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1nc russia disad

Increasing US LNG exports breaks European dependence on Russia

Ratner et al, 2012 specialist in energy policy, other authors include ***Paul Belkin, analyst in European affairs, ***Jim Nichol, specialist in Russian and Eurasian affairs, and ***Steven Woehrel, specialist in European Affairs (Michael, “Europe’s Energy Security: Options and Challenges to Natural Gas Supply Diversification,” Congressional Research Service, 3/13/12, http://www.fas.org/sgp/crs/row/R42405.pdf)//AM

The 27 member-state European Union (EU) has been a growing natural gas consumer and importer for decades. However, as Europe’s natural gas production has declined in recent years, its dependence on imported natural gas has increased. This has left it more dependent as a whole on its primary supplier, Russia, which has shown some inclination to use its resources for political ends. Natural gas, unlike oil which is a global commodity, is a regional commodity with regional buyers and sellers exerting more influence. 

Over the past decade, some European officials have become increasingly concerned about the potential for cutoffs or curtailments of Russian natural gas supplies to Europe. Most Russian natural gas exports to Europe flow through Ukraine and Belarus. Fragile and sometimes hostile relations between Kyiv, Minsk, and Moscow have in the past resulted in interruptions in the flow of natural gas to parts of Europe, as happened in 2006 and 2009. Some countries in Eastern Europe, which are in some cases almost exclusively reliant on Russian gas imports, have been particularly susceptible to these fluctuations. 

Despite its growing dependence on Russian natural gas, Europe is well positioned geographically to benefit from recent changes in global natural gas development. Since the advent of shale gas in the United States, the world appears to be potentially awash in natural gas. A 2011 study commissioned by the U.S. Energy Information Administration (EIA) showed that technically recoverable shale gas resources worldwide may exceed current global natural gas reserves.1Other key developments and possible alternatives to Russian natural gas are outlined below: 

Taken as a whole, North Africa could pose a credible alternative to Russian natural gas supplies. The change of regimes in Libya, in particular, and in Egypt as a result of the wave of regional unrest known as the “Arab Spring,” poses a potential opportunity to increase natural gas production and exports from these countries. Both Libya and Egypt have large natural gas reserves, but production and exports have been hampered by domestic policies. Algeria, the largest exporter of natural gas in North Africa and the third largest supplier to Europe behind Russia and Norway, may also hold large volumes of shale gas yet to be developed in addition to their substantial conventional reserves. 

Central Asia may hold the greatest potential for new natural gas supplies for Europe, but currently those supplies would have to transit Russia to arrive in the European market. The delays in developing a southern corridor natural gas pipeline route to Europe have forced Central Asian countries to look east instead of west to bypass Russia and open new markets.2

Liquefied natural gas (LNG) imports pose an additional alternative to Russian natural gas. In 2010, LNG comprised almost 20% of the EU’s natural gas imports and over 15% of its consumption. The EU has LNG import capacity to meet its peak winter demand for natural gas, but during most of the year the facilities are underutilized. Nevertheless, some countries are considering building additional LNG import terminals to diversify their sources of natural gas. In addition to LNG import terminals, the EU could benefit from increased natural gas storage facilities in order to manage their import capacity during non-peak periods, as well as more pipeline interconnections to move natural gas where it is needed. EU officials have identified both improvements as priorities and they are being pursued, but not without some difficulty.

The prospect of significant U.S. LNG exports may pose an opportunity for the United States to play a bigger role in European energy security and global natural gas markets. 3 Most of the proposed U.S. LNG export projects are located on the Gulf coast or east coast of the United States, making shipments, at least initially, more likely to go to Europe than Asia. Additionally, the U.S. natural gas market is one of the only markets in the world where natural gas is not priced against oil, giving it a cost advantage in most of Europe. Should future U.S. LNG contracts not include an oil-indexed formula, pressure would be added for other countries, including Russia, to follow suit. Russian companies, including state-controlled natural gas giant Gazprom, have adamantly defended oil-indexed natural gas prices.

EU dominance is vital to Russian gas exports – key to the Russian economy and perceived as a life or death national interest 

Weitz, 11 - senior fellow at the Hudson Institute and a World Politics Review senior editor (Richard, “Can We Manage a Declining Russia?” November,  http://www.aei.org/files/2011/12/08/-can-we-manage-a-declining-russia_152701899417.pdf)

Europe is an unavoidable partner. The European market consumes 90% of Russia's total gas exports and 60% of its crude oil, which make up only 25 and 15% of Europe's total demand, respectively. Russia presently does not have any viable alternative markets remotely equal in size to Europe. Dependence is a two-Way phenomenon. "40% of Russian public money” comes from the sale of oil and gas to Europe, and at least 75% of Russian export revenues are linked to the EU's energy market in general. Without any extant alternative markets to exploit in the near-term, Moscow requires European gas revenues to preserve its own financial solubility.

Energy overshadows other concerns. Paillard believes that while the energy trade has, in the past, been "part of a game of blackmail, lies and fear" between Europe and Russia, its new status as a "question of life or death for Russian revitalization" and its importance to Europe's economic growth mean that neither side can afford to use gas supplies as leverage in other international concerns. In Paillard's estimation, Brussels and Moscow both regard issues such as human rights or the Chechen conflict as not being worth risking the energy trade over. Therefore, Russian and the European Union are inextricably bound to one another by their mutual dependence on the energy trade. Russia cannot absorb the financial consequences of interrupting the EU revenue stream, while the European Union cannot do without Russian gas supplies. Europe has few alternative suppliers, and cannot develop alternative energy sources in the near term. Russia, meanwhile, is unlikely to be able to diversify its economy or target new markets any better than it has in the past. 

Willful disregard for core Russian interests turns Russia into a hostile challenger of the US
Allison and Blackwill, 11 – * director of the Belfer Center for Science and International Affairs at Harvard’s Kennedy School AND ** Henry A. Kissinger senior fellow for U.S. foreign policy at the Council on Foreign Relations (Graham and Robert, “Russia and U.S. National Interests Why Should Americans Care?”, Task Force on Russia and U.S. National Interests Report, October, http://belfercenter.ksg.harvard.edu/files/Russia-and-US-NI_final-web.pdf)

Americans often tend to focus on either Russia’s strengths or its weaknesses without seeking an integrated understanding of the real Russia. This is problematic, because it leads to dangerous assumptions about Russia’s motives and conduct. For example, those who focus on Moscow’s strengths frequently see an assertive and dangerous rival without recognizing Russia’s profound insecurity. Conversely, those who concentrate on Russia’s shortcomings see a defeated power ill-prepared to resist American pressure or preferences. While these descriptions are clearly caricatures, views like those described above can produce damaging misjudgments.  

Russia is grappling with the contradictions between imperial nostalgia, on the one hand, and the dramatic decline in its power after the Soviet collapse, on the other. The Russian government’s failure to present a credible plan to reverse Russia’s decline or to develop a successful foreign policy strategy that strengthens the country’s international role makes this only more difficult and contributes to a sense of insecurity. Nevertheless, the United States has the opportunity to manage its relations with an evolving Russia in a manner that advances America’s vital national interests. The stakes are high. Russia is more than sufficiently powerful to create a host of costly—and even devastating—problems for the United States if Russian leaders believe that Washington has a hostile, or casual, disregard for Russian national interests and priorities. This is true even though most in Russia’s elite recognize that today’s Russia is not sufficiently strong to challenge American global leadership without the support of other major powers.
This causes war and will escalate globally
Weitz, 11 - senior fellow at the Hudson Institute and a World Politics Review senior editor (Richard, “Can We Manage a Declining Russia?” November,  http://www.aei.org/files/2011/12/08/-can-we-manage-a-declining-russia_152701899417.pdf)

Conversely, a Russia relatively weaker to the United States would have less capability to challenge the United States but can provide less assistance for realizing common U.S.-Russian goals. A weaker Russia may also find it harder to control its WMD assets and become vulnerable to external predators not friendly to the United States (e. g.. China and Iran). But in all probability Russia will still have sufficiently strong nuclear forces to ward off external threats. Most worrisome, a Russian leadership that perceived Russia on a slope toward protracted decline might feel compelled to take drastic measures, internally and externally, to reverse its descent. The German Empire, Imperial Japan, and other great powers in the 20th century attempted to reverse their feared decline in ways that helped precipitate disastrous global wars.

2nc russia links - soi
Russia fears the possibility of increased US LNG exports to Europe – seen as a threat to Russian influence
Kohl, 2012 financial reporter for and managing editor of Energy and Capital (Keith, “Investors are Betting Against U.S. LNG,” 3/28/12, http://www.energyandcapital.com/articles/investors-against-lng/2138)//AM 

Natural gas is the underdog right now in U.S. energy, with most investors giving it a wide berth.

And who can blame them?

After all, we're staring at rock-bottom prices for a number of reasons, the most prevalent of which is the supply glut that has plagued us for years.

Even today, our working gas storage is far above the five-year range...

That's what happens when you add shale gas into the mix.

In 2007, about 1.6 Tcf of natural gas was produced from the various shale plays in the United States.

Last year, that production grew to 7.2 Tcf — 350% higher in just four years.
Everyone should have seen this shift coming...

Back in 2008, more than 75% of the rigs drilling in the U.S. were targeting natural gas. Today the situation is nearly juxtaposed, with gas-drilling rigs only accounting for one-third of the total.

The formula is simple enough: record production and low prices.

It was certainly enough to push the United States to the head of the class in 2009. That's when we overtook Russia as the world's leading gas producer:

Russia's fears boil down to LNG exports, because shipping our future natural gas supply to both Asia and Europe would weaken Russia's control...

This is a country used to wielding their natural gas supplies like a weapon.

If European countries don't want to pay up, Putin and friends have no reservations over cutting them off.

When U.S. LNG enters the scene, Russia's share in the Western European gas market may fall to less than 13% over the next few decades.

Russia’s energy exports to Europe are key to their sphere of influence

Helén 10-Graduate of University of Leed Politics and International Studies, works at Nordea Bank, ( Henry, “The EU’s energy security dilemma with Russia”, University of Leed, POLIS Journal Vol.4, Winter 2010, http://www.polis.leeds.ac.uk/assets/files/students/student-journal/ma-winter-10/helen-e.pdf)//EL
Energy policy is also an integral part of Russian foreign policy. As will be shown throughout

this paper, Russia uses energy as a foreign policy tool, particularly in its ‘near abroad’, in

countries within Moscow’s sought-after sphere of influence. Russian geopolitical realism

comes into conflict with EU policies in the ‘common neighbourhood’, but also in the

Caspian, where EU is trying to establish new energy relationships to reduce its dependence

on Russia. To protect its own energy security – the security of demand – and to maintain its

strategically highly advantageous position as the dominant supplier of gas to Europe, Russia

is actively undermining the EU’s efforts to diversify the sources of its energy supply. Indeed,

rather than being a ‘strategic partnership’, it will be argued that, the overall EU-Russia

relationship is characterised by strategic rivalry. The ‘special relationships’ that Russia

cultivates with key EU countries are an integral component of Moscow’s ‘divide and rule’

strategy towards the EU; a conscious effort to exacerbate the energy and overall divide

between member states while securing further deals for Gazprom, in essence, tightening the

‘energy grip’ around the EU. The Russo-German relationship, the closest bilateral

relationship, and a prime example of how ‘economic nationalism’ combined with Moscow’s

‘divide and rule’ strategy undermines the EU’s efforts to construct a cohesive energy security

policy, and its most significant outcome – the Nord Stream gas pipeline – with potentially

extremely significant geopolitical consequences, will then be examined in detail. Finally, and

most quintessentially, this paper will argue that, the EU’s most underlying problem in its

energy, and overall, relationship with Russia, is a fundamental misperception of the nature of

Russia. It will be asserted that the EU seems to fail to view Russia in realistic terms, as the

rising power and strategic and ideological rival that it is, and instead seems to cling to the

‘end of history’ utopia, where the norms and values of the EU are universal. 

considered a "national" affront and an "unnatural" attitude (M

Russian exports to Europe sustain their geopolitical influence

Finon and Locatelli 07- Senior Research Fellow in Economics of the French National Center of Scientific Research AND** CNRS Research Fellow at IEPE since 1990. (Dominique and Catherine,“Russian and European gas interdependence Can market forces balance out geopolitics?”, Laboratoire d'Economie de la Production et de l'Intégration Internationale, January, http://halshs.archives-ouvertes.fr/docs/00/12/96/18/PDF/Cahier41bis.pdf)//EL
After a decade during which Russia's state apparatus disintegrated and its international position was undermined, the current regime intends to use the country's oil and gas resources to reaffirm its power. The aim for Russia is to become an "energy superpower" and play a key geopolitical role, by positioning itself as an essential supplier for major regional energy markets, and by organising competition between countries and regions to boost its importance.

This power game is based on an organisation of the hydrocarbons industry involving a few large companies, in which the state holds a majority stake. The companies represent the state's main way of controlling oil and gas revenue to feed the state budget and fund economic development. They also underpin foreign policy goals and their action is not restricted exclusively to Russian resources and the national market. Their action includes Russia's "near abroad", where they are seeking to control recently exploited reserves and exports. It also includes rich European countries where they are keen to play a part in downstream activities, 4 to tighten their hold on energy revenues on all the value chain. The Russian state does not hesitate to pre-empt companies to secure the country's energy resources and ensure they are properly exploited. The shake-up in the oil and gas industries since 2001 has enabled the development of production, transport and exploitation resources to be reorganised under direct control of the state. 1 Private companies still play a part, in some cases in partnership with foreign companies trying to maintain their position – BP through the TNK-BP joint venture, and Conoco through Lukoil (in which it holds a 20% share). But the public or semipublic sector now has the upper hand and can shape institutional rules at its convenience to keep control over resources, replace private or foreign investments with public-private partnerships, and pursue the goals decided by the political executive. As a result the perimeter of the publicly owned industry will only be stabilised when the Russian state has regained direct or indirect control over resources developed by international companies, as demonstrated by the threats to firms exploiting the Sakhalin gas fields in autumn 2006. Neither market rules nor international law will guarantee foreign investments, only the president's agreement.

Russian exports to Europe are key to their Sphere of influence

Helén 10-Graduate of University of Leed Politics and International Studies, works at Nordea Bank, ( Henry, “The EU’s energy security dilemma with Russia”, University of Leed, POLIS Journal Vol.4, Winter 2010, http://www.polis.leeds.ac.uk/assets/files/students/student-journal/ma-winter-10/helen-e.pdf)//EL

To protect its own energy security – the security of demand – Russia is actively trying to undermine the EU’s efforts to diversify its sources of energy. To maintain its leverageproducing and strategically extremely important role as the dominant supplier of natural gas to Europe, Russia is pursuing a twofold strategy: It is either setting up joint ventures with- or buying shares of other producer-countries’ national champions, as for example in Algeria – the third biggest source of EU gas imports with a share of 10% – effectively increasing Gazprom’s share of the total Italian gas supply to 69%, or it is forging closer political and economic ties with producer-countries, this strategy being particularly prevalent in the Caucasus and Central Asia (Bilgin 2009: 4483; Helm 2007: 21; Lucas 2008: 182; Smith 2008: 9). The Caucasus and Central Asia, due to their vast energy reserves, have become an arena of geopolitical competition between Russia, the EU, The United States, and China (Rumer 2007: 34). These regions are of central importance to Moscow because of their proximity to Russia, putting them within the sought-after Russian sphere of influence, but also because of the Russian dependence on these regions’ energy sources. Indeed, a significant degree of the gas that Russia exports to Europe originates from the Caucasus and Central Asia, making them vital for the Russian position in Europe. Russia has, at the cost of the EU’s diversification efforts, been able to secure long-term contracts with the regions’ most significant producers Kazakhstan, Turkmenistan, and Uzbekistan giving Russia control over gas that was available for European exports under alternative pipeline schemes. A monopoly over these countries’ gas-exports enables Russia to maintain its growing exportcommitments to Europe and ensures the maintaining of the status quo in the EU’s gas supply (Baran 2007: 135-138; Bilgin 2009: 4487; Finon & Locatelli 2008 :426; Heinrich 2008: 1561; Helm 2007: 33; Leonard & Popescu 2007: 18; Rumer 2007: 31). Partnership with Russia is an attractive alternative for energy-rich countries in the Caucasus and Central Asia, because, in contrast to partnership with the EU, which would predicate the acceptance of the EU’s ‘common values’ - democracy and human rights, rule of law, good governance – (EC 2010a), the Russian model of ‘sovereign democracy’ does not necessitate wide-spread political reforms undermining the power of the highly authoritarian leaders of these countries (Leonard & Popescu 2007: 18).’

2nc russian economy links

Exporting LNG starves Iran and Russia oil revenues

Levi 12- the David M. Rubenstein senior fellow for energy and environment at the Council on Foreign Relations, a nonpartisan foreign-policy think tank and membership organization(Michael, “A strategy for U.S. Natural Gas Exports”, The Hamilton Project, June 2012, http://www.hamiltonproject.org/files/downloads_and_links/06_exports_levi.pdf)

Some will likely observe that substituting natural gas for oil has the added benefit of reducing income for major oil exporters, many of whom are hostile to the United States. That is true, but displacing others’ natural gas exports would do the same. Indeed many major oil exporters, like Iran and Russia, are also major natural gas exporters. That fact makes substitution of natural gas for oil an ineffective way to starve oil-exporting regimes of revenues.

Increasing US exports will eliminate Russia’s main source of income
Daly, 2012 Ph.D. from the School of Slavonic and East European Studies, University of London. served as Director of Programs at the Middle East Institute in Washington DC before joining UPI as International Correspondent (“Russia Rattled by Rising Importance of Shale Gas,” 4/13, http://oilprice.com/Energy/Natural-Gas/Russia-Rattled-by-Rising-Importance-of-Shale-Gas.html)
Whilst it is exceedingly difficult to summon up much sympathy for either Russia’s state-owned natural gas monopoly Gazprom or Russian President-elect Vladimir Putin, the dynamic rise of natural gas produced by hydraulic fracturing, or ‘fracking,” has raised alarm bells in the highest reaches of the Kremlin.

Why?

Because Gazprom’s European customers, tired of being ripped off by Gazprom, are avidly exploring the possibilities of undertaking fracking to develop their own sources of the “blue gold,” and nowhere is interest higher than in the Russian Federation’s neighbors Ukraine, Poland, Romania, Bulgaria and China.

The Russian leadership is sufficiently unnerved by the prospect that on 11 April Prime Minister Putin told the State Duma in his final address before he takes over as president on 7 May, "We have to be ready for any external shocks. The likelihood of them recurring is, as you know, high. The world has entered an era of turbulence, and there's also a new wave of technological changes. The configuration of the global markets is altering. There have been questions from the various political factions, and I'm just going respond to some of them.

For example, the U.S. in recent years has been actively engaged in the production of shale gas. Colleagues from the Liberal Democratic Party asked about this problem. Do you realize how important this is - after the collapse of the Soviet Union, we inherited a whole series of intermediaries and transit networks. This could of course redefine the hydrocarbons market in a big way. Russian energy companies have to be ready right now to meet this challenge."

Underlining the seriousness of the issue, Putin’s speech was broadcast live by the Russia 24 TV network.

Seeking to put a positive spin on his grim pronouncements, Putin continued, "I fully agree with the proposals of the Duma deputies that we need to establish a system for better long-term forecasting in the macroeconomic, financial, technological and defense sectors. This is especially important because the 21st century promises to be a new era of new major geopolitical centers in the financial, political and cultural and spheres. The last four years have brought into our national treasury of oil and gas riches the Vankor and Talakan developments and new fields in Yamal, Yakutia and Sakhalin. Work has begun in the Caspian and on the Arctic shelf. Construction has begun on the first phase of the ‘Eastern Siberia - Pacific Ocean’ oil pipeline as we come to supply the Asia-Pacific region, a very efficient, fast-growing area of the world. On the world oil market, Russia has even created a new grade of oil. Furthermore, last year, for the first time we went directly to the gas market in Europe with the imminent opening of the ‘Nord Stream’ natural gas pipeline under the Baltic Sea and by the end of the year should begin laying the ‘South Stream’ pipeline.”

What Putin signally failed to tell the Duma delegates was that the rapid growth in U.S. shale gas production has already led Gazprom to postpone the launch of its massive Shtokman gas condensate field development in the Barents Sea, which contains an estimated 3.9 trillion cubic meters (tcm) of natural gas. In 2009 the U.S. overtook Russia as the world’s biggest producer of natural gas as expanded fracking activity to extract fuel trapped in shale rocks. Even worse, by 2016 the U.S. plans to become a net exporter of liquefied natural gas, with initial sales of 31.1 million cubic meters (mcm) a day doubling within three years.

Gazprom’s exports to Europe are already falling because of increased competition.

Moscow’s National Research University Higher School of Economics Center for evaluation of commodity assets director Valery Kryukov noted that while Gazprom previously supplied 37 percent of Europe’s natural gas needs, that had slipped to 25 percent and concluded, “Russia risks losing its main source of income - the export of natural gas.”

Dependence is key to Russia’s economy

Stone, 2009 energy consultant, is an adjunct policy fellow in International Studies at the University of Arizona. His research addresses the intersection of energy markets and U.S. foreign policy, especially in Eurasia (Matt, “LNG and Russia's Shifting Gas Strategy,” 10/19/09, http://www.worldpoliticsreview.com/articles/4457/lng-and-russias-shifting-gas-strategy)//AM

When Russian Prime Minister Vladimir Putin invited Western energy companies to help develop natural gas fields in Siberia's Yamal Peninsula in late September, many Western observers viewed it as an admission of defeat. After years of increasing state involvement in the upstream of the Russian hydrocarbon sector, a collapse in the price of oil had pushed Moscow to reconsider its adversarial relations with private investors -- foreign and domestic alike. While there is some truth to this interpretation, it ignores a more important narrative that emerged from the meeting at the Siberian frontier town of Salekhard about Russia's shifting attention toward liquefied natural gas (LNG).

Russia's natural gas resources form the backbone of its domestic economy and represent a major factor in its foreign policy. With the world's largest natural gas reserves, Russia manages to both subsidize domestic gas consumption and export large quantities to Europe by way of pipelines. About one-fourth of EU gas demand is sourced from Russia, and individual countries in Central and Eastern Europe often source their entire gas demand from their eastern neighbor.

Because natural gas is just that -- a gas -- its transportation has long relied on pipelines, with long-term contracts fixing the amount sold and purchased, and the price indexed to that of oil. These contracts were initially justified by the enormous capital expenditures required to develop new gas fields and build expensive long-distance pipelines.

Nevertheless, the economics of today's gas trade are subtly changing, spurring Russian interest in LNG (natural gas super-cooled into liquid form). Shipped by tanker across the world's oceans, LNG has long been a niche industry. However, in recent years, a rapid expansion in technical capacity, as well as older LNG facilities out-living their original long-term contracts, has created an increasingly vibrant spot market for LNG cargoes. Qatar, the world's largest LNG exporter, now determines where to send its cargoes based on where the higher LNG spot price can be found.

European energy dependence on Russia is key to the Russian economy

Mix 12- Analyst in European Affairs (Derek E.,“The United States and Europe: Current Issues” Congressional Research Service, February 28, 2012, http://www.fas.org/sgp/crs/row/RS22163.pdf)//EL

Regarding energy, the EU as a whole is dependent on Russia for more than one-quarter of its gas and oil supplies, a number expected to grow substantially over the next 20 years. For some individual countries, dependence on Russian gas is already much greater. 24 Thus, upstream gas cutoffs—as occurred most recently in the dispute between Russia and Ukraine in January 2009— have major implications for wider European energy security. Although that dispute was nominally about payment, some analysts have described a trend in recent years in which Moscow seems to use energy supplies as an instrument of foreign policy. Additionally, in recent years Russia has been actively engaging in bilateral energy deals with a number of European countries and acquiring large-scale ownership of European energy infrastructure, while not applying Western standards of transparency and market reciprocity regarding business practices and investment policy. There is concern in the United States over the influence that Russian energy dominance could have on the ability to present European—and, by consequence, transatlantic—unity when it comes to other issues related to Russia. For this reason, some have expressed the desirability of decreasing European reliance on Russian energy through diversification of supply, and supported European steps to develop alternative sources and increase energy efficiency. Analysts have also advocated the development of a common European energy policy that would push Russia to introduce more competition and transparency in its energy sector. 

Russia’s economy depends on gas exports to Europe

Paillard 10- Head of the Industrial and Technological Trends Department within the French Ministry of Defense's Strategic Affairs Office. Research Director in geoeconomics at Parisian Choiseul Institute(Christophe-Alexandre, “Rethinking Russia : Russia and Europe’s Mutual Energy Dependence”, Columbian Journal of International Affairs Vol. 63, No. 2, Spring/Summer 2010 page 65-84 http://jia.sipa.columbia.edu/russia-and-europe%E2%80%99s-mutual-energy-dependence)//EL

Russia’s economy is heavily dependent on oil and natural gas exports, and at the same time, Russia plays a defining role in the European energy sector as the largest exporter of oil and natural gas to the European Union.19 In light of this situation, the main challenges Europe will face in its relationship with Russia will be shaped by four realities:

First, energy (and gas in particular) is the only economic sector in Russia that is reasonably efficient. Except for arms and minerals, Russia has no other credible exports. Toys, washing machines, clothes, and other manufactured goods are exported to Europe from all over the world, but very few of these products come from Russia. President Dmitry Medvedev admitted as much in September 2009:

Achieving leadership by relying on oil and gas markets is impossible. We must understand and appreciate the complexity of our problems. We must frankly discuss them in order to act. In the end, commodity exchanges must not determine Russia’s fate; our own ideas about ourselves, our history and future must do so....These ills include centuries of economic backwardness and the habit of relying on the export of raw materials, actually exchanging them for finished products.20

This acknowledged weakness makes Russia dangerous for European negotiators because it has no other option but to sell its oil and gas at a price high enough to protect Russia’s domestic stability.

Second, Europe is an unavoidable partner for Russian energy companies. Over 70 percent of Russian crude oil production is exported; 60 percent of Russian crude oil and 90 percent of Russian gas go to the European Union.21 Russian crude oil meets 15 percent of European oil needs. Japan, China, and the United States are still emerging markets for Russia and it remains unknown if these countries will play an important role for the Russian energy industry in twenty years. Europe will continue to be Russia’s main energy export outlet and LNG will bring more uncertainties to Russia than to Europe because LNG from Africa or the Middle East provides Europe with a real alternative to Russian gas over the long-term.

Third, dependence is a two-way phenomenon. As stated above, the Russian gas network is 90 percent dependent on European markets. To build new networks, the industry needs to invest labor, money, and time. Russia does not have any new cards to play; it is displaying a tough attitude in gas contract negotiations because Russian negotiators know they do not have a “BATNA” (best alternative to a negotiated agreement). Indeed, some 40 percent of Russian public money comes from European oil and gas markets.22 Between 75 and 80 percent of Russian export revenues are directly linked to the European Union energy market.23 Strangely, European leaders do not realize how fragile Russia is when considering their own energy dependence.

impacts
2nc russian elites impact
European dependence is key to the Russian economy and legitimizing Russian elites
Ratner et al, 2012 specialist in energy policy, other authors include ***Paul Belkin, analyst in European affairs, ***Jim Nichol, specialist in Russian and Eurasian affairs, and ***Steven Woehrel, specialist in European Affairs (Michael, “Europe’s Energy Security: Options and Challenges to Natural Gas Supply Diversification,” Congressional Research Service, 3/13/12, http://www.fas.org/sgp/crs/row/R42405.pdf)//AM

The Russian natural gas industry is one of the most important players in the global energy market. In 2010, Russia had the largest natural gas reserves in the world, nearly 24% of the world’s total, was the leading exporter of natural gas, and placed second in production and consumption behind the United States. Russia was also a founding member, and currently holds the top position, in the Gas Exporting Countries Forum (GECF). 

The Gas Exporting Countries Forum The Gas Exporting Countries Forum (GECF), also known as Gas-OPEC, is composed of some of the world’s leading natural gas producers and exporters. It is not a cartel in the same sense as OPEC, in that it does not control marginal production in an effort to influence prices. There are structural differences in global natural gas and global oil that make this type of control difficult. Nevertheless, the GECF provides a venue for its members to discuss topics of interest such as production projects, exports, etc. Its members—which include Algeria, Bolivia, Egypt, Equatorial Guinea, Iran, Libya, Nigeria, Qatar, Russia, Trinidad and Tobago, and Venezuela—control 36% of world production and 46% of global trade. Kazakhstan, the Netherlands, and Norway have observer status at the GECF. Major natural gas producers that are not affiliated with the GECF include Australia, Azerbaijan, Canada, Indonesia, Malaysia, Oman, Turkmenistan, the United States (the world’s leading natural gas producer), and the United Arab Emirates, which collectively control 33% of world production and 28% of global trade. 

As noted, Russia is currently the dominant supplier of natural gas to Europe, accounting for about one-quarter of the EU’s natural gas supplies. 19 (See Figure 2.) This dependency does not go only in one direction, however. Europe is also the most important market for Russian natural gas exports, a calculation the Russians must take into account when developing its political relations with Europe. The bulk of Gazprom’s natural gas exports go to Europe and Eurasia. Of the 7.1 trillion cubic feet (tcf) of natural gas exported by Gazprom in 2010, almost 55% went to the EU. Of the rest, over 28% went to the Commonwealth of Independent States (CIS), many of which have been unreliable in paying what they owe and/or receive natural gas at subsidized prices. 20 The rest went to Turkey, which is seeking EU membership, and other non-EU countries in Europe, and to Asia. 21

The revenues generated by this trade are vital to the ruling Russian elite. At present, all Russian natural gas exports are controlled by Gazprom. As a state-controlled firm, Gazprom has the closest possible links with top Russian leaders (Russia’s outgoing president Dimitri Mevedev served as president of Gazprom). The personal and political fortunes of Russia’s leaders are closely tied to Gazprom. Russian government revenues (in 2010, 46% of total Russian government revenue came from oil and natural gas taxes) and Russia’s economic revival in the Putin/Medvedev era have been heavily dependent on the massive wealth generated by energy exports to Europe. Gazprom offers natural gas to the Russian domestic market at subsidized prices, which also bolsters the ruling elite politically. Government proposals to decrease subsidies have not come to fruition. 

In addition to their financial benefits, Russian natural gas exports to Europe and Eurasia may have important psychological benefits for the Russian elite. They may be viewed as demonstrating the resurgence of Russian power after the collapse of the Soviet Union over 20 years ago. Russia’s “National Security Strategy to 2020,” released in May 2009, stated that “the resource potential of Russia” is one of the factors that has “expanded the possibilities of the Russian Federation to strengthen its influence in the world arena.” 22
Increasing threats to domestic legitimacy of Russian elites causes Russian adventurism and nuclear conflict

Weitz, 11 - senior fellow at the Hudson Institute and a World Politics Review senior editor (Richard, “Can We Manage a Declining Russia?” November,  http://www.aei.org/files/2011/12/08/-can-we-manage-a-declining-russia_152701899417.pdf)

The cornerstone of Russia's defense has been, and continues to be, nuclear weapons. Russia's ongoing difficulties in modernization and reconfiguration of its conventional forces have led the country to rely increasingly on its nuclear weapons for even limited conflict scenarios along Russia's periphery. The Russian attitude towards nuclear weapons should be taken in context: Russia expects a rise in the number of nuclear states by 2020, leading to calls for increased, rather than decreased, nuclear arms production. Given Russia's limited conventional military forces, its reliance on nuclear defense will continue, despite their limited effectiveness. Russia's thinking about nuclear weapons will be strongly affected by whoever is its chief decision maker and the coalition supporting him (or her). Given the lack of democracy in defense policy, there is a strong temptation to use military force to solve political problems at home and abroad. In addition, Russian leaders' rhetoric constantly support the perception of war and conflict against domestic and foreign enemies, mostly due to the structure of Russian politics creating a tendency to militarize elements of everyday life.

Along with perceived internal pressures, Russia sees itself as essentially isolated in the world. Its consistent paranoia is that outside rivals and countries desire to seize Russia's natural resources or deny it its rightful place in world affairs. This perception of enemies on all sides supports the Russian militaristic attitudes, and its attachment to nuclear weapons.
--xt – adventurism impact

Renewed Russian aggression to protect its sphere of influence threatens global nuclear war
Blank 9 - Dr. Stephen Blank, Research Professor of National Security Affairs at the Strategic Studies Institute of the U.S. Army War College. March 2009. “Russia And Arms Control: Are There Opportunities For The Obama Administration?,” online: http://www.strategicstudiesinstitute.army.mil/pdffiles/pub908.pdf

Proliferators or nuclear states like China and Russia can then deter regional or intercontinental attacks either by denial or by threat of retaliation. 168 Given a multipolar world structure with little ideological rivalry among major powers, it is unlikely that they will go to war with each other. Rather, like Russia, they will strive for exclusive hegemony in their own “sphere of influence” and use nuclear instruments towards that end. However, wars may well break out between major powers and weaker “peripheral” states or between peripheral and semiperipheral states given their lack of domestic legitimacy, the absence of the means of crisis prevention, the visible absence of crisis management mechanisms, and their strategic calculation that asymmetric wars might give them the victory or respite they need. 169 Simultaneously,

The states of periphery and semiperiphery have far more opportunities for political maneuvering. Since war remains a political option, these states may find it convenient to exercise their military power as a means for achieving political objectives. Thus international crises may increase in number. This has two important implications for the use of WMD. First, they may be used deliberately to offer a decisive victory (or in Russia’s case, to achieve “intra-war escalation control”—author 170 ) to the striker, or for defensive purposes when imbalances in military capabilities are significant; and second, crises increase the possibilities of inadvertent or accidental wars involving WMD. 171

Obviously nuclear proliferators or states that are expanding their nuclear arsenals like Russia can exercise a great influence upon world politics if they chose to defy the prevailing consensus and use their weapons not as defensive weapons, as has been commonly thought, but as offensive weapons to threaten other states and deter nuclear powers. Their decision to go either for cooperative security and strengthened international military-political norms of action, or for individual national “egotism” will critically affect world politics. For, as Roberts observes,

But if they drift away from those efforts [to bring about more cooperative security], the consequences could be profound. At the very least, the effective functioning of inherited mechanisms of world order, such as the special responsibility of the “great powers” in the management of the interstate system, especially problems of armed aggression, under the aegis of collective security, could be significantly impaired. Armed with the ability to defeat an intervention, or impose substantial costs in blood or money on an intervening force or the populaces of the nations marshaling that force, the newly empowered tier could bring an end to collective security operations, undermine the credibility of alliance commitments by the great powers, [undermine guarantees of extended deterrence by them to threatened nations and states] extend alliances of their own, and perhaps make wars of aggression on their neighbors or their own people. 172

AT: US-Russia war defense

War risk is high and it could escalate – Russian weakness means it takes more risky postures
Eberstadt, 11 - Henry Wendt Chair in Political Economy at the American Enterprise Institute and a Senior Adviser at the National Bureau of Asian Research  (Nicholas, “The Dying Bear: Russia's Demographic Disaster,” Nov/Dec, proquest)
Throughout the Putin and Medvedev eras, the potential security risks to Russia from the ongoing demographic crisis have weighed heavily on the minds of the country's leaders. In his first State of the Nation address, in July 2000, Putin declared that "year by year, we, the citizens of Russia, are getting fewer and fewer. . . . We face the threat of becoming a senile nation." In his 2006 address, he identified demographics as "the most acute problem facing our country today." In Medvedev's May 2009 National Security Strategy, the country's demographic situation was noted as one of the "new security challenges" that Russia must confront in the years ahead. In other words, the potential ramifications of Russia's population trends are not entirely lost on the Kremlin-and they are hardly just a domestic concern. But how will Russia's bunkered and undemocratic leaders cope with the demographic pressures and unfavorable human resource trends that are undermining their goals? For the international community, this may be the single most disturbing aspect of Russia's peacetime population crisis: it is possible that Russia's demographic decline could prompt Moscow to become a more unpredictable, even menacing, actor on the world stage.

Most immediately and dramatically, the decline could lead Russia's military leaders, aware of their deficiencies in both manpower and advanced technology, to lower the threshold at which they might consider using nuclear weapons in moments of crisis. Indeed, such thinking was first outlined in Putin's 2000 National Security Concept and was reaffirmed in Medvedev's 2009 National Security Strategy. The official Russian thinking is that nuclear weapons are Russia's trump card: the more threatening the international environment, the more readily Moscow will resort to nuclear diplomacy.

2nc obstructionism impact

It Russia into a global obstructionist and risks extinction
Allison and Blackwill, 10/30/11 – * director of the Belfer Center for Science and International Affairs at Harvard’s Kennedy School AND ** Henry A. Kissinger senior fellow for U.S. foreign policy at the Council on Foreign Relations (Graham and Robert, “10 reasons why Russia still matters,” Politico, http://www.politico.com/news/stories/1011/67178.html
That central point is that Russia matters a great deal to a U.S. government seeking to defend and advance its national interests. Prime Minister Vladimir Putin’s decision to return next year as president makes it all the more critical for Washington to manage its relationship with Russia through coherent, realistic policies.

No one denies that Russia is a dangerous, difficult, often disappointing state to do business with. We should not overlook its many human rights and legal failures. Nonetheless, Russia is a player whose choices affect our vital interests in nuclear security and energy. It is key to supplying 100,000 U.S. troops fighting in Afghanistan and preventing Iran from acquiring nuclear weapons.

Ten realities require U.S. policymakers to advance our nation’s interests by engaging and working with Moscow.

First, Russia remains the only nation that can erase the United States from the map in 30 minutes. As every president since John F. Kennedy has recognized, Russia’s cooperation is critical to averting nuclear war.
Second, Russia is our most consequential partner in preventing nuclear terrorism. Through a combination of more than $11 billion in U.S. aid, provided through the Nunn-Lugar Cooperative Threat Reduction program, and impressive Russian professionalism, two decades after the collapse of the “evil empire,” not one nuclear weapon has been found loose.

Third, Russia plays an essential role in preventing the proliferation of nuclear weapons and missile-delivery systems. As Washington seeks to stop Iran’s drive toward nuclear weapons, Russian choices to sell or withhold sensitive technologies are the difference between failure and the possibility of success.

Fourth, Russian support in sharing intelligence and cooperating in operations remains essential to the U.S. war to destroy Al Qaeda and combat other transnational terrorist groups.

Fifth, Russia provides a vital supply line to 100,000 U.S. troops fighting in Afghanistan. As U.S. relations with Pakistan have deteriorated, the Russian lifeline has grown ever more important and now accounts for half all daily deliveries.

Sixth, Russia is the world’s largest oil producer and second largest gas producer. Over the past decade, Russia has added more oil and gas exports to world energy markets than any other nation. Most major energy transport routes from Eurasia start in Russia or cross its nine time zones. As citizens of a country that imports two of every three of the 20 million barrels of oil that fuel U.S. cars daily, Americans feel Russia’s impact at our gas pumps.

Seventh, Moscow is an important player in today’s international system. It is no accident that Russia is one of the five veto-wielding, permanent members of the U.N. Security Council, as well as a member of the G-8 and G-20. A Moscow more closely aligned with U.S. goals would be significant in the balance of power to shape an environment in which China can emerge as a global power without overturning the existing order.

Eighth, Russia is the largest country on Earth by land area, abutting China on the East, Poland in the West and the United States across the Arctic. This territory provides transit corridors for supplies to global markets whose stability is vital to the U.S. economy.
Ninth, Russia’s brainpower is reflected in the fact that it has won more Nobel Prizes for science than all of Asia, places first in most math competitions and dominates the world chess masters list. The only way U.S. astronauts can now travel to and from the International Space Station is to hitch a ride on Russian rockets. The co-founder of the most advanced digital company in the world, Google, is Russian-born Sergei Brin.

Tenth, Russia’s potential as a spoiler is difficult to exaggerate. Consider what a Russian president intent on frustrating U.S. international objectives could do — from stopping the supply flow to Afghanistan to selling S-300 air defense missiles to Tehran to joining China in preventing U.N. Security Council resolutions.

