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***Inherency***

Inherency
Title II is invested in agriculture and growth in the Squo, targeted to countries that need the aid
Michael E. Hess [Assistant Administrator, Bureau For Democracy, Conflict And Humanitarian Assistance, U.S. Agency For International Development] May 25, 2006 (Prepared Statement before the House Sub-Committee on Africa, Global Human Rights, and International Relations, House Record Serial No. 109–191, July 27, 2007, http://commdocs.house.gov/committees/intlrel/hfa27810.000/hfa27810_0.HTM, CB)
For USAID and Title II, we are continuing to better integrate our humanitarian and development resources, and this we are working on not only with our colleagues in USAID's Africa Bureau, but also with our counterparts in international donor community, the African Union, and regional African organizations. It should also be noted that there are other entities throughout the U.S. government, including the Millennium Challenge Corporation and USDA, which are part of the our development assistance effort. We are combining Title II resources with those provided through the President's Initiative to End Hunger in Africa to support an African-led process of rationalizing investments in agriculture and growth—a process that specifically targets ''hot spot'' countries. Within my Bureau, DCHA, Food for Peace and OFDA are taking a number of steps to improve how we respond to emergencies that have major food insecurity components.
The Status Quo has systems in place to ensure food aid goes to the most needy, dependence is reduced through investment, and when food aid is needed it is prepositioned near hotspots to guarantee fast solvency of food crises; early warning systems speed up the rapid assistance timeline even more
Michael E. Hess [Assistant Administrator, Bureau For Democracy, Conflict And Humanitarian Assistance, U.S. Agency For International Development] May 25, 2006 (Prepared Statement before the House Sub-Committee on Africa, Global Human Rights, and International Relations, House Record Serial No. 109–191, July 27, 2007, http://commdocs.house.gov/committees/intlrel/hfa27810.000/hfa27810_0.HTM, CB)
First, Food for Peace is implementing a new Strategic Plan, approved in 2005 after being developed in close cooperation with PVOs, which seeks to make the best use of food aid resources. The plan refocuses attention and resources on the most vulnerable groups to help build resiliency so, for example, they will be able to better cope with the next drought or flood in a region, and therefore it should require less emergency food aid than would otherwise be needed. In implementing the plan, we are working to focus resources available for development-oriented multi-year assistance programs on the most vulnerable people in the most food insecure countries so we can have the greatest possible impact and help the neediest people. To provide us with as much warning of impending crises as possible, we are expanding our early warning system, FEWS NET. We are placing more staff in more countries, personally monitoring and assessing situations, talking to farmers and herders, and visiting markets to determine first hand what the situation is on the ground. Once we have warning of an impending crisis, to get food quickly to those in need, we are expanding our prepositioning of food aid abroad. In addition to our current prepositioning site in Dubai, which was instrumental in providing food quickly for Darfur, just this month we issued a request for proposals to provide warehouse, cargo handling, and logistics services for commodities at a site on or near the African continent.
Inherency
Squo is solving case; Money Diverted to Food Aid is Producing Results, increasing African quality of life and raising crops yields through CRS programs

Michael E. Hess [Assistant Administrator, Bureau For Democracy, Conflict And Humanitarian Assistance, U.S. Agency For International Development] May 25, 2006 (Prepared Statement before the House Sub-Committee on Africa, Global Human Rights, and International Relations, House Record Serial No. 109–191, July 27, 2007, http://commdocs.house.gov/committees/intlrel/hfa27810.000/hfa27810_0.HTM, CB)
Last year CRS used millions of dollars of privately raised cash to plug holes in the US food aid pipelines to Niger and Southern Africa. We raise millions of dollars each year from private citizens and foundations to feed the hungry. We can augment the Title II pipeline—but we can't replace it. Mr., Chairman, I next want to highlight this morning the effectiveness of PL 480 Title II feeding programs and the need for this committee to support a $2 billion authorization for Title II. This level will allow the U.S. to meet our share of relief and development commitments around the This $2 billion level needs to be authorized and appropriated ''up front'' in the budget process and not be done piecemeal through an under funded regular bill followed by one or more supplemental appropriations. CRS supports protecting a core level no less than $500 million (of the $2 billion above) of Title II funding for ongoing, multi-year programs that address the causes of chronic food insecurity and enable communities to build better coping mechanisms in the face of recurring disasters. The practice to date has been for annual emergency needs, beyond planned levels, to be met by taking from on-going multi-year food security programs. Food aid is an effective means of addressing both chronic and acute food insecurity in emergency situations and when carrying out development and social safety net programs. Annual results reports consistently show increases in vaccinations, girls' graduation rates, school attendance and crop yields and decreases in rates of malnutrition. Evaluations of CRS Title II programs between 2001 and 2004 showed the following results:  Yields increased by an average of 43% More than 1 million students enrolled and receiving a school meal Primary School graduation rates up 42% with an 86% increase in girls' graduation in Burkina Faso An average of a 60% increase in vaccination rates among under-three-year-olds An average of 86% increase in exclusive breastfeeding of infants during the first six months of life, greatly improving their chances of survival. 
The CRS Food Aid program is accountable and can solve soft power
Michael E. Hess [Assistant Administrator, Bureau For Democracy, Conflict And Humanitarian Assistance, U.S. Agency For International Development] May 25, 2006 (Prepared Statement before the House Sub-Committee on Africa, Global Human Rights, and International Relations, House Record Serial No. 109–191, July 27, 2007, http://commdocs.house.gov/committees/intlrel/hfa27810.000/hfa27810_0.HTM, CB)
Not only are CRS programs measuring positive results; they are accountable for the resources used to achieve the results. Each year our programs are audited by the USAID Inspector General and by our internal auditors.  Most importantly, the very effectiveness of programs managed by CRS and other private voluntary organizations (PVOs) helps advance US public diplomacy. Beneficiaries in both friendly and contentious nations recognize and appreciate the American contribution in fighting hunger. I have seen this time and again in my travels for CRS across Africa, Asia, and Latin America.
Inherency
USAID agricultural efforts are reducing hunger and poverty now
Michael E. Hess [Assistant Administrator, Bureau For Democracy, Conflict And Humanitarian Assistance, U.S. Agency For International Development] May 25, 2006 (Prepared Statement before the House Sub-Committee on Africa, Global Human Rights, and International Relations, House Record Serial No. 109–191, July 27, 2007, http://commdocs.house.gov/committees/intlrel/hfa27810.000/hfa27810_0.HTM, CB)
USAID agricultural trade-related programs focus on growing sales by smallholders and increasing exports of targeted commodities, especially into regional markets.  Opportunities for increased domestic and international trade are being created through trade-policy improvements as well as through technical assistance that links producer and trader groups to business development services, credit, and ultimately to markets, and also helps them meet international quality standards.  Increased producer revenues from these profitable new opportunities are raising incomes and reducing poverty.   USAID agricultural productivity support programs are reducing poverty and hunger by enhancing productivity and income at all parts of the agricultural value chain. The programs do so by providing skills and information directly to farmers, processors, and traders, as well as to producer and exporter associations.  They also strengthen public and private research and extension systems to deliver new technology.  Through our efforts technology is being developed, disseminated and shared among countries and farmers throughout Africa.

USAID is using agricultural aid to solve disease now
Michael E. Hess [Assistant Administrator, Bureau For Democracy, Conflict And Humanitarian Assistance, U.S. Agency For International Development] May 25, 2006 (Prepared Statement before the House Sub-Committee on Africa, Global Human Rights, and International Relations, House Record Serial No. 109–191, July 27, 2007, http://commdocs.house.gov/committees/intlrel/hfa27810.000/hfa27810_0.HTM, CB)
Agriculture is our front line against new diseases, like avian influenza and cassava mosaic virus that threaten livelihoods and trade, as well as human health.   We are working to strengthen the surveillance systems and knowledge systems to improve the response to these challenges.  USAID-funded international research developed cassava varieties resistant to a virus destroying production across central Africa.  Through monitoring of the outbreak and partnering with private voluntary organizations (PVOs) to disseminate improved varieties—we have been able to prevent crop failures and restore production systems that had collapsed.
USAID programs are solving Agricultural independence now, increasing food self-reliance and developing new markets
Michael E. Hess [Assistant Administrator, Bureau For Democracy, Conflict And Humanitarian Assistance, U.S. Agency For International Development] May 25, 2006 (Prepared Statement before the House Sub-Committee on Africa, Global Human Rights, and International Relations, House Record Serial No. 109–191, July 27, 2007, http://commdocs.house.gov/committees/intlrel/hfa27810.000/hfa27810_0.HTM, CB)
USAID agricultural programs assisting vulnerable households help to build the capacity of the vulnerable, increase their food self-reliance, and connect them to key development services and processes.  The vulnerable are hungry individuals, households, and groups that are unable to meet their basic food needs and are likely to experience continuing or increased difficulty in meeting these needs. They live where highly inadequate or highly variable food availability and food access conditions exist, exacerbated by natural and/or man-made disasters such as conflict. These chronically food-insecure conditions require solutions that will improve and protect the production and market structures and systems that will improve their ability to acquire more income and food for feeding themselves.   Our policy reform, market development and productivity enhancing efforts are having significant influence on the vulnerable.

***Food Insecurity Answers***

Food Instability Not Happen

Food Instability Will Not Occur

Handino L Mulugeta [ Field Researcher and Development Expert with Food First] 7/2/2007 

Food shortage facts, Humans Life Issues, http://tennesseerighttolife.org/human_life_issues/human_life_issues_food_shortage_facts.htm, 7/26/07  MS

Numerous times over the last 40 years so-called "experts" predicted global famine because increases in food production couldn’t possibly keep up with population growth. Thankfully, they were wrong.  The best indications today are that food production will continue to outpace population growth for the foreseeable future, though this doesn’t preclude localized famines since, as we shall see in a moment, famine in the 20th century is largely unrelated to the ability to produce enough food to feed the world.  The accomplishment in food production over the last 40 years was a result of the Green Revolution agricultural processes focusing on hybrid plants designed to maximize yield while being resistant to pests, and intensive irrigation and fertilizing efforts. As Denis Avery points out, in 1950 the world’s 611 million hectares of cropland produced 692 million tons of grain. By 1992, the world planted 700 million hectares of cropland which produced 1,920 million tons of grain. In spite of skeptics in the late 1960s and 1970s who predicted the effects of the Green Revolution would be minimal, agricultural output increased from 1.13 tons/hectare to 2.74 tons/hectare in four decades.

Food Insecurity Wont Occur

Simon Maxwell and Margaret Buchanan Smith, eds. 1994. Linking Relief to Development. Institute of Development Studies, University of Sussex Bulletin 25, No. 4. 6/17/07

http://www.unu.edu/unupress/unupbooks/uu22we/uu22we0k.htm#works%20cited,  MS

World agriculture produces enough food calories to meet the energy needs of all the nearly 6 billion (6 x 109) people who are alive today. Increased production based on advances in seed, water, and environmental technologies, and their wider dissemination especially in developing countries, have removed insufficient production as a cause of food shortage for the world as a whole. Global agriculture has managed to keep pace with population growth, and world food security is also safeguarded by cereal carry-over stocks; 19-20 per cent of annual cereal consumption is carried over into the next year to provide food in case of disastrous production failure (FAO 1993).1 Nevertheless, during any year in which enough calories are produced on a global level to meet the energy requirements of the entire population, food shortages can still occur under two situations. If the patterning of production directs too many calories into animals instead of humans, some enjoy meat while others lack calories. Alternatively, overemphasis on production of calories may jeopardize the production of other protein- or micronutrient-rich foods that also enter into the calculus of global food security or shortage. Both are production as well as distribution issues.

Food Security Now

Food security increasing 

IMF 07 [International Monetary Fund, “Regional Economic Outlook: Sub-Saharan Africa,” April 07, pg. sreo0407]

Food security has improved as the result of another good harvest in 2006. It is estimated that cereal production in Africa increased in the 2006 agricultural season, with bumper harvests in several West and Southern African countries. But severe floods and outbreaks of disease are threatening food security in East Africa, in particular in parts of Ethiopia, Kenya, and Uganda. Conflict and refugee movements are jeopardizing food security in Chad and the Central African Republic. In Zimbabwe high inflation, foreign exchange shortages, and poor agricultural policies—in particular insecurity in land tenure and distorted pricing—are undermining food security, especially in rural areas. Overall, some 18 million people in SSA are considered to be at risk of starvation. There is also growing recognition that climate change due to the emission of greenhouse gases could precipitate more floods and drought in SSA (Box 2.4).
No Food Shortage

Food is plentiful in Africa

Kevin Farrell Country Director for WFP Zimbabwe 2003
While donors provided some of the food ‘in kind’ that was shipped directly to the three main ports used for Zimbabwe – Durban (South Africa); Beira, Maputo (Mozambique), - the majority (over 60%) of the food used in Zimbabwe was bought in the region using cash donations. Most of this food - especially maize and beans - was bought in South Africa where plentiful supplies were available. Buying food in the region allowed greater flexibility and speed of delivery – both crucial in such a rapidly evolving crisis - and at the same time made a very valuable economic contribution by providing markets for farmers in the region. 

No Food Shortage- Other Actors Solving

Japan is Aiding Southern Africa's Food Crisis

Reuters 2007 - accessed online - http://www.alertnet.org/thenews/newsdesk/L11656709.htm

A Japanese donation of $5.2 million has helped ease a food crisis in southern Africa, but more cash is needed to address persistent food problems, the United Nations food agency said on Thursday."This generous donation comes at a critical time because WFP's food stocks are very low and we are now entering the lean season when the most vulnerable people exhaust their remaining food supplies," Amir Abdulla, WFP Regional Director for Southern Africa, said in a statement.

Belgium is already committed to helping african food security problems

Belgium's Foreign Affairs, Foreign Trade and Development Corporation 2006 - accessed online - http://www.diplomatie.be/en/press/homedetails.asp?TEXTID=50771

Belgian Development Cooperation is firmly committed to helping those people in Africa who are worst affected by the food crises, but at the same time finding long-term structural solutions, said Belgian Development Cooperation Minister Armand De Decker. Whilst there are numerous indications that in different regions of Africa, and particularly in southern and eastern Africa, the plight of those most vulnerable to food shortages is threatening to become a cause for serious concern, Armand De Decker said that in 2006 alone Belgium will be awarding nearly 15 million euro for emergency aid for the worst-hit regions in Africa. The aid in question will be transported by specialist international organisations of which Belgium is a member, namely the United Nations' Food and Agriculture Organisation (FAO) and the World Food Programme (WFP). Consequently, in 2006 more than 5 million euro will be divided up between the three African countries most badly affected by acute food crises (measured in terms of the number of people suffering), i.e. the Democratic Republic of Congo, Niger and Sudan. The remaining 10 million euro will be earmarked for the present crises and allocated in accordance with perceived needs, namely to Burundi, Rwanda, Mali, Somalia, Kenya, Uganda, Tanzania, Malawi and Zimbabwe. Minister De Decker reiterated that Belgium's strategy on food aims to incorporate food aid into a more global development policy for food safety that sets out to do more than merely provide food aid in the narrow sense of the term.
Famine Not Cause War 
War Will Not Stem From Famine

Joanna Macrae and Anthony Zwi, eds. War and Hunger. Rethinking International Responses to Complex Emergencies. London: Zed Books. 6/14/2004, http://www.unu.edu/unupress/unupbooks/uu22we/uu22we0k.htm#works%20cited

The most obvious way in which armed conflict causes hunger is deliberate use of food as a weapon. Adversaries starve opponents into submission by seizing or destroying food stocks, livestock, or other assets in rural areas and by cutting off sources of food or livelihood, including destruction of markets in urban and rural areas. Land and water resources are mined or contaminated, to force people to leave and to discourage their return.The deliberate use of hunger as a weapon is most evident in siege warfare and "scorched earth" tactics, but it is also evident where combatants commandeer and divert relief food from intended beneficiaries and keep emergency rations from affected civilian and displaced populations. Military interests appropriate both local and externally donated provisions for their own tactical advantage. A prolonged case in point is the Sudan, where the government in 1990 had sold grain reserves to fuel their military, but refused to declare a food emergency or allow relief into starving opposition areas. Both government and opposition forces created famine as a tool to control territories and populations, and restricted access to food aid (often by attacking relief convoys) as an instrument of ethnic and religious oppression (Keen 1994). Food shortage ripples into the larger economy and extends over multiple years when farmers, herders, and others flee attacks, terror, and destruction or suffer reductions in their capacities to produce food because of forced labour recruitment (including conscription) and war-related depletion of assets. Ancillary attacks of disease, linked to destruction of health facilities, and hardship and hunger also reduce the human capacity for food production. These factors set the stage for multiple years of food shortage, especially where conflicts interact with natural disasters such as multi-year droughts. Combined political-environmental disasters over several years produce the "complex emergencies" that now confront the international relief community. The World Food Programme, the International Federation of the Red Cross and Red Crescent Societies, other bilateral and multilateral relief agencies, and NGOs increasingly are called to respond to these emergency relief situations at the expense of peaceful development assistance aimed at increasing food production and livelihood in these same or other war zones.

Famine Alternative Causality

Famine is caused by a host of things none of which is lack of agricultural development

Denise Chan - Prince of Wales Mini School “Poverty in Sub- Saharan Africa” 2003 7/26/07
One in three residents of Sub-Saharan Africa is chronically undernourished. Nearly half live on less than a dollar a day. Famine in southern Africa, caused by natural disaster ad faulty human response, now threatens 13 million people with starvation. Many millions of others face hunger and malnutrition. Poverty is a very serious problem, especially in Africa, that many of us have to face immediately. Hunger is related to more than just good production or meeting demands, in fact it is associated to these three following factors: war and conflict, education and its effect on poverty, and climate. After all these causes are considered, there would be a great understanding of hunger and possibly a solution to the problem.

***Terrorism*** 

Poverty Not Cause Terrorism

Poverty Doesn't Cause Terrorism

Richardson (Louise, Executive Dean, Radcliffe Institute for Advanced Study, Harvard University) 2007 - accessed online - http://www.ewi.info/tempPDF/2007%200222%20Root%20Causes%20of%20Terrorism%20by%20Louise%20Richardson%20(Fnl).pdf

The second is because there are so few terrorists. One cannot convincingly use meta-explanations for micro phenomena. If poverty caused terrorism, for example, there would be far more terrorism in the world today and there would be more terrorism in places like sub-Saharan Africa, where we don’t see it today.

Alternative Causality

Africa Breeds Terrorism For Several Reasons - None of them are Hunger or Poverty

Neilson (Trevor, Executive Director of the Global Business Coalition on HIV/AIDS) 2005 - accessed online - http://www.businessfightsaids.org/atf/cf/%7B4AF0E874-E9A0-4D86-BA28-96C3BC31180A%7D/AIDS%20Econ%20Terror%20Final.pdf

In its findings and recommendations to the U.S. Congress, the 911 Commission Report observed how political instability could create an ideal breeding ground for terrorism in Africa. “International terrorist organizations continue to use Africa as a safe-haven, staging area, or transit point to target U.S. interests,” the report stated. “In general, the international terror threat against the U.S. and local national interests is likely to continue to grow in several parts of Africa because of porous borders, lax security, political instability, and a lack of state resources and capacities.”
Economics Not Drive Terrorism

There are no Economic Factors in Terrorism

Abadie (Alberto, Harvard University and NBER) 2004 - accessed online - http://ksghome.harvard.edu/~aabadie/povterr.pdf

Using a new dataset on terrorist risk worldwide, I fail to find a significant association between terrorism and economic variables such as income once the effect of other country characteristics is taken into account. Instrumental variables estimates, which are used to correct for reverse causation, produce the same qualitative results. The estimates suggest, however, that political freedom has a non-monotonic effect on terrorism. This result is consistent with the observed increase in terrorism for countries in transition from authoritarian regimes to democracies. In addition, the results show that certain geographic characteristics may favor the presence of terrorism.

Terrorism Defense: 1NC

1. Threat Is Just Hype

A.) Terror Threat Overblown- More likely to be hit by a comet

John Mueller, “Is There Still a Terrorist Threat?” FOREIGN AFFAIRS v. 85 n. 5, September/October 2005, p. 2+.

But while keeping such potential dangers in mind, it is worth remembering that the total number of people killed since 9/11 by al Qaeda or al Qaeda­like operatives outside of Afghanistan and Iraq is not much higher than the number who drown in bathtubs in the United States in a single year, and that the lifetime chance of an American being killed by international terrorism is about one in 80,000 -- about the same chance of being killed by a comet or a meteor. Even if there were a 9/11-scale attack every three months for the next five years, the likelihood that an individual American would number among the dead would be two hundredths of a percent (or one in 5,000). Although it remains heretical to say so, the evidence so far suggests that fears of the omnipotent terrorist -- reminiscent of those inspired by images of the 20-foot-tall Japanese after Pearl Harbor or the 20-foot-tall Communists at various points in the Cold War (particularly after Sputnik) -- may have been overblown, the threat presented within the United States by al Qaeda greatly exaggerated. The massive and expensive homeland security apparatus erected since 9/11 may be persecuting some, spying on many, inconveniencing most, and taxing all to defend the United States against an enemy that scarcely exists.

