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1NC Smart Power CP

Text: The United States federal government should substantially increase funding and resources for civilian-led agencies and programs including USAID and the DOS; Elevate and streamline the U.S. foreign assistance apparatus to improve policy and program coherence and coordination; reform Congressional involvement and oversight; integrate civilian and military instruments to deal with weak and fragile states; rebalance authorities for certain foreign assistance activities currently under the DOD to civilian agencies; strengthen U.S. support for international organizations and other tools of international cooperation.

And, the counterplan solves – it boosts smart power and solves diseases, economic decline, international cooperation, leadership and terrorism

Hagee 2k9

(General Michael Hagee, former Commandant of the U.S. Marine Corps “Testimony of General Michael Hagee United States Marine Corps (Retired),” DISAM Journal of International Security Assistance Management, pg nexis//ef)

I believe the balance the Committee is looking for is in the application of "smart power", an approach that ensures that we have strong investments in global development and diplomacy alongside a strong defense. For the United States to be an effective world leader, and to keep our country safe and secure, we must balance all of the tools of our national power, military and non-military. Mr. Chairman, I think of smart power as the strategic triad of the 21st century- the integrated blend of defense, diplomacy, and development. But this strategic approach will only be effective if all three smart power pillars are coherent, coordinated, and adequately resourced. While the Department of Defense rightfully has received strong Congressional support over the years, funding and support for the State Department and United States Agency for International Development (USAID) has been more problematic. It is time to address the imbalance, both in strategic emphasis and in funding.  I am here today as a member of the National Security Advisory Council for the Center for U.S. Global Engagement and the U.S. Global Leadership Campaign. I am proud to join with nearly fifty retired senior flag and general officers who share a concern about the future of our country and the need to revitalize America's global leadership. Our allies in this effort include a bipartisan array of some of America's most distinguished civil servants, Congressional leaders, and Cabinet Secretaries. This coalition also includes major American corporations such as Boeing, Caterpillar, Lockheed Martin, Microsoft, and Pfizer, as well as private voluntary groups such as Mercy Corps, represented here today by my fellow witness, Nancy Lindborg, and hundreds of others such as CARE, Catholic Relief Services, International Rescue Committee, Save the Children, and World Vision, to name a few. Despite our diverse backgrounds, we share a common belief that America is under-investing in the array of tools that are vital to our national security, our economic prosperity, and our moral leadership as a nation. Now some may wonder why a Marine, an infantryman, a warfighter, would advocate for empowering the DOS, USAID, and our civilian-led engagement overseas. I am here because I have been on the front line of America's presence in the world, in some of the most difficult security environments; and I know that the U.S. cannot rely on military power alone to keep us safe from terrorism, infectious disease, economic insecurity, and other global threats that recognize no borders. And I know that the military should not do what is best done by civilians. Mr. Chairman, I have witnessed many of the tough security and global challenges that burden the world today. I have been in nations that have failed to provide the most basic services to their citizens, in areas where tribal and clan divisions threaten unbelievable violence to the innocent. In Somalia, I saw the consequences of poverty and hunger that result in anger, resentment, and desperation. Some people respond with slow surrender to this hardship, while others look for political conspiracies and/or turn to extremist ideologies or crime to seek blame or retribution for a life of frustration. When that frustration spills over into armed conflict, the alarms go off; and too often our military is forced into action. We have the strongest and most capable armed forces in the world; yet as this committee knows so well, the military is a blunt instrument to deal with these sorts of challenges. The U.S. military does have its unique strengths: in times of humanitarian crisis, such as during the Asian tsunami in 2004 or the Pakistani earthquake in 2005. We can provide the logistics and organization to [help get] humanitarian aid to those in need; no other organization on this earth can respond as quickly or efficiently. We can break aggression, restore order, maintain security, and save lives. And where our actions are clearly humanitarian in nature, they have been well-regarded by the people we helped and have bolstered America's image overseas. But the military is not the appropriate tool to reform a government, improve a struggling nation's economic problems, redress political grievances, or create civil society. It is not, nor should it be, a substitute for civilian-led, governmental and non-governmental efforts that address the long-term challenges of helping people gain access to decent health care, education, and jobs. To be clear, all the military instrument can do is to create the conditions of security and stability that allow the other tools of statecraft- diplomatic and development tools- to be successful. But as my colleague General Zinni has said, when those tools are underfunded, understaffed, and under appreciated, the courageous sacrifice of the men and women in uniform can be wasted. We must match our military might with a mature diplomatic and development effort worthy of the enormous global challenges facing our nation today. We have to take some of the burden off the shoul-ders of our troops and give them to our civilian counterparts with core competencies in diplomacy and development. As I look back, we all know how this imbalance came to be. As the funding for the DOS and the development agencies was either flat or declined, going back over many Administrations, the military mission expanded to fill the void. The DOS and USAID has been forced to make do with fewer personnel, more responsibility, less resources, and less flexibility in how to spend those resources. This has not developed overnight. Former Chairman of the Joint Chiefs General Shalikashvili warned years ago: What we are doing to our diplomatic capabilities is criminal. By slashing them, we are less able to avoid disasters such as Somalia or Kosovo; and, therefore, we will be obliged to use military force still more often.1 [General Shalikashvili 's comments [above] sound remarkably similar to those of Defense Secretary Gates, who said last July 2008 [below]]. In the campaign against terrorist networks and other extremists, we know that direct military force will continue to have a role. But over the long term, we cannot kill or capture our way to victory. What the Pentagon calls "kinetic" operations should be subordinate to measures to promote participation in government, economic programs to spur development, and efforts to address the grievances that often lie at the heart of insurgencies and among the discontented from which the terrorists recruit ... it has become clear that America's civilian institutions of diplomacy and development have been chronically undermanned and underfunded for far too long- relative to what we traditionally spend on the military and, more important, relative to the responsibilities and challenges our nation has around the world.2 Mr. Chairman, we all know that some believe it is easier to vote for defense spending than for foreign assistance. But it is time to rethink these patterns. We need [to] take a comprehensive approach to promote our national security. Strengthening our development and diplomatic agencies and programs will not only reduce the burden on our troops, but will stimulate economic growth which will increase international demand for U.S. goods and products- and in turn will create American jobs. It is in our nation's self-interest to make a larger investment in global development and poverty reduction. Clearly, the global financial crisis gives new impetus to action. The World Bank reports that the crisis is driving as many as 53 million more people into poverty as economic growth slows around the world, on top of the 130-155 million people pushed into poverty in 2008 because of soaring food and fuel prices.3 This rise in global poverty and instability is complicating our national security threats well beyond the two wars we are already fighting in Iraq and Afghanistan. Although we have a profound economic crisis and budget pressure, I do not believe that we can wait to modernize and strengthen our foreign assistance programs, to make the best use of American skills for the betterment of the world, and the most effective use of taxpayer dollars. It is time to put smart power to work. Mr. Chairman, there is growing support for this shift in our global engagement strategy. Over the past two years, over 2000 pages and 500 expert contributors in more than 20 reports have concluded that America needs to strengthen its civilian capacity as a critical part of our foreign policy and national security strategy. From RAND [Corporation] to Brookings, American Enterprise Institute (AEI) to [Center for Strategic and International Studies (CSIS), the Helping to Enhance the Livelihood of People Around the Globe HELP Commission to the Center for American Progress, a diverse, bipartisan group of experts and institutions agree that many of the security threats facing the United States today cannot be solved by the sole use of military personnel and force. These experts conclude that a shift to a smart power strategy is necessary to improve America's image in the world and make our global engagement efforts more effective.4 Among the wide variety of recommendations contained in these studies, seven action areas stand out: * Formulate a comprehensive national security strategy that clearly articulates the required capacity for ALL elements of national power needed to achieve our national security goals * Increase substantially funding and resources for civilian-led agencies and programs, especially through USAID and the DOS * Elevate and streamline the U.S. foreign assistance apparatus to improve policy and program coherence and coordination * Reform Congressional involvement and oversight, including revamping the Foreign Assistance Act (FAA) * Integrate civilian and military instruments to deal with weak and fragile states * Rebalance authorities for certain foreign assistance activities currently under the DOD to civilian agencies * Strengthen U.S. support for international organizations and other tools of international cooperation While these reports focus on various tactics to achieve these steps, there is a broad consensus that we need to go beyond the institutional stovepipes of the past and revitalize and rebuild the civilian components of our national secu-rity toolbox.
2NC Counterplan Solves (Japan Aff)