So next time you hear a policymaker dismissing Russia with rhetoric about “who cares?” ask them to identify nations that matter more to U.S. success, or failure, in advancing our national interests.
at: russian SOI bad
Geopolitical risk is onbalance worse with a weak Russia than a strong Russia
Nye, 12/29/11 – dean of Harvard’s JFK School of Government (Joseph, “Russia in Global Affairs Since the End of the Cold War,” Russia in Global Affairs, http://eng.globalaffairs.ru/number/The-Dialectics-of-Rise-and-Decline-15419
From the American point of view, Russia still retains the potential to pose a threat largely because it is the one country with enough missiles and nuclear warheads to destroy the United States, and its relative decline has made it more reluctant to renounce its nuclear status. Russia also possesses enormous scale, an educated population, skilled scientists and engineers, and vast natural resources. But it seems unlikely that Russia would again possess the resources to present the same sort of balance to American power that the Soviet Union presented during the four decades after World War II. In balance of power terms, both Russia and the United States share an interest in shaping the international environment in ways that encourage a rising China to become a responsible stakeholder.

In my book The Future of Power, I argue that there are two great power shifts occurring at the beginning of this century: a shift of economic power from the West to Asia, and a shift of power from governments to non-governmental actors. In a world of new transnational challenges created by non-state actors – such as global financial instability, climate change, terrorism and pandemics – the United States and Russia have much to gain from working together to cope with these new challenges. In short, the U.S. has more to gain from partnership with a strong reformed Russia rather than a weak declining Russia. Let us hope that will be the direction for Russia in the third decade after the end of the Cold War. 

Encroaching on Russian influence just pisses Russia off – you can’t actually decrease Russian influence and the attempt to do so causes lashout
Zhukov 8 - PhD in government from Harvard, Masters with Honors from Georgetown, and AB with honors in International Relations, (Yuri, “A Russian Sphere of Influence is Geopolitical Reality” http://web.archive.org/web/20100712180330/http://www.nextamerica.org/node/460)

Finally, a policy of neo-containment would be counterproductive. The alternative to a Russian sphere of influence may be a political and security vacuum, not necessarily a stronger U.S. position. As a global power, the U.S. will always face multiple demands on its foreign policy, of which Eurasia will rarely be the most pressing. Neither it nor any other regional power — whether China, India, Turkey or Iran — is likely to garner the resources and will to fill the void left by Russia. Meanwhile, when isolated and pushed into a corner, even a weak Moscow could create significant problems in areas of great importance to the U.S. — in weapons proliferation, Iran, the Eastern Mediterranean, Venezuela, the Korean Peninsula and in the former Soviet Union itself. Absent a credible commitment to the defense of its allies in Eurasia, the U.S. will need to consider whether neo-containment is an effective means to support the independence of Russia’s neighbors, or whether it will only bolster Russia’s desire to re-assert its authority in the region. Accepting a Russian sphere of influence in Eurasia need not be a strategic retreat. The U.S. should continue to expand its relationships with Russia’s neighbors and support their continued independence. At the same time, the U.S. should be keenly aware of the limits of what it can achieve.

AT: Georgia disproves impact

The Georgia conflict was the warning shot for other countries not to mess with Russia – the plan makes it so much worse
Palmer, 12  (Alex, Harvard International Review, “Russia Rising,” 1/12, http://hir.harvard.edu/politics-of-disease/russia-rising
For Putin, the fall of the Soviet Union was not a fitting end for a corrupt and poorly-functioning empire stretched beyond its means, as it has often been portrayed in the United States. Rather, it was a departure from the natural order of the world, a geopolitical disaster that created only chaos and confusion within both Russia and its proper sphere of influence throughout Eurasia. Separatist movements like Chechen nationalism are, therefore, directly attributable to Russia’s failure to reclaim its rightful place in the world order, and ordinary Russians have suffered as a result.

It is these considerations that have motivated Putin to craft what Friedman describes as an empire without the traditional burdens of empire. “What he recognized was the problem of the Soviet empire, the problem with the czarist empire,” Friedman explains, “was that they totally controlled surrounding territories. As such, they benefited from them, but they were responsible for them as well, and so that wealth was transferred into them to maintain them, to sustain the regimes, and so on and so forth. Putin came up with a new structure in which he had limited desires from countries like Ukraine.” There were certain things these countries could not do—become a part of NATO or house hostile forces, for instance—but Russia was not directly responsible for their future, as the Soviet Union had been with its satellite countries. By aligning former Soviet states with Russia without suffering the economic drain of empire, Putin has positioned Russia to achieve maximum influence at minimum cost. Partly as a result, governments friendly to Russia have popped up across the former Soviet Union, including in Ukraine.

This is not to say that Russia is afraid to use force, however. In August 2008, Russia shocked the world by sending troops into neighboring Georgia in support of separatist movements in South Ossetia and Abkhazia that sought to align those territories more closely with Russia. Though the war was brief and small in scale, it demonstrated Russia’s willingness to balance finesse with force and soft influence with hard power. It was an effective warning to other potential adversaries in Russia’s sphere of influence.

Russian presidential elections are scheduled for March 2012, and as of July 2011 neither Putin nor Medvedev has publicly discussed who will run for president or what the configuration of power will be in the Kremlin after the end of Medvedev’s term. The elections themselves are more a formality than a test of democratic will, and whatever the outcome, the influence of Putin, and his vision of a new Russia reclaiming its rightful place in the world order, will remain strong.
relations internal link

Efforts to block Russian sphere of influence dooms US-Russia relations and risks war
Eland, 2008 [Ivan, Nov, Sr. Fellow, Independent Inst., former Defense Analyst for Congressional Budget Office, The Independent Institute, http://www.independent.org/newsroom/article.asp?id=2363]
But the bear is now coming out of a long hibernation a bit rejuvenated. Using increased petroleum revenues from the oil price spike, the Russians will hike defense spending 26 percent next year to about $50 billion—the highest level since the collapse of the Soviet Union. Yet as the oil price declines from this historic high, Russia will have fewer revenues to increase defense spending and rebuild its military. Even the $50 billion a year has to be put in perspective. The United States is spending about $700 billion per year on defense and starting from a much higher plain of capability. After the collapse of the Soviet Union, the Russian military fell apart and was equivalent to that of a developing country. Even the traditionally hawkish U.S. military and defense leaders and analysts are not worried about Russia’s plans to buy modern arms, improve military living standards to attract better senior enlisted personnel, enhance training, and cut back the size of the bloated forces and officer corps. For example, Eugene B. Rumer of the U.S. National Defense University was quoted in the Washington Post as saying that Russian actions are “not a sign, really, of the Russian military being reborn, but more of a Russia being able to flex what relatively little muscle it has on the global scale, and to show that it actually matters.”[1]In addition, the Russian military is very corrupt—with an estimated 40 percent of the money for some weapons and pay for personnel being stolen or wasted. This makes the amount of real defense spending far below the nominal $50 billion per year. U.S. analysts say, however, that increased military spending would allow Russia to have more influence over nations in its near abroad and Eastern Europe. Of course, throughout history, small countries living in the shadow of larger powers have had to make political, diplomatic, and economic adjustments to suit the larger power. Increased Russian influence in this sphere, however, should not necessarily threaten the security of the faraway United States. It does only because the United States has defined its security as requiring intrusions into Russia’s traditional sphere of influence. By expanding NATO into Eastern Europe and the former Soviet Union, the United States has guaranteed the security of these allied countries against a nuclear-armed power, in the worst case, by sacrificing its cities in a nuclear war. Providing this kind of guarantee for these non-strategic countries is not in the U.S. vital interest. Denying Russia the sphere of influence in nearby areas traditionally enjoyed by great powers (for example, the U.S. uses the Monroe Doctrine to police the Western Hemisphere) will only lead to unnecessary U.S.-Russian tension and possibly even cataclysmic war.

LNG answers

eu advantage answers

AT: EU dependence bad

Mutual interdependence means Russian energy influence won’t harm the EU
Aggarwal, 12 – Professor of Political Science, Affiliated Professor at the Haas School of Business, and Director of the Berkeley APEC Study Center at the University of California at Berkeley (Vinod, Responding to a Resurgent Russia, ed: Aggarwal and Govella, p. 130)

 The global economic crisis has taken an uncertain toll on EU-Russian relations. As with other countries around the world, both parties have been forced to deal with domestic challenges. Baev argues that the crisis has exposed the weakness and nonsustainability of Russian economic growth and EU enlargement and exacerbated the asymmetry in their bilateral relationship. Despite the EU’s reliance on Russian energy supplies, Russia is in fact far more dependent on its broader ties with Europe. And as the EU is forced to focus on its internal problems, its partnerships in the Mediterranean and the East, and the rise of China, it will have less attention to devote to Russia. By contrast, Christopher Granville presents a more positive view in his chapter, arguing that Russian economic integration with the EU has made the relationship more important. Although energy plays a central role in the EU-Russian economic relationship, their commercial ties go beyond that; Russia is now the EU’s third largest trade partner and the third largest importer of EU products. It is possible that these and other cross-border economic opportunities increase the stakes for both parties and serve to temper the impact of negative political events.

EU energy dependence is spurring Russia-EU coop but doesn’t shut out the US
Aggarwal, 12 – Professor of Political Science, Affiliated Professor at the Haas School of Business, and Director of the Berkeley APEC Study Center at the University of California at Berkeley (Vinod, Responding to a Resurgent Russia, ed: Aggarwal and Govella, p. 136)

In terms of differences between the US and EU vis-à-vis Russia, several issues have proved to be leverage points for Russia. These include the Iraq war, where Russia sided with some EU members opposed to US action, and the Russian invasion of Georgia. In the latter case, the U.S. was quick to dispatch humanitarian aid to Georgia and blame the Russians for their invasion, but the EU was more circumspect. Eventually, a 2009 report commissioned by the EU did find that Georgia was at fault in starting the war, but it also faulted Russia for its aggressive response. More recently, in October 2010, the French and German leadership met with Russian leaders at the Deauville Summit and called for cooperation on foreign and security policy. Some saw this action as being a challenge to NATO and one Obama official noted: “Since when, I wonder, is European security no longer an issue of American concern, but something for Europe and Russia to resolve.” 36 Such actions suggest that EU dependence on Russian energy and US concerns about Russia’s view of its immediate neighbors as being part of its sphere of influence (“its near abroad”) have created rifts, both within the EU and between the US and EU. Yet the EU has also tried with this recent summit to create a “reset” of its relations with Russia, just as the US has done under the Obama Administration. An important positive step took place at the NATO-Russia Council meeting in Lisbon in October 2010. In this forum, Russia, the US, the EU pledged to make a fresh start and seemed to assuage some of the tensions still lingering in the wake of the Russia-Georgia conflict. Whether the US and EU will see eye-to-eye on a growing number of issues as they focus on a reset of their policies remains to be seen; however, US-EU cooperation is essential if they are to deal with the difficult challenges facing the international community today.

Russian influence over the EU is stabilizing – and key to solve organized crime, prolif and terrorism
Rykhtik, 12 – Nizhny Novgorod State University, Nizhny Novgorod , Russia. (Mikhail, Responding to a Resurgent Russia, ed: Aggarwal and Govella, p. 28)

Russia sees the European Union as one of its key political and economic partners and will seek to promote intensive, sustained and long-term cooperation with it. So far, dialogue between the EU and Russia has been asymmetric on most issues, including the identification of priority areas for cooperation. The European Union has long been Russia’s main foreign trading partner. EU countries are the major creditors of and investors in the Russian Federation. EU countries account for 40% of all international air passenger traffic into and out of Russia. The same holds true for communications: 61% of Russia’s international telephone traffic is with the EU (Ryzhov 2002 :14–15). These and many other facts show that throughout the past decade the whole of Europe has witnessed a process of cultural, economic, and political integration and that this process has included Russia as well. And most significantly, there are signs that the EU is ready to economize its relations with Russia. There is an understanding among Russian experts and current leaders that Russia’s integration into the main European institutions will benefit everyone (Barysch et al. 2008 ) . Without an active Russian role, it would be difficult to achieve stability and security on the European landscape. Russia plays a crucial role in equipping Europe with energy, and Russia–EU scientific cooperation also has immense potential. In addition, subregional cooperation between the EU and Russia may strengthen Russia’s position, since Russia is interested in more favorable visa regimes. Russia is a key player in the Eurasian community and is eager to cooperate as long as there is no danger of interference in Russian domestic affairs.
Russia’s main strategic goal today is to preserve its national, economic, and cultural identity, while maintaining a strategic partnership with Europe. Medvedev has shown that he is interested in building relationships between Russia and the EU. The EU is obviously uncomfortable with its dependence on Russian resources and would like to switch to oil and gas supplies from other regions, including Central Asia and North Africa, or develop alternative sources of energy. But it is in the medium-term interests of both Russia and the EU to preserve the current status quo in their relationship.

The overriding question of Russian integration into the reformed security structures of Europe also needs to be resolved in a positive way. Russia is a more interesting partner for the West today, taking into account their shared security agenda of dealing with international terrorism, organized crime, illegal drug trafficking, nonproliferation, conventional arms reductions, illegal migration, and other matters. Current conditions are ripe for a new round of consultations and negotiations on a new European Security Agreement (Helsinki 2). 13 It is obvious that we are dealing with a new type of relations between Brussels and Moscow. The idea of a Helsinki 2 or Helsinki-Plus treaty has found some support in the West (Lo 2009 ) . Some experts have agreed that the 1975 Helsinki Final Act should be changed to reflect post-Cold War realities. 14 What is not welcomed by the West is Medvedev’s emphasis on hard security, which is a reflection of the realist approach which is still popular in Russia. But the new elements of Medvedev’s initiatives prompt some optimism.

Increasing transnational crime risks democratic and economic collapse and WMD use

Dobriansky, 1 - Under Secretary for Global Affairs at the State Department (Paula, “The Explosive Growth of Globalized Crime,” http://www.iwar.org.uk/ecoespionage/resources/transnational-crime/gj01.htm

Certain types of international crime -- terrorism, human trafficking, drug trafficking, and contraband smuggling -- involve serious violence and physical harm. Other forms -- fraud, extortion, money laundering, bribery, economic espionage, intellectual property theft, and counterfeiting -- don't require guns to cause major damage. Moreover, the spread of information technology has created new categories of cybercrime.

For the United States, international crime poses threats on three broad, interrelated fronts. First, the impact is felt directly on the streets of American communities. Hundreds of thousands of individuals enter the U.S. illegally each year, and smuggling of drugs, firearms, stolen cars, child pornography, and other contraband occurs on a wide scale across our borders.

Second, the expansion of American business worldwide has opened new opportunities for foreign-based criminals. When an American enterprise abroad is victimized, the consequences may include the loss of profits, productivity, and jobs for Americans at home.

Third, international criminals engage in a variety of activities that pose a grave threat to the national security of the United States and the stability and values of the entire world community. Examples include the acquisition of weapons of mass destruction, trade in banned or dangerous substances, and trafficking in women and children. Corruption and the enormous flow of unregulated, crime-generated profits are serious threats to the stability of democratic institutions and free market economies around the world.

Alt cause to Europe
Europe isn’t ready for an increase in the LNG market – alt cause

Natali 12 Compagnia di San Paolo Fellow, expert in European gas and electricity markets, and currently works as a strategy advisor for Statoil (Paolo, “The U.S. Natural Gas Revolution,” The Transatlantic Academy Paper Series, 2012, http://www.scribd.com/doc/95197033/The-U-S-Natural-Gas-Revolution-Will-Europe-Be-Ready-in-Time)//AM

The Opposing Factors

Integrating networks to effectively create links is far from a simple task. The main problem with the European gas network at present seems to be one of timing relative to the changes that are taking place in the global market. The time it will take to improve the current framework for shipping gas across the European network is likely longer than would be needed in order to reap the benefits of more gas availability in the global market. An historical shift in global gas flows is taking place right now, and as in every market, second comers will have fewer opportunities than those who were able to secure supply contracts in the first place.

One of the limiting factors to harmonization is that too many and diverse initiatives are in place: ultimately, national authorities will be able to browse for their best options, and the end result will be a European market that for a long time is going to remain just as fragmented as it is today in

terms of rules and requirements. One single process would be necessary, but several opposing factors prevent it from materializing: 

Regulators and national governments wish to retain the right to shape their own regulations so it will take a long time to reach common calendars for auctions, regulatory deadlines, and so forth. In particular, in times of supply security concerns, countries with supply or LNG terminals will want to keep the benefits for themselves.

The large incumbents that exist in some EU countries see Europe-wide market integration as an obstacle. They have an interest in keeping the market fragmented, in order for that to remain an entry barrier for smaller players and foreign competitors, allowing for price differentials to remain in place between European hubs, hence leaving arbitrage opportunities in the hands of those larger companies that can deploy the

necessary resources to face the complexities and regulatory risk of the current situation.

US LNG exports are irrelevant, Europe won’t switch over

Ratner et al, 2012 specialist in energy policy, other authors include ***Paul Belkin, analyst in European affairs, ***Jim Nichol, specialist in Russian and Eurasian affairs, and ***Steven Woehrel, specialist in European Affairs (Michael, “Europe’s Energy Security: Options and Challenges to Natural Gas Supply Diversification,” Congressional Research Service, 3/13/12, http://www.fas.org/sgp/crs/row/R42405.pdf)//AM

There are many alternatives to Russian natural gas for Europe to chose from, but it would be difficult, if not impractical, for Europe to consider replacing all Russian natural gas imports. There is also inertia on the part of some EU countries and companies regarding the status quo. Some of Europe’s larger natural gas companies have huge financial interests in maintaining Russian supplies and do not see a problem in depending so much on one country. It is important to keep in mind that not only does Russia hold the largest supplies of natural gas globally, but already has significant infrastructure connecting its resources to Europe, while some of the alternatives remain constrained. A major test for the EU in developing a more coherent energy policy for Europe will be how to balance these views with those of other member states that are more dependent on Russian energy and are concerned by the political leverage Russia could exert on parts of Europe if no alternatives are found to alleviate at least some of that dependence. 

Alt cause – Asia will draw LNG away from Europe

Herron, 2012 oil and gas reporter for Dow Jones Newswires and the Wall St Journal (James, “Natural-Gas Glut Could Bypass Europe,” 2/20/12, http://online.wsj.com/article/SB10001424052970204792404577228731996415506.html)//AM

This isn't surprising for LNG produced in Australia, which will naturally go to booming Asian economies. However, industry analysts say Asia's growing appetite may also draw supplies that might have served Europe from Africa, North America and the Middle East.
On the U.S. Gulf Coast, LNG export terminals planned to start operations by the middle of this decade would appear to be pointing at Europe. However, "the expansion of the Panama Canal by 2014 will allow for LNG tankers to traverse the isthmus…potentially allowing for an even shorter shipping route [to Asia] than from the gulf coast to the U.K.," said a report from the Brookings Energy Security Initiative.

LNG from projects planned on Canada's west coast also seem destined to ship to Asia. Companies that have discovered gas off of East Africa have said India is a likely market. "This leaves Angola and Algeria as the most likely suppliers of new uncontracted LNG" to Europe, said a report from analysts at Deutsche Bank.

Analysts at J.P. Morgan estimate that Asia will absorb just under 60% of new LNG production from 2010 to 2018. Europe will see just 20% of the new supply, they said.

Asia may also draw existing gas supply away from Europe. The earthquake last year in Japan, which prompted the shutdown of a large portion of the country's nuclear reactors, has resulted in a sudden and unforeseen increase in gas demand for power generation.

This leaves Europe stuck in an awkward embrace with Russia that looks set to get even stronger.

Status quo solves

Status quo solves Europe’s reliance on Russia

Bloomberg 10-(Nicholas Comfort and Stephen Bierman - Aug 4, 2010 “EU Seeks Caspian Gas Accord To Cut Russian Dependence”, http://www.bloomberg.com/news/2010-08-03/eu-seeks-turkmen-azeri-gas-pipeline-accord-to-reduce-russian-dependence.html)//EL
The European Union is seeking an agreement on a natural gas pipeline between Turkmenistanand Azerbaijan as the 27-nation bloc aims to import Caspian fuel and reduce its dependence on Russia.

The EU regulator’s energy unit drafted a document that the parties could use as the basis for a deal on building at least one pipeline across the Caspian Sea, according to a copy of the non-binding paper obtained by Bloomberg.

The EU, seeking less reliance on Russia, wants Turkmen gas for the proposed Nabucco pipeline. Turkmenistan, where foreign investment was held back until the 2006 death of isolationist President-for-Life Saparmurat Niyazov, ships gas to Russia and Iran, and opened a pipeline to China last year. Plans to build a link across the Caspian Sea have been frustrated by unresolved marine borders and opposition fromRussia and Iran.

Persian Gulf and African LNG exports solve Europe’s dependence

Smith 10-  senior associate in the CSIS New European Democracies Project,  consultant to several energy companies and has lectured on Russian-European energy issues (Keith C.,“russia-europe energy relations implications for u.s. policy”, CSIS, February 2010, http://csis.org/files/publication/100228_Smith_RussiaEuropeEnergy_Web.pdf)//EL

The likelihood is that Europe and the rest of the world will have a surplus of LNG for several years because of new production in the Persian Gulf and Africa and as a result of new regasification terminals coming on stream in the United Kingdom, Germany, Greece, Bulgaria, and Poland. This should, at a minimum, provide some price competition to Gazprom’s monopolistic export role. It might also encourage resistance to take-or-pay energy contracts and provide time for the most vulnerable countries to find non-Russian energy supplies. It is conceivable that this could convince Russians that it is in their country’s interest to conduct more transparent and strictly commercial energy policies with their European neighbors. If Vladimir Putin returns to the presidency in 2012, however, the chances are more likely that Russian energy policies will retain their lack of transparency.

iran advantage answers
Alt Causes
Alt causes to Iranian LNG exports

Hoyos, 2009 The Financial Times’ chief energy correspondent (Carola, “Iran: LNG facilities now look unlikely,” 10/2/09, http://www.ft.com/cms/s/0/6565c37a-aeea-11de-96d7-00144feabdc0.html#axzz1zarPaPKp)//AM
In the past weeks, the US has leant on oil companies to stop supplying Iran with petrol, as Washington attempts to isolate Tehran and prevent it from realising its nuclear ambitions. The results have been mixed in spite of revelations about a second previously unknown nuclear programme.

By contrast, Washington’s efforts to stop Iran’s multibillion dollar liquefied natural gas programmes have been far more successful.

The critical moment came when Christophe de Margerie, Total’s chief executive, said international politics had made new investment in Iran impossible. Analysts say this all but signed the death warrant for Iran’s LNG ambitions.

It was an extraordinary statement for Mr de Margerie, who made his name as the French oil and gas group’s lead negotiator in the Middle East and who has talked with pride about cutting deals in countries, including Iran, while competitors were too afraid. Industry observers assume no international oil company with technical expertise would be willing to tread a path even Total has abandoned.

The transport of LNG – super-cooled natural gas turned into a liquid so it can be transported by tanker – is heavily reliant on US technology.

But there are more hurdles than US opposition to developing LNG facilities in Iran.

The violence and uncertainty prompted by the presidential elections has stymied progress that could have been made through US president Barack Obama’s greater willingness to engage with Iran.

Other impediments include the country’s strict financial terms, domestic demand, internal opposition to gas exports, and the need to use ever increasing amounts of gas to boost oil production.

Fereidun Fesharaki, chief executive of Facts Global Energy, the consultancy, and a senior associate of think-tank, the Center for Strategic and International Studies (CSIS), calls Iran’s domestic needs “overwhelming”. This is largely because of subsidies: Iranians pay 10 US cents a litre for petrol and 37 cents per million British thermal units (mmBtu) for gas.

Meanwhile, the country’s oil fields are depleting. To meet domestic demand, Iran must import petrol. It is also trying to boost oil production by injecting natural gas into its fields and is trying to revamp its ailing refining system.

The leadership acknowledges the $50bn energy subsidy programme is unsustainable and has started to ration subsidised petrol, but the industry is still struggling.

Samuel Ciszuk, analyst at IHS Global Insight, says: “Sanctions have largely stopped the inflow of capital and technology into the energy industry, aggravating problems that have been in the making for decades.”

That became even more apparent last week when Masoud Mir-Kazemi, the new energy minister, warned that Iran would suffer a gas shortage this winter in spite of a hoped-for increase in imports from Turkmenistan. Meanwhile, he added that a budget of only $3bn existed to fund $19bn of started, but unfinished projects.

Iran has some international help managing its oil industry, but stemming a rate of decline that wipes out up to 500,000 barrels a day of production each year is still a huge task.

To maintain pressure at its fields Iran injects as much gas as Qatar, the world’s biggest LNG producer, exports.

With oil prices at about $66 a barrel and gas prices at about $3.5mmBtu, such a large injection programme makes sense – Iran would get less money from exporting LNG than the boost it gets to oil output from injecting the gas, say analysts.

Meanwhile, liquids produced in concert with the gas are becoming increasingly important in counterbalancing the decline in crude oil barrels.

As a result, Iran, the country with the world’s second largest gas reserves, now imports gas.
Combined with attempts by the US Treasury to make financing more difficult, Mr Fesharaki concludes: “I don’t see any LNG projects coming out of Iran for the indefinite future.”

Iran isn’t capable of exporting LNG

Schulz, 2009 Master of Arts Studies thesis from Georgetown University (Justin, “AFFECTING IRANIAN COST BENEFIT ANALYSIS:  

THE IMPACT OF REMOVING SANCTIONS ON IRAN’S NATURAL GAS INDUSTRY,” 11/18/09, https://repository.library.georgetown.edu/bitstream/handle/10822/553581/schulzJustin.pdf?sequence=1)//AM

The alternative to overland transport via pipeline is oversea transport on board a liquid natural gas cargo ship. Natural gas can be liquefied through a process that reduces the naturally occurring gas to a liquid that is approximately 1/600 th its original volume. This allows many more British thermal units (the industry standard unit of energy) to be transported aboard a single ship, achieving an economy of scale that makes the venture profitable. Such scale is not possible if the gas remains in its natural gaseous form or even in a compressed gas form—about 1/100 th its original volume. Theoretically, this option would be ideal for Iran to export its natural gas, as it would be able to safely export gas directly to India and East Asia without having to negotiate with its neighbors. Were relations between the United States and Iran to thaw, exports to the US market are even feasible, as demonstrated by the history of LNG imports from Iran’s near neighbors, Egypt, Oman and Qatar to the U.S. 77 Unfortunately, for Iran this is also not an option. To build the facilities required to liquefy natural gas Iran would need “a major Western oil partner to provide the technical and management expertise.” 78 For reasons already discussed, such as US sanctions and the poor climate for foreign investment in Iran this has not yet and is unlikely to occur.

solvency answers

No Terminals
No export terminals, cost and regulation barriers 

Gies 12-writer for Forbes (Erica,“Push to Export Natural Gas Could Threaten U.S. Energy Security” 2/24/ http://www.forbes.com/sites/ericagies/2012/02/24/push-to-export-natural-gas-could-threaten-u-s-energy-security/)//EL
In a story earlier this week for Inside Climate News, reporter Bill Lascher (disclosure: a friend) details plans to build LNG export terminals to sell American natural gas to Asia and Europe, where prices are much higher than they are here, thanks to our supply glut. A thousand cubic feet of natural gas currently costs $14 to $15 in Asia, $8 to $9 in Europe, and $4 in North America, down 9 percent from what it was at the outset of 2011, according to Lascher.

Of course, if the terminals are built (and they could be hampered by environmental regulations and cost, in the hundreds of millions of dollars for a single facility, per Lascher), natural gas prices here would rise. That is a bane or a boon depending on whether you want cheap energy short term or a shift to cleaner energy longer term.

No export facilities currently exist in the continental United States, but eight companies have applied to build them. They probably won’t all be built, but, Lascher reports:

Houston-based Cheniere Energy, Inc., has already received permits to build a natural gas export terminal in Sabine, La. where it already has an LNG import terminal. On Jan. 30 Cheniere signed an agreement to sell 3.5 million tons of LNG to Korean Gas Corporation beginning as early as 2017.

LNG market fails: only one terminal that won’t be ready for years, political opposition, and lack of approval for other projects

The OGIB Research Team, 12 (“How Exporting LNG Could Bring Serious Wealth to the U.S., APRIL 2, 201, http://oilandgas-investments.com/2012/natural-gas/exporting-lng-liquid-natural-gas-wealth/)//EL
America, on the other hand, has only two export terminals. The terminal in Kenai, Alaska, which was built in the 1960s, was idled in November of last year. (At the time, ConocoPhillips’ spokeswoman Natalie Lowman told The Associated Press the plant will be in preservation mode until spring 2012, at which time the company will re-examine the facility.)

The other is Cheniere Energy’s Sabine Pass LNG Terminal, near the border of Texas and Louisiana. This station has 4 billion cubic feet per day of capacity.

Overall, the US exported 0.2 bcf/d of LNG in 2011, according to the EIA—a total of 71.5 bcf.  Australia almost does that in just one month.  The U.S. sends most of its LNG exports to Brazil, China, Japan and South Korea.

So How Does the US Get In On the Global LNG Action?

The LNG market is growing, and its future looks bright.

Some industry analysts predict demand for LNG globally will increase 40% in the five-year period from 2010 to 2015. This would make the annual market for LNG roughly 300 million tons.

The U.S. has the fifth-highest amount of natural gas reserves in the world, with the EIA putting the number at 273 trillion cubic feet. By comparison Australia has the 12th-highest natural gas reserves, with “only” 110 trillion cubic feet. But, as  stated above, Australia was able to ship more than 12 times as much LNG overseas in 2010 than the U.S.

The largest obstacle the U.S. faces in the LNG market is its lack of export/liquefaction terminals. With the Kenai facility going idle, the Sabine Pass terminal is the only facility in America even close to being able to regularly send LNG overseas. And even that could still be a few years away.

Now what about building LNG liquefaction plants?  Unit Economics says it can cost $3 billion for each million tons of annual capacity for the entire liquefaction supply chain, which includes production, pipelines, the port and the facility itself.

The Wall Street Journal reports there are seven additional projects seeking approval from the Department of Energy to ship LNG to most foreign nations. If all of these projects gain approval they could handle about 25 percent of U.S. gas production. However, the news source reports that approval for all of the facilities is unlikely.

An additional hurdle to the LNG market in the U.S. is political opposition to sending the energy source overseas. The American Chemistry Council has warned the U.S. government that it “should not undermine the availability of domestic natural gas,” but is not necessarily against exporting the substance.

The Sierra Club is concerned that exporting more natural gas will cause companies to increase their fracking operations. While there has been little to no evidence that fracking itself harms the environment, a groundswell of opposition to the practice has emerged, making investing in greater production difficult for the industry.

Domestic push back stalls LNG terminals

CNBC 12-( Constance Gustke, “Domestic Critics Slow Potential LNG Export Boom”, 20 Jun

http://www.cnbc.com/id/47279981/Domestic_Critics_Slow_Potential_LNG_Export_Boom)//EL

Heated debate over the impact of liquefied natural gas exports on domestic prices is threatening to derail them at a crucial time for the U.S. industry.

A sudden abundance of natural gas and unprofitably low prices — the result of fracking technology that's opened up previously unreachable shale-gas reserves — has the industry looking for new markets.

But Massachusetts Rep. Edward Markey, a top Democrat on the House Natural Resources Committee, is pulling out the stops to slow exports.

He began worrying about the impact of liquefied natural gas (LNG) exports on U.S. prices, when he saw permit applications piling up at the Department of Energy.

So, Markey and Sen. Ron Wyden, D-Ore., another key voice on U.S. energy policy, introduced bills requesting a timeout on LNG permit approvals until 2025.

“We saw a policy shift to exports without even a debate,” says Jonathan Phillips, a senior policy adviser to Markey on the Democratic staff of the Natural Resources Committee. “Yet all the studies show that exports will increase domestic prices. We’re not going to race ahead, allowing oil and gas companies to reap large profits at a cost to consumers."

Consumer and environmental groups are also dead-set against the export of LNG, which converts natural gas into liquid form through a rapid chilling process for easier transport. The chemical industry has voiced dissent because it depends on cheap natural gas to produce fertilizers and feed stock.

This domestic push-back is slowing the approval process, while other countries are ramping up production to natural gas-hungry customers like Japan, which is trying to compensate for the loss of the Fukushima nuclear power plant in 2011.

As a result, only one U.S. terminal has been given the go-ahead. A dozen-plus others are on hold, any regulatory action delayed until an Energy Department study on the economic impact is completed later this the year.

Cheniere Energy 
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 will supply some $2 billion in financing. When complete in 2015, the Sabine Pass, La., facility will be capable of exporting about three percent of the total U.S. supply.

The US can’t export LNG

Gelsi, 2011 lead IPO and Wall Street reporter for the Wall Street Journal’s MarketWatch.  He is the author of “CBS MarketWatch, the Story Behind the Numbers … How America Made A Fortune and Lost Its Shirt."  He has been a journalist for 17 years and previously worked at Forbes.com, BrandWeek and various daily newspapers (Steve, “Shale gas opens door to U.S. LNG exports,” 12/5/11, The Wall Street Journal MarketWatch, http://articles.marketwatch.com/2011-12-05/industries/30747630_1_lng-export-import-terminals-natural-gas)//AM
For the U.S. to become a serious natural gas exporter requires building a costly infrastructure, which will only happen if the right market conditions exist in coming years. Read about the booming U.S. shale gas sector.

Nevertheless, several companies already have plans to build liquefied natural gas, or LNG, export terminals while others are well into the evaluation process, raising the prospects of a billion-dollar construction boom for these highly specialized facilities.

Gas is typically shipped via pipeline, which is impractical for reaching markets outside North America. To overcome the transport obstacle, LNG terminals super-chill gas to its liquid form and load it into specially designed tankers for shipment overseas.

Once at its destination, LNG must be re-gasified before it can be fed into pipelines for local distribution, another costly facility.

Dominion Resources Inc. (US:D), and Cheniere Energy Inc. (US:LNG) have plans to build LNG export terminals alongside their existing import terminals.

A third terminal, Freeport LNG in Freeport, Texas, which is partly owned by ConocoPhillips (US:COP), is moving in the same direction, while Sempra Energy (US:SRE) has filed for a permit to export LNG from its Cameron LNG facility in Louisiana.

In Canada, Apache Corp. (US:APA), Encana Corp. (US:ECA) and EOG Resources (US:EOG)  plan to join forces to build an LNG export facility in Kitimat, British Columbia.

Exxon Mobil Corp. (US:XOM), which already runs a global LNG business, is weighing the market to see whether initiating LNG exports from North America now makes sense. 

“We’re seeing a lot of industry thinking going on about that right now,” Exxon Mobil Senior Vice President Andy Swiger said at a recent energy conference, when asked about LNG exports.

“In terms of exports from North America, whether it’s the Gulf coast, or whether it’s Western Canada, it’s something we’re actively looking at,” he said.

The United States currently has several LNG receiving and storage facilities. Except for a single, 40-year-old LNG facility in Alaska, the U.S. has none of the liquefaction equipment required to prepare natural gas for export.

Terminals are expensive and take five years to build – delays solvency

Clark, 2012 executive editor of the Wyoming Business Report (MJ, “Exporting natural gas to the world,” 5/1/12, http://www.wyomingbusinessreport.com/article.asp?id=63026)//AM
The problem is that exporting natural gas is not as easy as exporting oil or coal. In order to be economically viable, natural gas must be shipped as liquid natural gas (LNG), which takes up 600 times less volume than natural gas. But in order to become LNG, natural gas must first be purified by removing dust, water, helium and heavy hydrocarbons, then cooled to -260 F. With temperatures that cold, the gas becomes a liquid at atmosphere, but it has to remain that cold in transport. Expensive, specially designed cryogenic tanks are used to transport the LNG.

Once the LNG reaches its destination, it is regasified and distributed as pipeline natural gas. Currently the only place in the United States that ships LNG overseas is the Freport Terminal in Texas, which only re-exports imported LNG. In 2011, according to the U.S. Energy Information Administration (EIA), LNG re-exports totaled about 53 billion cubic feet (Bcf), up from about 33 Bcf in 2010. The Kenai LNG terminal in Alaska, which exported domestically-produced LNG for more than 40 years, was mothballed early this year when operator ConocoPhillips was unable to secure a high enough price for LNG from its Asian customers.

According to the EIA, the cost of constructing a liquefaction project ranges from $1.5 to $10 billion dollars, or about $500 to $2,000 per ton of LNG produced. Because of engineering complexity, liquefaction plants can take about five years to build.

The cryogenic tanks needed to ship LNG are expensive, as are the plants needed to purify and chill the natural gas into a liquid state. The expense has been a barrier to exporting LNG, but that may be changing.

No LNG exports, slow permitting, industry opposition, and financing constraints

Molchanov and Morris 12- an analyst in January 2006. He graduated from Duke University in 2003 with a Bachelor of Science degree in economics with high distinction. AND a writer for the energy tribune. (Pavel and Alex, “Will LNG Exports Rescue the North American Natural Gas Market?”, Energy Tribune, May. 21, http://www.energytribune.com/articles.cfm/10703/Will-LNG-Exports-Rescue-the-North-American-Natural-Gas-Market)//EL

Thinking of building your own LNG plant? Read this first.

From what we’ve already written, it should be clear that you shouldn’t hold your breath waiting for North American LNG export plants to come to fruition. Sabine Pass is a useful case study of just how difficult and time-consuming it is to develop these projects. Cheniere’s original plan to develop liquefaction capacity at Sabine Pass dates back to June 2010. Nearly two years later, construction has not yet started – even though this specific project has the big advantage of having a well-developed site with existing LNG infrastructure. Let’s look at some of the challenges faced by North American LNG developers.

Slow permitting.

Let’s face it: if this was China rather than the U.S., building LNG plants (and refineries, and nuclear reactors, and just about anything else) would be a lot easier. The undeniable reality is that the permitting process for domestic LNG developers is expensive, burdensome and excruciatingly slow. The Federal Energy Regulatory Commission (FERC) is the lead agency, though the Department of Energy (DOE) also plays a role. The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and the Army Corps of Engineers can also be involved. In addition, state and local permits are required. For example, Cheniere’s follow-on liquefaction project, near Corpus Christi, Texas, was authorized by FERC to begin “pre-filing” in December 2011. The company aims to file the completed application in August 2012 and receive approval in September 2013. Assuming no delays, this would allow project startup in late 2017. For projects in Canada, permitting is also complex. The Kitimat project in British Columbia – a joint venture between Apache, EOG Resources and Encana – received a 20-year export license from the Canadian National Export Board in October 2011. This was nearly three years after the project received environmental approval (both federal and provincial).

Industry opposition.

While by no means the sole factor, one of the reasons for the slow permitting is the fact that these LNG projects face a considerable amount of public opposition. Protests from environmentalists – which helped sink the Keystone XL pipeline, and now seem particularly focused on Dominion’s Cove Point project – are not surprising. What may be more surprising is that some major industry groups are also opposed, though, of course, for different reasons. Specifically, large gas consumers do not want LNG exports for the exact same reason why large gas producers such as Chesapeake Energy applaud these projects: they would put upward pressure on gas prices. The American Public Gas Association, which represents gas utilities, testified in November 2011 before the Senate Energy and Natural Resources Committee, stating: “APGA maintains that the export of LNG is not in the best interests of our country and most notably that it will increase natural gas prices at the expense of consumers while sacrificing a unique opportunity to reduce our dependence on foreign energy sources.” The Industrial Energy Consumers of America, which represents manufacturers, has also expressed its concerns, stating: “It would be irresponsible for the DOE to approve export applications without first doing an economic analysis of the impact.”

Financing constraints.

LNG plants are never cheap. Even in the best of circumstances, they are immensely capital-intensive projects, with price tags that range from a few billion to tens of billions of dollars, and almost invariably they tend to come in over budget (as well as behind schedule). This needs to be seen in the context of a highly competitive commodity market where global liquefaction capacity will rapidly increase between now and 2020. Australia alone, led by projects such as Chevron’s Gorgon and Inpex’s Ichthys, is expected to surpass Qatar as the world’s #1 LNG producer by the end of the decade. Combined with other projects in West Africa, Papua New Guinea and elsewhere, the jury is out as to whether global (especially Asia-Pacific) LNG pricing will remain as strong it is currently, i.e., whether the close linkage with crude oil can be maintained. Thus, not everyone is willing to invest in North American liquefaction plants. Among companies that are willing, some (e.g., Apache) are clearly better capitalized than others (e.g., Cheniere). For project loans to be secured, offtake agreements are essential, hence Cheniere’s recent deals with KOGAS, BG Group and others.
Terminals will fail, market volatility, large investment, and slow permitting process 

Lascher 12- master's degree from the University of Southern California's Annenberg School of Journalism, a B.A. from OberlinCollege.( Bill, “Debate Surrounds Race to Export America's Natural Gas”, InsideClimate News, Feb 21, 2012, http://insideclimatenews.org/news/20120220/energy-firms-shale-gas-export-terminals-liquefied-natural-gas-lng-eia-coal?page=3)//EL
Even as the debate intensifies, energy companies are laying foundations to become the first to export natural gas from the United States. No export facilities currently exist in the continental United States, but eight companies have applied to build them. At the facilities natural gas is cooled to -260 degrees Fahrenheit, so it becomes what's known as "liquefied natural gas," or LNG.  At 1/600th the volume as its gaseous form, LNG can be loaded onto special tankers berthed at the new facilities and shipped across the world. (Paragraph includes correction, 03/04/2012)

The size of the proposed terminals varies, but each would process between 1 billion and 3 billion cubic feet of gas a day, according to applications they filed with the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission (FERC). If all eight were built—and that's a big if—their combined capacity would allow them to export about 18 percent of the 67 billion cubic feet of gas the U.S. consumes in a day. Meanwhile, the Energy Information Administration expects the United States to become a net exporter of natural gas by 2016, while it's expected to export more gas by pipeline than it imports by 2025.