B.) Jihadists have abandoned violence- they do not want to attack

John Mueller, “Is There Still a Terrorist Threat?” FOREIGN AFFAIRS v. 85 n. 5, September/October 2005, p. 2+.

The results of policing activity overseas suggest that the absence of results in the United States has less to do with terrorists' cleverness or with investigative incompetence than with the possibility that few, if any, terrorists exist in the country. It also suggests that al Qaeda's ubiquity and capacity to do damage may have, as with so many perceived threats, been exaggerated. Just because some terrorists may wish to do great harm does not mean that they are able to. Gerges argues that mainstream Islamists -- who make up the vast majority of the Islamist political movement -- gave up on the use of force before 9/11, except perhaps against Israel, and that the jihadists still committed to violence constitute a tiny minority. Even this small group primarily focuses on various "infidel" Muslim regimes and considers jihadists who carry out violence against the "far enemy" -- mainly Europe and the United States -- to be irresponsible, reckless adventurers who endanger the survival of the whole movement. In this view, 9/11 was a sign of al Qaeda's desperation, isolation, fragmentation, and decline, not of its strength.
C.) Exaggerated terrorism impacts are biased hype—their evidence isn’t credible

Rapoport 2001 (David- Professor Emeritus of Political Science at the University of California-LA,  Twenty-First Century Weapons Proliferation, p. 14-16)
The major problem in dealing with biological and chemical attacks is that so many different toxins and pathogens can be used, and, since a vaccine for one is not useful for another, it is economically impossible to stockpile for all potential agents. The story noted also that, since there is money to be made, problems were exacerbated by those with conflicting interests. No wonder a well-known analyst of terrorist activity, Larry Johnson, noted in US News and World Report,8 that this particular anti-terrorism anxiety is the ‘latest gravy train’: one which academics, government bodies and business corporations are all eager to board. It is one thing to buy insurance with your own money; it is another to urge insurance with someone else’s money, especially if the insurance salesman will make a personal profit on what he sells and that fact is not obvious to the purchaser who thinks the advice is impartial. A second psychological disadvantage associated with this issue stems from the conflict between serious students of terrorist experiences and those from the physical sciences. Physical scientists are more impressed with the dangers because they are more clearly aware of the potential of chemical and biological agents and the ability of science to increase the powers of those agents. In addition, the authority of physical scientists is intimidating, especially to the untrained. Nonetheless, those of us who have been in terrorist studies for a long time are likely to be skeptical for the simple reason that we know there have always been enormous gaps between the potentiality of a weapon and the abilities and/or will to employ it. Terrorists, in particular, operate in contexts of enormous uncertainty and anxiety; accidents fatal to the terrorists are plentiful, and to avoid them terrorists seek simple weapons that are easy to transport and assemble.
Terrorism Defense: 1NC

2.) Terrorist Not Use Big Daddy Weapons

A.) Terrorists will not get nukes
Newhouse 2002 (John- senior fellow at the Center for Defense Information, Summer, World Policy Journal)

Terrorists may discover, or have already discovered, that a usable nuclear weapon is beyond their reach. That is the cautious view of many, though not all, specialists. A more attainable alternative, however, might be the so-called dirty bomb, a radiological device using chemical explosives to contaminate a targeted area for an extended period. Various accessible materials could be used to make such a device, including radiological medical isotopes. Another source might be spent fuel rods, although these are highly radioactive, heavy, and difficult to handle. 20 Exposure to toxic radioactive material would be harmful or fatal to some humans and, depending on location, might also contaminate livestock, fish, and food crops. Terrorists, too, would confront safety risks; turning radioactive material into a bomb and delivering it to the target could be dangerous at every stage. Nonetheless, covert disposal of radioactive materials would create widespread alarm and confusion, at the least by planting well-founded concern about long-term increases in the cancer rate. In short, the dirty bomb should not be regarded as a weapon of mass destruction, but as one that if used would cause mass disruption.
B.) Terrorist do not want to inflict mass destruction—Counterproductive to their goals

John Mueller, “Is There Still a Terrorist Threat?” FOREIGN AFFAIRS v. 85 n. 5, September/October 2005, p. 2+.

One reason al Qaeda and "al Qaeda types" seem not to be trying very hard to repeat 9/11 may be that that dramatic act of destruction itself proved counterproductive by massively heightening concerns about terrorism around the world. No matter how much they might disagree on other issues (most notably on the war in Iraq), there is a compelling incentive for states -- even ones such as Iran, Libya, Sudan, and Syria -- to cooperate in cracking down on al Qaeda, because they know that they could easily be among its victims. The fbi may not have uncovered much of anything within the United States since 9/11, but thousands of apparent terrorists have been rounded, or rolled, up overseas with U.S. aid and encouragement. Although some Arabs and Muslims took pleasure in the suffering inflicted on 9/11 -- Schadenfreude in German, shamateh in Arabic -- the most common response among jihadists and religious nationalists was a vehement rejection of al Qaeda's strategy and methods. When Soviet troops invaded Afghanistan in 1979, there were calls for jihad everywhere in Arab and Muslim lands, and tens of thousands flocked to the country to fight the invaders. In stark contrast, when the U.S. military invaded in 2001 to topple an Islamist regime, there was, as the political scientist Fawaz Gerges points out, a "deafening silence" from the Muslim world, and only a trickle of jihadists went to fight the Americans. Other jihadists publicly blamed al Qaeda for their post-9/11 problems and held the attacks to be shortsighted and hugely miscalculated. The post-9/11 willingness of governments around the world to take on international terrorists has been much reinforced and amplified by subsequent, if scattered, terrorist activity outside the United States. Thus, a terrorist bombing in Bali in 2002 galvanized the Indonesian government into action. Extensive arrests and convictions -- including of leaders who had previously enjoyed some degree of local fame and political popularity -- seem to have severely degraded the capacity of the chief jihadist group in Indonesia, Jemaah Islamiyah. After terrorists attacked Saudis in Saudi Arabia in 2003, that country, very much for self-interested reasons, became considerably more serious about dealing with domestic terrorism; it soon clamped down on radical clerics and preachers. Some rather inept terrorist bombings in Casablanca in 2003 inspired a similarly determined crackdown by Moroccan authorities. And the 2005 bombing in Jordan of a wedding at a hotel (an unbelievably stupid target for the terrorists) succeeded mainly in outraging the Jordanians: according to a Pew poll, the percentage of the population expressing a lot of confidence in bin Laden to "do the right thing" dropped from 25 percent to less than one percent after the attack.

Terrorism Defense: 1NC

C.) Terrorists don’t want nuclear weaponry- several warrants

Heinz Kamp 1996 (Karl- Head of the Foreign and Security Policy Section of the Konrad-Adenhauer Foundation, Bulletin of Atomic Scientists, p.30)
As plausible as it may seem that terrorists would consider the threat of nuclear destruction as the ultimate means of enforcing their demands, there has never been a genuine nuclear threat. Not a single instance has occurred in which a non-governmental group or individual has come anywhere close to obtaining a nuclear weapon-whether by theft or by the construction of a "homemade" device. Every past attempt at nuclear blackmail--most of which have occurred in the United States--has been a deception or a bluff, as have been the few nuclear threats that have occurred in Europe. How can we reconcile the frequent expressions of fear of nuclear terrorism with a history in which not a single incident has occurred? One explanation may lie in the fact that fears regarding nuclear terrorism are based on several assumptions that are accepted at face value. On closer examination, the truth of these assumptions seems less obvious. For instance, it is tacitly assumed that terrorists regard nuclear devices as desirable instruments in their political struggles--in other words, we assume that they want nuclear weapons. And we further assume that, if terrorist groups want nuclear weapons, they are in a position to get them, either by producing the weapons themselves or by obtaining them illegally from others. In other words, we assume that they both want and can possess nuclear weapons. Another assumption taken at face value is that radical or extreme states (certain states in the Near and Middle East in particular) would willingly help terrorist groups to attain nuclear weapons. Add to this the assumption that the destabilization of the former Soviet Union, which has led to increased smuggling activities including the sale or smuggling of assorted nuclear materials, means that weapon-grade fissile materials are available on the, black market. If all these assumptions were true, we would have to ask why terrorists do not possess nuclear explosive devices today. What terrorists want. The historical record shows that most nuclear threats have been made by mentally disturbed people, with an occasional bluff by a criminal. Up to now, terrorists have apparently not seriously attempted to seize nuclear weapons. This seems somewhat surprising because the nuclear threat--idle or not--still makes its appearance in international politics. Recent threats include those by Russian nationalist Vladimir Zhirinovsky and the leader of the Bosnian Serbs, Radovan Karadzie, both of whom have threatened to use nuclear weapons against "the West." Terrorists are willing to use violence--and are indifferent to the possibility that their acts can make victims of innocent bystanders. In fact, the more victims of a terrorist's action, the more likely it is that it will capture the world's headlines. Yet a review of the world's terrorist incidents shows that those with a high death toll--like the detonation of a bomb on a Pan Am jumbo jet over Lockerbie, Sscotland, in 1988, and the explosio.ns. at the World Trade Center in New York and the federal office building in Oklahoma City--are relatively rare. The majority of the world's terrorist incidents result in few or no casualties. And grisly as the worst incidents have been, no terrorist acts have been committed on a scale of truly indiscriminate mass murder--which, given the vulnerability of modern industrial societies, terrorists could achieve or try to achieve without nuclear weapons. (The poisoning of a big-city water supply with chemical agents is often cited as a potential terrorist act of such magnitude.Why hasn't such an incident occurred? One explanation is that the terrorists' main objective is to attract as much attention as possible, not to create as many victims as possible. As Brian Jenkins noted in the Autumn 1985 issue of Orbis, "Terrorists want a lot of people watching, not a lot of people dead." In addition, any mass murder that claimed the lives of those in whose interests the terrorists claim to act, or with whom solidarity is allegedly sought, would inevitably lead to an estrangement between the terrorists and their sympathizers. (This factor is most likely to restrain organizations like the German Red Anny Faction or Italy's Red Brigades, who fight against alleged grievances at home and rely on active or passive support from sympathizers in the domestic population.

3.) TERRORISTS LACK MEANS OR MOTIVE TO ATTACK

John Mueller, “Is There Still a Terrorist Threat?” FOREIGN AFFAIRS v. 85 n. 5, September/October 2005, p. 2+.

For the past five years, Americans have been regularly regaled with dire predictions of another major al Qaeda attack in the United States. In 2003, a group of 200 senior government officials and business executives, many of them specialists in security and terrorism, pronounced it likely that a terrorist strike more devastating than 9/11 -- possibly involving weapons of mass destruction -- would occur before the end of 2004. In May 2004, Attorney General John Ashcroft warned that al Qaeda could "hit hard" in the next few months and said that 90 percent of the arrangements for an attack on U.S. soil were complete. That fall, Newsweek reported that it was "practically an article of faith among counterterrorism officials" that al Qaeda would strike in the run-up to the November 2004 election. When that "October surprise" failed to materialize, the focus shifted: a taped encyclical from Osama bin Laden, it was said, demonstrated that he was too weak to attack before the election but was marshalling his resources to do so months after it. On the first page of its founding manifesto, the massively funded Department of Homeland Security intones, "Today's terrorists can strike at any place, at any time, and with virtually any weapon." But if it is so easy to pull off an attack and if terrorists are so demonically competent, why have they not done it? Why have they not been sniping at people in shopping centers, collapsing tunnels, poisoning the food supply, cutting electrical lines, derailing trains, blowing up oil pipelines, causing massive traffic jams, or exploiting the countless other vulnerabilities that, according to security experts, could so easily be exploited? One reasonable explanation is that almost no terrorists exist in the United States and few have the means or the inclination to strike from abroad. But this explanation is rarely offered.
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TERROR THREAT EXAGGERATED—DEARTH OF PROSECUTIONS PROVE

John Mueller, “Is There Still a Terrorist Threat?” FOREIGN AFFAIRS v. 85 n. 5, September/October 2005, p. 2+.

A fully credible explanation for the fact that the United States has suffered no terrorist attacks since 9/11 is that the threat posed by homegrown or imported terrorists -- like that presented by Japanese Americans during World War II or by American Communists after it -- has been massively exaggerated. Is it possible that the haystack is essentially free of needles? The fbi embraces a spooky I-think-therefore-they-are line of reasoning when assessing the purported terrorist menace. In 2003, its director, Robert Mueller, proclaimed, "The greatest threat is from al Qaeda cells in the U.S. that we have not yet identified." He rather mysteriously deemed the threat from those unidentified entities to be "increasing in part because of the heightened publicity" surrounding such episodes as the 2002 Washington sniper shootings and the 2001 anthrax attacks (which had nothing to do with al Qaeda). But in 2001, the 9/11 hijackers received no aid from U.S.-based al Qaeda operatives for the simple reason that no such operatives appear to have existed. It is not at all clear that that condition has changed. Mueller also claimed to know that "al Qaeda maintains the ability and the intent to inflict significant casualties in the U.S. with little warning." If this was true -- if the terrorists had both the ability and the intent in 2003, and if the threat they presented was somehow increasing -- they had remained remarkably quiet by the time the unflappable Mueller repeated his alarmist mantra in 2005: "I remain very concerned about what we are not seeing." Intelligence estimates in 2002 held that there were as many as 5,000 al Qaeda terrorists and supporters in the United States. However, a secret fbi report in 2005 wistfully noted that although the bureau had managed to arrest a few bad guys here and there after more than three years of intense and well-funded hunting, it had been unable to identify a single true al Qaeda sleeper cell anywhere in the country. Thousands of people in the United States have had their overseas communications monitored under a controversial warrantless surveillance program. Of these, fewer than ten U.S. citizens or residents per year have aroused enough suspicion to impel the agencies spying on them to seek warrants authorizing surveillance of their domestic communications as well; none of this activity, it appears, has led to an indictment on any charge whatever. In addition to massive eavesdropping and detention programs, every year some 30,000 "national security letters" are issued without judicial review, forcing businesses and other institutions to disclose confidential information about their customers without telling anyone they have done so. That process has generated thousands of leads that, when pursued, have led nowhere. Some 80,000 Arab and Muslim immigrants have been subjected to fingerprinting and registration, another 8,000 have been called in for interviews with the fbi, and over 5,000 foreign nationals have been imprisoned in initiatives designed to prevent terrorism. This activity, notes the Georgetown University law professor David Cole, has not resulted in a single conviction for a terrorist crime. In fact, only a small number of people picked up on terrorism charges -- always to great official fanfare -- have been convicted at all, and almost all of these convictions have been for other infractions, particularly immigration violations. Some of those convicted have clearly been mental cases or simply flaunting jihadist bravado -- rattling on about taking down the Brooklyn Bridge with a blowtorch, blowing up the Sears Tower if only they could get to Chicago, beheading the prime minister of Canada, or flooding lower Manhattan by somehow doing something terrible to one of those tunnels.

Claims of terrorist threats are unfounded – car accidents kill more people per year.

Harrison 2003 (Earnest Harrison, December 19, 2003 http://ernie1001.home.comcast.net/fear.htm)
Terrorism is not militarily significant. Terrorism does not threaten to destroy a country -- unless we destroy ourselves in dealing with terrorism. Terrorism doesn't even significantly threaten you. Take 9/11, arguably the worst example of a terrorist act ever perpetrated against the United States. It was a terrible event; nearly 3,000 people were killed that day. Yet did you know that we kill 40,000 people every year on our highways? In addition we injure nearly 3,000,000  each year. I am not trying to downplay the significance of 9/11, but where is the outcry over traffic deaths and injuries?
The threat of nuclear terrorism is overstated – obtaining and delivering the weapons is too difficult.

Maerli 2002 (Morten Bremer- Norwegian Atlantic Committee, “Nuclear Terrorism: Threats, Challenges and Responses” Spring, http://www.atlanterhavskomiteen.no/publikasjoner/sp/2002/8.htm)

No terrorist group have publicly known ever deployed or fielded a nuclear device. Nuclear terrorism remains a fiction and scholars argue about the real  threat of nuclear terrorism. According to some, "the possibility that terrorists could acquire a nuclear weapon and explode it in a U.S. city is real", and the absence of flickering TV-screens worldwide with gruesome pictures in the wash of nuclear terrorist activities, is merely due to a "lack of means, rather than a lack of motivations".1 Such views are of course funded upon a belief that the scenes from lower Manhattan September 11th, 2001, is only the beginning. This day, the spectacular attacks were all performed with conventional terrorist means. However, the magnitude, crudeness, and the efficacy with which these actions were carried out could point in the direction of future large-scale terrorist uses of weapons of mass effect (WMEs).2 More people died in one day on September 11th than in 35 years of sub-state terrorism in Western Europe.3 According to other scholars, however, nuclear terrorism is "an overrated nightmare",4 and while "chemical, biological, or radiological is likely to occur, nuclear terrorism is unlikely to do so, as it is too difficult".5 Others dismiss the risk of large-scale nuclear terrorist violence in their country on the grounds of internal factors such as geography, politics and security policy.6 And indeed, conventional means are likely to remain the weaponry of choice for most terrorists.7 Conventional weaponry, as painfully evidenced September 11th could still more than effectively serve their goals. There will be practical, strategic, and perhaps even moral constraints against uses of WMEs. Unconventional means and methods of violence with new technical requirements and unknown outcomes – and thus an increased risk of failure – could be less appealing to sub-national groups. Any unsuccessful, failed, or uncontrolled action may waste resources, kill members of the terrorist groups, increase the risk of revelation and retaliation, embarrass the terrorist organization and reduce support amongst followers – all putting the very existence of the group at stake. The use of weapons of mass destruction could stigmatize the terrorist group and render any political aspirations harder to accomplish. The constraints against the use of weapons of mass destruction are particularly severe for terrorists who are concerned with their constituents (like social revolutionary and national separatist terrorists). 8 Therefore, there has always been a huge gap between the potential of a weapon and the abilities and/or the will to employ it by terrorists.9
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Terrorists won’t attack: no US lashout or retaliation 

Ian Bremmer, 9-13-2004, New Statesman, “Suppose a new 9/11 hit America”
What would happen if there were a new terrorist attack inside the United States on 11 September 2004? How would it affect the presidential election campaign? The conventional wisdom is that Americans - their patriotic defiance aroused - would rally to President George W Bush and make him an all but certain winner in November. But consider the differences between the context of the original 9/11 and that of any attack which might occur this autumn. In 2001, the public reaction was one of disbelief and incomprehension. Many Americans realised for the first time that large-scale terrorist attacks on US soil were not only conceivable; they were, perhaps, inevitable. A majority focused for the first time on the threat from al-Qaeda, on the Taliban and on the extent to which Saudis were involved in terrorism.  This time, the public response would move much more quickly from shock to anger; debate over how America should respond would begin immediately. Yet it is difficult to imagine how the Bush administration could focus its response on an external enemy. Should the US send 50,000 troops to the Afghan-Pakistani border to intensify the hunt for Osama Bin Laden and 'step up' efforts to attack the heart of al-Qaeda? Many would wonder if that wasn't what the administration pledged to do after the attacks three years ago. The president would face intensified criticism from those who have argued all along that Iraq was a distraction from 'the real war on terror'. And what if a significant number of the terrorists responsible for the pre-election attack were again Saudis? The Bush administration could hardly take military action against the Saudi government at a time when crude-oil prices are already more than $45 a barrel and global supply is stretched to the limit. While the Saudi royal family might support a co-ordinated attack against terrorist camps, real or imagined, near the Yemeni border - where recent searches for al-Qaeda have concentrated - that would seem like a trivial, insufficient retaliation for an attack on the US mainland. Remember how the Republicans criticised Bill Clinton's administration for ineffectually 'bouncing the rubble' in Afghanistan after the al-Qaeda attacks on the US embassies in Kenya and Tanzania in the 1990s. So what kind of response might be credible? Washington's concerns about Iran are rising. The 9/11 commission report noted evidence of co-operation between Iran and al-Qaeda operatives, if not direct Iranian advance knowledge of the 9/11 hijacking plot. Over the past few weeks, US officials have been more explicit, too, in declaring Iran's nuclear programme 'unacceptable'. However, in the absence of an official Iranian claim of responsibility for this hypothetical terrorist attack, the domestic opposition to such a war and the international outcry it would provoke would make quick action against Iran unthinkable. In short, a decisive response from Bush could not be external. It would have to be domestic. Instead of Donald Rumsfeld, the defence secretary, leading a war effort abroad, Tom Ridge, the homeland security secretary, and John Ashcroft, the attorney general, would pursue an anti-terror campaign at home. Forced to use legal tools more controversial than those provided by the Patriot Act, Americans would experience stepped-up domestic surveillance and border controls, much tighter security in public places and the detention of a large number of suspects. Many Americans would undoubtedly support such moves. But concern for civil liberties and personal freedom would ensure that the government would have nowhere near the public support it enjoyed for the invasion of Afghanistan.
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Tech barriers prevent terrorist from building their own bomb

James STERNGOLD 2004, “Assessing the Risk of Nuclear Terrorism,” San Francisco Chronicle
Michael May, a former director of the Lawrence Livermore National Laboratory, where U.S. nuclear weapons are designed, and now a professor emeritus at the Center for International Security and Cooperation at Stanford, said the technological hurdles to a terrorist bomb remain, realistically, quite high. He discounted the possibility terrorists could make use of a stolen warhead because of all the sophisticated security devices built into them. He also said it would be all but impossible for a non-state terrorist group to develop the capability of making its own weapons-grade uranium, because of the industrial infrastructure required.

