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This file was written by Madeleine Tien and Ryan Zhang.  It is most useful against critical affirmatives.

1NC Shell (Iraq)

1) Obama Administration decreasing role of PMCs, increasing role of American troops
Isenberg, 1/09, researcher and leader of the Norwegian Initiative on Small Arms Transfers (NISAT) at the International Peace Research Institute, Oslo (PRIO), and the author of Shadow Force: Private Security Contractors in Iraq,  CATO, “Private Military Contractors and the U.S. Grand Strategy”, http://www.cato.org/pubs/articles/isenberg-private%20military-contractors-2009.pdf, 7/5/10
In February 2007, Senator Obama introduced the Transparency and Accountability in Military and Security Contracting Act (S. 674), an amendment to the 2008 Defense Authorization Act, requiring federal agencies to report to Congress on the numbers of security contractors employed, killed, and wounded, and disciplinary actions taken against contractors. The bill was referred to the Senate Armed Services Committee but never passed into law. Continuing on this work, the Obama administration introduced in February 2009 a set of reforms designed to reduce state spending on private-sector providers of military security, intelligence and other critical services and return certain outsourced work back to full-timegovernment employees. The Obama administration also pledged to improve the quality of the acquisition workforce— the government employees who are supposed to be supervising and auditing the billions of dollars spent monthly on the contracts.16 Reform of this process is essential.  A report from the Center for Public Integrity found that the number of defense-contracting fraud and corruption cases sent by government investigators to prosecutors dropped pre- cipitously under the Bush administration, even as contracting by the Defense Department almost doubled.  This recent shift shows that the Obama White House is less committed to outsourcing in principle than was its predecessor. For example the introduction to Obama's 2010 budget noted, “The administration also will clarify what is inherently a governmental function and what is a commercial one; critical government functions will not be performed by the private sector for purely ideological reasons.”

2) The Affirmative withdraws all of its military presence from Iraq, meaning Congress must find some way to replace this military presence because the U.S. wants to retain its military presence in Iraq- that’s Kramer and Michalowski 05
3) The U.S. will use PMCs to keep its foreign military presence-empirically proven

Lendman, 1/19/10, Research Associate of the Centre for Research on Globalization, RENSE, “Outsourcing War - Rise Of Private Military Contractors (PMCs)”, http://www.rense.com/general89/outs.htm, 7/2/10

Included are companies offering "the functions of warfare....spanning a wide range of activities. They perform everything from tactical combat to consulting (to) mundane logistics....The result is that (the industry) now offers every function that was once limited to state militaries."  Warfare, in part, has been privatized so that "any actor in the global system can access these skills and functions simply by writing a check."  In the 1991 Gulf War, the Pentagon employed one PMC operative per 50 troops. For the 1999 Yugoslavia conflict, it was one for every 10, and by the 2003 Iraq War, PMCs comprised the second largest force after the US military.

1NC Shell (Iraq)

4) Increase of U.S. PMCs in Iraq leads to perceived imperialism

Reihan, 10/07, fellow at the New America Foundation, The Atlantic, “PMCs and Imperialism in Iraq”, http://rossdouthat.theatlantic.com/archives/2007/10/reihan_pmcs_and_imperialism_in.php, 7/5/10

What exactly was the Iraqi government hoping to accomplish by banning Blackwater? A few thoughts:  (1) This was a symbolic gesture for domestic political consumption; the Iraqi public is outraged by a foreign occupation, and passing this legislation is a relative inexpensive way of signaling nationalist resistance: that Blackwater is a small part of the PMC landscape lends credence to this notion, which I think reflects the conventional wisdom  (2) Because PMCs are such a central part of the US presence, undermining them is a way of undermining said presence -- and this in turn furthers the goal of a Shia leadership that sincerely believes it can successfully vanquish the Sunni minority through sheer ruthlessness.  (3) Chris Hayes sees the Blackwater imbroglio as further proof that "Iraq is an imperial project." And that's clearly true in a sense. Similarly, the US occupation of Germany and Japan and Austria (radically different for all of the obvious reasons) saw to it that any armed resistance was crushed, co-opted, or otherwise contain to maintain suzerainty. Indeed, the imperialist component of American influence was in fact greater during the Cold War according to the very smart Nexon-Wright analysis (which I found via M.Y.).  Clearly we're in a strange and different situation in which the United States is in a very antagonistic relationship with its supposed "client state," the Shia-dominated Iraqi semi-state. Banning Blackwater would undermine the ability of US forces to continue as the dominant military presence in Iraq (see 2), so it's hardly shocking that the Iraqi government would press for such a step. So Chris is right: the US presence has to be justified by something more than, "Hey man, we're just here to support a fledgling democracy." But of course the rationale for the US presence has long since moved past that point to, "We need to contain the chaos and tamp down the violence." That's where the argument is happening now, and that's where there are very convincing arguments (in my view) on both sides.