It's clear why exports tempt the industry. A thousand cubic feet of natural gas—which provides roughly the same amount of energy as a barrel of oil—currently costs $14 to $15 in Asia. In Europe, the same amount of gas sells for $8 to $9. In North America, it trades for only about $4, down 9 percent from what it was at the outset of 2011.

"In my entire career there's only been two other cases where the world has changed so fundamentally for the big energy business," said Mikkal Herberg, an Asian energy specialist who teaches at University of California, San Diego and once led ARCO's global energy program.

"I wasn't entirely convinced until three to four months ago that the U.S. is going to be a big exporter," he said, but recent events and market conditions turned his thinking around. "The economics of sending U.S. gas to Asia are awfully good right now, assuming these shale gas supplies are as good as we think they are and that economists have confidence that these high prices can last."

Herberg and other experts doubt that all of the terminals will pan out. The investment can be huge, with a single facility costing hundreds of millions of dollars to build. The permitting process is difficult, involving clean water, coastal zone, clean air and other environmental and land use restrictions that state officials might add on top of federal rules. And getting permission to export is difficult, because companies must prove the sales are in the national interest if they ship to countries that don't have free trade agreements with the United States.

Potential exporters might also be dissuaded by the historic volatility of the natural gas market.

Half a decade ago, energy companies were scrambling to build LNG import terminals. But by the time they had weathered organized public opposition and regulatory oversight, they discovered that the U.S. shale oil boom had destroyed the economics of LNG imports. Some import partnerships went bankrupt. Others rapidly changed course and began applying for export permits.

What's more, unlike oil, gas isn't traded at a global, standard price. Not only do prices differ wildly in various parts of the world, but the trade of natural gas is also subsidized and restricted by a complex web of laws in exporting and importing nations.

The Energy Information Agency emphasized that volatility in its report.

"EIA recognizes that projections of energy markets over a 25-year period are highly uncertain and subject to many events that cannot be foreseen, such as supply disruptions, policy changes, and technological breakthroughs," the report says. The authors also warned that their study was limited and didn't account for other variables, such as world energy markets, macroeconomics, or how price changes may affect the demand for natural gas on a global scale.

LNG fails
US LNG will never be competitive – it’s logistically impossible

D’Altorio, 2011 investment writer and research analyst for Investment U (Tony, “United States Moves Toward LNG Exports,” 6/8/11, http://www.investmentu.com/2011/June/us-liquefied-natural-gas-exports.html)//AM
However, the relief may not last for long…

As natural gas prices rise in the United States, exports will become less competitive. That’s because the United States is at a competitive disadvantage when it comes to LNG logistics.

It simply costs more to transport LNG on ships from the United States to Asia than from Australia… or from Russia to Europe via pipelines.

So for investors in Cheniere and other stocks looking to benefit from a projected LNG export boom, remember – don’t stay at the party too long.

Good investing,

Other countries don’t trust US LNG exports – no one will invest

Gelsi, 2011 lead IPO and Wall Street reporter for the Wall Street Journal’s MarketWatch.  He is the author of “CBS MarketWatch, the Story Behind the Numbers … How America Made A Fortune and Lost Its Shirt."  He has been a journalist for 17 years and previously worked at Forbes.com, BrandWeek and various daily newspapers (Steve, “Shale gas opens door to U.S. LNG exports,” 12/5/11, The Wall Street Journal MarketWatch, http://articles.marketwatch.com/2011-12-05/industries/30747630_1_lng-export-import-terminals-natural-gas)//AM
Risk factors

Despite the allure of the export market, it also carries major risks. As the technology used to produce shale gas spreads, it could boost supplies overseas, in turn hurting demand for U.S. LNG.

Stricter environmental regulations for handling water used in hydraulic fracturing, a key process in extracting shale gas, could push up production costs in the U.S., further pinching the price spread.

Shifting domestic energy policy could also be a major factor.

“Some overseas LNG customers are worried about political risk attached to LNG if the U.S. decides to try to keep more of its production at home,” said Mike Rieke, managing editor of LNG Daily for Platts.

Despite these risks, early movers in the U.S. LNG business continue to push ahead to meet growing energy demand worldwide.

Cheniere marshalling $5 billion for LNG exports

Already a big re-exporter of LNG, Cheniere Energy Inc. (US:LNG) is moving ever closer to building a $5 billion liquefaction-export facility at its Sabine Pass import terminal in Louisiana.

How the project pans out is being closely watched on Wall Street, where concerns have been raised over the company’s debt load.

“We believe progress in its liquefaction project may increase the likelihood of future cash flows to Cheniere, and improve the prospects of refinancing its 2012 debt maturities,” Standard & Poor’s analysts Mark Habib and Nora Pickens said in a note to clients.

Standard & Poor’s said they plan to maintain their negative outlook rating on Cheniere, “until there is greater certainty of the project’s development, capital structure and cash flow.”

US LNG exports will fail – they can’t compete

Gelsi, 2011 lead IPO and Wall Street reporter for the Wall Street Journal’s MarketWatch.  He is the author of “CBS MarketWatch, the Story Behind the Numbers … How America Made A Fortune and Lost Its Shirt."  He has been a journalist for 17 years and previously worked at Forbes.com, BrandWeek and various daily newspapers (Steve, “Shale gas opens door to U.S. LNG exports,” 12/5/11, The Wall Street Journal MarketWatch, http://articles.marketwatch.com/2011-12-05/industries/30747630_1_lng-export-import-terminals-natural-gas)//AM
Pressure from afar

Still, plenty of doubts remain about the viability of LNG exports from the U.S. as other big LNG projects move ahead elsewhere.

Chevron (US:CVX) for example, is spending billions of dollars on its Gorgon and Wheatstone LNG projects off Australia’s west coast.

And in recent days, Anadarko Petroleum (US:APC)(US:CVX) said it’s studying a possible LNG facility in Mozambique to bring to market gas from promising discoveries it’s made off the coast of the east African country. See story on Anadarko Petroleum’s Mozambique update.

Fadel Gheit, an industry analyst with Oppenheimer & Co., remains bearish on U.S. LNG exports unless big players like Exxon Mobil and No. 2 U.S. natural gas producer Chesapeake Energy Corp. (US:CHK) decide it’s in their interest to take part directly.
“I was never convinced that the U.S. is running out of gas, or oil, but that didn’t stop companies from building LNG receiving terminals,” Gheit said.

”I am equally unconvinced that U.S. gas can compete in the global LNG market with the current dominant players, but that is not going to stop companies from building LNG export terminals in the U.S,” he said.

Warming turn

Exporting LNG accelerates positive feedback loops and CO2 emissions

Romm 12- a Senior Fellow at American Progress and holds a Ph.D. in physics from MIT, was acting assistant secretary of energy for energy efficiency and renewable energy in 1997(Joe, “Exporting Liquefied Natural Gas (LNG) Is Bad For The Climate”, Climate Progress, June 18, http://thinkprogress.org/climate/2012/06/18/500954/exporting-liquefied-natural-gas-lng-is-bad-for-the-climate/?mobile=nc)//EL

The surge in U.S. production of shale gas is creating a surge in permit requests to build liquefied natural gas (LNG) terminals. That’s because the glut of U.S. gas has dropped domestic prices sharply below global price levels.But if avoiding catastrophic climate change is your goal, then spending huge sums on even conventional natural gas infrastructure is not the answer, as a recent International Energy Agency report made clear:

The speciﬁc emissions from a gas-ﬁred power plant will be higher than average global CO2 intensity in electricity generation by 2025, raising questions around the long-term viability of some gas infrastructure investment if climate change objectives are to be met.

And liquefying natural gas is an energy intensive and leaky process. When you factor in shipping overseas, you get an energy penalty of 20% or more. The extra greenhouse gas emissions can equal 30% or more of combustion emissions, according to a 2009 Reference Report by the Joint Research Centreof the European Commission, Liquefied Natural Gas for Europe – Some Important Issues for Consideration.

Such extra emissions all but eliminate whatever small, short-term benefit there might be of building billion-dollar export terminals and other LNG infrastructure, which in any case will last many decades, long after the electric grid will not benefit from replacing coal with gas.

Furthermore, the U.S. Energy Information Administration concluded in a 2012 report on natural gas exports done for DOE’s Office of Fossil Energy that such exports would also increasedomestic greenhouse gas emissions:

[W]hen also accounting for emissions related to natural gas used in the liquefaction process, additional exports increase CO2 levels under all cases and export scenarios, particularly in the earlier years of the projection period.

Asserting any net benefit for the importer requires assuming the new gas replaces only coal — and isn’t used for, say, natural gas vehicles, which are worse for the climate or that it doesn’t replace new renewables.  If even a modest fraction of the imported LNG displaces renewables, it renders the entire expenditure for LNG counterproductive from day one.

Remember, a major new 2012 Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences study on “technology warming potentials” (TWPs) found that a big switch from coal to gas would only reduce TWP by about 25% over the first three decades (see “Natural Gas Is A Bridge To Nowhere Absent A Carbon Price AND Strong Standards To Reduce Methane Leakage“). And that is based on “EPA’s latest estimate of the amount of CH4 released because of leaks and venting in the natural gas network between production wells and the local distribution network” of 2.4%. Many experts believe the leakage rate is higher than 2.4%, particularly for shale gas. Also, recent air sampling by NOAA over Colorado found 4% methane leakage, more than double industry claims.

A different 2012 study by climatologist Ken Caldeira and tech guru Nathan Myhrvold finds basically no benefit in the switch whatsoever — see You Can’t Slow Projected Warming With Gas, You Need ‘Rapid and Massive Deployment’ of Zero-Carbon Power.

So spending vast sums of money to export natural gas from this country is a bad idea for the climate.  A new paper published last week by Brooking’s Hamilton Project, “A Strategy for U.S. Natural Gas Exports,” asserts a different conclusion, primarily because it ignores all of the issues discussed above. Indeed, the paper rather amazingly asserts “Natural gas, though, has the same climate consequences whether it is burned in the United States, Europe, or Asia,” which would be true for exported U.S. gas only if we could use magic to take the U.S. shale gas and put it into European or Asian gas-fired power plants. In the real world, it takes a massive amount of energy and greenhouse gas emissions to get gas from here to those markets, as is well known in the climate policy arena.

BOTTOM LINE: Investing billions of dollars in new shale gas infrastructure for domestic use is, at best, of limited value for a short period of time if we put in place both a CO2 price and regulations to minimize methane leakage. Exporting gas vitiates even that limited value and so investing billions in LNG infrastructure is, at best, a waste of resources better utilized for deploying truly low-carbon energy. At worst, it helps accelerates the world past the 2°C warming threshold into Terra incognita — a planet of amplifying feedbacks and multiple simultaneous catastrophic impacts.

Kills econ

LNG exports threaten the US economy and energy independence
Kalisch 12-President and Chief Executive Officer American Public Gas Association(Bert, “LETTER TO THE EDITOR: Don’t increase LNG exports”, April 18, Washington Times, http://www.washingtontimes.com/news/2012/apr/18/dont-increase-lng-exports/)//EL
The export of liquefied natural gas (LNG) sets a dangerous precedent that will ultimately harm the American economy. Exporting a finite domestic resource is contrary to a prudent national energy security policy.

Today, U.S. consumers enjoy natural gas prices that are the product of both the newly available supplies of natural gas and the fact that our natural gas market is largely limited to North America. While it is true that the export of LNG would have a positive impact on our trade deficit, greater domestic use of our natural gas supply to displace imported oil would make an even greater impact on our balance of trade.

Because commodities such as natural gas are sold where the price is the highest and since many foreign nations have substantially higher prices, U.S. natural gas would likely flow abroad in times of shortages, further increasing prices for domestic consumers. APGA suggests that promotion of this type of policy is not in the best interest of the United States.

APGA is not anti-free trade. But when important policies collide, nations must make choices. U.S. policymakers must carefully prioritize the use of domestic resources according to the national interest over the short and long term. As gasoline prices rise, the increased deployment of natural gas vehicles can help us take giant steps toward energy independence. To accomplish this goal, America’s natural gas supply must remain plentiful and affordable. Exporting large quantities of LNG threatens both of these fundamental predicates.

Price spikes
LNG exports would lead to domestic price spikes 

EIA 12- US Energy Information Administration(“LNG exports could raise US gas prices as much as 54% by 2018: EIA”, January 19, http://www.platts.com/RSSFeedDetailedNews/RSSFeed/NaturalGas/3900743)//EL

Significant amounts of US LNG exports would raise domestic natural gas prices, possibly as much as 54% by 2018, the Energy Information Administration said Thursday.

Increased exports of LNG from the several projects under development around the country should lead to higher domestic natural gas prices, increased gas production, reduced domestic consumption and higher imports from Canada, the report said. 

Under the most extreme LNG export volume and US gas market assumptions, EIA sees domestic gas prices rising by as much as 54% in 2018 due to exports, before sliding back in the out years through 2035. In fact, all of the scenarios studied by EIA showed an initial spike followed by a sharp or steady reduction of prices in later years.

The study was requested by the US Department of Energy's Office of Fossil Fuel to help it analyze LNG export applications.

Quick reaction to the report came from Representative Ed Markey, Democrat-Massachusetts, who has voiced concern about the effect of LNG exports on domestic gas prices and supply. Calling the report "sobering," Markey said DOE should halt certification of any more export projects "before all impacts on American families and businesses are considered."

He also said he plans to introduce legislation "that would keep more American-made natural gas in America."

The report "is a wake-up call to American consumers and businesses who rely on natural gas that higher prices are on the horizon if we don't keep our natural gas here in America," he said, warning that "the affordable domestic supplies we've recently developed could soon become a thing of the past."
The report contained several caveats about the "highly uncertain" nature of global energy pricing and supply dynamics, the vagaries of economic modeling, the shifting relationship between natural gas and oil prices, US gas price volatility and expected escalation, the relative advantages of add-on liquefaction operations at US LNG sites and other moving parts in a 25-year projection of this type.

The scenarios studied by EIA included slow and rapid ramp-up of LNG export traffic to 6 Bcf/d and 12 Bcf/d. Total marketed US gas production was about 66 Bcf/d in 2011, meaning the two export volume scenarios represent roughly 9% and 18% of current production.

Increased LNG exports would lead to higher US wellhead prices under all cases and scenarios, said EIA. In general, rapid increases in exports would lead to sharp price increases, while slower export hikes would produce "slower but more lasting" price hikes.

cotton disad
Cotton Industry Bad – 1NC

1nc
U.S. cotton export competitiveness is bad — the cotton trade is zero-sum — the plan decimates international cotton industries

Lyford and Welch, 4 — assistant professor in the Department of Agricultural and Applied Economics at Texas Tech University, AND, assistant professor and Texas AgriLife Extension Economist in the Department of Agricultural Economics at Texas A&M University (Conrad P. and J. Mark, “Measuring Competition for Textiles: Does the U.S. Make the Grade?”, Texas Tech University, The International Cotton Research Center at Texas Tech University, presented at the Southern Agricultural Economics Association, 2/18/2004, http://ageconsearch.umn.edu/bitstream/34616/1/sp04ly01.pdf, Deech)

This study evaluates the competitiveness of U.S. manufacturers of cotton yarn products compared to international rivals by analyzing the current competitive state of this industry and by identifying competitive trends. This will be accomplished by comparing objective measures of market share of textile products, a price-based comparison of goods offered in the market place, a comparison of costs of production between major market participants, and an evaluation of the efficiencies/inefficiencies associated with the transport of initially processed textile products in contrast to the shipment of raw cotton. Revealed Comparative Advantage A key aspect of evaluating whether a producer of a given good is competitive in his/her market offering depends on both a definition and measure of the term ‘competitiveness’. Drescher and Maurer cite Bellendorf’s definition of competitiveness as the ability of firms and industries “…to protect and/or improve their position in relation to competitors which are active in the same market” (p. 162). This definition is consistent with that of Sharples and Kennedy and Rossen who define competitiveness as the ability to achieve market share. A producer who attains a market share for his/her product is by definition competitive. A product for which market share is increasing can be said to be increasing in competitiveness and, conversely, a product is regarded as decreasing in competitiveness if the market share for that product is in decline. In the following discussion, market share will both define competitiveness and serve as its primary measure. Market share as an empirical measure of competitiveness is founded on the performance of a given product in the marketplace. Since the focus of this paper is the global marketplace, export shares will be used as indicators of international competitiveness. These relative shares will be analyzed for the clues they may provide as to how and in which direction the competitiveness of a given industry may be changing (Drescher and Maurer). Balassa asserts that an analysis of the trade performance of individual countries would indicate the comparative advantage one nation holds over others in the marketing of manufactured goods. This analysis is based on a comparison of “…the relative shares of a country in the world exports of individual commodities and indicating changes in relative shares over time (Balassa, p.105). Thus, comparative advantage as described by Balassa is consistent with the concept of competitiveness used here. Direct observation of trade performance may then reveal comparative advantage (competitiveness) in the production of that commodity. Balassa introduces an index called “Revealed Comparative Advantage” (RCA) as a means of measuring comparative advantage. The export based RCA index used here is based on an application of Balassa’s RCA by Leishman, Menkhaus and Whipple and is calculated in three steps. First, a country’s market share in the production of a specific good (x t ij ) is calculated as a country’s export of a certain good divided by the world exports of that good, [Equation omitted] equals the exports of commodity i by country j in time t and X t iw equals the world w exports of commodity i in time t. Second, a country’s market share in the export of all manufactured goods (x t kj ) is calculated by dividing its own exports of all manufactured goods by the combined world exports of all manufactured goods, - 4 - [Equation omitted] where X t kj equals the exports from country j of all manufactured goods k in time t and X t kw equals the world w exports of all manufactured goods k in time t. Third, dividing the market share of a country in the production of a certain good by its market share in the export of all goods yields the current RCA index in time t for country j in commodity i: [Equation omitted] The higher the RCA, the greater importance of that good relative to all manufactured exports. An index value of 120 indicates that a country’s exports of that good for a given year is 20% higher than its share in total world exports of all manufactured goods. An index value of 80 reveals that a country’s exports for a given good are 20% lower than its share of world exports of all manufactured goods. Export data for textile yarn, fabric, etc.(SITC Rev. 3 code 65) and all manufactured goods (SITC Rev. 3 code 6) were gathered for years 1989 through 2001 for the major textile producing nations of China, Indonesia, Pakistan, and the United States as well as total world trade in each classification. Figures are available online from the Comtrade database of the United Nations Statistics Division (trade statistics were not reported for all nations for all years). RCA index values were calculated for each of these nations and are shown in Figure 1. The data indicate that the United States holds the weakest competitive position among the textile producers reported here. The export of U.S. textile products was 13.13 % lower than that of all U.S. manufacturing exports in 1989 (it’s high for the time range) and 15.64% lower in 2001. Pakistan is shown to be the country in which the exportation of textile products is highest relative to other manufacturing exports, with the export share for textiles exceeding all - 5 - manufacturing by 400%. Indonesia has seen the greatest percentage gains in RCA values from 1989 to 2001, increasing 55%. 
Specifically, that crushes the Chinese and Australian economies but doesn’t affect the U.S.
Zhao and Tisdell, 9 — professor of agricultural economics at Wuhan University of Science and Engineering, AND, professor at the School of Economics, The University of Queensland (Xufu and Clem, “The Sustainability of Cotton Production in China and in Australia: Comparative Economic and Environmental Issues”, ECONOMICS, ECOLOGY AND THE ENVIRONMENT, Working Paper No. 157, The University of Queensland, June 2009, http://ageconsearch.umn.edu/bitstream/55338/2/WP%20157.pdf, Deech)

Cotton has also served as an engine of economic growth and provides income to millions of farmers in both industrial and developing countries worldwide (Wang and Chidmi, 2009). In Australia, in a non-drought year, the cotton industry generates in excess of $1 billion per year in export revenue, is one of Australia’s largest rural export earners and helps underpin the viability of many rural communities (Cotton Australia, 2008a). It employs 10,000 Australians and directly supports 4,000 businesses that are reliant on cotton (Cotton Australia, 2008b). In China, the value of its output accounts for 7% – 8% of the value of gross agricultural output. In 2002, China’s export of cotton and cotton textile garments was $26 billion, and accounted for 35% of its total textile and garment exports by value (Mao, 2006). According to Wang and Chidmi (2009): “Cotton also does play an important part in US, the United States has produced about 20 percent of the world's cotton supply and consumed 10 percent of world cotton. It provides about 0.1 percent of U.S. Gross Domestic Product”.

Two impacts — first is Chinese decline — the impact is CCP lash-out 

Shirk, 7 — director of the University of California system-wide Institute on Global Conflict and Cooperation and Ho Miu Lam professor of China and Pacific Relations at IR/PS and Deputy Assistant Secretary of State in the Bureau of East Asia and Pacific Affairs (Susan, Fragile China, pg. 3)

As China’s leaders well know, the greatest political risk lying ahead of them is the possibility of an economic crash that throws millions of workers out of their jobs or sends millions of depositors to withdraw their savings from the shaky banking system. A massive environmental or public health disaster could also trigger regime collapse, especially if people’s lives are endangered by a media cover-up imposed by Party authorities. Nationwide rebellion becomes a real possibility when large numbers of people are upset about the same issue at the same time. Another dangerous scenario is a domestic or international crisis in which the CCP leaders feel compelled to lash out against Japan, Taiwan, or the United States because from their point of view not lashing out might endanger Party rule.”

Nuclear war

Renxing, 5 (San, The Epoch Times “The CCP's Last-ditch Gamble: Biological and Nuclear War. Hundreds of millions of deaths proposed”, 8/5/2005, http://en.epochtimes.com/news/5-8-5/30931.html)

Since the Party’s life is “above all else,” it would not be surprising if the CCP resorts to the use of biological, chemical, and nuclear weapons in its attempt to extend its life. The CCP, which disregards human life, would not hesitate to kill two hundred million Americans, along with seven or eight hundred million Chinese, to achieve its ends. These speeches let the public see the CCP for what it really is. With evil filling its every cell the CCP intends to wage a war against humankind in its desperate attempt to cling to life. That is the main theme of the speeches. This theme is murderous and utterly evil. In China we have seen beggars who coerced people to give them money by threatening to stab themselves with knives or pierce their throats with long nails. But we have never, until now, seen such a gangster who would use biological, chemical, and nuclear weapons to threaten the world, that they will die together with him. This bloody confession has confirmed the CCP’s nature: That of a monstrous murderer who has killed 80 million Chinese people and who now plans to hold one billion people hostage and gamble with their lives. 

Second is Australian decline — that means Gillard loses the presidential election — it’s close now but the economy is key
Reuters, 12 (“UPDATE 3-Australian PM Gillard wins leadership ballot, govt claws voter back support”, 2/26/2012, http://www.reuters.com/article/2012/02/27/australia-politics-idUSL4E8DQ0AY20120227, Deech)

CANBERRA, Feb 27 (Reuters) - Australian Prime Minister Julia Gillard convincingly won a leadership vote against rival Kevin Rudd on Monday as opinion polls show her unpopular minority government was clawing back voter support despite the bitter and public leadership brawl. In her victory news conference Gillard said the fight in the Labor party had been "ugly" and Australians were fed up with the political brawl, but promised her government would now unite and put voters first, adding she was convinced Labor could win the next election due by mid-2013. "Today I want to say to Australians...the leadership question is now determined," said Gillard, who won the leadership vote 71 to 31, ending former foreign minister Rudd's hopes of returning as prime minister before the next election. "I understand that many Australians will have their doubts that after this fight Labor will come together in a united way. We have come together before and we will do so now," she said. "I absolutely believe that united we can win the next election. I will take Labor to that election and I am confident we can win that election." A Newspoll on Monday showed Labor's primary support had risen to a 12-month high despite the leadership turmoil, with two-party support for the government up two points to 47 percent compared with 53 percent for the opposition, down two points. The poll found primary support for the government had lifted to 35 points, just three points behind the government's vote at the dead-heat 2010 elections. But more voters still preferred Rudd as prime minister than Gillard, 53 percent to 34 percent. Rudd, who was toppled as prime minister by Gillard in a party coup in June 2010, promised to end his campaign to replace Gillard. "I accept fully the verdict of the caucus and I dedicate myself to working fully for her re-election as the prime minister of Australia, and I will do so with my absolute ability dedicated to that task," Rudd told reporters after the vote. GILLARD NEEDS NEW POLICY VICTORIES Gillard said she would announce a new ministry in coming days, to fill Rudd's vacancy in foreign affairs, but she refused to rule out demoting ministers who backed Rudd. She also said she was not planning any major policy changes to the unpopular carbon tax, due to start on July 1, the same day as a new 30 percent tax on iron ore and coal mines. Rudd's supporters earlier put Gillard on notice that whatever the leadership result, she must lift the government's standing in opinion polls or she could still be dumped. To do so, Gillard needs to now deliver a budget in May that wins over voters, show the carbon and mining taxes will not cost jobs and damage the economy, and sell the good news story of the Australian economy, the best performing in the developed world. But political analysts remain divided on whether Gillard can achieve the political stability needed to be re-elected. 
That causes the carbon tax to be repealed

Benson, 12 — correspondent for The Daily Telegraph (Simon, “PM Abbott to quickly repeal the carbon tax”, The Daily Telegraph, 6/29/2012, http://www.dailytelegraph.com.au/news/pm-abbott-to-quickly-repeal-the-carbon-tax/story-e6freuy9-1226411597428, Deech)

LEGISLATION to repeal the carbon tax would be introduced within one month of an election if the Coalition wins office, Opposition Leader Tony Abbott has pledged. Mr Abbott has also revealed he would immediately halt any further grants under the $10 billion Clean Energy Fund. With the government's carbon tax due to come into effect on Sunday, Mr Abbott has written an open letter to newspapers, outlining his plans to repeal the tax if elected. The first step would be to order the Clean Energy Finance Corporation to cease making any grants or funding decisions as soon as an election was called in line with the caretaker provisions. If the Coalition was elected, on day one he would direct the Department of Prime Minister and Cabinet to draft legislation to dump the tax. It would be approved by cabinet within 30 days and would be presented to parliament on the first sitting day. Many business and industry leaders are sceptical about the decision to repeal the tax, arguing that many had already made investment decisions around it and that it would lead to more uncertainty over the next year. But unless a Coalition government won control of the senate, it would not be able to get any legislation to repeal passed through the parliament.
Repeal makes rapid warming inevitable — the tax is key to set a precedent for international climate agreements
Reuters, 11 (“Australia passes landmark carbon price laws”, 11/8/2011, http://www.reuters.com/article/2011/11/08/us-australia-carbon-idUSTRE7A60PO20111108, Deech)

(Reuters) - Australia passed landmark laws on Tuesday to impose a price on carbon emissions in one of the biggest economic reforms in a decade and injecting new impetus into December's global climate talks in South Africa. Tuesday's vote in the upper house Senate made Australia the second major economy behind the European Union to pass carbon-limiting legislation. Tiny New Zealand has a similar scheme. Its impact will be felt right across the economy, from miners and liquefied natural gas (LNG) producers to airlines and steel makers, and is aimed at making firms more energy efficient and push power generation toward gas and renewables. The vote is a major victory for embattled Prime Minister Julia Gillard, who staked her political future on what will be the most comprehensive carbon price scheme outside of Europe, despite deep hostility from voters and the political opposition. "Today Australia has a price on carbon as the law of our land. This comes after a quarter of a century of scientific warnings, 37 parliamentary inquiries, and years of bitter debate and division," Gillard told reporters in Canberra. Australia has spent more than a decade debating the issue, which was instrumental in the 2007 fall of former conservative prime minister John Howard and Labor's Kevin Rudd in 2010. Opposition leader Tony Abbott has sworn a "blood oath" to repeal the laws if he wins power in 2013. Australia accounts for just 1.5 percent of global emissions, but is the developed world's highest emitter per capita due to a reliance on coal to generate electricity. The legislation is being watched closely by others considering similar plans to cap carbon emissions, which are blamed for fuelling climate change. In the United States, California starts its scheme in 2013, while China and South Korea are also working on carbon trading programs. India has a coal tax, while South Africa plans to place carbon caps on its top polluters. "It is the single most important policy mechanism that Australia has had and as a result it will increase certainty for participants," said Geoff Rousel, Westpac's global head of commodities, carbon and energy. The scheme is a central plank in the government's fight against climate change and aims to halt the growth of the country's growing greenhouse gas emissions from a resources-led boom and age-old reliance on coal-fired power stations. It sets a fixed carbon tax of A$23 ($23.78) a tonne on the top 500 polluters from July 2012, then moves to an emissions trading scheme from July 2015. Companies involved will need a permit for every tonne of carbon they emit. Australia's carbon market is forecast to be worth as much as A$15 billion ($15.5 billion) by 2015, with sale of permits to raise A$25 billion in the first four years. Passage of the carbon price laws is expected to ensure the global market continues to expand over the next few years. The World Bank estimated the global carbon market was worth about $142 billion in 2010, with the European Union Emissions Trading Scheme accounting for 97 percent of trade. DURBAN TALKS The government hopes the bill's passage will help re-ignite the push for a global agreement to curb emissions ahead of international talks in Durban in December. The laws are meant to give companies a financial incentive to curb pollution, and will help Australia reach its goal to cut emissions by 5 percent of year 2000 levels by 2020. Farmers will be exempt from the scheme but will be able to cash in by selling carbon offsets under separate laws. The package of 18 new laws sets up the carbon price as well as billions in compensation for export-exposed industries and local steel makers, as well as personal tax cuts for 90 percent of workers, worth an average A$300 a year. Export-focused industries with intensive emissions, such as aluminum, zinc refiners and steel makers, will get 94.5 percent of carbon permits for free for the first three years. CLEAN ENERGY GOLD RUSH The passing of the bill drew applause from public galleries in parliament and Greens leader Bob Brown -- a major proponent of the scheme -- shook hands with Labor government senators. Others at a carbon expo conference in Melbourne were ecstatic. The government expects the scheme to spur a multi-billion dollar investment rush in new, cleaner energy sources, including natural gas and renewable power stations, to replace Australia's aging coal-fired plants. 
australia
Australia – U – Yes Gillard

Gillard is ahead of her opponents — assumes newest polls

Scott, 12 — correspondent for Bloomberg (Jason, “Labor Slips in Australia Poll on Anniversary of Gillard Coup”, Bloomberg BusinessWeek, 6/24/2012, http://www.businessweek.com/news/2012-06-24/labor-slips-in-australia-poll-on-anniversary-of-gillard-coup, Deech)

Labor’s primary vote fell 1 percentage point to 30 percent, while support for the opposition Liberal-National coalition increased 2 points to 46 percent, according to a Newspoll published in today’s Australian newspaper. On a two-party preferred basis, which takes into account the country’s preferential voting system, the opposition’s lead widened by 2 points to a 10-point margin. Gillard, who is still ahead of Liberal-National coalition leader Tony Abbott as preferred prime minister, is betting she can turn around her government’s performance in the polls before an election due by November next year amid increased benefit payments to low and middle-income households. After defeating her predecessor Kevin Rudd in a leadership ballot in February, her minority government has been weakened by lawmaker scandals that have eroded Labor’s control of parliament.

Carbon tax passage is a win for Gillard — boosts support

Information Daily, 12 — news source (“Australia Carbon Tax: Gillard dismisses ‘doomsday merchants’ and defends scheme despite bad polls”, 7/3/2012, http://www.egovmonitor.com/node/51930, Deech)

Aussie PM Julia Gillard took to the campaign trail to defend her landmark legislation – the Carbon Tax bill that forces major polluters to pay A$23 (£15) for every tonne of carbon they emit. The scheme is unpopular with both voters and business alike. Polls in Fairfax newspapers have revealed that two–thirds of the voters oppose the measure and a majority believe it would make them worse off. The main beneficiary of Ms. Gillard’s woes is Tony Abbot, the Liberal leader who heads the opposition coalition. According to recent voting preference polls, Ms. Gillard and Labor trail Mr. Abbot and his conservative coalition by as much as 16 points. Carbon Tax ruined Gillard’s predecessor Kevin Rudd’s future and the current Prime Minister was not keen to have it on her to do list at all. However, in a hung parliament, agreeing to deliver on the carbon tax was the only way to ensure Labor retained power. Andrew Wilkie, an independent law maker who supports Gillard’s government in lieu of her commitment to the carbon tax is confident that voters will come around to supporting the scheme “once people have realised the sky hasn’t fallen in”. Gillard is worried about her political career and has decided she has no option but to defend the carbon tax. The Prime Minister took to the airwaves and challenged the “hysterical fear campaign”. “People will have the opportunity to judge for themselves," she told Australian television. "And what people are going to see is tax cuts."
Australia – Repeal Possible

Repeal is possible

Allan, 11 — professor of law at the University of Queensland (James, “Ignore the nay-sayers, a carbon tax can be repealed”, The Australian, 7/16/11, http://www.theaustralian.com.au/national-affairs/opinion/ignore-the-nay-sayers-a-carbon-tax-can-be-repealed/story-e6frgd0x-1226095562873, Deech)

The claims doing the rounds are that should Tony Abbott win in 2013, he will not be able to repeal this tax package, or at least not easily. I doubt that claim. Here's why. First off, if Abbott wins, and I doubt too many commentators at present would bet their mortgages against him, he will have a clear mandate from the voters for repeal. The whole election will be centred on this tax. And the bigger his win, the bigger his mandate. Ah, say the purveyors of the "he won't be able to repeal it" bogeyman, but he won't control the Senate. At this point one obvious rejoinder is the possibility that he will. It's possible the Greens and Labor will not control the Senate after the 2013 election. A voter backlash, with the then likely new independent senators, may well give Abbott's Coalition the numbers to repeal it in the Senate. But let's say the Coalition wins the House of Representatives but doesn't control the Senate. Are we really to believe that following a drubbing in that election, with Abbott given a clear voter mandate to repeal the tax package, that a chastened Labor Party would block the repeal in the Senate? If they did it would be disastrous. I'd bet money that Labor would roll over. To do otherwise would forever cast the party as indistinguishable from the Greens, who might block repeal because they would have far less to lose.
Australia – AT: Hurts Economy

No risk of their turns — the carbon tax includes provisions to buffer the impact

Grubel, 12 — correspondent for Reuters (James, “Australian PM campaigns to sell unpopular carbon tax”, Reuters, reprinted in the Chicago Tribune, 7/1/2012, http://articles.chicagotribune.com/2012-07-01/business/sns-rt-us-australia-carbonbre85t0lh-20120630_1_carbon-tax-carbon-emissions-tax-cuts, Deech)

CANBERRA (Reuters) - Australian Prime Minister Julia Gillard began an election-style campaign on Monday to promote a tax on carbon emissions, with her political survival hanging on a program highly unpopular with both industry and voters. Gillard's poll rating remains near record lows and some 2,000 protesters denounced the tax when they marched through Sydney on Sunday, the day the tax came into force. The carbon price applies to nearly 300 companies and city councils. It is designed to fight global warming and help curb carbon emissions by five percent of 2000 levels by 2020. The carbon price forces the biggest polluters, from coal-fired power stations to smelters, to pay A$23 ($23) per metric ton (1.1023 tons) of carbon dioxide emitted, more than twice the cost of carbon in the European Union, currently trading around 8.15 euros ($10) a metric ton. Gillard embarked on a round of radio and television interviews and said voters would see a muted impact of the carbon price on the economy and they would realize opposition warnings of big job losses were wrong. "People will have the opportunity to judge for themselves," she told Australian television. "And what people are going to see is tax cuts." The tax is to be superseded in 2015 by a trading scheme with international links under which companies will be able to buy permits authorizing emissions or carbon "offsets" allowing for energy savings elsewhere. SWEETENERS AND PERMITS For now, businesses will have the economic pain dulled by billions of dollars in sweeteners and free permits. Industries will get exemptions, especially those with large export volumes. Voters have also been given tax cuts to compensate for the impact of the carbon tax on prices, such as higher electricity bills. The consumer price index is forecast to rise by an extra 0.7 percentage points in the coming year.
Australia – Specific Link Ev

Here’s specific evidence — Australian cotton is zero-sum with American exports

Peabody, et. al., 4 — professors in the Department of Agricultural and Applied Economics at Texas Tech University (Phil, Samerendu Mohanty, David Willis, and Jaime Malaga, “THE FUTURE OF U.S. COTTON EXPORTS: PROSPECTS AND UNCERTAINTIES”, presented at the Beltwide Cotton Conferences, 1/9/2004, http://www.aaec.ttu.edu/publications/beltwide%202004/d025.pdf, Deech)

The last two years have seen a dramatic increase in the amount of U.S. cotton exported. In 2002 cotton exports reached a 21 year high of almost 12 million bales. In 2001 the level was approximately 11 million compared to about seven million in both 2000 and 2001. (See Figure 4) One reason for the record export levels is clear. Australia, a large exporter of cotton, experienced severe drought conditions in 2001 and 2002. (See Figure 5) This has allowed the U.S. to develop a trade advantage in the S. Pacific and Asian markets in the absence of Australian cotton. However, Australia’s cotton production has begun to recover, and it is uncertain whether the U.S. will remain competitive when Australia begins exporting an expected 3 million bales of cotton in the near future (FAS, 2003) Another factor increasing cotton exports, has been the North American Free Trade Agreement (NAFTA) which expanded U.S. exports to Mexico. In 2002, Mexico was the largest importer of U.S. cotton, importing nearly 67% of their cotton imports from the U.S. Mexican imports accounted for 13% of all U.S. cotton exports in 2002. In 1990, before NAFTA, Mexico accounted for only two percent of U.S. cotton exports. Thus, it is likely NAFTA has significantly increased the cotton trade level between the two countries.

