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Afghanistan COIN Link---McCain

McCain and Lieberman love COIN and hate CT—they’d hate the plan.

McCain and Lieberman 9 [John McCain and Joseph Lieberman, “Our Must Win War,” March 19, 2009, http://www.washingtonpost.com/wp-dyn/content/article/2009/03/18/AR2009031802932.html]

Yes, our vital national interest in Afghanistan is to prevent it from once again becoming a haven for terrorists to plan attacks against America and U.S. allies. But achieving this narrow counterterrorism objective requires us to carry out a far broader set of tasks, the foremost of which are protecting the population, nurturing legitimate and effective governance, and fostering development. In short, we need a comprehensive civil-military counterinsurgency approach backed by greatly increased resources and an unambiguous U.S. political commitment to success in Afghanistan over the long haul.

A narrow, short-term focus on counterterrorism, by contrast, would repeat the mistakes made for years in Iraq before the troop surge, with the same catastrophic consequences. Before 2007 in Iraq, U.S. Special Forces had complete freedom of action to strike at terrorist leaders, backed by more than 120,000 conventional American forces and overwhelming air power. Although we succeeded in killing countless terrorists -- including the leader of al-Qaeda in Iraq, Abu Musab al-Zarqawi -- the insurgency continued to grow in strength and violence. It was not until we changed course and applied a new approach -- a counterinsurgency strategy focused on providing basic security for the people and improving their lives -- that the cycle of violence was at last broken.

McCain is key to START passage.
Butler 9 [Desmond Butler, The Associated Press, “Key US lawmakers mull backing of nuclear test ban treaty”, 7-24-09, http://ca.entertainment.yahoo.com/s/capress/090724/world/us_nuclear_test_ban] 

The two Republicans could prove pivotal for Senate ratification. Even if all Democrats and their allies back the treaty, Obama would need the support of at least seven Republicans. Lugar and McCain are two of the top Republicans on national security and would likely have sway over their colleagues. Lugar is the senior Republican on the Foreign Relations Committee; McCain, Obama's former presidential opponent, is the senior Republican on the Armed Services Committee. McCain has embraced Obama's goal of eliminating all the world's nuclear weapons and said that a global test ban would be a step forward if it were implemented prudently. "The devil is in the details," he said. "If we could get it done, if it is acceptable, then it is a step forward on the path to the president's goal and mine of a nuclear free world." Lugar, who is regarded as one of Washington's leading actors on arms control issues, said that he favoured delaying consideration of a treaty at least until after an international conference in May on strengthening the Nuclear Nonproliferation Treaty. He said he would consider the test ban treaty when it was brought up. Lugar is currently pressing for the administration to conclude talks with Russia on a follow-on agreement to the 1991 Strategic Arms Reduction Treaty, which expires in December. The Republican senator said he is marshalling party votes to ratify that treaty, which would limit U.S. and Russian nuclear arsenals. He said he does not want an acrimonious debate about a test ban treaty to sap support for START or weaken the U.S. position at the May conference. "I would postpone consideration," he said about the test ban treaty. Some analysts, who follow the issue, say that other Republicans will be watching Lugar and particularly McCain.  "John McCain is one of the only Republican senators who is independent-minded enough to break out of the partisan dividing lines on this issue," said Daryl Kimball, executive director of the Arms Control Association. "He has the gravitas to influence others in the caucus."  


PMCs Link---Political Capital 

Withdrawal of PMCs cost political capital
Singer 7 [Peter W. Singer, Director, 21st Century Defense Initiative, “Counterproductive,” http://www.afji.com/2007/11/3086404]

By comparison, the private military industry offered additional forces without the risk of any leader’s political capital. There was no outcry when contractors were mobilized and deployed — or even lost (more than 1,000 contractors have been killed in Iraq, and another 13,000 wounded). All the while, the generals could avoid their own career risks of asking for more troops. The result was the ultimate dodge. Private forces make up more than 50 percent of the overall force in Iraq, but they have been mentioned in only one-fourth of 1 percent of all American media stories on Iraq.

Iraq Link---Defense Industry  

Rapid decrease in spending in Iraq destroys relations with the defense industry.