1NC Shell (South Korea)

Political pressure will force the U.S. to maintain a presence in South Korea

Don Kirk, journalist and writer, 3/7/2010, Daily News Headlines Digest, South Korea, in Surprise, Demands U.S. Forces to Stay in Place, http://www.informationclearinghouse.info/article1941.htm. 

SEOUL, South Korea, March 7 — Officials here said today that Defense Secretary Donald H. Rumsfeld had ignored them in suggesting realignment of American forces in Korea and demanded that they stay where they are at least until resolution of the North Korean nuclear issue. South Korea's newly installed defense minister, Cho Young Kil, said Washington "has never officially informed us of the movement of U.S. troops" and "the withdrawal issue was never raised by the U.S. government." Indeed, said Mr. Cho, talking to members of South Korea's fractious National Assembly, American and South Korean officials "will not discuss any possibility of movement of U.S. troops before the nuclear issue is resolved." The demand for American troops to stay comes as a shock to United States officials, who had assumed they were responding to commonly held Korean thinking by pushing ahead with plans for shifting the American military posture. The South Korean response indicated the sensitivities here regarding the role of United States troops as the new government of President Roh Moo Hyun settles into power amid a nuclear crisis that shows no sign of ending any time soon. Assuming that anti-American demonstrations in recent months verified the desire of many Koreans for American troops either to go home or to assume a much less visible presence, United States military strategists have been drafting elaborate plans for pulling them back or withdrawing many of them entirely. Against this background, Mr. Rumsfeld said on Thursday that he envisioned a plan under which American forces would provide mainly air and naval support while South Korean troops guarded against North Korean forces massed above the line between the two Koreas. Mr. Rumsfeld, at the Pentagon, suggested that the alternatives were between pulling American troops to positions south of Seoul, reducing the number of United States troops in Korea, or both. Those choices, he said, were "the kinds of things that are being sorted out." South Korean officials, however, viewed Mr. Rumsfeld's remarks as an unsettling revelation that was entirely news to them. All they know about, they said, was a plan announced last year for American troops to leave some minor bases in the interests of tactical efficiency. "Rumsfeld made some wording that was not discussed fully," said a foreign ministry spokesman, in understated politeness. "We should understand each other. There will be more intense discussions.” The South Korean response appeared to represent a swing of the pendulum away from suggestions in recent months that the United States scale back its forces and reconsider basic defense arrangements. "Anything that would leave the impression the United States was backing out would send the wrong signal," said Ralph Cossa, president of the Pacific Forum of the Center for Strategic and International Studies. "At this point it doesn't make sense either to do it or talk about it."

South Koreans have not altered their pleas for a "more mature, equal partnership," as demanded by President Roh, but are turning that demand into another reason for the United States to keep all 37,000 troops in Korea, the majority between here and the North Korean frontier. "We agree it's a critical issue," said Song Young Gil, a National Assembly member from Mr. Roh's Millennium Democratic Party. "After the nuclear crisis is solved, at that time we will consult on this problem." Mr. Song shared a view, increasingly heard here, that any American proposal to move troops from near the line with North Korea may mean that the United States intends to attack North Korean nuclear facilities against the wishes of the South Korean government. The logic behind this thinking is that the United States would want its troops out of harm's way in case North Korean ground forces retaliated by striking across the demilitarized zone."American troops are something like hostages to attack by North Korea," said Mr. Song. "Maybe this kind of action means some kind of signal for a pre-emptive strike against North Korea." For much the same reason, Mr. Song also opposed proposals to withdraw American forces from the large headquarters area that they have occupied in Seoul since the Korean War. "When North Koreans attack Seoul, automatically American troops will be involved just in time to react," he said. "So they can prevent North Korean attack. In any case, "We ask Secretary Rumsfeld, do not withdraw American troops at this time," said Mr. Song. "If the alliance is equal, Americans should heed the voice of the Korean government." The commander of United States Forces in Korea, Gen. Leon LaPorte, talking to Korean journalists on Thursday, sympathized with the desire to move American forces from Seoul, estimating that perhaps 300 troops would stay behind to staff a joint American and South Korean headquarters. Maj. Gen. James Soligan of the Air Force, deputy chief of staff, said at the same gathering, "We're looking at a number of options," including possible withdrawal of the 2nd Infantry division. The 16,000 troops of the divison are stationed at bases between here and the North Korean frontier, 30 miles away.