Australia – Linear DA

There’s a linear risk the plan causes Australian collapse

Zhao and Tisdell, 9 — professor of agricultural economics at Wuhan University of Science and Engineering, AND, professor at the School of Economics, The University of Queensland (Xufu and Clem, “The Sustainability of Cotton Production in China and in Australia: Comparative Economic and Environmental Issues”, ECONOMICS, ECOLOGY AND THE ENVIRONMENT, Working Paper No. 157, The University of Queensland, June 2009, http://ageconsearch.umn.edu/bitstream/55338/2/WP%20157.pdf, Deech)

The prices received by Australian farmers for cotton can vary considerably because they are world prices (Carpio, 2002). There is no government intervention to help stabilize prices paid to Australian farmers for their cotton and no subsidies for Australian cotton. This contrasts with the situation in the United States where the government guarantees cotton growers a minimum price for their cotton. Also, the Chinese government attempts to moderate fluctuations in prices paid to Chinese farmers for cotton. When global cotton prices are depressed, the Chinese government reduces the amount of cotton that can enter China duty free and also it increases its level of tariffs on cotton imports. This helps maintain the price paid for domestic cotton. Furthermore, the Chinese import system often requires that Chinese cotton importers buy a specified amount of cotton from Xinjiang to qualify for their import quotas. This is a way of giving financial preference to Xinjiang cotton-growers who are financially much more dependent on cotton than most growers of cotton elsewhere in China. Despite these interventions, the prices paid to Chinese growers of cotton still fluctuate considerably.

china
China Cotton – Specific Link Ev

Cotton is key to the Chinese economy

Solidaridad, 10 — Dutch think tank focusing on the developing world (“Better Cotton Initiative”, China Scoping Study, March-October 2010, http://www.bettercotton.org/files/Regions/China/BCI_Solidaridad_Scoping_Study_China_final.pdf, Deech)

Cotton makes up between 2 and 2.5% of global agricultural land iii , and provides a livelihood for 100 million farmers iv, , and some 1 billion people globally, when labourers, service providers, and the ginning, transport and related seed and lint industries are taken into account v . Although cotton's share of the global fibre market is declining, it remains the largest natural fibre in global textiles (90%) and represents 38% of total textiles use by weight vi . In this massive and important sector, China grows 25% of global cotton production and accounts for 45% of global cotton trade, with the USA particularly dependent on China's demand for cotton, as it supplies 46% of Chinese imports (Africa, the next largest, accounts for 14.9%) vii . China imported 3.8 million tonnes of lint in 2006; Cotton as a strategic product is the focus of much government intervention and support worldwide, including subsidies viii . In recent years, the cotton industry has played a critical role in developing China's rural and industrial economies, and driving export trade. Cotton is the second most common crop after grains in China, and cotton is widely planted in the Yellow River valley, the Yangtze River valley and the north-western inland areas (Xinjiang). It is a pillar of the Chinese rural economy. The cotton area in 2008 was 86.31 million mu (5.7 million Hectares), accounting for 3.68% of the total crop planting area; the value of the cotton output was ix RMB91.77 billion (10.5 Billion Euros), or 3.3% of total agriculture output of China. GM cotton accounts for 67% of cotton in China x . Production in China is moving westwards towards Xinjiang, a more productive and better adapted region where production is larger scale and more mechanised and efficient than in the Yellow River and Yangtze areas. Yields have risen due to variety improvements and better production conditions. Cotton is grown in all but 6 of China's regions and provinces but 3 (Xinjiang, Yellow River, Yangtze) account for 98% of production, with Xinjiang alone accounting for 32.4% by 2006. Xinjiang is characterised by larger scale planting with high yields, while the others have small scale production on very small plots. Yields are 50% higher in Xinjiang than in the Yangtze area and 62% higher than in Yellow River xi . In China, 45 million farmers grow on plots that can average as low as 0.13 of a hectare each xii. The cotton output for Xinjiang Uyghur Autonomous Region alone amounted to RMB40 billion (4.5 Billion Euros), around 60% of its total agricultural output. Xinjiang has 7 million farmers engaged in cotton production, providing livelihoods for 25.9% of its total, and 53.9% of its rural, population. As a traditional pillar of the economy, the textile industry in China supports important industries and many livelihoods xiii . By 2009, the textiles industry made up 11.3% of GDP, up from 7.03% in 2008 and above the long term average of around 9% prior to 2004. In 2009, the total value of the textile industry was RMB 3.797989 trillion (417 Billion Euros). Cotton fibre made up 2.7% of GDP, RMB889.058 billion (97 Billion Euros) the same year. Cotton in 2008 accounted for 3.68% of the total crop planting area xiv and3.3% of the total agriculture output of China. Within China, cotton is the principal cash income for 100,000 cotton farmers, and supplies 7500 textiles companies xv . 9 China's total production of cotton has been around the 6 million Metric Tonne mark since 1984. The average cotton area has been 5.2 million hectares. The average area planted has declined by 1% compared to the 1950s, but average annual output has increased 10.89%. China's average cotton yield was 63% higher than the global average by 2008. In 2009, the area planted in China was 74.52 million mu (4,9 million hectares), with total production output of 5.82 million MT, an average yield per unit of 1172 kg/ha. China became the largest user of cotton in the world in the 1970s and 1980s, and as the largest cotton importer as well now plays a decisive role in the international cotton market. Between 2002 and 2008 the average growth rate of China's cotton consumption was 18%. The largest increase occurred in 2005, at 26.9%. Average annual consumption since the turn of the century is 7,425 Million MT, 34.4% of total world consumption during the same period. Despite the global financial crisis in 2009, Chinese cotton consumption remained above 9,655 million MT, 44.3% of total world cotton consumption. The cotton textiles and garments sector in China is a major contributor to export volumes, and following WTO accession they now account for some 5% of national export volumes. In 2009, the total value of Chinese cotton textiles and garments exports amounted to $62.602 billion (€43,675 Billion Euros), 36.5% of total textiles and garments exports, and 5.2% of the national export volume. 
brazil

Brazil – 2NC
Cotton exports are key to the Brazilian economy

Kiawu, et. al., 11 — researchers for the U.S. Department of Agriculture’s Economic Research Service (James, Constanza Valdes, and Stephen MacDonald, “Brazil’s Cotton Industry: Economic Reform and Development”, Economic Research Service, The U.S. Department of Agriculture, June 2011, http://www.ers.usda.gov/media/111523/cws11d01_1_.pdf, Deech)

Brazil is one of the world’s leading cotton producers and an important competitor of the United States in cotton trade. Since marketing year 2006/07, Brazil has ranked fifth among world cotton producers, and accounted for at least 5 percent of world cotton output. Brazil has ranged from the world’s third largest to fifth largest exporter in recent years, accounting for as much as 9 percent of global cotton exports. Brazil competes with the United States in cotton markets in Asia and Europe. Cotton contributes significantly to Brazil’s agricultural output and foreign exchange earnings. In 2009, the value of cotton production reached $3.5 billion, representing 3 percent of the country’s total agricultural output. Annually, over 6,800 farms are involved in cotton production on about 800,000 to 1 million hectares (IBGE, 2010). Cotton exports valued at $685 million in 2009 represented 1.5 percent of Brazil’s agricultural exports (GTIS, 2010). Brazil is also one of the world’s largest consumers of cotton fiber, ranking fifth in consumption since 2007 and accounting for about 4 percent of world use. From the 19th century until the 1990s, Brazil was a net exporter of cotton and often a major source of world cotton supplies. Brazil maintained this position despite decades of import-substitution policies aimed at nurturing industrial development at the expense of agriculture. However, economic reforms and trade liberalization in the late 1980s and early 1990s drove cotton production downward and increased imports at first, but also led Brazilian cotton farmers to look for new producing areas and new management techniques that led to a resurgence in production (fig. 1). This report identifies the factors contributing to the cycles in Brazil’s production and exports that have made it both an important market for U.S. cotton exports and a competitor with U.S. cotton producers since 1990. Reviewing developments in Brazilian economic policy, agricultural policy, and technical change offers insights into the likely future trajectory of Brazil’s cotton industry. Over the next decade, Brazil’s cotton industry is expected to keep evolving to meet increased domestic consumption and foreign demand, adopting new technologies and exploiting the vast potential of Brazil’s uncultivated, arable land in the Center-West region.

mali
Mali – 2NC

The plan lowers cotton prices — that ensures the success of the Mali coup

County and Peterson, 12 — Ph.D. candidate in 20th century popular political thought in Senegal and Mali at Columbia University, teaches history and African Studies at Barnard College, AND, associate professor of history at Union College, fomer Fulbright scholar in Mali (“Why are Mali's Rural Peasants Supporting the Coup?”, Think Africa Press, periodical focused on African issues, 4/3/2012, http://thinkafricapress.com/mali/coup-neoliberal-peasant-cnrdr-sanogo-att, Deech)

Thus, when examining Mali’s current political crisis, we must carefully consider how ordinary Malians view the privatisation of their lands, resources, and public companies by foreign enterprises. Indeed, unchecked neoliberal economic policies imposed from without threaten the viability of sustainable democratic institutions and the very social fabric that makes democracy work in the first place. The coup may not have been caused by a rising tide of discontent, but it helps explain why some Malians, who have been steadfast supporters of democracy, now not only tolerate the military junta, but support it. To be clear, acknowledging peasant and worker grievances does not excuse the putschists for their grievous error of expressing dissatisfaction through mutiny and, however inadvertently, overthrowing the democratically elected Amadou Toumani Touré (known popularly as ATT). Despite ATT’s many perceived failings and unpopularity, he was still the constitutional representative of the will of the people. Legitimacy via the ballot box trumps any ex post facto legitimacy that the CNRDR might have accrued after their coup d’état. As some observers have astutely noted, the coup was “accidental”; and the junta has conducted itself in a makeshift manner. But whether publicly pro- or anti-coup, the consensus among Malians is that ATT is no longer welcome at the Presidential Palace and the country should return to a civilian government once Mali has been reunified and the northern rebellion has been ended. As protesters in Bamako chant: “Peace first, then elections.” Cottoning on to concerns? Not too long ago, Mali was the darling of the aid community and a leader within ECOWAS (Economic Community of West African States), lauded for its stable democracy. Burdened with crippling debt after 22 years of rule by a clique of military men, it worked with the World Bank and IMF. In recent years though, we have witnessed a transformation of the Malian economy to the benefit of foreign capital and private interests, but ultimately to the detriment of Malian peasants and workers. Much of this hasn’t made the news, and much of it has been deliberately hidden from public scrutiny. ATT’s government engaged in secretive deals at a time when Malians were growing weary of corruption and the deteriorating economic situation. Mali is overwhelmingly a peasant society, and cotton is the backbone of the Malian economy. In fact, cotton – together with livestock and gold – accounts for up to 90% of the country’s export revenues. The Malian Company for the Development Textiles (CMDT) buys peasants’ “white gold” and sells it abroad. But even when the CMDT pays on time, which has been a big issue for farmers, its cotton prices have remained low in order to be competitive in the unequal world market. 
This sets a precedent that crushes democracy and causes African instability
Perdigao, 12 — analyst for Consultancy Africa Intelligence (Nayanka, “Mali’s coup d’état backfires: Setback for democracy”, Consulting Africa Intelligence, South African think tank with a focus on social, health, political and economic trends and developments in Africa, 4/19/2012, http://www.polity.org.za/article/malis-coup-dtat-backfires-setback-for-democracy-2012-04-18, Deech)

Two decades ago, West Africa had the largest number of dictatorships and military Governments, at least 40 of which were non-elected. Until recently, the process of democratisation that started across the region in the 1990s was slowly taking a successful course. In 2012, there will be around 20 African countries holding national elections, followed by the institutional changes that result from them.(2) Amidst some tensions, Guinea-Bissau, Mali and Senegal were (and are) all preparing for elections around March and April 2012. Across the region, democracy, even amid setbacks, seemed to inch forward, albeit that after 50 years of independence, the path to democracy did not follow a straight line. For instance, this process was set back with Guinea’s recent coup in March this year (2012). With the Sahel region at the hands of several armed Tuaregs from Libya, Mali, Mauritania and Niger, the coup could not have come at a worse time. The events of the last few weeks in which Mali has had centre stage, raise very important issues of security and stability for the West African region. This paper briefly looks into the recent unconstitutional change of regime in Mali, and analyses the implications of the coup for the country and the region. Security challenges spark Mali drama On 21 March 2012, two decades of democratic rule were rudely interrupted in Mali when reneged soldiers, led by Captain Amadou Sanogo, attacked the presidential palace in Bamako and announced they had seized power in a coup, overthrowing the elected Government of President Amadou Toumani Touré. The coup occurred six weeks ahead of presidential elections in which Touré did not intend to run and, in fact, could not due to a constitutional term limit.(3) The spark for the mutiny came during a visit to Bamako's main barracks by Mali's defence minister. For weeks, discontent had been building as ethnic Tuareg rebels with heavy weaponry from Libya, and better organised than at any time in the past, launched a series of attacks, sacking beleaguered garrisons and inflicting heavy casualties on the Malian army. It is claimed that when the minister failed to calm soldiers' concerns, troops swept into Bamako, stormed the state broadcaster's offices and laid siege to the presidential palace.(4) The soldiers proclaimed the formation of a ‘national committee for the rebuilding of democracy and the restoration of the state’ (CNRDRE), under Captain Amadou Sanogo. The uprising has paralysed the political functioning of the Malian state. The immediate human and material casualties are only the tip of the iceberg. The Sahel region has been unstable for many years, mainly due to the gradual installation of Islamist groups, a by-product of several years of terrorism in Algeria.(5) The situation is further exacerbated by the return of heavily armed Tuareg fighters from Libya. The Malian Government had been struggling for some time with the Tuareg issue, with increased lack of control of its own territory, and rumours of widespread corruption; yet, did this grim scenario justify a coup? Such a radical shift in political leadership so far does not seem to have brought the answer to all the problems above. After all, no coup is a good coup. A democratic reversal: Why Mali? After two decades of relative success, democracy was abruptly interrupted in a military coup, weeks before a scheduled election. The recent events in Bamako lead us to reflect on what factors could have produced these outcomes. In comparison to its neighbour, Senegal, which three days later experienced a peaceful democratic transition, Mali has moved backwards. Both Senegal and Mali have their particular history of democratic tradition. Senegal has long been seen as unique in West Africa for never having been subjected to military rule.(6) On the other hand, Mali’s President Toumani Touré was himself a coup instigator, and he once noted that if civilians do their jobs poorly, they should expect trouble from soldiers. Despite that, Touré had made the effort to return the country to civilian rule, having himself been democratically re-elected. Is Senegal’s successful transition to be credited to the fact that having experienced the satisfactions of democracy, citizens there were more fervent in its defence? There was a serious crisis in Senegal prior to the elections, yet a coup d’état was not their first resort. Mali, on the other hand, has experienced coups as a ‘remedy’ to national crisis, which may explain why it has occurred again. Many, including the coup leaders, argued that a weak leadership in Mali is the cause behind the country’s recent challenges. The apparent inability of president Touré to handle the Tuareg crisis and the military’s demands escalated into a coup. However, the coup sends strong signals to the Tuareg rebels that there is no leadership or control in Bamako. Ironically, the coup has backfired extraordinarily. The reason for the coup was the lack of management of the Tuareg rebellion, yet since then, the Tuaregs have utilised the confusion to further advance in their territorial quest. Putting Mali back on the constitutional track As stressed by many, Mali needs urgently to revert back to a constitutional democratic path.(7) The Economic Community of West African States (ECOWAS), African Union (AU), European Union (EU) and United Nations (UN) were all unified in calling on the coup leaders to immediately restore democracy. Jean Ping, Chairman of the AU Commission, spoke for all when he said in a statement that “We no longer accept coups d'états.”(8) The United States, EU and France have also cut off aid to the country. These condemnations as well as Mali’s suspension by ECOWAS and the AU are welcome, but not enough. ECOWAS, the AU and the UN must act quickly and engage with the military junta in order to establish some sort of transitional authority and organise elections. West Africa is still recovering from the conflict in Côte d’Ivoire, threatened by serious insecurity in Northern Nigeria, and concerned about the political impasse in Guinea (Conakry), as well as by the electoral stalemate in Guinea-Bissau. For the sake of stability in the region, Mali could not be left to its own fate. Indeed, it was not – ECOWAS was quick to send a delegation of the Chiefs of Defence Staff to inform the military junta that the country had to return to democratic rule. After meetings with representatives of the military junta, ECOWAS gave a 72 hour ultimatum for a swift return to democratic and civilian rule.(9) Giving in to the pressure, Captain Sanogo decided to reverse the country’s 1992 constitution. This move was welcomed, but it offered little insight into when the military would step down and when elections would be arranged. As a result, ECOWAS went ahead and imposed severe sanctions on the country. ECOWAS’ members say they will block Mali's access to cash from the West African central bank and will also close all their land borders with Mali.(10) ECOWAS wants the military junta to understand that they cannot come to power through unconstitutional means; zero tolerance must be practiced. Is Mali heading for a split? The past two decades have largely been seen as a consolidation of democratic values in Mali; the fragility of which the current impasse appears to have proven. The country could now face a real possibility of territorial division. With the Sahel region at the hands of several armed Tuaregs from Libya, Mali, Mauritania and Niger, the coup could not have come at a worse time. Not only has this signalled weakness nationally, but it has also done so on a regional level. Mali’s future is uncertain. What is certain is that Touré and the junta need to settle their differences very quickly. Representatives of ECOWAS stated that “they should either relinquish power or look for somebody credible right now [to rule], and then they should give us a roadmap of how they are going to do it.”(11) The lack of leadership is leading to a lack of national security over extremely serious issues. Tuareg rebels have already taken advantage of the confusion and have secured control over key cities in the north.(12) At a regional level, the mutiny has caused thousands of refugees to flee the north into neighbouring countries, including Mauritania and Niger, creating a humanitarian problem for the region.(13) At a more global level, with a growing threat from al-Qaeda in the Islamic Maghreb, whose members are concentrated in Mali's northern desert, the region needs strong leadership and control. After the Tuaregs managed to secure key cities in the northern part of the country and claimed independence, many are worried that Mali could be split into two. However, this scenario is unlikely. Firstly, it is important to remember the fact that the borders inherited since independence, according to the African Union Charter, must be respected. Secondly, the situation in the north cannot be resolved until Bamako is stabilised and returns to civilian rule. The Malian crisis is of the utmost concern for Malians, but also for the region and the continent. It is imperative that we avoid the danger of unconstitutional changes of power spreading on the continent. Furthermore, the Tuaregs’ claims of independence could also set a bad precedent for other smaller groups in the region. The Tuareg problem is not a Malian issue only, and should not be treated in isolation. The whole of the Sahel and the countries involved, i.e. Algeria, Mauritania and Niger are in a very fragile state of affairs.(14) This is why the role of ECOWAS has been, and must remain, vital in the attempts to bring Mali back on the constitutional track. This first step is essential for the stabilisation of the region and, in the long term, of the continent. 

Mali – U – Yes Coup

The coup is widely popular — guarantees success

Johnston, 12 — correspondent for the Epoch Times (Alex, “Thousands of Demonstrators Support Mali Junta”, The Epoch Times, 3/29/2012, http://www.theepochtimes.com/n2/world/thousands-of-demonstrators-support-mali-junta-212130.html, Deech)
Despite condemnation from world and regional powers, thousands of demonstrators took to the streets to support the military junta that took over last week, reports said. The demonstrators chanted slogans to support the coup that ousted President Amadou Toumani Toure, who was criticized for failing to properly deal with Tuareg insurgents in the north. “I want the international community to shut up. This is our revolution,” Oumar Diara, a youth leader, told Reuters in Bamako. Niamoye Toure, a young doctor, told The Associated Press that the coup is “the first time [he's] really proud of Mali and of Africa.” “Honestly I’d given up on Mali. It’s only now with the military that I’ve regained some hope,” he added.
Mali – U – Yes Cotton

Cotton output is growing despite political instability — only U.S. competition can crush it
Reuters, 12 (“Mali sees higher cotton output despite instability”, Reuters Africa, 5/16/2012, http://af.reuters.com/article/maliNews/idAFL5E8GGK2A20120516, Deech)
BAMAKO May 16 (Reuters) - Mali confirmed on Wednesday its forecast for a strong rise in local cotton production for the 2012/2013 season despite unrest that included a March 22 military coup and a rebellion that has since gained control of the northern part of the country. "The forecast is for 500,000 tonnes against 445,143 tonnes (for 2011/2012)," Ousmane Cisse, head of statistics for the CMDT cotton company told Reuters, adding that favourable rainfall plus steady local farmgate cotton prices would buoy output. Mali's cotton output is based in the south of the country and production for each new season runs from May to October. Along with gold, it is one of the mainstays of the economy. West Africa once represented about 15 percent of the world's cotton exports, analysts say, but was hit hard by a market crash in the early 2000s, which West African states blamed on subsidies in competing growers such as the United States. The crash prompted many farmers, who saw little potential for profit, to switch to other crops. A rally in world cotton prices through 2010 and 2011 started to draw farmers back into the fields but prices are back down at two-year lows with world cotton stocks at record highs. (Reporting by Tiemoko Diallo; writing by Mark John, editing by William Hardy)
Mali – Specific Link Ev

Bam!

The Hindu, 12 (“A very unusual coup”, 4/17/2012, http://www.thehindu.com/opinion/editorial/article3321320.ece, Deech)
Mali, therefore, needs an immediate return to constitutional rule so that the army and the government can address the factors fuelling the northern insurgency and try to resolve the enormous and urgent problems the country's 14 million people face. These include the dispossession of successful subsistence farmers for a huge Chinese-built, Libyan-financed canal in the Ségou region. Secondly, Malian cotton farmers are among others in West Africa who, according to the Fairtrade Foundation, lose $250 million a year in exports because they are undercut by subsidised cotton from the United States, the European Union, China, and India. Thirdly, Mali, like India, loses 30-40 per cent of its foodgrain output because of its poor infrastructure, and the emerging farmers' cooperatives will need more help getting produce directly to the market. What makes the Malian coup so remarkable is that sanctions imposed by the EU and the Economic Community of West African States (ECOWAS) were very effective in bringing about the end of military rule. In fact, ECOWAS appears to have been so crucial to the resolution of the crisis that Mr. Touré sent his letter of resignation to it rather than to the Supreme Court in Bamako. The whole episode shows the value of determined non-violent action by international bodies. Not once was there any talk of invasion, regime change, or any of the other interventions that have caused so much harm elsewhere. Malians can now look forward to better.

kyrgyzstan

Kyrgyzstan – 2NC

The plan decimates the Kyrgyz economy

III, 2k (International Industrial Information, “KYRGYZSTAN”, 1/27/2005, http://www.newnations.com/archive/2005/February/kg.html, Deech)

Organic agriculture in Kyrgyzstan is predicted to start by 2006, allowing local farmers the opportunity to increase their standard of living while at the same time protect the environment, IRIN reported recently. Organic agriculture is not yet popular in the largely mountainous former Soviet republic but farmers are beginning to understand its advantages. Economically, organic cotton commands 20 per cent more on average in its selling price than regularly grown cotton. Farmers in the south of Kyrgyzstan have organically produced their first 24 metres of cotton fibre. "I think I have chosen the right way to farm," said Reimov Makambai, a farmer from the Jalalabat region who recently switched to organic farming. To date, some 40 farmers in the Jalalabat region have converted from conventional to organic agriculture, with another 160 ready to do so in 2005. By 2006, local farmers are expected to produce 110 metres of cotton fibre, which will be certified as organic. It was decided that in the future not only cotton but other organic products will be grown and sold both locally and abroad. The organic agriculture initiative belongs to the Organic Cotton Production and Trade Promotion Project, financed by the Swiss State Secretariat for Economic Affairs, the Dutch-based Hivos fund and the Swiss Association for International Cooperation Helvetas. Helvetas, which implements the project, brings to Kyrgyzstan its experience in organic cotton production from Mali, India and Tanzania. In these countries, conversion from traditional to organic agriculture has helped to stabilise the economic situation and even improve the health of the local population and the environment. Soil in the project area was once considered one of the most fertile in the world but due to decades of bad agricultural management its quality has been degraded.

That causes Kyrgyzstan to close Manas Airbase — the government is trying to balance political demands now — the plan tips the balance

Nichol, 9 — specialist in Russian and Eurasian Affairs (Jim, “Kyrgyzstan and the Status of the U.S. Manas Airbase: Context and Implications”, Congressional Research Service, 7/1/2009, http://www.fas.org/sgp/crs/row/R40564.pdf, Deech)

A presidential election is to be held in Kyrgyzstan in July 2009. Some observers suggested that President Bakiyev faced rising public discontent from the shocks of the global economic downturn, which have led many Kyrgyz migrant workers to return home. Energy shortages during the past two winters also have heightened discontent. To gain electoral support, these observers suggest, Bakiyev raised criticism of the airbase and ordered its closure. Some proMoscow opposition parties hailed Bakiyev’s decision to close the base, but other parties and groups in Kyrgyzstan raised concerns that Bakiyev’s “embrace of Russia” could herald rising Russian-style authoritarianism in Kyrgyzstan. In the end, however, Bakiyev reversed his decision on closing the airbase, perhaps viewing the economic boost provided by keeping the airbase open—at higher rent payments he had negotiated—as enhancing his ability to retain office. At a campaign stop in a small town in southwestern Kyrgyzstan on June 29, Bakiyev stated that “the transit center [the Manas airbase] is the Kyrgyzstan’s contribution to ensuring regional security.” He reportedly stressed that the situation in Afghanistan and Pakistan was worsening and had at least indirectly influenced Kyrgystan, where a terrorist attack had recently taken place. He also reportedly stated that Presidents Obama and Karzai had urged him to continue to support NATO operations in Afghanistan. 20

That causes Afghan instability and broader Central Asian conflict
Zhavoronkova, 12 (V., “Pentagon’s head: Kyrgyz Manas critical to sustain US efforts in Afghanistan”, Trend, leading English-language news source in the Caucuses and Central Asian region, 3/22/2012, http://en.trend.az/regions/casia/kyrgyzstan/2006022.html, Deech)

U.S Manas transit centre in Kyrgyzstan is critical in terms of sustaining the NATO's efforts in Afghanistan, the U.S Defense Secretary Leon E. Panetta said in his report on last week's trip to Kyrgyzstan, Afghanistan and the UAE. "That transit center is critical to sustaining our efforts in Afghanistan, and provides us with the ability to move personnel in and out of the war zone, to execute aerial refueling sorties, and to transport air cargo in and out of theater," American Forces Press Service quotes Panetta. He said the Kyrgyzstan and its Central Asian neighbors serve as key links in the logistical supply lines into Afghanistan known as the Northern Distribution Network, which has proven extremely important in recent months. "For me the visit underscored that the United States shares a number of important interests with our Central Asian partners, chief among them a secure and stable Afghanistan so that the broader region can be peaceful and benefit from expanded trade and development," Panetta added. The U.S. air base, renamed as the Transit Center, was established at the Manas International Airport in Bishkek in December 2001, and today it involves about 1,200 soldiers. The base is an important part of the NATO Operation Enduring Freedom - Afghanistan. The agreement on deployment of the U.S. air base in Kyrgyzstan is valid until 2014.

Kyrgyzstan – U – Yes Economy

Recovery strong now — this ev cites the latest data and is future predictive
UNDP, 11 (United Nations Development Programme, “Kyrgyzstan: First-half economic recovery driven by industry”, 7/24/2011, http://kyrgyzstan.carnegieendowment.org/2010/06/a-snapshot-of-the-kyrgyz-economy/, Deech)

BISHKEK, Kyrgyzstan - 24 July 2011 - The latest data indicate that Kyrgyzstan enjoyed a solid, but somewhat uneven, economic recovery during the first half of 2011. A 5.5 percent increase in real GDP was reported by the National Statistical Committee on 8 July, driven by 14 percent growth in the volume of industrial output. Rapid growth in foreign exchange reserves, due to large increases in remittances, indicates continued improvement in the external balance. On the other hand, other than remittances and an uptick in real wages in May, it is not yet clear that households are benefitting significantly from the recovery. It is clear, however, that high inflation rates—especially for food prices—continue to squeeze purchasing power, especially in vulnerable households. Kyrgyzstan’s economic recovery seems to have occurred in the second quarter, as preliminary data indicate that GDP during the first quarter of 2011 was essentially flat. Second-quarter growth was due primarily to an industrial surge (Chart 1); production increased by more than 30 percent during this time. The industrial expansion is likely to continue during the second half of this year, due to base effects from declines in industrial output reported during the socio-economic crisis after mid-2010. While high gold prices certainly helped Kyrgyzstan’s economy during the first half of 2011, the 15 percent increase in industrial production that was reported excluding output from the Kumtor gold mining complex was actually slightly greater than the 14 percent increase with Kumtor production included. Instead, rapid growth in the manufacturing and especially power generation and distribution sectors seems to account for Kyrgyzstan industrial growth. Thanks in large measure to a 44 percent increase in kilowatt hours of power generated, a 26 percent increase was reported in the volume of electricity, gas, and water produced and distributed during the first half of 2010. If first half trends continue, Kyrgyzstan this year will recover from the sharp declines in power generation and consumption reported during 2007-2010 (Chart 2).
Kyrgyzstan – AT: Base Closure Inevitable
Nope
Turkish Weekly, 12 — publication of International Strategic Research Organization (“Manas Base will Remain Important for U.S. even after NATO Leaves Afghanistan”, 3/29/12, http://www.turkishweekly.net/news/133100/manas-base-will-remain-important-for-u-s-even-after-nato-leaves-afghanistan.html, Deech)

The U.S. Manas transit centre in Kyrgyzstan will remain important for NATO, even after the Alliance's troops will withdraw from Afghanistan in 2014, U.S. expert on Central Asia Alexander Cooley said. The Central Asian countries continue playing an important role for the counterterrorist operation in Afghanistan, as well as the security of the whole region. Uzbekistan, Kyrgyzstan and Tajikistan have foreign military bases on their territories and attract attention of the world's high level officials. Tajikistan is a country that acts as a key factor in the stability of the Central Asian region, OSCE Secretary General Lamberto Zannier told Tajik media outlets on Monday within participation in the Regional Economic Cooperation Conference on Afghanistan. Tajik Foreign Minister Khamrokhom Zarifi discussed cooperation with the U.S Assistant Secretary for South and Central Asian Affairs - Robert Blake. "The Central Asian countries continue to host critical bases that allow the NATO countries to perform their Afghanistan missions," Cooley, professor at Political Science at Barnard College of Columbia University wrote Trend in an e-mail. The expert explained that for Germany, Termez base located in Uzbekistan is the main staging area for German troops, while for the United States, nearly every US soldier who enters or exits Afghanistan passes through the Manas Transit Center in Kyrgyzstan. "Manas will continue to remain very important for US efforts even after the drawdown of US forces which is expected to be completed by 2014," Cooley said. He believes that though the country's President Almazbek Atambayev has indicated that the base will be converted into a civilian facility in 2014, one should expect the U.S. and Kyrgyz side to reach an agreement that extends the lease as the United States continues its drawdown and transition in Afghanistan.
pakistan

Pakistan – 2NC

Pakistan is a major producer of cotton

Arifeen 4/16-- Freelance content writer at The Financial Daily and Pakistan Gulf Economist Karachi. at The Financial Daily Karachi (Mohammed, “Cotton review: World, Pakistan, India situation”, ProQuest, The Financial Daily Karachi, EL) 

Pakistan has harvested the largest cotton crop of more than 14.67 million bales in its history this year in spite of the devastating floods in Sindh last summer that destroyed the crop over a large area. The latest crop output numbers obtained from the Pakistan Cotton Ginners Association (PCGA) showed that the current year's yield was more than one million bales bigger than the previous record harvest of 13.6 million bales in 2004. Despite having bumper cotton crop during the current season, Cotton Leaf Curl Virus (CLCV) remains a potential threat to the crop as it destroyed about three to four million cotton bales, official sources revealed. This year's cotton arrivals are reported to be more than 26 per cent of the last year's 11.61 million bales. Had the floods not destroyed the crop in Sindh last summer the size of the crop would have been much bigger than achieved. The chairman of the prime minister's Task Force on Energy, Gohar Ejaz, ascribed the record increase in the cotton output this year to the policy of free trade in cotton and textiles. The cotton growers had reaped huge benefit from the record high global cotton prices because of free cotton and textile trade mechanism, which proved to be an incentive for them to grow more cotton this year. All Pakistan Mills Association (Aptma) said the textile industry's decision to lift 90 per cent of the crop indicated its commitment to the country's farmers. The industry had bought cotton in spite of substantial gas and electricity shortages in Punjab, where most of the textile mills are situated. It is still expecting the government to readjust its priorities and provide the industry the reasonable amount of gas and electricity to protect exports and jobs. The raw cotton export recorded a sizable growth of 27.68 percent during the first eight months of current fiscal year 2011-12 followed by high demand in the international market. Pakistan exported raw cotton worth $294 million during July-February of current fiscal year compared to $230 million in corresponding period of last fiscal year, depicting an increase of $64 million. In terms of volume, Pakistan exported some 1.02 million bales during the first eight months of current fiscal year compared to 0.61 million bales in the same period of last fiscal year. Month-on-month basis, export of raw cotton posted a surge of 83 percent to $85.36 million in February 2012 when compared with February 2011, in which $46.63 million worth raw cotton was exported. Pakistan's raw cotton is much cheaper than the world market, which forced the international buyers to procure our raw cotton, resulting in over one million bales export during the current season. After touching all-time high level during the last fiscal year, raw cotton prices stood at Rs 5400-5450 per maund in the domestic market. Besides current exports, additional 300,000 to 400,000 bales contracts have been finalized and these will be exported in the remaining period of current fiscal year. Pakistan is the fourth largest cotton producer in the world; however it is unable to produce very high quality cotton. Currently, Pakistani exporters are exporting high quality cotton at 88-90 cents, while normal quality cotton at 60-70 cents per pound. After China, with import of 0.3 million bales, India has become second largest importer of Pakistani cotton. In addition, Bangladesh, Sri Lanka and some other neighboring countries are major buyers of Pakistani cotton During last financial year, Pakistani cotton exporters enjoyed reasonable profit as prices were hitting all-time high level while the world market was witnessing a shortfall. During the last fiscal year i.e. 2010-11, raw cotton export registered a healthy growth of 84 percent to $360 million from $195.5 million in fiscal year 2009-10.

Pakistan’s textiles are key to its economy and stability 

Bloomberg Businessweek 4/26—Farhan Sharif, “Pakistan's Textile Industry Is Dangerously Fragile”, http://www.businessweek.com/articles/2012-04-26/pakistans-textile-industry-is-dangerously-fragile, EL 
Pakistan has one of the largest textile industries in the world, shipping 1.3 trillion rupees ($13.8 billion) worth of textiles in the year ended June 30, mostly to the U.S. and Europe. Textiles account for 63 percent of Pakistan’s exports, and mills employ 20 percent of the nation’s workforce. Faisalabad, which generates the most tax revenue after Karachi, accounts for half of all textiles shipped from Pakistan. The Pakistani textile industry has had a golden opportunity to capture markets lost by Chinese producers because of rising wage pressure in China and the appreciation of the yuan. But according to the Pakistan central bank’s latest annual economic report, the local industry hasn’t been able to seize the advantage. Instead, Bangladesh and Cambodia have increased sales of apparel as Pakistani manufacturers struggle with energy shortages, the report says. Power blackouts last as long as 20 hours at a stretch in Faisalabad, while shortages of natural gas, which powers the looms, can go on for six days at a time. Demand for gas exceeds supply by as much as 15 percent in the city. Half of the city’s 250,000 power looms have gone out of business in the past 12 months, 10 percent of the spinning mills and fabric printing units have shut down, and half of the remaining plants are struggling to survive, says Muzammil Sultan, president of the Faisalabad Chamber of Commerce and Industry. At least 200,000 workers have lost their jobs since last year. “We’re shipping only half the quantity we used to from this city,” Sultan says. Faisalabad, a city of 5 million people surrounded by Pakistan’s biggest cotton belt, was once known for attracting workers from across the Punjab province to run its weaving mills, spinning units, and garment factories. Now, as the textile business faces its biggest crisis ever, workers have begun leaving the city for the first time. “I’ve already moved my family back to Peshawar, and if I can’t make this new tire repair business work, I will also move and try to find some other work,” says Sher Shah Khattak, who came to Faisalabad 35 years ago to work in the textile trade and lost his job as a loom operator last year. In March, thousands of textile workers poured out onto the streets of the city, burned tires, and shouted slogans against the government. “The change in the city is visible with just 10 percent of [large and medium] factories closed, and we see rioting by workers because of the growing frustration,” says Sheikh Abdul Qayyum, managing partner of Em Que Fabrics in Faisalabad. “We can’t imagine what would happen if half of all mills stop working.” Omer Nazar Shah, who heads the Industrial Police Liaison Committee, a nonprofit group working with law enforcement authorities in Faisalabad, calls the layoffs “a very big threat” to security. “Since October, 2,500 people are losing jobs every week from various industries in Faisalabad. They’re either leaving the city or turning to crime,” he says. Prime Minister Yousuf Raza Gilani pledged in February to install new electricity and gas plants in Faisalabad to help end the energy crisis. So far little has been done, probably because this is the last year of Gilani’s term. Elahi isn’t among those waiting for this to happen. “No matter what happens now,” he says, “I lost everything that I built.” The bottom line: Pakistan’s $13.8 billion textile industry is struggling to survive a critical shortage of energy to run its plants.

Pakistan stability key to solve terrorism

Blanchfield 07—reporter for the Ottawa Citizen (Mike, “Fallout ripples across Central Asia; Political, military instability in Pakistan could embolden al-Qaeda in Afghanistan: [Final Edition]”, The Ottawa Citizen, 12/28, ProQuest, EL) 
"If Pakistan is unstable and if they don't have the capacity to pursue the al-Qaeda in the northwest, then those people will organize and have a strong base to function in Afghanistan," he warned. In the already unstable Pakistan -- a nuclear power facing growing Islamic fundamentalism -- Ms. Bhutto's death represented a violent watershed in what has been months of escalating violence that saw suicide bombers unleash a wave of attacks across the country. Seth Jones, a political scientist with the RAND Corporation in Washington, has made more than two dozen trips to Afghanistan. He said that taken together with attacks on the 2,500 Canadian troops in southern Afghanistan and other western troops, the tragedy represents irrefutable evidence of the potent threat of Islamic militancy across Central Asia. "Canadian troops, in general, feel the effects virtually every day of the Pakistan issue," Mr. Jones said. "There are the suicide bombers coming across the border, the improvised explosive device parts coming across the border. They feel the effects of Pakistan." He said Ms. Bhutto's death will help the Canadian government persuade "reluctant" Americans to pressure Pakistan to crack down on the Islamic militants who have found sanctuary there, particularly in its lawless tribal belt on Afghanistan's eastern frontier. Yesterday's violence was as much an indictment of Pakistani President Pervez Musharraf as it was of the Bush administration's policy to "outsource" the war on terrorism in the region to Pakistan so it could focus on its invasion of Iraq in 2003, said Leon Hader, research fellow at the Cato Institute in Washington. "Clearly, this is a loss to the administration and its allies and it plays into the hands of the radicals," said Mr. Hader. "The radical Islamists are feeling more empowered, more confident. This is going to put more pressure on Afghanistan." The futures of Afghanistan and Pakistan are "inextricably linked" because of the war on terrorism, said Fen Hampson, director of the Norman Paterson School of International Affairs at Carleton University. "Growing levels of political instability in each country adversely impacts the other," said Mr. Hampson. "It is quite clear that we -- the UN and NATO alliance -- need a new regional approach to the problems in these two countries." At a recent meeting of the Senate committee on national security and defence, Mr. Jones testified that "the command and control structure of every major insurgent group is located on the Pakistani side of the border." "This has a notable impact on Canadian forces in Kandahar and what comes across the border, as well, for all of NATO." Mr. Jones framed his comments to the senators as an appeal to Canada to maintain its Afghanistan troop deployment, currently committed until February 2009. Its term is under review by the government. He warned that Canada and its NATO partners must establish a regional approach to the Afghanistan insurgency, "including dealing specifically with the sanctuary in Pakistan." He added, however, that even though Pakistan backed the Taliban during the Afghanistan civil war at the end of occupation by the Soviet Union, Taliban and al-Qaeda elements are now turning against Pakistan security and military forces within Pakistan. "Pakistan now finds itself also threatened by the same Taliban that it supported, and still supports, to some degree," he said. Without Pakistan's co-operation with NATO forces, supply and control of Taliban and other Afghanistan insurgents from across Pakistan's border will not end, Mr. Jones warned.
Pakistan – Impact Calc

Pakistan is comparatively the biggest nuclear threat

Asal and Early 5/24-- an associate professor in the political science department at the University at Albany -- SUNY and Early is an assistant professor in the political science department and public administration & policy department at the University at Albany – SUNY (Victor and Bryan, “Are We Focusing on the Wrong Nuclear Threat?”, Foreign Policy, http://www.foreignpolicy.com/articles/2012/05/24/are_we_focusing_on_the_wrong_nuclear_threat?page=0,3”, EL)
We can also look at the overall threat each NWS poses by averaging its annihilation threat scores vis-à-vis other nuclear-armed states. When we do this, we find that Pakistan -- because of its high risk of state failure and its central location relative to other nuclear weapons states -- poses the greatest annihilation threat to other members of the nuclear weapons club. North Korea, by contrast, poses the smallest annihilation threat to other nuclear weapons states. When we integrate Iran into the analysis in Table 3, it poses a similarly small annihilation threat to the other NWSs in aggregate despite the significant threat it poses to Israel. This may explain why countries such as Britain and France view the prospect of Iran going nuclear as more of a policy concern than a major threat. Looking instead at the average vulnerabilities of NWSs, the consequences of Iran going nuclear are even more striking. The rankings in Table 4 indicate that, in the current strategic environment, Russia faces the greatest existential threat, while Britain and France face the lowest threats. Israel does not face a major existential threat under existing conditions. Yet if Iran goes nuclear under our scenario, Israel will become one of the most vulnerable nuclear-armed states. Iran, for its part, will actually become the most existentially vulnerable NWS if it goes nuclear. This does not necessarily imply that acquiring nuclear weapons would negatively affect Iran's national security, but it does suggest that Iran would be joining the nuclear weapons club as one of its weakest, most at-risk members. So what do these findings tell us about the current strategic environment and the potential fallout from Iran obtaining nuclear weapons? First, they indicate that the primary existential threat to the United States emanates from China and Russia -- not rogue states such as Iran and North Korea. This supports the notion that nuclear arms reduction agreements like New START offer the United States significant national security benefits. Second, our findings suggest that more U.S. and international attention should be given to the existing nuclear threat posed by Pakistan than the still-hypothetical threat posed by Iran. Stabilizing Pakistan to prevent its collapse and using strategic trade controls to limit its access to ballistic missile and nuclear weapons technologies should be priorities in the international community. Third, our results help explain the relative passivity of some NWSs about allowing Iran to march ever closer to obtaining nuclear weapons -- and Israel's horror at the proposition. That said, Iran would become the world's most existentially vulnerable NWS if it went nuclear. Nuclear weapons would not enhance Iran's security as much as some may think, and that should make its leaders think twice about acquiring a nuclear capability. Our findings underline the challenges that a nuclear Iran poses for the United States. On the one hand, it is clear that Iran would not pose an existential threat to the United States any time soon, even if it obtained nuclear weapons. On the other hand, it is equally clear that a nuclear-armed Iran would pose a large existential threat to one of America's closest allies in the Middle East. It could also fundamentally alter the relationships that Iran has with its non-nuclear neighbors and drive some of those countries toward proliferating. Similarly, North Korea poses a minimal existential threat to the United States but a serious threat to U.S. allies in Asia. North Korea, in fact, may represent even more of a policy conundrum for the United States because it is in more serious danger of state failure than Iran. Today's myopic focus on Iran, moreover, is distracting many (but clearly not all) from paying closer attention to the serious nuclear threat posed by Pakistan. In Foreign Policy's Failed States Index, Pakistan is ranked 12th in terms of the risk of state failure and is the only nuclear-armed country labeled in "critical" condition. One recent Nuclear Threat Initiative study noted that the country faces "immense threats, both from insiders who may be corrupt or sympathetic to terrorists and from large-scale attacks by outsiders." For the United States and its allies, a more sustained focus on Pakistan and its extant nuclear weapons is imperative even as the United States and Israel try to neutralize the Iranian threat while avoiding a war.

