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SK/A01. U.S. MILITARY BASES

PLAN:
1. U.S. will immediately begin a phased reduction of U.S. troops stationed at military bases in Afghanistan, Iraq, Kuwait, Turkey, Japan, and South Korea, with at least a 50% reduction to be achieved by the end of 2011.

2. Funding and enforcement will be through all necessary means.
I. U.S. MILITARY PRESENCE OVERSEAS IS PERVASIVE


A. U.S. MILITARY BASES HAVE PROLIFERATED


SK/A01.01) Lorraine Moffa, AMERICAN HISTORY, April 2010, p. 24, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Expanded Academic ASAP. In 1938 the United States had 14 bases overseas. Today we have about 1,000. Only 19 of 195 countries in the world have no U.S. military. The Defense Department's official tally of permanent U.S. overseas bases is 716. But that does not include bases in Afghanistan and Iraq. The total number of active-duty U.S. military personnel is 1,690,000. More than 550,000 are posted outside our borders, including 271,500 in Afghanistan and Iraq. The amount the United States spends on defense about equals the combined military spending of all the other countries in the world.

B. THOUSANDS OF TROOPS WILL STAY IN AFGHANISTAN & IRAQ


SK/A01.02) Michael O’Hanlon [Brookings Institution], THE WASHINGTON TIMES, March 6, 2009, p. A16, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Custom Newspapers. By fiscal 2011, that combined number [troops in the field between the two wars] is expected to be about 125,000. By that point, Mr. Obama promises we will be down to no more than 50,000 U.S. uniformed personnel in Iraq, with perhaps another 10,000 in the region supporting them, and the expectation is that we will be fielding 60,000 to 70,000 personnel in and near Afghanistan. By 2012, with luck the total will decline further (mostly due to further reductions in Iraq), to a total of perhaps 80,000 to 90,000.

C. U.S. MILITARY SPENDING IS AT RECORD LEVELS


SK/A01.03) Editorial, THE BUFFALO NEWS, February 8, 2010, p. A8, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Custom Newspapers. President Obama's 2011 defense budget contains a record $56 billion for such sub-rosa operations. The whole military budget is a 3.4 percent increase over this year -- roughly double the rate of inflation. The $708 billion schedule continues to increase spending on speculative weapons systems -- programs that lobbyists for defense firms like -- much more than for support for our fighting forces and their families. Overall, the defense budget is almost double what it was in 2003. 
II. U.S. MILITARY PRESENCE OVERSEAS IS COUNTERPRODUCTIVE


A. U.S. BASES ARE DETRIMENTAL TO HOST COUNTRIES


SK/A01.04) Catherine Lutz [Professor of Anthropology, Brown U.], THE BASES OF EMPIRE: THE GLOBAL STRUGGLE AGAINST U.S. MILITARY POSTS, 2009, p. 27. The costs for local economies and polities of hosting military bases can be substantial. They include immediate debits such as pollution, noise, and crime which cannot be offset by soldiers' local spending or employment of locals, and a number of other economic costs, to be detailed below. Moreover, U.S. bases used in this way are perhaps more likely to make countries the target of attacks for having allied themselves with the United States than they are to protect it.

B. U.S. MILITARY PRESENCE INCREASES CONFLICT & WARFARE


SK/A01.05) Catherine Lutz [Professor of Anthropology, Brown U.], THE BASES OF EMPIRE: THE GLOBAL STRUGGLE AGAINST U.S. MILITARY POSTS, 2009, p. 26. Critical observers of U.S. foreign policy, Chalmers Johnson foremost among them, have thoroughly dissected and dismantled several of the arguments that have been made for maintaining a global military basing system (Johnson 2004). They have shown that the system has often failed in its own terms, that is, has not provided more safety for the United States or its allies, and U.S. apologists fail to characterize what the bases actually do: while said to provide defense and security, the U.S. presence has often created more attacks rather than fewer, as in Saudi Arabia or in Iraq.

C. U.S. MILITARY HAS BECOME DANGEROUSLY OVEREXTENDED


SK/A01.06) Anna Mulrine, U.S. NEWS & WORLD REPORT ONLINE, January 16, 2009, pNA, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Expanded Academic ASAP. With progress in Iraq still precarious and the war in Afghanistan growing ever more violent, the American military remains overburdened and, U.S. officials repeatedly point out, dangerously overstretched. Troops are also exhausted, after back-to-back tours that are leaving a growing number of military families in shambles. It's hardly an alluring recruiting scenario. But top U.S. military leaders warn that if the Pentagon is to continue to meet its responsibilities around the world, it will need more troops. "You can't do what we've been asked to do with the number of people we have," Undersecretary of the Army Nelson Ford noted in a recent interview, driving home what has long been conventional wisdom within the halls of the Pentagon: Shortages in the military ranks will be one of the chief national security challenges of the Barack Obama administration.

D. U.S. BUDGET DEFICIT IS AT RECORD LEVELS


SK/A01.07) David M. Dickson, THE WASHINGTON TIMES, August 26, 2009, p. A10, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Custom Newspapers. The U.S. budget deficit will exceed $1.5 trillion both this year and next year, the White House Office of Management and Budget projected Tuesday in its Mid-Session Review.
III. DOWNSIZING MILITARY BASES INCREASES NATIONAL SECURITY


A. DEMILITARIZATION WILL STRENGTHEN U.S. SECURITY


SK/A01.08) Eric Davis [Professor of Political Science, Rutgers U.], MIDDLE EAST POLICY, Winter 2008, p. 134, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Expanded Academic ASAP. Nevertheless, the American military's difficulty in securing Iraq and the major challenges that it faces from the Taliban in Afghanistan, despite NATO involvement, makes it clear that force alone cannot serve as the primary instrument in the conduct of foreign policy. With American forces stretched thin and the military having difficulty sustaining force levels, Iraq teaches us that new strategies are needed in the conduct of U.S. foreign policy in the Middle East during the twenty-first century.

B. TROOP REDUCTIONS WILL REDUCE HOSTILITY & TERRORISM


SK/A01.09) Paul Findley [former member of Congress], WASHINGTON REPORT ON MIDDLE EAST AFFAIRS, May-June 2009, p. 28, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Expanded Academic ASAP. In Afghanistan, Iraq and Pakistan, Obama must overcome the mindset of the powerful U.S. military-industrial complex that has immense influence on Capitol Hill, is committed to the broad use of acts of War, and traditionally resists withdrawal from any territory it occupies. Over many years, these nations have experienced the indignity and violence of foreign occupation by imperial Western powers. They have reason to be troubled by recent statements and actions by the Obama administration that suggest that U.S. acts of war will continue indefinitely on their soil. We should have learned long ago that the war measures of occupying forces are almost always counterproductive. They promote terrorism instead of diminishing it. The best antidote to terrorism is justice.

C. INCREASED MILITARY READINESS WILL DETER AGGRESSION


SK/A01.10) William L. Hauser [Inter-University Seminar on Armed Forces & Society] & Jerome Slater [Professor Emeritus of Political Science, State U. of NY at Buffalo], WORLD AFFAIRS, January-February 2010, p. 75, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Expanded Academic ASAP. Moreover, the creation of larger, higher-quality forces--with a credible capability to intervene massively on the ground--would have a powerful deterrent effect, not only against terrorists themselves but also against states that currently support or tolerate terrorist activities. Indeed, the existence of a such a ground-combat deterrent might well result in fewer future U.S. military interventions, rather than more.

D. REDUCED SPENDING WILL STRENGTHEN U.S. ECONOMY


SK/A01.11) George McGovern [former U.S. Senator], THE CHRISTIAN CENTURY, January 12, 2010, p. 9, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Expanded Academic ASAP. After half a century of Cold War and hot wars, it is time to rebuild our great and troubled land. By closing down the conflicts in Iraq and Afghanistan, we can divert the vast sums being spent there to revitalizing our own nation.
SK/A02. AFGHANISTAN

PLAN:

1. U.S. will immediately begin a phased military withdrawal from Afghanistan, with all U.S. military and support forces to be removed by May 2011.

2. Funding and enforcement will be through all necessary means.

I. U.S. HAS AN ENDURING MILITARY PRESENCE IN AFGHANISTAN


A. MILITARY EXPENDITURES IN AFGHANISTAN ARE STAGGERING


SK/A02.01) THE ECONOMIST (US), February 6, 2010, p. 45EU, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Expanded Academic ASAP. Even Robert Gates, the American defence secretary, admits that the $708 billion requested by Barack Obama for defence spending next year is "a massive number". The Pentagon was exempted from the administration's spending freeze; the surge in Afghanistan consumes all the savings from the drawdown from Iraq.


B. THOUSANDS OF TROOPS ARE SURGING INTO AFGHANISTAN


SK/A02.02) Sydney J. Freedberg, Jr., NATIONAL JOURNAL, February 19, 2010, pNA, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Expanded Academic ASAP. The scale of this surge is staggering. After remaining below 30,000 troops for seven years, U.S. forces in Afghanistan doubled to 60,000 in 2009 and will more than triple, to 100,000, by the fall. (Allied forces under NATO's command have risen more modestly, from 31,150 to 38,710.)

C. AFGHAN SURGE IS EXPANDING WAR IN PAKISTAN


SK/A02.03) Giles Whittell & Zahid Hussein, THE TIMES (London, England), December 4, 2009, p. 6, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Custom Newspapers. At the same time The New York Times reported that American's secret war inside Pakistan would be expanded alongside the Afghan surge. 

D. U.S. TROOPS WILL STAY IN AFGHANISTAN INDEFINITELY


SK/A02.04) Andrew Bacevich [Professor of International Relations & History, Boston U.], HARVARD INTERNATIONAL REVIEW, Winter 2010, p. 70, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Expanded Academic ASAP. I think we have a plan to escalate US military involvement in Afghanistan, thereby extending for a considerable period of time a war that is already in its ninth year. I think that when the President made his speech at West Point, he seemed at that moment to indicate that there was a fairly firm deadline for withdrawing US forces from Afghanistan. But everything that has been said since about that deadline by his closest subordinates has transformed that deadline into mush. I think that there is no plan for withdrawal and no clear commitment on the part of the administration to make any such withdrawal. What's clear is they are going to escalate and prolong the war.
II. U.S. MILITARY PRESENCE IN AFGHANISTAN IS UNWARRANTED


A. THE TALIBAN ARE NOT A THREAT TO U.S. SECURITY


SK/A02.05) Paul R. Pillar [Director of Graduate Studies, Security Studies Program, Georgetown U.], THE NATIONAL INTEREST, March-April 2010, p. 33, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Expanded Academic ASAP. If the Taliban was to return to power, it would see little or no advantage in again harboring a significant presence of bin Laden's al-Qaeda. Its previous host-playing led directly after 9/11 to the biggest setback the Taliban ever suffered. Bin Laden and his partner Ayman al-Zawahiri also would see little to be gained in restoring the previous arrangement. They have successfully hidden in Pakistan for nearly a decade; a return to Afghanistan would only expose them, or their underlings, to uninhibited U.S. firepower, even if U.S. troops were not on the ground.