1NC Shell (South Korea)

The US will use PMCs instead of complete withdrawal. 

Lindsey Cameron, Doctoral candidate in the Faculty of Law at the University of Geneva. She is a research and teaching assistant at the University of Geneva and the University Centre for International Humanitarian Law, 2006, Private military companies: their status under international humanitarian law and its impact on their regulation, http://www.icrc.org/Web/eng/siteeng0.nsf/htmlall/review-863-p573/$File/irrc_863_Cameron.pdf

Private military companies are demonized by some and touted as the future of the world’s peacekeeping forces by others.96 As the 100 billion dollar (US) industry begins to look for a future beyond Iraq, it is starting to lobby for a prominent role in peacekeeping, especially in peace enforcement operations where states are reluctant to send their own soldiers. The UN Assistant Secretary-General for Peacekeeping Operations is not enthusiastic about the idea, insisting that the responsibility to protect must rest with states; nonetheless, current efforts to regulate the industry must not turn a blind eye to the companies’ ambitions. Regulation for the present can only be effective if the status and existing responsibility of these players under humanitarian law is widely understood and accepted. Given the much more complex questions raised by the application of international humanitarian law and human rights law in peace operations, and given the civilian status of most private military company employees, this is not conceivably a feasible solution in the immediate future.96

PMCs cause prostitution. 

Daniel Schulman, editor for Mother Jones, 9/1/2010, Animal House in Afghanistan, Mother Jones, http://motherjones.com/mojo/2009/09/animal-house-afghanistan
Drunken brawls, prostitutes, hazing and humiliation, taking vodka shots out of buttcracks— no, the perpetrators of these Animal House-like antics aren't some depraved frat brothers. They are the private security contractors guarding the US embassy compound in Kabul. These allegations, and many more, are contained in a letter sent to Secretary of State Hillary Clinton on Tuesday by the Project on Government Oversight, which has been investigating the embassy security contract held by ArmorGroup North America (a subsidiary of Wackenhut, which is in turn owned by the security behemoth G4S). The contractor was the subject of a congressional probe earlier this summer that found serious lapses in the company's handling of the embassy security contract, which internal State Department documents said left the embassy compound "in jeopardy." Nevertheless, the government opted to extend the company's 5-year, $189 million contract for another year. Underscoring the scope of the problems within ArmorGroup's Afghanistan operation, POGO says that nearly a tenth of the company's 450-man embassy security force contacted the watchdog group to "express concerns about and provide evidence of a pattern of blatant, longstanding violations of the security contract, and of a pervasive breakdown in the chain of command and guard force discipline and morale." 

Uniqueness Extensions

Obama passing reforms reducing PMCs
Lendman, 1/19/10, Research Associate of the Centre for Research on Globalization, RENSE, “Outsourcing War - Rise Of Private Military Contractors (PMCs)”, http://www.rense.com/general89/outs.htm, 7/2/10

In February 2007, Senator Obama introduced the Transparency and Accountability in Military Security Contracting Act as an amendment to the 2008 Defense Authorization Act, requiring federal agencies to report to Congress on the numbers of security contractors employed, killed, wounded, and disciplinary actions taken against them. Referred to the Senate Armed Services Committee, it never passed.  Then in February 2009 as president, Obama introduced reforms to reduce PMC spending and shift outsourced work back to government. of dollars He also promised to improve the quality of acquisition workers - government employees involved in supervising and auditing billions spent monthly on contracts. Even so, PMCs are fully integrated into national security and other government functions, as evidenced by the massive numbers in Iraq and Afghanistan alone.

