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1NC Shell – Military Presence is both personnel and infrastructure

A.  Interpretation – Military presence is both troops and infrastructure combined.

Barry M. Blechman et al, President of DFI International, Spring, 1997, Strategic Review, p.14

Given its multifaceted nature, neither practitioners nor scholars have yet settled on a single definition of presence.  Technically, the term refers to both a military posture and a military objective.  This study uses the term “presence” to refer to a continuum of military activities, from a variety of interactions during peacetime to crisis response involving both forces on the scene and those based in the United States.  Our definition follows that articulated by the U.S. Joint Chiefs of Staff: “Presence is the totality of U.S. instruments of power deployed overseas (both permanently and temporarily) along with the requisite infrastructure and sustainment capabilities."

B.  Violation

The Aff only removes troops from _____

The Aff only removes bases from ______

The Aff only removes weapons from_________

C. Standards

1.  When only removing one aspect of military presence the affirmative explodes the topic because they can write any plan that removes only troops or bases or weapons or private military companies.  This makes the limits unpredictable, placing a huge research burden on the neg and creating bad ground. Possible aff cases under the Affirmative Interpretation:  Terminate mission, but not remove troops.  Withdraw troops, but leaving military assets.  Redeploy troops to another base (inside or outside the country).  Removing drones, but leaving bases, etc.

2.  Our definition provides best predictable limits by removing all infrastructures of specific topic countries, this lightens the negatives research burden and increases clash in the debate increasing education.  

3.  Over – limiting is the best because it increases the depth of the education we obtain and allows for better decision making skills when picking an affirmative case.

4.  Our definition is preferable because it is articulated by the U.S. Joint Chiefs of Staff and contains reference to the military.

5.  The Aff prevents us from running country specific D/As by claiming they are only a specific part of the military.

D. Voter of fairness and education based on competing interpretations. 

Counter Plan

Text: The United States federal government should enter in binding consultation with Kuwait over the removal of troops from Kuwait
1.  Binding consultation others allows them to be incorporated into the decision making process and increases relations 
Mathias Albert, David Jacobson, Yosef Lapid, Full Professor of Political Science, Faculty of Sociology, Bielefeld University;

Honorary Professor at Arhus University, 2001(P6. 53-55, Identities, borders, orders: rethinking international relations theory)
Any category of difference presumes a category (or in Gramscian terms, a hegemonic identity) of sameness against which difference is measured. Race, ethnicity, and even gender are identity categories that are significant not because of something intrinsic but because of the significance attached to their difference in contrast with a privileged identity. Theorizing about identity, therefore, reveals the cognitive underpinning of "us" and "them" as bases for political ac​tion and, we will argue, for legal regulation. Theorizing about iden​tities is further complicated by the fact that identities demarcate psychological rather than territorial space and can be overlapping and intersecting, as well as exclusive (Burton 1984). While attention has been paid to the construction of "otherness" and the conse​quences of exclusivity for "others," there has been less interest in ex​ploring the significance of "sameness" as a construction with moral consequences (Wilmer 1993)- The significance attached to socially constructed sameness provides the foundation for moral boundaries chat encompass communities of obligation based on reciprocity and fairness.2 First, an explanation of "moral community." We use the term much as do those who focus on moral exclusion (Opotow 1990). It does not connote agreement about a particular moral or ethical code, but rather the belief among members that they are obligated to treat one another on the basis of reciprocity of obligation. Legal philoso​phers argue about reciprocity as a basis for legal obligation, and we agree with those who see it as an antecedent to legal obligations in a liberal society (Luhmann 1972). Moral communities may be formal (legal), informal (normative), or both. An informal moral community, such as a kinship group, is a "community of caring" whose mem​bers feel an obligation to care for one another's well-being and view harm that comes to any member as harming all members. The rhetoric of kinship is often evoked as an imaginary of citizenship in order to legitimate the state as a moral community in matters of common de​fense. Whether the solidarity that forms the basis for moral commu-nity is constructed in terms of class, ethnicity, gender, nationhood, citizenship, kinship, or as the family or community of civilized states, all forms of reciprocal obligation share the presumed or socially constructed bond of sameness as their basis. For this reason, moral communities also function to exclude "others" from obligations of reciprocity and fairness. By demarcating inclusion on the basis of sameness and exclusion on the basis of difference, moral communities designate boundaries of inside and outside according to which justice is distributed. This applies both to the distribution of justice internationally and inter​nally within a community. One widely accepted internal boundary is illustrated by the allocation of rights and responsibilities on the basis of age—the full range of rights and responsibilities of citizen​ship do not attach to members of a society until they reach an age of majority or moral competence. Individuals are presumed to mature from childhood into adulthood as morally competent members or a society, at which time they are expected to understand the ethical implications of the rights and responsibilities of citizenship. The adult as morally competent/child as morally incompetent relationship was reproduced both internationally as well as in settler-indigenous rela-tions in the normative construction of colonialism and the "civiliz​ing mission" or "white man's burden," where non-Western peoples were placed under the colonial tutelage of European imperialists (Wilmer 1993; Doty 1996). Similarly, the marginalization of women in patriarchal societies is predicated on the assumption of women's moral inferiority to men, reflected again in language that character​izes women in relation to men as children to adults.