B. AL QAEDA HAS NO NEED FOR BASES IN AFGHANISTAN


SK/A02.06) Tom Bethell [Sr. Editor], THE AMERICAN SPECTATOR, March 2010, p. 42, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Expanded Academic ASAP. Of course you don't need a whole country- Afghanistan is about the area of Texas, with a population of 30 million--to plan an assault. And even if you do, it doesn't have to be Afghanistan. How about Yemen or Somalia? Or failing that, an American motel. Some of the Saudi hijackers met shortly before 9/11 in a Florida motel, others at various addresses in Virginia.

C. U.S. COUNTERINSURGENCY IS DOOMED TO FAILURE


SK/A02.07) Editorial, THE CHRISTIAN CENTURY, December 29, 2009, p. 7, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Expanded Academic ASAP. The most optimistic reading of Obama's troop surge in Afghanistan is that it will provide the security that allows such local empowerment to happen, letting Afghanis begin to see immediate improvement in everyday life and there by creating the momentum for them to provide their own security. Unfortunately, a realistic reading of the situation is that such a development is not likely to happen in one year or in five, with 30,000 U.S. troops or 50,000.
III. U.S. MILITARY PRESENCE IN AFGHANISTAN IS CATASTROPHIC


A. THOUSANDS OF U.S. SOLDIERS AND AFGHANS HAVE DIED


SK/A02.08) Maryann Cusinamo Love, AMERICA, November 16, 2009, p. 11, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Expanded Academic ASAP. U.S. troop levels have increased from over 5,000 in 2002 to more than 68,000 today. Over 38,000 NATO troops also serve. More than 1,500 military service members have died in Afghanistan since 2001 (over 900 of them Americans). Afghan civilian casualties are estimated at over 5,000 since 2006; totals since the war began may be double that.

B. U.S. MILITARY READINESS IS IN PERILOUS CONDITION


SK/A02.09) Milan Vesely, THE MIDDLE EAST, January 2010, p. 16, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Expanded Academic ASAP. With 30,000 more troops bogged down in Afghanistan the US military will be reduced to an almost nonexistent reserve force of some 25,000 for any other emergencies.

C. MILITARY ACTION STOKES VIRULENT ANTI-AMERICANISM


SK/A02.10) Paul R. Pillar [Director of Graduate Studies, Security Studies Program, Georgetown U.], THE NATIONAL INTEREST, March-April 2010, p. 33, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Expanded Academic ASAP. The counterproductive aspects of applying U.S. military power in Afghanistan also have become all too clear. The foreign military occupation has helped to unite, motivate and win support for the disparate elements we have come to label the Afghan Taliban. The occupation and the inevitable collateral damage and civilian casualties have drained much of what had been--remarkably so for a Muslim country--a reservoir of goodwill toward the United States. Now more Afghans have taken up arms against coalition forces. Many of those who have joined the fight have no sympathy for the Taliban's ideology and do not even warrant the label.

D. MILITARY ACTION IS DESTABILIZING PAKISTAN


SK/A02.11) Giles Whittell & Zahid Hussein, THE TIMES (London, England), December 4, 2009, p. 6, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Custom Newspapers. "Drone attacks may be tactically effective but they are strategically costly," Maleeha Lodhi, a former Pakistani Ambassador to Washington, said. "Civilian casualties would not only stoke anti-American sentiments but would also destabilise a weak civilian administration."

E. PAKISTANI INSTABILITY IS A RECIPE FOR NUCLEAR DISASTER

SK/A02.12) Christina Lamb, SUNDAY TIMES (London, England), January 17, 2010, p. 23, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Custom Newspapers. "What you have in Pakistan is nuclear weapons mixed with the highest density of extremists in the world, so we have a right to be concerned," said Rolf Mowatt-Larssen, a former CIA officer who used to run the US energy department's intelligence unit. "There have been attacks on army bases which stored nuclear weapons and there have been breaches and infiltrations by terrorists into military facilities."
IV. U.S. WITHDRAWAL FROM AFGHANISTAN PROMOTES U.S. SECURITY


A. WITHDRAWAL WILL RESTORE U.S. MILITARY READINESS


SK/A02.13) Charles Peters [founding Editor], WASHINGTON MONTHLY, January-February 2010, p. 8, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Expanded Academic ASAP. What we should do now is exactly what we should have done in Vietnam in 1965--start getting out. Above all stop risking the lives and the exposure to catastrophic injury for the handful of brave men who have been doing the fighting in Iraq and Afghanistan. Remember the actual number of Army and Marine combat troops is less than 100,000. Those people have been stretched to the limit and beyond.

B. WITHDRAWAL WILL EXTINGUISH AFGHAN INSURGENCY


SK/A02.14) U.S. NEWS & WORLD REPORT ONLINE, February 4, 2009, pNA, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Expanded Academic ASAP. Increasing the number of troops in Afghanistan is unlikely to make "much of a difference in a country where the basic population-to-troops ratio is estimated at approximately 430 people per foreign soldier," a policy brief by the Carnegie Endowment for International Peace maintains. The report, by Gilles Dorronsoro, argues that the presence of foreign soldiers "is probably the single most important factor in the resurgence of the Taliban" and that best way to weaken the Taliban is "to reduce military confrontations." The brief recommends that the United States define three areas--"strategic zones (under total allied control), buffer areas (around the strategic ones), and opposition territory"--and says that the only "meaningful way to halt the insurgency's momentum is to start withdrawing troops."

C. WITHDRAWAL WILL QUENCH ANTI-AMERICANISM


SK/A02.15) Janet McMahon, WASHINGTON REPORT ON MIDDLE EAST AFFAIRS, January-February 2010, p. 49, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Expanded Academic ASAP. "Getting out of Afghanistan," Polk [author & former State Department official] concluded, could lead us to a reassertion of the principles and purposes that have made our country not just respected for its wealth and power, but beloved throughout the world. If we make a sincere effort to live up to the message of President Obama's address in Cairo--that we are willing to live in a multicultural world--much of the fear and danger we perceive today will become a bad memory."

D. WITHDRAWAL WILL AVERT PAKISTANI NUCLEAR NIGHTMARE


SK/A02.16) Eric S. Margolis [internationally syndicated columnist], WASHINGTON REPORT ON MIDDLE EAST AFFAIRS, January-February 2010, p. 12, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Expanded Academic ASAP. Obama's advisers have convinced him an early U.S. withdrawal from Afghanistan will provoke chaos in Pakistan. They don't understand that it is the U.S.-led war in Afghanistan that is destabilizing Pakistan and creating ever more anti-Western extremism.
SK/A03. IRAQ & KUWAIT

PLAN:

1. U.S. will immediately begin a phased withdrawal of personnel from all military bases in Iraq and Kuwait.

2. U.S. will negotiate with Iran for an eventual removal of all U.S. military personnel from Iraq and Kuwait, contingent upon Iran abandoning its development of nuclear energy.

3. Funding and enforcement will be through all necessary means.

I. U.S. PLANS MILITARY BASES IN IRAQ & KUWAIT TO CONTAIN IRAN

A. U.S. IS CONSTRUCTING PERMANENT MILITARY BASES IN IRAQ

AK/A03.01) Tom Engelhardt [editor, TomDispatch.com], in THE BASES OF EMPIRE: THE GLOBAL STRUGGLE AGAINST U.S. MILITARY POSTS, edited by Catherine Lutz, 2009, p. 131. Back in April 2003, just after Baghdad fell to American troops, Thom Shanker and Eric Schmitt reported on the front page of the NEW YORK TIMES that the Pentagon had launched its invasion the previous month with plans for four "permanent bases" in out of the way parts of Iraq already on the drawing board. Since then, the Pentagon has indeed sunk billions of dollars into building those “mega-bases" (with a couple of extra ones thrown in) at or near the places mentioned by Shanker and Schmitt.

B. THOUSANDS OF U.S. TROOPS WILL REMAIN INDEFINITELY


AK/A03.02) Tom Engelhardt [editor, TomDispatch.com], in THE BASES OF EMPIRE: THE GLOBAL STRUGGLE AGAINST U.S. MILITARY POSTS, edited by Catherine Lutz, 2009, p. 141. Still, a formula for the future is obviously being put in place and, after years of frenzied construction, the housing for it, so to speak, is more than ready. As the WASHINGTON POST described the plan, "Iraqi officials said that under the proposed formula, Iraq would get full responsibility for internal security and U.S. troops would relocate to bases outside the cities. Iraqi officials foresee a long-term presence of about 50,000 U.S. troops."


C. BASES IN KUWAIT ARE A STAGING GROUND FOR COMBAT


AK/A03.03) Michael O’Hanlon [Brookings Institution], THE WASHINGTON TIMES, March 6, 2009, p. A16, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Custom Newspapers. In 2007 and 2008 (since 2005, in fact, according to the Congressional Budget Office), we have averaged about 200,000 troops in the field between the two wars, including forces in places like Kuwait that sustain troops in the actual combat theaters.

D. U.S. MILITARY PRESENCE IS DESIGNED TO CONTAIN IRAN


AK/A03.04) Vali Nasr [Professor of International Politics, Fletcher School of Law & Diplomacy] & Ray Takeyh [Sr. Fellow, Council on Foreign Relations], FOREIGN AFFAIRS, January-February 2008, p. 85, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Expanded Academic ASAP. Over the past year, Washington has come to see the containment of Iran as the primary objective of its Middle East policy. It holds Tehran responsible for rising violence in Iraq and Afghanistan, Lebanon's tribulations, and Hamas' intransigence and senses that the balance of power in the region is shifting toward Iran and its Islamist allies. Curbing Tehran's growing influence is thus necessary for regional security.

II. PERMANENT BASES IN IRAQ & KUWAIT THREATEN U.S. SECURITY

A. CONTAINMENT OF IRAN IS DOOMED TO FAILURE


AK/A03.05) Vali Nasr [Professor of International Politics, Fletcher School of Law & Diplomacy] & Ray Takeyh [Sr. Fellow, Council on Foreign Relations], FOREIGN AFFAIRS, January-February 2008, p. 85, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Expanded Academic ASAP. But there is a problem: Washington's containment strategy is unsound, it cannot be implemented effectively, and it will probably make matters worse. The ingredients needed for a successful containment effort simply do not exist. Under these circumstances, Washington's insistence that Arab states array against Iran could further destabilize an already volatile region.