Link Extensions

U.S. will use PMCs to replace withdrawn troops

Cameron, 06, candidate in the Faculty of Law at the University of Geneva. She is a research and teaching assistant at the University of Geneva and the University Centre for International Humanitarian Law, 2006, Private military companies: their status under international humanitarian law and its impact on their regulation, http://www.icrc.org/Web/eng/siteeng0.nsf/htmlall/review-863-p573/$File/irrc_863_Cameron.pdf
 
Private military companies are demonized by some and touted as the future of the world’s peacekeeping forces by others.96 As the 100 billion dollar (US) industry begins to look for a future beyond Iraq, it is starting to lobby for a prominent role in peacekeeping, especially in peace enforcement operations where states are reluctant to send their own soldiers. The UN Assistant Secretary-General for Peacekeeping Operations is not enthusiastic about the idea, insisting that the responsibility to protect must rest with states; nonetheless, current efforts to regulate the industry must not turn a blind eye to the companies’ ambitions. Regulation for the present can only be effective if the status and existing responsibility of these players under humanitarian law is widely understood and accepted. Given the much more complex questions raised by the application of international humanitarian law and human rights law in peace operations, and given the civilian status of most private military company employees, this is not conceivably a feasible solution in the immediate future.

Mercenaries are cheap and efficient

Scahill, 6/10, author of the bestselling Blackwater: The Rise of the World's Most Powerful Mercenary Army, published by Nation Books. He is an award-winning investigative journalist and correspondent for the national radio and TV program Democracy Now!, The Nation, “Blackwater's New Sugar Daddy: The Obama Administration”, http://www.thenation.com/blog/36756/blackwaters-new-sugar-daddy-obama-administration, 7/6/10
Blackwater has spent heavily on Democratic lobbyists in 2010 and clearly it has paid off. Despite the investigations, the indictments, the trail of dead bodies, George W Bush's favorite mercenary company is thriving under the Obama Administration. After its original sugar daddy left town, Blackwater has happily remarried. Over the past two weeks, the Administration has awarded nearly a quarter billion dollars in new US government contracts to Blackwater to work for the State Department and CIA in Afghanistan and other hot zones globally.  "I have to tell you that in the war zone, we continue to have needs for security. You've got a lot of forward bases. We've got a lot of attacks on some of these bases. We've got to have security. Unfortunately, there are a few companies that provide that kind of security," Panetta told Jake Tapper. "So we bid out some of those contracts. [Blackwater] provided a bid that was underbid everyone else by about $26 million. And a panel that we had said that they can do the job, that they have shaped up their act. So there really was not much choice but to accept that contract." While Tapper specifically asked Panetta about Blackwater's work in Afghanistan, the CIA contract is not limited to Afghanistan--it is a global contract.  PolitiFact didn't review the accuracy of Panetta's statements about Blackwater (which, these days, tries to pass itself off under the new names Xe Services and the US Training Center), but it should have. Blackwater is still Blackwater. Yes, the company changed its name and yes they hired some new figureheads and yes Erik Prince says he is selling the company and leaving the government services business. But let's be clear: this is a company that remains under serious investigation by multiple US agencies and Congress for a range of alleged crimes and violations. Among these are weapons charges, murder, manslaughter, conspiracy, making false statements and using shell companies to win contracts that may not have been awarded to Blackwater if the company's true identity was clear. Most recently, McClatchy revealed that "the U.S. government and the private military contractor are negotiating a multimillion-dollar fine to settle allegations that Blackwater violated U.S. export control regulations in Sudan, Iraq and elsewhere."
Iraq Link

U.S. wants to retain, if not increase, its military presence in foreign countries, specifically Iraq

Johnson, 1/15/04, American author and professor emeritus of the University of California, San Diego. He served in the Korean war, was a consultant for the CIA from 1967–1973, and led the Center for Chinese Studies at the University of California, Berkeley, Common Dreams, “America's Empire of Bases”, http://www.commondreams.org/views04/0115-08.htm, 7/2/10
Of all the insensitive, if graphic metaphors we've allowed into our vocabulary, none quite equals "footprint" to describe the military impact of our empire. Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff Gen. Richard Myers and senior members of the Senate's Military Construction Subcommittee such as Dianne Feinstein (D-CA) are apparently incapable of completing a sentence without using it. Establishing a more impressive footprint has now become part of the new justification for a major enlargement of our empire -- and an announced repositioning of our bases and forces abroad -- in the wake of our conquest of Iraq. The man in charge of this project is Andy Hoehn, deputy assistant secretary of defense for strategy. He and his colleagues are supposed to draw up plans to implement President Bush's preventive war strategy against "rogue states," "bad guys," and "evil-doers." They have identified something they call the "arc of instability," which is said to run from the Andean region of South America (read: Colombia) through North Africa and then sweeps across the Middle East to the Philippines and Indonesia. This is, of course, more or less identical with what used to be called the Third World -- and perhaps no less crucially it covers the world's key oil reserves. Hoehn contends, "When you overlay our footprint onto that, we don't look particularly well-positioned to deal with the problems we're now going to confront."
PMCs Bad – Sex Trafficking

