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Surveillance CP 2AC – Policy

TERRORISM - Focus on drones inevitably trades-off with other intelligence gathering efforts—Only banning drones ensures US ability to strike at the heart of the insurgency

Flynn et al, ’10 [Major General Michael T. Flynn, USA, Captain Matt Pottinger, USMC, Paul D. Batchelor, DIA, Published by the New American Security. The mission of the Center for a New American Security (CNAS) is to develop strong, pragmatic, and principled national security and defense policies that promote and protect American interests and values. Fixing Intel: A Blueprint for Making Intelligence Relevant in Afghanistan, Voices from the field, January 2010, http://www.cnas.org/files/documents/press/AfghanIntel_Flynn_Jan2010_code507_voices.pdf]

The tendency to overemphasize detailed information about the enemy at the expense of the political, economic, and cultural environment that supports it becomes even more pronounced at the brigade and regional command levels. Understandably galled by IED strikes that are killing soldiers, these intelligence shops react by devoting most of their resources to finding the people who emplace such devices. Analysts painstakingly diagram insurgent networks and recommend individuals who should be killed or captured. Aerial drones and other collection assets are tasked with scanning the countryside around the clock in the hope of spotting insurgents burying bombs or setting up ambushes. Again, these are fundamentally worthy objectives, but relying on them exclusively baits intelligence shops into reacting to enemy tactics at the expense of finding ways to strike at the very heart of the insurgency. These labor-intensive efforts, employed in isolation, fail to advance the war strategy and, as a result, expose more troops to danger over the long run. Overlooked amid these reactive intelligence efforts are two inescapable truths: 1) brigade and regional command analytic products, in their present form, tell ground units little they do not already know; and 2) lethal targeting alone will not help U.S. and allied forces win in Afghanistan.

The US will retaliate to a terror attack, causing extinction

Speice 06 [Patrick F., Jr. "Negligence and nuclear nonproliferation: eliminating the current liability barrier to bilateral U.S.-Russian nonproliferation assistance programs." William and Mary Law Review 47.4 (Feb 2006): 1427(59). Expanded Academic ASAP]
The potential consequences of the unchecked spread of nuclear knowledge and material to terrorist groups that seek to cause mass destruction in the United States are truly horrifying. A terrorist attack with a nuclear weapon would be devastating in terms of immediate human and economic losses. (49) Moreover, there would be immense political pressure in the United States to discover the perpetrators and retaliate with nuclear weapons, massively increasing the number of casualties and potentially triggering a full-scale nuclear conflict. (50) In addition to the threat posed by terrorists, leakage of nuclear knowledge and material from Russia will reduce the barriers that states with nuclear ambitions face and may trigger widespread proliferation of nuclear weapons. (51) This proliferation will increase the risk of nuclear attacks against the United States or its allies by hostile states, (52) as well as increase the likelihood that regional conflicts will draw in the United States and escalate to the use of nuclear weapons. (53)
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Use of drones to survey the war on terror  engages in a form of biopolitical governmentality 

Shapiro Prof of Political Science at U of Hawaii 2005 Michael Social Text Duke University Press

Historically, the forms of surveillance attending episodes of militariza-  tion, warring violence, and internal surveillance are part of a more gen-  eral biopolitics. They are articulated with other political functions aimed  at accepting, rejecting, or managing bodies. The concept of biopolitics,  which is increasingly invoked in critical political analyses, originates with  Michel Foucault’s discussion of the “biopolitics of the population,” an  exercise of governance that “brought life and its mechanisms into the  realm of explicit calculations” in the nineteenth century.1 Whereas pre-  viously states contained a “people” who were subject to the sovereign’s  prerogatives, by the mid-nineteenth century, governance involved more  than merely extracting obedience from its subjects. It became involved in  managing a “population,” understood in terms of the energy and coop-  eration that could be expected from bodies that work, serve in the army,  or, at a minimum, maintain the coherence and positive functioning of  the family. 

Foucault’s emphasis in his treatment of the biopolitics of the population  is on the usefulness of bodies, the calculation of their performance  capabilities. However, the contemporary problem of governance—after  9/11—has been on dangerous bodies, not only those that constitute threats  from the outside but also those on the inside who collaborate with or serve as  vehicles for enemies of the state. Addressing the global context of “the war  on terrorism,” Giorgio Agamben revises the familiar Foucauldian notion  of disciplinary power. He notes that the old forms of power that involved  defense of territories is being displaced by an aggressive, outreaching  securitization: “While disciplinary power isolates and closes off territories,  measures of security lead to an opening and globalization; while the law  wants to prevent and prescribe, security wants to intervene in ongoing  processes to direct them.”2 Nevertheless, the law, whose function Agamben sees as being transcended, has been complicit with the hypersecuritization, with its increasingly global reach.

bio-politics ( bloodiest wars and conflict 

Elden, Lecturer in politics at the University of Warwick, England, 2002 Stuart, boundary 2 - Volume 29, Number 1, page project muse 