B. IRAQ WILL BE PERMANENTLY DESTABILIZED



AK/A03.06) Vali Nasr [Professor of International Politics, Fletcher School of Law & Diplomacy] & Ray Takeyh [Sr. Fellow, Council on Foreign Relations], FOREIGN AFFAIRS, January-February 2008, p. 85, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Expanded Academic ASAP. But the same Arab governments that complain about Tehran's influence also oppose the Shiite government in Iraq, which is pro-Iranian and pro-American, and favor its Sunni opponents--leaving Washington having to figure out how to work with the Iraqi government while also building a regional alliance with Sunni Arab states. Washington's containment wall will therefore have to run right through Iraq and so inevitably destabilize the country as it becomes the frontline in the U.S.-Iranian confrontation.

C. U.S. TROOPS IN IRAQ & KUWAIT ARE SITTING DUCKS


AK/A03.07) Marvin J. Cetron & Owen Davies, THE FUTURIST, September-October 2007, p. 16, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Expanded Academic ASAP. Others hold that Iran is stirring the chaos in Iraq not so much to dominate its neighbor as to keep U.S. troops mired there. That way, if President Bush decides to attack Iran, Teheran will have 200,000 U.S. hostages at hand right next door.


D. A THIRD GULF WAR WOULD IMPOSE UNACCEPTABLE COSTS


AK/A03.08) Richard N. Haass [President, Council on Foreign Relations], NEWSWEEK, March 8, 2010, p. 36, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Expanded Academic ASAP. The cost of transforming Iraq from a failed state in 2003 to a much-improved, but still weak, one--more than 4,000 U.S. dead, the presence of more than 100,000 foreign troops for seven years, almost $1 trillion in direct costs--is clearly too great to be replicated.

III. WITHDRAWAL FROM IRAQ & KUWAIT PROMOTES U.S. SECURITY


A. OTHER GULF NATIONS WILL LIMIT U.S. PRESENCE

AK/A03.09) Vali Nasr [Professor of International Politics, Fletcher School of Law & Diplomacy] & Ray Takeyh [Sr. Fellow, Council on Foreign Relations], FOREIGN AFFAIRS, January-February 2008, p. 85, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Expanded Academic ASAP. For close to half a century, the Arab world saw Iraq's military as its bulwark in the Persian Gulf. Having dismantled that force in 2003, the United States is now the only power present in the Gulf that can contain Iran militarily. Shouldering that responsibility effectively would mean maintaining large numbers of troops in the region indefinitely. But given the anti-American sentiment pervading all of the Gulf today, none of the states in the region (except for Kuwait) could countenance the redeployment of a substantial number of U.S. forces in their territory.

B. IRAN CAN BE ENTICED TO DROP ITS NUCLEAR AMBITIONS

AK/A03.10) Vali Nasr [Professor of International Politics, Fletcher School of Law & Diplomacy] & Ray Takeyh [Sr. Fellow, Council on Foreign Relations], FOREIGN AFFAIRS, January-February 2008, p. 85, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Expanded Academic ASAP. Dialogue, compromise, and commerce, as difficult as they may be, are convincing means. An acknowledgment by the U.S. government that Tehran does indeed have legitimate interests and concerns in Iraq could get the two governments finally to realize that they have similar objectives: both want to preserve the territorial integrity of Iraq and prevent the civil war there from engulfing the Middle East. Resuming diplomatic and economic relations between Iran and the United States, as well as collaborating on Iraq, could also be the precursor of an eventual arrangement subjecting Iran's nuclear program to its obligations under the Nuclear Nonproliferation Treaty. If Iran enjoyed favorable security and commercial ties with the United States and was at ease in its region, it might restrain its nuclear ambitions.

C. RESTRAINING IRANIAN NUCLEARIZATION IS VITAL

AK/A03.11) Mortimer B. Zuckerman, U.S. NEWS & WORLD REPORT ONLINE, March 23, 2009, pNA, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Expanded Academic ASAP. Nuclear Iran will be a threat to U.S. national security, worldwide energy security, the efficacy of multilateralism, and the Nuclear Nonproliferation Treaty. Having defied the world so brazenly, it might become overconfident enough to believe that its conventional or proxy forces could operate without fear of serious reprisals from the United States, Israel, or any other power. It will be emboldened to use terrorism to threaten or subvert others in the area--especially those who might be inclined to pursue peace with Israel.

D. REDUCED U.S. MILITARY PRESENCE PROMOTES U.S. SECURITY


AK/A03.12) Eric Gholz [Asst. Professor of Public Affairs, U. of Texas, Austin] & Daryl G. Press [Associate Professor of Government, Dartmouth College], USA TODAY MAGAZINE, November 2007, p. 20, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Expanded Academic ASAP. Finally, instability in the Persian Gulf poses surprisingly few energy security dangers, and the U.S. military presence there actually exacerbates problems rather than helping to solve them.
SK/A04. PRIVATE MILITARY CONTRACTORS
PLAN:
1. U.S. will immediately begin a phased reduction 7of private military contractors in police, security, and combat roles, with an eventual prohibition on the use of all PMCs (private military contractors) in such roles by the end of 2011.

2. Funding and enforcement will be through all necessary means.

I. USE OF U.S. PRIVATE MILITARY CONTRACTORS IS PERVASIVE


A. U.S. HAS EMPLOYED THOUSANDS OF PMCs


SK/A04.01) Gary Schaub Jr. [Asst. Professor of Leadership and Strategy, Air War College] & Volker C. Franke [Associate Professor of Conflict Management, Kennesaw State U.], PARAMETERS, Winter 2009, p. 88, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Expanded Academic ASAP. As of 2008, nearly 200,000 private contractors supported or supplemented military operations in Iraq , with about 30,000 of them providing security services. Today, civilian contractors working for the Pentagon outnumber uniformed forces in Afghanistan. Doug Brooks, president of the International Peace Operations Association, the private security industry's trade organization, suggests that the booming private security industry is here to stay.

B. THOUSANDS OF PMCs WILL REMAIN IN IRAQ & AFGHANISTAN


SK/A04.02) Editorial, THE POST-STANDARD (Syracuse, NY), December 14, 2009, p. A10, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Custom Newspapers. While the number of U.S. troops in Iraq dropped to 116,000 last month, from 128,000 in August, there were still nearly 124,000 contractors on the ground. Even as troop levels are expected to reach 50,000 by next August, 75,000 contractors will remain.

C. U.S. USE OF PMCs HAS REACHED UNPRECEDENTED LEVELS


SK/A04.03) Peter Grier, THE CHRISTIAN SCIENCE MONITOR, September 1, 2009, p. 2, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Custom Newspapers. But in the Afghanistan conflict their [private contractor] use has climbed yet higher, according to a new Congressional Research Service (CRS) report. As of March, contractors made up 57 percent of the Pentagon's Afghanistan personnel. "This apparently [represents] the highest recorded percentage of contractors used by DoD in any conflict in the history of the United States," concludes the CRS study.
II. USE OF U.S. PRIVATE MILITARY CONTRACTORS IS DISASTROUS


A. PMCs ARE TRIGGER-HAPPY AND ABUSIVE


SK/A04.04) Gail Collins, THE NEW YORK TIMES, December 12, 2009, p. A19, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Custom Newspapers. Many of the worst stories involve Blackwater Worldwide, a private security contractor that changed its name to Xe Services after a series of mishaps in Iraq, one of which involved spraying bullets around a square in Baghdad and killing 17 civilians. On Friday, James Risen and Mark Mazzetti of The Times reported that Blackwater employees had taken part in clandestine C.I.A. “snatch and Grab” raids in Iraq and Afghanistan, in which suspected insurgents were abducted and taken away for detention and questioning.

B. USE OF PMCs DESTROYS ACCOUNTABILITY


SK/A04.05) Editorial, THE POST-STANDARD (Syracuse, NY), December 14, 2009, p. A10, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Custom Newspapers. "Privatization" is a mantra for those seeking efficient, limited government. But privatizing U.S. defense activities risks removing military operations from accountability to the government and its people.

C. PMCs ARE COUNTERPRODUCTIVE TO COUNTERINSURGENCY


SK/A04.06) Peter Grier, THE CHRISTIAN SCIENCE MONITOR, September 1, 2009, p. 2, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Custom Newspapers. CRS [Congressional Research Service] notes, however, that both the wasteful spending of contract management dollars and any abuses carried out by private security personnel could hurt US efforts to win over local hearts and minds. "Abuses and crimes committed by armed private security contractors and interrogators against local nationals may have undermined US efforts in Iraq and Afghanistan," concludes the CRS study.
III. BANNING POLICE & COMBAT PMCs SAVES THOUSANDS OF LIVES


A. REDUCING USE OF PMCs REDUCES MILITARY ADVENTURISM


SK/A04.07) Peter Grier, THE CHRISTIAN SCIENCE MONITOR, October 3, 2007, p. 1, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Custom Newspapers. Yet there is an even larger issue than whether shootings by Blackwater or other private guards are justified, according to Mr. Singer of Brookings. The very presence of private firms performing functions once carried out by the US military has created a "dependency syndrome," he writes. Outsourcing of logistical jobs as well as protective services "has become the ultimate enabler, allowing operations to happen that otherwise might be politically impossible," according to Singer. That is true, he says, because outsourcing allows the US government to avoid other, more difficult ways of increasing manpower, such as sending larger numbers of regular troops, or mobilizing the National Guard, or making compromises necessary to win the support of other allies.

B. IRAQ INVASION COULD NOT HAVE OCCURRED WITHOUT PMCs


SK/A04.08) Editorial, THE POST-STANDARD (Syracuse, NY), December 14, 2009, p. A10, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Custom Newspapers. As U.S. and allied troops pivot from Iraq to Afghanistan, a shadow army of private contractors follows. Indeed, there are more contractors than soldiers. And while neither war could be waged without them, the contractors have engaged in "inherently governmental" functions that should lie beyond their jurisdiction.

C. IRAQ INVASION WAS DISASTROUS FOR U.S. AND THE WORLD


SK/A04.09) Eric Davis [Professor of Political Science, Rutgers U.], MIDDLE EAST POLICY, Winter 2008, p. 134, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Expanded Academic ASAP. Clearly, unilateralism in foreign affairs should by now be thoroughly discredited as a modus operandi in foreign policy. What some have referred to as "cowboy diplomacy" and an irresponsible occupation policy in Iraq have led to thousands of needless deaths of Iraqis and Americans and widespread material destruction. They have also undermined the U.S. standing in the Middle East and throughout the world.