Terrorists would not be able to secure plutonium form Russia

Commentary Magazine 2002

IF MAKING nuclear-bomb fuel is a no-go, why not just steal it, or buy it on the black market? Consider plutonium. There are hundreds of reactors in the world, and they crank out tons of the stuff every year. Surely a dedicated band of terrorists could get their hands on some.  This too is not so simple. Plutonium is only created inside reactor fuel rods, and the rods, after being irradiated, become so hot that they melt unless kept under water. They are also radioactive, which is why they have to travel submerged from the reactor to storage ponds, with the water acting as both coolant and radiation shield. And in most power reactors, the rods are welded together into long assemblies that can be lifted only by crane.    True, after the rods cool down they can be stored dry, but their radioactivity is still lethal. To prevent spent fuel rods from killing the people who come near them, they are transported in giant radiation-shielding casks that are not supposed to break open even in head-on collisions. The casks are also guarded. If terrorists managed to hijack one from a country that had reactors they would still have to take it to a plant in another country that could extract the plutonium from the rods. They would be hunted at every step of the way.    Instead of fuel rods, they would be better advised to go after pure plutonium, already removed from the reactor fuel and infinitely easier to handle. This kind of plutonium is a threat only if you ingest or inhale it. Human skin blocks its radiation: a terrorist could walk around with a lump of it in his front trouser pocket and still have children. But where to get hold of it? Russia is the best bet: it has tons of plutonium in weapon-ready form, and the Russian nuclear-accounting system is weak. Russia also has underpaid scientists, and there is unquestionably some truth behind all the stories one hears about the smuggling that goes on in that country.    But very little Russian plutonium has been in circulation, with not a single reported case of anything more than gram quantities showing up on the black market. This makes sense. Pure plutonium is used primarily for making nuclear warheads, it is in military hands, and military forces are not exactly keen to see it come back at them in somebody else's bombs.    One source of pure plutonium that is not military is a new kind of reactor fuel called "mixed oxide." It is very different from the present generation of fuel because it contains weapon-ready material. But precisely because it is weapon-ready, it is guarded and accounted for, and a terrorist group would have to win a gun battle to get close to it. Then they would probably need a crane to move it, and would have to elude or fight off their pursuers.    
Terrorists would be unable to build nuclear weapons, difficulty is too great
Commentary Magazine 2002

Building a bomb from scratch would confer the most power: a group that could build one bomb could build several, and a nuclear arsenal would put it front and center on the world stage. But of all the possibilities, this is the unlikeliest--"so remote," in the words of a senior nuclear scientist at the Los Alamos National Laboratory, "that it can be essentially ruled out." The chief obstacle lies in producing the nuclear fuel--either bomb-grade uranium or plutonium--that actually explodes in a chain reaction. More than 80 percent of the effort that went into making America's first bombs was devoted to producing this fuel, and it is no easy task.   To make bomb-grade uranium, a terrorist group would need thousands of high-speed gas centrifuges, machined to exact dimensions, arranged in series, and capable of operating under the most demanding conditions. If they wanted to produce the uranium by a diffusion process, they would need an even greater number of other machines, equally difficult to manufacture and operate. If they followed Saddam Hussein's example, they could try building a series of giant electromagnets, capable of bending a stream of electrically charged particles--a no less daunting challenge. For any of these, they would also need a steady supply of natural uranium and a specialized plant to convert it to a gaseous form for processing.    Who would sell these things to would-be nuclear terrorists? The answer is: nobody. The world's nuclear-equipment makers are organized into a cooperative group that exists precisely to stop items like these from getting into unauthorized hands. Nor could a buyer disguise the destination and send materials through obliging places like Dubai (as Iran does with its hot cargoes) or Malta (favored by Libya's smugglers). The equipment is so specialized, and the suppliers so few, that a forest of red flags would go up. And even if the equipment could be bought, it would have to be operated in a place that the United States could not find.    If manufacturing bomb-grade uranium is out of the picture, what about making plutonium, a much smaller quantity of which is required to form a critical mass (less than fourteen pounds was needed to destroy Nagasaki in 1945)? There is, however, an inconvenient fact about plutonium, which is that you need a reactor to make enough of it for a workable bomb. Could terrorists buy one? The Russians are selling a reactor to Iran, but Moscow tends to put terrorist groups in the same category as Chechens. The Chinese are selling reactors to Pakistan, but Beijing, too, is not fond of terrorists. India and Pakistan can both build reactors on their own, but, for now, these countries are lined up with the U.S. Finally, smuggling a reactor would be no easier than buying one. Reactor parts are unique, so manufacturers would not be fooled by phony purchase orders.   Even if terrorists somehow got hold of a reactor, they would need a special, shielded chemical plant to chop up its radioactive fuel, dissolve it in acid, and then extract the plutonium from the acid. No one would sell them a plutonium extraction plant, either.    
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No impact – terrorists won’t use WMDs

Sprinzak, 1998 (Ehud, “The Great Superterrorism Scare”, Foreign Policy, September 28, http://radiobergen.org/terrorism/super-1.html) 
There is, however, a problem with this two-part logic. Although the capabilities proposition is largely valid--albeit for the limited number of terrorists who can overcome production and handling risks and develop an efficient means of dispersal--the chaos proposition is utterly false. Despite the lurid rhetoric, a massive terrorist attack with nuclear, chemical, or biological weapons is hardly inevitable. It is not even likely. Thirty years of field research have taught observers of terrorism a most important lesson: Terrorists wish to convince us that they are capable of striking from anywhere at anytime, but there really is no chaos. In fact, terrorism involves predictable behavior, and the vast majority of terrorist organizations can be identified well in advance.  Most terrorists possess political objectives, whether Basque independence, Kashmiri separatism, or Palestinian Marxism. Neither crazy nor stupid, they strive to gain sympathy from a large audience and wish to live after carrying out any terrorist act to benefit from it politically. As terrorism expert Brian Jenkins has remarked, terrorists want lots of people watching, not lots of people dead. Furthermore, no terrorist becomes a terrorist overnight. A lengthy trajectory of radicalization and low-level violence precedes the killing of civilians. A terrorist becomes mentally ready to use lethal weapons against civilians only over time and only after he or she has managed to dehumanize the enemy. From the Baader - Meinhoff group in Germany and the Tamil Tigers in Sri Lanka to Hamas and Hizballah in the Middle East, these features are universal. 

***Child Soldiers***

No Solvency- Alternative Causality
Children are forced to become Child Soldiers

Human Rights Watch Promises Broken June 2007
Physically vulnerable and easily intimidated, children typically make obedient soldiers. Many are abducted or recruited by force, and often compelled to follow orders under threat of death. Others join armed groups out of desperation. As society breaks down during conflict, leaving children no access to school, driving them from their homes, or separating them from family members, many children perceive armed groups as their best chance for survival. Others seek escape from poverty or join military forces to avenge family members who have been killed.

Children have no alternative to becoming child soldiers

World Vision Stop the Use of Child Soldiers 2007
Children most likely to be forced into military service include those who are: Separated from their parent or caregiver.Living alone without a supportive adult. Living on the streets. From minority groups.Who are isolated or have limited social skills. Living in or near conflict zones 

Children become child soldiers through force, fraud or coercion.

Office to Monitor and Combat Trafficking in Persons August 8, 2005 The Facts About Child Soldiers

Child soldiering is a unique and severe manifestation of trafficking in persons that involves the recruitment of children through force, fraud, or coercion to be exploited for their labor or to be abused as sex slaves in conflict areas. Government forces, paramilitary organizations, and rebel groups all recruit and utilize child soldiers. UNICEF estimates that more than 300,000 children under 18 are currently being exploited in over 30 armed conflicts worldwide. While the majority of child soldiers are between the ages of 15 and 18, some are as young as 7 or 8 years of age.*

The Affirmative May Sound Good, but the Infrastructure Prevents Solvency From Working.

Migule A Máusse & Daniel Nina, authors: Child Soldiers in South Africa," 1999, "Child Soldiers in Southern Africa," http://64.233.167.104/search?q=cache:oIrAVmI3zUsJ:www.essex.ac.uk/armedcon/Issues/Texts/Soldiers001.htm+lack+of+intervention+child+soldiers+africa&hl=en&ct=clnk&cd=5&gl=us, date accessed: 6/29/07

Besides the effects of the war which directly affected the children, the war also destroys social services infrastructures and thus worsened an already difficult situation. In Mozambique, during the 16 years of this last war, the right to basic health care and education was denied to the vast majority of children living in war zones. As a consequence of the war, about half of the health and education facilities were destroyed or paralyzed; nurses and teachers were killed, kidnapped or forced to seek refuge in neighboring countries or to move to more secure areas. This group of children who were denied the right to health and education, constitutes nowadays a large segment of the young population of the country, involving children in the age groups of between 10 and 18 years and youngsters of between 25 and 26 years of age, who were born or were of school age during the war.
Multiple alternate causes that you don’t solve to inhumane war and bloody conflict.

P.W. Singer, Senior Fellow in Foreign Policy Studies at the Brookings Institution. 2005. Children at War. Pg. 38

The underlying causes behind these deliberate violations of international standards are complex. They involve three critical factors that form a causal chain: (I) social disruptions and failures of development caused by globalization, war, and disease have led not only to greater global conflict and instability, but also to generational disconnections that create a new pool of potential recruits; (2) technological improvements in small arms now permit these child recruits to be effective participants in warfare; and (3) there has been a rise in a new type of conflict that is far more brutal and criminalized. These forces have resulted in the viability of a new doctrine of how to operate and succeed in war, particularly in the context of weakening or failed states. Conflict group leaders now see the recruitment of children as a low-cost and efficient way for their organizations to mobilize and generate force.

No Solvency- Alternative Causality

AIDS causes child soldiers, you can’t solve.

P.W. Singer, Senior Fellow in Foreign Policy Studies at the Brookings Institution. 2005. Children at War. Pg. 41.

Other catastrophes, such as famine and disease outbreaks, underscore this broad trend of disconnection and distress among growing numbers of youth around the world. Of particular worry is the enduring nature of the AIDS epidemic in the developing world, particularly in sub-Saharan Africa. Not coincidentally, this is where the centrum of the child soldier phenomenon lies. The disease, currently infecting 4.8 million people a year, is altering the very demographics of the region, with terrifying consequences for both stability and security. 

The problem is AIDS – the aff can’t fix that.

P.W. Singer, Senior Fellow in Foreign Policy Studies at the Brookings Institution. 2005. Children at War. Pg. 42.

There is also a more direct way in which the new demographics of AIDS can heighten security risks. The disease is gradually creating a new pool or orphans, a group especially susceptible to being pulled into child soldiering. By 2010, more than 43 million children will have lost one or both of their parents to AIDS, including 33 percent of all children in the hardest-hit countries (the normal percentage of children who are orphans in developing countries is 2 percent). Among them are 2.7 million in Nigeria, 2.5 million in Ethiopia, and 1.8 million in South Africa. India alone already has 120,000 AIDS orphans. That only six of the forty countries hardest hit by AIDS have any plans to assist orphans makes the situation only worse. This cohort represents a new “lost orphan generation.” Both the stigma of the disease and the sheer number of victims will overwhelm the communities and extended families that would normally look after these orphans. Their prospects are heartrending, and dangerous. Besides being malnourished, stigmatized, and vulnerable to physical and sexual abuse, this mass of disconnected and disaffected children is particularly at risk of being exploited as child soldiers. Having watched their parents die and been forced to fend for themselves, many will consider they have nothing to lose by entering into war. 

Solving Now- Education Programs

Educational programs already exist for demobilized children.

ABP news agency, March 10, 2006, “SOME 100 CHILD SOLDIERS DEMOBILIZED IN NORTHEASTERN BURUNDI” http://web.lexis-nexis.com/universe/document?_m=7695e372ef5af3d14a0cc8849dd4a4e6&_docnum=45&wchp=dGLbVtz-zSkVb&_md5=a389ec0cf0bce860f1c45cc57c387c38

The demobilization, reintegration and prevention of recruitment of child soldiers project has demobilized 100 of these child soldiers in the provinces of Muyinga and Kirundo (northeastern Burundi) while 180 are still awaiting their turn, the provincial focal point of this project in Muyinga, Mrs Francoise Bangirinama, has said.   The demobilized will benefit from material and psychological support from the Muyinga diocesan bureau which has been chosen as the principal partner in the project in the two provinces.  Apart from re-schooling and professional training, the demobilized child soldiers will also receive for 18 months, the equivalent of 20 dollars per month aimed at helping their reintegration into the host communities.  The Child Soldier Project, it is to be noted, has already demobilized some 3,038 youth, among them 46 girls, at the national level. Many, among these demobilized, were from the regular army and vigilante groups.

Solving Now- United Nations

The UN has freed some 30,000 Child Soldiers from Warlords in Africa.

ABP news agency, 18 Aug 05, “SOME 30,000 CHILD SOLDIERS IN BURUNDI DEMOBILIZED, UN ENVOY SAYS”  http://web.lexis-nexis.com/universe/document?_m=18bbbb70b964d67f0687388423b4d702&_docnum=65&wchp=dGLbVtz-zSkVb&_md5=229eca0178ede47d891036e317fd6648

The UN Security Council adopted on 16 July 2005 a resolution calling on all governments to protect children affected by armed conflict, Mr Ibrahima Fall, the deputy special representative of UN secretary-general and resident coordinator of UN operational activities in Burundi, said this during the weekly UNOB [UN Operation in Burundi] press conference today.  In fact, he said, the UN Security Council convened on this date [16 July] to condemn the recruitment and use of child solders in armed conflicts. [Passage omitted] The Security Council also decided to put in place a mechanism to monitor the recruitment and use of these child soldiers. The accountability system will work in collaboration with governments and actors concerned, the civil society and UN agents to ensure all violations are identified and condemned.   On this development, Mr Fall said Burundi had made remarkable progress with some 30,000 child soldiers in Burundi having been demobilized thanks to the engagement of different partners. He, however, stressed that more efforts are needed to give back to the child his or her childhood so that these children could be reintegrated back to their families and societies.   For their part, the national and international community need to do their utmost to forever ban the exploitation, use and instrumentalization of children in armed conflicts.
UN Efforts are Underway to Demobilize Child Soldiers.

ABP news agency, 12 Mar 07, “BURUNDI UN ENVOY HAILS DEMOBILIZATION PROCESS OF EX-CHILD SOLDIERS”  http://web.lexis-nexis.com/universe/document?_m=2f9797cf87e9271f72298a5b3f361504&_docnum=24&wchp=dGLbVtz-zSkVb&_md5=fd72fdceb4e271148b55a18603a47742
The UN special representative for children in armed conflicts, Mrs Radhika Coomaraswamy, on an official visit in Burundi, last Saturday [10 March] paid a visit to the capital of the province of Gitega [central Burundi].  She said she was satisfied with the progress so far made by the programme for reintegration and social re-insertion of demobilized child soldiers. She started her visit from the Gitega demobilization centre. She observed that no demobilized child soldier still lives there. Mrs Coomaraswamy stated that she was encouraged by the positive progress in the reinsertion of the child soldiers in their original families. She also stressed on the importance of specific follow-up on ex-child combatants for the effective reintegration in the community to protect them against possible enticements from criminal groups.  In a welcome address, the executive secretary of the national commission for demobilization, reintegration and re-insertion of demobilized ex-combatants, Gen Silas Ntigurirwa, said there are 3,041 demobilized child soldiers throughout the country. These include 783 who passed out at the Gitega demobilization centre, which is the only centre still open in Burundi. The other two centres located at Muramvya and Randa have been closed down. The demobilization programme is almost coming to an end. According to Gen Ntigurirwa, at the moment, we are mainly handling the training of the demobilized child soldiers so that they can take care of themselves.

Impacts Inevitable

Reintegration is traditionally unsuccessful.

Africa research bulletin, May 2007, “CHILD SOLDIERS: Teenage Armies

Greed, not ideology, drives the conscription of African youths” Africa research bulletin, http://www.blackwell-synergy.com/doi/full/10.1111/j.1467-825X.2007.00989.x?prevSearch=allfield%3A%28child+soldiers%29, Date Accessed: June 26, 2007, Volume 44 Issue 4 Page 17063A-17065B, DC

The reintegration of young ex-combatants into civilian life is one of the biggest challenges facing the DRC. This poses a serious threat to achieving sustainable peace. In North Kivu, a major effort is currently underway to demobilise combatants of all ages, especially the young fighters. The chief-coordinator of the Commission for Disarmament, Demobilisation and Reintegration (CONADER) in Goma, the provincial capital, estimates that between 60 and 70% of the rebel forces in the province are aged 15 to 24 years. The massive enlistment of youth in militias during the five-year war was largely due to the existence of a generation of dispossessed young people, suffering the effects of educational collapse and social exclusion at the end of the 1990s in DRCongo. In many ways, the situation is unchanged, said the head of the North Kivu Division for Youth, Dunia Bakuluea. "There is still fighting going on here and approximately 95% of young people in the province are unemployed, which makes militia life attractive for them." He added that, "Young men particularly suffer from this alienation and constitute a reserve of fighters readily mobilised by local warlords who provide them with easy explanations of the crisis, based on ethnical exclusion." To many young combatants, the prospect of civilian reintegration does not appeal: many are unable to read or write, and feel they would not be able to adapt and find a job. Also, returning to the village after ten years in the military poses serious problems, as young people fear stigmatisation, being a burden to their families, and most importantly being "treated as children" when they go back. Martin Muhindi, Child Protection Programme Manager for Save the Children UK, in North Kivu, told IRIN that in some reported cases, adolescent minors who actually chose reintegration showed bitter frustration at not being included in the adult demobilisation and reinsertion programmes.
Child soldier victims are resentful at reintegration programs.
Africa research bulletin, May 2007, “CHILD SOLDIERS: Teenage Armies

Greed, not ideology, drives the conscription of African youths” Africa research bulletin, http://www.blackwell-synergy.com/doi/full/10.1111/j.1467-825X.2007.00989.x?prevSearch=allfield%3A%28child+soldiers%29, Date Accessed: June 26, 2007, Volume 44 Issue 4 Page 17063A-17065B, DC

This is because the reintegration kits provided to adults include a monthly monetary allowance of $25 over 12 months with a one-time payment of $110, whereas reinsertion programmes for children focus on equipping children with knowledge and skills through opportunities either to go back to school or to receive vocational training followed by start-up kits supporting the opening of a small business. Children are never provided with direct cash assistance given the likelihood that such funds will be taken from them by adults or spent on things that do not forward the child's future. In many cases, adolescents are angry because they have not yet benefited from a reinsertion programme, at times rioting against humanitarian workers. Among the 7,000 children separated by child protection partners in North Kivu since the beginning of the DDR process, only approximately half have received full reinsertion support. UNICEF's Project Officer responsible for the Protection programme in Eastern DRC, Pernille Ironside, told IRIN that two principal reasons hindering the establishment of reinsertion programmes for children reunified with their families are: the ongoing insecurity in certain areas caused by the presence of militia groups who harass and threaten to re-enroll children; and the lack of local capacity to implement projects in areas where there has been no prior presence of NGOs. (IRIN 13/4) 

***Soft Power***

Soft Power- UQ

Anti-Americanism is inevitable- Soft power won’t solve.

Joseph Nye 2004 (Professor at the Kennedy School of Government at Harvard University, Can America Regain Its Soft Power After Abu Ghraib?, July 29 2004, http://yaleglobal.yale.edu/display.article?id=4302)

Skeptics about soft power argue that anti-Americanism is inevitable because of our role as the world’s only military superpower. They regard popularity as ephemeral and advise us to simply ignore the polls. We are the world’s leader and should do what we determine to be in our national interest. As the big kid on the block, we are bound to engender envy and resentment as well as admiration. But the ratio of hate to love depends on whether we are seen as a bully or a friend. We were even more preponderant in the 1940s, but the Marshall Plan helped our soft power. Similarly, the United States was the world’s only superpower in the 1990s, but anti-Americanism never reached the levels that it did after the “new unilateralism” of the second Bush administration.

 Soft Power Done- Alternative Causality

Democracy promotion alienating the world and breeding anti-americaninsm

William M. Gumede, Associate Editor at Africa Confidential, Anti-Americanism Costs Money, August 30, 2006, http://newsweek.washingtonpost.com/postglobal/william_gumede/2006/08/antiamericanism_costs_money.html

Johannesburg, South Africa - America's policies often anger many of its friends across the globe, and turn neutral observers hostile. From a distance, it looks like the world is more sensitive to U.S. foreign and security policies than even its own citizens. Abroad, many believe that the country's actions don't square with its policy objectives, often breeding anti-Americanism abroad. For example, when the U.S. goes out to promote democracy across the globe -- a noble policy objective -- it frequently works against that aim. The U.S. doctrine that democracy can be promoted by force is simply wrong. Its part of this foreign policy which stands against its own national interest. It appears that U.S. strategists conduct policy from the assumption that friends and allies are simply disposable. Unilateralism is alienating many of the U.S.' friends. 