PMCs cause sex trafficking.

Margret Maffi, winners of the Association of Women Lawyers (AWL) scholarships for 2008 Cairo Institute for Human Rights Studies ACCOUNTABILITY FOR PRIVATE MILITARY AND SECURITY COMPANY EMPLOYEES THAT ENGAGE IN SEX TRAFFICKING AND RELATED ABUSES WHILE UNDER CONTRACT WITH THE UNITED STATES OVERSEAS, 5/16/2009, http://hosted.law.wisc.edu/wilj/issues/26/4/maffai.pdf
Jurisdictional confusion, in addition to corporate interference and accepted socio-historical norms concerning soldiers and the demand for sex workers inhibits prosecution of PMSC employees for sex trafficking related crimes.14 This article evaluates existing laws governing prosecution of PMSC employees and articulates specific strategies under international and domestic law for prosecuting employees who participate in the sexual exploitation of women and children in Iraq, fuelling the international sex trade. This paper argues that current domestic and international regulations provide inadequate oversight and consequences for PMSC employees in Iraq. This article also argues that the U.S. government has a moral and ethical responsibility to improve its legal control over PMSCs and to allow the prosecution of U.S. citizens in the International Criminal Court when prosecutors fail to charge sex trafficking PMSC employees in U.S. courts. Currently, there is no adequate governmental or military process in place for the criminal prosecution of PMSC employees engaged in sex trafficking activities and, until the recent Status of Forces Agreement went into effect, the responsibility for disciplining PMSC employees was left entirely to the corporations themselves.15 As this article demonstrates, constitutional concerns, PMSC employee civilian status, the involvement of PMSC employees who are not U.S. citizens, and the U.S. protection of PMSCs from Iraqi jurisdiction, have effectively immunized PMSC employees from successful prosecution. To illustrate the specific problems created by the international character of PMSCs and the jurisdictional obstacles to sex crimes prosecution of PMSC employees, Part I of this paper examines an historical fact pattern, namely the alleged sex trafficking activities of DynCorp employees under contract with the United Nations Police Task Force in Bosnia in 2000. Part II evaluates approaches to prosecuting contractors for sex trafficking under domestic and international laws for constitutionality, feasibility, and effectiveness. Part III then explores pending legislation aimed at advancing the laws pertaining to regulation of contractor in Iraq. Part III further articulates the need for an international solution to this international problem; a “fail-safe” measure by which the international community can bring sex trafficking PMSC employees to justice in the event that U.S. courts fail in their duty to prosecute American citizens and American-employed contractors.

PMCs Bad - Rape

PMCs lead to increased amounts of rape

Isenberg, 4/21/10, researcher and leader of the Norwegian Initiative on Small Arms Transfers (NISAT) at the International Peace Research Institute, Oslo (PRIO), and the author of Shadow Force: Private Security Contractors in Iraq, The Huffington Post, “PMC and Sex Crimes”, http://www.huffingtonpost.com/david-isenberg/pmc-and-sex-crimes_b_546169.html, 7/5/10
My first thought is how is it that some contractors can't seem to keep it in their pants? This is an issue that seems to keep happening over the years; from the days when DynCorp contractors were involved in a sex trafficking scandal in Bosnia when employees and supervisors engaged in sex with 12 to 15 year old children, and sold them to each other as slaves to the gang-rape of Jamie Leigh Jones a former KBR employee who claimed that seven KBR employees drugged and gang-raped her on July 28, 2005 at Camp Hope, Baghdad, Iraq.  For those who like to dismiss such things as isolated occurrences just head on over to the "Rape, Hazing, Discrimination & Harassment" section of Ms, Sparky's blog and you will be promptly disabused of such a notion.  In fact the situation is serious enough that the sexual assault of employees of U.S. military contractors working in Iraq and Afghanistan will be tracked by the Pentagon under a system it is setting up.  Evidently the fact that the Uniform Code of Military Justice (UCMJ) declares that sexual assault committed by the Armed Forces and DOD civilians and contractors accompanying Armed Forces in contingency operations is a criminal offense that is punishable by court-martial is not enough to keep assaults from happening.  The IG report reviewed contracts that support Operations Enduring Freedom and Iraqi Freedom for language in clauses that address the prevention of sexual assault or harassment of or by contractor personnel. It also determined whether DOD and/or DOD contractors provided sexual assault/harassment prevention and response training to contractor employees prior to deployment.