D. MORALITY DEMANDS A BAN ON USE OF COMBAT PMCs


SK/A04.10) THE FINANCIAL TIMES, October 4, 2007, p. 8, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Custom Newspapers. US commanders already have instructions to hold contractors to military rules of engagement - but these are rooted in the doctrine of force protection, which in practice has led to heavy loss of civilian life in both Iraq and Afghanistan. Neither of these different endeavours has a chance, much less moral validity, unless the US and its allies adhere to the rule of law they claim their forces are there to defend. That includes ending the impunity, under US and Iraqi law, of mercenaries. Better still: end reliance on these private armies altogether.
SK/A05. TURKEY
PLAN:
1. U.S. will substantially reduce military assistance to Turkey.

2. U.S. will immediately remove all TNWs (tactical nuclear weapons) from Turkey.

3. Funding and enforcement will be through all necessary means.

I. U.S. HAS A SUBSTANTIAL MILITARY PRESENCE IN TURKEY


A. U.S. PROVIDES SIGNIFICANT MILITARY ASSISTANCE


SK/A05.01) Suna Erdem, THE TIMES (London, England), November 3, 2007, p. 47, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Custom Newspapers. $14 billion in military aid given to Turkey by America in the past 60 years. Source: US State Department

B. U.S. CONSISTENTLY SUPPORTS THE TURKISH MILITARY


SK/A05.02) Omer Taspinar, FOREIGN AFFAIRS, January-February 2008, p. SS4, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Expanded Academic ASAP. However Turkey's domestic politics evolve, they are likely to be shaped at least in part by Turkey's relations with the West; thus, the United States has an important role to play. In the past, Washington tacitly approved military coups in Turkey, especially anti-leftist putsches during the Cold War. Given the recent realignment of the Turkish political spectrum, one might have expected Washington to support the pro-Western and pro-democracy AKP against the military's e-coup of April 27. But unlike the EU, which immediately condemned the military's interference, Washington initially refused "to take sides," as Assistant Secretary of State Daniel Fried put it. Despite the Bush administration's continued lip service to the "freedom and democracy" agenda, State Department officials initially went so far as to defend the Turkish military's "constitutional duties" to protect secularism.

C. U.S. DEPLOYS TACTICAL NUCLEAR WEAPONS IN TURKEY


SK/A05.03) Ayse Gul Altinay [teaches anthropology, cultural studies & gender studies, Sabanci U., Turkey] & Amy Holmes [Dept. of Sociology, Johns Hopkins U.], in THE BASES OF EMPIRE: THE GLOBAL STRUGGLE AGAINST U.S. MILITARY POSTS, edited by Catherine Lutz, 2009, p. 290. With the end of the Cold War many people assumed that the threat of nuclear weapons had disappeared along with the Berlin Wall. However, more than 15 years later the United States still stores 480 nuclear weapons in Europe, 90 of which are said to be in Turkey (Kristensen 2005).
II. U.S. MILITARY PRESENCE IN TURKEY IS COUNTERPRODUCTIVE


A. THE PEOPLE NO LONGER SUPPORT THE TURKISH MILITARY


SK/A05.04) Owen Matthews, NEWSWEEK, August 3, 2009, p. 8, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Expanded Academic ASAP. For 86 years, since modern Turkey was founded by an Ottoman general, the Army has been the country's most trusted institution. It has launched four coups in the past four decades, each with broad popular support. Now, following charges against top brass for plotting a coup and organizing death squads against Kurdish activists, the long romance is over. A recent poll by the Ankara-based Metropoll Social Research Center shows 65 percent of Turks no longer want the military involved in politics, even as commentators.

B. TURKS WANT A REDUCED U.S. MILITARY PRESENCE


SK/A05.05) Ayse Gul Altinay [teaches anthropology, cultural studies & gender studies, Sabanci U., Turkey] & Amy Holmes [Dept. of Sociology, Johns Hopkins U.], in THE BASES OF EMPIRE: THE GLOBAL STRUGGLE AGAINST U.S. MILITARY POSTS, edited by Catherine Lutz, 2009, p. 290. Since 2003, almost all rallies have included slogans about turning the Incirlik base into a football field, a park, a fairground, or a women's shelter. For some groups, like the conscientious objectors, it was not only Incirlik (i.e. American bases) but all military sites that needed to be demilitarized. For the majority of activists across the political spectrum, this proposition was too radical. Their consensus was limited to the demand to close down Incirlik, increasingly seen as the main symbol of American "imperialism."

C. TACTICAL NUCLEAR WEAPONS RISK NUCLEAR TERRORISM



1. TNWs ARE VULNERABLE TO TERRORIST ATTACK


SK/A05.06) Catherine M. Kelleher [Professor of Public Policy, U. of Maryland] & Scott L. Warren, ARMS CONTROL TODAY, October 2009, p. 6, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Expanded Academic ASAP. Tactical nuclear weapons are an important priority partly because of their seemingly easy solution, but also because the challenges they present are emblematic of those in the larger arms control debate. Strategically, the weapons have little real value in the post-Cold War climate. They are vulnerable to a rogue or terrorist attack, too small or risky for independent military use, and unpopular with military forces and most political audiences.


2. NUCLEAR TERRORISM IS WORLD’S GREATEST THREAT



SK/A05.07) Robert Burns & Anne Flaherty [Associated Press], DAILY HERALD (Arlington Heights, IL), April 7, 2010, p. 12, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Custom Newspapers. "The greatest threat to U.S. and global security is no longer a nuclear exchange between nations, but nuclear terrorism by violent extremists and nuclear proliferation to an increasing number of states," he [President Obama] said, spelling out the core theme of the new strategy.


3. NUCLEAR ATTACK WOULD KILL MILLIONS


SK/A05.08) Chuck Hagel [former US Senator] et al., THE TIMES (London, England), April 1, 2009, p. 26, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Custom Newspapers. A nuclear conflict - or accident - could cause millions to die in a flash and create an environmental catastrophe that would last for generations.
III. REDUCING U.S. MILITARY PRESENCE STRENGTHENS U.S. SECURITY


A. REDUCING MILITARY ASSISTANCE PROMOTES DEMOCRACY


SK/A05.09) Omer Taspinar, FOREIGN AFFAIRS, January-February 2008, p. SS4, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Expanded Academic ASAP. Washington deemed maintaining good communication channels with the Turkish generals to be in the United States' national interest, even if doing so inevitably came at the expense of Turkish democracy. This is an unprincipled and misguided approach. Unambiguous support for Turkey's democratic process against any military intervention would serve U.S. interests much better. After all, there is little chance that a nationalist, Kemalist military junta would listen to U.S. concerns about the Kurdish question and northern Iraq. Moreover, Washington would be hard-pressed to find on Turkey's current political scene a better ally than the AKP to push for domestic democratic reforms and a pro-Western foreign policy. And having recently won overwhelming support from Turkey's Kurdish population, the AKP is likely to make new overtures to mainstream Kurds while fighting separatist terrorism.

B. REMOVAL OF TNWs REDUCES RISK OF NUCLEAR HOLOCAUST



1. IT REDUCES RISK OF NUCLEAR TERRORISM


SK/A05.10) Micah Zenko & Michael Levi [both Council on Foreign Relations], THE CHRISTIAN SCIENCE MONITOR, January 25, 2010, p0, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Custom Newspapers. Since each weapon is vulnerable to theft during transport for maintenance, refurbishment, or deployment, reducing the number of weapons in every nuclear weapons nation is an important component of preventing nuclear terrorism. US restraint on each front can help encourage similar restraint from others.


2. IT PROMOTES WORLD DISARMAMENT


SK/A05.11) Alexandra Bell [Project Manager, Ploughshares Fund] & Benjamin Loehrke [U. of Maryland School of Public Policy], BULLETIN OF THE ATOMIC SCIENTISTS Web Edition, November 23, 2009, pNA. The United States and Russia soon will seek ratification of a follow-on agreement to START. And treaty negotiations in pursuit of further reductions to the U.S. and Russian arsenals should involve forward-deployed nuclear weapons, including the U.S. weapons in Turkey.
SK/A06. SOUTH KOREA
PLAN:
1. U.S. will immediately begin a phased withdrawal of military troops from South Korea.

2. U.S. will negotiate with North Korea for an eventual removal of all U.S. military troops from South Korea, contingent upon North Korea abandoning its development of nuclear energy.

3. Funding and enforcement will be through all necessary means.
I. A NUCLEAR NORTH KOREA IS INTOLERABLE


A. NORTH KOREA IS DEVELOPING NUCLEAR WEAPONS


SK/A06.01) Hui Zhang, ARMS CONTROL TODAY, July-August 2009, p. 21, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Expanded Academic ASAP. North Korea has recently taken a series of provocative steps to challenge the international community. These steps include test-launching a long-range rocket, walking away from the six-party talks and all disarmament agreements, kicking out international inspectors from its nuclear facilities, conducting an underground nuclear test May 25--a more powerful blast than the one conducted in 2006--testing a half-dozen short-range missiles, and announcing it had resumed plutonium production and started a program to enrich uranium. Pyongyang reportedly also is preparing a long-range missile test and a third nuclear test.

B. NORTH KOREA IS FUELING PROLIFERATION


SK/A06.02) David Ibsen [coalitions director, United Against Nuclear Iran], inFOCUS, Winter 2009, p. 28, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Expanded Academic ASAP. North Korea's missile and nuclear programs are threats to international security for several reasons. The country has never been shy about selling its weapons technology to other states. Recently, North Korea worked with Iran to develop that regime's ever-expanding missile capabilities. North Korea also exported its nuclear know-how to Syria, where it aided in the construction of the al-Kibar nuclear reactor, which the Israelis subsequently destroyed in a 2007 air strike.

C. PROLIFERATION IS A GRAVE INTERNATIONAL THREAT


SK/A06.03) John Park [US Institute of Peace] & Drew Thompson [Director of China Studies, The Nixon Center], THE FINANCIAL TIMES, December 9, 2009, p. 11, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Custom Newspapers. A chronically proliferating North Korea would provoke Japan to reassess the need for a nuclear deterrent, while a nuclear-armed Iran could destabilise the Gulf and global energy markets.