Iraq and Abu Ghraib destroy soft power

Gardels 2005 (Nathan, The Rise and Fall of America’s Soft Power, New Persepctives Quarterly, Winter, http://www.digitalnpq.org/archive/2005_winter/02_gardels.html

IRAQ WAR AND ABU GHRAIB IMAGES | The other element that has brought down American prestige, and not just in the Arab and Muslim world, is the Iraq war and the torture at Abu Ghraib. For a superpower to act unilaterally—if it is perceived to act ONLY in its own interest as if it were a NORMAL power—is, by definition, to undermine the basis of the consensual hegemony granted to it by others, who expect it to look after their interests as well. Without dwelling on facts familiar to all during the buildup to war, acting in the name of the world but without the world's consent forfeited too much political capital—that is, soft power.  Another superpower did emerge to oppose US policy in the past year: global public opinion. It was led, figuratively, by Nelson Mandela, the ultimate soft power icon of moral leadership, who said early on, "America is a threat to world peace." Its opposition to US policy meant that the political objectives for which our unparalleled military might paved the way could not in the end be met. Soft power checkmated hard power.  Here it might be apt to paraphrase Stalin on the Pope. Some skeptics might ask "how many divisions does global public opinion have?" Answer: It has the divisions so direly needed now but not deployed in Iraq—no divisions from Turkey, from the French, from Spain, from NATO.  Walter Lippmann wrote about phantom public opinion. But in this case we've seen a phantom coalition, where public opinion from Japan to Italy to Britain doesn't stand behind their leaders, constraining the actual capacity of the coalition to shape postwar Iraq. Spain bowed out after the fact of war; the fledgling democracy in Turkey, though championed by the US for membership in Europe, bowed out before, making the US invasion jump through tactical hoops to get into Iraq. It turned out to be only an assumed ally.  In this context, and by contrast, across much of Asia, China has become seen as the stabilizer seeking a "peaceful rise" while the US upsets the apple cart, not only through the war in Iraq but with its anti-terror crusade that is a low priority for most Asians. The lack of consent for going into Iraq, and the daily demonstration of powerlessness since, have made even those Asians suspicious of China's new power concerned about whether they can rely on the US. Tokyo's nationalist governor, Shintaro Ishihara, told me as much in a long conversation last year: Japan, he said, can no longer depend on the US to take care of anyone's interest but its own, so Japan must reopen its nuclear option and be prepared to remilitarize. Just as DeGaulle was sure the US would not sacrifice New York for Paris, so too the new breed of Japanese politician doesn't trust the US not to sacrifice Tokyo in pursuit of other interests.  Paradoxically, by willfully ignoring the interests of others as expressed in their public opinion, the US unilateralist approach to Iraq and other issues has pushed the multipolar world order out of its post-Cold War womb. This is the most profound strategic consequence of the loss of US soft power. America has been demoted from a hegemon to a preponderant power—by the public opinion of its own allies!  Condi Rice once argued to me that the French call for a multipolar world was the rhetoric of an adversary, not an ally, especially when proclaimed at summits in Beijing and Moscow. The rhetoric is now on its way to realization. In this respect, the Iraq war has had a demonstration effect, but not the one Donald Rumsfeld and Dick Cheney envisioned.  Rather than demonstrate American power it has demonstrated the limits to American power. Qian Qichen, China's former foreign minister, has summed up the lesson as most of the world sees it: "The 21st Century is not the 'American Century.' That does not mean the US does not want the dream. It means it is incapable of realizing the goal."  As Joe Nye writes in his book Soft Power, "Politics in an information age may ultimately be about whose story wins." Much of America's winning story which accounted for it being a soft superpower—human rights, the rule of law, an historic liberator instead of occupier—was further undercut by the images of humiliation, torture and sexual abuse at Abu Ghraib prison.  Certain images so iconify a moment in history they are impossible to erase. Germans knocking down the Berlin Wall piece by piece with sledge hammers is one. The lone individual standing down a Chinese tank near Tiananmen Square is another. On the ignoble side, now there are the images of Abu Ghraib.  The further the truth of the image is from a false claim, the deeper and more enduring the damage. Whereas American softpower undermined Soviet hard power nearly 15 years ago, here American hard power undermined its own soft power. As Brezezinski argued recently: "In our entire history as a nation, world opinion has never been as hostile toward the US as it is today."  The hearts and minds once won are now being lost. And there are real costs. 
Soft Power Done- Alternative Causality

Israel and Iraq

William M. Gumede, Associate Editor at Africa Confidential, Anti-Americanism Costs Money, August 30, 2006, http://newsweek.washingtonpost.com/postglobal/william_gumede/2006/08/antiamericanism_costs_money.html

U.S. foreign policy seems aimed at satisfying short-term objectives, rather than taking a long view. For example, U.S. support for Israel's attack on Lebanon severely damaged U.S. interests in the Middle East. Before Israel's invasion of Lebanon, the U.S. had praised Lebanon for its still fragile democratic efforts in a region not known for democracy. Now democracy in Lebanon has been set back by Israeli bombs.  U.S. allies had warned Israel about this, but were ignored. U.S. involvement in Iraq has also increased instability, ended many lives, and cost a lot of money. Furthermore, the collapsed state in Iraq has become fertile soil for the growth and export of terror abroad. Disgruntled allies are now less likely to provide troops for peacekeeping forces; likewise they might hold back finances to relieve conflict situations, especially when their advice was ignored. 

Iran and subsidies

William M. Gumede, Associate Editor at Africa Confidential, Anti-Americanism Costs Money, August 30, 2006, http://newsweek.washingtonpost.com/postglobal/william_gumede/2006/08/antiamericanism_costs_money.html
Again with the explosive situation in Iran, many U.S. foreign policy strategists propose tough approaches like military action without considering the long term impact. This could alienate moderate support for America in the Middle East and lead to a wider regional conflict with catastrophic effects on U.S. interests.  In similar fashion, while the U.S. argues for free trade, it then refuses to open its trade barriers or reduce subsidies to its farmers. U.S. cotton industry receives huge subsidies. This destroys struggling West African cotton producers. But the U.S. demands these developing countries don't subsidize. Efforts such as these and to promote democracy in the developing world will ring hollow if, at the same time, official U.S. development aid is slashed. 

Bush won’t use soft power

Sofie Nielsen 2004 (senior consultant with Lichtwer Consult Czech) “U.S. must be focused on international cooperation to fight the dangers that threaten world order”, The Prague Post Online, December 9, 

http://www.praguepost.com/P03/2004/Art/1209/opin1.php
The answer at the moment seems to be no. The Bush administration continues to dismiss the relevance of soft power, with Bush only making small gestures of reconciliation toward the United Nations. Moreover, the postwar chaos is nowhere near an end. While power has been handed over to a sovereign government and elections are scheduled for January, U.S. troops continue to bear the responsibility for restoring law and order. Most importantly, the Bush administration has massive political interests at stake. So the occupation continues and the world becomes increasingly divided and bellicose. That, indeed, is a deeply worrying scenario.
Soft Power- No Internal Link

American soft power is not perceived.
Samuel P. Huntington (Albert J. Weatherhead III University Professor at Harvard University, where he is also Director of the John M. Olin Institute for Strategic Studies and Chairman of the Harvard Academy for International and Area Studies) March/April 1999 “the lonely superpower” Foreign Affairs

First, it would behoove Americans to stop acting and talking as if this were a unipolar world. It is not. To deal with any major global issue, the United States needs the cooperation of at least some major powers. Unilateral sanctions and interventions are recipes for foreign policy disasters. Second, American leaders should abandon the benign-hegemon illusion that a natural congruity exists between their interests and values and those of the rest of the world. It does not. At times, American actions may promote public goods and serve more widely accepted ends. But often they will not, in part because of the unique moralistic component in American policy but also simply because America is the only superpower, and hence its interests necessarily differ from those of other countries. This makes America unique but not benign in the eyes of those countries.

Soft power is a myth.  States won’t buy it – tangible power is all that matters, not intentions

Christopher Layne, visiting fellow in foreign policy studies at Cato, Los Angeles Times, October 6, 2002

U.S. strategists believe that "it can't happen to us," because the United States is a different kind of hegemon, a benign hegemon that others will follow willingly due to the attractiveness of its political values and culture. While flattering, this self-serving argument misses the basic point: Hegemons are threatening because they have too much power. And it is America's power--not the self-proclaimed benevolence of its intentions--that will shape others' response to it. A state's power is a hard, measurable reality, but its intentions, which can be peaceful one day but malevolent the next, are ephemeral. Hegemony's proponents claim that the United States can inoculate itself against a backlash by acting multilaterally. But other states are not going to be deceived by Washington's use of international institutions as a fig leaf to cloak its ambitions of dominance. And in any event, there are good reasons why the U.S. should not reflexively embrace multilateralism. When it comes to deciding when and how to defend American interests, Washington should want a free hand, not to have its hands tied by others. 

Benevolence does not water down America’s image as a powerful hegemon.

Christopher Layne 10/6/2003 "the cost of empire" http://amconmag.com/10_06_03/cover.html

American policymakers have come up with a number of (far too) clever rationales to convince themselves that the U.S. will escape the fate that invariably befalls hegemons. For example, they claim that the United States is a different kind of hegemon—a “benign” or “benevolent” one that is non-threatening because it acts altruistically in international politics and because others are attracted to America’s “soft power” (its political institutions and values, and its culture). There is no reason, they say, for others to balance against the United States. Other proponents of American hegemony take a different tack: they claim that the United States can throw its hegemonic weight around as it pleases because its power—economic, military, and technological—is so overwhelming that it will be a very long time before other states can even think about balancing against the U.S. These are not compelling arguments. In international politics, benevolent hegemons are like unicorns—there are no such animals. Hegemons love themselves, but others mistrust and fear them. Others dread both the over-concentration of geopolitical weight in America’s favor and the purposes for which it may be used. Washington’s (purportedly) benevolent intentions are ephemeral, but the hard fist of American power is tangible—and others worry that if U.S. intentions change, they might get smacked. As for the argument that the U.S. is too mighty to be counter-balanced, history reminds us that things change fast in international politics. The British found out toward the end of the 19th century that a seemingly unassailable international power position can melt away with unexpected rapidity.

Soft Power Not Solve Conflict

Soft Power can’t solve nuclear development, Iran and North Korea proves.
Joseph Nye 2006 (Professor at the Kennedy School of Government at Harvard University, Think Again: Soft Power, March 1, 2006, http://yaleglobal.yale.edu/display.article?id=7059)

No Doubt. North Korean dictator Kim Jong Il’s penchant for Hollywood movies is unlikely to affect his decision on developing nuclear weapons. Hard power just might dissuade him, particularly if China agreed to economic sanctions. Nor will soft power be sufficient to stop the Iranian nuclear program, though the legitimacy of the administration’s current multilateral approach may help to recruit other countries to a coalition that isolates Iran. And soft power got nowhere in luring the Taliban away from al Qaeda in the 1990s. 
Even if they win this argument, it doesn’t disprove our links.  Both can be true.  However, hard power is more important

Post and Courier, June 20, 1998
But what also struck me, as I munched fries in Yogya, was the gap between America's power to shape global culture and its power to influence global affairs. Our domination of the airwaves, soundwaves and Web sites won't bring democracy to Jakarta. Throughout Indonesia's recent political upheavals, America's influence has been almost zilch. This disconnection is important to ponder. After the Cold War ended, many analysts believed the nature of power had changed. "In an age of information-based economies and transnational interdependence, power is becoming ... less tangible and less coercive," wrote Harvard professor Joseph Nye Jr., who held key diplomatic and intelligence posts in the first Clinton administration. The kind of power that matters now, Nye argued - in a phrase that became a buzzword - is "soft power." Soft power means that a country's ideas (democracy, free trade, consumerism) are so attractive that others will imitate them. America's culture (and the hold it has on the global imagination) are supposed to be an important source of soft power. Nye and others thought the importance of soft power would continue to grow relative to that of "hard power" - typified by military strength. Soft power was supposed to be an essential tool of the "world's sole remaining superpower." It was supposed to make "them" want to be like "us." But as I watched events unfold in Indonesia, soft power seemed irrelevant. It hardly served to bolster democracy. What young Indonesians see as the essence of America is consumer goods and media images of sex and violence. They know almost nothing about America's democratic values. Only those Indonesians with deeper knowledge of the United States (from studies abroad or professors) know that America is defined by both consumerism and democracy. Nor does the McWorld syndrome make leaders in other countries saturated by U.S. cultural exports toe the U.S. line. Soft power won't soften up Chinese leaders. McWorld won't make those leaders desist from exporting missile technology; that requires the hard-power technique of sanctions, which the Clinton team has found difficult to apply. The same holds for Japan, where a McDonald's sprouts in every neighborhood and an Elvis look-alike cult dances on Sundays in a downtown park. The veneer of U.S./global culture, despite its omnipresence, does not penetrate the foundation of Japanese-ness. Thus, American pleas for Japan to deregulate its economy and bail out its failing banks so Tokyo can power a new Asian growth spurt fall on deaf ears. Japanese leaders are willing to let the yen's value plummet, even though that drags all Asian economies down with it, because they think cheap exports will get their country out of its recession. No hard-power tools are easily at hand for Washington to pry open the Tokyo mindset. And all the McDonald's in Asia won't change Japanese thinking. Soft power is even less effective in countries that have resisted U.S. consumer products. McDonald's is in India (although it doesn't serve beef, since cows are sacred). But in a country long closed to Western exports and deluged with its own, home-produced movies, the Ameri-global culture has yet to take hold. But even if it had, that wouldn't have stopped India's government from exploding the bomb. The blasts were about hard power. Perhaps therein lies the clue to the relevance of soft power, or its lack. Since the Cold War's end, using hard power is tougher, because the objectives are less clear. A lot of wishful thinking has emerged about the impact of America's global empire of burgers and bytes on the projection of U.S. power. McWorld is great for exports (and for convincing foreign youths that their countries should go, and stay, capitalist). But in real power terms, it is still hard power that matters. The only punch delivered by a burger in Yogya is the bite of the hot chili sauce.

Soft Power Not Increased- Single Policy Not Change

Soft power is a byproduct. It can’t be increased by deliberate policy-making

Reesha Namasivayam, M.A. Candidate, Conflict Analysis, Carleton University, “Soft Power at the United Nations,” 2001, http://www.cda-cdai.ca/pdf/namasivayampaper.pdf, accessed 10/15/02

Even the ‘father’ of soft power, Joseph Nye, cautioned that although ‘Canada has always been good at punching above its weight in world politics…. to keep doing so in the global information age requires not just good ideas in speeches but also an extraordinary degree of political and diplomatic coordination. Nonetheless, it is important to note that during a speech in Boston on May 2, 2000, Nye asserted, “the US is not the only country with soft power—think of the moral authority of the Vatican, or of Canada on human rights issues.” However despite this disclaimer, the extent to which Canada could impel soft power in the Security Council remained questionable. Nye and Keohane assert that “more often soft power is an inadvertent byproduct,” as opposed to a reflection of deliberate policies.

A single change in foreign policy can’t overcome embedded unilateralist ideology

Michael Hirsh, former Foreign Editor of Newsweek, Foreign Affairs, September/October, 2002
One State Department careerist complains that the unilateralist ideologues who dominate the administration have outright contempt for Europe's consensus-based community, with little sense of the long and terrible history that brought Europe to this historic point. When NATO after September 11 invoked its Article V for the first time ever, defining the attack on the United States as an attack on all members, Defense Secretary Donald Rumsfeld dispatched his deputy, Paul Wolfowitz, to say this would not be necessary because "the mission would define the coalition." One senior hard-liner at a Pentagon meeting summed up the U.S. view thus: "Preserve the myth, and laugh." The effect is that when Bush does invoke his "we're in this together" rhetoric or talks of creating a "common security framework for the great powers," it rings hollow. It suggests a towering insincerity: fine words, but no real commitment to anything enduring except American security. U.S. security, of course, must be number one on any president's agenda. And the disparity in power does justify a certain degree of unilateral leadership. In recent months, Bush has also, in small ways, begun moderating his unilateralism. Faced with European outrage, he compromised on the ICC, and for the Middle East, he created a "quartet" -- the EU, Russia, the UN, and the United States -- to oversee the creation of a Palestinian state. But if Bush plays the war leader well, as a global leader he still falls short, for Bush's stunted vision fails to recognize that U.S. security is now inextricably bound up in global security and in strengthening the international community.

Unilateralism is inevitable – it’s purely a function of hard power disparity

Michael Hirsh, former Foreign Editor of Newsweek, Foreign Affairs, September/October, 2002
Some Europeans have all but given up on Bush -- the "Toxic Texan," as he was called by one continental editorialist -- and are merely waiting until they can get back to a Clinton-like administration, which is now remembered as happily multilateralist. They have faulty memories. True, the Clintonites may have done a better job of papering over transatlantic differences and sounding multilateralist. Clinton fudged U.S. opposition to the ICC and the Biological Weapons Convention, and he deferred far more to European sensitivities over the ABM Treaty. But when the going got tough -- think of Richard Holbrooke at Dayton, or Madeleine Albright at Rambouillet -- the Clintonites could act just as unilaterally as the current Bush team. Today's unilateralism, in other words, has less to do with the peculiarities of Bush's "cowboy" mindset or even exceptionalism than with the sheer inequality in hard power between the United States and the rest of the world -- especially Europe, which is where most of the complaints come from. America behaves unilaterally because it can, and it is always at moments of national crisis when this impulse is strongest. This fact of life is not going away anytime soon. 

Soft Power Not Solve hard Power

Soft power fails – concessions destroy hard power

Stahl 2005 (Noah, Iowa State Daily, Soft Power of diplomacy only effective with force, 4/19, google

Teddy Roosevelt made the best metaphor for soft power with his famous saying, "Speak softly and carry a big stick." A more accurate phrasing -- "carry a big stick and speak softly" -- emphasizes the mistake made by the advocates of "sensitivity" and "tact": Diplomacy is meaningless without the means to enforce it. In other words, true soft power is derived from hard power; you cannot have the first without the second. Consider two historical conflicts: First, Hitler's invasion of surrounding territories before World War II and second, the American bombing of Hiroshima and Nagasaki after Japan's attack of Pearl Harbor. In the first, Europeans refused to meet Hitler's buildup with force, hoping that conceding those territories as carrots would satisfy his appetite. In the second, America used immediate force against Japan on its home soil.  The radically different results of the two strategies show the futility of soft power not backed by military force. The first strategy led to years of warfare and millions of deaths. The second led to the complete and immediate Japanese surrender.  The ineffectiveness of diplomacy without the real threat of military action is showcased by the case of North Korea, which now claims to have nuclear weapons after years of empty warnings by the United States and its allies and subsequent, equally empty assurances by North Korean leaders. We are now witnessing a repeat in Iran, where European negotiators patiently offer political and economic incentives and are met with increasing Iranian confidence. If there is a failure of U.S. foreign policy, it is of being too timid, not of being too aggressive. The trouble in securing Iraq is largely a result of the Bush administration giving in to international and domestic pressure to wage a "sensitive war." Military commanders have found themselves forced to defer to legal advice when planning attacks and to refrain from attacking religious sites sheltering terrorists -- all in the name of respecting world opinion in hopes of gaining soft power. An important aspect of soft power is consistency. Much of the resentment of the Bush administration's foreign policy is a result of the uncertain and unnecessary rationalizations it used in the months before the Iraqi invasion. Without consistent principles, trust is difficult to gain. What the world sees in American foreign policy today is an unprincipled series of decisions that make the United States hard to predict and therefore more difficult to trust.

Soft power cannot maintain US hegemony – Britain circa 1930 has already proven this.