The Counterplan Solves [the Whole Case] while avoiding all of our turns to reductions in military presence – 

Increasing funding, staff, and support for USAID and international development and diplomacy programs makes our smart power more effective – it wins hearts and minds while easing the burden of U.S. Military Presence – Troops on the ground are aided by “Soft Policies” like development and diplomacy that win support for international initiatives and broader cooperation 

This solves all the aff reasons why military presence is bad – that’s Hagee

And, It solves Every Aff Advantage – 

A) Diseases – CP establishes effective development programs necessary for economic growth and healthy living – that’s the root cause of disease spread – that’s Hagee

More Evidence – 

Hagee 2k9

(General Michael Hagee, former Commandant of the U.S. Marine Corps “Testimony of General Michael Hagee United States Marine Corps (Retired),” DISAM Journal of International Security Assistance Management, pg nexis//ef)

Mr. Chairman, this Committee is poised to take the lead in developing a smart power approach to our nation's national security challenges. It is clear to me that you have strong support from the Executive Branch for legislative action to promote smart power. President Obama, Secretary of Defense Gates, Secretary of State Clinton, Chairman of the Joint Chiefs Admiral Mullen, National Security Adviser Jim Jones- all have called for greater balance between civilian and military components of our policy for modernized foreign assistance policies, tools and operations, increased staffing level for State, USAID, and the Peace Corps and higher funding levels. As President Obama said just last week at the National Defense University: Poverty, disease, the persistence of conflict, and genocide in the 21st century challenge our international alliances, partnerships, and institutions and must call on all of us to re-examine our assumptions. These are the battlefields of the 21st century. These are the challenges that we face. In these struggles the United States of America must succeed, and we will succeed.7
B) Economy – Counterplan develops economic growth and development programs in target countries necessary to solve economic security – that’s Hagee