D. A NUCLEAR NORTH KOREA ENDANGERS ALL HUMANITY

SK/A06.04) David Ibsen [coalitions director, United Against Nuclear Iran], inFOCUS, Winter 2009, p. 28, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Expanded Academic ASAP. North Korea's nuclear program undoubtedly poses a danger to international security. It is particularly daunting, considering the value that the regime in Pyongyang places on human life. Millions of North Koreans have starved to death under the regime and hundreds of thousands of North Koreans languish in wretched concentration and prison camps. Malnourishment is so rampant that North Koreans, on average, are about 2.5 inches shorter than their South Korean counterparts.
II. U.S. TROOPS IN SOUTH KOREA ARE COUNTERPRODUCTIVE


A. CURRENT U.S. POLICY IS A PERMANENT MILITARY PRESENCE

SK/A06.05) Donald Kirk, THE CHRISTIAN SCIENCE MONITOR, October 21, 2009, p. 6, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Custom Newspapers. And, for the benefit of those who might think the US plans to pull some of its 28,500 troops from South Korea, he [U.S. Secretary of Defense Robert Gates] promised that the US "will maintain an enduring and capable military presence on the Korean peninsula."

B. SOUTH KOREANS OPPOSE PRESENCE OF U.S. TROOPS


SK/A06.06) Catherine Lutz [Professor of Anthropology, Brown U.], THE BASES OF EMPIRE: THE GLOBAL STRUGGLE AGAINST U.S. MILITARY POSTS, 2009, pp. 34-35. In South Korea, bloody battles between civilian protesters and the Korean military were waged in 2006 in response to the United States' global repositioning efforts there. In 2004, the Korean government agreed to U.S. plans to expand Camp Humphreys near Pyeongtaek, currently 3,700 acres, by an additional 2,900 acres. The surrounding area, including the towns of Doduri and Daechuri, was home to some 1,372 people, many elderly farmers. In 2005, residents and activists began a peace camp at the village of Daechuri. While they declared autonomy from Korea on February 7, 2006, vowing to resist expulsion from the expanded base area, the Korean government eventually forcibly evicted all from their homes and demolished the Daechuri primary school, which had been an organizing center for the resisting farmers.

C. U.S. TROOPS DECREASE SECURITY FOR SOUTH KOREA


SK/A06.07) Catherine Lutz [Professor of Anthropology, Brown U.], THE BASES OF EMPIRE: THE GLOBAL STRUGGLE AGAINST U.S. MILITARY POSTS, 2009, p. 31. In Korea, the great majority of the population feels that a reduction in U.S. presence would increase national security. Many feel that U.S. bases, while providing nuclear and other deterrence against North Korean attack, have prevented reunification. As well, the U.S. military is seen as disrespectful of Koreans. In recent years, several violent deaths at the hands of U.S. soldiers brought out vast candlelight vigils and other protests across the country.

III. WITHDRAWAL OF U.S. TROOPS AVERTS NUCLEAR HOLOCAUST


A. NORTH KOREA IS EAGER TO NEGOTIATE WITH U.S.

SK/A06.08) Kim Sue-young, THE KOREA TIMES, November 3, 2009, pNA, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Custom Newspapers. North Korea completed reprocessing 8,000 spent nuclear fuel rods in late August and made "noticeable” achievements, its official media reported Tuesday. The claim, which came a day after Pyongyang called for a prompt decision on having bilateral talks with the United States, was construed as an intention to increase pressure to get the U.S. into direct negotiations.

B. U.S. TROOP WITHDRAWAL WOULD ENHANCE NEGOTIATIONS


SK/A06.09) Hui Zhang, ARMS CONTROL TODAY, July-August 2009, p. 21, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Expanded Academic ASAP. Pyongyang would need to cut its conventional forces gradually to achieve parity with South Korean and U.S. forces. That step would facilitate North Korean economic reform by significantly reducing the economic burden on the country of maintaining such a large military. Particularly valuable encouragement for North Korean force reductions would come from the removal of U.S. troops from the South.


C. DISMANTLING OF NORTH’S NUCLEAR PROGRAM IS FEASIBLE


SK/A06.10) Hui Zhang, ARMS CONTROL TODAY, July-August 2009, p. 21, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Expanded Academic ASAP. In practice, what North Korea could potentially offer in a negotiation are pledges that, once implemented, are difficult to reverse because they involve physical hardware or infrastructure. Such steps include dismantling known facilities for plutonium production and other processes relevant to a nuclear weapons program, surrendering all plutonium produced in the past, and ending its uranium-enrichment and long-range missile programs. Offers the United States could make, including normalization and pledges of nonaggression and nonintervention, would be easier to reverse if North Korea did not follow its commitment to nuclear disarmament. Thus, any breakthroughs in the negotiations over North Korea's nuclear program would likely have to start with Washington taking the first step.


D. WORLD CAN AWAKE FROM PROLIFERATION NIGHTMARE

SK/A06.11) Chuck Hagel [former US Senator] et al., THE TIMES (London, England), April 1, 2009, p. 26, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Custom Newspapers. Because American and Russian stockpiles account for 96 per cent of the world's nuclear weapons, these two countries should begin with deep reductions to their arsenals, while beginning a dialogue with the other nuclear weapons states. Clearly, multilateral negotiations for global zero with China, France, India, Britain, Pakistan and Israel must deal effectively with concrete national and regional security concerns. Progress on this agenda will be accelerated if the pressing issues of preventing Iran from acquiring nuclear weapons and getting North Korea to relinquish its nuclear arsenal are solved. A commitment by nuclear powers to begin serious negotiations for global zero would strengthen the case against any non-nuclear nation that strives to acquire nuclear weapons.

SK/A07. JAPAN
PLAN:
1. U.S. will relocate all U.S. military personnel in Okinawa to Guam.

2. Funding and enforcement will be through all necessary means.
I. U.S.-JAPANESE MILITARY ALLIANCE IS AT A CRITICAL JUNCTURE


A. U.S. ALLIANCE HAS SPARED MILITARY EXPENSES FOR JAPAN



SK/A07.01) Paul J. Smith [Naval War College], ASIAN AFFAIRS: AN AMERICAN REVIEW, Winter 2009, p. 230, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Expanded Academic ASAP. For Japan, the security alliance with the United States has not only helped maintain Japan's security, it has also allowed Japan to avoid building a large military force (with the associated expenditures) commensurate with its economic stature.

B. NEW GOVERNMENT QUESTIONS WISDOM OF ALLIANCE


SK/A07.02) Michael Freedman, NEWSWEEK INTERNATIONAL, November 2, 2009, p0, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Expanded Academic ASAP. Japanese Prime Minister Yukio Hatoyama swept into power in August promising voters a "more equal" relationship with the U.S., raising concerns in Washington that its erstwhile Pacific ally would drift away.


C. U.S. MAY LOSE JAPANESE SUPPORT ON CRITICAL ISSUES


SK/A07.03) Martin Fackler, INTERNATIONAL HERALD TRIBUNE, January 25, 2010, pNA, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Custom Newspapers. Some conservative experts on Japan in Washington have even warned of a more independent Tokyo becoming reluctant to support the United States in a future confrontation with China over such issues as Taiwan, or even to continue hosting the some 50,000 U.S. military personnel now based in Japan.

D. 2010 IS THE PIVOTAL YEAR FOR U.S.-JAPANESE ALLIANCE

SK/A07.04) Masami Ito, JAPAN TIMES, January 19, 2010, pNA, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Custom Newspapers. As the two nations enter the 50th anniversary of the security treaty, Kawakami [professor of security issues at Takushoku University] stressed that how Japan and the U.S. review the alliance will be key to the future. This year "is the most important turning point since World War II, and I think that if Japan doesn't properly redefine the Japan-U.S. alliance, bilateral ties could begin to lose their significance," Kawakami said. "Times have changed since the enactment of the treaty and Japan needs to adjust itself to the changes by deciding whether to work with the U.S., work on its own, or join hands with another country."
II. U.S. TROOPS IN OKINAWA ARE COUNTERPRODUCTIVE

A. THOUSANDS OF U.S. TROOPS ARE STATIONED ON OKINAWA


SK/A07.05) Kozue Akibayashi [Institute for Gender Studies, Ochanomizu U.] & Suzuyo Takazato, in THE BASES OF EMPIRE: THE GLOBAL STRUGGLE AGAINST U.S. MILITARY POSTS, edited by Catherine Lutz, 2009, p. 243. One of the 47 prefectures of Japan, Okinawa has since the end of the Asia Pacific War in 1945 "hosted" 75 percent of those facilities located in Japanese territory that are exclusively used by the U.S. military and has played a crucial role in the U.S. military operations as the "keystone of the Pacific."

B. VIOLENCE BY U.S. TROOPS HAS BEEN A CHRONIC OUTRAGE


SK/A07.06) Kozue Akibayashi [Institute for Gender Studies, Ochanomizu U.] & Suzuyo Takazato, in THE BASES OF EMPIRE: THE GLOBAL STRUGGLE AGAINST U.S. MILITARY POSTS, edited by Catherine Lutz, 2009, p. 252. In addition, crimes and accidents involving U.S. soldiers and dependants have caused fatalities in Okinawa. There were 4,790 criminal charges brought against U.S. military personnel between 1972 and 1995. Among them are 12 cases of murder, 355 of robbery, and 111 of rape (Arasaki 2000).

C. OKINAWANS WANT U.S. MILITARY BASES REMOVED


SK/A07.07) Catherine Lutz [Professor of Anthropology, Brown U.], THE BASES OF EMPIRE: THE GLOBAL STRUGGLE AGAINST U.S. MILITARY POSTS, 2009, p. 31. In Okinawa, most polls show that 70 to 80 percent of the island's people want the bases, or at least the marines, to leave: they want base land back and they want an end to aviation crash risks, higher rates of prostitution and drug trafficking, and sexual assault and other crimes by U.S. soldiers.

D. U.S. REFUSES TO REMOVE TROOPS FROM OKINAWA


SK/A07.08) Michael Freedman, NEWSWEEK INTERNATIONAL, November 2, 2009, p0, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Expanded Academic ASAP. Now it looks as if the Obama administration is doing what it can to push Japan away. Hatoyama's campaign promised to reduce the footprint of the 47,000 U.S. troops on Okinawa--a message intended for the home audience that hardly represented an imminent threat to U.S. strategic interests in Asia. Yet last week U.S. Defense Secretary Robert Gates bluntly demanded that Tokyo live up to an agreement to relocate forces to a new U.S. air base on the island. Gates's "openly hostile" message, says Asia Society associate fellow Ayako Doi, was that "you better deliver something when the time comes.”
III. TROOP RELOCATION TO GUAM PRESERVES U.S.-JAPAN ALLIANCE


A. TROOPS CAN BE RELOCATED TO GUAM


SK/A07.09) THE ECONOMIST (US), January 16, 2010, p. 14EU, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Expanded Academic ASAP. Fear of China and Russia brought America and Japan close during the cold war. The Futenma base in Okinawa, an island poised neatly between Taiwan and the Korean peninsula, was both a symbol of their alliance and a strategic asset of great value. But its location, slap bang in the middle of Ginowan City, suits neither the marines nor the Okinawans. Last year, after 13 years of wrangling, the Japanese and American governments agreed on an alternative site, in a sparsely populated part of the island. As part of the deal, the Americans agreed to reduce their troop numbers in Okinawa and move some to American territory in Guam.