Kuwait Relations
Kuwait and U.S. relations are high now
	

	


KUNA, 12/6/2009 (Eman Al-Awadhi , US committed to advancing relations with Kuwait – Poneman, http://www.kuna.net.kw/NewsAgenciesPublicSite/ArticleDetails.aspx?id=2044840&Language=en)

KUWAIT, Dec 6 (KUNA) -- US President Barack Obamas commitment to advancing relations with Kuwait is an "important" one, and we are looking to strengthen and expand these relations as we proceed, said US Deputy Secretary of Energy Daniel B. Poneman on Sunday. "I think that the commitment that President Obama made to the advanced of relations between our nations in terms of mutual interests and mutual values is a very important one," he told KUNA prior to his departure from the country. "(This commitment) sets the context for a relationship that we’ve got between Kuwait and the United States that’s got a very strong security element, a very robust energy element, and we are looking to strengthen and continue to expand as we proceed," he added. 
Disregarding Kuwait in regional issues implies a subordination status for Kuwait – tanking relations

Terril, Middle East Specialist for the Strategic Studies Institute, 07
(Andrew, Strategic Studies Institute, “KUWAITI NATIONAL SECURITY

AND THE U.S.-KUWAITI STRATEGIC RELATIONSHIP AFTER SADDAM”
Another problem that has sometimes bothered Kuwaitis is the perception that the United States does not make a serious effort to consult them or their Gulf neighbors on regional issues. Pique over this issue was apparent in a remark by Kuwaiti Foreign Minister Mohammad Sabah stating, “Yes we are allies of the U.S. but we are not its puppies . . . . Our interests compel transparency in delivering our concerns . . . and to cooperate with the U.S. only where this is needed.”189 This demand for respect is especially compelling since it comes from one of Kuwait’s most pro-American political figures. The Kuwaitis have also made it clear that they do not like to be harshly scolded by the United States over such issues as the price of fuel for the U.S. military. The Kuwaitis supplied free fuel to the military during the 2003 war against Saddam, but did request payment for some fuel at a preferential rate of $21 per barrel as the conflict in Iraq continued. The U.S. leadership agreed to pay $7 per barrel, but they did so 58 only after the Kuwaiti leadership received a letter from the U.S. Department of Defense (DoD) scolding them for their ingratitude for the 1991 liberation.190 This matter could have been settled satisfactorily without such harshness which is often more painful when a powerful state addresses a weaker ally, since it implies a subordinate status relationship.

US-Kuwait relations are important-Iraqi instability, and civil war.

Terril, Middle East Specialist for the Strategic Studies Institute, 07

(Andrew, Strategic Studies Institute, “KUWAITI NATIONAL SECURITY

AND THE U.S.-KUWAITI STRATEGIC

RELATIONSHIP AFTER SADDAM” http://www.strategicstudiesinstitute.army.mil/pdffiles/pub788.pdf.)