C) Warming – It builds coalitions for cooperation to solve the world’s biggest problems – that’s the vital internal link to solve warming – that’s their own 1AC Evidence 

And, More Evidence 

Lew and Granger 2k9

(Jack Lew, Deputy Secretary Of State For Management And Resources, “Hearing Of The State, Foreign Operations, And Related Programs Subcommittee Of The House Appropriations Committee,” Federal News Service, May 13, 2009, pg nexis//ef)
REP. GRANGER: Thank you, Madame Chair. I want to thank Deputy Secretary Lew for appearing today to explain the administration's FY 2010 priorities. The subcommittee has only begun to receive the details of this budget request and I hope the Deputy Secretary and his staff will work quickly to provide full budget justification so that we can better understand the items requested prior to us working up the bill. We've received some high level descriptions of their request. We note the accounts in the State Foreign Operations Bill totaled $52 billion or 42 percent increased over the FY 2009 regular appropriation excluding emergency appropriations.  This large increase will bolster staffing, as the chair has mentioned, for the State Department and USAID and support administration priorities like food security, climate change and global health and continued support for civilian efforts to fight the war against terrorism particularly in Iraq, Afghanistan, and Pakistan. The administration has described this international affairs budget request as a smart power budget, one that balances diplomacy, development, and defense in the advance of our national security objectives.  I've long supported the concept of smart power and I hope the Deputy Secretary will explain how the State Department and USAID planned to implement the amounts requested to support the diplomatic and development goals of this administration. Maintaining an appropriate level of highly trained staff is critical to demonstrate smart power. And this committee has supportive hiring efforts began by the previous administration. I look forward to an update from the Deputy Secretary on the progress that's been made thus far to hire and deploy new Foreign Service Officers. And I look forward to hearing about the new hiring expected for FY 2010 beyond.  In closing, I should note that I'm pleased the administration is following through in support for the Merida Initiative. The $450 million request is an important investment in Mexico's war against drug curtails on our southern border. The Deputy Secretary and I had spoken about how to finish all these if the funds are provided quickly to the next government. And I thank him for the work he has done to expedite the funds already appropriated. I look forward to working with you and to hear from you. Thank you.  REP. LOWEY  : Deputy Secretary Lew, your full written statement will be placed in the records, feel free to summarize your oral statement so we can leave enough time to get everyone's questions. Proceed as you wish.  MR. LEW: Thank you very much, Madame Chair and Ranking Member. I appreciate the warm welcome and look forward to working with you and the members of this committee both today and as we go forward. It's my honor to be here today to present President Obama's International Affairs Budget request for 2010. And I will take advantage of putting my statement on the record to summarize the major principles and priorities in the budget so we can give most of the time for questions.  A top line level of $53.9 billion of request represents a 9% increase over the 2009 funding levels. This budget provides the detail of what we need when we talk about smart power and it provides the resources for the administration to pursue its foreign policy goals. United States face diffusing complex threats including terrorism, climate change, pandemic disease, extreme poverty and global criminal networks. Key to our security and prosperity is a stable and secure world. And we cannot achieve that through military means alone.  It requires American leadership that promotes our values, build strong partnerships that improves the lives of others. That is what President Obama and Secretary Clinton calls smart power, harnessing the tools of diplomacy development and defense to help build a more peaceful and prosperous world. Reducing the risk of global poverty and instability will ultimately lead to conflicts. Smart power will save us both dollars and lives in the long run. We understand that economic conditions at home makes it a very difficult moment to ask the American people to support even the modest increase in spending overseas. At the same time, the American people understand that our future security depends on resolving current conflict and avoiding future ones.  When Secretaries Gates and Clinton testified together recently, they made a powerful case that investments in diplomacy and development, two of the pillars of our smart power strategy, are as vital to our national security as investments in defense; the third pillar. Smart power starts with people. That's why our budget puts an emphasis on increasing the size of the Foreign Service. Ultimately, achieving a 25% increase in State Foreign Service officers over the next four years. And I wanted a special attention to the urgent need to rebuild the US Agency for International Development. We are looking to USAID to take on some of the most difficult tasks in some of the world's most challenging environments.
2NC Solves (Leadership/Disease)

And, the counterplan solves for leadership, effective alliances, poverty and disease