B. JAPAN CAN FINANCE MORE OF ITS OWN DEFENSE


SK/A07.10) THE ECONOMIST (US), January 16, 2010, p. 14EU, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Expanded Academic ASAP. Japan's desire to become a more equal partner in its relationship with America is understandable, but leaving the future of Futenma in doubt is the wrong way to go about it. Instead, Japan should shoulder more of the burden for its own defence. It could also do more to help prevent terrorism, piracy and nuclear proliferation in its near-abroad.

C. WITHDRAWAL FROM OKINAWA PRESERVES THE ALLIANCE


SK/A07.11) Masami Ito, JAPAN TIMES, January 19, 2010, pNA, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Custom Newspapers. Critics, including Takashi Kawakami, a professor of security issues at Takushoku University, say that while Futenma is only one part of the big picture, the fate of the base could deeply influence bilateral ties. Kawakami pointed out that the situation is especially serious considering that Tokyo and Washington signed the Guam Treaty last year, under which the Futenma facility is to be relocated to Camp Schwab. "We are reaching a point where Japan is saying it cannot fulfill its (side of the agreement)," Kawakami said. "Breaking the treaty is as serious as when (Japan) withdrew from the League of Nations (in the 1930s).”
SK/A08. U.S. MILITARY SPENDING
1. U.S. MILITARY SPENDING IS AT RECORD LEVELS


SK/A08.01) Megan Scully, CONGRESS DAILY PM, February 1, 2010, pNA, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Expanded Academic ASAP. The Obama administration today requested a $708.2 billion defense budget for FY11, plus an additional $33 billion to pay for the wars in Iraq and Afghanistan for the remainder of the fiscal year. For FY11, the request includes $548.9 billion for the Defense Department's base budget - an $18.2 billion, or 3.4 percent increase, over FY10 enacted levels -- as well as $159.3 billion to pay for the wars.

SK/A08.02) AMERICA, February 22, 2010, p. 8, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Expanded Academic ASAP. Dropping the long-held dedication to the type of military planning that committed the United States to fighting two major cold war-style conflicts simultaneously, the Pentagon's Quadrennial Defense Review shifted its focus to the need to prevail in the country's far-from-conventional wars in Iraq and Afghanistan. Defense Secretary Robert Gates introduced the results of the review in early February, along with a whopping $548.9 billion defense budget request and an additional $159.3 billion for "overseas contingency operations" in the 2011 fiscal year.
2. DEFENSE WILL BE EXEMPTED FROM SPENDING FREEZE


SK/A08.03) Humberto Sanchez, CONGRESS DAILY AM, February 2, 2010, pNA, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Expanded Academic ASAP. As Democrats increasingly call for including defense spending in the White House's FY11 budget proposal to freeze nonsecurity discretionary funding for three years, Senate Appropriations Chairman Daniel Inouye Monday urged caution. Including defense spending "is easier said than done," in part because the nation is fighting two wars in Iraq and Afghanistan , said Inouye, who is also chairman of the Defense Appropriations Subcommittee. The White House proposal, unveiled in its $3.8 trillion budget Monday, caps the spending at $447 billion, the amount nonsecurity received in FY10, but exempts defense, homeland security, veterans' programs and foreign aid spending.
3. U.S. BUDGET DEFICIT IS AT RECORD LEVELS


SK/A08.04) Edmund L. Andrews, INTERNATIONAL HERALD TRIBUNE, August 26, 2009, p. 1, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Custom Newspapers. The U.S. government acknowledged Tuesday that the cumulative budget deficit over the next decade would be sharply higher than projected, raising its estimate to $9 trillion from $7.1 trillion. The move highlights the major challenges facing the administration of Barack Obama and the Federal Reserve as they seek to guide the economy out of the worst downturn since the 1930s without losing the confidence of foreign and domestic creditors.
4. U.S. MILITARY SPENDING IS FAR TOO HIGH


SK/A08.05) AMERICA, February 22, 2010, p. 8, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Expanded Academic ASAP. When all defense-related costs are figured in, said Love [associate professor of international relations at The Catholic University of America], despite all the nation's pressing needs, "we're still spending more than one third of the budget [on defense], out of size with the threats we face, certainly out of size with what the rest of the world is spending. We have to ask: Who benefits? Is it really making us more secure or is it really making us less secure, since it is undermining our economic performance?"
SK/A09. U.S. MILITARY IS OVEREXTENDED

1. MILITARY PRESENCE OVERSEAS HAS OVEREXTENDED U.S. MILITARY

SK/A09.01) William L. Hauser [Inter-University Seminar on Armed Forces & Society] & Jerome Slater [Professor Emeritus of Political Science, State U. of NY at Buffalo], WORLD AFFAIRS, January-February 2010, p. 75, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Expanded Academic ASAP. However, as a result of the repetitive stresses of Afghanistan and Iraq, the quality of the force appears to be on the decline. Recruitment and retention rates (only temporarily improved because of the current recession) have eroded, forcing the armed services to lower their physical, educational, and psychological standards; to soften the rigors of initial training; and even to expand the "moral waivers" granted to some volunteers with criminal records. The loss of many highly qualified middle-grade officers, after their initial periods of required service, is especially troubling.

SK/A09.02) William L. Hauser [Inter-University Seminar on Armed Forces & Society] & Jerome Slater [Professor Emeritus of Political Science, State U. of NY at Buffalo], WORLD AFFAIRS, January-February 2010, p. 75, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Expanded Academic ASAP. The reconstitution of Reserve and National Guard forces, severely depleted by overseas deployments, is also needed to restore our country's readiness for disaster relief.
2. U.S. TROOPS ARE SUFFERING SEVERE PSYCHOLOGICAL DISORDERS


SK/A09.03) Anna Kline et al., THE AMERICAN JOURNAL OF PUBLIC HEALTH, February 2010, p. 276, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Expanded Academic ASAP. We analyzed anonymous, self-administered predeployment surveys from 2543 National Guard members deployed to Iraq in 2008. We used bivariate and multivariate analyses to measure the effects of prior service in Afghanistan (Operation Enduring Freedom [OEF]) or Iraq (Operation Iraqi Freedom [OIF]) on mental and physical health. Results. Nearly 25% of respondents reported at least 1 previous OEF or OIF deployment. Previously deployed soldiers were more than 3 times as likely as soldiers with no previous deployments to screen positive for posttraumatic stress disorder (adjusted odds ratio [AOR]=3.69; 95% confidence interval [CI]=2.59, 5.24) and major depression (AOR=3.07; 95% C1=1.81, 5.19), more than twice as likely to report chronic pain (AOR=2.20; 95% Cl=1.78, 2.72) and more than 90% more likely to score below the general population norm on physical functioning (AOR= 1.94; 95% CI = 1.51, 2.48).
3. RECRUITMENT STANDARDS HAVE BEEN LOWERED


SK/A09.04) Anna Mulrine, U.S. NEWS & WORLD REPORT ONLINE, January 16, 2009, pNA, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Expanded Academic ASAP. Recruiting, too, has been a considerable challenge for the all-volunteer military engaged in two tough wars. When the Army fell short of its recruiting goals in 2005, it raised the maximum recruiting age to 42 years old, and added sign-up bonuses as high as $40,000. It also began enlisting more recruits with general equivalency degrees rather than high school diplomas. Just over 70 percent of new recruits had high school diplomas in 2007, for example, a 25-year low. Moral waivers for new recruits with criminal histories are also on the rise, nearly doubling from 860 waivers for marines and soldiers convicted of felonies in 2007, up by 400 from 2006.
4. U.S. NEEDS SIGNIFICANTLY MORE TROOPS


SK/A09.05) Jim Talent [Heritage Foundation], NATIONAL REVIEW, March 5, 2007, p. 30, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Expanded Academic ASAP. Add to this the fact that the active-duty Army is clearly too small. Even in an age of transformation and non-linear battlefields, America will always need the capacity to put boots on the ground. Particularly in the post-9/11 era, the U.S. needs the ability to carry on sustained, large-scale peacekeeping or low-intensity combat missions, without having to send the same units on three or four tours over the life of a mission. A nation of America's size and strength should not have to tie up essentially its whole active-duty Army, much of its Marine Corps, and many of its reserves in order to sustain 130,000 troops in the kind of low-intensity combat we are experiencing in Iraq.

SK/A09.06) Anna Mulrine, U.S. NEWS & WORLD REPORT ONLINE, January 16, 2009, pNA, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Expanded Academic ASAP. Even as the military grows, however, top officials are warning that the Pentagon will need still more troops. Gen. George Casey, the Army chief of staff, recently said that the Army will need an additional 30,000 soldiers to fulfill its duties, not only in Iraq and Afghanistan but around the world. Others have noted that U.S. military commands in the North and in Korea are also clamoring for more soldiers. So, too, is the new U.S. Africa Command. Then there are the demands of cyberwarfare, which will need more staff, say officials, after some recent crippling cyberattacks on U.S. computer systems at the Pentagon and at U.S. bases abroad.

SK/A09.07) William L. Hauser [Inter-University Seminar on Armed Forces & Society] & Jerome Slater [Professor Emeritus of Political Science, State U. of NY at Buffalo], WORLD AFFAIRS, January-February 2010, p. 75, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Expanded Academic ASAP. In the long-term struggle against radical Islamism and comparable threats, the United States is going to need larger standing forces of considerably improved quality, along with greater protection against executive misuse of those forces. Achieving both objectives will require much time and effort, but the payoff in terms of national security will be immeasurable. Conversely, committing the nation to a major military campaign (in Afghanistan or elsewhere) with qualitatively and quantitatively inadequate manpower offers a guarantee of disaster.