This monograph notes that the United States can, if insufficiently careful, neglect the Kuwaiti relationship and fail to adequately consult the leadership and take Kuwaiti interests into account. Kuwaitis have the potential to become more jaded and less cooperative in their relations with the United States if they view themselves as taken for granted or dealt with as subordinates. The United States has a long history of resentful allies carefully measuring the degree of cooperation they will give in return for security guarantees. There is no need for this to occur with Kuwait. Moves to strengthen U.S.-Kuwait relations thus become important and may become especially vital if setbacks in Iraq eventually prompt a U.S. withdrawal under less than optimal conditions. Strong efforts should be made to prevent sectarian warfare in Iraq from spreading to Kuwait under such scenarios. Such efforts may require a great deal of new and creative thinking by both Kuwaitis and Americans as the threat of a conventional Iraq attack has now been overshadowed by the dangers of spillover from an Iraqi civil war, new and deadlier terrorism, and large- scale subversion. 
CMR DA

Obama’s cabinet decisions rebuilt CMR

Desch, 09 - Robert M. Gates Chair in Intelligence and National Security Decision-Making at Texas A&M's George H. W. Bush School of Government and Public Service, (Do the troops love Obama or hate him? http://walt.foreignpolicy.com/posts/2009/03/25/obamas_civil_military_relations]

Despite the pessimistic tone of Kohn's article, he was surprisingly up-beat at our panel. The root of this optimism was his belief that both the senior military leadership and the Obama administration are eager to reestablish better relations after the acrimony of the last sixteen years. Kohn was impressed with Obama's pragmatism on this front: The new President had taken steps to cover his flank by appointing a number of retired senior officers to his cabinet and other high-level positions, including General James Jones as National Security Advisor, General Shinseki as Secretary of Veterans Affairs, and Admiral Dennis Blair as Director of National Intelligence. Also, Kohn thought that Obama's decision to keep on Robert Gates as Secretary of Defense was an astute move, not only given the secretary's success in rebuilding the bridges to the military that his predecessor burned, but also because having a Republican in this position will make it hard for Republicans to criticize Obama's draw-down in Iraq or conduct of the war in Afghanistan. Finally, at the purely atmospheric level, he commended the Obama for striking the right cord in dealing with the troops, sending the First Lady on her first official trip to visit Ft. Bragg and shying away from rekindling the military culture wars by taking a lower key approach to such hot-button issues as rescinding the gay ban. I agree with Kohn that both President Obama and the current military leadership have so far taken positive steps to try to heal the civil-military rupture. But I have an even simpler explanation for the apparent change in atmospherics: After the last eight years of the Bush administration's meddling in, and mismanagement of, military affairs, even a Democrat doesn't look too bad these days to our men and women in uniform. That's at least one thing for which we can thank the last administration. 
Without military involvement in civilian discussions, CMR deteriorates