PMCs Bad – Human Rights

PMCs abuse human rights.

Laura Raymond, SIT graduate institute, 2009, Ending Human Rights Abuses By Private Military Contractors: Developing An Advocacy Strategy Within A Multi-Issue Legal And Educational Organization, http://digitalcollections.sit.edu/capstones/1322/
Despite serious allegations of human rights abuses at the hands of U.S.-based private military contractors during the war in and occupation of Iraq, no effective system of oversight and accountability has been established over this industry. Meanwhile, the private military and security industry is expanding in unprecedented ways in regions of conflict throughout the world. For the past five years, the Center for Constitutional Rights (CCR) has been attempting to establish accountability over contractors for human rights abuses as co-counsel on a series of civil lawsuits against private military contractors. As CCR’s International Human Rights Education and Outreach Associate, I am responsible for developing a new advocacy project around this issue. This capstone paper examines the advocacy context and policy issue, discusses a strategy memo I developed to plan the project and offers an evaluation as well as lessons learned from this work.

PMCs Bad – Colonialism

PMCs lead to colonialism, Comoros proves

Forte, 10/15/07, (Anthropologist, Associate Professor) Department of Sociology and Anthropology of Concordia University, Zero Anthropology, “In the world of the mercenary, colonialism is past, present, and future”, http://zeroanthropology.net/2007/10/15/in-the-world-of-the-mercenary-colonialism-is-past-present-and-future/, 7/6/10
Bob Denard, a mercenary who staged coups, battled communism and fought for French interests and his own across Africa for more than three decades, has died, his sister said Sunday. He was 78.  Denard died Saturday in the Paris area, said his sister, Georgette Garnier. She declined to say how he died, but he had suffered from Alzheimer’s disease and cardiovascular problems.  A fervent anti-communist who had worked for several dictators and monarchs, Denard was among a group of postcolonial French mercenaries known as “les affreux” – the horrible ones. He claimed he had the backing of Paris, but was never given official support.  Denard was twice convicted in France for his role in an attempted coup in Marxist-controlled Benin in 1977, and a later short-lived coup in the impoverished Indian Ocean archipelago of the Comoros Islands in 1995. He received suspended prison terms in each case.  Denard was perhaps best known for controlling the Comoros behind a figurehead leader for most of the 1980s following a coup he led in the country.  Bob Denard was one of about a dozen aliases that he assumed during his colorful career. His real name was Gilbert Bourgeaud.  Denard was born in southwest France on Jan. 20, 1929, the son of a noncommissioned officer in the French colonial army. Garnier described him as a lifelong military man who was “adored by his men” – dozens of whom were former European soldiers.  After serving in the colonial army in French Indochina in the 1950s, Denard became a hired gun in 1961 when he moved to the Belgian Congo to help train government troops. From there, he took part in uprisings in Nigeria, Angola and Rhodesia, the British colony that later became Zimbabwe.  Denard also served the Shah of Iran and trained royalist troops in Yemen. He claimed he worked with British intelligence there, and with the CIA in Angola – where he once led a group of mercenaries into the country by bicycle.

