain its current end-strength, much less a proposed growth. However, there are some potential solutions to counter these growing concerns and this paper will examine some of them.

US power projection can’t solve conflicts 

Cascio ‘7 

(Jamais, 5/2, Lost Hegemon (pt 2): The End of Conventional War, http://www.openthefuture.com/2007/05/the_lost_hegemon_pt_2_the_end.html)

Few would dispute that the American military is, far and away, the most powerful conventional armed force on the planet, even as depleted as it is by the Iraq war. At the same time, few would dispute that this military force is, and by all signs will continue to be, insufficient to quell the insurgency in Iraq. While this particular result has dramatic implications for the global position of the US, as well as for the political and economic future of the region (and the world), the larger meaning of this conflict is only beginning to become clear: conventional militaries, as a means of compelling a desired behavior on the part of a national populace, have become obsolete. The question now is how long it will take political leaders to recognize this fact, and adapt to it. The reasons for this obsolescence are clear: conventional military forces appear to be unable to defeat a networked insurgency, which combines the information age's distributed communication and rapid learning with the traditional guerilla's invisibility (by being indistinguishable from the populace) and low support needs. It's not just the American experience in Iraq (and, not as widely discussed, Afghanistan) that tells us this; Israel's latest war in Lebanon leads us to the same conclusion, and even the Soviet Union's experience in Afghanistan and America's war in Vietnam underline this same point. Insurgencies have always been hard to defeat with conventional forces, but the "open source warfare" model, where tactics can be learned, tested and communicated both formally and informally across a distributed network of guerillas, poses an effectively impossible challenge for conventional militaries. 

Readiness not key—past crises prove


George ‘99 

James George, May 27, 1999, former congressional professional staff member for national security affairs and the author of Cato Policy Analysis No. 342, "Is Readiness Overrated? Implications for a Tiered Readiness Force Structure", “Is Military Readiness Overated?, ” CATO, <http://www.cato.org/pub_display.php?pub_id=5445>

Military readiness promises to be a major issue when Congress marks up a defense bill later this year. Some members of Congress are already using readiness as a reason to increase funding in the emergency spending bill for the war in Yugoslavia. Most experts cite the initial stages of the Korean War and the Hollow Force of the late 1970s as cautionary examples of being ill-prepared. A closer look at both those examples, however, shows that they really had little to do with readiness. Moreover, the current crisis in Yugoslavia illustrates once again why readiness may be overrated and the funds better spent elsewhere. Although often used as a generic term for all military capabilities, readiness--defined as the ability to respond with appropriate force with little or no warning--is only one of four pillars of military preparedness. The other pillars are force structure, modernization and sustainability. Thus, an effective military force depends on much more than just readiness. Interestingly, the two favorite examples cited by readiness alarmists fail to prove their case. The performance of Task Force Smith, an ill-prepared battalion quickly sent to the front and fairly easily routed by the North Koreans during the initial days of the Korean War, is often cited as the worst case. "No More Task Force Smiths" has become a mantra for the Army. However, critics of Task Force Smith fail to point out that U.S. commanders made the most basic of military mistakes--including grossly underestimating the enemy and sending TFS to an exposed position. When such blunders occur, the end result will be the same whether it is an ill-trained Task Force Smith in Korea or well-trained Marines in Beirut or elite Rangers in Somalia. Moreover, critics also fail to mention that barely a month later the United States stabilized the situation in South Korea, and in another month the Marines conducted their famous Inchon Landing. In fact, without the Chinese intervention, the United States would have won the Korean War a few months after it began. Not bad for a U.S. force that was supposedly ill-prepared.  Often overlooked, however, is how quickly those problems were solved. In some cases, solutions were found without spending a dime. For example, Chief of Naval Operations Adm. Thomas Hayward instituted his "Not in my Navy" program of zero tolerance for drugs. The drug problem was solved almost overnight. The induction of too many mentally substandard recruits by mistake which had lowered standards, was identified and corrected. That correction solved most other personnel problems (and should be a warning to people who want to lower standards today). Some members of Congress are now using the crisis in Yugoslavia to get more funds for readiness by arguing that the military is now stretched "too thin." (Congress doubled President Clinton's request for $6 billion in emergency spending for the war.) In fact, the situation is quite the opposite. Leaving aside the question of whether the United States should even be involved in Yugoslavia, the new Clinton Doctrine, which does not plan to use ground troops ( a position that is supported by many Republicans), limits the stress placed on the military. Those decisions are all deliberate political actions that have absolutely nothing to do with readiness. Under a well-conceived strategy, even a modestly capable force will probably perform well; but under a poorly conceived strategy, even a force with the highest degree of readiness will probably have serious problems. The experiences of Task Force Smith and the Hollow Force, as well as the invocation of a Clinton Doctrine that eschews the use of ground forces, have major implications. More forces, for example, could be placed in the reserves and scarce funds spent elsewhere. In addition, the military could switch to what Sen. John McCain (R- Ariz.) has called "Tiered Readiness:" a few forces would be kept on expensive ready status and be augmented by reserve forces that could be mobilized if a substantial threat to U.S. security arose. Military readiness is certainly important, and no one is suggesting a return to the truly shallow force of the late 1940s or the Hollow Force of the 1970s. But a close look at those forces shows that their difficulties involved much more than just poor readiness.