Cohen in 97 (Eliot A. Cohen is a professor of strategic studies at the Paul H. Nitze School of Advanced International Studies, Johns Hopkins University USA, Spring 1997, Science Direct-Orbis http://www.sciencedirect.com/science?_ob=ArticleURL&_udi=B6W5V-45MCTRS-42&_user=4257664&_origUdi=B6W5V-45MCTW3-4N&_fmt=high&_coverDate=04%2F01%2F1998&_rdoc=1&_orig=article&_acct=C000022698&_version=1&_urlVersion=0&_userid=4257664&md5=ab4f40b1551d11312a3ef79a8795f60b)
The American military faced similar dilemmas after the Civil War and World War I, for a brief time after World War II, and following the Vietnam War.’ At least one lesson clearly emerged from those experiences: the military profession dare not withdraw into an ethical cocoon and take on a defensive posture. Instead, it must make a prudent and positive response to the travails imposed on it and not shrink from articulating its views in the public square. In short, senior military officers must reshape the very notion of military professionalism by candidly admitting the impact of politics on the military’s ability to do its job and daring to practice constructive political engagement. This would appear to violate the sacred code of silence by which the U.S. military is strictly apolitical, offers technical advice only, and goes out of its way to honor the principle of civilian control. But only through constructive political engagement can military professionals legitimate their role in policy debates, provide a dear boundary between defense policy and merely partisan politics, and provide the American public with a clearer understanding of military life and culture. Nor are constructive political engagement and loyalty to the country, civilian leadership, and the Constitution in any way incongruous. Indeed, such constructive political engagement, far from threatening to make the military an independent actor, presupposes that the military is dependent upon a variety of political actors and the public at large. It is because the U.S. military is under such tight civilian control that it needs to make its voice heard in civilian councils. Any number of issues might fall within the scope of constructive political engagement, but the two most critical are the so-called “democratization” of the military (the convergence or divergence between the military and society) and the problematical utility of military force in the foreign policy contingencies of the century to come. These issues are interconnected and have a profound impact on the military’s operational effectiveness, To be sure, it has been an article of faith among military professionals and civilians alike that a wall exists in America between the military and politics. But that faith is not only historically invalid, it denies current reality. The American domestic landscape and the international strategic landscape are, and have always been, politically and militarily inextricable, while the use of military force has always been shaped by political considerations. If the skill, wisdom, and experience residing in our officers corps are to be tapped by our national leadership, the military profession itself must be philosophically broadened and encouraged to involve itself judiciously in the policy arena.’ This would include the development of a more comprehensive view of politics, greater sensitivity to the realities underpinning the American political system, and more assertive presentation of the military viewpoint within the parameters of American democracy.

CMR is key to democracy 

Larry Jay Diamond, Marc F. Plattner, 1996 (Xxxiv, Civil-military relations and democracy)
These positive concomitants of democratic change, and the general progress in civil-military relations that Huntington notes in Chapter 1, do not, however, lessen the importance of a coherent reform strategy

and the difficulty of implementing it in many new and troubled democracies. Unfortunately, a number of new democracies have not made substantial progress toward consolidating democratic institutions. In those cases, public respect for parties and politicians is low, and political violence, terrorism, and insurgency invite military intervention. Such countries cannot afford to wait for military influence in politics to ebb by some "natural" historical process. Indeed, the continued involvement of the military in politics and social life may be intimately bound up with other obstacles to democratic consolidation. By acting positively, through a coherent incremental strategy, to reform civil-military relations, such democracies may realize more general improve​ments in their political institutions and legitimacy. Even where, as in Chile, democracy is generally performing well in most respects, the autonomous power of the military may persist as an isolated but significant affliction, diminishing the quality and stability of democracy.


Relations Frontline:

 Inherency 

Obama pressing for strong relations with Kuwait

Elsa Baxter, Online Editor, Construction Week at ITP United Arab Emirates, Tuesday, 04 August 2009 (Obama stresses 'strong' Kuwait relations, http://www.arabianbusiness.com/563770) 
Sheikh Sabah Al-Ahmad Al-Jaber Al-Sabah and Barack Obama met to discuss bilateral relations as well as the Middle East peace process. Following the meeting, Obama said the two nations shared strong ties which the leaders were “looking to make even stronger”, according to KUNA news agency. Obama added that Kuwait has been an "outstanding host for the United States armed forces during its operations in Iraq." According to the agency the President stressed "not only our gratitude to Kuwait but also our ongoing commitment to Kuwait's security.” Sheikh Sabah said: "I affirmed to President Obama that we are interested in bringing about peace for the Middle East.” The Emir said it was in the interests of the region that a solution for the Arab Peace Initiative be found, but he stressed that Kuwait would only “implement this peace initiative when Israel implements and fulfills its obligations.” 

Troops Key

Kuwait needs the United States’ military – worried about a possible civil war after withdrawal 

Terril, Middle East Specialist for the Strategic Studies Institute, 07
(Andrew, Strategic Studies Institute, “KUWAITI NATIONAL SECURITY

AND THE U.S.-KUWAITI STRATEGIC RELATIONSHIP AFTER SADDAM” http://www.strategicstudiesinstitute.army.mil/pdffiles/pub788.pdf.)