Hill and Natter 2k10

(Gen. James T. Hill served as commander of the U.S. Southern Command, 2002-04. Adm. Robert J. Natter served as the commander in chief of the U.S.  Atlantic Fleet, 2000-03. Both are members of the National Security Advisory Council of the U.S. Global Leadership Coalition, “Might Plus 'Smart Power',” St. Petersburg Times (Florida), pg nexis//ef)
As officers in the U.S.  military, we were honored to be able to devote our careers to keeping America safe. We are proud to have served in the best and strongest military in the world, but our decades of experience have taught us  that military might alone is not enough to protect the United States.  Today, some of the most serious threats facing our country from around the world come from poverty, disease, weak and failing states, and a lack of economic opportunity. Keeping America safe still requires a strong military. But more than ever, we must utilize all three tools of our national power - defense, diplomacy and development. Often called "smart power," this approach is absolutely essential for American security, prosperity and global leadership.  Defense Secretary Robert Gates  has been an outspoken proponent of increasing U.S. diplomacy and development capabilities, saying, "When it comes to America's engagement with the rest of the world, it is important that the military is - and is clearly seen to be - in a supporting role to civilian agencies. Our diplomatic leaders - be they in ambassador's suites or on the seventh floor of the State Department - must have the resources and political support needed to fully exercise their statutory responsibilities in leading American foreign policy."  Gates' support for U.S. civilian agencies has been echoed by bipartisan leaders on Capitol Hill, senior officials in the Obama administration, and members of the military at the Pentagon and abroad.  We know personally the value of development and diplomacy. When we served in the armed forces, we each saw firsthand the important roles the State Department and U.S. Agency for International Development play in sustaining and enhancing the military mission on the ground. The military does its job in bringing peace to armed conflict, but our civilian-led programs help ensure military progress results in longer-term security.  Over the past weeks, we have all watched Haiti struggle to recover from a devastating earthquake. But in the midst of this tragedy, Americans can be proud of the brave men and women in uniform working side-by-side with our development experts and diplomats. By putting the "smart power" approach to work, the American response to crisis is stronger and more effective.  Diplomacy and development are not just important for national security - they have a real impact on the economy, too. Florida exported over $52 billion in goods overseas in 2008, which was an 87 percent increase over 2004. Given that developing countries are America's fastest growing markets, U.S. investments in countries overseas that enhance and build better trade are critical to Florida's economy.  Our nation's development and diplomatic efforts are funded by the International Affairs Budget. This covers programs that save lives, strengthen alliances, and improve opportunities for American businesses overseas - and it's less than 1.5 percent of the entire federal budget.Programs funded by the International Affairs Budget help people in countries all over the world have a greater chance at peace, health, security and prosperity. In doing so, they make Florida and the nation both safer and more prosperous.  For too long, our nation's development experts and diplomats have had neither the resources nor the support to do their jobs with the greatest impact possible. A robust International Affairs Budget can make development and diplomacy initiatives more effective, and help ensure U.S. civilian institutions are able to serve as strong, capable partners with the U.S. military.
Avoids Politics

And, there is bipartisan support for the cp

Hill and Natter 2k10

(Gen. James T. Hill served as commander of the U.S. Southern Command, 2002-04. Adm. Robert J. Natter served as the commander in chief of the U.S.  Atlantic Fleet, 2000-03. Both are members of the National Security Advisory Council of the U.S. Global Leadership Coalition, “Might Plus 'Smart Power',” St. Petersburg Times (Florida), pg nexis//ef)

For too long, our nation's development experts and diplomats have had neither the resources nor the support to do their jobs with the greatest impact possible. A robust International Affairs Budget can make development and diplomacy initiatives more effective, and help ensure U.S.  civilian institutions are able to serve as strong, capable partners with the U.S.  military.  The good news is there is bipartisan support to increase the International Affairs Budget and to elevate our engagement with the world. As members of Congress begin their work on the next budget, it is imperative that our state's congressional delegation supports efforts to adequately fund our "smart power" tools - it's in the best interests of Florida, our country and in building a better, safer more prosperous world.
2NC Solvency: Global Problems

And, the plan establishes a global framework through smart power to solve international problems and create global partnerships