Niall Ferguson (Herzog Professor of History at the Stern School of Business, New York University and a Senior Research Fellow of Jesus College, Oxford) 9/22/2003 “an empire in denial: the limits of US imperialism” Harvard International Review No. 3, Vol. 25; Pg. 64

One argument sometimes advanced to distinguish US "hegemony" from British Empire is qualitative. US power, it is argued, consists not just of military and economic power but also of "soft" power. According to Joseph Nye, "A country may obtain the outcomes it wants in world politics because other countries want to follow it, admiring its values, emulating its example, aspiring to its level of prosperity and openness." Soft power, in other words, is getting what you want without sticks or carrots. In the case of the United States, "it comes from being a shining 'city. upon a hill'"--an enticing New Jerusalem of economic and political liberty,. Nye is not so naive as to assume that the US way is inherently attractive to everyone, everywhere. But he does believe that making it attractive matters more than ever before because of the global spread of information technology. To put it simply, soft power can reach the parts of the world that hard pouter cannot. But does this really make US power so very different from imperial power? On the contrary. If anything, it illustrates how very like the last Anglophone empire the United States has become. The British Empire, too, sought to make its values attractive to others, though initially the job had to he done by "men on the spot." British missionaries, businessmen, administrators, and schoolmasters fanned out across the globe to "entice and attract" people toward British values. These foot-slogging efforts were eventually reinforced by technology. It was the advent of wireless radio--and specifically the creation of the British Broadcasting Corporation (BBC)--which really ushered in the age of soft power in Nye's sense of the term. Within six years, the BBC had launched its first foreign language service--in Arabic, significantly--and, by the end of 1938, it was broadcasting around the world in all the major languages of continental Europe. In some ways, the soft power that Britain could exert in the 1930s was greater than the soft power of the United States today. In a world of newspapers, radio receivers, and cinemas--where the number of content-supplying corporations (often national monopolies) was relatively small--the overseas broadcasts of the BBC could hope to reach a relatively large number of foreign ears. Yet whatever soft power Britain thereby wielded did nothing to halt the precipitous decline of British power after the 1930s. This raises the question of how much US soft power really matters today. If the term is to denote anything more than cultural background music to more traditional forms of dominance, it surely needs to be demonstrated that the United States can secure what it wants from other countries without coercing or suborning them, but purely because its cultural exports are seductive. One reason for skepticism about the extent of US soft power today is the very nature of the channels of communication for US culture, the various electronic media through which US culture is currently transmitted tend to run from the United States to Western Europe, Japan, and in the case of television, Latin America. It would be too much to conclude that US soft power is abundant where it is least needed, for it may well he that a high level of exposure to US cinema and television is one of the reasons why Western Europe,Japan, and Latin America are on the whole less hostile to the United States than countries in the Middle East and Asia. But the fact remains that the range of US soft power in Nye's sense is more limited than is generally assumed. 
Soft Power Not Work- Hard Power Key

Soft power is impossible without strong military power

Josef Joffe, German journalist, Conversations with History, “Power and Culture in International Affairs,” January 20 and March 23, 2000, http://globetrotter.berkeley.edu/people/Joffe/joffe-con4.html, accessed 10/15/02

I think power has to be seen like a bundle of currencies. Traditionally the most important currency of power was military power, strategic power. Machiavelli said it's easier to get gold with good soldiers than to get good soldiers with gold. So on top, the most fungible of all currency is strategic. Then you can go down to all kinds of other "currencies": economic power, the attraction of your political and social system, even of your movies and your TV, your diplomatic skills. Or the power radiating from ideas: part of the great power that the Soviet Union had for a while was that this idea of socialism was a very powerful, attractive idea which inspired the entire Third World after decolonization. Everybody wanted a kind a Marxist-Soviet model of economic development and one-party states. So in the Berlin-Berkeley Belt, where the strategic issue for the time being does not arise, those who have the most soft power sources will do very well, such as Germany. But also the United States. Yes. But the most important thing is, the best deal you can get is when hard power and soft power come together. The Vatican has a lot of soft power but it has no hard power and so that means the influence of the Vatican is limited. Switzerland has a lot of soft power but nothing in the hard power field. So if you really want to sit pretty today you have to be like the United States, because the United States has all of these resources in spades. It's the mightiest military power in the world, it is the mightiest economy. 

Hard power outweighs soft power

Robert Spulak, senior analyst at the Strategic Studies Center, “The Case in Favor of US Nuclear Weapons,” Parameters, Spring 1997, http://carlisle-www.army.mil/usawc/Parameters/97spring/spulak.htm, accessed 10/18/02
Some argue that economic strength alone can confer superpower status because economic powers can use trade and economic policies to promote their economic welfare.[12] However, economic power is only one contributor to a nation's overall power. The highest priorities of the United States government are to protect our central security interests. Economic power alone cannot guarantee security; in fact, greater economic interests may extend the boundaries of our security interests, thereby increasing our vulnerability to coercion or adding new opportunities for others to try to influence US foreign policy. The greatest contribution of economic power to security is that economic resources allow for the fielding of a formidable military force. This is why there is a great deal of concern over China's economic growth: not primarily because of China's future ability to trade effectively (although this also may be of great concern), but because of its rapid growth in military spending and the enormous resources potentially available for its military. Even states that could not compete economically have been superpowers (e.g., the Soviet Union). The possession of a robust nuclear arsenal confers real diplomatic advantages on the United States. It is a vital symbol and part of the substance of our world leadership. Diplomacy is always performed against the backdrop of military capability. In addition, nuclear weapons, and the threats they imply, can be used explicitly (although not without risk) to protect US interests.[13] For example, during the superpower confrontation caused by the 1973 Arab-Israeli war, increased US alert status, including nuclear forces, and hints of "incalculable consequences" probably helped to deter Soviet intervention in Egypt. (Soviet nuclear capabilities also may have helped to motivate the United States to work to prevent the destruction of the encircled Egyptian Third Army.) There has been widespread speculation that allusions to nuclear use may have deterred Iraq from using chemical weapons in the 1990-91 Gulf War. And, the US carefully refrained for several days from ruling out a nuclear strike against a Libyan underground chemical weapons facility to increase the diplomatic pressure to stop construction. 

Soft Power- leads to backlash
Soft Power leads to resentment and rage.

Josef Joffe 2006(Abramowitz fellow at the Sanford University’s Hoover Institute, The Perils of Soft Power, May 14 2006, http://www.hoover.org/publications/digest/4634921.html) 
There is a moral in this tale of two critics: the curse of soft power. In the affairs of nations, too much hard power ends up breeding not submission but resistance. Likewise, great soft power does not bend hearts; it twists minds in resentment and rage. And the target of Europe's cultural guardians is not just America, the Great Seductress, but all those “little people,” a million in all, many of whom showed up in the wee hours to snag an admissions ticket to MoMA's Berlin exhibit. By yielding to America-the-beguiling, they, according to the critics, committed cultural treason—and worse: They ignored the stern verdict of their own priesthood. So America's soft power is not only seductive but also subversive.

Soft Power leads to Anti American backlash.

Niall Ferguson 2003(Herzog Professor of History at N.Y.U, What is Power?, January/ February 2003, http://www.hoover.org/publications/digest/3058266.html)

The trouble with soft power is that it’s, well, soft. All over the Islamic world there are kids who enjoy (or would like to enjoy) bottles of Coke, Big Macs, CDs by Britney Spears, and DVDs starring Tom Cruise. Do any of these things make them love America more? Strangely not.  Actually, this is not so strange. In the nineteenth century, Great Britain pioneered the use of soft power, though it projected its culture through the sermons of missionaries and the commentaries in Anglophone newspapers. The British also revolutionized world sports, making cricket the most popular sport in the Indian subcontinent, rugby the favorite sport of the Antipodes, and soccer the near-universal opiate of the modern masses. (Only the United States resisted these most virulent strains of British soft power.)  Yet it was precisely from the most Anglicized parts of the indigenous populations of the British Empire that the nationalist movements sprang. The archetype was the Bengali babu—better able to quote Shakespeare than the average expatriate Brit—who worked for the British by day but plotted their overthrow by night. 
Soft Power Causes US Decline

Soft power doesn’t solve eventual decline – it hastens the process by giving other countries a free ride.

Christopher Layne Spring 1996 “less is more – realistic foreign policies for east asia” National Interest http://www.looksmartcollege.com/p/articles/mi_m2751/is_n43/ai_18298481?pi=scl

A strategy of benign hegemony does not change the equation appreciably. Such a strategy enables other states to "free ride" militarily and economically, allowing them to shift resources into economically productive investments. The net result is the same: the decline in the hegemon's relative power. Hence, by providing regional security -- for the express purpose of obviating the need for others to provide for themselves -- the U.S. strategy of preponderance will accelerate the decline in America's relative power position vis-a-vis Japan, which will continue to exploit the U.S. security umbrella to follow its aggressive, politically motivated "trading state" policies.
Soft Power Not Matter- US Power Solves

Other nations will still cooperate with the U.S. even if it’s unpopular

Kagan 2006 (Robert, The Washington Post, 1/15, http://www.carnegieendowment.org/publications/index.cfm?fa=view&id=17894&prog=zgp&proj=zusr

The striking thing about the present international situation is the degree to which America remains what Bill Clinton once called "the indispensable nation." Despite global opinion polls registering broad hostility to George W. Bush's United States, the behavior of governments and political leaders suggests America's position in the world is not all that different from what it was before Sept. 11 and the Iraq war. The much-anticipated global effort to balance against American hegemony -- which the realists have been anticipating for more than 15 years now -- has simply not occurred. On the contrary, in Europe the idea has all but vanished. European Union defense budgets continue their steady decline, and even the project of creating a common foreign and defense policy has slowed if not stalled. Both trends are primarily the result of internal European politics. But if they really feared American power, Europeans would be taking more urgent steps to strengthen the European Union's hand to check it.  Nor are Europeans refusing to cooperate, even with an administration they allegedly despise. Western Europe will not be a strategic partner as it was during the Cold War, because Western Europeans no longer feel threatened and therefore do not seek American protection. Nevertheless, the current trend is toward closer cooperation. Germany's new government, while still dissenting from U.S. policy in Iraq, is working hard and ostentatiously to improve relations
Their evidence asserts that allies are necessary but doesn’t say what they’re necessary for.  The US has overwhelming military capabilities and economic resources and is willing to leverage those to enforce its will.  Name a problem that we need France on our side to deal with.

The US can go it alone. Cooperation is a luxury, not a necessity

John Gibson, Fox News Network, August 14, 2002
An eye-popping piece in the "USA Today," it says that the America- hating craze of the Middle East has now fully morphed itself into the face of the average European and most frightfully morphed into the average Brit, our most stalwart of overseas supporters. And it isn't just editorial writers, says "USA Today," it's everyday citizens who launch into tirades against Americans they bump into on the street or in the office. Why? Because America, the world now realizes, is so big and so strong it can do whatever it likes and no one can stop America. America doesn't need help for a war and if America doesn't like the Kyoto Treaty or the International Criminal Court, America will simply walk away. It can and it will. So this has all the Lilliputians screaming bloody murder. How dare you be so big? How dare you not listen to us? How dare you not need us? That sound you hear is the frustrated stamping of tiny little feet. I say Lilliputians because the whole thing has got me thinking about Gulliver, who wandered the world in Jonathan Swift's mind and eventually met a civilization of teeny little people who tried to tie him down with their twine. All the Lilliputians will think I'm being prototypically American, arrogant, because I've drawn this very allusion, the American giant and the rest of the world, Lilliputians. But the Lilliputians put themselves in this position by telling us we need their permission to do anything, especially to defend ourselves from the very terrorists who hide among them in their liberal, forgiving, tolerant, and ultimately blind society. The Brits, for example, tolerate in their midst the most hateful and vicious of Islamic radicals who plan and scheme against America with the protection of the British government. The Lilliputians also don't like creeping American culture, the fast food joints and the music and the movies. OK. So does that mean the Lilliputians find all that junk so enticing they simply cannot resist? Mostly, the Lilliputians don't want us to be able to defend ourselves without their permission or help. They resent it, oh, so much that we, the world's only Gulliver, can stomp Saddam Hussein if we decide we need to and either the Lilliputians will have to side with us or they'll stand around clucking their tongues and stamping their little feet. It's tough being Gulliver. It's pitiful to be a Lilliputian. They should grow up.

Soft Power Fails 

Soft power doesn’t work on countries who are most likely to threaten international peace.

The Jakarta Post 2006 (Soft Power a hard course for RI foreign policy, 1/11, http://skyscrapercity.com/archive/index.php/t-236097.html)

Hence, Indonesia's employment of soft power may by applicable in engaging countries of a similar character like Brunei. But it is unlikely to have much impact on those with a strong socio-political divide, like Myanmar. It can also be effective if there really is a linear continuum of democratization in the region, something which China and Myanmar have proved is not occurring. Soft power diplomacy does not make countries run by despots, plutocracies and regimes bent on monopolizing power or rifling their nation's wealth, more humane! Even Nye himself conceded that "it may be that you have to deal with those (despotic regimes) through hard power. It's important to realize that soft power doesn't solve all problems"..”

Soft power is useless – hard power overwhelms

Journal of Commerce, October 20, 1998
Under the government of Prime Minister Jean Chretien, Canada's international reputation has been dilettantish and irrelevant. In particular, the fondness of Foreign Affairs Minister Lloyd Axworthy for his notion that, in the post-Cold War world, costly ""hard-power'' resources, such as an army, are of lesser importance than "" soft-power' ' persuasion have been scorned as naive. Mr. Axworthy favors ""getting others to want what you want'' through "" peacebuilding'' and ""constructive engagement.'' ""In the real world, whether Mr. Axworthy will admit it or not, hard power does a better job of protecting Canada's interests when others refuse to want what we want,'' says Kim Richard Nossal, one of Canada's pre-eminent political scientists. Similarly, Nobel Peace Prize-winner Jose Ramos Horta has dismissed Canada's foreign policy as ""wishy-washy'' and ""bankrupt.'' A policy of ""constructive engagement,'' he says, is merely a smokescreen to justify trading with repressive regimes. But perhaps the harshest criticism has come from British Lt. Gen. Sir Hew Pike, a NATO commander in Bosnia, who declared that the Canadian military had ""surrendered any claim to be a war-fighting force.'' There is some justice in the claim. When NATO asked members in July to contribute fighter planes for possible attacks against Serbian forces, Canada conveniently didn't have any aircraft available. Likewise, the Canadian government offered only token support for a show of force against Iraq earlier this year. Such behavior - ""defense lite,'' as one analyst puts it - does not win Canada much respect. In Bosnia in 1994, Canada's objections to NATO air strikes were ignored by both the Americans and the British, who thought the country's meager troop contribution didn't warrant it a hearing. All in all, Canada's soft-power policies are little more than foreign policy on the cheap. Soft power is effective only when it's backed up by a country's willingness ""to commit its treasure to world affairs,'' as Mr. Nossal puts it. And that means, in part, spending to have a credible military force. 

Hard power trumps

Michael Hirsh, former Foreign Editor of Newsweek, Foreign Affairs, September/October, 2002
The hegemonists are right about one thing: hard power is necessary to break the back of radical Islamic groups and to force the Islamic world into fundamental change. Bin Laden said it well himself: "When people see a strong horse and a weak horse, by nature they will like a strong horse." The United States must be seen as the strong horse. The reluctant U.S. interventionism of the 1990s made no headway against this implacable enemy. Clinton's policy of offering his and NATO's credibility to save Muslims in Bosnia and Kosovo won Washington little goodwill in the Islamic world.

Soft Power Fails

Soft power doesn’t make up for failures in international strategy – it magnifies the damage

Zhu Majie 2002 (May 6, Role of Soft Power in International Relations, http://www.crvp.org/book/Series03/III-20/chapter_ii.htm 
Soft power is the first choice in handling international relations. Joseph Nye analyzed the role of soft power in his Bound to Lead. Economic power, he wrote, like other forms of power, cannot be gauged simply by tangible resources, for the other side of power must be considered. To make another country change may be a directive or even dictatorial application of power, the major means of which includes attraction (“carrot”) or threat (“stick”). On the other hand, there is another way to apply power indirectly. In international politics, a country can achieve its expectations because other countries would take it as an example or accept a system conducive to such results. In this sense, it is equally important in international politics to give directions, to establish the environment, and to stimulate reforms in other countries. Nye called this power co-optive: if a country’s ideology and culture are attractive, others would like to imitate and follow. At present, the United States has stronger traditional hard power than any other country. It also has resources of soft power in ideology and institution that can assure its leadership in the newly interdependent countries.7 

From this strategic perspective, Nye pointed out that the United States should enhance the co-optive power of its culture and the attraction of its lifestyle in order to become preponderant not only in hard power, but also in soft power. This will establish its ideological domination throughout the entire world. To do this, the key is whether the United States has the political leadership and strategic perspective to translate those soft power resources into real power in this period of transition in international politics.8 Soft power plays a strong reactive role in international politics. Its positive impact can help a country make feasible national strategy, guide national enthusiasm, shape united will and strong cultural power. Thereby it can promote the development of comprehensive national power, improve the country’s international status, and increase its international contribution and influence. On the contrary, if the national strategy is infeasible, blind or dangerous, the soft power would misguide people and play a negative role, leading to loss of national enthusiasm, a frustrated national will, and reduction in hard national power. The damage would be incalculable. The international status and competitiveness of such a country would decrease dramatically to zero. Any country, in drawing up its national strategy, must pay attention to creating better surroundings; to making its development model, values, lifestyle and corresponding systems attractive, appealing and inspiring; and to incorporating both tangible and intangible power in order to assure the achievement of national interests. Therefore, soft power is always the first option or tool for countries to deal with various affairs in contemporary international relations.

Soft power empirically fails

Ponnuru 2001 (Ramesh, national Review “Foreign Policy – Get Realist: How conservative foreign policy has been borne out, 12/31, http://www.findarticles.com/p/articles/mi_m1282/is_25_53/ai_80932683

It is tempting to respond to this line of argument by asking why, if Clinton-Gore-style liberal internationalism is so great, eight years of it did nothing to prevent the September 11 attacks. Since it is not difficult to see how that approach to foreign affairs contributed to American vulnerability, the temptation should not be resisted. Indeed, the war so far has been a vindication of Bush's foreign-policy inclinations as against those of his critics, both liberal and neoconservative.  Consider the hallmarks of modern liberal internationalism: the delusion that the military and geopolitical issues that had occupied statesmen in previous eras could now give way to questions of international environmental policy, the promotion of commerce, and "soft power"; the conviction that any conflicts between peoples are more apparent than real, and amenable to solution through better communication and the building of trust (are there any peoples who understand each other better than Northern Ireland's Catholics and Protestants, or know each other's ambitions better than the Palestinians and Israelis?); the obsession with multilateralism and the dream of "global governance"; the fondness for humanitarian interventions related loosely, if at all, to national interests; the exaltation of international treaties in which dictators make paper promises to improve their behavior; the exquisitely calibrated use of military force to "send a message" rather than to defeat enemies.

Soft Power Fails- Too Weak

9-11 proves soft power is too weak to avert problems

Richard Betts, Professor and director of the Institute of War and Peace Studies at Columbia,Political Science, March 22, 2002
Kamikaze hijacking also reflects an impressive capacity for strategic judo, the turning of the West's strength against itself. (12) The flip-side of a primacy that diffuses its power throughout the world is that advanced elements of that power become more accessible to its enemies. Nineteen men from technologically backward societies did not have to rely on home-grown instruments to devastate the Pentagon and World Trade Center. They used computers and modern financial procedures with facility, and they forcibly appropriated the aviation technology of the West and used it as a weapon. They not only rebelled against the " soft power" of the United States, they trumped it by hijacking the country's hard power. (13) They also exploited the characteristics of U.S. society associated with soft power --the liberalism, openness, and respect for privacy that allowed them to go freely about the business of preparing the attacks without observation by the state security apparatus. When soft power met the clash of civiliz ations, it proved too soft.

Soft power fails – only military force matters

Fen Hampson and Dean Oliver, International Journal, June, 1998
United Nations peacekeepers in Bosnia were repeatedly handcuffed by rules of engagement that generally prohibited the use of force against local warlords and by a pitiful weapons suite that would have rendered such bravado suicidal in any case. Perhaps the two best examples of the continued utility of military force are the Persian Gulf conflict of 1990-1 and the coalition deployment to the same region, led by the United States (and supported by the United Nations), in early 1998 to ensure Iraq's compliance with the 1991 ceasefire agreement. Both missions have occasioned much debate in the scholarly community, and deservedly so, but we take it as axiomatic that for both sides on each occasion the role of military force was critical in the evolution -- and resolution -- of the crisis. In 1990-1, this would appear to be self-evident, while in 1998 no less a commentator than Kofi Annan, in the wake of Iraq's decision to again permit weapons inspectors access to its presidential palaces, dubbed the United States and Britain 'the perfect UN peacekeepers' for their show of force in support of UNSCOM. It is important to note that in each case soft power proved singularly unable to affect the actions of a single, isolated, pariah state, albeit one that possessed considerable military wherewithal and a modicum of regional legitimacy. It is certainly dangerous to generalize from the Iraqi example, but one might at least question the applicability of soft power to powerful rogue states in bold defiance of international law and international agreements.

Unilateralism Best Policy

Assertive unilateralism is necessary for world peace. The US can’t afford to be straight-jacketed by multilateralism

Michael Mazarr, adjunct professor of security studies at Georgetown University, Washington Quarterly, Spring, 2002
U.S. policy, meanwhile, will remain -- as it must and should -- a mixture of multilateral compromise and unilateral leadership. The issue is not one of a black-and-white choice, but of balance between the two. The United States sometimes defends principles and values that others find uncomfortable. This principled leadership often has value, and straight-jacketing U.S. policy with a compulsion to always be multilateral would not serve U.S. interests or world peace and security. At least some of the accords that the Bush administration rejected in its so-called unilateralist frenzy happened to be pretty rotten deals, the ignore-developing-nations'-pollution Kyoto accord and the verification-challenged biological weapons protocol chief among them. The developments generate sympathy for the argument of Steven Miller, who sees no particular reason to believe that a United States at war against terror must be a United States in love with multilateralism. The leadership challenge is a paradoxical and therefore maddening one: to promote a specific vision of international security unapologetically and to defend sometimes selfish interests and values while leading collaboratively and altruistically. Arguably, our single most important national security currency is at stake: other nations' and peoples' perceptions of U.S. power. 