The Kuwaiti government is also seriously concerned about an Iraqi refugee crisis should the United States leave that country and an uncontrolled civil war break out. While the Kuwaiti border is fenced and provided with a number of security measures, it is not unbreachable. This problem is especially serious since Kuwait is a small country unable to absorb or provide facilities for large numbers of Iraqi citizens within 51 its borders. Thus, the Kuwaitis are not expected to allow refugee camps within Kuwait but would under proper circumstances support the administration of Iraqi refugee camps outside Kuwaiti borders. This effort would probably be conducted in collaboration with other Gulf Cooperation Council (GCC) states that are concerned about Iraqi refugees, including Saudi Arabia.167 Kuwaitis also worry that large numbers

of refugees on their borders could lead to increased problems with crime and especially smuggling arms and drugs either by land or sea.

U.S. troops key to help Kuwait fight terrorism—their author concludes neg

Terril, Middle East Specialist for the Strategic Studies Institute, 07
(Andrew, Strategic Studies Institute, “KUWAITI NATIONAL SECURITY

AND THE U.S.-KUWAITI STRATEGIC RELATIONSHIP AFTER SADDAM” http://www.strategicstudiesinstitute.army.mil/pdffiles/pub788.pdf.)
The United States must continue to do all that it can to support Kuwaiti counterterrorism efforts. This policy is important since terrorism in Kuwait may rise in response to continuing instability in Iraq. Any effort to strengthen Kuwait might involve major efforts at intelligence sharing about aspects of the internal Iraq situation. Kuwait’s national security needs may change as the situation in Iraq evolves and may become particularly severe should the United States choose to withdraw substantial numbers of its forces. The United States, to the extent it can, needs to help Kuwait develop policies that target dangerous terrorists without alienating significant segments of the Kuwaiti population. The ideal response to pro-Iranian 84terrorism would be to confront such outrages without implying the Kuwait’s entire Shi’ite population is under suspicion.
A/T Terrorism 
Terrorist attack with be highly unlikely due to newer methods of counter-terrorism 

James Goodby, Timothy Coffey, and Cheryl Loeb July 2007 (James, served in ambassadorial assignments in the administrations of Presidents Carter, Reagan, and Clinton and was chief negotiator for Nunn-Lugar agreements with Russia, Ukraine, Kazakhstan and Belarus, Timothy, holds the Edison Chair for Technology in the Center for Technology and National Security Policy. He is also a Senior Research Scientist at the University of Maryland, Cheryl, Research Associate at the Center for Technology and National Security Policy at the National Defense University and is also a Ph.D. candidate in the Biodefense Program at George Mason University, "Deploying Nuclear Detection Systems A Proposed Strategy for Combating Nuclear Terrorism," July, Center for Technology and National Security Policy National Defense University, http://www.dtic.mil/cgi-bin/GetTRDoc?AD=ADA473225&Location=U2&doc=GetTRDoc.pdf, AD: 6/30/09) jl