U.S. Agency for International Development Newsletter 2k9

(“U.S. Can Reclaim 'Smart Power',” U.S. Federal News, pg nexis//ef)
President Obama  reminded us [Jan. 20] that "our power grows through its prudent use; our security emanates from the justness of our cause, the force of our example, the tempering qualities of humility and restraint." A week ago, in her confirmation hearings to become secretary of state, Hillary Rodham Clinton said: "America cannot solve the most pressing problems on our own, and the world cannot solve them without America. We must use what has been called 'smart power,' the full range of tools at our disposal." Smart power is the combination of hard and soft power. Soft power is the ability to get what you want through attraction rather than coercion or payments. Opinion polls show a serious decline in American attractiveness in Europe, Latin America and, most dramatically, the Muslim world. The resources that produce soft power for a country include its culture (when it is attractive to others), its values (when they are attractive and not undercut by inconsistent practices) and policies (when they are seen as inclusive and legitimate). When poll respondents are asked why they report a decline in American soft power, they cite American policies more than American culture or values. Because it is easier for a country to change its policies than its culture, this implies that Obama  will be able to choose policies that could help to recover some of America's soft power. Of course, soft power is not the solution to all problems. North Korean dictator Kim Jong Il likes to watch Hollywood movies, but that is unlikely to affect his nuclear weapons program.And soft power got nowhere in attracting the Taliban government away from its support for Al Qaeda in the 1990s. That took hard military power in 2001. But other goals, such as the promotion of democracy and human rights, are better achieved by soft power. A little more than a year ago, the bipartisan Center for Strategic and International Studies' Commission on Smart Power concluded that America's image and influence had declined in recent years, and that the U.S. had to move from exporting fear to inspiring optimism and hope. The commission was not alone in this conclusion. Defense Secretary Robert M. Gates has called for the United States to commit more money and effort to soft-power tools, including diplomacy, economic assistance, and communications, because the military alone cannot defend U.S. interests. He pointed out that military spending totals nearly half a trillion dollars annually-excluding Iraq and Afghanistan-compared with a State Department budget of $36 billion. In his words: "I am here to make the case for strengthening our capacity to use soft power and for better integrating it with hard power." The Pentagon is the best resourced arm of the government, but there are limits to what hard power can achieve on its own. Promoting democracy, human rights, and the development of civil society are not best handled with the barrel of a gun. The effects of the 9/11 terrorist attacks threw America off course. Terrorism is a real threat, but over-responding to the provocations of extremists does us more damage than the terrorists ever could. Success in the struggle against terrorism means finding a new central premise for U.S. foreign policy to replace the "war on terror." A commitment to providing for the global good can provide that premise. America can become a smart America-a smart power-by again investing in global public goods, providing things people and governments of the world want but have not been able to get in the absence of leadership by the strongest country. Development, public health, and coping with climate change are good examples. By complementing U.S. military and economic might with greater investments in soft power, and focusing on global public goods, the U.S. can rebuild the framework that it needs to tackle tough global challenges. Style also matters. In 2001, columnist Charles Krauthammer argued for what he called "a new unilateralism," which recognized that the United States was the only superpower and was so strong that it could decide what was right and expect others to follow because they had little choice. But this style turned out to be counterproductive. Insensitivity to style and the perception of others can undercut soft-power efforts. Obama  faces a difficult international environment, but previous presidents have managed to employ hard, soft, and smart power in equally difficult contexts. In 1970, during the Vietnam War, America was viewed as unattractive in many parts of the world, but with changed policies and the passage of time, the United States managed to recover its soft power.
Solvency: Pakistan Stability

And, Smart Power key to Pakistani Stability 

Powell and Qureshi 2k10

(Colin L. Powell is a former U.S. secretary of state. Moeen Qureshi is a former prime minister of Pakistan. “A foundation for the future; 'Smart power' offers hope for stability and prosperity,” Washington Times, pg nexis//ef)  
For Americans, nestled between two oceans and sitting astride one of the world's wealthiest economies, it is hard sometimes to comprehend that by providing assistance to a small Pakistani village thousands of miles away, they can change the course of history.  Similarly, Pakistanis, who live in a conflicted region episodically fraught with political and security challenges, don't routinely recognize that Americans can make a huge difference to the average citizen struggling to make a living and feed and educate a family.  Yet, as the events of the past decade have underscored, the connection between the people of the two countries has never been more essential, with the future of both intimately intertwined because the security and prosperity of the Pakistani people are common goals for both Pakistan and the United States. A secure and economically prosperous Pakistan will be able to create greater opportunities for its people and become a much stronger ally to the United States in preserving peace and stability.  Secretary of State Hillary Rodham Clinton and Defense Secretary Robert M. Gates have spoken eloquently about increasing reliance on what they call "smart power" as a means of spreading stability. Smart power promotes tools such as development aid for education and medical assistance to sow stability by addressing root causes of the grievances of the people.  Although substantial efforts are already under way, we see an important opportunity - indeed, an imperative - to increase smart-power-type engagement at the civil-society level by leveraging the knowledge, skills and philanthropy of individuals in the Pakistani diaspora as well as the many private-sector friends of Pakistan, such as corporations and foundations.  While the Pakistani diaspora and private American institutions have opened their wallets generously in the past to support not-for-profit development efforts in Pakistan, a report by the Pakistan Center for Philanthropy noted, "There are significant structural hurdles that make it difficult [for Pakistani-Americans] to give more to Pakistan."  The barriers, according to the study, include a "chronic lack of trust" in Pakistan's civic sector, the absence of convenient mechanisms to transfer funds and of an ability to monitor how funds are being used, and a deficiency of information about the charity groups inside Pakistan.  Given these sentiments and the importance of the U.S.- Pakistani relationship, Pakistani-Americans and other friends of Pakistan have come forward to create the American Pakistan Foundation (APF), an independent private-sector-led initiative. The goal of APF is to serve as a catalyst for social and economic progress from the smallest villages to the largest cities of Pakistan through strategic philanthropy and public-private partnerships.
2NC Solvency: Pakistan