Hotten 8 [Russell Hotten, “Business welcomes Obama’s victory” Daily Telegraph -- Nov 6, p. lexis]
There are worries that certain sectors, such as the defence industry, could be hit. Many analysts believe that America's $542bn ( pounds 340bn) annual defence budget could be cut, especially as Mr Obama seems intent on a speedy withdrawal from Iraq. Large European defence contractors such as BAE Systems could be a loser. However, Douglas Caster, chief executive of Britain's Ultra Electronics, which makes parts for military equipment, said: "The US has been in a state of tension since 9/11 and because of this neither Democrats nor Republicans want to be seen to be soft on defence. Mr Obama has inherited two wars, and in the short term needs to continue to fund military expenditure on them. In the medium term, the world is unlikely to be any safer and I believe that the US will continue to allocate significant resources to defence and homeland security.''
Defense industry lobby key – control most powerful congressional votes

Priest 8 [Dana Priest, Washington Post National Security and Intelligence Reporter, WP, 11/13]
Dana Priest: Well, frankly, some of the biggest ticket items are the least important in this world in which threats come less from states than from non-state organization. And our equipment, generally speaking, so far out-paces any adversary you have to question why were still building so much. So, spending pressures could force the government to further transform the military into the lighter, more agile and, incidentally less expensive, force that it needs to be. That said, the state-by-state lobbying effort to make sure this does not happen (defense contractors and subcontractors are conveniently sprinkled throughout the congressional districts of the most powerful lawmakers) will be huge.
Iraq Link---Flip-Flop 
Obama opposes rapid withdrawal in the squo and has a timetable, removing PMCs isn’t aprt of it—plan is a flipflop. 

Trursh 8. Glenn Trush, staffwriter, “Iraq on center stage” Newsday -- April 9 -- lexis
Obama, whom Republicans have attacked as soft on defense, defended his plan to remove one to two brigades a month from Iraq, saying he favored a "measured," not "precipitous" withdrawal.

Flip flop tanks political capital.

Jamaica Observer 9. 1/27 -- http://www.jamaicaobserver.com/columns/html/20090126T200000-0500_145308_OBS_THE_DAWNING_OF_A_NEW_ERA_FOR_AMERICA_.asp
So many things will have to be corrected and re-built and president Obama may very well spend the first term doing just that before he can really begin to put his own unique stamp on history. But he is starting out with great political capital. However, the reservoir of goodwill that he now has in America and the world can be easily dried up if he veers away from the person he presented himself to be in the election campaign. People expect him to govern on behalf of all Americans. As he himself stated, there is no blue America or red America but the United States of America. He must remain true to his core values and allow integrity to be his watchword.

South Korea Link---Political Capital

North Korea withdrawal costs intense political capital.

Feffer 4. John Feffer, blogger, “Bring Our Troops Home,” http://www.lewrockwell.com/orig5/feffer1.html
North Korea has argued that it is under threat of U.S. attack and considers U.S. troops in South Korea a longstanding provocation. So let's try something new by putting U.S. troop presence on the negotiating table. With the advice and consent of our South Korean allies, the Bush administration should offer a timetable for the removal of all U.S. troops from the peninsula. A Democrat would be hard pressed to offer such a deal. When Jimmy Carter tried to withdraw U.S. troops from the peninsula, he hit major resistance from Washington insiders. Only the hawks in Washington have the political capital to push through a complete withdrawal.

South Korea Link---Flip-Flop 

Obama supports troops in Japan & South Korea

Nichols and Goldman 6/28 [Hans Nichols and Julianna Goldman June 28, 2010 1. A White House correspondent for Bloomberg News 2. A White House and Congress correspondent for Bloomberg News “Obama Says U.S. Deficit-Cutting Goals Match G-20 Targets” Bloomberg Businessweek pg. http://www.businessweek.com/news/2010-06-28/obama-says-u-s-deficit-cutting-goals-match-g-20-targets.html]

Obama also said the world community must confront North Korea over its “belligerent behavior” in sinking a South Korean warship in March. At his meeting with South Korean President Lee Myung Bak at the G-20, Obama said that the U.S. will “stand foursquare behind him” in the response to the action.