PMCs lead to colonialism, Namibia proves

Forte, 10/15/07, (Anthropologist, Associate Professor) Department of Sociology and Anthropology of Concordia University, Zero Anthropology, “In the world of the mercenary, colonialism is past, present, and future”, http://zeroanthropology.net/2007/10/15/in-the-world-of-the-mercenary-colonialism-is-past-present-and-future/, 7/6/10
Authorities have ordered the deportation of two Americans working for a security firm that was trying to recruit Namibians to work as guards at U.S. facilities in Iraq and Afghanistan, a government minister said.  The Namibian Cabinet also recommended the closure of the local branch of the Nevada-based security firm, Special Operations Consulting-Security Management Group (SOC-SMG), which was set up earlier this month, Information Minister Netumbo Nandi-Ndaitwah said Friday.  The firm had been targeting Namibians over the age of 25 as well as veterans of Namibia’s lengthy war with South Africa for independence. The company is reported to have held meetings with some increasingly disaffected war veterans, who have been campaigning for hefty pensions and gratuities from the state for their roles in the guerrilla war.  A sparsely populated desert country, Namibia presents an easy option for companies hoping to operate under the legal radar. The country also presents an alternative to neighboring South Africa, where controversial anti-mercenary legislation has been introduced which will clamp down on citizens wanting to work in security and military sectors abroad.

An estimated 2,000 to 4,000 South Africans worked in Iraq last year, helping guard oil installations, hotels and foreign residents. Thousands more are in other countries like Nigeria and Afghanistan. Many of them are white former members of the apartheid-era armed forces.

AT: PMCs Good - Cost

Mercenaries not worth the money spent on them

Pournelle, 3/09, President of the Science Fiction and Fantasy Writers of America in 1973, “MERCENARIES AND MILITARY VIRTUE”, http://www.jerrypournelle.com/reports/jerryp/virtue.html, 7/6/10

Machiavelli understood that, and things have not much changed since his time--except that Americans know far less history than did the rulers of Florence and Milan and Venice.  For mercenaries are a dangerous necessity. If they are incompetent, they will ruin you. If they are competent there is always the temptation to rob the paymaster.  Why should they not? They know their employers will not fight. They may, if recruited into a national army, retain loyalty to the country--but if the nation despises them, and takes every possible opportunity to let them know it, then that incentive falls as well--and they have a monopoly on the means of violence. Their employers won’t fight--if they would, they needn’t have hired mercenaries.  The result is usually disastrous for the wealthy republic.After all, it should be fairly clear that no one fights purely for money; that anyone who does is probably not worth hiring. As Montesquieu put it, “a rational army would run away.” To stand on the firing parapet and expose yourself to danger; to stand and fight a thousand miles from home when you’re all alone and outnumbered and probably beaten; to spit on your hands and lower the pike, to stand fast over the body of Leonidas the King, to be rear guard at Kunu-ri; to stand and be still to the Birkenhead drill; these are not rational acts.  They are often merely necessary.  Through history, through painful experience, military professionals have built up a specialized knowledge: how to induce men (including most especially themselves) to fight, aye, and to die. To charge the guns at Breed’s Hill and New Orleans, at Chippewa and at Cold Harbor; to climb the wall of the Embassy Compound at Peking; to go ashore at Betio and Saipan; to load and fire with precision and accuracy while the Bon Homme Richard  is sinking; to fly in that thin air five miles above a hostile land and bring the ship straight and level for thirty seconds over Regensberg and Ploesti; to endure at Heartbreak Ridge and Porkchop Hill and the Iron Triangle and Dien Bien Phu and Hue and Firebase 34 and a thousand nameless hills and villages.  It’s a rather remarkable when you look closer and see just how many mercenary units have performed creditably, honorably, even gallantly; how many of those who have changed history on the battlefield have been professional soldiers. For despite the silly sayings about violence never settling anything, history IS changed on the battlefield: ask the National Socialist German Worker’s Party, the Continental Congress, the Carthaginians, the Israelis, the Confederate States of America, Pompey and Caesar and Richard III and Harold of Wessex, Don Juan of Austria and Aetius the last Roman. Yet you could search through the armies of history and you would find few competent troopers who fought for money and money alone.  This is the mistake so often made by those who despise the military, and because they despise it refuse to understand it:  they fail to see that few are so foolish as to give their lives for money; yet an army whose soldiers are not willing to die is an army that wins few victories. Yet certainly there have always existed mercenary soldiers.