And, Smart Power Tools Can be used to diffuse Pakistan and Create Stability in Pakistan and Afghanistan – We solve Stability and the Signal Necessary for Effective Democracy
Maclean’s 2k9

(“The Dream Job From Hell,” 2/16, pg nexis//ef)
She arrived with a new mantra too: "smart power," a concept of combining "soft power" with "hard power" that had been gaining currency among foreign policy thinkers who considered the unilateralist and militarist approach of the last eight years something other than smart. Clinton told the State Department her approach will mean using persuasion through "the full range of tools at our disposal--diplomatic, economic, military, political, legal and cultural--picking the right tool or combination of tools for each situation. With smart power, diplomacy will be the vanguard of our foreign policy." Obama himself has wasted no time demonstrating his seriousness about changing the image and role of America abroad. On his second day in office, he issued directives to shut the detention center at Cuba's Guantanamo Bay within a year, ordered secret CIA prisons shut down, renounced torture, and invalidated all Bush administration legal opinions authorizing aggressive interrogation techniques. On Jan. 26, he gave his first televised interview as president not to a major U.S. network but to Dubai-based Al Arabiya, in which he followed up on his inauguration speech promise of friendship to any regime that "unclenched" its fist, and spoke directly to the people of Muslim nations. "Now, my job is to communicate the fact that the United States has a stake in the well-being of the Muslim world, that the language we use has to be a language of respect," Obama said, noting that he has Muslim family members and has lived in the most populous Muslim country, Indonesia. "My job to the Muslim world is to communicate that the Americans are not your enemy." It was a startling performance that was alternately hailed as game-changing diplomacy or dismissed as naive blather. But whether Obama's outstretched hand and other elements of Clinton's "smart power" mantra will add up to more than rhetoric or a bumper sticker slogan remains to be seen. Smart power adherents in the Washington foreign policy establishment say it signals a major shift in U.S. foreign policy. The concept dates back to a 2004 article in Foreign Policy by Suzanne Nossel, now the chief operating officer of Human Rights Watch. It was picked up in 2006, when the Center for Strategic & International Studies convened a commission of prominent figures to rethink American's approach to the world. That was chaired by Harvard professor Joseph Nye, the champion of "soft power," and Richard Armitage, a former deputy secretary of state under George W. Bush. They looked at how the U.S. could reverse the negative trend of its declining image and influence around the world, and "smart power" was their solution that they then tried to sell to all the leading presidential candidates. "It's meant to suggest that the U.S. needs to be more thoughtful in a strategic way and not always rely on hard power first but look at other tools--diplomacy, aid, economics," says Carola McGiffert, director of the commission. "Protecting U.S. interests will always be our first priority--but also promoting the global public good." What smart power seems to amount to in Clinton's conception is a new emphasis on diplomacy and spending on foreign aid, more engagement coupled with carrots to match the sticks so familiar from the Bush years. And the first test of the new approach will be with the country that is emerging as a top agenda item for Clinton: Pakistan. It is arguably the most dangerous country in the world today--on numerous fronts, from international terrorism to nuclear proliferation and the future of democracy in the Islamic world. As long as Pakistan persists as a sanctuary for groups like al-Qaeda and the Taliban, it will be difficult if not impossible for NATO to stabilize Afghanistan. Pakistan has one of the fastest-growing nuclear programs in the world. Meanwhile, the U.S. continues to launch predator drone attacks aimed at killing top terrorist leaders, but which have also killed innocent civilians, upsetting the Pakistani population and helping fuel a drift toward Islamic militancy. "I would put Pakistan at the top of the list," says Bruce Riedel, a 30-year veteran of the CIA and senior fellow at the Saban Center for Middle East Policy, a think tank in Washington. "The trick in all this is that there is no unilateral or military solution to the problem. We can't invade and occupy Pakistan if we wanted to." So Clinton's job will be to get more co-operation from the Pakistani government. "The challenge for Secretary Clinton is to find incentives and leverage that encourage Pakistan to become a full partner in fighting the Taliban and al-Qaeda instead of the half-hearted partner they have been in the last couple of decades," Riedel says. But another huge problem is the fact that the new civilian government headed by Asif Ali Zardari, the widower of Benazir Bhutto, who was assassinated in December 2007, is very weak and has only nominal control over the Pakistani army and intelligence system. "So in addition to looking for ways to get them to work with us, she has to find a way to empower them in their own country," Riedel adds. This is where smart power could potentially come in. Clinton's leverage can include increasing economic and military assistance to the civilian government. Clinton and her husband are both popular in India and can also try to address some of the problems between that country and Pakistan--heightened in the wake of the Mumbai massacre in November that killed at least 173 people. And as a sign of the top priority the administration is assigning to Pakistan, it has brought in Richard Holbrooke, one of Clinton's most trusted foreign policy advisers, as a special envoy for both Pakistan and Afghanistan. Holbrooke is a seasoned diplomat who orchestrated the 1995 Dayton peace accords that ended three years of war in Bosnia. His hard-charging manner has drawn comparisons to bulldozers and bulldogs. "The appointment of Richard Holbrooke is a very powerful suggestion that this is a big complicated matter that won't be dealt with in a business-as-usual manner," says Frederick Barton, a former foreign policy adviser to the Obama campaign and transition team who also served on the smart power commission. "He's a diplomat with a large appetite for complex problems and is at his best when he is in the middle of one. It was done at the front end of the administration, which says this is a big one and we have to give it extra-special attention." Barton says Clinton's smart power approach will be to look at Pakistan as part of a regional diplomatic effort. It will mean helping provide economic opportunities for young people, encouraging the construction of cross-border energy pipelines to deal with energy challenges, and other "positive co-dependencies" in a region where people aren't inclined to trust each other. The emphasis on diplomacy and development will also be quickly tested in Afghanistan, where the new administration plans to almost double the U.S. troop presence to 60,000 but also ramp up spending on rebuilding the country. "The Bush administration always treated Afghanistan as second place," says Riedel. "Iraq got all the best and brightest, more money, more troops, and more intelligence. Barack Obama has pledged since he started running for president that he would reverse the priority. The good news for him is that Iraq is moving in the right direction and it will be easier to redirect American priority toward Afghanistan than it might have looked a year ago." Iraq remains fragile, though, and a lapse in conditions there could pose problems for Obama's ability to transfer troops from Iraq to Afghanistan. Still, the dual Pakistan-Afghanistan mandate for Holbrooke is a promising start, Riedel says. "In the 1980s, we at the CIA came up with ingenious ways to make life miserable for the Soviet army occupying Kabul," he notes. "Now we find ourselves occupying Kabul and insurgents are making life miserable for us. We can learn from that experience that the key to victory is how you manage Pakistan. The Russians never came up with an answer."
2NC Solvency: Iran