Most seizures along these identified routes involve amateur smugglers with relatively small amounts of material. In some cases, small quantities of high-grade material have been seized, which usually indicates a major trafficker providing a small sample of a much larger supply to a potential customer for testing. There are very few cases involving large shipments of material, as these incidents involve international criminal organizations or nation-states, both with the resources to conduct counterintelligence and counter-surveillance operations.11 Airports, borders, and ports in countries identified as having nuclear materials where theft has occurred or where facilities are least secure. Such locations include Russia and former Soviet States, such as Georgia and Uzbekistan. Intelligence organizations around the world will have to cooperate to achieve the quickest possible sharing of information and resources if we are to interdict nuclear materials before they reach their intended destination. Agencies involved in counter-terrorism intelligence, as well as those specializing in smuggling and interdiction operations will need to freely share information. An international coordinating body, operating under UNSCR 1540, would provide the platform for closer collaboration among law enforcement and intelligence organizations and the management of international nuclear detection activities. Fortunately, many police and law enforcement agencies, as well as international organizations like Interpol and the United Nations Office of Drugs and Crime, already provide a platform for information sharing. One good example of effective multilateral cooperation is the Proliferation Security Initiative (PSI). Countries participating in PSI agreements and exercises help build relationships and operational cooperation and provide information aimed at improving targeted interdiction, cooperation, and intelligence sharing. Law enforcement agencies around the world generally have longstanding working relationships in the area of combating organized criminal activity and are able to cooperate closely and quickly on the interdiction and apprehension of smugglers and traffickers. “Indeed, [prior to September 11] transatlantic law enforcement collaboration already had ironed out any barriers to concluding agreements on evidence sharing, cooperation in law enforcement, intelligence gathering, rendition of fugitives, joint training, harmonized standards, port security, and financial regulation.”12 

F/L Extensions

Inherency (Relations High)

Kuwait and U.S. relations are high now
	

	


KUNA, 12/6/2009 (Eman Al-Awadhi , US committed to advancing relations with Kuwait – Poneman, http://www.kuna.net.kw/NewsAgenciesPublicSite/ArticleDetails.aspx?id=2044840&Language=en)

KUWAIT, Dec 6 (KUNA) -- US President Barack Obamas commitment to advancing relations with Kuwait is an "important" one, and we are looking to strengthen and expand these relations as we proceed, said US Deputy Secretary of Energy Daniel B. Poneman on Sunday. "I think that the commitment that President Obama made to the advanced of relations between our nations in terms of mutual interests and mutual values is a very important one," he told KUNA prior to his departure from the country. "(This commitment) sets the context for a relationship that we’ve got between Kuwait and the United States that’s got a very strong security element, a very robust energy element, and we are looking to strengthen and continue to expand as we proceed," he added. 
U.S. and Kuwait relations are well-established on political and military levels 

Kuna, 1/9/2008 (Kawthar Al-Ghanem, Kuwait-US relations well-established, developing Politics, http://www.kuna.net.kw/NewsAgenciesPublicSite/ArticleDetails.aspx?id=1873739&Language=en)     

	

	


Kawthar Al-Ghanem KUWAIT, Jan 9 (KUNA) -- The State of Kuwait and the United States have relations that are well-established on political, military, economic, and cultural levels, stressed academicians to KUNA ahead of US President George Bush's visit to the state. Head of the Political Studies Department of Kuwait University Dr. Abderidha Asiri told KUNA the State of Kuwait holds interest to the US due to its political status in the region and its democratic system of government. Dr. Asiri said the mode of relations between the two nations was set in the late 19th century and early 20th century. The Americans first came to the region and Kuwait as Christian missionaries but shifted to social and health efforts once they sensed the people's strong cultural and religious beliefs. The American Hospital was a key point in health service development in Kuwait, he pointed out. Through contact with hospital officials and with their help, the first group of Kuwaitis learned and improved their English and started to expand their exposure to world cultures. Economic relations started in the 30s with the set up of Kuwait oil company in partnership between a US and a UK company, and diplomatic relations started upon Kuwait's independence. Ties were further bolstered when the US lead the international effort and coalition of over 30 states to free Kuwait after the 1990 Iraqi occupation. This latter period and event, the academic stressed, served as turning point in the relations of the two nations. Kuwait now is a strategic partner of the US, and the two signed a military support agreement which was recently renewed. Kuwait served as the main US strategic partner outside NATO as it contributed to the efforts to topple the Saddam regime in Iraq in the 2003 war. The state is the main crossing point for military and logistic support for the US military's Iraq operations, he also noted. Kuwaiti Journalists Association Advisory Board Chairman Dr. Ayed Al-Manna' meanwhile said the already strong relations were further strengthened after the liberation of Kuwait, since the US was the main supporter and coordinator of other support efforts and also led legal support and support in the Security Council to calls to reverse the Iraqi occupation of 1990. The figure also remarked the public in the gulf and in Kuwait in particular view the US with favor, although this does not mean they are blind to and refrain from criticizing US bias when it comes to the Palestinian issue. The coming visit by the US president to the states comes to stress the US commitment to all that would guarantee security and stability in the Arabian Gulf region and that it shall not stand for any threat to destabilize the region, the figure noted. As for issues which might come up in discussions, Al-Manna said these include hot issues like the Iranian nuclear dossier, terrorism, the Palestinian-Israeli peace talks, and trade and cultural relations between the two countries. For her part, researcher at Strategic and Future Studies Center at Kuwait University Dr. Nada Al-Mutawwa said relations have actually matured from friendship to active partnership and further on into active strategic partnership. Kuwait was classified strategic partner since 2004, she noted.
The two states progressed from a Trade and Investment Framework Agreement to a Free Trade Agreement with the desire to consolidate a fruitful investment environment, along with a cultural environment of exchange of expertise and views in areas such as oil industry and student exchange. Al-Mutawwa further remarked the meeting between Bush and the Kuwaiti Amir, His Highness Sheikh Sabah Al-Ahmad Al-Jaber Al-Sabah, is of great importance due to the two men's strong partnership and cooperation on issues like the war on terrorism, the Middle East Peace Process, and other issues of mutual interest. She also recalled a recent visit to Kuwait by the US First Lady Laura Bush during her Gulf tour to promote better strategies to battle and increase awareness on breast cancer. Active Kuwaiti diplomacy also contributed to developing relations between the two nations and Al-Mutawwa also noted there is constant progress on trade talks and agreements as the state strives to keep pace with globalization and ever increasing economic openness.(end) kg.wsa KUNA 090934 Jan 08NNNN
U.S. and Kuwait share excellent relations now 