Unilateralism creates the best coalitions.  Good feelings matter less than power

Charles Krauthammer, The National Interest, Winter, 2002/2003
But we should not delude ourselves as to what psychological good will buys. Countries will cooperate with us, first, out of their own self-interest and, second, out of the need and desire to cultivate good relations with the world's superpower. Warm and fuzzy feelings are a distant third. Take counterterrorism. After the attack on the u.s.s. Cole, Yemen did everything it could to stymie the American investigation. It lifted not a finger to suppress terrorism. This was under an American administration that was obsessively accommodating and multilateralist. Today, under the most unilateralist of administrations, Yemen has decided to assist in the war on terrorism. This was not a result of a sudden attack of good will toward America. It was a result of the war in Afghanistan, which concentrated the mind of heretofore recalcitrant states like Yemen on the costs of non-cooperation with the United States. Coalitions are not made by superpowers going begging hat in hand. They are made by asserting a position and inviting others to join. What "pragmatic" realists often fail to realize is that unilateralism is the high road to multilateralism. When George Bush senior said of the Iraqi invasion of Kuwait, "this will not stand", and made it clear that he was prepared to act alone if necessary, that declaration-and the credibility of American determination to act unilaterally-in and of itself created a coalition. Hafez al-Asad did not join out of feelings of good will. He joined because no one wants to be left at the dock when the hegemon is sailing. 

Unilateralism forces other nations to follow

Michael Barone, USNews.com, September 7, 2002, http://www.usnews.com/usnews/opinion/baroneweb/mb_020907.htm, accessed 1/16/03

"If you want a true multilateralism, you have to lead," Krauthammer said. "People will join you after you make it clear that you really intend to do it." Announce that you will act only if others approve, and they will dither; this is what Secretary of State Warren Christopher found when he went to Europe in 1993 and asked our allies what they thought should be done about Bosnia. Announce that you will act whether others approve or not, and they will follow; this is what George H.W. Bush found out after he said that the Iraqi occupation of Kuwait "will not stand" and then proceeded to amass a multilateral coalition. Our unique moral standing and our unique military power confer on this country a special moral responsibility to act against tyrants who threaten great harm to ourselves and others. No other nation has the power to act against the Axis of Evil. No other nation can seriously think about doing so. We should not be asking permission to take military action against Iraq or announce that we will not take action unless our allies or the Security Council approve. We should announce we will take action. They will approve soon enough.

***Solvency***

Food Aid Bad

Food Aid is Harmful to African Economies

Renton (U.K. Observer) 2007 accessed online - http://africaunchained.blogspot.com/

It's very short-sighted - it doesn't make any sense. It's going to short-circuit the effort to improve nutrition here, it undermines farmers, households. It's not sustainable and it won't bring about any long-term change to malnutrition rates,'It has been shown that this type of assitance can and does often do more harm than good. The very promise of free food can cause disaster-hit populations to leave their homes and move to refugee camps. They may become dependent on it, making it harder for them to take up their lives again when the disaster or danger has passed. Farmers leave their fields, prices fall and local traders lose their businesses. Clearly, while food aid saves lives in a disaster, it can hamper the return to normality. It has done more insidious damage, as detailed by some aid agencies. Food aid can permanently damage the economies of nations it was sent to help. Vast tonnages of rice donated by the USA and Japan to Indonesia after the country's economic collapse in 1997 caused damage to farmers and distributors that has never been repaired: having been one of the world's largest producers, Indonesia is now a net importer of rice.

No Solvency-Corruption
Turn: Aid does not go directly to the people it only supports corrupt governments.

On Power.Org No Date Given (Center on peace and Liberty, Development and Aid, 

http://www.onpower.org/foreign_aid.html) 

Foreign aid,” the late economist Peter Bauer reminded us, is a euphemism for forced government-to-government transfers of wealth. To be sure, someone is aided, but the beneficiaries do not include the perceived objects of the aid, namely, the common people of the target countries. Such transfers move wealth, taken forcibly from taxpayers, to the government leaders (and their cronies) in the recipient countries, centralizing power and politicizing life. As government becomes a more dominant force in those countries, power is coveted all the more fervently by people who will otherwise be on the receiving end of its coercive, even deadly, policies. This works against the peaceful evolution of civil society in poor and strife-torn countries that need it so desperately
No Solvency- Aid Causes Violent Interventions

Turn: Aid leads to the U.S. intervening in other countries politics which results in long and even violent involvement.

On Power.Org No Date Given (Center on peace and Liberty, Development and Aid, 

http://www.onpower.org/foreign_aid.html) 

Foreign aid has provided rationalizations for direct U.S. intervention in other countries. Continuing “assistance” program tend to create vested interests in the affairs of recipient nations. When one of those nations experiences turmoil, perhaps from an economic crisis or insurgency, forces are set in motion within and outside the U.S. government to prompt intervention in order to protect “U.S. interests.” The result can be a long and even violent involvement.

No Solvency- Alternative Causality

The main purpose for the failure of agricultural development is armed conflict, the affirmative does nothing to solve this problem thus its plan is doomed to failure. 

Tony Addison. January 2005. "Agriculutal development for Peace". United Nations University. July 27, 2007. http://www.wider.unu.edu/publications/rps/rps2005/rp2005-07%20addison.pdf) 

An important cause of conflict is development failure—the failure of an economy to grow and, in the worst cases, a collapse in output and living standards. In an influential empirical study, Collier and Hoeffler (1998) identify a low per capita income and a low (or declining) growth rate as factors that significantly increase the risk of civil war. And a UNU-WIDER study (Nafziger, Stewart, and Väyrynen 2000) assembles considerable empirical evidence across a wide range of countries on the consequences of development failure for conflict. The relationship is especially evident in sub-Saharan Africa (SSA); the region's economic performance is the world's worst, and it experienced 19 major armed conflicts over 1990-2002 (SIPRI 2003: 111). Since SSA's economies are predominantly agrarian, overall development failure often amounts to agricultural-development failure.

Ag Development Alternative Causality

Land Degradation of two-thirds from deforestation and soil erosion leads to soil infertility, so development is improbable without addressing these problems
Michael Abu Sakara Foster and Abel Lufafa, March 2002 (African Journal of Food, Agriculture, Nutrition and Development, “AGRICULTURAL INTENSIFICATION: FEEDING OURSELVES AND SUSTAINING AFRICA'S LAND RESOURCES IN THE NEW MILLENNIUM”, July 27, 2007, http://www.bioline.org.br/request?nd02001, CB)
In Africa, chemical and air pollution from agriculture is relatively small although land degradation is high and a source of great concern. The most significant source of land degradation in Africa is deforestation (Table 3) and the subsequent soil erosion that ensues. At least 64% of the land area is moderately to strongly degraded and water erosion alone accounts for 46 % of the total land degradation (Table 4). 

Average Africans do not know how to prevent the soil from wearing out, so sustainable agricultural development is not possible; droughts and low productivity are common problems
Michael Abu Sakara Foster and Abel Lufafa, March 2002 (African Journal of Food, Agriculture, Nutrition and Development, “AGRICULTURAL INTENSIFICATION: FEEDING OURSELVES AND SUSTAINING AFRICA'S LAND RESOURCES IN THE NEW MILLENNIUM”, July 27, 2007, http://www.bioline.org.br/request?nd02001, CB)
The impact of land degradation on crop productivity is severe in many parts of Africa ranging from frequent droughts to soil infertility. This condition is further exasperated by widespread soil mining. Africa’s farmers are yet to grasp the concept that the “soil is a bank and therefore withdrawals without deposits lead to bankruptcy”. For most farmers the spiraling cycle of diminishing returns has set in and cannot be broken without intervention of mineral fertilizer inputs applied in judicious amounts to responsive crops that also have value for food or a cash crop. Appropriate Technology Uganda, USAID’s IDEA project and SG2000 Uganda have demonstrated amply that mineral fertilization can be used productively by farmers with due care. Furthermore, productivity of farmers can be sustained if farmers are supported by a network of rural stockists from whom they can buy small amounts of agricultural inputs as per recommendations and sometimes even get informal credit [24]. This approach, however, also needs to be coupled with an aggressive farmer-to-farmer seed multiplication program for pulses that combine well with cereal farming systems (beans, groundnuts and pigeon peas). In less favorable environments, emphasis was placed on small grain traditional staples like sorghum and millet. External nutrients applied on small grains were minimal and only supplemented organic manure. Rotations were encouraged and tree crops coffee and bananas were managed as part of the total farm system. Additional incomes generated from this approach empowers farmers to transfer investments between farm and off-farm enterprises and hence broaden their rural livelihoods. Prosperous farmers are better able to exploit the resources around them either in fishing, forestry, livestock or agro-processing. 

AIDs, drought, and poor policy make agricultural development unsustainable in Africa

Jenny Clover [researcher at ISS] 2003 (“Food Security in sub-Saharan Africa”, African Security Review, July 27, 2007, http://www.sahims.net/doclibrary/reg/reg_j_clover_african_food_security_review.pdf, CB)
Analysts generally believe that Africa’s  current food emergencies are the result of a  combination of problems that range from  drought and adverse weather patterns and  civil conflict, to political-economic crises,  HIV/AIDS and poor policy decisions. No  single factor is uniquely responsible.  Southern Africa is no stranger to natural  hazards, but this time a very broad area has  been affected by drought and many  countries did not have strategic grain  reserves. There are also a far higher number  of dependents and more child-headed  households, because of HIV/AIDS. What is  undeniable is that “Africa’s persistent  vulnerability is arguably due as much to a  failure of understanding as to a failure of  interventions”  
War Alternative Causality

War has disrupted agricultural development in most parts of Africa, this problem persists even after a conflict is solved, producing refugees and low productivity
Michael Abu Sakara Foster and Abel Lufafa, March 2002 (African Journal of Food, Agriculture, Nutrition and Development, “AGRICULTURAL INTENSIFICATION: FEEDING OURSELVES AND SUSTAINING AFRICA'S LAND RESOURCES IN THE NEW MILLENNIUM”, July 27, 2007, http://www.bioline.org.br/request?nd02001, CB)
War and civil strife has disrupted infrastructure and agricultural production in most African countries. Even long after a war is over, its effects on populations of refugees internally and in neighboring countries puts pressure on already strained resources. There is therefore the double negative effect of lost productivity where refugees flee from and disrupted productivity where they settle. Refugees also attract food aid some of which invariably finds its way into local markets and distorts market prices
Conflict and Drought prevent Agricultural Development in the status Quo; conflicts also deflect scarce resources of food and money into military ventures leaving no room for Agricultural investment in the nation’s budget
Jenny Clover [researcher at ISS] 2003 (“Food Security in sub-Saharan Africa”, African Security Review, July 27, 2007, http://www.sahims.net/doclibrary/reg/reg_j_clover_african_food_security_review.pdf, CB)
Drought and conflict often interact so closely that they are inextricable as causal  mechanisms. There are a growing number of new and worsening conflicts that are  increasingly violent and long lasting. Virtually every country that has suffered  famine in the past 20 years has suffered a war at the same time—this is particularly  true of famines in the 1990s. While Africa has experienced many droughts, they were  generally managed with reasonable efficiency. It has been the combination of  war and drought that has caused large-scale suffering and death. Of the 25 countries in  Africa facing food emergencies in 2003, ten are currently experiencing civil strife, and  four are emerging from conflicts.16 War and political upheaval are major  contributing factors to famine, the impact being felt at household and national level. At  best agricultural production is interrupted, but in protracted conflicts such as Angola,  production is devastated. Other direct economic outcomes include price changes  for basic commodities, closure of markets, destitution and displacement, disruption of  trade and aid flows. Evidence of environmental degradation and competition  for natural resources can be found in many of the internal and even transboundary  conflicts that contribute to many complex emergencies. Conflicts are also more likely  to deflect scarce resources into military budgets (to feed armies and purchase  weapons) and away from critical development needs resulting in collapsed  infrastructure. In terms of the proportion of undernourished people, the Democratic  Republic of Congo is one of the worst performers, the number of undernourished  people having tripled in recent years.  
Water Alternative Causality

Africa’s lack of dependable water sources and continual increases in drought rates destroys sustainable development possibilities, and Africa is only 4% irrigated; they have no crops designed to resist drought
Michael Abu Sakara Foster and Abel Lufafa, March 2002 (African Journal of Food, Agriculture, Nutrition and Development, “AGRICULTURAL INTENSIFICATION: FEEDING OURSELVES AND SUSTAINING AFRICA'S LAND RESOURCES IN THE NEW MILLENNIUM”, July 27, 2007, http://www.bioline.org.br/request?nd02001, CB)
The impact of water on intensification has been to render the productivity  gains unstable  and prone to risk. This is because Africa’s production is predominantly rain fed with only 4 % under irrigation [3]. There is potentially a high payoff from developing Africa’s capacity for irrigation especially as there is more cultivatable land available. Water is highly complementary to improved varieties of fertilizer [26]. Water is often needed to take full advantage of the seed-fertilizer technology. The future challenges posed by global warming and climate all point to a much drier Africa with more frequent drought. In addition to irrigation, there will be need for  production of drought tolerant germplasm and use of associated management practices for drier lands. The introduction of pigeon pea in maize farming systems in Arusha and now in Uganda demonstrates that  leguminous shrubs can successfully be integrated with food production in a win-win situation [26]. Policy makers need to pay attention to the institutional arrangements that preserve and protect the available water supplies to ensure that their potential for agriculture can be realized with minimal conflict in the future as water becomes a scarce resource. Special attention should be paid to the agreements that govern the sharing of water resources between countries that lie along Africa’s three great rivers: the Nile, Niger and Zambezi [18]. 
Trade Practices Alternative Causality

Unfair Trade Practices hurt poor farmers ability to sustain agricultural development

Julia Taft [Interim CEO of Interaction] October 16, 2006 (Interaction Monday Developments, “Poverty Eradication Is it a Priority?”, July 27, 2007, http://www.interaction.org/files.cgi/5487_10.16.WEB.pdf, CB)
Despite these and other hopeful trends,  real obstacles remain. Many Christians  gravitate toward a response characterized  by charity rather than also embracing  a commitment to justice. Others are  bringing a more conservative ideological  mindset to the cause, advocating  that churches and the private sector  represent the solution while ignoring  the indispensable role that good and  effective government must also play.  These ideological commitments have  sometimes trumped evidence-based best  practices in global public health, such as  earmarks in the Presidential Emergency  Plan for AIDS Relief for abstinence only  programs. Ending extreme poverty will  require a three-legged stool approach in  which churches and nongovernmental  organizations, the private sector, and  the government each play a distinctive  and critical role. There is also still a  tremendous need for greater education  from the pulpit to the pew about systemic  policy issues that so often exacerbate and  cause extreme global poverty, such as the  unsustainable and largely illegitimate debt  burden of many impoverished countries,  and how unjust agricultural subsidies  and rigged trade rules hurt poor farmers  across the world.  

Agriculture Development Not Solve

Agriculture development has been homogenously applied to SSA in a conflicting manner, preventing solvency
Christopher L. Delgado (Africa's Changing Agricultural Development Strategies International Food Policy Research Institute 2020 Brief 42, March 1997 )

Sub-Saharan Africa has often been viewed by the development field as a homogenous entity with common problems requiring common strategies. Most countries in the region gained independence from European colonial rule in the early 1960s, but the process of forming agricultural strategies began much earlier. Agricultural strategies are perhaps the most important component of overall development strategies in a continent where on average agriculture still accounts for 70 percent of employment, 40 percent of exports, and 33 percent of GDP. During the last 25 years, African policymakers have been bombarded with often conflicting advice on agricultural development strategy from an increasing array of international development agencies. This advice has been motivated by frequently divergent theoretical views of how agricultural development works and how it affects overall economic welfare. More than anywhere else in the world, most countries in Sub-Saharan Africa have been heavily influenced by a relatively small group of donor agencies and expatriate thinkers in the allocation of public goods investments (including those affecting agriculture) and in the elaboration of development strategies. During this time, the presence of local agricultural specialists has been limited, local institutional development has been weak, and strong government has often been absent. This has led to at least nine qualitatively different dominant agricultural paradigms since the 1960s, all heavily influenced by actors outside Africa. Generally sequential in time, these paradigms have been applied evenly across the region, taking little note of country-specific conditions

Weak governments and lack of input from Africans prevent the agriculture development from being implemented – structural reforms and outside investment in local groups need
Christopher L. Delgado (Africa's Changing Agricultural Development Strategies International Food Policy Research Institute 2020 Brief 42, March 1997 )

Development practitioners now generally agree on the need to increase agricultural productivity, lower high transportation and rural transfer costs, increase rural employment, integrate remote and lower-potential areas (about 80 percent of cropped area) into the national growth strategies, and ensure that Africans design and implement future strategies. The degree of African intellectual input in constructing the dominant paradigms since the 1960s has been distressingly low, although it is growing rapidly. This fact is undoubtedly important in explaining such radical shifts in dominant development paradigms over just 25 years. Another factor is the weak legitimacy of many African governments until fairly recently, which has hindered them in formulating and implementing rural strategies. The elaboration of viable paradigms of agricultural development in different parts of Africa that can address the complex issues raised here will require local ownership, broad knowledge, and unwavering commitment within the region. Perhaps the most critical need today is investment in local human capital and the institutional capacity of agricultural research and policy groups, so that they can become equal partners in formulating appropriate agricultural development strategies for their countries.

Agricultural development in Africa can’t happen – fragile ecosystem, lack of fertilizers, and low soil fertility prevent aff from solving
Julio Henao and Carlos Baanante (“Agricultural Production and Soil Nutrient Mining in Africa” for the International Center for Soil Fertility and Agricultural Development March 30, 2006 http://www.rockfound.org/library/0306soil_mining_afr.pdf )

Agricultural production in much of Africa is also hampered by the predominance of  fragile ecosystems, low inherited soil fertility, and low use of modern inputs such as mineral  fertilizers and improved crop varieties. Crop production in a region can  increase through two ways: through higher  production per unit of land, or by increasing the area cultivated. The dramatic increases in agricultural production in Asia—known as the  Green Revolution—were mostly through higher yields. But Africa’s far lower increases have  mostly been through expansion of the  cultivated land (Fig. 1, 2).  Farmers in sub-Saharan Africa have traditionally cleared land, grown a few crops, then moved on to clear more land, leaving  the land fallow to regain fertility. But  population pressure now forces farmers to  grow crop after crop, “mining” or depleting the soil of nutrients while giving nothing  back. With little access to fertilizers, the  farmers are forced to bring less fertile soils  on marginal land into production, at the  expense of Africa’s wildlife and forests.  The fact that fertilizer use in Africa is less than 10% of that in Asia explains much of the contrasting trends in these regions.  The declining fertility of African soils because of soil nutrient mining is a major  cause of decreased crop yields and per capita  food production in Africa and, in the mid to long term, a key source of land degradation and environmental damage.

