RPVs


DDI 2010
1


Remotely Piloted Vehicles

2RPV PIC 1NC

AT: Drones Aren’t RPVs
4



RPV PIC 1NC

NOTE: Make sure the text matches the specific plan

The United States Supreme Court should rule that remotely piloted vehicles in Afghanistan are illegal on the grounds that the United States has a lasting obligation to address targeted killings under the International Humanitarian Law of the Geneva Convention.

The net benefit:

A. The affirmative’s use of the term “unmanned” erases women from the military and international relations

Mary Ann Tétreault March 2008, “Women in International Relations: Sediment, Trends, and Agency,” Politics & Gender, Vol. 4, Iss. 1; pg. 144.
Women are relatively scarcer in IR than they are in other fields of political science. One explanation for this relative scarcity could be found in the masculinism embedded in IR and security professions, which is complicated to trace. Helen Caldicott's book Missile Envy (1984) located the U.S.-Soviet arms race in the context of Freud's concept of penis envy, a psychologically driven competition to prove which government was more masculine. Just how deeply masculinist perspectives permeated these fields was revealed by Carol Cohn in a pathbreaking 1987 article in the Bulletin of the Atomic Scientists. Cohn had conducted fieldwork at an unnamed "center of nuclear strategic studies" and an unnamed "university defense studies center" as a result of attending a summer workshop on nuclear strategic analysis (Cohn 1987, 17). During her year as an "anthropologist" among "defense intellectuals," she discovered the power of language to shape what people believed was possible, necessary, and empowering for national defense: Sexy jargon and esoteric codes kept participants from appreciating that what they were doing every day was contemplating nuclear armageddon. Cohn reports that she had always found Caldicott's hypothesis to be "an uncomfortably reductionist explanation" of the Cold War arms race (1987, 18). Indeed, Cohn expected to have to eavesdrop on her colleagues to catch them sexualizing their theories and scenarios, but she need not have worried. Even guest lecturers were not at all self-conscious about using sexualized, romantic, and paternal imagery to describe nuclear strategy, nuclear tactics, and nuclear war (1987, 18-19). What surprised Cohn even more was how readily she adapted to and adopted the jargon of the people with whom she worked. This shocked her so much that she reports having shifted her attention from absorbing information about nuclear strategy to "understand[ing] more about how the dogma I was learning was rationalized," and then to speculat[ing] on what "an alternative reality [would] look like" (1987, 22-23). Cohn could have been writing about the dilemma of some female students contemplating a specialty in IR during the relatively straitlaced era of the Cold War. Could they imagine themselves being treated as the intellectual partners of men in this environment? Could they speak in a language that described the development and deployment of lethal weapons in lightly euphemized, woman-belittling images of sexual intercourse? Undergraduate women during that era occasionally discussed with me their discomfort at the language used in some of their IR classes. A few were disturbed by normative assumptions that they would see the world solely through the eyes of an aggressor and not also through the eyes of potential victims and "collateral damage" (also Cohn 1987, 23). Although more than half of the female graduate students I taught until the mid-1990s were present or former members of the military, most shared this values perspective with the civilian students. Several military members speculated that sexualized language and profanity were both intended to ensure that the best jobs in the military would remain a masculine preserve (for supporting evidence, see Webb 1979).
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B. Patriarchy sustains war, violence, and domination

Karen J. Warren, Duane L. Cady, Professors at Macalester and Hamline, Spring 1994, http://www.jstor.org/stable/3810167?cookieSet=1
Conceptually, a feminist perspective suggests that patriarchal conceptual frameworks and the behavior they give rise to, are what sanction, maintain, and perpetuate "isms of domination"-sexism, racism, classism, warism, naturism, and the coercive power-over institutions and practices necessary to maintain these "isms." If this is correct, then no account of peace is adequate which does not reveal patriarchal conceptual frameworks; they underlie and sustain war and conflict resolution strategies. (Examples of why we think this is correct are laced throughout the remainder of the paper.) One glaring example of how the dominant cultural outlook manifests this oppressive conceptual framework is seen in macho, polarized, dichotomized attitudes toward war and peace. Pacifists are dismissed as naive, soft wimps; warriors are realistic, hard heroes. War and peace are seen as opposites. In fact few individual warists or pacifists live up to these exaggerated extremes. This suggests a reconceptualization of values along a continuum, which allows degrees of pacifism and degrees of justification for war (Cady 1989). 
C. Rejecting their discourse is key to create the space for social change