KUWAIT TIMES, August 02, 2009 ( http://www.kuwaittimes.net/read_news.php?newsid=NDk1OTExMTYx, US, Kuwait share excellent relations)

WASHINGTON: Kuwaiti-US relations are excellent and have been further boosted throughout the years, given the regional developments, an official said here yesterday. Kuwait Professor of Gulf and Arabian Peninsula Affairs Ambassador Edward Gnehm described Kuwaiti-US relations as "very, very good, and they have been for decades," adding that "they (relations) have been tested given the troubles in Iraq and the region.  He stressed the importance of emphasizing the strength of the bilateral bonds, which he said "have actually led to a lot of consultations, talks and cooperation." Gnehm, who was US Ambassador to Kuwait from 1991-994, shed light on the strong "personal" ties many Kuwaitis shared with the Bush family and the Republican Party "which liberated Kuwait. He added that those relations remained strong during the eight-year Clinton Administration, where programs continued and expanded. He expected bilateral activities to further expand under the Obama Administration. "President Obama came into office faced with enormous areas of concern" such as the ailing economy and many other domestic issues, which "are going to get the first and priority attention" of the president, he remarked.  However, he said, "this does not mean that international affairs are less important," but it just means that there are other issues that must be dealt with. He noted that the president "has established the importance that we had to improve our relationship globally as it had suffered enormously in the previous few years.

Genuine Consultation Key

Not including Kuwait’s views on important issues results in political backlash
Terril, Middle East Specialist for the Strategic Studies Institute, 07
(Andrew, Strategic Studies Institute, “KUWAITI NATIONAL SECURITY

AND THE U.S.-KUWAITI STRATEGIC RELATIONSHIP AFTER SADDAM”
The U.S. Government must avoid making statements that appear to take the Kuwaitis for granted. U.S. politicians that speak of redeploying from Iraq to Kuwait, for example, might do well to note that such a move would only be done after a careful exchange of views with the Kuwaitis and with Kuwaiti permission. Proclaiming a policy that intensely involves Kuwait while assuming that the Kuwaitis will do just about anything that U.S. leaders say is inappropriate and portrays Kuwait as an unequal ally. Such an image will ultimately be resented and could product a backlash that harms smooth U.S.-Kuwaiti coordination
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