Obama said he raised concerns about North Korea’s actions during his meeting with Hu yesterday.

“I was very blunt,” Obama said. “This is not an issue where you’ve got two parties of moral equivalence who are having an argument. This is a situation where you have a belligerent nation that engaged in provocative and deadly acts.”

Obama also reaffirmed U.S. support for Japan and South Korea, saying the U.S. will “always be there” for its allies in the Pacific region.
Flip flop tanks political capital.

Jamaica Observer 9 [1/27 -- http://www.jamaicaobserver.com/columns/html/20090126T200000-0500_145308_OBS_THE_DAWNING_OF_A_NEW_ERA_FOR_AMERICA_.asp]
So many things will have to be corrected and re-built and president Obama may very well spend the first term doing just that before he can really begin to put his own unique stamp on history. But he is starting out with great political capital. However, the reservoir of goodwill that he now has in America and the world can be easily dried up if he veers away from the person he presented himself to be in the election campaign. People expect him to govern on behalf of all Americans. As he himself stated, there is no blue America or red America but the United States of America. He must remain true to his core values and allow integrity to be his watchword.


Japan BMD Link---Kyl

Kyl backlashes against the plan—he strongly supports BMD systems with ASAT capability
Kumar 8 [Neha, “The US space based missile defense: arms race in South Asia”, Ph.D. in Disarmament Studies from Jawaharlal Nehru University, New Delhi, http://www.southasiapost.org/2008/20081031/focus.htm, RCB]
THE US Congress has approved $ 5 million on 17 October 2008 for conducting study on space based ballistic missile defense systems. Sen. Jon Kyl, Arizona Republican said ‘Approval of the study highlights the need to provide comprehensive protection from growing threat of missile attack and to limit the vulnerability of vital satellites to attack.’ The US military is increasingly dependent on high speed satellites, global positioning systems, navigation for precision guided munitions and high resolution imagery so as to attain victory in war. Gulf War I was the clear demonstration of the US dependence on space assets for conducting successful attack. Given this dependence, the US wants to prevent any possible attack on its space assets by development of space based BMD capability. The other reason for the US interest in this space based BMD is to track ballistic missiles worldwide.

Kyl’s key to START
Baker 7/22 (Peter, 2010, NYT, “White House Presses Republicans on Arms Treaty”, http://www.nytimes.com/2010/07/23/us/politics/23start.html?_r=1, THE)
The critical player is Senator Jon Kyl of Arizona, the Republican whip, who has criticized the treaty but also signaled that his reservations could be assuaged. In particular, he has sought to modernize the nuclear force, and the administration has proposed spending more than $100 billion over 10 years to sustain and modernize some strategic systems.  “I’ve told the administration it would be much easier to do the treaty right than to do it fast if they want to get it ratified,” Mr. Kyl said Thursday in an interview. “It’s not a matter of delay,” he added, but “until I’m satisfied about some of these things, I will not be willing to allow the treaty to come up.”  Mr. Kyl sounded hopeful that he could reach agreement, ticking off three ways the White House could assure him that the proposed nuclear modernization program would be adequate: ensure enough first-year money in the next round of appropriations bills, include enough second-year money in a follow-up budget proposal and revise the long-range modernization plan to anticipate additional costs in later years.  “I’m not questioning the administration’s commitment to this,” he said, “but this is a big deal, and it needs to have everybody’s commitment to it at takeoff, and I really don’t see that the groundwork has really been laid.”  Vice President Joseph R. Biden Jr. has met with Mr. Kyl once and invited him and other senators to talk about the treaty again next week. Senator John Kerry, Democrat of Massachusetts and chairman of the Foreign Relations Committee, has likewise been talking with Mr. Kyl regularly and is trying to help resolve Republican demands to inspect at least some of the secret negotiating record.  “If they get Kyl, it’s over,” said Samuel Charap, an analyst at the Center for American Progress, a research organization close to Mr. Obama. “He carries a lot of weight, and he has made himself such a hard get that if they get him, it will be a big deal. But the question is, are they willing to pay the price he’s asking in light of what they want to do in the future?”  So far, administration officials say they are willing to pay that price because they are also committed to modernization. With Senator Richard G. Lugar of Indiana, the Foreign Relations Committee’s ranking Republican, already supporting the treaty, Democrats hope they can win the votes of other Republicans on the committee like Senators Bob Corker of Tennessee and Johnny Isakson of Georgia.  “We certainly would like to support Start,” Mr. Corker said in an interview. “The crux of what’s happening right now for folks like me that would like to support the Start treaty is really ensuring that we have an appropriate and thoughtful modernization program.”  While he said the current plan was still too vague, he added, “I really think there’s a good opportunity to have a good outcome here.”
Japan BMD Link---GOP 
Plan kills GOP support—they love BMD