SK/A09.08) Jim Talent [Heritage Foundation], NATIONAL REVIEW, March 5, 2007, p. 30, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Expanded Academic ASAP. The current force is too small and too old relative to the requirements of the official national military strategy. That strategy calls for a military capable of defending the homeland, sustaining four peacekeeping engagements, and fighting two large-scale regional conflicts at approximately the same time. The services today probably cannot execute even this strategy within an acceptable margin of risk. Certainly they will be unable to do so in the future unless the Army and probably the Marine Corps are made bigger and unless all the services have the money to recapitalize their major platforms with modern equipment.
5. U.S. MILITARY MUST BE READY TO RESPOND TO MANY THREATS


SK/A09.09) Otto Kreisher, CONGRESS DAILY PM, July 28, 2009, pNA, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Expanded Academic ASAP. Gates [U.S. Secretary of Defense] has acknowledged that the United States must maintain "the capacity to project power into multiple regions of the world simultaneously," said David Ochmanek, deputy assistant Defense secretary for force planning. Although the QDR will not produce "a simple bumper-sticker slogan" like a two-war force, Ochmanek said, "there is very much a desire to keep something like a multiple engagement capability in the force." He said he expects that would include the ability to handle conflicts with North Korea and Iran at the same time.

SK/A09.10) William L. Hauser [Inter-University Seminar on Armed Forces & Society] & Jerome Slater [Professor Emeritus of Political Science, State U. of NY at Buffalo], WORLD AFFAIRS, January-February 2010, p. 75, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Expanded Academic ASAP. And Afghanistan is only the most immediate crisis that may require increased military manpower. Radical Islamist movements are growing in a number of other Middle Eastern, Asian, African, and even southeastern European countries. Restrictions in such areas on American forward-basing facilities would create a requirement for even larger U.S. forces, in more numerous and less economical sites. Nor would complete disengagement from Iraq (let alone the gradual and piecemeal process now underway) yield an adequate "peace dividend" in terms of troop strength.

SK/A09.11) William L. Hauser [Inter-University Seminar on Armed Forces & Society] & Jerome Slater [Professor Emeritus of Political Science, State U. of NY at Buffalo], WORLD AFFAIRS, January-February 2010, p. 75, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Expanded Academic ASAP. There have been no significant terrorist attacks in the United States since 2001, so it may now seem less urgent to have forces capable of engaging in expanded operations in Afghanistan, the border areas of Pakistan, or other hot spots around the globe. That would change radically, however, if there were new attacks on our homeland, the specter of which includes the horrific possibility of nuclear or biological weapons unleashed against our cities.

SK/A09.12) Jim Talent [Heritage Foundation], NATIONAL REVIEW, March 5, 2007, p. 30, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Expanded Academic ASAP. The world today is, on balance, at least as dangerous as it was at the end of the Cold War. The U.S. is no longer in danger of a massive nuclear attack, nor is a major land war in Europe likely, but the threats we face are no less serious. America is engaged in a war against terrorism that will last for years. The danger of a rogue missile attack is greater than ever. China is emerging as a peer competitor much faster than most of us expected, and Russia's brief experiment with democracy is failing.
SK/A10. NUCLEAR TERRORISM THREAT

1. TERRORISTS ARE SEEKING NUCLEAR WEAPONS


SK/A10.01) Kenneth N. Luongo [President, Partnership for Global Security], ARMS CONTROL TODAY, January-February 2010, p. 15, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Expanded Academic ASAP. Terrorist organizations have proven that they can operate globally, plan quietly, and inflict devastating damage, and al Qaeda has stated that obtaining nuclear weapons is a priority goal.

SK/A10.02) Chuck Hagel [former US Senator] et al., THE TIMES (London, England), April 1, 2009, p. 26, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Custom Newspapers. Terrorist groups have been trying to buy, build or steal nuclear weapons, and in the last two decades there have been at least 25 instances of nuclear explosive materials being lost or stolen. If terrorists were to get their hands on a bomb and explode it in a big city, hundreds of thousands of people would die instantly.
.
SK/A10.03) Bill Gertz & Eli Lake, THE WASHINGTON TIMES, April 14, 2010, p. A1, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Custom Newspapers. Mr. Brennan [White House's chief counterterrorism adviser] said al Qaeda has sought a nuclear weapon for the past 15 years and that its efforts continue today. Al Qaeda is seeking highly enriched uranium or separated plutonium for a weapon that would give the Islamist group the ability not only to threaten our security and world order in an unprecedented manner, but also to kill and injure many thousands of innocent men, women and children, which is al Qaeda's sole agenda, Mr. Brennan said.
2. NUCLEAR TERRORISM IS WORLD’S GREATEST THREAT

SK/A10.04) Micah Zenko & Michael Levi [both Council on Foreign Relations], THE CHRISTIAN SCIENCE MONITOR, January 25, 2010, p0, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Custom Newspapers. First, the threat from terrorists acquiring a nuclear weapon (or the material to make one) is greater than that of a nuclear strike against the US. As a National Intelligence Estimate warned in December 2001: "The Intelligence Community judge[s] that US territory is more likely to be attacked with WMD [weapons of mass destruction] using nonmissile means - most likely from terrorists - than by missiles."

SK/A10.05) Kenneth N. Luongo [President, Partnership for Global Security], ARMS CONTROL TODAY, January-February 2010, p. 15, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Expanded Academic ASAP. The 2008 "World At Risk: The Report of the Commission on the Prevention of WMD Proliferation and Terrorism" advocated that the United States work to gain international agreement on "specific, stringent standards" for securing nuclear materials. In May 2009, the Congressional Commission on the Strategic Posture of the United States warned that nuclear terrorism is a "very serious threat."
SK/A11. IRAN THREAT

1. IRAN IS A HUGE THREAT TO INTERNATIONAL SECURITY

SK/A11.01) David Ibsen [coalitions director, United Against Nuclear Iran], inFOCUS, Winter 2009, p. 28, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Expanded Academic ASAP. Iran, like North Korea, is a danger to international security. Iran foments conflict in the Middle East, supports terror groups like Hezbollah and Hamas, brutally suppresses its own people, and provides support to anti-U.S. forces in Iraq. Hundreds of American service personnel and innocent civilians have been victims of terror attacks by Iran's proxies worldwide.

SK/A11.02) Mortimer B. Zuckerman, U.S. NEWS & WORLD REPORT ONLINE, March 23, 2009, pNA, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Expanded Academic ASAP. Fundamentally, a nuclear Iran represents a unique threat. The fear of mutually assured destruction has long restrained other nuclear powers. There is a real risk that the Iranian leadership is not rational, that driven by its mad hatreds, it will act in ways that are unreasonable, even self-destructive.

SK/A11.03) THE ECONOMIST (US), January 9, 2010, p. 24EU, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Expanded Academic ASAP. By Israel's reckoning, Iran will have the know-how to make nuclear weapons within months and, thereafter, could build atomic bombs within a year. Even if Iran does not seek to realise its dreams of wiping out the Jewish state, Israeli officials say a nuclear-armed Iran would lead to "cataclysmic" changes in the Middle East. America would be weakened and Iran become dominant; pro-Western regimes would become embattled, and radical armed groups such as Hizbullah in Lebanon and Hamas in Gaza would feel emboldened.

SK/A11.04) Michael Slackman, INTERNATIONAL HERALD TRIBUNE, October 2, 2009, pNA, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Custom Newspapers. Among Iran's Gulf neighbors, there is growing resignation that Iran cannot be stopped from developing nuclear arms, though Iran says its nuclear program is for peaceful uses. Some analysts have predicted that a regional arms race will begin and that vulnerable states, like Bahrain, may be encouraged to invite nuclear powers to place weapons on their territories as a deterrent. The United States already has a navy base in Manama, the capital of Bahrain.

SK/A11.05) James M. Lindsay & Ray Takeyh [both, Council on Foreign Relations], FOREIGN AFFAIRS, March-April 2010, p. 33, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Expanded Academic ASAP. If Iran gets a nuclear bomb, the United States might be tempted to respond by substantially expanding the presence of U.S. troops in the Middle East. But this would not appreciably increase Washington's ability to deter Iran from launching a nuclear or conventional attack; there are already enough U.S. forces in the region for that. It could, however, play into the hands of Tehran's proxies by inflaming anti-American sentiment and fanning civil unrest in the Persian Gulf.

SK/A11.06) Richard L. Russell [Professor of National Security Affairs, National Defense U.], JOINT FORCE QUARTERLY, October 2009, p. 35, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Expanded Academic ASAP. Saturation fire of Iranian cruise missiles, especially in the narrow Strait of Hormuz, is another looming danger. The Iranians have cruise missiles from China and could buy more from Russia. The United States would have its hands full attempting to destroy Iran's missile bases judging, in part, from its experience trying to counter Iraqi cruise missiles. In fact, the United States did not destroy a single land-based Iraqi antiship missile launcher during the Gulf War, and the Iranians now have many launch sites, storage areas, caves, shelters, and small hardened facilities for their cruise missiles, which are difficult to detect and attack. Iran could launch swarms of cruise missiles to try to overwhelm the defenses of a targeted American warship.

SK/A11.07) Richard L. Russell [Professor of National Security Affairs, National Defense U.], JOINT FORCE QUARTERLY, October 2009, p. 35, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Expanded Academic ASAP. These Iranian capabilities leveraged against American vulnerabilities would be acute problems for American naval forces in a future Gulf war. The U.S. military in 2002 conducted a war game that simulated large numbers of small and fast Iranian vessels attacking American ships in the Gulf with machineguns and rockets. In the simulation, the U.S. Navy lost 16 warships, to include an aircraft carrier, cruisers, and amphibious vessels in battles that lasted 5 to 10 minutes. The lessons from this game have not gained much intellectual traction in a Pentagon and combatant command fully engaged in today's wars in Iraq and Afghanistan and against al Qaeda.
2. CONTAINMENT OF IRAN IS DOOMED TO FAILURE


SK/A11.08) Vali Nasr [Professor of International Politics, Fletcher School of Law & Diplomacy] & Ray Takeyh [Sr. Fellow, Council on Foreign Relations], FOREIGN AFFAIRS, January-February 2008, p. 85, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Expanded Academic ASAP. The realities of the Middle East will eventually defeat Washington's Cold War fantasies. This is not to say that Iran does not pose serious challenges to U.S., Arab, or Israeli interests. But envisioning that a grand U.S.-Arab-Israeli alliance can contain Iran will sink Afghanistan, Iraq, and Lebanon into greater chaos; inflame Islamic radicalism; and commit the United States to a lengthy and costly presence in the Middle East.

SK/A11.09) Flynt Leverett [Director, New America Foundation’s Geopolitics of Energy Initiative] & Hillary Mann Leverett [CEO of STRATEGA], WASHINGTON MONTHLY, August-October 2008, p. 31, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Expanded Academic ASAP. These deficiencies in the U.S. policy debate over Iran lead some to focus on military options and "regime change" as the most appropriate strategic response to the Iranian challenge. We believe that such a course would actually undermine America's ability to get Iran to change its policies. Among other things, U.S. military action against Iran would almost certainly prompt Tehran to accelerate its nuclear program and other problematic activities, with even broader support from the Iranian people.