Pakistan is the most likely scenario for nuclear weapon use

Rachman 6/25-- journalist who has been the Financial Times chief foreign affairs commentator (Gideon, “Our obsession with Iran obscures the bigger threat”, Financial Times, http://www.ft.com/intl/cms/s/0/8c7bc24c-bc8f-11e1-a111-00144feabdc0.html#axzz204n3MzYJ, EL)
It is funny what people choose to worry about. The west is obsessed with stopping Iran getting nuclear weapons. By contrast, Pakistan’s nuclear programme is not much discussed. And yet, by any sensible measure, Pakistani nukes are much more worrying. Start with the obvious: Pakistan already has nuclear weapons – probably more than 100 of them – and is thought to be increasing production. Iran has still to assemble a single nuclear weapon. The prospect of an Iranian bomb is said to be unthinkably dangerous because of the country’s connections to terrorist groups, its hostility to the west and Israel, the risk it will spread nuclear technology and the prospect of a regional arms race. And yet, almost all these considerations apply even more forcibly to Pakistan. Pakistan supplied nuclear technology to North Korea, Libya and Iran itself. It came dangerously close to nuclear conflict with India in 1999. As for terrorism, Osama bin Laden was actually living on Pakistani soil for many years and the tribal areas of Pakistan are still al-Qaeda’s most important base. Pakistan was also the launch pad for the terrorist attacks in Mumbai in 2008, in which 164 people were killed. Although Pakistan’s government condemned the attacks, there is strong evidence that the terrorists had links to Pakistani intelligence. If the Mumbai attacks had been launched from Iran, the west would be shouting about “state-sponsored terrorism”. With Pakistan, all you get is awkward mumbling. Of course, there are reasons for this difference in treatment. Unlike Iran, Pakistan is nominally an ally of the US and receives billions in aid. General Ashfaq Kayani, the chief of staff of the Pakistani military, is a charming fellow who once studied at Fort Leavenworth in the US. As senior Pakistanis are swift to point out, many of their soldiers have died fighting Islamist militants. But Pakistan has yet to come up with a satisfactory explanation for the fact that bin Laden was living just a stone’s throw from a big Pakistani military academy. The Pakistani reaction to the raid that killed bin Laden was one of anti-American outrage, rather than self-criticism. A doctor who helped the US track down bin Laden has just been sentenced to decades in prison in Pakistan. In the aftermath of the bin Laden raid, many in Pakistan speculate that the US may be planning another raid – this time to seize the country’s nuclear deterrent. Partly in response to that, Pakistan is believed to have cranked up production of nuclear weapons and fissile material, and to have adopted a policy of moving its nukes around more frequently, often by road. The threat of a nuclear weapon “falling into the wrong hands” is obvious. Just as worrying is the rise of Islamist militancy within the ranks of the Pakistani military itself – a problem that is acknowledged by the country’s top brass. 
India Pakistan war is the most likely scenario—brinksmanship proves

Siddiqi 10-- Fellow with the Centre for the Study of Global Power and Politics at Trent University and a contributor to Foreign Policy in Focus, the Canadian Centre for Policy Alternatives and ZNet (Shibil, “Terrorism: The nuclear summit’s ‘straw man’”, The Statesman, 4/16, ProQuest, EL)
Faultline: South Asia The other likely region for a nuclear exchange is in South Asia, where regional rivals India and Pakistan possess the world's fastest growing nuclear arsenal. India conducted its first nuclear test in 1974. This prompted Pakistan to publicly own up to its own nuclear weapons programme that had secretly begun two years prior. Pakistan acquired nuclear weapons capability in the late 1980s with the quiet acquiescence of the US. The US found it convenient to ignore Pakistan's nuclear weapons programme while the country was the "frontline" state in the American-sponsored jihad against the Red Army in Afghanistan. Washington imposed sanctions in 1990, only after credible intelligence assessments indicated that Pakistan had already manufactured a bomb. India conducted another series of nuclear tests in 1998 and this time Pakistan was able to follow suit. Both India and Pakistan possess an estimated 80 to 120 nuclear warheads, though the actual numbers may be higher, particularly for India. Pakistan has a "first use" policy in the face of a large conventional losses, whereas the more powerful India prescribes to a "no first use" nuclear doctrine. Pakistan has already displayed the most reckless nuclear brinkmanship since the Cuban Missiles Crisis. In 1999, its army incited a war in Kargil in Indian-occupied Kashmir. As the conflict escalated with the Indian Air Force being engaged, Pakistan's mobile nuclear missile launchers were allegedly put on alert. Then army chief General Pervez Musharraf believed that a potential nuclear conflict would successfully "internationalise" the Kashmir imbroglio (he was dangerously wrong). Both countries' nuclear arsenals were similarly put on alert during their tense 2002 stand-off brought on by a terrorist attack on Indian Parliament. Unlike Israel and South Africa, which officially stayed mum about their nuclear weapons, both the Indian and Pakistani tests were publicly celebrated as VIP passes into the exclusive nuclear club. Except neither country was accepted as a legitimate nuclear power. International sanctions quickly followed against both countries, with Pakistani sanctions being more stringent. But this changed with a deepening America-India alliance under former US president George W Bush. India became the most prominent counter-point in designs to ring China with American allies. This resulted in a civilian nuclear deal under the so-called 123 Agreement, making India the only country in the world that can engage in nuclear commerce without being a signatory to the Nuclear Non-Proliferation Treaty. India can now use its older reactors not covered by the deal almost exclusively for its weapons programme. This has fuelled a renewed nuclear weapons race with Pakistan, which has been seeking a similar civilian nuclear deal from the US and China. The topic figured prominently in the recent Pakistani delegation to Washington for the US-Pakistan "Strategic Dialogue" and the issue has taken on a greater urgency for Pakistan since the "leak" of India's new "Cold Start" military doctrine late last year. Cold Start involves rapid and massive offensives against Pakistan (and China). Pakistan's army chief has responded with a veiled but unambiguous threat that the country would use nuclear weapons in the case of such a conflict. Just as terrifying as Pakistan's response is that Cold Start actually anticipates a nuclear war. Thus, the South Asian region teeters along the precipice of an unimaginable conflict even as the nuclear arms race is being escalated through the US-India partnership.
Pakistan – Key to Solve Terrorism

Pakistan instability spills over and causes nuclear terrorism

Chari 10—Research Professor at the Institute of Peace and Conflict Studies (PR, “Pakistan’s Stability: The Global Stakes”, December, IPCS Issue Brief, http://www.ipcs.org/pdf_file/issue/IB159-Chari-Pakistan.pdf) EL
How will all this impinge on the stability of the region and the world? At least four threats to national and international security can be identified. First, adverse developments in Pakistan can spill over porous borders and spread into neighboring regions. South Asia is replete with such examples. For instance, Tamil insurgency in Sri Lanka adversely affected the security of Tamilnadu due to the ethnic linkages between the LTTE and the local population. The cancerous growth of the Taliban, largely Pashtuns, in the FATA has spilled over into Afghanistan and Pakistan, and could spread into the adjoining Indian territories of Punjab and the Valley of Kashmir. The availability of dissident groups in these territories provides a fertile support base for the foreign militants. Second, the possibility of forced migration due to instability in Pakistan could add to insecurity in India, since little can be done to keep out desperate population without using force, which would invite adverse criticism on humanitarian and human rights considerations. Acceptance of these refugees, on the other hand, would raise socio-economic costs wherever they choose to settle, leading to the local law and order situation deteriorating and the local employment situation deteriorating. Besides, difficult questions would arise regarding their repatriation to Pakistan, except with their express and willing consent. Third, all states in South Asia have their weak spots, where state control is tenuous. For instance, several districts in Central and Eastern India and the Northeastern states are weak spots; so is the state of Jammu and Kashmir, but particularly the Valley of Kashmir. The influx of a large number of refugees, who could be infiltrated by militants, would worsen the law and order situation, which already bedevils these weak spots. A FATA-type scenario unfolding elsewhere in the region is embedded in the instability of Pakistan. Fourth, the nightmare scenario for the international community is an unstable Pakistan losing control over its nuclear arsenals. The al Qaeda is known to have interest in acquiring nuclear weapons, and Pakistani scientists are known to be in contact with them. Various scenarios can be visualized of what al Qaeda can do or threaten to do with nuclear weapons like their actual use or using them for blackmail. A subscenario is that al Qaeda acquires weapons grade fissile materials that could be fashioned into nuclear weapons. Or, it gains access to ‘spent fuel’ to manufacture an ‘enhanced radiation device’ or ’dirty bomb.’ Such devices could find use for attack or blackmail. The issue whether external actors, prominently the United States or India can prevent instability from overtaking Pakistan can be simply answered. No. This answer can be elaborated by a Socratic modality.
Pakistan instability prevents solvency of terrorism

Memon 11—professor at the Department of Political Science at the University of Sindh (Aslam Pervez; Memon, Kiran Sami; Shaikh, Saima; Memon, Fahmeeda , “Political Instability: A case study of Pakistan”, Journal of Political Studies, Summer, ProQuest, EL).

The problem of political stability in the context of identity and legitimacy crisis in Pakistan has been sharpened mainly due to the effects of rapid socio-political mobilization and, excessive and un institutionalized role of civil and military bureaucracy, which has unbalanced the entire political order of the country. The social and economical change has also multiplied political demands and broadens political participation. These "changes have undermined traditional political institutions and enormously complicated the problem of creating new bases of political associations and institution" (Samuel, 1971). The escalation of demands and competition of different communities for scarce resources have politicized communal divisions and tensions between provinces, and inability of political institutions to possess the capacity to respond to the escalation of demands has ultimately lead to, the identity and legitimacy crisis in Pakistan. Political instability in any state is the best opportunity for the external interference, anti-state elements, and pressure groups for the exploitation of their own selfish interests. The present political instability in Pakistan has raised the external and internal challenges for its society and state. Pakistan is facing serious challenges specially in the realms of politics and economics. The global world is providing aid and assistance to Pakistan but in presence of insincere leadership and political instable conditions the huge foreign aid is not generating any positive results. The present world is a global world where every field is determined by intense competition: state craft, conduct of diplomacy, effective policy making, and strong economy are the most important challenges every state has to face. Political instability in any state leads to chaos and disorder amongst the units. In global world the trends of establishing substantial regional blocks with other states and joining economic and security alliances is gaining momentum and these affiliations makes a state an important partner of the global world. Now pre-requisite for joining these alliances is strong political and economic conditions of a state, if a country is not stable enough in political and economic realms no state will be ready to make weak states as their global partners and they will be left behind the global stage. The recurring coups and destabilization of democratic governments has periled the future of people of Pakistan. Pakistan has already suffered from huge losses in form of separation of its East wing because of political instability and is still suffering from continuous conflicts amongst the units. All federating units especially Balochistan and Khyber Pakhtoonkhwah are experiencing the serious impacts of political instability. The instability poses challenges in the realms of national security, societal cohesion, national economy, facing war of terrorism, policy making, integrating in the world politics and economy, gaining global support. The most important and immediate challenge the political instable condition of Pakistan is creating is mishandling of issue of war on terrorism. The war on terrorism is affecting badly the internal conditions of the state and as well as its external relations with other states. The instable political set up is not letting any clear and effective measure along with policies for the issue of terrorism. Since September 2008 USA leading the NATO forces started attacking frontier areas of Pakistan and violated the sovereignty of Pakistan in the name of combating terrorism and chasing the terrorists may be hiding in these areas. These attacks are increasing by the times. Pakistan is already a victim of severe terrorism, further foreign attacks on its territory has exploited the situation. The people of Pakistan specially residents of frontier areas have feelings of insecurity, lost their trust on government and army, and feeling of this mistrust could lead to furious results ultimately. The persistent worst domestic conditions because of internal terrorism and external threats of attacks have almost bankrupted the economy and discouraged the foreign direct investment. It has become the biggest challenge for Pakistan to cope international pressure and face the internal reactions in shape of severely instable economy, resentment of people, lack of peoples' trust on government and hatred for army, withdrawal of peoples' support to policies and actions of government, terrorist attacks in major cities, isolation in global world like calling back of diplomats' families to station because Pakistan is no more a safe place to live and closure of embassies like UK and USA . This situation has endangered the future of Pakistani people who are now considering Pakistan an insecure place. The assurance of national security of Pakistan in face of international pressure and increased continuous external interference is a challenge which government has to cope in a way that interests of its own people and global world should be fulfilled. Pakistan is in danger both from external and internal realms. The security of the world has endangered Pakistan's survival. The ignorance of sovereign status of Pakistan, unawareness of external world from important strategic facts about the area, public opinion of the common masses, and lack of proper investigation and clear strategies towards the solution has created the deteriorated scenario and posing a serious danger to its national interest and security.
Economic decline leads to increased terrorism

Asia News Monitor 09—“Pakistan: Global financial crisis fuels Pakistan instability”, ProQuest, 2/27, EL
The financial crisis that has spanned the globe has had an especially strong impact in countries beset by political uncertainty. Analysts say weak governments saddled with poorly performing economies are more vulnerable to social unrest and armed insurgency. According to analysts, Pakistan is one of the most prominent examples of a nation where economic pressures are feeding unrest and threatening a wobbly government. In recent Congressional testimony, Director of National Intelligence Dennis Blair said the burgeoning world financial crisis is highlighting the linkages between insurgency and economic instability there. "The government is losing authority in the north and west. And even in the more developed parts of the country, mounting economic hardships and frustration over poor governance have given rise to greater radicalization," he said. Growth has stalled in Pakistan, while prices of food and fuel are up. Inflation, while down slightly from last year, still hovers at around 20%. Shuja Nawaz, director of the South Asia Center at the Atlantic Council, says such ingredients are a classic recipe for radicalization. "Well, I don't know if they're paying much attention to the economic news, but the Taliban know only that when the government is unable to deliver services, and when there is unhappiness among the general population because food prices have gone up tremendously, gasoline is not available, electricity shortages are rampant, that it is much easier to convince the people that the Taliban have the solution rather than the government," he said. In a new report, the Atlantic Council says time is running out for Pakistan, and calls for an immediate infusion of an additional $4 billion to $5 billion in aid with similar amounts next year. Nawaz says the aid is critical to Pakistan's survival. "It has to be propped up in the sense that you have to stop the slide. And if you don't do that then everything else really falls by the wayside," he said.
Economic instability threatens Pakistani government and spills over 

Asia News Monitor 09— “Pakistan: Clinton says Pakistan's economic stability vitally important”, 2/20, ProQuest, EL
US Secretary of State Hillary Clinton has renewed Barack Obama Administration's commitment to economic stability in Pakistan, underscoring that stabilizing the key country holds vital importance not only for South Asia but also the world at large. In an interview with ABC news channel, she highlighted the linkage between economic instability and threat of violent extremism afflicting the region. Look at Pakistan, a country that we know has to be stabilized for the benefit of not only South Asia, but beyond. It is where the terrorists and their allies have found haven. But the economy in Pakistan is under even greater pressure now because of the global economic crisis, Clinton said. The chief US diplomat argued if Pakistan becomes more financially unstable, that increases the danger that we will face from the threat by the extremists to the Pakistan Government. Clinton spoke in the context of global economic crisis, which she warned, if left unresolved, will create massive unemployment. It will upend governments. It will, unfortunately, breed instability. She said the US Director National Intelligence has looked at the near-term dangers in the context of the threat matrix including financial crisis and terrorism. Clinton refrained from commenting specifically on the Swat peace arrangement to restore peace in scenic Pakistani valley in the northwestern province. Well, we are trying to determine exactly what was agreed to. There have been some contradictory reports about what was or wasn't agreed to and, you know, I want to wait until I have a full understanding before I comment. – PNA
Pakistani economy is directly linked with terrorism

BBC Monitoring South Asia 10—“Pakistan PM meets US team, says economic challenges linked to war on terror”, 5/4, ProQuest, EL
Islamabad, 3 May: Prime Minister Syed Yusuf Raza Gillani Monday [3 May] said the economic challenges that Pakistan is faced with are directly linked to its war against terrorism. Pakistan, at this critical juncture, hence needs assistance by way of market access through Generalized System of Preferences (GSP) plus regime and through passage of Reconstruction Opportunity Zones (ROZs) Bill by the United States Congress to be able to address the root causes of terrorism, he added. The prime minister was talking to a delegation of the members of US House of Representatives Foreign Affairs Committee led by its Chairman Howard L. Berman that called on him here at the Prime Minister House on Monday afternoon. Prime Minister Gillani underlined the imperative need for creation of new employment, development of infrastructure, provision of education and health facilities as well as enhanced security in the militancy affected areas to defeat the phenomenon of extremism for the safety and security of not only Pakistan but the world at large. He expressed the hope that the US Congress would play its crucial role also in fast-tracking the disbursement of pledged economic and security assistance to strengthen the hands of his Government in pursuing these goals. Referring to his very useful and productive meetings in Washington, DC with President Obama, Secretary of State Hillary Clinton and Senator John Kerry, the prime minister said that Pakistan-US relations have attained a new height in the past one year, with the increased high level interaction. He hoped that these exchanges will be further strengthened and that President Barak Obama would undertake an official visit to Pakistan in the near future. He emphasized that both sides through concerted efforts should follow up on the last round of Strategic Dialogue held earlier this year and meetings on its different tracks should be scheduled to prepare for the next round to be held in second half of this year. The prime minister stated that despite great human and material sacrifices, Pakistan had remained steadfast in fighting the menace of terrorism and its Armed Forces had achieved remarkable successes in the process. His government now wished to focus on the economic development of areas cleared from militants as well as on country's economy, he said, adding that Pakistan, therefore, would like to request the help of friendly countries like US in its negotiations with the International Monetary Fund (IMF) and other international financial institutions to give relief to its people.
Worsening economy increases terrorist recruitment

Shah 08-- McClatchy Newspapers special correspondent (Saeed, “Severe economic crisis threatens Pakistan's stability”, McClatchy-Tribune News Service, 10/15, ProQuest, EL) 
ISLAMABAD, Pakistan -- A worsening economic crisis in Pakistan is pushing millions more people into poverty, and experts fear that it could help Islamic extremists recruit new converts. The crisis began early this year, as democracy was restored after more than eight years of military rule. Now Pakistan's hard currency reserves have shrunk to $3.5 billion, and without an international rescue package, America's key ally in the fight against al-Qaida is likely to default on foreign debt repayments in the next two months, economic experts said. Inflation is running at 25 percent, according to official figures, electricity is in short supply, and Pakistan's currency, the rupee, has been devalued 25 percent against the dollar. Investor confidence has fallen so low that on Monday, police had to surround the Karachi Stock Exchange to protect it from angry investors. The Exchange already had lobbied the government unsuccessfully to be allowed to close for two weeks. Terrorist acts by Islamist insurgents have accelerated capital flight and discouraged foreign direct investment. Depositors are lined up at banks to withdraw their money or to send it abroad. "The canvas of terrorism is expanding by the minute," said Faisal Saleh Hayat, a member of parliament and a former interior minister under Pervez Musharraf, the U.S.-backed former president. "It's not only ideological motivation. Put that together with economic deprivation and you have a ready-made force of Taliban, al-Qaida, whatever you want to call them. You will see suicide bombers churned out by the hundred." "In Pakistan, there are a huge proportion of people just above the poverty line. A slight shock in their income can push them below the poverty line," said Sadia Malik, director of the Mahbub ul Haq Human Development Center in Islamabad, the capital. "This is the kind of shock that would have pushed a huge number of people into the poverty trap." The prices of wheat, rice and milk have more than doubled in the last year. The price of flour used to make roti bread, the food staple, has jumped from 12 rupees (15 cents) a kilo last year to 28 rupees (35 cents). Economists warn that prices would spiral even higher if Pakistan defaulted on its foreign debt. Before the crisis, an estimated 56 million Pakistanis -- around a third of the population -- already were living below the poverty line, as measured by their daily caloric intake. Millions more are likely to have joined them now. One direct impact of the economic slide is that the poor will have to rely increasingly on free education offered by madrassas, or Islamic schools, Hayat said. Islamic schools, some of which have been accused of inculcating children with Islamic extremism, also offer free food and clothing. Although most madrassas aren't radical, critics say they churn out pupils who are ill-equipped to join the labor force. Faiyaz Ahmed, a taxi driver in Islamabad, said that due to his sinking income, he had to withdraw his two youngest children from regular school and was now considering putting them in a madrassa or sending them to work. "We depend on God -- not the government, not the president," said Ahmed, who until recently was a supporter of the governing Pakistan Peoples Party. "Only God can save us now from this mess." Much of the problem traces to government. During his last two years, Musharraf tried to bolster his flagging appeal with enormous subsidies that the country couldn't afford for wheat, fuel and other staples. The new government, led by Asif Ali Zardari, who became president last month, has unveiled its own spending commitments, including a $450 million fund to support the poor. Zardari said in a recent interview that his government pays its security forces far less than the extremists offer recruits. "Those terrorists are paying their soldiers 10,000 rupees ($126 a month); I'm paying seven or six thousand rupees." Pakistan is looking for at least $10 billion to bail it out and is pinning its hopes on a meeting in Abu Dhabi likely either later this month or early in November, of a newly established consortium known as "Friends of Pakistan," which includes the United Arab Emirates, China and the U.S., economic experts said. "If Pakistan had a good, solid macro stabilization for the short term and growth program for the medium run, most donors, multilateral and bilateral agencies would buy into that," said Faisal Bari, a professor of economics at the Lahore University of Management Sciences. "There is a realization that a stable Pakistan right now would be very important, not just for the region, but for the war on terror."

Unemployment and poverty are the causes of terrorism

BBC 10—“Pakistan government can thwart extremism by raising education - seminar speakers”, BBC Monitoring South Asia, 10/18, ProQuest, EL
Meanwhile, panellists at another seminar said government need to be focused on the eradication of root causes of extremism and terrorism including poverty, lack of education, unemployment and injustice as well as make efforts for promotion religious pluralism and interfaith harmony in order to bring normalcy in the country. There is dire need of abolishment of poverty, illiteracy, injustice, unemployment and unresolved political disputes because all this collectively give birth to extremism and terrorism" speakers said in a day long discussion entitled "Root causes of terrorism" organised by Individualland a non government organization. "We need to fight against the causes of extremism as well as need to make efforts for creating tolerance for other", they said. Gulmina Bilal Executive Director Individualland presided over the meeting. Zeeshan Khan, Zulfiqar, Fahad, Shuakat Ali Ashraf and people from different walks of life participated in the discussion. They said that there is a need to bring harmony in equity and wealth. "Islam proposes an economic system which provides harmony in wealth and equity," they said.
Pakistan is key to solve terrorism

Haqqani 04-- visiting scholar at the Carnegie Endowment for International Peace in Washington, D.C. He served as adviser to Pakistani prime ministers Nawaz Sharif and Benazir Bhutto and as Pakistan's ambassador to Sri Lanka (Husain, “Helping Pakistan Fight Terrorism”, Asian Wall Street Journal, 9/7, ProQuest, EL)
As a frontline state in the war against terrorism, Pakistan's stability is of vital importance to the international community. That's why the United States has offered such strong support to Pakistan's military leader, Gen. Pervez Musharraf ever since his government made its strategic choice to break with Islamabad's previous support for radical Islam and Afghanistan's Taliban in the wake of the 9/11 attacks. Since then, Pakistan has proved a valuable ally in the war against terror, even if its cooperation with the U.S. has remained, at time, hesitant and half-hearted. But the goal of transforming Pakistan into a moderate and democratic Muslim nation requires sound governance and clearly defined long-term policies. It is here that Mr. Aziz as prime minister can make a difference. So far Pakistan's leaders have projected the war against terrorism as an American war being fought with Pakistani help. But attempts on the lives of Gen. Musharraf last year and Mr. Aziz last month prove that terrorism threatens Pakistan every bit as much as the United States, and that it is just as much in Pakistan's own interest to strive to eliminate it. That means dropping the distinction between "foreign fighters" such as those from al Qaeda, whom Islamabad has been pursuing with some vigor while ignoring the homegrown terrorists who were originally trained to fight India in the disputed Himalayan territory of Kashmir. Pakistan needs to disarm or eliminate all sectarian, religio- political and ethnic terrorist groups, regardless of whether they are local or foreign. All law-enforcement efforts need to be dedicated to the anti-terrorist effort. That means ending current policies that distract law-enforcement officials from focusing their energy on fighting terrorism. One example of such distraction is the elaborate anti-corruption machinery set up by Gen. Musharraf after taking power in his 1999 coup. Although the importance of fighting corruption should not be diminished, this huge bureaucracy draws resources away from the task of tackling terrorism. Pakistan's intelligence services also continue to pursue the regime's political opponents, diverting scarce resources into political witch-hunts. Every law-enforcement official involved in chasing politicians and errant civil servants is one soldier less in the war against terrorists. Terrorism and political persecution have had an adverse impact on Pakistan's economic prospects. Although Pakistan has managed steady economic growth over the last five years, investment remains low. Mr. Aziz needs to work toward developing a stable legal regime to attract private investment. He needs to give priority to the task of normalizing relations with India, which would free resources for Pakistan's neglected social sector and open an economically efficient regional market. Since 9/11, Pakistan has benefited from rescheduling of international debt, generous U.S. aid and significant input from international financial institutions. The U.S. provides an annual package of economic and military aid totaling $700 million, while international financial institutions are giving close to $1.7 billion annually. In addition, Pakistan receives almost a billion dollars as reimbursement from the U.S. Department of Defense for costs in Operation Enduring Freedom. Despite these concessional inflows of foreign funds, Pakistan faces massive income disparities and low social indicators. Thirty-one percent of Pakistanis live below the poverty line and another 24% live barely above it. Pakistan's public spending on education and healthcare are among the lowest in the region. Well-financed Islamist groups easily recruit illiterate, or madrassa educated, and unemployed Pakistani youth. Mr. Aziz must ensure that the fruit of Pakistan's economic recovery reaches the common Pakistani. If these people are to have a stake in Pakistan's future, Pakistan's government must show an interest in the future of its people.
Unemployment increases terrorism in Pakistan

Financial Post 09—“Pakistan:Unemployment, poverty basic reason behind terrorism: US”, 11/11, ProQuest, EL
ISLAMABAD, Nov 10 -- US Deputy Under Secretary of Defence (Business & Transformation) and Head of the Task Force on Business and Stability Operation Paul A. Brinkley has said that the menace of terrorism and extremism are common challenges being faced by US and Pakistan, adding that, we would have to control unemployment and poverty for its elimination. US is taking steps to advance its economic and trade relations with Pakistan, he said this addressing the business community during visit to Islamabad Chamber of Commence and Industry here on Tuesday. US, he said, values its relations with Pakistan and both countries are facing security and social challenges therefore it is vital that both countries should move forward through mutual understanding. US administration and its diplomatic mission in Pakistan are very keen to strengthen relations with Pakistan and role of business community in this respect can not be neglected, he said. Pakistan has abundant natural resources, skilled and hopeful 170 million populations who can steer country out of confronting crises and bring it at path of development, Paul A. Brinkley added. Keeping in view the wishes of Pakistani people, he said, US is ready to help Pakistan for economic development. He went on to say Pakistan is playing frontline in war against terrorism for global peace, however, we should not forget that unemployment and poverty is the basic reason behind terrorism and extremism.

Pakistan – Instability Impact

Low Pakistani economy leads to instability 

BBC 11—“ Pakistan article says unrest among masses causing "instability" in country”, 1/19, BBC Monitoring South Asia, ProQuest, EL
The political make-and-break is in progress while the country is passing through the worst circumstances. People are facing shortages of gas and electricity. The situation has reached to that grave level that now they are coming out to protest. Industry is lying shut, causing a high rate of unemployment. Incidents of high profile murders are on the rise, spreading chilling fear, and even posh and well protected localities are not safe anymore. Foodstuff, items of daily use and other necessities are getting out of the reach of the common man. Yet, what is happening in political corridors of the country appears remote from these realities. The PPP is engaged in saving its government; the PML-N is helping them out in the name of 'saving democracy' and making sure that the PPP loses it credibility so that it can reap the fruits in the next general elections. This game is going on while the people are experiencing the worst hardships. How long will we blame floods, earthquakes and other calamities for our miseries? Other countries too face such natural disasters and overcome them with concerted national efforts. The unrest in the masses is causing internal instability and weakness. The situation has worsened so much that Pakistan is being dictated openly by foreign powers. The US Secretary of the States criticises our decisions, which are purely of internal concern of Pakistan, like reducing the petroleum prices; the Pope directs us to repeal the blasphemy law. The US ambassador to Pakistan has said that 'the US considers it its right to interfere in the internal affairs of Pakistan since it was providing the country economic assistance to survive.' The ambassador has behaved in the style of US Viceroy in Pakistan. Eric Margolis, in his book, The American Raj, claims that US ambassadors act and conduct themselves as colonial viceroys in countries under US influence. The politics of agendas, compromises and deadlines is now losing its impact. People want some solid actions taken for the redress of financial and other hardships they are facing. The PPP government should initiate positive actions to reduce load-shedding, control prices, and revive the industry so that people get job opportunities. This all can happen if the prime minister brings down the non-development expenditures to a reasonable level by cutting down the size of his cabinet to bare essentials and their perks and channelizing these savings to development projects. The corrupt must be weeded out and punished, and those who have looted the nation must be forced to pay back. If he cannot do that and the others keep supporting him in the name of democracy, the unrest in the masses may and will blow up beyond imagination and events may go out of control from which the outside forces will take advantage. Do not forget what happened in 1971.

Pakistan – Bioterror Impact

Pakistan is uniquely key to nuclear and biological terrorism—will happen before 2013

Haniffa 09--Managing Editor at India Abroad (Aziz, “All roads to terror intersect in Pakistan: US report”, 1/2, India Abroad, ProQuest, EL) 
'Were one to map terrorism and weapons of mass destruction today, all roads would intersect in Pakistan,' a report by a Congressionally-mandated bipartisan commission has said. The World at Risk: Report of the Commission on the Prevention of Weapons of Mass Destruction Proliferation and Terrorism report said Pakistan 'has nuclear weapons and a history of unstable governments, and parts of its territory are currently a safe haven for Al Qaeda and other terrorists. 'Moreover, given Pakistan's tense relationship with India, its build up of nuclear weapons is exacerbating the prospect of a dangerous nuclear arms race in South Asia that could lead to a nuclear conflict.' The report was commissioned by Congress to assess America's 'progress in preventing weapons of mass destruction proliferation and terrorism, and to provide the next president and Congress with concrete, actionable recommendations that can serve as their road-map to a safer homeland and world.' The Commission was chaired by former United States Senator Bob Graham (Florida Democrat), with erstwhile US Senator Jim Talent (Missouri Republican) serving as vice-chairman. It included Wendy Sherman, former official in the Bill Clinton administration and now chair of the foreign policy transition team of the incoming Obama administration, and Rahul 'Richard' Verma, partner with the international law firm of Steptoe & Johnson who till recently was senior national security adviser to Senate Majority leader Harry Reid. The report, which had a chapter dedicated to 'Pakistan: The Intersection of Nuclear Weapons and Terrorism' said 'Pakistan is an ally, but there is a grave danger it could also be an unwitting source of a terrorist attack on the United States, possibly with weapons of mass destruction.' The Commission said it had singled Pakistan out for special attenticn 'as we believe it poses a serious challenge to America's short-term and medium-term national security interests. Indeed, many government officials and outside experts believe that the next terrorist attack against the United States is likely to originate from within the Federally Administered Tribal Areas (FATA) in Pakistan.' The commission recommended that 'the next President and Congress should implement a comprehensive policy toward Pakistan that works with Pakistan and other countries' to (i) eliminate terrorist safe havens through military, economic and diplomatic means; (2) secure nuclear and biological materials in Pakistan; (3) counter and defeat extremist ideology; and (4) constrain a nascent nuclear arms race in Asia.' The Commission also recommended that the next administration should work with Russia on initiatives to 'jointly reduce the danger of the use of nuclear and biological weapons to include jointly encouraging China, Pakistan and India to announce a moratorium on the further production of nuclear and fissile materials for nuclear weapons and to reduce existing nuclear military deployments and stockpiles and offering assistance to Pakistan and India in achieving nuclear confidence-building measures similar to those that the United States and USSR followed for most of the Cold War.' It said the report was intended 'neither to frighten nor to reassure the American people about the current state of terrorism and weapons of mass destruction. It is to underscore that the US government has yet to fully adapt to these circumstances, and to convey the sobering reality that the risks are growing faster than our multilayered defenses. Our margin of safety is shrinking, not growing.' The report said unless the world community acts with decision and urgency, 'it is more than likely than not that a weapon of mass destruction will be used in a terrorist attack somewhere in the world by the end of 2013.' The Commission believed terrorists are more likely to obtain and use a biological weapon than a nuclear weapon, and asked the US government to move aggressively to limit the proliferation of biological weapons and reduce the prospect of a bio-terror attack. The members of the Commission travelled from Sandia National Laboratory in New Mexico to London, Vienna and Moscow on its fact-finding mission. Ironically, it was en route to Pakistan when the September 20, 2008 bombing of the Islamabad Marriott occurred. "The team was really shaken by the experience in Pakistan, as it was supposed to check into the Marriott and missed that by just a few hours," a highly placed source within the commission told India Abroad. "Pakistan kind of became the central theme of the report in that here's a place with the greatest proliferation and terrorism problems on the planet - and that's what the mandate of the Commission was all about." The source said the attack on the Marriott in September and on Mumbai in November were "book-ends" that "reemphasizes the nature of Pakistan being the center of many of the threats, and the kind of immediate attention that is required to defuse this threat. It will have to be very much the top priority for the incoming Obama administration in terms of foreign policy." Besides tabling the report in Congress, the commission briefed Vice President-elect Joe Biden on its findings at a recent meeting in Washington, DC. Biden was joined by Arizona Governor Janet Napolitano, who has been picked by President-elect Barack Obama as Secretan' of Homeland Security in the incoming administration.
Bioterrorism is more likely than nuclear terrorism

Garfinkle 09-- editor of The American Interest . This essay is based on his talk at the FPRI Wachman Center’s History Institute for Teachers on Teaching the Nuclear Age (Adam, “Does Nuclear Deterrence Apply in the Age of Terrorism?”, May, Foreign Policy Research Institute, http://www.fpri.org/footnotes/1410.200905.garfinkle.nucleardeterrenceterrorism.html, EL) 

And it’s not as if there aren’t a few dozen serious intelligence agencies around the world looking for evidence that terrorists are trying to build, buy or steal nuclear weapons or materiel—and, the single aborted case noted above aside, they haven’t found anything. They are the Maytag repairmen of the global intelligence community. We should be far more worried about terrorists getting their hands on biotoxins. The reason is that unlike nuclear physics and engineering, bioscience and its applications are relatively unbounded. Bioscience today is an open-ended, rapidly developing mode of scientific inquiry. Moreover, for a terrorist organization to engineer smallpox, say, and spread it around, would require little space, fewer people and less time and money. It would be far easier to hide and to deliver than a nuke that weighed a few thousand pounds. Indeed, it would probably be so much easier to hide and deliver than if there were a bioweapons attack, it would not be obvious right away whether it was in fact an attack or a naturally occurring event—for example a smallpox, anthrax or possibly an Ebola outbreak. In the event of a nuclear terrorist incident, we would probably be able to trace back to the source of the attack and would thus probably be able to retaliate or in other ways ensure that those who struck us were never able to do so again. But after a bioweapons attack, it is more likely that we would not be able to trace back the source. Biotechnology, especially in conjunction with nanotechnology, is being conducted around the world today, and we do not even have a database on the research that is going on. There is no international agreement to build such a database either. We ought to have one, or we may in fact end up living one day in an age of WMD terror.
tajikistan

Tajikistan – 2NC

The plan decimates the Tajik economy

Khodjamurodov and Rechel, 10 — head of the State Surveillance Centre for Medical Activities, Ministry of Health, Republic of Tajikistan, AND, researcher at the European Observatory on Health Systems and Policies, honorary senior lecturer at the London School of Hygiene and Tropical Medicine (Ghafur and Bernd, “Tajikistan: Health system review”, Health Systems in Transition, European Observatory on Health Systems and Policies, Vol. 12, No. 2, 2010, http://www.euro.who.int/__data/assets/pdf_file/0009/119691/E94243.pdf, Deech)

Tajikistan is rich in natural resources, deposits of minerals, gold and rubies, and has a huge hydroelectricity potential, thanks to a dense network of rivers (EIU, 2006; World Bank, 2006). However, unlike some other countries in central Asia, it lacks natural resources such as oil and gas (European Union, 2007), although some gas reserves were discovered in 2008. As in the Soviet period, cotton and aluminium production continue to dominate Tajikistan’s economy, providing 80% of total export earnings in 2004, although with a declining contribution to total output since then (World Bank, 2006). Before independence, Tajikistan produced approximately 11% of the Soviet Union’s total cotton harvest (EIU, 2006). Following independence, however, cotton output collapsed and remains at less than two thirds of its pre-independence level (EIU, 2006). Although the cotton sector is associated with problems such as child labour and unpaid work by women (European Union, 2007), it is Tajikistan’s main source of farm income, agricultural exports and rural employment (EIU, 2007). However, profitability has declined and the cotton sector has accumulated a sizeable debt. According to the Food and Agricultural Organization, other crops, in particular food, could yield better economic returns for the country (EIU, 2007). Agriculture accounts for approximately 60% of employment (World Bank, 2006).
cotton case neg

cotton advantage answers
AT: Chinese Textiles – 2NC

Chinese cotton production solves—improving trends

Tucker 05-- Market Editor, Denim, Textiles & Trade at Women’s Wear Daily (Ross, “CULTIVATING THE CHINESE OPPORTUNITY: WOMEN'S WEAR DAILY”, 11/16, Women’s Wear Daily, ProQuest, EL)
The company will face a much taller task in ridding itself of reliance on U.S. cotton. China's cotton farmers have foregone growing high-quality cotton because it produces lower crop yields. In order to maintain its leading position, the company saw the need to spur growth of a high-quality domestic cotton. "We are now starting growing extralong staple pima cotton," said Yang. The company is now focused on sustainable farming methods and the production of organic cotton, which has been a growing trend. "This is tough to convince our farmers [of], because you have to take a 30 percent drop in yield," said Yang. "Farmers don't like to do that, but we perceived both a market need and a long-term benefit for the local environment to pursue sustainable farming and organic cotton." Esquel also has invested its resources into research and development in an effort to engineer cotton seed that will produce high quality and higher yields. The goal, said Yang, is to grow a cotton that is as good as Egyptian cotton. "We believe that we can. It is not true that our industry is lacking in technology and science," said Yang.
US cotton exports aren’t wanted—low quality

Yancy 05-- editor of the Mid-South Farmer (Cecil H. Jr., “Problems threatening cotton industry”, Southeast Farm Press, 2/16, ProQuest, EL)
"The base quality for U.S. cotton is wrong," he says. "Strict-low middling 1 1/16 type of cotton is out of touch with what's going on with the world trade. I know you've been told that's what the domestic mills want you to produce, but that's not what the rest of the world wants you to produce." The big market for U.S. cotton now is Chinese mills, where the standard for quality is 1 1/8. Much of the world is also growing a higher quality cotton these days, including Australia, Brazil and Greece. The only people left exporting 1 1/16 cotton are the U.S., India and Pakistan. "I think the base grade we have in the United States is costing you the grower money and costing the taxpayers a lot of money. "Because strict low middling is our base, and that's what our futures market is based on, it means that the price has to reflect a discount piece of cotton." Looking at the markets last year, Jernigan says the numbers looked good for an increase in price, but "the bull market last season came and went in three month. The U.S. grew the wrong type of cotton and had the wrong base quality." New York futures for July dropped almost 27.5 cents while the basis levels for the rest of the world sharply increased. "That is a wake up call to anyone in the industry, considering the bullish statistics." In the past, China came into the cotton market for 1 1/16 cotton when they had shortages. An increase in consumption in China, as well as a collapse in the domestic market, brought China into the market. This time, they were looking for middling 1 1/32 and middling 1 1/8 cotton. In the Chinese grade system, 1 1/16 is the lowest grade. "The U.S. cotton industry was not prepared for this to happen," Jernigan says. "China now looks at U.S. cotton as the cotton of last resort." In effect, the bear market has followed the over-production of cotton in the U.S. and has increased the importance of the CCC loan premium and discount sheet. Jernigan says the P&D sheet is also out of touch and "antiquated." In effect, there is no incentive for growing quality cotton. He points to south Texas production this past year, where growers had one of their best crops ever. "Most of the cotton was 1 1/8," Jernigan says. "It had a lot to do with varieties and the growing season, but what happened? "Did the growers get a large amount of money for that cotton?" Jernigan asks rhetorically. Basing their decision on economics and looking at the P&D sheet, the south Texas growers largely made a call to stripper pick it. "The P&D sheet says a 170 point discount for bark. They did the economics, stripper picked it and did not certify it as FiberMax. It became a generic piece of cotton and it will never reach its potential nor make the money. "Can we blame the grower?" Jernigan asks. "If you look at the P&D sheet, he made an economic decision. "It brings home to me that there needs to be some change made," Jernigan says. "This behavior is making the U.S. cotton sector fall behind the rest of the world." ."