And, Smart Power Creates Effective forums for Cooperation with Iran – Solves Relations

Maclean’s 2k9

(“The Dream Job From Hell,” 2/16, pg nexis//ef)

Another pressing issue facing Clinton is how to deal with Iran, which continues on its nuclear trajectory. Obama elaborated on a theme from his inaugural address, telling Al Arabiya, "If countries like Iran are willing to unclench their fist, they will find an extended hand from us." Clinton quickly let it be known that the first move was up to Tehran. "There is a clear opportunity for the Iranians, as the President expressed in his interview, to demonstrate some willingness to engage meaningfully with the international community," Clinton told reporters. "Whether or not that hand becomes less clenched is really up to them." Asked in her Senate confirmation hearing about the prospect of high-level negotiations with Iran, or whether the U.S. would send some kind of diplomatic presence to the country with which it broke off relations in 1980, Clinton said only that the policy was under review and no options had been ruled out. "We will pursue a new, perhaps different approach that will become a cornerstone of what the Obama administration believes is an attitude toward engagement that might bear fruit," she said. Barton says part of that new "smart power" approach advocated by Clinton could lead to a search for common ground with Iran on issues other than its nuclear power: its acceptance of Afghan refugees on its border, the interdiction of narcotics, easing Iran's access to energy markets. But the Obama administration has also made clear that any talks about Iran's nuclear program will require Iran to suspend nuclear enrichment. "The dialogue and diplomacy must go hand in hand with a very firm message from the United States and the international community that Iran needs to meet its obligations as defined by the Security Council," U.S. Ambassador to the UN Susan Rice told reporters. "And its continuing refusal to do so will only cause pressure to increase." Neither Rice nor Clinton has said whether the administration would consider offering to temporarily suspend existing sanctions against Iran in exchange for an enrichment suspension--a simultaneous halt that would allow both sides to sit down and negotiate over the future of the nuclear program. "It's very clear how the diplomacy is going to shape up. The obvious Iranian position is we're happy to talk to you, and while we're talking about all these many complicated issues--nuclear and Iraq and Afghanistan and Arab-Israeli and so forth--we're going to keep building our centrifuge machines and expanding our enrichment capacity," said Gary Samore, vice-president of the Council of Foreign Relations (CFR) and former director of non-proliferation for the National Security Council in the Clinton administration, at a recent CFR discussion in Washington. "I think early on the Obama administration is going to need to propose to Iran that both sides suspend their hostile actions as a way to create space for a truly comprehensive effort to resolve issues. I think we'll actually find out pretty soon whether or not the Iranians are prepared to accept that offer." There is also a hope in Washington that any effort to engage Iran could also strengthen the international willingness to impose tougher sanctions if Iran does not co-operate, said Brookings scholar O'Hanlon. "You have to think several steps down the road. You negotiate with these regimes not because you think talks will work-they might, but they also set you up for the next steps that show other countries that have leverage that the fault lies squarely with one party." But if Iran gains a nuclear weapon, he warned, Obama will wear the blame regardless of the progress Tehran made under Bush.
2NC Solvency: Democracy 
And, Smart Power Ensures we export an effective model of democracy – this solves the affs claims about illegitimate governments and poor models