J. Ann Tickner (professor of international relations at USC) 2001, Gendering World Politics. Pp. 144-145.

Claiming that discourse analysis is an emerging research program in IR, Jennifer Milliken outlines its three theoretical commitments: First, discourses are systems of signification in which discourse is structured in terms of binary oppositions that establish relations of power. As examples, she supplies terms such as modem/traditional, and West/Third World that are not neutral but establish the first term as superior to the second. 50 Second, discourses define subjects authorized to speak and to act; they also define knowledgeable practices by these subjects, which makes certain practices legitimate and others not. Discourses also produce publics or audiences for these actors; in this way, social space comes to be organized and controlled.  This works to restrict experts to certain groups and to endorse a certain meaning of the way things should be done, excluding others. Third, discourse analysis directs us toward studying dominating or hegemonic discourses and the way they are connected to the implementation and legitimation of certain practices. But more fundamentally, discourse produces what we have come to understand in the world as "common sense." Discourse analysis can also help us understand how such language works and when the predominant forms of knowledge embodied in such discourses are unstable; this allows the study of subjugated knowledge or alternative discourses that have been silenced in the process. 52 Focusing on subjugated knowledges may involve an examination of how they work to create conditions for resistance to a dominating discourse.  Milliken claims that investigation of subjugated knowledge has the potential to show how the world could be interpreted differently; she claims that, since it requires fieldwork, often in non-Western-language environments, it is not a method that has been much used in IR. Nevertheless, some of the ethnographic work of IR feminists that brings marginal voices to light (see above) and the kinds of challenges that feminists are mounting to dominant discourses in development studies (discussed in chapter 3) demonstrate that this type of research is being done by feminists.  Not only have feminists investigated subjugated knowledges built out of the lives of ordinary people's everyday experiences, they have also examined dominant discourses, noting how frequently their legitimacy is created and sustained through types of hegemonic masculinity (see chapter I). Carol Cohn has described her analysis of strategic discourse (discussed in chapter 2) as being transdisciplinary, using a methodology that combines textual cultural analysis and grounded methods of qualitative sociology and ethnographic anthropology. Echoing Charlesworth's metaphor of an archaeological dig, Cohn talks of her methodology as the juxtaposition and layering of many different windows. Her fieldwork with national-security elites allowed her to "follow gender as metaphor and meaning system through the multisided terrain of national security. As a participant observer of national-security elites, Cohn was "studying up" rather than "studying down," or doing anthropological research about those who shape our attitudes and control institutional structures.54 Motivated by her claim that the power of language and professional discourse shapes how and what people think, Cohn also used textual analysis of U.S. Department of Defense official reports, military documents, and media accounts to investigate how national-security practices are "shaped,  limited and distorted" by gender. 55 In these analyses, she asks how gender affects national-security paradigms, policies, and practices. Assuming that reality is a social construction available to us through language, Cohn has described her research in terms that she compares to Barbara McClintock's-learning, listening, and finding out what is there without imposing preconditions about subjects and issues. For this reason, she also rejects the idea of proving a point or testing a hypothesis.  
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Drones and remotely piloted vehicles are the same thing

The Oxford Essential Dictionary of the U.S. Military. 2001, http://www.encyclopedia.com/topic/drone.aspx#1O63-drone

drone n.a vehicle designed to be remotely controlled during operations on land or sea or in the air. See also remotely piloted vehicle; unmanned aerial vehicle.

Drones used in Afghanistan are remotely piloted vehicles

LA Times 3/29/10, http://articles.latimes.com/2010/mar/29/world/la-fg-predator-gunners29-2010mar29
New training aims to get personnel to feel they are constantly in combat, even if they are operating the Predators and Reapers flying over Afghanistan from the Nevada desert.  Reporting from Washington — As part of an effort to extend the military's "warrior culture" to unmanned planes, the Air Force is overhauling how it trains the crews that operate its rapidly growing fleet of Predators, Reapers and other remotely piloted aircraft.  The changes in training will affect hundreds of personnel who fly the unmanned aircraft remotely over war zones from distant bases and control their powerful cameras and targeting systems.  The effort is part of a move by the Air Force to put as much emphasis on drones as it does on traditional fighters and bombers, officials said.  It also underscores the continuing expansion of the role of unmanned aircraft in the hunt for militants in Afghanistan and the increasing importance of the airmen who operate them.  Each of the MQ-1 Predators and MQ-9 Reapers is operated by two crew members. One is an Air Force pilot, who flies the craft. The second is a "sensor operator" who controls the plane's camera and its targeting laser, used to guide missiles and bombs. 

Remotely piloted vehicle is a more accurate term for UAV

Lance Winslow, Coordinator, the Online Think Tank, 8/21/09, “RPV (Remotely Piloted Vehicles) A More Descriptive Term Than UAV (Unmanned Aerial Vehicle),” http://ezinearticles.com/?RPV-(Remotely-Piloted-Vehicles)-A-More-Descriptive-Term-Than-UAV-(Unmanned-Aerial-Vehicle)&id=2802229

Strategic strikes using remotely piloted vehicles does not sound as bad as a unmanned aerial vehicle operating autonomously picking and choosing its own targets. Since RPV or remotely piloted vehicle is a more descriptive and more accurate term than UAV or unmanned aerial vehicles it makes sense to make the swap now before UAV terminology becomes too commonplace. 
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