High prices don’t hurt the textile industry

South China Morning Post 03—“ Weiqiao Textile; unperturbed by; cotton price rise; The industry giant will continue to pass higher costs on to its customers in order to keep its profit margins stable”, Toh Han Shih, 10/17, ProQuest, EL

Weiqiao Textile, China's largest cotton textile maker, will not be negatively affected by rising cotton prices and the cut in value- added tax rebates, according to chairman Zhang Bo. The Hong Kong-listed company will pass on the price rise to customers, who may pass the higher prices further down the chain. The price of raw cotton has risen to 1,700 yuan (HK$1,592) per tonne from 1,300 yuan per tonne last month, but Weiqiao increased the selling price of its cotton yarn from 20,000 yuan per tonne to between 24,000 yuan and 25,000 yuan, Mr Zhang said. World cotton prices have roughly doubled in the past two years, and some analysts feared Weiqiao could be exposed to a prolonged price rise. For the first half of the year, the company transferred the price increase of raw cotton to its customers, which kept gross profit margin growth stable, according to Weiqiao's 2003 interim report. Gross profit margin in the period grew 104.1 per cent to 533 million yuan year on year and turnover increased 21.9 per cent to 2.6 billion yuan. An analyst said: "If Weiqiao can access the cotton supply and pass on the higher prices, then that is fine for the company." Jeanine Angell, a Merrill Lynch analyst in Singapore, said: "There is the question as to who in the value chain will bear the cost. The textile manufacturers are in a difficult position to pass on the prices because of the increase in their production capacity." However, one industry player said textile manufacturers would have to pass on the higher prices to their customers because their margins were insufficient to absorb the higher material costs. Weiqiao supplies cotton yarn to Texwinca Holdings and Fountain Set (Holdings), which make knitted cotton fabric and are both listed in Hong Kong. Mr Zhang said his company could gain market share from the surge in cotton prices.
US exports to China high now

Henschen 10-- Commodities Reporter at Dow Jones Newswires (Holly, “India Shuts Door; Cotton Jumps --- Halt in Exports Likely to Push China to U.S. Suppliers”, Wall Street Journal, 4/21, ProQuest, EL) 

India is the world's second-largest cotton exporter after the U.S. Both countries are traditionally big suppliers to China, which is the No. 1 producer and consumer of cotton, as well as the world's biggest textile maker. Now, with India's ban in place for an indefinite period, China is likely to turn to the U.S. to augment its supplies. The U.S. Department of Agriculture estimates world cotton demand will outpace production by 14% in the year through July 31. The U.S. is expected to export 12 million bales of cotton in that timeframe, though some analysts predict actual exports will be higher. The USDA forecasts that U.S. cotton inventories will close out the season at three million bales, including physical cotton stockpiles held against futures contracts. According to exchange operator IntercontinentalExchange Inc., there were 926,761 bales in these so-called certified stocks as of Monday, with 53,449 bales, each weighing 500 pounds, awaiting review. "Traders will have to turn to the U.S.," said Ron Lawson, managing director at Logic Investment Services. "The biggest potential pile [of cotton] in one place is the cert stock." Delivery against May cotton futures begins on April 26. China may now look to the U.S. for some of the 100,000 metric tons of cotton it intended to import from India this year, Mr. Lawson said.

No cotton shortage—government stockpiles solve

Cotton Market News 3/11-- Cotton Imports by China May Advance This Year Amid Government Stockpiling, http://cottonmarketnews.com/2012/03/11/cotton-imports-by-china-may-advance-this-year-amid-government-stockpiling, EL

Cotton (CCUIIQTL) imports by China, the largest consumer, will increase this year as government buying absorbs domestic production, according to the China Cotton Textile Association. “We’ve got a shortfall,” Sun Yingan, deputy president of the association, said in an interview with Bloomberg News today in Beijing. Shipments may gain to as much as 4 million metric tons as state stockpiling has shrunk the amount available on the domestic market, Sun said. The group has more than 700 members whose yarn and cloth account for 60 percent of China’s output, according to its website. Increased buying by China may help curb a 57 percent tumble in prices over the past year after farmers boosted output to a record. Imports may jump by 54 percent to 18.5 million 480-pound bales (4 million tons) this year, according to a March estimate by the U.S. Department of Agriculture. China may turn to the U.S. and Australia to secure supplies amid an Indian ban on exports, according to Yong An Futures Co. “Chinese textile companies are experiencing difficulties, but I think some of the previous market estimates on China’s weak cotton mill demand are overstated,” said Sun, who is also chairman of Hubei Xiaomian Industry Group Co. “Textile companies’ demand for cotton won’t fall by a large margin, there will be a shortfall, which will be bridged by both imports and government stockpile sales.” State Stockpiles Consumption may fall by 500,000 tons, from about 9 million tons last year, Sun said. Domestic output may have been more than 7 million tons in 2011 and with the government likely to buy 3 million tons that leaves only about 4 million tons of new- crop cotton, Sun said. The government had bought more than 2.8 million tons by March 9 to boost depleted inventories and support domestic prices, according to a statement on the China Cotton Reserves Corp’s website. “Although the government has a large quantity of cotton stockpiles now, when and how much it will sell remains a question,” Sun said. “The government will weigh imports and stockpile sales later this year. Either way, it will have to satisfy the textile industry’s demand for cotton.”

Alt causes to Chinese textile industry

Moustgaard 08—master’s thesis for Aalborg University in Denmark (Hongji Zhu, “A study of the Development of China's Textile Industry - Upgrading the competitiveness of industrial clusters in the process of globalization”, EL) 

Contemporary the Chinese textile clusters have still contained considerable disadvantages. First, many clusters are aimlessly expanding without considering the actual consumption level and the market demand, so that some cluster are not growing towards positive directions. Second, perhaps due to the historical background, the centralised political and economic system, China showed its weaknesses of inability in innovation as well as lacking of the awareness of the legal affect on patents. Moreover, China has been lacking of its own multinational enterprises (MNEs) as well as has been ignoring the importance of creating its original brands, which have resulted in the general international competitiveness of China are relatively low. Furthermore, China has critically been lacking of experts within the industry, and public institutions in supporting the regional developments and the living standards within some clusters are vile enough which makes it difficult in attracting the capital inflow. Those disadvantages are becoming increasingly intensive since globalisation. Since 2001 China entered the WTO, the exportation quota has been removed. Within the textile industry, China becomes the world’s biggest producer; there is one-fifth of world’s textile and apparel products are being produced in China. On the contrary, most Chinese enterprises are having the least share of the profits from their value adding process. It is also indicated that the Chinese textile clusters are frailly connecting to the GVC. Almost all apparel retailers and original brand manufactures (OBM) have the intentions to minimise their costs by outsourcing their productions to developing countries and, basically, the apparel manufacturing can be accessible in all countries even in the least developing countries because of its low industrial entry barrier. The U.S. is a big importer, where 80% of the textile products are imported. Such big market has significant international puissance, which should not be ignored. In year 2006, the U.S has imported 14.6% of the textile products less from China compare to the year before, but their total import rate are increasing in the year, meaning that they have partly transferred their orders to other developing countries. However, the consumption level of the textile products is rather low in China compare to its large quantity of the outputs yearly, so that many producers are extremely dependent on exporting, which might pressure the Chinese producers to reduce their price further in keeping the low price advantage, and seems that jerry-build might be the only way out. This kind of vicious circle might ultimately collapse the competitiveness of the Chinese textile industry. 1.2 Problem Formulation In the GVC, for the time being, the advantages of Chinese textile clusters are mainly concentrated in the linkages of manufacturing and assembling, where the price level is comparatively low on the global scale. However, in the recent years, this advantage is gradually being weakened due to many factors. First, the Chinese currency RMB is compelled to be appreciated repeatedly, which cause the price advantage becoming less distinctive. Second, the exporting quantities are limited by many international protection policies such as the anti-dumping policy, the multi-fibre arrangement (MFA), etc... Third, the Chinese government has revoked some of the exporting subsidiaries. Furthermore, there are the trends on increasing the focus on the issues of the energy consuming, the environmental factors and the labour structures. It can easily be expected that in the near future, the Chinese textile industry will face the rigorous challenge. So my research question is: How does the selected parts and levels of the textile industry react towards the main challenges that the Chinese textile industry facing?
Chinese textile industry low now

Xinhua News 5/31—“ China Focus: Sharply-slowing Chinese textile exports worry industry”, ProQuest, EL

BEIJING, May 31 (Xinhua) -- New figures have showed that China's textile and garment exports slowed drastically in the first fourth months of this year as domestic companies worry about decreases in their market share overseas and inadequate support from consumption at home. The export value of textile and garments in the Jan.-April period stood at 71 billion U.S. dollars, just 1.07 percent higher than a year ago, according to data released on Thursday by the China National Textile and Apparel Council (CNTAC). The growth rate witnessed a sharp decline from the 27.05-percent rise registered in the first fourth months in 2011, judging by customs data. Breaking the market down, exports of textile products grew only 0.15 percent to 30.73 billion U.S. dollars, while garment exports increased 1.77 percent to 40.27 billion U.S. dollars, the CNTAC data showed. "The slowing exports were directly caused by higher domestic cotton prices," said CNTAC spokesman Sun Huaibin. The domestic price of 328-type cotton stood at 18,853 yuan (about 2,974 U.S. dollars) per tonne as of May 25, 5,460 yuan higher than its price in international markets. The continuing price gap has weakened the competence of the domestic textile industry, Sun said, adding the nation's textile exports will face an even worse situation if the gap fails to narrow in future. The spokesman said the disparity has also led to reduced market shares of Chinese textile and garment exports. Along with rising labor costs at home in recent years, Chinese textile and garment products in major markets such as the United States and Japan fell to 35.58 percent and 72.03 percent, respectively, in the first quarter of 2012, down 4.55 and 2.92 percentage points year on year, Sun noted. Meanwhile, according to the CNTAC data, China's textile exports to its third-largest trading partner, the Association of Southeast Asian Nations, grew only 2.69 percent in the Jan.-April period, representing a drastic fall of 59.66 percentage points year on year. The data also showed textile and garment imports by the United States, the EU and Japan dropped 6.55 percent in the first quarter, which added to the worries of Zhong Daguang, general manager of a garment company based in southern China's Guangdong province, who said his company has been getting fewer orders since the start of the year. Li Jincai, president of the China Textile Construction and Planning Institute, said obstacles in foreign trade and lackluster domestic consumption are both having an impact on the status of the country's textile and garment industry, which supplied 32.71 percent of total exports worldwide in 2010. At home, the situation is no less worrying. The CNTAC data showed the sales revenues of 36,700 surveyed textile companies hit 1,677 billion yuan in the first four months, up 13.11 percent; however, the growth rate plunged 17.43 percentage points year on year. Slowing growth in both exports and domestic sales revenues slashed the first-quarter profits of the surveyed companies to 53.7 billion yuan, down 1.77 percent year on year, the data suggested.
Non-cotton fibers key to solve Chinese textiles

Cotton International 07—agricultural magazine about cotton published by Meister Media Worldwide (Zhu Lanfen, “Textile and Clothing Trends Drive China’s Cotton Demand”, October, ProQuest, EL)

China's gap between cotton supply and demand will continue to exist for a long period of time. In addition, production costs will increase, and the Chinese RMB will be re-valued. The government's macro-economic policy is positioned to improve processing trade policy and to optimize the country's export structure and reduce the trade surplus. China also will face increased competition from the cotton textile industries of neighboring countries, which are rapidly improving. And as always, protectionism in trade in many different world markets continues to pose a considerable challenge for Chinese exports. Recalling the past five years, China's competitive "dance with wolves" has kept the textile industry growing rapidly in competitive markets. However, in the future, bigger and deeper problems will be encountered. With the scientific development concept pursued in China, the industry will take the lead to adjust the structure of raw materials to energetically develop and apply differential fibers, recycled fibers, non-cotton natural fibers and other new fibers. It will also increase its investment in its independent branding, innovation, and research and development. Through these means, China can raise the added value of its products, accelerate technical reform, strengthen its corporate core competitive strength and try to change from number-growth mode to quality and beneficial economic growth mode so as to keep China's cotton textile industry on a healthy path of development.
China’s domestic cotton solves and alt causes to textile industry

China Daily 11—(Feiwen Rong, 8/26, “Cotton production set to rise for first time in four years”, http://www.chinadaily.com.cn/cndy/2011-08/26/content_13194347.htm) EL
BEIJING - Cotton output in China, the world's largest producer and user, may rise for the first time in four years in the 2011-2012 season, reducing imports and weighing on prices amid sluggish demand from the textile industry. The new-crop cotton output may rise by more than 10 percent to about 7.9 million tons from 7.2 million tons a year earlier because of good weather during most of the growing season and a larger planted area, said Ma Wenfeng, an analyst at Beijing Orient Agribusiness Consultant Ltd. Cotton in New York has slumped 52 percent from a record in March on expectations of slowing global economic growth and easing demand from China, the world's largest importer. Prices in China may extend a decline in the second half amid slowing demand from the textile industry and a bigger local harvest, according to Weiqiao Textile Co, China's largest textile maker. "As long as the weather remains conducive through the harvest season, a good harvest is a sure thing," Ma said. Farmers have started to pick some of the early cotton across the northwestern parts of the country, he said. The expansion of planted areas in Northwest China's Xinjiang Uygur autonomous region, the country's biggest producer, has contributed to the increased output. The total planted area for cotton has decreased in the past three years. Demand for cotton will be curbed by slower growth in garment and textile exports as Chinese manufacturers battle rising input costs such as labor, transportation and raw materials, Zhang Hongxia, president of the Hong Kong-listed Weiqiao Textile, said in a briefing on Aug 22. The appreciating yuan is also eroding China's competitiveness in the low-end market against other producers such as Vietnam and Bangladesh, she said.
India solves the impact

PBS 07—(“The Dying Fields: Global Cotton Industry: Cotton Production and Consumption Worldwide”, Wide Angle, 7/28, http://www.pbs.org/wnet/wideangle/episodes/the-dying-fields/global-cotton-industry/cotton-production-and-consumption-worldwide/1946/) EL

India is playing an ever-important role in the world’s cotton market. Set to bypass the United States and become the world’s second largest producer of cotton in 2007, India has seen its cotton sector undergo critical changes in recent years. This handbook explores the various facets of cotton production in India — from the introduction of biotechnologies and the subsequent increase in production to the despair of small-scale cotton farmers — and analyzes the domestic and international forces at play. Cotton subsidies and agricultural policy are closely examined. Production Trends in India Ever since the government of India authorized the commercialization of Bt cotton in 2002, cotton production has soared. From 2002 to 2006, production doubled from 11 million bales to 23 million bales. India is expected to overtake the U.S. as the world’s second largest cotton producer in 2007. The recent increase in Indian cotton production has outpaced the domestic needs for cotton, making India the third largest exporter of cotton – most of which goes to China. Only five years ago, India’s cotton exports were insignificant.
AT: Chinese Textiles – Industry Low Now

Chinese textile industry low now

China Daily 6/30—“Textile industry growth slower, profits down”, http://www.chinadaily.com.cn/business/2012-06/30/content_15539016.htm, EL

BEIJING - The growth of China's textile industry slowed in the first five months of the year, as domestic and external demand continued to drop amid a sluggish economy, according to data from the country's top economic planner. The gross output value of the textile industry increased 11.81 percent year on year to 2.14 trillion yuan ($340.5 billion) from January to May, down 18.34 percent year on year, the National Development and Reform Commission (NDRC) data showed. The sector's sales went up 11.35 percent year on year to 2.09 trillion yuan during the period, the data said. In the first five months, the value of textile exports totaled $90.64 billion, up 2.06 percent year on year. The rate pulled back 24.47 percentage points from that of the same period last year. After adjusting for inflation, actual exports saw decrease during the period, the NDRC said. The slowing growth has dragged down profits in the sector. During the January-April period, profits of textile manufacturers dropped 2.31 percent year on year to 72.12 billion yuan, down 45.15 percentage points from a year earlier. The profit margin for the sector shed 0.62 percentage point from the same period last year to 4.46 percent during the period.

AT: Indian Textiles – 2NC

Indian cotton prices rising now — makes the impact inevitable
FTF, 12 — trade periodical (Fibre To Fashion, “Indian cotton prices rebound on increased demand”, 7/5/2012, http://www.fibre2fashion.com/news/textile-news/newsdetails.aspx?news_id=113028, Deech)

Cotton prices in Indian markets are on a rise owing to increased demand from spinners and textile mills. On July 4, the benchmark Shankar 6 variety of cotton was trading in Gujarat at Rs. 34,500 per candy of 356 kg each. In the northern states of Punjab and Haryana, the price was quoted at around Rs. 33,500 per kg, while it was in the range of Rs. 35,000-35,300 in south India. “The prices of cotton have increased by Rs. 2,000-2,500 per candy during the last fortnight,” informed Mr. Paresh Valia of Asha Cotton Industries to fibre2fashion. “The rise in prices of cotton is due to increased buying, which is mainly due to three reasons. First, is the delay in onset of monsoon, because of which new cotton would arrive only in November, i.e. after about five months from now,” he says. “Most of the textile mills do not have enough cotton stocks to last for another five months. While large textile mills have some covering, other mills have cotton stocks enough to last for only 10-15 days,” he reasons. “Secondly, there is an increase in the prices of yarn and the textile mills have enough orders in hand. This is driving the demand as well as prices of cotton,” he avers. “Another reason is the expected 10-12 percent drop in cotton production during the coming season. It is because some farmers are likely to shift from cultivating cotton to other crops such as soya, groundnut and castor, as they are currently getting good returns on these commodities, and their prices do not fluctuate a lot like cotton,” he explains.
AT: Xinjiang – 2NC

No Xinjiang terrorism

Mackerras 04-- foundation professor in the Department of International Business and Asian Studies at Griffith University, Queensland, Australia (Colin, “Why terrorism bypasses China’s far west”, http://www.atimes.com/atimes/China/FD23Ad03.html, Asia Times Online, http://www.atimes.com/atimes/China/FD23Ad03.html, EL) 

However, there are some anti-Muslim Uighurs, especially among intellectuals, who are highly nationalist. Some of them may want full independence, but others realize this is an unrealistic pipe dream and would settle instead for a greater degree of autonomy or some other accommodation within China. The Uighur tradition is similar to the Turkish in its strong element of secularism and intolerance against religiously based violence. By no means all nationalism in Xinjiang is based on Islamic militancy.  The January 2002 report, citing 200 incidents between 1990 and 2001, which the Chinese released precisely to emphasize the need to fight separatism, notes hardly any disturbances at the turn of the century. At a press conference this April 12, Xinjiang Chairman Simayi Teliwardi claimed that no explosions or assassination incidents had taken place in in Xinjiang in "recent years". While his likening of terrorists to "rats scurrying across the street" was totally unnecessary and provocative, he was probably right in suggesting that terrorist separatism is on the decline in Xinjiang. Reasons may include vigilance by the public security organs and the general rise in the standard of living.  This does not mean that problems of ethnic relations and hostility to the Chinese state are about to go away. It does mean that the Chinese could afford to be more tolerant of Islam and could take other measures geared towards inspiring greater confidence among Uighurs, such as reducing Han immigration. However, I do not expect the Chinese to relax their policy, at least in part because of the situation in Central Asia and especially because of the recent bomb blasts in Uzbekistan.  Links with Central Asia: Uzbekistan At the same time as Islamic impact has increased in Xinjiang, Chinese economic and political influence has risen in the countries of Central Asia that once belonged to the Soviet Union. China once saw a major threat from the Soviet Union, but with the fall of the Soviet Union at the end of 1991, a new threat seemed to come from Central Asia in the form of pan-Islamic militancy.  In an April 1996 meeting, the presidents of five countries, China, Russia, Kazakhstan, Kyrgyzstan and Tajikistan - all but China formerly part of the Soviet Union - met in Shanghai to discuss mutual interests. These included economic cooperation of various kinds as well as several other serious issues, such as terrorism and the control of drugs and arms across mutual borders. The presidents of these five countries have continued to meet on a regular basis, showing that their joint cooperation matters to them. In 1999, they signed an agreement in Bishkek, the capital of Kyrgyzstan, to set up a formal organization for the control of terrorism. In June 2001, in other words before the September 11 terrorist attacks, they met again in Shanghai and formed the Shanghai Cooperation Organization. This time there was a sixth country represented, Uzbekistan.  This country is notable in the present context for two reasons. One is that it has grappled with Islamic militants for some years, the other that President Karimov is known for his heavy-handed approach to solving problems and his abuse of human rights. Many specialists think that his methods are counterproductive, exacerbating the very problems he is trying to solve. In 1998, Islamic militant leaders set up the Islamic Movement of Uzbekistan, which the US soon recognized as a terrorist organization.  The United States, which began its "war against terrorism" by overthrowing the Taliban in Afghanistan late in 2001, has moved into several Central Asian countries to an unprecedented extent. Never before has it been able to set up military bases in Central Asia, as it has now done in Kyrgyzstan, Tajikistan, and especially Uzbekistan.  We can expect that all the countries of the region will be deeply concerned about the bomb blasts in Uzbekistan. China has taken a very low profile in reaction, but may crack down even harder on separatism or terrorism.  If injustice is one of the causes of terrorism in Central Asia, then terrorism itself has provoked an unprecedented reaction among the states of the region to protect themselves and each other. They may have differences, including over borders, but when it comes to terrorism they see their interests as the same. And the United States, Russia and China also find themselves with a common purpose in opposing terrorism in the Central Asian region.  China has shown it is determined to hold on to Xinjiang. The signs are that it is succeeding, despite ongoing problems, and that separatist terrorism is declining. Suicide bombing is unlikely to spread there, but it cannot be ruled out.

AT: Xinjiang – No Impact

No impact to Xinjiang terrorism

Beal 01—deputy editorial page editor of The Rocky Mountain News (Thom, “Yearning for Freedom: Xinjiang’s China Problem”, Asian Wall Street Journal, 11/5, ProQuest, EL) 

The army and police virtually wiped out the few, poorly equipped bands of separatists. Still, there was resistance, primarily in reaction to the thousands of arbitrary arrests, the banning of religious activities and summary executions. Anti-Chinese riots broke out in 1997 in the city of Yining, leaving nine dead and more than 200 injured. Terrorists bombed buses in Urumqi and Beijing that same year. The crackdown continues. In April, the police and military launched yet another sweep in Xinjiang, in which the authorities acknowledged the arrests of people for having "illegal religious materials." The separatist goal of an independent East Turkestan is little more than an imagined community, dreamt by Uighurs who long ago fled to Turkey, Europe and elsewhere in Central Asia, and who offer only moral support to their compatriots in Xinjiang. Very few Uighurs have been willing to take up the gun, and fewer yet the bomb, in the name of Allah. And yet the violence in Xinjiang is likely to continue as long as Uighurs desire institutionalized means for identity and autonomy and China continues to deny them.
AT: Uzbekistan – aral sea

No impact to Vozrozhdeniye Island—preventive measures and US cooperation

Kassenova 08-- a Postdoctoral Fellow at the James Martin Center for Nonproliferation Studies, Monterey Institute of International Studies, California (Togzhan, “Biological threat reduction in Central Asia”, 7/18, Bulletin of the Atomic Scientists, http://thebulletin.org/web-edition/features/biological-threat-reduction-central-asia) EL

During the first decade of cooperative biological threat reduction programs, efforts focused on dismantling bioweapons facilities and destroying bioweapons agents in Kazakhstan and Uzbekistan, the areas where most key biofacilities were concentrated. By 2000, three key Stepnogorsk buildings were destroyed, while the full greenfielding of the weapons production and testing buildings was completed by 2007. CTR funds also improved the physical protection, safety, and security of the facilities that housed dangerous bio-agents. The destruction of bioweapons facilities on Vozrozhdeniye Island and 150 tons of anthrax in 2002 was followed by the decontamination of the Uzbek part of the island where military facilities were formally located. The biothreat reduction process in Central Asia has since reached a qualitatively different and positive stage. While initial projects dealt mostly with dismantlement, destruction, and elimination, ongoing work emphasizes cooperation and collaborative research. Central Asian scientists are working with their U.S. counterparts to strengthen detection and diagnosis of disease outbreaks and to improve the response to natural epidemics and potential bio-attacks. For example, funding was allocated to support Kazakh epidemiological studies of Congo-Crimean hemorrhagic fever, as well as studies on factors of anthrax foci. The CTR program PDF also funds Uzbek scientists working on epizootiological and epidemiological mapping of anthrax, plague, and tularaemia, as well as the surveillance of human and animal brucellosis. In another project, Kazakh bioscientists mapped and completed the genetic fingerprinting of 93 strains of anthrax found in Kazakhstan. Together with their Georgian colleagues, these scientists also jointly diagnosed a case of avian influenza and diagnosed and identified the source of an outbreak of Congo-Crimean hemorrhagic fever--a tick, in Uzbekistan. Kazakh scientists from the Republic Sanitary Epidemiological Station together with their colleagues from relevant research institutes are implementing a comprehensive study of brucellosis in southern Kazakhstan. This study is especially important from a public health standpoint since there is a high incidence rate of brucellosis among the animal and human population in the country; it is highest in the areas bordering with China, Uzbekistan, and Kyrgyzstan. The ongoing project will allow scientists to diagnose brucellosis within a 2-hour to 1-day period instead of the current 48-hour to 12-day span.3 Several recent projects promise to further help counter highly infectious diseases. The United States intends to fund research by the Kazakh Scientific Center for Quarantine and Zoonotic Diseases in Almaty on especially dangerous pathogens.4 A contract of $800,000 was awarded to Kazakhstan's Research Institute for Biological Safety Problems in Otar to work on an avian influenza virus. The work began in 2007. The purpose of the project is to monitor avian flu agents among wild and domestic birds, as well as among people with a high risk of contracting the disease (e.g. employees of battery farms, medical workers, and hunters) and to study the virus's biological properties. An important spin-off effect of similar projects sponsored by internationally funded programs is that participating facilities often receive up-to-date technology, which allows the scientists to work on innovative scientific studies.5 The Research Institute of Virology in Uzbekistan received $800,000 for the study of arbovirus infections in the South Aral region.6 Together with the United States, Kazakhstan, Uzbekistan, and other former Soviet republics are developing a network of surveillance and diagnostic labs. The labs are linked with an Electronic Integrated Disease Surveillance System through epidemiological monitoring stations. Kazakhstan already operates two biological monitoring stations; Uzbekistan, six; Georgia, four; and Azerbaijan, one. Once gathered, integrated human and veterinary surveillance data is sent off in near-real time to national and U.S. counterparts. A comprehensive epizootological study of Vozrozhdeniye Island funded by the United States and operated by the Uzbek Center for Prevention and Quarantine, is an important addition to indigenous disease surveillance campaigns on the island: Kazakh and Uzbek scientists presently monitor the island for plague and other diseases, beyond anthrax, that might have been introduced to the island during Soviet times and could spread to the mainland through rodents. The dramatic shrinking of the Aral Sea in recent years further exacerbates the proliferation risks PDF if pathogens remain on Vozrozhdeniye Island. Birds and rodents are potential carriers of diseases to the mainland, as are people who come to the island in search of scrap metal.
Aff can’t solve—the island is already connected to land—also US efforts solve the impact

NTI 11—Nuclear Threat Initiative (December, “Uzbekistan: Overview”, http://www.nti.org/country-profiles/uzbekistan/) EL

Uzbekistan inherited several former biological weapons facilities from the Soviet Union, some of which still contain extensive collections of microorganisms, including dangerous pathogens. [15] The largest Soviet biological weapon field-testing facility was an open-area test site located on Vozrozhdeniye Island, which has become part of a peninsula now that the Aral Sea has largely dried up. Biological agents tested at the facility included tularaemia, plague, brucellosis, Q fever, Venezuelan encephalitis and Anthrax. [16] On 11 April 1992, former Russian President Boris Yeltsin officially closed the military site on the island, and in subsequent years the facilities were partially dismantled and decontaminated. However, concerns remained about the safety and effectiveness of the disposal methods used. [17] In October 2001, the U.S. Department of Defense (DoD) and the Uzbek Ministry of Defense signed an agreement which allowed the Cooperative Threat Reduction (CTR) program to spend up to $6 million dollars to prevent the spread of biological weapons materials and technology. [18] Uzbekistan and the United States agreed upon a two-stage project to further decontaminate Vozrozhdeniye Island and to dismantle approximately 20 biological weapons facilities. [19] In May 2002, a team from the U.S. Defense Threat Reduction Agency (DTRA) opened 11 concrete-lined pits containing anthrax slurries and mixed the soil with a decontamination agent. Additionally, the U.S. Defense Threat Reduction Agency spent $1.3 million to construct two Regional Diagnostic Laboratories located in Andijan and Ferghana. The laboratories opened on 25 March 2011, and are designed to help Uzbekistan detect and monitor disease outbreaks. [20] The United States has also funded research projects to employ former biological weapons scientists. [21] Uzbekistan is a party to the Biological and Toxin Weapons Convention (BTWC).

Xinjiang terrorists have used CBRN materials (chemical, biological, radiological, nuclear= CBRN)

GlobalSecurity.org 11--  leading source of background information and developing news stories in the fields of defense, space, intelligence, WMD, and homeland security (9/7, “East Turkistan Liberation Organization (ETLO)”, http://www.globalsecurity.org/military/world/para/etlo.htm) EL

The East Turkistan Liberation Organization (ETLO), better known as SHAT, is one of several ethnic Uyghur groups operating in central Asia and the Chinese province of Xinjiang. Its main goal has been to oppose and exclude the Han people in Xinjiang and finally to accomplish Xinjiang's independence. The Chinese Government reported in 2002 that the "East Turkestan Liberation Organization" was established in 1990. By another account, Mehmet Emin Hazret founded the East Turkistan Liberation Organization in 1996. Russia and China have blamed the ETLO for several small attacks in both China and Central Asia. Many analysts claim that Russian and Chinese authorities exaggerate the potency of the Uyghur groups to justify their repressive "counter-terror" policies. According to the State Department, the ETLO is responsible for a series of small politically-motivated bombings and armed attacks. In March 2000 Nighmet Bosakof, president of the Kyrgyzstan "Uygur Youth Alliance," was shot dead in front of his house, supposedly by members of the East Turkistan Liberation Organization because he had refused to cooperate with them. In order to raise money, in May 2000 the "Eastern Turkestan Liberation Organization" kidnapped a Xinjiang businessman, and set fire to his ware in Bishkek, Kyrgyzstan. On 25 May 2000 they attacked a Chinese working group in Kyrgyzstan, killed one of its members and wounded two more. Russia and China blamed the ETLO for the assassination of the First Secretary of the Chinese Embassy and a Uyghur Kyrgyz citizen, in Bishek, Kyrgyzstan. Kyrgyz authorities disagreed, stating that the primary target of the attack may have been the Uyghur businessman the diplomat was traveling with. The East Turkistan Liberation Organization is reported to have used CBRN materials for terrorism. The Chinese Government reported in 2002 that from January 30 to February 18, 1998, members of the East Turkistan Liberation Organization were responsible for 23 poisoning cases in Kashi City. One innocent person died as a result, and four others suffered serious effects. In addition, thousands of domestic animals died or suffered badly. On May 23, 1998, members of the "East Turkistan Liberation Organization" who had sneaked into Xinjiang after receiving special training abroad, were reported to have committed 15 cases of arson with some 40 chemical comburents in the busiest areas of Urumqi. The Anti-Terrorism Bureau under the Ministry of Public Security reported that on March 27, 2003, the East Turkistan Liberation Organization hijacked a passenger bus of a Xinjiang company, killed all the 21 passengers and the driver and set the bus on fire with the bodies inside it. In 2003, Mehmet Emin Hazret, the leader of the East Turkistan Liberation Organization (ETLO), an organization targeted by the PRC's 2002 report as a terrorist organization, denied that his group was responsible for violent incidents or that he had knowledge of an organization called ETIM. Nonetheless, he acknowledged that ETLO would inevitably set up amilitary wing to target the PRC government for its oppression of the Uighur people. The leader of the ETLO claimed that a military wing was necessary to show people that his organization was serious. In November 2006, the Government of Kazakhstan added the East Turkistan Liberation Organization and Aum Shinrikyo to the national list of banned terrorist organizations, accusing these groups of using terrorist means in an attempt to achieve an independent state in Central Asia and in China, respectively. Global Defence Review claims that both ETLO and ETIM are "widely acknowledged" to get funding and training from al-Qaeda. But much debate exists regarding the ETLO's links to al-Qaeda, Osama bin-Laden, and the Taliban.
Alt causes—population growth, steel production, and other countries

Fipps 03-- Professor and Extension Agricultural Enginee, Director, Irrigation Technology Center, Texas A&M University System (Guy, “Aral Sea Disaster.  Encyclopedia of Water Science Marcel Dekker, http://gfipps.tamu.edu/Publications&Papers/Professional%20Papers/Aral%20Sea.pdf) EL
The Aral Sea is located in Central Asia and lies between Uzbekistan and Kazakhstan in a vast geological depression called the Turan lowlands, in the Kyzylkum and Karakum Deserts. In the 1950’s, the sea covered 66,000 km 2 , contained about 1090 km 3 of water, and had a maximum depth of about 70 m. The Aral Sea supported vast fisheries and shipping industries. At that time the sea was fed by two rivers, the Amu Darya and the Syr Darya, which originate in the mountain ranges of central Asia and flow through the 5 republics of Uzbekistan, Kazakhstan, Kyrgyzstan, Tajikistan, and Turkmenistan. The two rivers provide most of the fresh water used in Central Asia. In the last 50 years, about 20 dams and reservoirs and 60 major irrigation schemes have been constructed. Approximately 82% of river diversions are for agricultural use and 14% are for municipal and industrial use (Table 1). Water demand continues to increase due to population growth and industrial expansion (Table 2). Since 1960, the population of the Central Asian republics has increased 140% and totals over 50 million. Likewise, industrial production using large amounts of water has also increased. Examples include steel production, which rose 200%, cement production by 170% and electricity generation by a factor of 12. The total inflows to the Aral Sea began decreasing rapidly in the 1960’s, and by 1990 the storage volume of the sea had decreased by 600 km
No impact—land bridge already exists and people are already going on the island

Kozlova 06—reporter for the Asia Water Wire (Marina, "UZBEKISTAN: IS OLD GERM-WARFARE TEST SITE A TICKING TIME BOMB?”, Global Information Network, 7/26, ProQuest, EL)

The Aral Sea was once the world’s fourth largest inland water body -after the Caspian Sea between Europe and Asia, Lake Superior in North America and Lake Victoria in Africa. But it began to dry in the 1960s after huge amounts of water were drawn for irrigating cotton fields. Today, the newly independent states continue irrigation-intensive cotton farming in addition to using water for other purposes. The Aral Sea’s water volume, say experts, has shrunk by almost 90 percent – to 115 billion cubic metres – and its surface area has shrunk by 73 percent to 17,600 sq km. The sea has now been bisected into two giant lakes, known as the Small Aral, in Kazakhstan, and the Big Aral, which is shared by Kazakhstan and Uzbekistan. Not only has the declining water level caused a strip of land to appear to connect Vozrozhdeniye with the Uzbek mainland but also the peninsula is growing wider every year. The new ‘land bridge’ now threatens to become a transit corridor for infected animals to carry the germs to the mainland. “Burrowing rodents, carrying plague such as the Libyan Jird, or Meriones libycus and common mice are in abundance on the island,” says Asenov. One way to prevent their migration is to build a 10km rodent-proof ring around Vozrozhdeniye, he adds. Scientists are uncertain about the exact nature of the threat caused by bio-weapon residues, but they have no means to certify that the island is contamination free. Raymond Zilinskas, director of the chemical and biological weapons non-proliferation programme at the centre for non-proliferation studies at the Monterey Institute of International Studies, California, United States, is among those who argue there is not enough evidence to prove that the animals carry the plague, for instance. “Some scientists believe that local rodents that were exposed to weapons grade bubonic plague bacteria transmitted by fleas among animals and could still be carriers. But there is no data on the level of contamination,” he says. Another potential threat is anthrax, an infectious disease that can be used as a biological weapon. Bakhtiyar Zhollybekov, a professor of soil sciences at the Nukus branch of the Tashkent Agrarian University, said the mother of one of his acquaintances had died due to anthrax in the 1970s. However, there is no evidence to suggest a relationship between the incidents of anthrax 30 years ago and testing on the Vozrozhdeniye, adds Asenov. In 2002, a team from the Defence Threat Reduction Agency of the U.S. Department of Defence, deposited anthrax stocks in 11 concrete-lined pits and mixed it with calcium hypochlorite – a decontamination agent – under a joint U.S.-Uzbek clean up effort. In essence, the U.S. scientists repeated the operation conducted by Soviet troops in the late 1980s when they had mixed anthrax with bleach. “Tests of the anthrax bacteria buried on the island by Soviet troops showed that some were still alive and virulent even after 10 years,” says Zilinskas. Under adverse conditions, anthrax strains change into spores that can survive for over 100 years. Such spores can become active when they come in contact with living organisms. Zilinskas adds there is evidence to suggest that the soil, flora, and fauna on the island had been contaminated with disease-causing germs, though most of the germs were eliminated over time because of dehydration and exposure to (ultraviolet) light. Scientists say continuous environmental monitoring is necessary to test the soil and life forms on Vozrozhdeniye island for tracking disease-causing germs that could still be surviving, and could eventually threaten human beings. The island is now accessible to residents of Kazakhstan’s adjoining areas and will be opened to people living in northern Uzbekistan within two or three years, an Uzbek expert who preferred not to be named, said in an interview. He visited Vozrozhdeniye in May when he had noticed that equipment, building materials and scrap metal left behind by the Soviets were being stolen.