AFF: PMCs High Now

U.S.’s use of PMCs growing, high right now

Lendman, 1/19/10, Research Associate of the Centre for Research on Globalization, RENSE, “Outsourcing War - Rise Of Private Military Contractors (PMCs)”, http://www.rense.com/general89/outs.htm, 7/2/10

Overall, the industry is huge and growing, grossing over $100 billion annually worldwide, operating in over 50 countries. By far, the Pentagon is their biggest client, and in the decade leading up to the Iraq War, it contracted with over 3,000 PMCs, and now many more spending increasingly larger amounts.  A single company, Halliburton and its divisions grossed between $13 - $16 billion from the Iraq War, an amount 2.5 times America's cost for the entire Gulf War. The company profits handsomely because of America's commitment to privatized militarization. More about it below.  Since 2003, Iraq alone represents the "single largest commitment of US military forces in a generation (and) by far the largest marketplace for the private military industry ever."  In 2005, 80 PMCs operated there with over 20,000 personnel. Today, in Iraq and Afghanistan combined, it's grown exponentially, according to US Department of Defense figures - nearly 250,000 as of Q 3, 2009, mostly in Iraq but rising in Afghanistan to support more troops.  Not included are PMCs working for the State Department, 16 US intelligence agencies, Homeland Security, other branches and foreign governments, commercial businesses, and individuals, so the true total is much higher. In addition, as Iraq troops are drawn down, PMCs will replace them, and in Afghanistan, they already exceed America's military force.  According to a September 21, 2009 Congressional Research Service (CRS) Report, as of June 2009, PMCs in Afghanistan numbered 73,968, and a later year end 2009 US Central Command figure is over 104,000 and rising. The expense is enormous and growing with CRS reporting that supporting each soldier costs $1 million annually, in large part because of rampant waste, fraud and abuse, unmonitored and unchecked.  With America heading for 100,000 troops on the ground and more likely coming, $100 billion will be spent annually supporting them, then more billions as new forces arrive, and the Iraq amount is even greater - much, or perhaps most, from supplemental funding for both theaters on top of America's largest ever military budget at a time the country has no enemies except for ones it makes by invading and occupying other countries and waging global proxy wars.

Obama increasing role of PMCs

Scahill, 6/7/09, author of the bestselling Blackwater: The Rise of the World's Most Powerful Mercenary Army, published by Nation Books. He is an award-winning investigative journalist and correspondent for the national radio and TV program Democracy Now!, Green Change, “Obama boosts use of mercenaries in Afghanistan, Iraq”, http://www.greenchange.org/article.php?id=4505, 7/6/10
According to new statistics released by the Pentagon, with Barack Obama as commander in chief, there has been a 23% increase in the number of “Private Security Contractors” working for the Department of Defense in Iraq in the second quarter of 2009 and a 29% increase in Afghanistan, which “correlates to the build up of forces” in the country. These numbers relate explicitly to DoD security contractors. Companies like Blackwater and its successor Triple Canopy work on State Department contracts and it is unclear if these contractors are included in the over-all statistics. This means, the number of individual “security” contractors could be quite higher, as could the scope of their expansion.  Overall, contractors (armed and unarmed) now make up approximately 50% of  the “total force in Centcom AOR [Area of Responsibility].” This means there are a whopping 242,657 contractors working on these two U.S. wars. These statistics come from two reports just released by Gary J. Motsek, the Assistant Deputy Under Secretary of Defense (Program Support): “Contractor Support of U.S. Operations in USCENTCOM AOR, IRAQ, and Afghanistan and “Operational Contract Support, ‘State of the Union.’”

AFF: PMCs Good
PMCs are good. 
David Isenberg, senior research analyst with the British American Security Information Council (BASIC), The Good, the Bad, and the Unknown: PMCs in Iraq, 2006, http://www.basicint.org/pubs/2006PMC.pdf. 
PMCs have done reasonably well in fulfilling their contracts in Iraq. They have performed difficult missions under trying circumstances. Generally, their personnel have conducted themselves professionally and are more in tune with the local culture than are regular U.S. military forces. In several, little noted cases, they performed above and beyond the call of duty. On the whole they are culturally more sensitive than the military. We need to remember that to be able to operate they have to mix with locals thus getting to know the local culture. Such integration is done professionally and during periods of relaxation. While one can’t eliminate the possibility of getting an ill-trained or unqualified person working for a company on the whole the level of professionalism compares favorably with, and in many cases exceeds that of regular military forces. For the sake of comparison consider the hapless reservists who were tasked with guarding inmates at Abu Ghraib, a task for which they were not trained.
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