It is worth thinking this through in a little more detail. As Foucault notes, "Never have wars been so bloody as they have been since the nineteenth century, and all things being equal, never before did regimes visit such holocausts on their own populations" (VS, 179; WK, 135–36). He suggests that the modern formidable power of death is the counterpart of a power that administers life through precise controls and comprehensive regulations (FDS, 215; VS, 179–80; WK, 136). What happens is that politics becomes increasingly scientific: medical and mathematical. There is a discipline of the individual body—an anatomo-politics—and a regulation of the social body—a bio-politics of the population or human species (FDS, 216; VS, 183; WK, 139). Bio-power involves the builing up of profiles, statistical measures, and so on, increasing knowledge through monitoring and surveillance, extremely meticulous orderings of space, and control through discipline. Birth and death rates and measures of longevity become important; fertility, illness, diet, and habitation become measured; statistics and demographics come together with economics and politics (FDS, 215–16; see also VS, 36; WK, 25). This use of figures is pronounced in medical campaigns at the time (FDS, 217). This notion of calculation is both a particular case and the foundation of the more general science of ordering. As Foucault notes, "The body is a bio-political reality; medicine is a bio-political strategy" (DE, 3:210).
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Drones create a Panopticon effect in Afghanistan ( self surveillance 

Cameron PhD candidate in the Department of Political Science and International Relations at the Australian National University 2007 Robin Theoria http://www.metaetherproductions.org/words/articles/articles/self-discipline%20in%20a%20time%20of%20terror.pdf d/a 8/01/10 
According to Foucault, the apparent neutrality and political invis-  ibility of disciplinary regimes allows its power to be exercised with  maximum effect because it is hidden from view. The application of  this power will likely become ever less apparent as it becomes  increasingly seamlessly integrated into more and more aspects of  modern society. The reason for this is that unlike literal meaning  where the individual is forcedinto being a disciplined subject, the  Foucauldian understanding sees the individual subjecting himself to  discipline. This is well illustrated using the example in which Fou-  cault initially observed this phenomenon. Foucault identified this  effect in his study of Jeremy Bentham’s Panopticon. The Panopticon  is an annular structure with a tower at the centre, which contains—or  might not contain—a guard to observe and through this observation indi-  rectly, non-violently control the behaviour of prisoners, schoolchildren,  hospital patients, military trainees, whomever finds themselves on the  other side of the one-way gaze.6 

Thus, the Panopticon was said to ‘automatize and individualize  power’.7The seemingly omnipotent gaze of the Panopticon places the  individual in such a position that they are perpetuating the unbroken  psychological effect of the surveillance process, and their subjection  to it. The technology of the Panopticon compels the individual to con-  stantly discipline their behaviour, given that they could never be sure  that they were free from surveillance. 

Foucault’s argument based on his reading of the effects of the  Panopticon was that the panoptic techniques were used in many  instances throughout society.8In this sense, a relationship of asym-  metry exists whereby the regime could alter and normalize individual  behaviour, yet the individual remained powerless to influence the  regime in return.9The individual, following regular subjection to this  asymmetry, would of their own accord begin to act as though they  were under constant supervision, monitoring their own thoughts and  actions. Consequently, panopticism as ‘a model of human and/or  technical organization is governed by three principles: clarity, docil-  ity and utility’.10In one sense this gives rise to a very reliable and well  run society, a ‘system of certainty’, although on the other hand it is  one that is quite stifling in its lack of plurality.11While Foucault’s cri-  tiques and those derived from him do not often extend their analysis  of discipline outside the boundaries of the state or to foreign policy, his critique is nonetheless incisive as the disciplinary power of panopticism is said to ‘pervade modernity’.12 
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Precision warfare and surveillance ( liberal biopolitics 

Wilcox PhD Candidate Department of Political Science, University of Minnesota 2009 Lauren “Body Counts: The Politics of Embodiment in Precision Warfare" presented to the Political Theory Colloquium at University of Minnesota http://www.polisci.umn.edu/centers/theory/schedule.html d/a 8/01/10 

In discourse of precision warfare, the deaths of civilians occupy a substantial, if not crucial, role. The sparing of civilian lives is given as a key rationale (second only to protecting the lives of servicemen and women) for the development and use of precision munitions. In this way, precision warfare is a key component of the entry of biopolitical rationality into the sphere of war. Foucault considers biopower to be the power “to designate what brought life and its mechanisms into the realm of explicit calculation and made knowledge-power an agent of transformation of human life,” (Foucault 1978, 143).  Precision bombing, as part of the liberal way of war, may be said to operate as part of the network of biopower through surveillance and precision targeting on behalf of war ostensibly fought for humanitarian reasons. Along with discipline, biopower constitutes one of the “two poles around which the organization of power over life was deployed” (the other being discipline) (Foucault 1978, 139). Biopower concerns the supervision and intervention regarding the biological processes of birth, mortality, health, and life expectancy.  Liberal, high-tech wars embody biopolitical warfare, through which the logic and practice of precision bombing are emblematic.  The very nature of precision bombing is of calculated risk, of circular error probabilities, that the bomb will hit its target. Throughout the twentieth century, different technologies have allowed the CEP to decrease. Death is rendered calculable—that is, the destruction of the target. Death for civilians is also understood in this framework of risk and probability. As one proponent writes, “[Precision munitions] should be our weapon of choice because it is the most discriminate, prudent and risk-free weapon in our arsenal,” (Melinger 2001).

1