AT: Uzbekistan – no bioterror

Bioterrorism fails-- empirics

Alcabes 04-- associate professor in the Urban Public Health Program at Hunter College. His work has appeared in The Lancet, The New England Journal of Medicine, and The Chronicle of Higher Education, among other journals (Philip, “The Bioterrorism Scare”, Spring, ProQuest, EL)

Anthrax is the second most popular topic of bioterrorism conversation. We have seen intentional anthrax infection-the much-ballyhooed postal anthrax events that took place in the fall of 2001. Three characteristics of that outbreak are of note: very few people became ill; very, very few died; and it was almost certainly not produced by a stranger. Environmental studies in mailrooms indicated that many hundreds of people were probably exposed to anthrax spores that fall, yet only twenty-two people got sick. And of those twenty-two, half had cutaneous anthrax, the rarely-life-threatening skin form of the disease. Only five died. In the jargon of epidemiology, anthrax turned out to be neither very infectious nor very pathogenic. That experience should tell us that spraying anthrax spores from crop dusters or releasing them from aerosol cans into the subway is highly unlikely to make many people ill. Speculation about subway attacks stems from a real event in March 1995, when the Japanese religious cult Aum Shinrikyo released the nerve toxin sarin in the Tokyo subway system. Twelve people died. Two subsequent attempts to release toxins in the Tokyo subways were foiled. Note that Aum was using a gas, which does not have to be sprayed; it diffuses by itself. This is not how germs are disseminated, and it is a distinction worth bearing in mind. And even that ignores the more central question of likelihood. Large-scale poisonings are not easy to carry out well. The light death toll from mailed anthrax was a result of the low pathogenicity of the bacteria-half the cases were not pulmonary and were therefore unlikely to be fatal-and the comparative treatability of anthrax disease once detected. Do five deaths constitute a public-health crisis? Along with his colleagues, Victor Sidel, Distinguished Professor of Social Medicine at Albert Einstein College of Medicine in New York, has noted that a fraction of our nation's expenditure on biopreparedness would pay for effective treatment of tuberculosis for all of the two million people who get TB each year in India, thereby preventing close to half a million deaths a year. Half a million deaths because commonly available antibiotics are not affordable-now there's a public-health problem. The other microbe that is on the lists of virtually all the bioterrorism watchers is the plague bacillus. It is true that Unit 731 produced plague outbreaks in China by dropping infected fleas on towns. But at that time plague was a recurring problem in Asia: a ferocious epidemic struck Manchuria in 1910, and another occurred in 1921. (It still is a problem: a large outbreak caused many deaths in India as recently as 1994.) By contrast, despite the presence of Yersinia pestis, the plague bacterium, in wild rodents in the Western Hemisphere, there has never been an extensive epidemic of human plague in this country. Even when plague epidemics moved out of Asia through much of South America, circa 1900, the U.S. saw only a small outbreak in San Francisco's Chinatown. The reason is not that Americans are immune to plague; it is that the urban arrangements that we have been accustomed to for the past two hundred years are inhospitable to the rat-flea-bacillus ecosystem. Such reforms as garbage removal, pest control, and better housing explain why plague disappeared from eastern Europe in the early 1700s and has never troubled us seriously here. Since epidemics of plague are unlikely, should we then worry that terrorists will produce isolated cases? Perhaps, but garden-variety antibiotics are very effective at treating the disease and interrupting transmission. There is no potential for the next catastrophe there. Other pathogens have been mentioned as possible bioweapons-for example, the agents of tularemia, botulism, and Q fever. These organisms are not generally transmitted from person to person, so they carry little or no outbreak potential. Hemorrhagic fever viruses are sometimes transmitted by mosquitoes or by the bite of infected animals. It has never been shown that they can be manipulated into transportable weapons and then elude standard mosquito- and animal-control programs. All in all, there is little evidence that terrorists are more likely, or better able, to use microbes as part of their armamentarium than ever before. If there were evidence, would editorialists in the nation's most prestigious medical journal need to argue, as they did in the context of the purported smallpox threat, that public-health decisions should rely on "theoretical data"? Consider the ratio of known success to attempts at bioterrorism.
AT: Uzbekistan – no disease impact

No disease impact—empirically denied and too hard to access

Pleven 01—staff correspondent for Newsday (Liam, “THE WAR ON TERROR / World's Largest Anthrax Burial Ground / Many fear germ will be carried from Uzbek island: [ALL EDITIONS]”, Newsday, ProQuest, 11/4, EL)
Moynaq, Uzbekistan - The rusted trawlers sprawled atop sand dunes mark the surreal spot here where a port thrived decades ago, before the Aral Sea began a retreat that has helped transform this remote corner of Central Asia into a landscape of desolation. The shore of the Aral is now dozens of miles north of this small community, over the barren former seabed. The parched expanse beyond the abandoned boats now evokes a new threat in the wake of the anthrax cases in the United States. As the Aral contracts, according to officials, it is gradually exposing a land bridge to Vozrozhdeniye [Renaissance] Island, where the Soviet Union tested biological weapons for decades. In 1988 the Soviet military buried its stocks of anthrax - tons of powder containing the deadly spores - in pits on the island. The exposure of Renaissance Island has highlighted the danger that the anthrax could be freed from its grave, either unwittingly by animals or intentionally by terrorists. In hopes of eliminating that risk, the United States signed a deal Oct. 22 with Uzbekistan to spend up to $6 million cleaning up Renaissance Island. Even as American officials remain baffled about the source of the anthrax that has turned the U.S. mail into a weapon-delivery system, experts generally consider it unlikely that anyone could extract anthrax from Renaissance Island, because it is so difficult to reach and the actual burial sites remain secret. "There's not some big sign that says, '300 yards from here, you dig,'" said Milton Leitenberg, a senior fellow at the Center for International Studies at the University of Maryland, who has studied the case. But there is evidence that scavengers have been on the island in the past decade, people from this impoverished region who looted from the abandoned Soviet-era test facility things like military equipment and corrugated metal that could be sold in the market. "The Aral Sea is becoming smaller," said Yusuf Shadimetov, the president of Ecosan, an Uzbek environmental group. "So there is a big need to destroy anything on this island that could be dangerous." And the emerging land bridge has enhanced the threat, State Department spokesman Richard Boucher noted last month. "It's important to clean up facilities everywhere, but particularly somewhere that was a little more isolated in the past," he said of Renaissance Island. "The priority rises when it gets attached." Renaissance Island for decades was the testing site for Soviet efforts to turn anthrax into a weapon. That program was responsible for a 1979 outbreak of anthrax that is the deadliest on record, according to experts. The outbreak occurred in the Urals region city of Sverdlovsk, now Yekaterinburg. A plume of anthrax spores was accidentally released from a secret military center manufacturing them, according to Jeanne Guillemin, a senior fellow at the Security Studies Program at MIT and the author of a book on the incident. A missing air filter was believed to be responsible, and aerosolized anthrax drifted over the city. "It's very easy to inhale that deeply into the lungs," Guillemin said. In the days that followed, about 5,000 people were exposed and at least 64 died, while many others were infected but recovered, according to people who have studied the case. The full medical records have never been released, Guillemin said. Renaissance Island was used as a testing site from 1952 until the Soviet Union's collapse 40 years later, not only for anthrax but also for plague, typhus, smallpox and other biological agents, according to a 1998 report by the Center for Non-Proliferation Studies. While Soviet specialists tried to kill the anthrax with bleach before burying it, some of the microscopic spores are believed to have survived. The island's arid soil provides ideal conditions to preserve them, and while anthrax dies when exposed to the ultraviolet light of the sun, it can endure for decades underground. "It's just waiting for the next grazing animal," Guillemin said. If animals are able to reach or depart the island over a land bridge, the danger increases. The 1998 report noted that "burrowing rodents such as gophers, field mice and marmots are natural hosts of plague and other pathogens and can migrate over long distances spreading infectious disease." Thirty years ago, such a land bridge would have been unthinkable. Oral Ataniyazova, director of the pediatric hospital in the regional capital, Nukus, remembers swimming in the Aral Sea as a teenager. In Moynaq, locals say the waters were about 75 feet deep not far offshore before Soviet irrigation policies began depriving the sea of water from the Amu and Syr rivers. Now, the Aral Sea has long since departed Moynaq, and far to the north, Renaissance Island has dramatically increased in size. There are various accounts of the conditions at the now-distant seashore near the island, but it appears clear that if a land bridge does not exist, it will soon. Still, it is not easy to get that far, according to residents. On a recent visit to Moynaq, a day after a strong storm announced impending winter, locals refused to undertake the five-hour journey to the shore, citing the risk of getting trapped on the rugged Aral Sea bed. The trip is safer earlier in the year, one person said, but even then, two or three four-wheel-drive vehicles are required in case one gets stuck. Residents said such vehicles were not available in Moynaq. Once on the island, somebody searching for the anthrax would have to hike or drive farther north and then know precisely where to look. "Theoretically, of course, it's possible," said Dastan Eleukenov, a co-author of the 1998 report and executive director of the Center for Non-Proliferation Studies office in Almaty, Kazakhstan. But in practice, he added, it would be a difficult task. As for accidental infections from the island, doctors who work in Nukus say they have never seen a case of anthrax locally. The Karakalpakstan region has many serious health problems, including tuberculosis at a rate many times higher than in the United States and several types of cancer. But Ataniyazova, the head of the pediatric center in Nukus, said the causes are mostly linked to poverty and the presence of pesticides and other chemicals in the air and water - a result of Soviet-designed agricultural policies in a region where about 80 percent of the people make their living from farming. Those policies - intensive use of chemicals and irrigation to grow cotton in the drylands along the Amu and Syr rivers - are the ones that have devastated the Aral Sea. When asked about going to the island, Yusup Kamalov, the head of a group in Nukus called the Union for the Defense of the Aral Sea, replied, "Sorry. Thank you very much. It would be better to go to New York, even."
cotton solvency answers
Alt Causes
Plan can’t solve—subsidies key 

Harris 07—associate editor at Cotton Grower magazine (Drew, “Paradigm Shift Changes Market For The US Cotton Grower”, May, ProQuest, EL)

His experiences taught him that the market is cyclical, but ups and downs can be weathered with good business planning and industry cooperation. Weil sees the need for cooperation even more in 2007 as the U.S. writes a new Farm Bill and fights WTO challenges in the future. The loss of Step 2 changed the American cotton industry and the merchandising segment in particular, with more than 80% of U.S. cotton now shipped overseas. Marketing channels for U.S. cotton are "empty" with more than half of the 2006/07 crop locked in the loan as the market has not been at levels to release this cotton. In other words, without Step 2, U.S. cotton has not been competitive, as farm subsidies provide a pricing floor that entice U.S. growers to grow for government programs rather than the market. Warehouses will feel the pressure as cotton that has waited in the loan program for overseas buyers will be coming out of the loan on top of the next crop, which could be another large one. As Congress writes the next Farm Bill, Weil believes that attention must be paid to market signals, allowing U.S. cotton to be competitive so that valuable market share is not lost. While the U.S. cotton industry must be protected from and not dictated by WTO challenges, Weil believes the program should be more attuned to maintaining its share of world exports. Cotton is important not only from the export aspect, but also its multiplier effect on the U.S. economy, he added. "The WTO has already fired a huge shot across the Farm Bill bow by forcing our hand and ending export subsidies and export programs as of July 31, 2006. With the loss of Step 2, we certainly have exposed weaknesses in the 2002 Farm Bill, and it has taken us out of a competitive element. It has not allowed cotton to go into marketing channels, and it's really gotten us into the situation that we are finding ourselves in now," Weil said. "But at the end of the day, Congress will write that Farm Bill, not the WTO, and that is something that needs to be made very, very clear. U.S. agriculture and cotton in particular certainly do not need to be sold out because of what the WTO deems. We need to write our own policy."
Cotton Not Key

Cotton not key—artificial fibers solve
MacDonald, et al 04—Agricultural Economist at the USDA’s Economic Research Service (Stephen, Suwen Pan, Agapi Somwaru, and Francis Tuan, “China’s Role in World Cotton and Textile Markets”, 7th Annual Conference on Global Economic Analysis, 6/17-19, https://www.gtap.agecon.purdue.edu/resources/download/1865.pdf, EL
However, growing demand for fiber is not likely to translate into a one-to-one change in demand for cotton. Globally, cotton’s share of fiber use has been declining for decades. This has also been true of cotton’s share of fiber used in yarn production in China (Figure 4). China has 16become the world’s largest producer of polyester in recent years, with chemical fiber production exceeding year-earlier levels by as much as 30 percent. China’s yarn output has also grown substantially in recent years, and while the rate of increase in yarn output has been dismaying to textile producers in other countries, it has generally not kept pace with gains in production of chemical fibers. The opportunities provided by the implementation of the ATC are expected to induce increased production of both chemical fibers and cotton in China, but, as in the past, investment in chemical fibers capacity is expected to be more robust than the ability of China’s finite supplies of arable land to switch into cotton production. While total fiber demand increases from the baseline by 1 percent initially and 3 percent by 2014, the econometric model of China’s agricultural sector indicates that cotton consumption goes up only 1 percent initially and by 2 percent by 2014. In the simulation, China is able to increase polyester production with a smaller increase in price than cotton, up only 3 percent in 2014. Cotton prices in China, on the other hand, rise 2 percent initially, and are 6 percent above the baseline by 2014. As a result, cotton loses a few more percentage points from its share of fiber usage in China’s yarn production. Higher prices are in part driven by the need to draw land away from other crops. Production of competing crops falls negligibly (Table 4). Competing crop prices rise by negligible amounts. China can draw upon financial resources from anywhere within China or from other countries to increase its chemical fiber capacity, but the amount of land suitable for growing cotton within China is much more limited. 
SQ Solves

Panama Canal expansion will increase competitiveness of cotton exports

Robinson, 12—professor of agricultural economics at Texas A&M University (John, “Potential Impacts of Panama Canal Expansion on U.S. Cotton”, Feburary, Texas AgriLife Extension Service, http://cnas.tamu.edu/SAEA%2012%20Panama%20Canal%20Exports%20Presentation%20Robinson.pdf) EL

Panama Canal Importance to U.S. Cotton Exports • In 2010,1.34 million bales from Norfolk, Charleston, and Savannah exported to East Asia via Panama Canal (compiled from WISERTrade) • This represents ~10% of the total U.S. exports • Panama Canal cannot handle post-Panamax vessels (12,000 TEUs) • U.S. cotton exports via the Panama Canal were via smaller Panamax vessels (<5,000 TEUs) Panama Canal Expansion (PCE) & Costs • Economies of scale in maritime shipping • Currently, 36% of the world containerized fleet is Post-Panamax vessels (up to 12,000 TEU) • After PCE, shipping costs per container likely decline 40% • Cost structure • Panamax vessel operational costs of $2,314/TEU (4,000 TEU) • Post-Panamax vessel operational costs of $1,449/TEU (10,000 TEU) Panama Canal Expansion • Transit times vs. PCE Cost Savings • The East Coast to China (Shanghai port) route via the Panama Canal (all-water) is 7-8 transit days longer than the Intermodal Option (West Coast ports then rail to East Coast) • Intermodal Option across US is more efficient time-wise • But, the all-water route from the East Coast is about $490/TEU cheaper than the Intermodal Option • This cost differential corresponds to a savings of ~$70/TEU/day ($490/TEU/7 days) • PCE will reduce maritime costs at least $210/TEU for the East Coast ports to China Panama Canal Expansion • Panama Canal Expansion & Toll Charges • Recent toll increases captured 30% of the potential savings of the expansion or $70/TEU of $210/TEU • PCE will reduce maritime costs for shipments from the Gulf & South Atlantic ports to China by $140/TEU What We Did & Why  Assess Impacts of the Panama Canal Expansion on U.S. Cotton Exports by Port  Evaluate PCE Impacts on U.S. Cotton Export Flows, Export Levels, Prices & Revenues  PCE is Underway & Will Be Completed by Mid - 2014  PCE Will Shape Future Competitive Position of US Cotton Production & Exports • Maximize (Whse Revenue) – (T Costs) Scope of the Spatial Price Equilibrium Model •416 excess supply regions and 25 excess demand regions. •410 US excess supply regions (warehouses) •6 foreign regions (Australia, Brazil, India, Sub-Sahara Africa, Uzbekistan & other exporters) •11 US excess demand regions (domestic mills) •14 foreign excess demand regions (Bangladesh, China, EU-27, Hong Kong, Indonesia, Japan, Mexico, Pakistan, South Korea, Taiwan, Thailand, Turkey, Vietnam & other importers) •US cotton transportation network connects excess supply regions with excess demand regions & ports via truck & rail •15 U.S. cotton exporting ports and 5 intermodal (rail loading) sites Data and Parameters • Estimated excess demand and supply equations; cotton handling and storage costs; and railroad, truck, ocean freight rates • In the US model, excess supply regions are warehouses which are optimal solution to the least cost shipping model developed by Fraire et. al (2010) • Truck and rail rates were based on estimates from Fraire et. al (2010) • Ocean freight rate estimates were proxies of the difference between import price (CIF) and export price (FOB) for each pair of trading partners 28% Reduction in Ocean Freight rates Due to PCE • Panama Canal expansion is expected to increase cotton exports via the Panama Canal • U.S. Gulf and Atlantic ports should increase exports • Pacific Coast ports, however, would experience a reduction in exports Panama Canal Expansion Will Play Major Role in Future of US Cotton Exports • Total U.S. cotton Exports Increase by 238,000 Bales, 2% • Gulf and S. Atlantic Ports Increase Exports by 4.6 Million Bales or 90% • West Coast Exports Decline by 4.3Million Bales or 66% • Gains in Revenue for Most Cotton Producing States  TX, GA, TN & AR Lead Gainers • CA & AZ Lose Revenue • Total Revenue Increase, $300 Million  $86 Million Gain for Texa PCE Could Be Larger than Estimated • Texas Gains Regardless • Competitive Position of US Cotton Enhanced • Gulf & South Atlantic Ports Stand to Gain Constraints: Depth, Land Area & Funding • Infrastructure Improvement & Gains Follow Port Development Roads, Bridges, Power Supplies, etc.

US cotton exports will increase because of PCE—lower ocean freight rates

Costa and Rossen, 12 -- *Ph.D. Candidate and Research Assitant, Dept. of Agricultrual Economics, Texas A&M, **Professor Dept. of Agricultural Economics, Texas A&M (Rafael and Parr, "THE IMPACTS OF THE PANAMA CANAL EXPANSION ON WORLD COTTON", pg. 2 &3, www.trforum.org/forum/downloads/2012_55_Panama_Canal_Expansion_Cotton.pdf) EL

Orleans, Houston, Charleston, Gulfport, and Mobile) to Asian and Pacific importing countries (China, Indonesia, Thailand, Bangladesh, Pakistan, Honk Kong, Japan, South Korea, Taiwan) due to PCE is expected to increase cotton exports via the Panama Canal. U.S. Gulf and Atlantic ports are expected to increase their share of total U.S. cotton exports. Pacific Coast ports, however, are expected to experience a reduction in exports. A 10 percent reduction in ocean freight rates for the routes that travel via the Panama Canal is estimated to increase U.S. cotton exports via the Gulf and Atlantic ports except Gulfport, Mississippi, and Mobile, Alabama (table 4). The absolute change in exports was the largest for the port of Savannah, Georgia, followed by the port of Houston, Texas. The increase from 2,294 to 3,965 thousand bales (72.8 percent increase) in exports positioned the port of Savannah as the leading cotton exporting port passing the LA/LB ports (down to 3,837 from 6,375 thousand bales). The total absolute change for the U.S. Gulf and Atlantic ports was equivalent to a positive 2,617 thousand bales, which in relative value this is equal to a 51.1 percent increase. Furthermore, the share of U.S. cotton exports through the Panama Canal increased from 38 percent (5,119 thousand bales) to 58 percent (7,737 thousand bales) after the expansion. West Coast ports decreased shipments considerably by reducing total exports approximately 2,538 thousand bales. The route via the intermodal option (rail to West Coast ports) reduces its share of total U.S. cotton exports by 20 percentage points (from 51 percent to 31 percent). The largest decrease in exports occurs in the LA/LB ports, going from 6,375 to 3,837 thousand bales, in relative terms, this is equivalent to a decline of approximately 40 percent. As expected, cotton flow patterns resulting from the analysis of scenario two (28 percent ocean freight rate reduction) are similar to scenario one in direction, but larger in magnitude. The ports of Savannah and Houston increased cotton exports to 4,566 and 2,621 thousand bales, respectively (table 5). An important point is that the port of Houston becomes the nation’s second largest cotton exporter. The ports of New Orleans, Charleston, and Norfolk more than doubled their exports with increases up to 185 percent for Charleston. Total exports from the Gulf and Atlantic ports rose to 9,990 thousand bales from 5,120 thousand bales for the base model (an increase of 95.13 percent). Such increases in exports via the Gulf and Atlantic ports indicate that the PCE could increase the canal’s share in total U.S. cotton exports to 74 percent from 38 percent in the base model. West Coast ports undergo an extreme decline in exports, going from 6,762 thousand bales to 2,147 thousand bales. Another key observation is that the intermodal option reduces its share of total U.S. cotton exports. Only 15 percent of total U.S. cotton exports are shipped via the West Coast ports. The largest factor for such reduction is the decrease in exports via the LA/LB ports, down to 1,762 thousand bales which places LA/LB as the third most important port for the U.S. cotton exports. Although cotton flows are altered with lower ocean freights for the Atlantic and Gulf ports, total U.S. cotton exports are only modestly impacted. For the 10 percent freight rate reduction scenario, the increase in total U.S. cotton exports was equal to 76.9 thousand bales which is equivalent to a 0.6 percent increase (table 4). In the second scenario, a 28 percent reduction in ocean freight rates increases total U.S. cotton exports. Although still a modest increase in relative terms (1.9 percent), total U.S. cotton exports rose to 13,493 thousand bales, up by 247.2 thousand bales (table 5). As the PCE occurs, there would be an anticipated reduction in ocean freight rates which corresponds to a decrease in transportation costs linking the U.S. producers (warehouse level) to importers in the Asian and Pacific importing countries. This increases price and production in U.S. regions that ship via the Panama Canal. For example, in scenario one, U.S. cottonproducing regions that ship via the Panama Canal experience an increase in price that ranges from $0.89/bale (Arizona) to $7.03/bale (South Carolina) (table 6). Most of the U.S. cotton production regions experienced an increase in price. However, in California and Oklahoma, prices decrease as the Panama Canal expansion occurs. Prices decreased modestly for those U.S. regions since exports are diverted to Asian and Pacific importing countries via the West Coast ports. 

PCE increases US cotton industry competitiveness and the plan isn’t sufficient

Costa and Rossen, 12 -- *Ph.D. Candidate and Research Assitant, Dept. of Agricultrual Economics, Texas A&M, **Professor Dept. of Agricultural Economics, Texas A&M (Rafael and Parr, "THE IMPACTS OF THE PANAMA CANAL EXPANSION ON WORLD COTTON", pg. 2 &3, www.trforum.org/forum/downloads/2012_55_Panama_Canal_Expansion_Cotton.pdf) EL

Due to the Panama canal expansion and its potential reduction in ocean freight rates for the Gulf and Atlantic ports to Asian and Pacific markets, the U.S. gains competitiveness through increases in exports, prices, and producer revenue (table 7). For scenarios one and two, the increase in exports is equal to 76.95 and 247.27 thousand bales, respectively. Cotton price and producer revenues also increase in both scenarios. There are greater impacts from scenario two due to the larger reduction in ocean freight rates. With a 28 percent reduction in ocean freight rates, the cotton price and producer revenue increase to $15.20/bale and $291.13 million, respectively. The transportation system in the United States is under constant use and strain. This system of roads, rail, ports and waterways is also of crucial importance to the efficiency and competitiveness of the U.S. cotton industry. As global cotton mill use expands, greater demands than ever before will be placed on this system. Constraints and improvements in U.S. transportation will ultimately influence cotton exports, shipping patterns and world trade. The purpose of this study was to assess U.S. transportation infrastructure and the potential impacts of improvements on the U.S. cotton industry. The United States is forecast to export 15.75 million bales of cotton in 2011, representing about 87 percent of the cotton crop. China was the largest market for U.S. cotton in 2010, accounting for 35 percent of all U.S. cotton exports. Turkey, Mexico, Indonesia and Vietnam accounted for 34 percent of U.S. cotton exports. Los Angeles/Long Beach, Savannah, Houston and Laredo are the major ports through which the majority of U.S. cotton was exported. Results of our spatial equilibrium analysis indicates that under most normal cotton shipping scenarios, the port of LA/LB retains its dominance, especially for exports to Asia. Savannah, Houston and Laredo also continue as major export ports. Laredo retains its importance as the primary port for cotton exported to Mexico. New Orleans, Charleston and 17 Norfolk remain key suppliers of cotton to Europe and the Middle East. Oakland continues as an important port for Asian markets, while Hidalgo, Texas remains important for exports to Mexico. The completion of the Panama Canal expansion (PCE) in 2014 has major implications for altered shipping patterns throughout the United States. These results assume a 28 percent reduction in ocean transportation rates for cotton shipments to Asian markets attributed to the PCE. The United States generally gains from the PCE in several ways. First, total cotton exports are estimated to increase by 247,000 bales, or about two percent. Important regional shifts in trade do occur, however. Exports from India are estimated to decline, as do exports from Brazil and Uzbekistan. Along with these export declines are estimated drops in price and producer revenues for these countries, ranging from $6.0 million in Uzbekistan to $10 million in Brazil and India. U.S. prices are estimated to increase by $0.03/pound, while revenues rise by $291 million. Due to lower ocean transportation costs from Gulf and South Atlantic ports, these ports are estimated to double their share of U.S. cotton exports. Houston is estimated to become the nation’s second largest cotton exporting port after Savannah, expanding cotton volume by twothirds to 2.6 million bales. Exports from the port of Savannah are estimated to double to 4.6 million bales. New Orleans, Charleston and Norfolk are all estimated to increase their volumes of cotton exports from 1.0 million bales to 3.6 million bales. Exports from Texas land-based ports of Laredo and Hidalgo are mixed, with overall export volume down nine percent to 1.4 million bales. Laredo is estimated to gain about 11 percent in export volume to 1.2 million bales, while exports from Hidalgo would decline 40 percent to 185,000 bales. Gains for the Gulf, South Atlantic and Texas ports come at the expense of the West Coast ports. Cotton exports from LA/LB are estimated to decline 72 percent to 1.8 million bales, while export volumes from Oakland are down marginally to 385,000 bales.
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High food prices are key to success for small farmers
Nwanze 11 - the President of the International Fund for Agricultural Development (IFAD), has more than thirty years of experience across three continents in poverty reduction through agriculture, rural development and research. Under his leadership, IFAD has stepped up its advocacy efforts to ensure that agriculture is a central part of the international development agenda, and that the concerns and needs of smallholder farmers and other poor rural people are recognized by governments around the world. (Kanayo, “Who Will Feed the Future? The Role of Poor Rural Producers” Bread for the World Institute, 2011, http://hungerreport.org/2011/report/articles/who)//GP

In the Southern Nyanza Province of Kenya, hunger and poverty rates are high. Farmers are blessed with fertile land to grow food, but there are other factors limiting their productivity. One of the villages in this region, abutting the eastern side of Lake Victoria, receives support from the United Nations International Fund for Agriculture (IFAD). On a hill in the village, the picturesque lake glistens in the sun and looks close, like one could get there in a matter of minutes. But looks are deceiving. The villagers, mostly the women and girls, spend hours walking each day with pails to fetch the water.

IFAD, partnering with the Kenyan government, has supplied funding for a water pan in the village to catch rain water. This means girls can spend more time doing schoolwork. The women have more time to work in the fields or attend to household tasks. IFAD also supported the building of latrines, improving sanitary conditions in the village. Soon there will be a clinic nearby, where antiretroviral drugs will be available. HIV/AIDS has devastated the region. No longer will the villagers have to travel as far for their health care. All of this is part of IFAD’s strategy to work with the village on improving the productivity of its farmers. It is an example of how development can and should work. IFAD saw how all these issues were interconnected—sanitation, clean water, health care, education—and designed a development strategy that reflected this.

Country leadership and ownership of development policies have been recognized by the international community as a fundamental principle. But country ownership in agricultural and rural development must go beyond ownership by our governments and administration. Therefore as legitimate and autonomous membership-based producers’ organizations we claim our duty and rights to be part of the design, implementation and evaluation of these rural development policies and programs that are benefiting not only our rural communities, but our urban fellow citizens who rely on the food we produce.

Poor rural producers—farmers, fishers, livestock keepers, entrepreneurs, and agricultural laborers—figure disproportionately among the world’s poor and hungry people. At the same time, they play a key role in helping meet the world’s expanding demand for food, fiber, and fuel. At the International Fund for Agricultural Development (IFAD), we have been working with poor rural producers for more than 30 years. Our experience shows that with the right support, they can play a critical role in solving many of today’s global challenges. We have also learned, however, that this is only possible when they are fully consulted and actively engaged in shaping rural development policies and programs.

To support and empower small-scale rural producers to meet global challenges, we need to recognize the size and scope of this stakeholder group and recast our image of the people who belong to it. We should no longer think of them as struggling subsistence producers, but as small business entrepreneurs. Eighty-five percent of all farm holdings worldwide are less than 2 hectares in size, and 500 million smallholders produce 80 percent of the food consumed in the developing world. These farming households make up fully one-third of humanity. Our future is in their hands.  Who else will feed the world in 2020, in 2030, or in 2050—by which time we will have added another 3 billion people to our population? Moreover, it is important to recognize the crucial role rural women and young people can play in improved agricultural and rural development, better food security, and less poverty.

At IFAD, we are working to transform smallholder agriculture into smallholder businesses and thereby enable vibrant, thriving economies to take hold in rural areas. This process requires significantly increased long-term investment. It also requires initiatives to strengthen the resilience of smallholders in the face of a growing number of risks, such as climate change, desertification, diminished biodiversity, and increased competition over natural resources, especially land and water.

With the right support, these risks can become opportunities. For example, poor rural communities manage vast areas of land and forests and are thus important guardians of natural resources. They are uniquely placed to provide critical environmental goods and services, help mitigate the effects of climate change, and reverse environmental degradation. These services could eventually become an important source of revenue for rural communities.

In our view, organizations are a critical means of advancing the interests of poor rural producers in an increasingly competitive and global market. Organizing can unlock the potential of smallholders by tapping their knowledge, energy, and expertise.  With stronger organizations, farmers and other rural producers can improve their access to markets and information. Organization allows for economies of scale and greater bargaining power in value chains.  It also helps farmers increase their capacity to manage resources and infrastructure and to influence policies and programs.
At IFAD, we recognize the organizations of poor rural producers as key interlocutors and partners in our operations, as well as in policy dialogue at the national and international levels. For that reason, in 2005 we created The Farmers’ Forum, a global platform for ongoing consultation and dialogue among smallholder farmers, rural producers’ organizations, IFAD, and governments. The biennial Farmers’ Forum provides an opportunity for IFAD to evaluate its collaboration with rural producers’ organizations. These gatherings also offer a unique space for poor rural producers themselves to share their concerns and make recommendations that will directly shape IFAD policies and programs.

In response to the recommendations of the Farmers’ Forum, IFAD has expanded its engagement with rural producers’ organizations in the development of country strategies, in program and project design and implementation, and through direct financial support for capacity-building and implementation. A review of IFAD’s progress in partnering with rural producers’ organizations, which incorporates surveys carried out with IFAD Country Program Managers (CPMs) and rural producers’ organizations, highlights the importance of this collaboration. According to the CPMs, the participation of rural producers’ organizations in the development of country strategies has improved IFAD’s understanding of rural poverty by 82 percent and helped improve the identification of target groups and the quality of IFAD’s country analysis by 59 percent.

The increased participation of rural producers’ organizations in the development and implementation of policies and programs has also had a positive impact on the organizations themselves. Members state that their organizations have benefited from capacity-building and institutional development, improved dialogue with their governments and donors, an expansion of their networks, and increased membership and organizational cohesion.  IFAD CPMs confirm that increased participation has also strengthened country ownership on the part of rural producers’ organizations and led to more demand-driven country strategies. Furthermore, 65 percent of IFAD CPMs state that increased participation has better enabled the organizations to put forward their priority concerns, engage in policy dialogue, and develop support networks.

Despite the important progress that has been made, there are still some major hurdles to be overcome before rural producers’ organizations can become fully engaged in developing and implementing policies and programs.  Governments and donors alike must factor in the often untapped potential of rural women and young people.  If rural women are to fulfill their potential and become economically empowered, they must have greater access to critical natural resources, rural financial services, and technologies.  They must also take on stronger leadership roles and participate more actively in decision-making within households and producer organizations. Young rural people also need support in establishing viable livelihoods. We must help them organize themselves into young farmers’ and producers’ associations and provide opportunities for capacity-building and training, institutional linkages, and access to markets and market information. After all, they are the food producers of tomorrow.

Our experience demonstrates the importance of engaging rural producers’ organizations as partners and stakeholders in the design and implementation of policies and programs. We know that their insights, experience, and knowledge can contribute significantly to improving the effectiveness and impact of rural development policies, programs, and projects.  We hope that these lessons are useful to other bilateral and multilateral organizations as they seek to promote more inclusive participation of rural producers at the country level.

Declining prices of agriculture directly increases African poverty

Ray, 06 - holds the Blasingame Chair of Excellence in Agricultural Policy, Institute of Agriculture, University of Tennessee, and is the Director of UT’s Agricultural Policy Analysis Center, Daryll Ray’s column is written with the research and assistance of Harwood D. Schaffer, Research Associate with APAC. (Daryll, “African countries tell us what they want from Doha”, Agricultural Analysis Policy Center, 6/30/06, http://www.agpolicy.org/weekcol/308.html)//GP
The discussion surrounding the World Trade Organization (WTO) Doha Round trade negotiations has intensified as the negotiators gear up to try to meet a self-imposed June 30 deadline for making a deal on trade liberalization in agricultural and industrial products. Based on most of that discussion, one could get the impression that there are only three sets of players: the US, The European Union (EU), and the Group of 20 which includes developing nations like Brazil, India, and China (G-20). The US is reluctant to make any concessions in cutting agricultural subsidies without increased market access in the EU and the G-20. The EU on the other hand is reluctant to make greater cuts believing that the US needs to make deeper cuts to its farm subsidies. Like the US, it also wants steeper tariff cuts by the G-20 on industrial goods.

Brazil’s Foreign Minister, Celso Amorim summed up the G-20 position when he said, “The US must make further cuts in the subsidies it pays to farmers if WTO members are to reach a far-reaching deal this summer.” But after the debacle at the WTO meeting in Seattle in 1999, an important dimension was added to the milieu that is WTO. It became clear in Seattle that another round of trade agreements could not be reached without making sure that some of the benefits of trade liberalization would be enjoyed by the less technologically advanced countries. When the WTO met in Doha in 2001 the ministerial delegates launched the Doha Development Round with the express purpose of tailoring the trade negotiations to provide preferential benefits to the least developed countries of the world.

The largest number of poor countries are located on the African continent. We know what the US, EU, and G-20 want. What is it that the African countries—the targeted beneficiaries of the Doha Development Round—want? The African Group (an alliance of 41 African Countries) recently met and issued a proposal to the WTO Committee on Agriculture. In their proposal they said, “The problems which African countries encounter in taking effective policy measures for alleviation of poverty and for improving living conditions in rural areas are compounded by the long term trend of declining prices of primary agricultural commodities and their volatility (emphasis added) which aversely affect both producers and exporters.”
The Africans understand that market access, which in most cases they already have through a variety of measures, means little if the price of the products they have for sale become severely depressed. Without some control over prices, increased exports end up bringing in ever lower revenues and few benefits in terms of economic development. Building on a document approved at the WTO meeting last December in Hong Kong that identified potential trade policies that could address key areas of concerns to commodity-dependent countries (Annex A), the African Group proposed four policies, one of which directly addresses the issue of the “long term trend of declining prices of primary agricultural commodities and their volatility.”

Recognizing that “for commodities like coffee and cocoa, where the distortion of prices is the result of oversupply of a structural nature in international markets,” the Africans call for the WTO Agreement on Agriculture to include provisions for the implementation of supply management policies on the part of producing countries themselves. They propose that the supply management policies include among other measure, the “use of export restrictions and export taxes.” Much of the excess capacity in tropical products has occurred due to World Bank and IMF prescribed economic structural changes that emphasized expansion of production/exports of those products, often in countries that had not previously produced these products.

Lowering food prices has a negative multiplier effect on developing nations – devastates their economy

DBJ, 5/31 – Dartmouth Business Journal, dedicated to promoting the exchange of business insights and opinions on campus. Covering technology to finance, they explore a wide range of current issues to provide fresh content for all readers, from the future investment banker to the next big entrepreneur.

 (“SUBSIDIZING POVERTY” 5/31/2012, Dartmouth Business Journal, http://dartmouthbusinessjournal.com/2012/05/801/)//GP
The average tariff rate in the world’s developed nations is very low. Yet, due to the historical and current political power of land owners, trade barriers (most notably subsidies) on agricultural products remain punitively high, inflicting tangible and substantial economic pain on the developing world. The subsidies remain despite the declining significance of agriculture in developed economies: in 1790, nearly 90% of the American workforce was agricultural, but by 1900, this proportion dropped to only 38%. And currently agricultural labor constitutes only 1% of the labor force and only 1% of American GDP. In 2007 alone, countries in the Organization for Economic Cooperation and Development (OECD), the world’s rich nations, spent a total of $258 billion on farm subsidies, $126 billion of which came from high domestic prices due to tariffs and export subsidies, and the other $132 billion from taxpayers through crop price supports, production payments, and other farm programs. Putting this figure in perspective, it is roughly equivalent to the economic output of the whole of sub-Saharan Africa, and six times the amount of foreign aid given annually to developing economies. Ironically, developing countries are continually under pressure to reduce or eliminate their trade barriers in accordance with WTO negotiations even though the developed world, including the United States, does not oblige. Several years ago, the U.S. lost a case in a WTO dispute settlement concerning the legality of its subsidies, but farm supports were maintained in legislation passed later that year. Subsidies encourage overproduction of agricultural products and depress world prices. By offering producers a higher price than the prevailing one on world markets, producers can profitably flood markets with surplus crops. American farmers, for example, receive up to 73% more than the world market price for their crops. As a more extreme example, in the UK, each ton of wheat and sugar is sold on international markets at an average price of 40% to 60% below the cost of production. Indeed, for every dollar earned by OECD farmers, 23 cents comes from government policies. Facing such artificially competitive goods, countries without subsidized production are essentially shut out of world markets, deleteriously affecting their economies. Development-focused nongovernmental organizations have lambasted developed countries for their exclusionary policies. As an Oxfam report exclaims, “the harsh reality is that [developed nations’ trade] policies are inflicting enormous suffering on the world’s poor. When rich countries lock poor people out of their markets, they close the door to an escape route from poverty.” While this statement is exaggerated, and the domestic policies of developing countries themselves play the greatest role in determining the welfare of their respective people, the economic pain caused by the distorted trade practices of the OECD rich nations is indeed significant.

Agriculture has historically been the foundation of developing economies. It provides food, security, creates employment, and generates local capital. Statistically, agriculture provides employment to about 60% of the labor force of the average developing country and contributes one quarter of GDP. Agricultural exports amount to about 15% of total merchandise trade. World market prices for agricultural commodities have followed a general downward trend over the past several decades due to increases in efficiency and yield, but significantly exacerbated by the subsidies in the developed world. In the short run, one could argue that the low prices for imported staple foods benefit consumers in developing countries, but they also lead to an increased dependence on imports to ensure national food security, increasing vulnerability to world price changes and exchange rate volatilities.

Even more importantly, lower prices for crops translate into lower incomes for farmers in the developing world. Studies by the International Food Policy Research Institute concluded that lower prices resulting from protectionism and subsidies by OECD countries cost developing nations $24 billion annually in agricultural income, and because developing countries are particularly dependent on agricultural income, the income lost due to subsidies in the developed world is likely to have very large multiplier effects throughout developing economies. Further studies have shown that a reduction of agricultural subsidies and implicit trade barriers by OECD nations would produce substantial benefits for both developing nations and developed nations alike. If high income countries liberalized their trade policies, their welfare would rise by almost by almost $32 billion, and the welfare of developing nations would rise by $12 billion and net agricultural trade would triple. Notice that most of the benefits of liberalization accrue to the developed world. This is because their consumers are footing most of the bill in the form of tax dollars and higher domestic prices.