Nye 2k10

(Joseph, Prof @ Harvard, “Hearing Of The International Organizations, Human Rights And Oversight Subcommittee House Foreign Affairs Committee;Subject: Restoring America's Reputation In The World: Why It Matters,” Federal News Service, March, pg nexis//ef)
MR. NYE: At the Center for Strategic and International Studies Commission on Smart  Power, which Rich Armitage and I co-chaired, we felt that there had been a problem of the past few years in which we were exporting fear rather than hope, and that if we were going to appeal to a broad range of international opinion we were going to have to do things which symbolize America's larger visions and hopes -- what I cited in my testimony, the export of federalism, the export of democracy,  the export of free markets -- which attract others.  We also felt that one way to do this was to stand for the production of things which benefited other countries as well as ourself, sometimes called public goods, and that the United States as the largest country in the world was well-placed to do this -- things like dealing with energy and climate change issues, things like dealing with international development, dealing with local pandemics, global health initiatives. These were things in which we could serve our own national interest, but also serve the interests of others at the same time.
And, the counterplan solves democracy 

States News Service 3/26/2k10
(“The Obama  Administration And International Law,” pg nexis//ef)
Second, a commitment to what Secretary Clinton calls smart power a blend of principle and pragmatism that makes intelligent use of all means at our disposal, including promotion of democracy, development, technology, and human rights and international law to place diplomacy at the vanguard of our foreign policy.
2NC Solvency: Terrorism

And, Smart Power is Necessary to Moderate Hard Power and Harden Soft Power – the counterplan is necessary to deploy multiple strategies to defeat terrorism

Nye 2k8

(Joseph, teaches at Harvard, Leadership Expert and All-Around Smart Dude, “Smart Power,” Harvard Business Review, November 2k8, pg nexis//ef)
Q: Can a democracy really defeat terrorism with soft power? A: Let me be clear: There are definitely times when you have to use hard power. Think back to the 1990s, when the Taliban government was providing refuge to Al Qaeda in Afghanistan and President Bill Clinton tried to solve that problem diplomatically. He was trying to persuade the Taliban, and the approach failed. The net result was that the United States didn't do enough to destroy the terrorist havens the Taliban had created for Al Qaeda. That's a case when soft power did not work and actually delayed the United States from acting as it probably should have, with more hard power. So soft power can be counterproductive if it prevents you from doing what needs to be done. But if the way you use your hard power antagonizes the mainstream, you will find that the Osama bin Ladens of this world are able to recruit more people with their soft power than you are able to deter with your hard power. Today the United States is involved in a battle for the hearts and minds of mainstream Muslims. Americans have to use soft power to prevent them from being recruited by terrorists. That's why Iraq was a serious mistake. President Bush tried to produce democracy in Iraq through hard power alone, and the negative effect has set America back. Yes, coercion, hard power, is absolutely necessary for a democracy to defeat terrorism. But at times, attraction, soft power, is the more critical component. Soft power can draw young people toward something other than the terrorist alternative. You can't do that through coercion. Q: You say soft power and hard power are both necessary. Yet you dedicate your latest book to your wife, Molly, "who leads with soft power." A: I do prefer soft power to hard power. But you have to realize that soft power is not good per se; it has to be put to good purpose. The ability to attract others has been possessed by some evil people: Hitler, Stalin, Mao, bin Laden. Jim Jones, who started Peoples Temple, used manipulative soft power to get over 900 people to commit suicide by drinking poisoned Kool-Aid. His followers believed that he was a guru who had the ultimate word on their salvation. As I said, soft or hard, power is simply an instrument. You can argue that soft power is slightly preferable to hard because it gives more freedom to the person who is its object. If I want to steal your money and I take out a gun and shoot you, that's hard power, you have no choice in the matter. If I try to convince you that I'm a guru and that you should give me your bank account number, presumably you could choose to resist me. Q: Teddy Roosevelt famously said that we must speak softly and carry a big stick. Was he talking about soft or hard power? A: Roosevelt was the epitome of smart power: the combination of soft and hard power in the right mix in the appropriate context. The problems facing America and the world today are going to need lots of smart power, and leaders who want to understand it could do worse than to study Teddy Roosevelt. He was acutely alert to the use of hard power, look at his fondness for the military. But he was also aware of the importance of soft power. Roosevelt's chief motivation in negotiating crucial treaties such as the Portsmouth Treaty of 1905, which ended the war between Russia and Japan, was to make the United States more appealing. When he sent the Great White Fleet, the new American navy, on a tour around the world, he wanted both to display the country's new military power and to advertise America as a force for good. In effect, he used a hard-power tool, the navy, as a soft-power symbol. This kind of exercise of smart power is why Teddy Roosevelt often ends up on lists of the best half dozen or so presidents in U.S. history.
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