Agriculture Development Not Solve

Overall reform of African agricultural development and outside investment necessarily to solve for food insecurity – poor soil has to be overcome
Julio Henao and Carlos Baanante (“Agricultural Production and Soil Nutrient Mining in Africa” for the International Center for Soil Fertility and Agricultural Development March 30, 2006 http://www.rockfound.org/library/0306soil_mining_afr.pdf )

The findings and conclusions of this paper result from the monitoring of nutrient mining in agricultural lands of key  agroecological regions and countries of Africa, and have implications for policy development. Sound policies and investment strategies are key contributors to the joint goals of increased  agricultural production, food security, economic development, land conservation,  and environmental protection.  African countries today face not only the challenge of increasing agricultural  production with scarce overall resources but must raise productivity in a way that conserves the natural resource base and prevents further degradation that has  characterized African soils for generations.  Agricultural production  has  particularly stagnated or declined in important food crops such as cereals, tubers, and legumes. Crop yields and productivity in most African countries are about the same as  20 years ago. African cereal yields, particularly in the Sudano-Sahelian region, are the world’s lowest (Figure 3). In 1998, cereal yields in sub-Saharan Africa averaged 1  ton per hectare (t/ha)—15% lower than the  world average of 1.2 t/ha in 1965. Africa’s low crop productivity, especially in densely  populated areas, is seriously eroding its  economic development  and  the competitiveness of its agriculture in the world market. Africa’s share of the total world agricultural trade has fallen from 8% in 1965 to 3% in 1999─2000.  During the 2002─2004 cropping  season, about 85% of African farmland  (185 million hectares) had nutrient mining  rates of more than 30 kg/ha of nutrients  yearly, and 40% had rates greater than 60 kg/ha yearly. About 95 million hectares of soil have reached such a state of degradation that only huge investments could make them  productive again.  Escalating rates of soil nutrient mining make nutrient losses highly variable in agricultural areas in the sub-humid and humid  savannas of West and East Africa, and in the forest areas of Central Africa. Depletion rates  range from moderate, about 30 to 40  kilograms (kg) of nitrogen, phosphorus, and  potassium (NPK)/ha yearly in the humid forests and wetlands of southern Central Africa and Sudan to more than 60 kg NPK/ha  yearly in the sub-humid savannas of West Africa and the highlands and sub-humid areas  of East Africa 

Improvements in food production tech necessary for food security

Trudell, J.D. Candidate 2006, 2005 (Robert H., Fall, Food Security Emergencies And The Power Of Eminent Domain: A Domestic Legal Tool To Treat A Global Problem, 33 Syracuse J. Int'l L. & Com)

Currently, our capacity in agricultural production can sustain the food needs of the human population so that there is food supply for all. 20 However, the most pressing food security problem of today is not the supply of food production, but rather the access to that supply of food, and, more importantly, access to the technology to increase food production. 21 Improving agriculture productivity has challenged humankind for over 10,000 years. 22 In relatively modern times, scientific improvements to agriculture now play a distinct role in productivity. 23 "Darwin's theory of evolution, the pure-line theory of Johannson, the mutation theory of de Vries, and the rediscovery of Mendel's Laws of Heredity all contributed to the rise of plant breeding in the beginning of the twentieth century." 24 Accordingly, the application of science and technology are crucial to the continued improvement of agricultural productivity and treatment of food insecurity.
Increases in food production in Africa impossible with reform of patent system

Trudell, J.D. Candidate 2006, 2005 (Robert H., Fall, Food Security Emergencies And The Power Of Eminent Domain: A Domestic Legal Tool To Treat A Global Problem, 33 Syracuse J. Int'l L. & Com)

Improved agricultural productivity must take place in another class of crops which have not enjoyed considerable, modern-day R&D because of their low commercial value in the global marketplace. 36 These are the "staple crops" of the sub-Saharan diet. 37  Because of the proprietary nature of today's agricultural biotechnology R&D, improvements in nutritious crops that grow well in sub-Saharan Africa's poor soil, such as cassava, may be blocked. 38 Also, the majority of agricultural research conducted on behalf of sub-Saharan Africa is still done in public research facilities. 39 This important work may be hindered by the existence of a layer of IPRs - especially upon the research tools - at the vital R&D stage of  [*283] agricultural biotechnological productivity. 40  Thus, the question presents itself whether IPRs exacerbate the food insecurity of the developing world - in particular that of sub-Saharan Africa - because the means to research and develop the crops needed to sustain the developing world are blocked by the proprietary nature of modern agricultural biotechnology. There are those who stand ready to conduct the necessary R&D of crops to address the food security needs of regions like sub-Saharan Africa, yet find their progress is chilled by the threat of litigation stemming from intellectual property rights. 41 This problem could have dire international ramifications because global security is at risk in a food insecure world. Part I of this Note examines how food insecurity threatens global security. 

Population 1nc

Increasing food production to feed those currently starving causes population growth, fuels future starvation and worsens ecological damage

Mark S. Meritt, graduate student, City University of New York, January 25, 2001, “The Unsustainability and Origins of Socioeconomic Increase,” online: http://www.mosaic.permaculture.net/issue0/20010125msmthesis.pdf, accessed July 9, 2003

Increasing food production may channel some extra food to people currently starving, but it also drives population growth, assuring that there will be more hungry mouths later, a revenge effect that thus provides no real solution to hunger. Likewise, other forms of economic growth provide no final solution to quality of life in the so-called developing countries. Economic development may provide amenities now and may contribute to a reduction of population growth (though even this is debatable), but the huge increases in per capita consumption of a smaller, developed population can actually do more ecological damage than lower consumption in a larger, undeveloped population. 

Increasing food production to feed an increased population will lead to a global ecological collapse that is the worst disaster in the history of the species at best, and leads to human extinction at worst

Mark S. Meritt, graduate student, City University of New York, January 25, 2001, “The Unsustainability and Origins of Socioeconomic Increase,” online: http://www.mosaic.permaculture.net/issue0/20010125msmthesis.pdf, accessed July 9, 2003

Of course, food production, like all resource usage, cannot grow without end, due to the earlier mentioned thermodynamic and, most significantly due to the possibility of extinction, ecological limits to growth. Even WB2K acknowledges that further increases to the food supply will be difficult, especially if they are to be sustainable (World Bank, 2000: 28). But as long as we continue to produce more food, we will continue to produce more people. As Daniel Quinn puts it, posing the escalation of a “food race” to parallel the nuclear arms race, every win on the food side is answered by a win on the population side (Quinn, 1999: 113). The level at which we stop being able to continue increasing food production is unlikely to be sustainable and would thus emphatically not be a stable carrying capacity. At that point, food production would take a sudden drop, and along with it would go our carrying capacity and our population, having overshot our optimum as predicted. This would not necessarily bring about our extinction but could nevertheless be the worst social disaster in the history of our species. Indeed, given that social and ecological ills grow along with our population, it is hard to believe that anything above our current numbers could represent some “natural,” stable equilibrium population size for our species.

Population Exts- Ag Production ( Population Growth

Surpluses of food are directly responsible for exponential population growth

Russell Hopfenberg, Ph.D, Duke University, and David Pimentel, professor of entomology, Cornell University, March 6, 2001, “Human Population Numbers as a Function of Food Supply,” online: http://www.ku.edu/~hazards/foodpop.pdf, accessed July 17, 2003

Marchetti et al. (1996) have extrapolated human population data back to 10,000 BCE and show a geometrically increasing population. Although humans have been on the planet for over two million years, it is interesting that they chose to extrapolate back to 10,000 BCE as this is the usually agreed upon beginning of the ‘agricultural revolution’. The agricultural revolution produced human food surpluses, through a program of expansion and elimination of competing cultures and species (Quinn, 1992; Zinn, 1995). The resultant food surplus is both necessary and sufficient to explain the meteoric rise in the human population in only 500 generations. Based on the experimental evidence, the correlational data and the seeming coincidence of agricultural expansion and the prodigious human population increases, there is overwhelming evidence that food surplus explains, i.e., is causally related to, human population increases. Pimentel and Pimentel (1996) also noted that growth in human population numbers began to escalate about 10 000 years ago, when agriculture was first initiated. Farb (1978, p. 129) stated “The population explosion, the shortage of resources, the pollution of the environment, exploitation of one human group by another, famine and war – all have their roots in that great adaptive change from foraging to production.” Given the current environmental crisis, after only 10,000 years of agricultural expansion, it is curious that he called this change adaptive. 

Population Exts- Population Growth and Starvation

Increasing food production to feed a growing population only results in more population growth, as well as increased disease and malnutrition

Russell Hopfenberg, Ph.D, Duke University, and David Pimentel, professor of entomology, Cornell University, March 6, 2001, “Human Population Numbers as a Function of Food Supply,” online: http://www.ku.edu/~hazards/foodpop.pdf, accessed July 17, 2003

The notion that as the population approaches the asymptote of food limits, mass starvation will ensue has been implied, if not stated explicitly. Throughout the literature on the subject, the position has been “we must increase food production to feed a growing population” (Postel, 2001; Bongaarts, 1994; Waggoner, 1994; Brundtland, 1993; Baron, 1992; Anifowoshe, 1990; Brown, 1989; Robson, 1981). Malthus, in his famous Essay, put forth his ‘principle of population’ which was his assertion that the population has the capacity to grow faster than the means of subsistence (Petersen, 1979, p. 47). However, due to biological realities, the population cannot be sustained beyond the level of food availability. Because of the Malthusian perspective which is pervasive in our culture, that ‘food production must be increased to feed a growing population’, that, in fact, is what occurs. The result is annual food production increases that cause annual population increases, with seriously increasing malnutrition and added diseases. However, the evidence indicates that the human population will increase until further food limitations are reached. Then population growth will be restricted (Pimentel and Pimentel, 1996, pp. 23, 296). 

Increased Agricultural Production Causes Ecological Collapse

Increasing food production will lead to a global ecological collapse that is the worst disaster in the history of the species at best, and leads to human extinction at worst

Mark S. Meritt, graduate student, City University of New York, January 25, 2001, “The Unsustainability and Origins of Socioeconomic Increase,” online: http://www.mosaic.permaculture.net/issue0/20010125msmthesis.pdf, accessed July 9, 2003

Of course, food production, like all resource usage, cannot grow without end, due to the earlier mentioned thermodynamic and, most significantly due to the possibility of extinction, ecological limits to growth. Even WB2K acknowledges that further increases to the food supply will be difficult, especially if they are to be sustainable (World Bank, 2000: 28). But as long as we continue to produce more food, we will continue to produce more people. As Daniel Quinn puts it, posing the escalation of a “food race” to parallel the nuclear arms race, every win on the food side is answered by a win on the population side (Quinn, 1999: 113). The level at which we stop being able to continue increasing food production is unlikely to be sustainable and would thus emphatically not be a stable carrying capacity. At that point, food production would take a sudden drop, and along with it would go our carrying capacity and our population, having overshot our optimum as predicted. This would not necessarily bring about our extinction but could nevertheless be the worst social disaster in the history of our species. Indeed, given that social and ecological ills grow along with our population, it is hard to believe that anything above our current numbers could represent some “natural,” stable equilibrium population size for our species. 

Increasing agricultural production only makes the inevitable resource crash more catastrophic

Russell Hopfenberg, Ph.D, Duke University, and David Pimentel, professor of entomology, Cornell University, March 6, 2001, “Human Population Numbers as a Function of Food Supply,” online: http://www.ku.edu/~hazards/foodpop.pdf, accessed July 17, 2003

By increasing agricultural production, humans have continually ‘raised the ceiling’, i.e., the asymptote of food limitation. That is, through agricultural production, the amount of human food produced is increased. This sets the occasion for a decline in human food resources which may occur through events such as drought or other problems. Thus, when the food resources decline, it may occur in a precipitous fashion. This future crisis may be the direct result of increasing the human population beyond the carrying capacity of the environment. In other words, the higher the ceiling, the more serious the crash. Robson (1981) suggested that famines do not occur divorced from intensive agricultural production. Quinn (1996) has called our program of increasing food production in order to maintain population growth ‘totalitarian agriculture’. In response to the claim that food production must be increased to feed a growing population, Quinn (1998c) has responded that If six billion people can be fed by totalitarian agriculture, then the same six billion can be fed by sustainable agriculture. The difference between totalitarian agriculture and sustainable agriculture is not technique or output (since a turnip is a turnip however it’s produced) but rather program. The program of totalitarian agriculture is to increase food production in order to outpace population growth that is fueled by the very increases it produces, and this is what makes it unsustainable. 

Population Growth Causes Ecological Disaster

Human population growth is the biggest environmental problem and compounds all other environmental problems – we turn back 100% of their advantage

Russell Hopfenberg, Ph.D, Duke University, and David Pimentel, professor of entomology, Cornell University, March 6, 2001, “Human Population Numbers as a Function of Food Supply,” online: http://www.ku.edu/~hazards/foodpop.pdf, accessed July 17, 2003

Of all environmental problems, rapid human population growth is arguably the most detrimental. In fact, escalating human population is fueling the acceleration of all environmental problems (Brown and Nielsen, 2000; Plant et al., 2000; Jayne, 1999; Lelieveld et al., 1999; Carpenter and Watson, 1994; Bartiaux and van Ypersele, 1993; Alper, 1991; Brinckman, 1985). The increase in the number of humans is responsible for amounts of pollutants dumped into land, water, and atmosphere. The consumption of land resources has also increased, and at an accelerating rate. Given the fact that the world population is growing (Marchetti et al., 1996; Pimentel and Pimentel, 1997), the population size is also seen as the major determinant of the amount of resources used. The World Health Organization (WHO, 1996a) reports that more than three billion people are now malnourished – the largest number and proportion ever. In other words, in many places the number of humans exceeds the carrying capacity of the area in which they live. With the world population surpassing six billion, the issue of population growth warrants the most serious attention. 

Increases in human population devastate global biodiversity levels

Russell Hopfenberg, Ph.D, Duke University, and David Pimentel, professor of entomology, Cornell University, March 6, 2001, “Human Population Numbers as a Function of Food Supply,” online: http://www.ku.edu/~hazards/foodpop.pdf, accessed July 17, 2003

Given that the increases in food availability cause increases in population growth, this accounts for the reduction in global biodiversity. Humans are now utilizing about 50% of the world’s biomass for their own use (Pimentel and Pimentel, 1996). Clearly, as the amount of human food and, contingently, the number of humans escalates, the biomass available for other species goes down and biodiversity declines. 

Population Growth ( Disease Epidemics

Continued reliance on agriculture and increased food production will inevitably lead to increasing disease and higher death rates

Russell Hopfenberg, Ph.D, Duke University, and David Pimentel, professor of entomology, Cornell University, March 6, 2001, “Human Population Numbers as a Function of Food Supply,” online: http://www.ku.edu/~hazards/foodpop.pdf, accessed July 17, 2003

Clearly, human numbers cannot continue to increase indefinitely and defy all the physical and biological laws. Natural resources are already severely limited, and there is emerging evidence that natural forces are already starting to control human population numbers through malnutrition and other diseases, i.e., through an increased death rate. More than three billion people worldwide are already malnourished. Pollution of water, air, and land has increased, resulting in a rapid increase in the number of humans suffering from serious, pollution-related diseases (Pimentel et al., 1998). Again, it is clear that natural forces are at work to increase human death rates. Fifty-eight academies of science, including the US National Academy of Sciences, point out that humanity is approaching a crisis with respect to the issues of natural resources, population, and sustainability (NAS, 1994). If the program of ‘increasing food production in order to feed a growing population’ continues to be pursued, human numbers will continue to increase beyond the ability of the natural community to support those numbers. Then disease, including malnutrition, and other natural controls will limit human numbers. However, population control does not have to occur this way if it is understood that our program of increasing food production continues fueling the population explosion. 

Population increases devastate human health

Russell Hopfenberg, Ph.D, Duke University, and David Pimentel, professor of entomology, Cornell University, March 6, 2001, “Human Population Numbers as a Function of Food Supply,” online: http://www.ku.edu/~hazards/foodpop.pdf, accessed July 17, 2003

Many of the variables that affect population size are density-dependent factors (Emmel, 1973; Gotelli, 1998). As the density of the human population increases, the amount of resources available to individuals decreases. Beyond a certain population density, health declines and mortality rates increase. At first glance, human health seems unrelated to natural resources; but upon closer consideration, it becomes apparent that both the quality and quantity of natural resources (e.g., food and water) play a central role in human health. Increases in diseases associated with diminishing quality of water, air, and soil resources provide evidence of a declining standard of living. Profound differences exist in the causes of death between developed and developing regions of the world. Communicable, maternal, and/or prenatal diseases account for 40% of the deaths in developing regions but only 5% in developed regions (WHO, 1996b). While there is a complex set of factors responsible, large population increases followed by inadequate food, and contaminated water and soil are the major contributors to diseases and other health problems, especially in developing countries (Pimentel et al., 1998). As populations increase in size, risks to health grow as well, and this occurs especially rapidly in areas where sanitation is inadequate. Human deaths due to infectious diseases increased more than 60% from 1982 to 1992 (WHO, 1992, 1995). 

Population growth leads to overcrowding and disease epidemics

Russell Hopfenberg, Ph.D, Duke University, and David Pimentel, professor of entomology, Cornell University, March 6, 2001, “Human Population Numbers as a Function of Food Supply,” online: http://www.ku.edu/~hazards/foodpop.pdf, accessed July 17, 2003

Overcrowded urban environments, especially those without proper sanitation, are of great public health concern because they have the potential to be the source of disease epidemics (Iseki, 1994; Holden, 1995) and increased pollution (Brown and Nielsen, 2000; Plant et al., 2000; Jayne, 1999; Lelieveld et al., 1999; Carpenter and Watson, 1994; Bartiaux and van Ypersele, 1993; Alper, 1991; Brinckman, 1985). For example, dengue – spread by the mosquito Aedes aegypti which breeds in water holding containers including tin cans, old tires, and other containers – is spreading rapidly in crowded tropical cities (Lederberg et al., 1992; Gubler and Clark, 1996). Currently there are 30 to 60 million infections of dengue per year, with a dramatic increase since 1980 (Monath, 1994). Approximately 65% of the world’s infectious diseases are spread from person to person (WHO, 1996a). In addition to the increase in infectious diseases that now cause 35% of human deaths (Ramalingaswami, 1996), it is estimated that another 40%of human deaths each year can be attributed to various environmental factors, especially organic and chemical pollutants (Pimentel et al., 1998). 

Food Price 1nc
Local purchases will increase food prices- This causes food crisis to spread

Ken Hackett (Executive Director of Catholic Relief Services) August 2005 “Food aid seeks to help hungry, not boost trade”, Catholic Relief Services Speeches and Testimony, http://www.crs.org/newsroom/speeches-testimony/entry.cfm?id=454

The people we serve aren't yet part of the global market. And limited past experience indicates that buying food locally in or near famine-affected areas can drive up prices, pushing more people into crisis. Purchasing large quantities of food in rural settings with poor roads and nonexistent warehousing can also be slow and prohibitively costly.

Rising food prices will kill billions

Tampa Tribune 1996 (Paul Power Jr., “Grain shortage growing problem,” Jan 20)

There are more people in this world than ever, but less grain to feed them. That's kindled fears of a world food crisis, a problem Florida may help prevent. Poor weather, drought, political unrest and economic shifts have decreased planting, pushing world grain reserves to record lows. Meanwhile, the world's population grew by 100 million, to 5.75 billion in 1995 - a record increase. Now, miners in West Central Florida are digging out phosphate more quickly, so it can be used to make fertilizer. Analysts are warning about the increasing possibility of flood or drought in the world's food-producing regions. That can push food prices much higher, both here and abroad, and even cause famine in the poorest countries. U.S. food prices may rise more than 4 percent this year, ahead of the rate of inflation. "Conditions today indicate that there is at least some vulnerability in the food supply," said Sara Schwartz, an agricultural economist with the U.S. Department of Agriculture. Corn and soybean production plunged last year in the United States, she said. Wet weather slowed grain planting in the United States and Canada. Elsewhere, drought and civil conflict in sub-Saharan Africa cut production to 20 percent below normal. The European Union has less than one quarter of the grain reserves it held in 1993. The amount of corn expected to be available in the United States by summer - when corn is harvested - was trimmed by crop forecasters this week to 507 million bushels, the lowest in 20 years. On a global scale, food supplies - measured by stockpiles of grain - are not abundant. In 1995, world production failed to meet demand for the third consecutive year, said Per Pinstrup-Andersen, director of the International Food Policy Research Institute in Washington, D.C. As a result, grain stockpiles fell from an average of 17 percent of annual consumption in 1994-1995 to 13 percent at the end of the 1995-1996 season, he said. That's troubling, Pinstrup-Andersen noted, since 13 percent is well below the 17 percent the United Nations considers essential to provide a margin of safety in world food security. During the food crisis of the early 1970s, world grain stocks were at 15 percent. "Even if they are merely blips, higher international prices can hurt poor countries that import a significant portion of their food," he said. "Rising prices can also quickly put food out of reach of the 1.1 billion people in the developing world who live on a dollar a day or less."

Procurement Increases Food Prices
Procurement Will Skyrocket Local African Crop Prices 

David Tschirley and Anne Marie del Castillo, [Food Security III Cooperative Agreement between US. Agency for International Development, Global Bureau, Economic Growth and Agricultural Development Center, Office of Agriculture and Food Security and Department of Agricultural Economics, Michigan State University] November 2006, http://www.aec.msu.edu/fs2/polsyn/number79.pdf, 7/27/07  ms

Any food aid operation entails risks. Frequently cited risks attending traditional in-kind food aid are that it may reduce production and trade incentives and breed dependency in the recipient country, or that it may arrive too late, endangering human lives. Regarding LRP, the paper distinguishes between First Order Risks, which can be defined with some precision and are relevant to managers for every transaction, and Second Order Risks, which are less precisely defined, are not specific to any given transaction, and have consequences that are likely to be less serious or less easily established than those of first order risks. First order risks include (1) that procurement will push local prices above import parity levels or above historical norms, (2) that traders will default on tenders, thus endangering the food aid pipeline, and (3) that procured food will fail to meet minimum safety standards, e.g., for aflatoxin contamination in maize.