Babbin 9 [Jed, Deputy Undersecretary of Defense in President George H.W. Bush’s administration, 9/17, “Obama Slow-Rolls European Ballistic Missile Defense”, http://www.humanevents.com/article.php?id=33596, RCB]

President Obama today announced the cancellation of the Bush administration’s plan to build ballistic missile defenses in Europe, a series of radars in the Czech Republic and ten missile interceptors in Poland.

Defense Secretary Robert Gates -- the author of the Bush-era plan -- spoke after the president. Gates said that the cancellation of the earlier plan was a reflection of cost savings and changes in technology.

Gates emphasized that these moves were in response to new intelligence reports that the Iranian long-range missile threat was years off and that the short-range missile threat, especially the Shahab-3 missile Iran is perfecting, was more immediate.

Instead of the Bush plan, Obama said he was negotiating with our NATO allies -- and apparently Russia -- to put in place a new plan in several parts. First, improved SM-3 interceptor missiles could be placed in Eastern Europe to answer the intermediate-range missile threat.  Second, U.S. navy Aegis destroyers equipped with phased-array radar and armed with SM-3 missile interceptors could be stationed in the waters between Iran and Europe.

Unanswered is the problem of delay, especially in the Aegis fleet.  We have too few Aegis-equipped and SM-3 armed vessels now to provide flexible missile defenses in areas such as Hawaii and Japan, under threat of North Korean missiles.  How many more Aegis ships can be built -- and how quickly -- to protect Eastern Europe?

That question remains unanswered. And that compels the conclusion that Obama is slow-rolling missile defense, with every intention of not completing it.  

Several Republican senators issued statements condemning Obama’s action.

"President Obama's decision to abandon critical missile defense systems raises grave concerns," said U.S. Senator Jim DeMint (R-S.C.), member of the Foreign Relations Committee and Chairman of the Senate Steering Committee. "Our top priority must be the security of America and our allies, not the appeasement of Moscow and Tehran. Breaking our word to friends in Poland and the Czech Republic in exchange for the supposed good will of Vladimir Putin is naive and sets a dangerous precedent. This action and others have signaled weakness to our friends and enemies.” 

“Today, on the 70th anniversary of Russia’s invasion of Poland, President Obama has signaled to our European allies that the United States will suddenly and inexplicably walk away from our commitment, turning our back on our allies in an apparent effort to appease Russia,” said U.S. Sen. Jeff Sessions (R-Ala.), a member of the Armed Services Committee.  “This callous and cavalier decision leaves our friends out on a limb, high and dry. President Obama’s announcement is indicative of a larger hostility towards our nation’s longstanding missile defense plans.  Through a series of actions, the Obama Administration is dismantling this important program, and, in the process, undermining our national security and exposing our country to serious missile threats from foreign nations like Iran and North Korea.”  

“I have long viewed the deployment of a layered ballistic missile defense as an urgent priority, vital to the future of our country’s national security,” said U.S. Sen. Jim Inhofe (R-Okla.), a senior member of the Armed Services committee and a member of the Foreign Relations Committee.  “The Obama... Administration’s decision to cancel the third missile defense site scheduled to be deployed in Poland and the Czech Republic is short-sighted and leaves America and our allies vulnerable to the growing missile threat from Iran.  Iran has developed short and medium range missiles capable of hitting targets in the Middle East and southeastern Europe.  Our only true defense is an effective layered defensive capability to shoot down ballistic missiles that threaten this country, our allies and our deployed forces around the globe.”