Agricultural subsidies in developed countries have a particularly strong economic impact when they are provided for crops also grown in developing countries. A couple examples will help illustrate this point. Sugar is an agricultural product in which developing countries have a distinct cost advantage to producers in the OECD due to their suitable climates and supply of cheap labor. However, farmers in the developing world face steep competition from the heavily subsidized sugar coming from American and European ports. From 1991 to 2001, support to OECD sugar producers averaged $6.35 billion, which is just slightly less than the combined value of developing nations’ sugar exports which total to about $6.5 billion per year. Due in large part to this support, the share of developed countries’ exports in the world sugar market has risen, and consequently, the share of exports from developing countries has declined from 71 percent during the period from 1980 to 1985, to only 54% of world sugar exports in the period from 1995 to 2000.

Cotton provides an even more powerful example. Ten million people in Western and Central Africa depend directly on cotton production for their livelihood. Cotton accounts for 40% of exports in Burkina Faso and Benin and 30% of exports in Uzbekistan, Chad, and Mali, and cotton production alone in these countries amounts to over 5% of GDP. It is thus a very important source of income, and any fall in the world price of cotton, such as the fifty percent decline since the mid 1990s, will have a pronounced negative ripple effect throughout these economies. Despite this decline in price, American cotton production grew 42% between 1998 and 2001 and presently accounts for 20% of world cotton production. Coupled with this increase in production, U.S. cotton subsidies have doubled since 1992. America’s 25,000 cotton farmers now take in $230 for every acre of cotton planted, totaling to $3.6 billion in subsidies, more than the entire GDP of Burkina Faso. It is estimated that the elimination of U.S. cotton subsidies would reduce American production by 25%, reduce exports by 40%, and increase world cotton prices by 12%. All of this would lead to about an $80 million gain in producer surplus for the five key cotton exporting nations of Africa.

While the trade policy of the developed world does not intentionally seek to hamper the trade and economic welfare of developing countries, it does so implicitly by providing domestic agricultural subsidies to the very goods which developing countries export, causing significant economic suffering in those countries. Perhaps, when considering how we can influence and spur the growth of the world’s developing nations, before turning our efforts overseas, we should first focus our attention on how we are contributing to the problem — not the solution –at home.

Low food prices devastate the agriculture business worldwide – 41 African Countries prove
Williams, 11 - Former farm organizer and farm policy staff for Iowa CCI and rep to regional Sustainable Ag Working Group, Iowa farmer in organic transition, wrote staff manuals on commodity title in 1990s, on the National Family Farm Coalition board. (Brad, “WTO Africa Group with NFFC, Not EWG: The Position of the Africa Group on Farm Prices” 4/1/11, ZCommunications, http://mobile.zcommunications.org/wto-africa-group-with-nffc-not-ewg-by-brad-wilson)//GP
The Africa Group at WTO has taken a stand for fair trade prices for farm products in the document "Modalities for Negotiations on Agricultural Commodity Issues Proposal Submitted by the African Group to the Special Session of the Committee on Agriculture."

As far as I can tell, The Africa Group consists of the following countries: Algeria, Angola, Benin, Botswana, Burkina Faso, Burundi, Cameroon, Central African Republic, Chad, Cote d'Ivoire, Democratic Republic of Congo, Djibouti, Egypt, Ghana, Guinea, Kenya, Lesotho, Libya, Madagascar , Malawi, Mali, Mauritania, Mauritius, Morocco, Mozambique, Namibia, Niger, Nigeria, Rwanda, Senegal, Sierra Leone , South Africa, Sudan, Swaziland, Tanzania, Tunisia, Uganda, Zambia, Zimbabwe.2 More than half of these countries are Least Developed Countries. LDCs are 70% rural. They’re farming countries, in need of fair trade, living wage farm prices, to stimulate their economies.

 In the document, the Africa Group stated:  “The problems which African countries encounter in taking effective policy measures for alleviation of poverty and for improving living conditions in rural areas are compounded by the long term trend of declining prices of primary agricultural commodities and their volatility which adversely affect both producers and exporters.”  Note here that it first emphasizes long term “declining” prices, then adds the part about “volatility.”  Part of volatility refers to high prices, especially when they arrive rapidly.

 Quoting GATT, the Africa Group document highlights “action through international arrangements ‘to stabilize and improve conditions of world markets’ in commodities,” including “measures ‘designed to attain stable, equitable and remunerative prices for exports of such products’....”

 The document further focuses on the problem where “the distortion of prices is the result of oversupply ... in international markets.”  Solutions can be found involving “the producing countries themselves” in “management of supplies ... through control over production and/or imposition of restrictions on exports.”  They then call for legal clarification to help in the achievement of supply management under GATT.

 NFFC with the Africa Group In recognizing the problem of long term declining farm prices, the Africa Group is speaking the same language as the National Family Farm Coalition in the U.S.3 In fact, these concerns have been part of the US family farm justice movement throughout history. Most recently, since the 1950s, the National Farmers Organization was formed around this very issue. NFO protested against the lowering of price floors and reduction supply management in the U.S.4 These policies started in 1953. Price floors for major commodities were lowered from 1953-1995 and then eliminated, along with supply reduction programs.5 Also eliminated in 1995 were topside programs for reserve supplies to be paced on the market when prices rise too high. 

 Because the US has long been the dominant farm commodity exporter,6 we’ve been the price leader for major commodities.7 We can set world prices. For corn and soybean market shares, for example, we’ve been bigger than the Middle East in oil.8 

On the other hand, the major farm commodities lack price responsiveness on both supply and demand sides.9 That’s the economic cause of the low farm prices we’ve usually had for 140 years.10 Free markets don’t work very well at all for farm commodities. Prices and supplies don’t self correct very quickly or very much at all under most market conditions for the groups of major commodities grown in the various regions of the US. When prices are low, people don’t eat 4, 5, 6 meals per day, and farmers don’t stop planting all of their farms. Farmers still have whole farm costs to cover, like property taxes. 

 For this reason, the policies of NFFC’s Food from Family Farms Act are needed (price floors and ceilings, supply management, including reserve supplies).11  These were the programs of the New Deal, and the Steagall Amendment of 1941.  The US had fair trade, living wage farm prices every year 1942-1952.  The recent higher prices aren’t nearly as high as the true fair trade prices of that era.  Adjusted for inflation, the average of yearly average prices 2007-10, $4.00, for example, is less than one fourth the average yearly price for 1947, $17.37 (in 2010 dollars).12  The reduction and elimination of these programs is a major policy cause for the low farm prices on world markets that caused poverty in the countries of the Africa Group.  

 The solidarity between the US family farm justice movement and the nations of Africa is surely confirmed by the similar relationship between NFFC and La Via Campesina.  Via Campesina’s major policy document shows strong support for the approach of NFFC, as my blog “Via Campesina with NFFC: Support for Fair Farm Prices” documents.13

 EWG Misunderstands the Policy Concerns of the Africa Group A recent press release from the Environmental Working Group and ActionAid14 introduces a map15 of global “hot spots” in the global food crisis. This is surely a well-intended and useful tool. In the analysis of the food crisis, however, recent higher farm prices are identified as causes, but not the long history of low prices. No support is given for the major concern of the Africa Group regarding “the long term trend of declining prices of primary agricultural commodities,” the long term contributor to their poverty that they emphasized in the document cited here. Just the opposite is the focus of EWG and ActionAid: a push for a return to much lower farm prices. No standard of fair trade, living wage farm prices, neither too high nor too low, is even suggested.

 We’ve seen that the global food poverty crisis involves a raging dilemma. First, almost nonstop for nearly 60 years, farm commodity prices have declined.16 From 1998-2005, then, we had 8 of the 10 lowest corn prices in recorded history, for example (back to 1866).17 This was devastating to developing farming countries like those in the Africa Group. Only occasionally during this 60 years of increasing devastation, (for a few years during the 1970s, during 1996, and again for the past four years,) have farm prices been much higher. 

 EWG and ActionAid correctly tell us how “In all but three of the countries highlighted by the map [as “high-risk”], average income is just $2 a day and people spend at least 55 percent of their income on food.”18 That is, they tell us how desperate the poverty is. What they fail to do is give us any hint of the long term causes of that incredibly severe poverty in these farming countries over the past 60 years. EWG and ActionAid make no mention of support for the market management tools of NFFC, not even for topside price ceilings and reserve supplies that are related to the one side of the dilemma which they address. EWG supported none of these policies in work on the 2008 farm bill. Today EWG reports that they have an email list of 1,000,000 addresses.19 They’re ready for advocacy. Africa, beware!

 The Call for Low Prices and Overproduction to Run Farmers Off of the Land The US family farm justice movement has been fighting agribusiness exploitation for well over the past 50 years, and also back prior to the New Deal. One example of the agribusiness mindset is the document, “An Adaptive Program for Agriculture,” from the Committee for Economic Development, a think tank with 200 corporate members.20 That program called for a drastic lowering of price floors on corn, rice, cotton, wheat and other commodities, in order to run “one third” of US farmers off of the land “in a period of not more than five years.”21 That was the goal for the decade, and they complimented themselves in a 1974 report for accomplishing their goals, through the US Congress. That didn’t just hurt US farmers. It hurt farmers all over the world. That was a policy cause for the “long term trend of declining prices” that has played a major role in food poverty all across Africa.

 By getting rid of farmers, CED directly helped the agribusiness output complex to buy farm commodities for cheaper and cheaper prices, thus implicitly subsidizing them. They also helped the CAFO complex, by giving cornfed livestock an advantage over grassfed. This took livestock off the land, and took both flexibility and this value added income away from farmers. CED helped the agribusiness input complex by helping them to sell more products to farmers, as set aside programs were reduced and eliminated, and as livestock pastures and hay and straw fields were plowed up for row crop production. Along the way, in driving so many farmers off of the land and into cities in the US, the CED also helped to drive down urban wages.

 Today agribusiness is fighting against the higher prices we’ve had for a few years. They are calling for all out production to “feed the world,” to save places like Africa from food shortages. The main 60-year (or 140 years in the US,) problem has been world food surpluses, however, not food shortages. We don’t ever want world food shortages, of course, but we must take a balanced approach, with both topside and bottom side protections.

 The question of agribusiness, “Can we feed the world?” is the wrong question for addressing the root causes of the food poverty crisis. Instead we must ask: How can we end food poverty? The countries of the Africa Group are farming countries. They need the economic stimulus, the wealth and jobs multiplication of fair trade, living wage farm prices. They also need major assistance to overcome the devastating poverty from nearly 60 years of declining farm prices. Part of that assistance must be food aid to prevent people from starving while farm prices are higher.22 In calling for increased supply and lower prices for Africa and LDC countries everywhere, agribusiness is really repeating the old arguments of the CED report. They see LDCs, with their large number of farmers, as places where they can sell more inputs, take away more of value added livestock, and help keep global farm prices cheap to bolster their profits. They can replace millions of African farmers with pesticides. They can replace tons of free livestock manure with fertilizer sales. They can replace nitrogen from powerful legumes like berseem clover hay fields in resource conserving crop rotations (in livestock systems), with annhydrous ammonia that they sell. They can make Africa dependent upon the GMOs that they alone control. At the same time, they can drive millions of farmers off of the land and into the urban ghettos, where they can drive down urban wage levels.

Even if high food prices are bad, low food prices are worse – the aff creates more African poverty
Williams, 11 - Former farm organizer and farm policy staff for Iowa CCI and rep to regional Sustainable Ag Working Group, Iowa farmer in organic transition, wrote staff manuals on commodity title in 1990s, on the National Family Farm Coalition board. (Brad, “WTO Africa Group with NFFC, Not EWG: The Position of the Africa Group on Farm Prices” 4/1/11, ZCommunications, http://mobile.zcommunications.org/wto-africa-group-with-nffc-not-ewg-by-brad-wilson)//GP
You don’t fix 60 years of decline, a quarter century solid devastation from below cost farm export dumping in a few years. The decades of US farm export dumping have fostered and contributed to numerous other economic, political, technological, environmental and social problems. We lost money on US farm exports for a quarter century, pumping billions of dollars of below cost farm commodities out to other countries. As the document from the Africa Group makes clear. Those practices did not “save” Africa. They drove it ever deeper into poverty.

 EWG and ActionAid, in also calling for more production and lower prices, in also asking “How can we feed the world?” are also putting Africa at risk. A few years of higher prices have had a devastating impact around the world, that is one pole of the raging dilemma of the global food poverty crisis. Yes, they’re correct about that. That is one part of the problem. What they miss is the other pole, the one prioritized by the Africa Group in 2006, the nearly 60 year decline in the prices of farm commodities. Food sovereignty arrives only when we manage this dilemma well.
Free trade is specifically bad for small farmers – they can’t compete with low food prices 

James 05- is the is the Director of International Programs of Center for Economic and Policy Research in Washington, DC, an independent, nonpartisan think tank that was established to promote democratic debate on the most important economic and social issues that affect people's lives (Deborah, “Food Security, Farming, and the WTO and CAFTA”, Global Exchange, 3/11/2005, http://www.globalexchange.org/resources/wto/agriculture)//GP
Corporations have also lobbied to abolish traditional anti-monopoly regulations called competition policies. Without competition policies, corporate farms have bought up small farms, creating giant conglomerates that operate in multiple countries. Because of this, agricultural exports from the U.S. to Mexico, for example, are often between two subsidiaries of the same multinational parent company. This integration allows corporations to sell and buy within the same parent company, manipulating the market and gouging independent producers. Like NAFTA and the WTO, CAFTA and the FTAA would further undermine anti-trust laws, encouraging further monopolistic control of agricultural markets and putting downward pressure on global agricultural prices.
Global Commodities Crisis Over the past decade, the U.S. government abolished its supply management program, which caused agricultural oversupply that led to a price collapse. To bail out the system, as noted above, the government instituted subsidies to farmers, which actually benefit multinational corporations by keeping prices low while taxpayers foot the bill. This has led to a global depression in commodities prices. In fact, the prices that farmers receive today for their crops are likely to be well below the cost of production, causing millions of farmers to lose their land and others to go further and further into debt. The greatest threat to the livelihood of small farmers in both the developed and developing world is low commodity prices. 
Dumping The result of these policies has been a downward spiral for independent farmers, and a bonanza for multinational agribusinesses. Global corporations buy commodities from farmers at artificially low prices, subsidized by taxpayers. These same corporations then flood foreign markets with crops priced at below-market prices, called ‘dumping.’ Because the prices are so low, dumping forces smaller producers out of business and captures – unfairly – a greater share of the market for transnationals. Although it is against trade law, in practice, dumping is common.
The Institute for Agriculture and Trade Policy recently documented that U.S. corporate food dumping has risen significantly since the inception of the WTO. Agribusiness dumping of the five main commodities of wheat, soybeans, corn, cotton, and rice averaged between 10-47% below the cost of production. Family farmers have watched their incomes crash as multinational agribusinesses have expanded their markets internationally with artificially low-priced agricultural goods.
Global Corporatization of Food: the Wrong Path Transnational corporations are attempting to rewrite the rules of the global agricultural economy in order to control the entire food supply. Abolishing tariffs and quotas, increasing market concentration, and maintaining taxpayer subsidies has enabled them to create a global commodities crisis that threatens global food sovereignty. As a result, our human right to food has become dependent on multinational corporations and markets, putting small farmers out of business and increasing the risk of hunger and famine worldwide. Effects of “Free Trade” Agricultural Policies on Small Farmers and Food Security CAFTA and the FTAA would consolidate and expand free market policies that have already devastated rural communities under NAFTA and the WTO. 

Millions of small farmers suffer from poverty and malnutrition at the hands of free trade

James 05- is the is the Director of International Programs of Center for Economic and Policy Research in Washington, DC, an independent, nonpartisan think tank that was established to promote democratic debate on the most important economic and social issues that affect people's lives (Deborah, “Food Security, Farming, and the WTO and CAFTA”, Global Exchange, 3/11/2005, http://www.globalexchange.org/resources/wto/agriculture)//GP
Loss of Small Farm Income The devastation of Mexican corn farmers due to NAFTA most sharply exemplifies the horrifying effects of these policies. After NAFTA eliminated Mexican quotas for corn, artificially-priced U.S. corn flooded the market. U.S. agribusinesses typically dump corn on the Mexican market at prices 30 percent below the cost of production. Before NAFTA, Mexico only imported about 2.5 million tons of corn per year. In 2001, they imported over 6 million tons of corn. The price of Mexican corn fell 70 percent. Millions of small family corn farmers have been left without a source of income, and have been forced to abandon their communities in search of a way to feed their families. The bedrock of traditional Mexican rural life, corn farming families, have been torn apart by NAFTA.
While agreements like NAFTA and the WTO offer policies that favor agribusiness, they have been slow to address concerns of developing countries facing rock-bottom commodities prices. For example, in the WTO, African countries have raised the issue of low commodities prices in cotton, a staple of income for countries like Benin, Senegal, Mali, and Chad. Recent U.S. production of cotton has doubled, causing a world depression in cotton prices. In a July WTO meeting, the Trade Minister of Benin stated that Benin was “not prepared to accept the death of thousands of peasants as the price of a deal.”
Loss of Food Sovereignty Under free trade regimes, developing countries are unable to use traditional methods of encouraging self-sufficiency in food production, because NAFTA and the WTO, as would CAFTA, prohibit internal support programs and import controls (quotas). The result has been an increased dependence on imported staples that have to be bought on the global market instead of grown locally. Since many countries can’t afford to buy imported food, they have to increase their foreign debt or suffer increased rates of malnutrition. 
Under CAFTA, Central American countries were able to negotiate an exemption to tariff reductions only on one corn variety-- white corn. This means that protective tariffs for staple food products such as rice and beans are prohibited. The result will be that in Nicaragua, for instance, tariff-free imports of yellow corn would increase ten times their current amount in the first year of CAFTA.
Increased Food Prices Consumer prices were supposed to decline under NAFTA—yet while farmer’s commodity prices have plummeted, consumer food prices have risen in all three NAFTA countries. The U.S. consumer price index for food rose by 22 percent between 1994 and 2002. While Mexican farmers now earn 70 percent less for their corn, they pay 50 percent more for tortillas. Without domestic support for family farmers, poor countries have become increasingly dependent on food imports. Imports of agriculture products in Mexico have increased by 44 percent since NAFTA, pushing local producers out of the market. This is true for products such as: wheat, potatoes, rice, barley, coffee, milk products, sugar, fruits and many others. When exchange rates fluctuate, this can lead to a dramatic rise—sometimes a doubling or tripling—in food prices for poor consumers.
Loss of Land and Increase in Migration Under NAFTA and the WTO, over one and a half million Mexican farmers have lost their sources of income, forcing them to abandon their farms. This has created a massive farmers’ migration to big cities and other countries in search of jobs. In 2002, an average of 600 Mexicans were forced off their land each day. Annually now 500,000 Mexicans per year attempt to cross the U.S.-Mexico border to find a way to feed their families. In the past five years, 1600 Mexican migrants have died while trying to cross the U.S.-Mexico border searching for jobs. Under CAFTA, Central American corn, rice, beans, and sorghum farmers, as well as poultry, pig, cow, and dairy producers all stand to be driven off their land by cheap imports. In Guatemala alone, experts predict that CAFTA will result in the loss of 45,000 to 120,000 agricultural jobs. 
Corporate Consolidation Since NAFTA was implemented, 38,000 small farms have been lost in the United States, and 11 percent of Canadian farms have gone bankrupt. A mere 2 percent of farms in the United States control 50 percent of American agricultural sales. Over 73 percent of the nation’s farms share less than 7 percent of the market value of agricultural products, while 7.2 percent of farms receive 72 percent of the market value of products sold. Eight-two percent of U.S. corn exports are controlled by three agribusiness firms- Cargill, Archer Daniels Midland (ADM), and Zen Noh. While family farmer incomes have plummeted during the first 7 years of NAFTA, ADM’s profits went from $110 million to $301 million, while ConAgra’s grew from $143 million to $413 million. 

Declining food prices are killing the African farming industry

WTO 06 – Committee on Agriculture Special Session (“MODALITIES FOR NEGOTIATIONS ON AGRICULTURAL COMMODITY ISSUES PROPOSAL SUBMITTED BY THE AFRICAN GROUP TO THE SPECIAL SESSION OF THE COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE Communication by the African Group”, 6/07/2006, http://www.wto.org/english/forums_e/public_forum_e/comm_position_afr_group_june706.pdf)//GP


Background and Mandate The problems which African countries encounter in taking effective policy measures for alleviation of poverty and for improving living conditions in rural areas are compounded by the long term trend of declining prices of primary agricultural commodities and their volatility which adversely affect both producers and exporters. 

During the African Union Extraordinary Conference, held in Arusha on 23 November 2005, African Ministers strongly emphasized the need to address these issues within the WTO rule-based system. The Arusha Declaration and Plan of Action which were adopted at that Conference noted with concern "the lack of progress in WTO negotiations in addressing commodity-dependent producers' concerns" and stressed the "need to establish concrete modalities for addressing commodity price volatility". The need to take follow-up action for the implementation of these and other recommendations of the Arusha Declaration was subsequently endorsed and re-emphasized by the Executive Council of the African Union at its meeting held on 20-21 January 2006 in Maputo. In addition, at the recently concluded African Union Trade Ministers meeting held in Nairobi on 1214 April 2006, Ministers underscored the urgent need to establish concrete modalities to address the particular trade-related concerns of developing and least developed countries related to commodities as agreed in the Hong Kong Ministerial Declaration. 

In this context the African Group underscores the specific mandate adopted at the Hong Kong Ministerial Declaration for the negotiations on commodities. In particular, it states that in addition to intensifying the work that is being undertaken in the Committee on Trade and Development on the problems which several developing and least developed countries that are dependent on export of commodities face, as a result "of the adverse impact of the long-term decline and sharp fluctuation in the prices of these commodities", it is necessary to address the "particular trade-related concerns of developing and least-developed countries related to commodities in the course of the agriculture and NAMA negotiations."

Low Agriculture prices increase poverty 

Murphy et al 4/05 -  has worked with IATP's Trade and Global Governance team since 1997. She joined the Institute from Geneva, where she had worked for two years with the United Nations Nongovernmental Liaison Service. Before that, she worked as a policy officer with the Canadian Council for International Cooperation in Ottawa. Sophia has a degree in Politics, Philosophy and Economics from Oxford University and a master's from the London School of Economics in Social Policy and Planning in Developing Countries.  (Sophia, “Exporting Obesity” Institute for Agriculture and Trade Policy, 4/05/2012, http://www.iatp.org/documents/exporting-obesity)//GP
Decreasing commodity prices also led to the proliferation of novel products derived from them, such as high fructose syrup from corn, and hydrogenated vegetable oil from soybeans. These in turn served as inexpensive ingredients in a plethora of processed foods, usually relatively dense in calories but low in nutritive value.

Commodity overproduction and depressed prices for commodities in the U.S. led the government to seek new export markets for U.S. grains (and, more recently, U.S. meat). However, the sale overseas of U.S. commodities at prices less than the cost of domestic production—i.e., “dumping”—has been tied to the loss of economic value from agriculture in developing countries, resulting in hunger and depressed production in rural communities abroad.

Another aspect of globalization of agriculture has been the increased movement of food-related capital, technology, goods and services throughout the globe. This in turn has had a profound effect on the diet and nutrition of individuals. The so-called “nutrition transition” in developing countries is characterized by a shift toward an increased prevalence of excess caloric intake and its associated non-communicable chronic diseases in countries where, until very recently, chronic hunger and malnutrition were the dominant food-related concerns.

increasing poverty increases famine

Low Agriculture prices directly affects local farmers – that threatens the food security of many nations 

James 05- is the is the Director of International Programs of Center for Economic and Policy Research in Washington, DC, an independent, nonpartisan think tank that was established to promote democratic debate on the most important economic and social issues that affect people's lives (Deborah, “Food Security, Farming, and the WTO and CAFTA”, Global Exchange, 3/11/2005, http://www.globalexchange.org/resources/wto/agriculture)//GP

The impact of the WTO and other free trade agreements in agriculture has been to eliminate so-called “barriers to trade,” such as supply management, price controls, and tariffs and quotas, while maintaining practices that favor multinational corporations, such as subsidies and market concentration.
Eliminating Tariffs
One of the main targets of free trade liberalization is tariffs, or taxes on imports. Many countries maintain high tariffs on imported agricultural products to protect their local industries. If an import has a tax that a local product doesn’t, the imported product becomes more expensive than the local product. For example, Mexico has always maintained high tariffs on corn imports, in order to protect small family corn farmers against a flood of cheap imports from industrialized countries. This is a basic strategy used by governments around the world to help guarantee food security through local food production and promote the local economy over foreign competition. Much of the negotiations in free trade agreements involve reducing tariffs.
Eliminating Quotas
Another top goal of free-trade proponents is to eliminate quotas, or limits on the total amount of imports of a particular commodity. For example, the U.S. maintains quotas on the amount of sugar that companies can import, in order to protect the U.S. sugar industry from foreign competition. Opening up the U.S. sugar industry to higher quotas for Central American sugar producers is a controversial keystone of CAFTA.
But many mostly smaller, agricultural nations maintain quotas on basic products like rice, corn, or other basic grains, that are essential to food security and the livelihoods of their rural populations. For these least-developed countries, eliminating tariffs or quotas puts their rural majority at risk of hunger and starvation as they lose their source of income and access to their own food production. Least-developed nations have formed an alliance in the WTO to advocate for the exemption of products vital to food security, called Strategic and Special Products, from tariff and quota elimination.


Can’t solve food prices
ALT Causes to high food prices – means low exports won’t solve

Caldwell 11- CAP’s Director of Policy for Agriculture, Trade & Energy, looks at strategies to address rising food prices, in this cross-post. (Jake, “Time to act on food insecurity”, 3/07/2011, http://thinkprogress.org/climate/2011/03/07/207643/time-to-act-on-food-insecurity/?mobile=nc)//GP

Of course, rising oil prices also are driving food prices higher. Oil and fossil fuels are a significant agricultural input cost, from fertilizer and crop production, to fuel to drive machinery for farmers and producers. The price of oil also has an impact on the cost of storage and transportation of food around the world. As oil prices rise, inflationary pressures send food prices soaring in both developing countries and the United States.

This is why the United States also must reduce its dependence on foreign oil. The United States must maintain and increase efforts to improve fuel efficiency, invest in non-fossil fuel based research and transportation infrastructure, and bring advanced biofuels to commercial scale. And in light of current ethanol policy and the growing competition for grain, there is a need in the United States to transition beyond corn as a biofuels feedstock and strive to produce advanced biofuels that deliver measurable life cycle greenhouse gas reductions, utilize non-food based feedstocks grown in closed tanks or on semi-arable land that does not compete with food or feed.

Finally, the United States needs to take the lead in combatting shortsighted government and private-sector actions such as government food-export bans and the hoarding of tight supplies. Prohibiting the export of essential staples and the secretive stockpiling of grain supplies are government practices that must end. In addition, subsidies and tariffs in developed countries, and barriers to trade between developing countries must be eliminated.

Alt Causes to rising food prices – Speculation 

Levitt, 11  - deputy Editor at The Ecologist, MSN Environment editor at Microsoft, Senior Reporter at Farmers Guardian UBM media (Tom, “Banks should end 'secretive' trade in food commodities”, 9/13/11,

http://www.theecologist.org/News/news_analysis/1045181/banks_should_end_secretive_trade_in_food_commodities.html)//GP

Speculators have swamped the food commodities sector over the last five years causing increasingly volatile prices for key staples like wheat and maize, according to a new report by the World Development Movement (WDM). Commodities markets were primarily meant to help producers and buyers find a fair market price for the product through so-called futures contracts. For example a buyer of wheat, such as a bread manufacturer, could protect itself against wheat prices going up in future years by buying a corn futures contact to guarantee itself a stable price. This is known as hedging. However, over the last decade there has been a surge in interest in buying and selling these futures contracts from people with no interest or connection to agriculture or the food sector. These investors are known as speculators. Speculators do not have any commercial interest in the commodity they are trading - unlike bread manufacturer they are not looking to take delivery of any wheat any time soon. Their only ambition is to make a profit from the changing prices over the lifetime of these food futures contracts.
Speculators swamp market In the last five years financial speculators have more than doubled their investment in the food commodity sector from $65 billion in 2006 to $126 billion in 2011, say WDM. In some markets, such as wheat, they now control more than 60 per cent of the market. WDM say this has led to prices no longer being driven by supply and demand for food, but instead by the mood of speculators and the performance of their other investments. It has also caused a rise in herd behaviour, when traders follow the actions of a larger group rather than acting independently and rationally. This has resulted in volatile price swings, seen during 2008/9 and 2010/11. The rapid rise in the price of key food commodities such as wheat and maize in the last six months of 2010 pushed 44 million people into extreme poverty, says the report, with the price of food now 55 per cent higher in less industrialised countries than it was 4 years ago. As well as forcing people to eat less nutritious and cheap foods, it also means poor families have less money to spend on healthcare and education for their children. The World Bank and the UN Food and Agricultural Organisation (FAO) are among others who have blamed food speculation, in part, for food price rises. The FAO said last year that prices, 'might have been amplified by speculators in organised futures markets.' However, it has argued that some speculation may be useful in helping markets function. 

Alt causes - overpopulation
Vidal, 2011 –Environment Editor for the The Guardian and expert on new Europe and development (John, “High Food Prices are Here to Stay—and Here’s Why”, The Guardian, July 16, 2011, http://www.guardian.co.uk/lifeandstyle/2011/jul/17/food-prices-rise-commodities)//MM

Globally, the UN also sees food prices rising over the next 10 years as higher energy and fertiliser costs affect farmers. In a recent report, the UN said it expected cereal prices to be 20% higher on average, compared with the previous decade, while meat prices would be up to 30% higher.

Inevitably this will hit the poorest the most. In Britain, families spend around 15% of their budget on food. In developing countries, this rises to 50% or more. In Lusaka, Zambia, where the Jesuit Centre for Theological Reflection in Lusaka, Zambia has tracked food prices since 1991, many staples are at historically high levels, having risen 50-75% since 2006. The World Bank said last month that 44 million extra people have been forced into extreme poverty since last June by food inflation. Lester Brown, head of the Washington-based Earth Policy Institute, sees demand rising as the world population grows by 89 million a year and political unrest increases. "Historically, price spikes tended to be almost exclusively due to bad weather, but today, they are driven by both increasing demand and decreasing ability to supply. With a rapidly expanding global population demanding to be fed, crop-withering temperatures and exhausted aquifers are making it difficult to increase production," he says.

"Until recently, sudden price surges didn't matter as much, as they were followed by a return to the relatively low food prices that shaped the political stability of the late 20th century across much of the globe. But now both the causes and consequences are ominously different. Get ready, farmers and foreign ministers alike, for a new era in which world food scarcity increasingly shapes global politics."

Britain is sensitive to world commodity price shocks because we import nearly all our fruit, half our vegetables and much of the other commodities we eat. Government has argued strongly that it expects food prices to remain low and that cheap imports and the global trading system will best serve people's needs. But as the era of cheap food ends, so the need to rethink our supplies becomes urgent.

Alt causes – oil dependence
Watts, 2011 –Asia Environment Correspondent for the The Guardian, (Jonathan, “Middle East Unrest Adds Pressure on World Food Prices”, The Guardian, February 22, 2011, http://www.guardian.co.uk/environment/2011/feb/22/middle-east-protest-food-prices)//MM

The fate of Colonel Gaddafi in Libya and the price of a loaf of bread in Europe may not at first glance have an awful lot to do with one another. Similarly, not many people would link the fall of Hosni Mubarak with the cost of a bowl of rice in China.

But the revolts in Libya and Egypt are not just driving regime change in the Middle East, they may well add to the already intense pressure on global food prices.

The missing link is oil, which hit a has new two-and-a-half year high and today topped $108 (£67) a barrel due to the instability in Libya – which has Africa's biggest crude reserves. The price is moving closer to therecord levels of more than $147 (£91), reached just before the financial crash in 2008.

That will be of little surprise to car drivers, who in recent decades have grown used to the correlation between peace and conflict in the Arab world and the troughs and peaks of the price they pay at the pumps.
But in the longer term, the impact may also be evident on the dinner table because the zigs and zags of oil prices are increasingly being followed by grain.

Two links are apparent. First, modern agriculture is massively dependent on fossil fuels, which are used for farm machinery, fertiliser production and crop transportation. Secondly, the rise of biofuels means that many food crops are in direct competition for land with ethanol plantations.

The relationship is not necessarily one-way, particularly when other climate factors are at play. The recent surge in wheat, corn and soy prices - which prompted UN warnings of approaching danger levels - was also due to last year's dry spell in Russia and floods in Australia. The most recent increase was attributed to a drought in China that threatens the winter wheat crop.

But whether it is climate change or social protest that shakes the commodity markets, the jolts appear to affect the values of both kilowatts and calories – albeit sometimes with a slight lag. Different forms of energy consumption are converging – as well as growing – thanks to a rising global population and the increasing affluence of emerging economies like China and India.

That should prove food for thought as we watch the compelling spectacle of change in the Middle East. Egypt nudged prices upwards (due more to the importance of the Suez canal to tanker traffic than its own oil output). Libya, the world's 12th biggest oil exporter at 1.1m barrels per day, adds momentum.

If these countries stabilise, the impact may be limited. If the unrest spreads to bigger oil producers, such as Saudi Arabia or Iran, expect further spikes not just of oil but of food.

Shocks and inequality make any solvency temporary and unstable

Fowkes, 2012—PhD candidate in the African Studies Program and an instructor of comparative politics at SAIS [The Paul H. Nitze School of Advanced International Studies] (David, “High Food Prices and Economic Growth”, SAISPHERE, January 5, 2012, http://media.sais-jhu.edu/saisphere/article/high-food-prices-and%C2%A0economic-growth)//MM

There are also, however, two important problems with growth based on agricultural products. The first and simplest is that monoculture economies are vulnerable to shocks, which may also have ruinous political consequences, as Côte d’Ivoire has shown in its fall from breadbasket to basket case, which began in the 1980s with a crash in cocoa prices. The second is the connection between agriculture and inequality. If a Jeffersonian model of yeomen farmers is viable, this need not be the case. But if economies of scale—or crude power politics—dominate, we should expect rising agricultural prices to enrich a small land-owning minority. Why should capital get the rewards and not labor? As economist Arthur Lewis long ago explained, the reserve army of labor waiting in rural areas has a marginal productivity close to zero, which helps explain why so many people have flocked to cities. The combination of unevenly distributed land with plentiful labor and high food prices will drive inequality to extremes—just the mechanism the economic historian John Coatsworth used to explain the 19th-century origins of high inequality in Latin America.

We have returned to the world of the late 19th century, where growing food for export to industrial countries is a highly profitable endeavor. The intervening century has been marked by disdain for agriculture and a passion for industry, with results ranging from the heroic (South Korea) to the farcical (Nigeria). But perhaps figuring out the best way to industrialize is no longer the philosopher’s stone of development studies. Were a great dissident economist like Raúl Prebisch to be reborn, he would surely champion comparative advantage and agriculture—a mix that is once again working for his homeland, Argentina.

solvency answers
Neg—Solvency

They don’t solve—equipment shortages means dredging is impossible even with funding

Buchanan 6/26—M.A. from Cornell University in agricultural economics (Susan, “Industry Looks to RAMP Act to Meet Dredging Needs”, June 26, 2012, http://www.marinelink.com/news/industry-dredging-looks345783.aspx)//chm
“We're expecting to see a slight rise in the river this summer and more dredging will be required then,” Lorino said. “We have all the funds we need but don't have adequate equipment for the channel at this time.” Lorino said equipment is always a problem. “There isn't enough of it across the country,” he noted. “And if the HMTF starts to be used for its intended purposes, we'll need a lot more equipment,” he said, referring to the RAMP Act that Congress is now considering. Duffy said “there are only ten hopper dredges in the nation--including dredges owned by the Army Corps and industry--that can work in the lower Mississippi River. And that equipment is also needed to restore and deepen drafts of coastal ports in other areas.” Meanwhile, “in the Great Lakes, they use different types of dredging equipment than on the LMR,” he said.

Protectionism and mercantilism are inevitable

Lincicome, 6/12--international trade attorney with White & Case, LLP.  senior trade policy adviser for Senator John McCain’s Presidential campaign. BA in Political Science from the University of Virginia and a JD from the University's School of Law. (Scott, “Is Missing American Trade Leadership Beginning to Bear Protectionist Fruit? (Hint: Kinda Looks Like It)”,  JUNE 12, 2012, http://lincicome.blogspot.com/2012/06/is-missing-american-trade-leadership.html)/chm

Over the past few years, I and several other US trade-watchers have lamented the United States' dwindling leadership on global trade and economic issues and warned of that trend's troubling potential ramifications. It appears that at least one of our breathless predictions may finally be coming true. Starting in mid-2009 - when it became depressingly clear that the Obama administration viewed trade in mostly political terms and thus would not be advancing a robust, proactive free trade agenda - we free traders expressed grave concern that US recalcitrance could harm not only US companies and workers, but also the entire global free trade system. As I explained in a 2009 oped urging the President to adopt a robust pro-trade agenda (as outlined in this contemporary Cato Institute paper): Since the 1940s, the US has led the charge to remove international barriers to goods, services and investment. The result: a global trade explosion that has enriched American families, spurred innovation, enhanced our security and helped millions escape poverty. Every US president since Herbert Hoover has championed free trade because of its proven benefits.... Because of today's rules-based multilateral trading system and the interdependence of global markets, US fecklessness on trade shouldn't lead to devastating protectionism akin to the Smoot-Hawley-induced tariff wars of the 1930s. But it's still a problem. In 2008, global trade contracted for the first time since 1982, and protectionist pressures abound. The WTO's Doha Round is comatose, even though an ambitious deal could inject US$2 trillion into the reeling global economy. Considering the US has steered every major trade initiative in modern history, any chance for significant progress on trade will disappear without strong American leadership - in word and deed. Since that time, the President has clearly not taken free traders' advice. The WTO's Doha Round is dead, despite a pretty good opportunity to force the issue back in late 2010. The Obama administration took three years to implement already-dusty FTAs with Korea, Panama and Colombia and actually insisted on watering the deals down with new protectionist provisions in order to finally agree to move them. And while countries around the world are signing new trade agreements left and right, we've signed exactly zero and have eschewed important new participants and demanded absurd domestic protectionism in the one agreement that we are negotiating (the TPP). Meanwhile, on the home front the President has publicly championed mercantilism, as his minions quietly pursued myriad efforts to restrict import competition and consumer freedom, embraced competitive devaluation and maintained WTO-illegal policies (while publicly denouncing protectionism, of course). Pretty stark when you lay it all out like that, huh? Despite this depressing state of affairs, it did not appear that the United States' diversion from its long free trade legacy had resulted in a tangible increase in global protectionism (although the death of Doha certainly isn't a good thing). Unfortunately, a new blog post from the FT's Alan Beattie indicates that those chickens may finally be coming home to roost: One of the very few bright spots in governments’ generally grim recent performance of managing the world economy has been that trade protectionism, rampant during the Great Depression, has been relatively absent. That may no longer be the case. The WTO, fairly sanguine about the use of trade barriers over the past few years, warns today that things are getting worrying. The EU made a similar point yesterday. And this monitoring service has been pointing out for a long time that a lot of the new forms of protectionism aren’t counted under the traditional categories, thanks to gaping holes in international trade law. After glancing at the bi-partisan protectionism on display in the 2012 US presidential campaign, Beattie concludes that, on the global trade stage, "things are looking scarier than they have for a while." I'm certainly inclined to agree, and one need only look South to Brazil's frighteningly rapid transition from once-burgeoning free trade star to economically-stagnant, unabashed protectionist to see a scary example of why. And while I agree with Beattie that the world still isn't likely to descend into a 1930s-style trade war - we can thank the WTO and the proliferation of free market economics for that - the rising specter of global protectionism is undoubtedly distressing. And, of course, it has risen just as America's free trade leadership has faded away. Now, as we all know, correlation does not necessarily mean causation, and it's frankly impossible to know just how much the dearth of US trade leadership has actually affected global trade policies. But I think it's pretty safe to say that it certainly hasn't helped matters. Just ask yourself this: how can the US admonish Brazil or any other country about its distressing mercantilism when the President is himself routinely preaching - and his administration is busy implementing - similar policies? How can we decry the global "currency wars" when we're discretely advocating a similar strategy? How can we push back against nations' increasing use of market-distorting subsidies or regulatory protectionism when we're....