DRC PIC 1nc

Text:  The United States Federal Government should substantially increase it’s public health assistance to Benin, Burkina Faso, Cameroon, Chad, Côte d'Ivoire, Ghana, Guinea, Guinea-Bissau, Liberia, Mali, Mauritania, Niger, Nigeria, Senegal, Sierra Leone, The Gambia, and Togo. Central African Republic, , Equatorial Guinea, Gabon, and Zambia.  Botswana, Cape Verde and São Tomé and Príncipe in the Atlantic Ocean; and Comoros, Madagascar, Mauritius, and Seychelles in the Indian Ocean. Burundi, Djibouti, Eritrea, Ethiopia, Kenya, Malawi, Mozambique, Rwanda, Somalia, Tanzania, and Uganda. Angola, Lesotho, Namibia, South Africa, Swaziland, and Zimbabwe………. (insert the plan here)……..
Ob1- Competition- 

The plan gives aid to every country in sub-Saharan Africa except for the DRC.  The exclusion of the DRC is key to avoid aid diversion which leads to conflict escalation

Corruption in the DRC will mean plan will be circumvented and the aid and resources will be funneled, causing conflict

Gareth Evans.  President of the International Crisis Group.  May 8 2006.  "Securing the Congos transition".  International Crisis Group.  July 26 2007.  http://www.crisisgroup.org/home/index.cfm?id=4097&l=1)

None of the reforms in the Congo will be sustainable without something resembling good governance. By the end of Mobutu’s kleptocracy, the state had all but collapsed. The two wars of 1996 and 1998 have exacerbated this situation, and all state institutions are crippled by corruption. The abuse of public office for personal gain reaches from low-level civil servants to the highest members of the government and implicates many international corporations. Political actors regularly interfere in the administration, customs service, natural resources and the army to embezzle funds. Separate studies by a UN expert panel and the private consulting firm Crown Agents estimated that between $870 million and $1.7 billion are lost every year through corruption in the customs service. Military experts in Kinshasa indicate that, every month, between $3 and $5 million are stolen from the $8 million army payroll. An audit of state-run enterprises revealed that millions of dollars were being embezzled by political appointees. This has a direct impact on the lives of ordinary Congolese. According to the World Health Organization, 36,000 women die every year during childbirth in the country because they do not have access to health care. Almost a third of Congolese survive – or starve - on one meal or less a day. 

Conflicts will spillover- this turns the case

Gareth Evans.  President of the International Crisis Group.  May 8 2006.  "Securing the Congos transition".  International Crisis Group.  July 26 2007.  http://www.crisisgroup.org/home/index.cfm?id=4097&l=1)

The conflict in the Congo is probably the world’s worst ongoing humanitarian crisis. Credible mortality studies estimate that not only have some 3.8 million people died since 1998, but over 1,000 people continue to die each day from conflict related causes, mostly disease and malnutrition but ongoing violence as well. What began as a struggle for liberation from Mobutu’s dictatorial regime in 1996 became two years later an all out war, drawing in nine African countries and splitting the country between half a dozen major rebel groups.  While some of the external interveners initially had genuine security concerns – with Rwanda in particular wanting to get its hands on perpetrators of the 1994 genocide who had fled in large numbers across the border – less elevated motives rapidly became more important for the interveners: diamonds, gold, coltan and revenue extorted from the local population.

US Not Give Aid Now

Uniqueness: The United States is currently not funding assistance programs in the DRC, specifically because of acknowledgement that it lacks the capacity for such funds. 
(Refugees International 2006.  "Siezing this Moment of Hope:  Priorities of Funding"  July 25 2007.http://www.refugeesinternational.org/section/publications/drc_funding/)

Beyond the promise of the Pooled Fund, however, overall funding for the DRC remains insuffi cient. While the needs are clear, fundraising efforts have been weak. The 2006 Action Plan was designed as both a coordination tool as well as a funding appeal, but it failed to fulfill its potential to catalyze funding. Paradoxically, the Plan was compiled at the instigation of donors (led by the U.S. and Belgium) through the Good Humanitarian Donorship initiative, but donor response to the Plan has been lackluster. Part of this, as donor representatives explained, was due to concerns that projects proposed by UN agencies cost too much due to high overhead costs, nd that there simply was not enough capacity available, neither among UN agencies nor NGOs, in the DRC to absorb and spend the requested funds effectively.

There is no forms of health assistance going to the Congo now.  
(Harvard Public Health.  February 16 2007.  "Congo War Invisible and Deadly Crisis, Says Speaker".  Harvard Public Health.  July 26 2007.  http://www.hsph.harvard.edu/now/feb17/)

Yet humanitarian aid to the Congo pales in comparison to that donated to other nations in crisis, he said during the lecture sponsored by the Harvard Humanitarian Initiative.  Aid to Aceh for tsunami relief has come at a rate of $136 per capita, for example, while the figure for the Congo is just $3.60, he said.  "Aid goes to where the TV cameras are, and there is no constituency for the DRC,'' Brennan said.  The new survey -- the fourth in a series -- sampled 19,500 households in 25 health zones throughout the country. "It was a daunting task,'' Brennan said. Some areas had to be left out because of the threat of violence.

Right now all efforts of international aid to the Congo have been haulted because of the security risk created bky conflicts between a corrupt government, and violent militias.  
(International Herald Tribune.  June 27 2007.  "U.N.: Relief efforts threatened in eastern Congo by assaults on aid groups".  July 26 2007.  http://www.iht.com/articles/ap/2007/06/27/africa/AF-GEN-Congo-Threatened-Aid.php)

KINSHASA, Congo: A series of low-level assaults against humanitarian vehicles and buildings is keeping aid from reaching displaced people in eastern Congo, U.N. officials said Wednesday.  Some international aid groups have already decided to pull out of eastern provinces where sporadic skirmishes continue between the government's army and militias, said Kemal Saiki, spokesman for the U.N. force in Congo.  "Humanitarian actors concerned have suspended their activities in the zone controlled by dissident Gen. Laurent Nkunda because of the deterioration of security conditions," Saiki said.

Corruption Ensures Circumvention
Between the military abusing the aid and, a government using there offices for personal gain, all aid that goes to the Congo is instead used to help a corrupt government instigate regional violence.  
Gareth Evans.  President of the International Crisis Group.  May 8 2006.  "Securing the Congos transition".  International Crisis Group.  July 26 2007.  http://www.crisisgroup.org/home/index.cfm?id=4097&l=1)

Major problems, however, remain. Most goals of the transition – unifying the country, creating a national army, and national reconciliation – have foundered due to the corruption and lack of vision of the Congolese leadership. The national army is the single greatest threat to the population: the seven brigades trained so far are often unpaid, and resort to taxing and abusing the population to survive. Pockets of foreign militia persist in the east of the country and give a pretext for Rwanda and Uganda to continue meddling in Congolese affairs. Above all, the state is run like a business by many of those in power, who use public office for personal enrichment. State institutions are weak to non-existent and the state provides few services to the local population.

SSA Is
These are all the countries of sub-Saharan Africa

Encarta; 2007 (Africa; Microsoft Encarta Online Encyclopedia; accessed July 26, 2007; http://encarta.msn.com/encyclopedia_761572628_36/Africa.html#howtocite ) 

Sub-Saharan Africa is generally subdivided into the regions of West Africa, East Africa, Central Africa, and southern Africa. For the purposes of this article, West Africa consists of Benin, Burkina Faso, Cameroon, Chad, Côte d'Ivoire, Ghana, Guinea, Guinea-Bissau, Liberia, Mali, Mauritania, Niger, Nigeria, Senegal, Sierra Leone, The Gambia, and Togo.Central African Republic, Democratic Republic of the Congo, Equatorial Guinea, Gabon, Republic of the Congo, and Zambia. Southern Africa consists of Botswana, Cape Verde and São Tomé and Príncipe in the Atlantic Ocean; and Comoros, Madagascar, Mauritius, and Seychelles in the Indian Ocean. East Africa consists of Burundi, Djibouti, Eritrea, Ethiopia, Kenya, Malawi, Mozambique, Rwanda, Somalia, Tanzania, and Uganda. Central Africa consists of Angola, 

Lesotho, Namibia, South Africa, Swaziland, and Zimbabwe. The island nations located off the coast of Africa are 

The Democratic Republic of the Congo is in central Africa and is sub-saharan.

(infoplease 2006.  "Congo, The Democratic Republic of".  July 25 2007.  http://www.infoplease.com/ipa/A0198161.html)

The Congo, in west-central Africa, is bordered by the Republic of Congo, the Central African Republic, the Sudan, Uganda, Rwanda, Burundi, Tanzania, Zambia, Angola, and the Atlantic Ocean. It is one-quarter the size of the U.S. The principal rivers are the Ubangi and Bomu in the north and the Congo in the west, which flows into the Atlantic. The entire length of Lake Tanganyika lies along the eastern border with Tanzania and Burundi.

Will Steal Money/Aid
Militias in the DRC are stealing food and money from its citizens, leading to militias that have failed to disarm to keep fighting.

(irinnews.org, Apr 8 2005.  "Democratic Republic of the Congo:Reintegrating Ituri's ex-militias, and uphill Task".  Politicalaffairs.net.  July 25 2007)

"Militias who surrendered their arms are hanging around town harassing people," Edith Casaboli, a nurse managing the health centre in Kasenyi town, told IRIN. 
She also heads CLAP, which comprises the local chief of police, a headmaster, a clergyman, the town administrator and the leader of a youth group against HIV/AIDS. 
"The disarmed militias hustle our population for money and food," Tibenderana Balinda, the youth leader, said. "That is because only a few reintegration projects are already up and running. They also discourage others from disarming. Our streets are not safe because of this."

Health Programs are at a unique risk for diversion in the Congo

John O'Shea.  UN expert on corruption.  December 9 2004.  "Paying Aid to corrupt regimes of no use to the poor".  Irish Times.  July 27 2007.   http://www.globalpolicy.org/nations/launder/general/2004/1209aidcorrupt.htm)

Mobutu Sese Seko stole almost half of the $12 billion in aid that Zaire received from the IMF during his 32-year reign, leaving his country (now the Democratic Republic of Congo) in a pathetic mess. Among the hall of shame are also: President Sani Abacha of Nigeria - took five years (1993-98) to enrich himself to the tune of $2 billion to $5 billion; Slobodan Milosevic - took $1 billion from the people of Serbia between 1972 and 1986; Haiti's Jean-Claude Duvalier from 1971 to 1986 siphoned off $300 million to $800 million of public funds; Alberto Fujimori, president of Peru through the 1990s, was $600 million richer when he left office; from 1996 to 1997 president Pavlo Lazarenko of Ukraine embezzled $200 million; Arnoldo Aleman served one term as president of Nicaragua (1997-2002), but time enough to steal $100 million.  Corruption is a major obstacle to democracy and the rule of law and, ultimately, if allowed to get out of control it will reach a point where society is no longer able to function. Peter Eigen, chairman of the corruption watchdog NGO Transparency International, put it starkly in his introduction last month to the 2004 TI Corruption Perceptions Index:  "Corruption robs countries of their potential. . ." he said. "Across the world, corruption in large-scale public projects is a daunting obstacle to sustainable development, tearing at the social fabric and contributing to civil unrest and conflict. It is a blow to the hopes of millions, one that results in a major loss of public funds needed for education, healthcare and poverty alleviation, both in developed and developing countries." 
Conflicts Spillover
Regional conflicts in Africa become threats to global security.  
(Edmond Keller.  Professor of foreign policy at UCLA.  1995.  "African conflict mangement and the new world order".  UCLA.  July 26 2007.)

Domestic insecurity in Africa, then, has had an increasingly high propensity to spill over borders, resulting in new regional security dilemmas. For example, the 1994 civil war in Rwanda resulted in a matter of weeks in five hundred thousand deaths, and in more than 3 million refugees fleeing to Zaire and Tanzania.  It is clear that what were once thought to be mere domestic conflicts are now increasingly seen as potential sources for regional insecurity. In contrast to how it has viewed its role in the past, the UN has accepted that it has a major role to play in averting the regional spread of domestic conflicts throughout the world, and restoring peace once they nave occurred.

Conflicts in Africa spill over and will effect the entire continent.  
(Vasu Gounden.  2002.  "Managing and Resolving African Conflicts".  July 27 2007.  http://unpan1.un.org/intradoc/groups/public/documents/CAFRAD/UNPAN008410.pdf)

Often, intra-state conflicts in Africa have also assumed a regional connotation, which further fuel the conflict. That is, most intra-state conflicts have had spillover effects to other neighbouring countries thus making them more complex. The spill over effects of a conflict manifest themselves in varying ways, inter alia, in the form of massive population movement between borders and proliferation of arms. In some cases, the spill over effects of internal conflicts has resulted in some neighbouring states directly supporting any one of the conflicting parties in that country. The current situation in Angola and the DRC are cases in point. In the Angola conflict, cross border raids into Namibia have resulted in increased insecurity in Namibia where attacks of civilians have been reported. This situation has affected Namibia's internal stability but it also has huge repercussions for the country's standing in the region and indeed internationally.
Impact- No Solvency
No Solvency:  The root cause of the problem is that the Congolese government must have signifacant changes take place before any more aid takes place.  This takes away all claims of aff solvency because they do not reform instead they simply give health assistance.  
(Eastern Congo Monthly Report.  May 2007.  "Eastern Congo Monthly Report".  The Enough Project.  July 26 2007.  (http://www.enoughproject.org/reports/eastern-congo_2007-04.php).

Why does the international community allow these conditions persist? The fact is that Congo is a political backwater; few western countries have vested strategic interests there, and the constituency of people that care about the Congo is much smaller than the groups pushing for peace in Darfur. In the absence of a domestic lobby or overriding national security concerns, no strong engagement with the country exists, with most donors giving money for humanitarian and development projects without taking the strong diplomatic and political actions necessary to deal with the root causes of violence. 

Concerned citizens and activists, however, can increase policymakers’ awareness of the plight of civilians in eastern Congo and can press them to make the right policy decisions to end the suffering in the region. 

No Solvency:   The direct cause for malnutrition is because of government militia corruption and disputes.
(Eastern Congo Monthly Report.  May 2007.  "Eastern Congo Monthly Report".  The Enough Project.  July 26 2007.  (http://www.enoughproject.org/reports/eastern-congo_2007-04.php).

  The actual numbers available are misleading since many victims don’t report crimes committed by the national government forces for fear of reprisal. But the real figures -- the deaths due to malnutrition and displacement as a result of government abuses and government-militia fighting -- are what make Congo's silent crisis one of the deadliest in the world.

These abuses have continued unchecked. On February 2, army units engaged in operations against a militia in north-eastern Congo called the FNI (or Front for National Integration); they went on a rampage, reportedly burning 12 villages and forcing locals to flee into the bush. A day earlier, in South Kivu, a group of soldiers broke into a house in Ciburi and tied a man to the ceiling before raping his daughter. In the north-eastern province of Ituri alone, 4,943 rapes were registered between April 2006 and January 2007, many of them committed by the army and police.

Affirmative Answers
N/U:  The DRC is receiving food aid successfully in the status quo.  
(Friends of the World Food Program.  2006.  "silent emergencies".  http://www.friendsofwfp.org/site/pp.asp?c=7oIJLSOsGpF&b=275003#Democratic_Republic_of_Congo.)

An estimated 125,000 people are targeted to receive food aid by the end of October 2006. Financial support is still needed to build up and increase food supplies. WFP has resorted to airlifts and airdrops to reach displaced civilians. While airlifting food aid is very expensive, roads and rail transport are not available in many parts of the region.

DRC had previously suffered the effects of five years of civil conflict which killed 3.5 million people. The country is now in a transitional phase; however it still has many obstacles to overcome, including combating hunger. An estimated 1.3 million children under the age of five suffer from malnutrition. Damage to public infrastructure has caused widespread poverty. The internal armed groups, conflict and violence are constant threats to any further development. Even though the DRC has good climate and high soil quality, the strong lack of secure farmland in large areas, loss of family labor, looting, and decimated livestock make farming extremely difficult.

N/U:  The Congo is finally receiving much needed food aid. 
(World food Programme.  February 2006.  "More emergency Food Aid Being Sent to Conflict victims in the DRC".  World Food Programme.  July 26 2007.  http://www.wfp.org/english/?ModuleID=137&Key=2010)

Kinshasa, 14 February 2006 - WFP has said that urgently needed WFP food aid is being airlifted aboard helicopters from the United Nations Mission in the Democratic Republic of Congo (MONUC) for thousands of people fleeing fighting in Katanga Province of the eastern DRC.  In a joint humanitarian intervention, MONUC helicopters started transporting last week UN agency supplies including seven metric tons of WFP fortified maize flour to Mitwaba town, 600 kilometres from Lubumbashi.  WFP’s partner Action Contre La Pauvrete (ACP) began distributing the food on Saturday.  Flights will continue until this weekend to deliver a total of 30 tons of WFP food aid. 

N/U:  The Congo is currently receiving much health assistance from international organizations.  
Luise Engulu.  world bank spokeswoman.  September 1 2005.   "DR Congo Receives US$150 Million Grant To Rehabilitate Its Health Sector For A Project Which Marks A Major Step In Bank Support To Malaria Control In Africa".   The World Bank.  July 26 2007.  http://web.worldbank.org/WBSITE/EXTERNAL/NEWS/0,,contentMDK:20634700~menuPK:34463~pagePK:34370~piPK:34424~theSitePK:4607,00.html".)

The World Bank Board of Executive Directors today approved an International Development Association (IDA) grant of US$150 million to assist the efforts of the Government of the Democratic Republic of Congo (DRC) to rehabilitate the country’s health sector and control malaria. The main objective of the Health Sector Rehabilitation Support Project is to rebuild the country’s health system and to significantly improve the availability and utilization of quality basic health services for the population of targeted geographical areas, particularly among women and children.  The focus is to strengthen the existing public health system at all levels, with special attention paid to district level and the health zone. The current system has been severely undermined by the country’s recent civil war, and the lack of resources, drug supply, adequate equipment and skilled medical personnel. In 2003, there was only one physician for every 100,000 Congolese 

Affirmative Answers
Turn:  The only way to prevent the Congo from regressing into a war that could spill over is to provide the very aid that the counterplan denies.  This conflict will erupt into a large scale regional conflict.  
(International rescue commitee.  2004.  "IRC Study Reveals 31,000 Die Monthly in Congo Conflict and 3.8 Million Died in Past Six Years. When Will the World Pay Attention?".  International rescue committee.  July 26 2007. http://www.theirc.org/news/irc_study_reveals_31000_die_monthly_in_congo_conflict_and_38_million_died_in_past_six_years_when_will_the_world_pay_attention.html)

In spite of all these advances, DR Congo is now dangerously close to sliding back into full-scale war. Political progress has stalled, the reduction in mortality has plateaued and a series of violent incidents threaten to undermine the peace process and destabilize the region. At this time, Rwanda is threatening to attack Hutu extremists in DR Congo, while numerous reports indicate an incursion has already taken place. This follows an explosion of violence in the eastern city of Bukavu in June and the brutal August massacre of nearly 160 Congolese Tutsi refugees at a camp in Burundi. 

Urgent action is needed to restore stability, strengthen the peace process and address the underlying causes of the conflict. The IRC makes the following recommendations:

 Stop the Violence. The recent scaling up of the UN peacekeeping mission, MONUC, falls short of what’s required, as the current force remains largely incapable of protecting civilians or Congo’s borders. It is crucial that all of the requested 23,000 forces be deployed. However, more of the same will not help. From the start, the troops have been poorly equipped and trained and lacking in commitment or will to carry out their mandate. It is vital that MONUC be given the training, equipment and resources necessary to implement their mandate— to disarm and apprehend Rwandan Hutu fighters, prevent cross-border incursions and arms flows, protect vulnerable civilians and restore stability to eastern provinces. 

 Promote lasting peace. Donor governments must hold all parties involved in the conflict more accountable, ensuring they abide by and effectively implement the December 2002 Pretoria peace agreement and subsequent accords. Peace in the east must be made a priority. More pressure from the international community must be exercised on foreign governments, forces and militias to cease violent and destabilizing actions in DR Congo. Donor governments must also insist on improved management of Congo’s natural wealth and support recommendations outlined by the UN panel on illegal exploitation of natural resources in DR Congo. In addition, key governments must work toward improved coordination and implementation of the critical disarmament, demobilization and reintegration process for foreign and Congolese combatants.

 Vastly increase humanitarian aid. Save Lives. The current level of international humanitarian assistance for Congo is abysmal and basic needs are not being met. While European donors slightly increased funding in 2004, the US government reduced its support. In general, global donors have fallen far short of the UN’s funding appeal for DR Congo. This appeal must be met. As suggested by the IRC’s survey, simple inexpensive aid interventions could revive the health system and save hundreds of thousands of lives. The IRC urges donor nations to scale-up aid to meet the region’s immense needs. Congolese civil society is vibrant and needs to be empowered. With appropriate support, it will be able to regain self-sufficiency and mitigate further conflicts in the region.

Affirmative Answers
Despite The fact that there are some negative reprocussions the benafits of humanitarian aid outweigh its harms.  
(David R. Smock.  vice president of USIP's Center for Mediation and Conflict Resolution.  2004.  "Humanitarian assistance and conflict in Africa".  United States Institute of peace.  July 26 2007.  ttp://www.usip.org/pubs/peaceworks/pwks6.pdf)

In recent years humanitarian assistance provided in situations of war and disaster by donor governments, international organizations like the United Nations (UN), and, particularly, nongovernmental organizations (NGOs) in situations of war and disaster has saved hundreds of thousands,

perhaps even millions, of lives. The provision of food and medical supplies to refugees, displaced persons, and those near the battlefields in

Somalia, Rwanda, Zaire, Mozambique, Angola, Liberia, Sudan, and elsewhere constitutes one of the most heroic and life-preserving activities of our time. Major NGOs like CARE, Save the Children, Catholic Relief Services, World Vision, and many less well known organizations have been on the front lines relieving desperate human suffering in Africa.

PAGE  
1/74