SK/A11.10) Vali Nasr [Professor of International Politics, Fletcher School of Law & Diplomacy] & Ray Takeyh [Sr. Fellow, Council on Foreign Relations], FOREIGN AFFAIRS, January-February 2008, p. 85, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Expanded Academic ASAP. The last time the United States rallied the Arab world to contain Iran, in the 1980s, Americans ended up with a radicalized Sunni political culture that eventually yielded al Qaeda. The results may be as bad this time around: a containment policy will only help erect Sunni extremism as an ideological barrier to Shiite Iran, much as Saudi Arabia's rivalry with Iran in the 1980s played out in South Asia and much as radical Salafis mobilized to offset Hezbollah's soaring popularity after the Israeli-Lebanese war in 2006. During the Cold War, confronting communism meant promoting capitalism and democracy. Containing Iran today would mean promoting Sunni extremism--a self-defeating proposition for Washington.
3. IRAN CAN BE ENTICED TO DROP ITS NUCLEAR AMBITIONS


SK/A11.11) Vali Nasr [Professor of International Politics, Fletcher School of Law & Diplomacy] & Ray Takeyh [Sr. Fellow, Council on Foreign Relations], FOREIGN AFFAIRS, January-February 2008, p. 85, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Expanded Academic ASAP. Engaging Tehran need not come at the expense of the United States' relationships with Iran's Arab neighbors. Instead of militarizing the Persian Gulf and shoring up shaky alliances on Iran's periphery, Washington should move toward a new regional security system. The system should feature all the local actors and could rest on, among other things, a treaty pledging the inviolability of the region's borders, arms control pacts proscribing certain categories of weapons, a common market with free-trade zones, and a mechanism for adjudicating disputes.
4. REDUCED MILITARY PRESENCE WON’T INCREASE IRANIAN THREAT

SK/A11.12) James M. Lindsay & Ray Takeyh [both, Council on Foreign Relations], FOREIGN AFFAIRS, March-April 2010, p. 33, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Expanded Academic ASAP. Iran's ability to project sustained military power outside its borders is limited. And it is unlikely to grow substantially anytime soon: even more arms embargoes would likely be imposed on Iran if it crossed the nuclear threshold. At their current level, U.S. troops in the region are more than sufficient to deter Iran from undertaking incursions into Iraq or amphibious operations across the Persian Gulf--or to stop them if they occurred.
SK/A12. AFGHANISTAN
1. MILITARY EXPENDITURES IN AFGHANISTAN ARE STAGGERING


SK/A12.01) Maryann Cusinamo Love, AMERICA, November 16, 2009, p. 11, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Expanded Academic ASAP. The United States has spent over $228 billion in combat operations alone in Afghanistan, with billions more to be spent on aid and veterans' payments for decades to come.

SK/A12.02) Janet McMahon, WASHINGTON REPORT ON MIDDLE EAST AFFAIRS, January-February 2010, p. 49, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Expanded Academic ASAP. Noting that Nobel Laureate Joseph Steiglitz and Harvard University lecturer Linda Bilmes had estimated that the total cost of the Iraq war will end up being $3 trillion, Polk [author & former State Department official] estimated that Afghanistan will end up costing twice that. Moreover, he pointed out, given that Gen. David Petraeus' counterinsurgency doctrine requires a ratio of 20 to 25 solders per thousand population, the total number of soldiers required is in fact between 600,000 and 1.3 million.

SK/A12.03) Jesse Ellison, NEWSWEEK, January 11, 2010, p. 12, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Expanded Academic ASAP. The current cost to station 68,000 U.S. troops in Afghanistan: just over $65 billion--or, to quote a figure politicians have extrapolated, about $1 million a soldier.

SK/A12.04) Sydney J. Freedberg, Jr., NATIONAL JOURNAL, February 19, 2010, pNA, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Expanded Academic ASAP. The annual cost per U.S. service member deployed in Afghanistan , on average, is $1.125 million, twice the $556,000 for Iraq, according to a study by Todd Harrison, senior fellow for defense budget studies at the Center for Strategic and Budgetary Assessments. Nor does the difference seem to reflect economies of scale for the larger force in Iraq, Harrison told National Journal, because the figures for Afghanistan have not dropped as the troop levels have risen: It is just that much more expensive a place to operate.
2. U.S. TROOPS WILL STAY IN AFGHANISTAN INDEFINITELY


SK/A12.05) Robert D. Kaplan, THE ATLANTIC, March 9, 2010, pNA, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Expanded Academic ASAP. But the very dominance of the U.S. military can lead to a dangerous delusion. For the time being, the American media and policy elite are focused on whether U.S. forces can achieve substantial results in 15 months, even though it is a truism of counterinsurgency that there are few shortcuts to victory and you shouldn’t rush to failure. Nevertheless, U.S. forces quite possibly will have quelled some significant part of the anarchy in southern Afghanistan by then: this is the sort of challenge our troops have become expert in. Yet that might only lead to mistaking artificial progress for lasting governance. The very prospect of some success by July 2011 increases the likelihood that U.S. forces will be in Afghanistan in substantial numbers for years.

SK/A12.06) William Pfaff [author of 8 books on U.S. foreign policy], WASHINGTON REPORT ON MIDDLE EAST AFFAIRS, January-February 2010, p. OV-4, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Expanded Academic ASAP. In the Afghanistan case, Gen. McChrystal has suggested that his war, if fought on his terms (with troop reinforcements rising to a total of over 100,000 men at least), would take between 10 and 50 years to succeed.
3. COSTS OF AFGHANISTAN ARE STIFLING U.S. ECONOMIC RECOVERY


SK/A12.07) Editorial, THE CAPITAL TIMES (Madison, WI), November 28, 2009, pNA, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Custom Newspapers. Obey [Chairman, House Appropriations Committee] is offering what could well be the most effective congressional challenge to Obama's plan. The Appropriations Committee chair argues that the expanded mission is simply unaffordable. Surging more troops into Afghanistan will "wipe out every initiative we have to rebuild our own economy," says Obey, who explains that if Obama goes for an expanded war: "There ain't going to be no money for nothing if we pour it all into Afghanistan.”

SK/A12.08) Gareth Porter, WASHINGTON REPORT ON MIDDLE EAST AFFAIRS, December 2009, p. S9, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Expanded Academic ASAP. Back on Capitol Hill, Obey [Chairman, House Appropriations Committee] is concerned that increased spending for Afghanistan could doom Obama's efforts to improve the U.S. economy. He says the domestic initiatives of both Harry Truman and Lyndon Johnson stalled because of the wars in Korea and Vietnam. Says Obey: "We don't want that to happen again."
4. THE TALIBAN ARE NOT A THREAT TO U.S. SECURITY


SK/A12.09) Paul R. Pillar [Director of Graduate Studies, Security Studies Program, Georgetown U.], THE NATIONAL INTEREST, March-April 2010, p. 33, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Expanded Academic ASAP. It would be fruitless to search the contours of current international terrorism for a compelling explanation of why the United States is escalating a military campaign in Afghanistan . Clearly there is a disconnect between where war is being waged and where terrorism is rearing its ugly 
head.

SK/A12.10) Paul R. Pillar [Director of Graduate Studies, Security Studies Program, Georgetown U.], THE NATIONAL INTEREST, March-April 2010, p. 33, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Expanded Academic ASAP. These limitations are particularly apparent in Afghanistan . Most obvious is that the archenemy, al-Qaeda, isn't even there--except, National Security Adviser James Jones tells us, for fewer than a hundred members. So we have adopted the Afghan Taliban as a surrogate enemy. This surrogacy might seem to make sense given that the Taliban has shared an extreme ideology and a past alliance with al-Qaeda. But the Taliban is not a transnational terrorist group. Its goals are not those of Osama bin Laden. It is one of the most insular bands ever to get international attention. It cares about the political and social order in its own country. It does not care about the United States except insofar as we get in the way of its aspirations for the domestic ordering of Afghanistan.

SK/A12.11) Tim Fernholz, THE AMERICAN PROSPECT, March 2010, p. 21, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Expanded Academic ASAP. And terrorism experts warn that officials should not take for granted that al-Qaeda could re-establish a safe haven in Afghanistan, or that such safe havens are threats to the United States. The administration admits that fewer than 100 al-Qaeda terrorists remain in Afghanistan -- and that many insurgents aren't ideological opponents of the United States. Some are petty criminals, some are simply armed local groups tired of being pushed around by the central government, and others fight merely for pay. (The U.S. was embarrassed to find out in December that the Taliban paid its fighters more than the Afghan National Army paid its soldiers.)

SK/A12.12) Gareth Porter, WASHINGTON REPORT ON MIDDLE EAST AFFAIRS, December 2009, p. S9, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Expanded Academic ASAP. But John McCreary, formerly a senior analyst at the Defense Intelligence Agency, wrote last week on NightWatch, an online news analysis service, that the history of Taliban-al-Qaeda relations suggests a very different conclusion. After being ousted from power in 2001, he wrote, the Taliban "openly derided the Arabs of al-Qaeda and blamed them for the Taliban's misfortunes." The Taliban leaders "vowed never to allow the foreigners--especially the haughty, insensitive Arabs--back into Afghanistan," wrote McCreary. "In December 2001, [Mullah Mohammad] Omar was ridiculed in public by his own commanders for inviting the 'Arabs' and other foreigners, which led to their flight to Pakistan." McCreary concluded, "The premise that Afghanistan would become an al-Qaeda safe haven under any future government is alarmist and bespeaks a lack of understanding of the Pashtuns on this issue and a superficial knowledge of recent Afghan history."

SK/A12.13) James Kitfield, NATIONAL JOURNAL, October 16, 2009, pNA, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Expanded Academic ASAP. If the Taliban did eventually regain control, the group might prove reluctant to offer sanctuary to a greatly diminished Al Qaeda. "First of all, Al Qaeda has been almost completely decimated, and if its remaining members came out of hiding in Pakistan and moved to Afghanistan, they would be easier to target," said Marc Sageman, the author of Leaderless Jihad and a former CIA officer who served as liaison to the Afghan mujahedeen fighting the Soviets in the late 1980s. Pointing to the insurgents' hit-and-run ambushes and roadside bombings, he doubts that the disparate groups fighting under the Taliban banner could march on Kabul as a coherent military force. Sageman also notes that the Taliban needed seven years to seize power after the Soviet Union left in 1989.

SK/A12.14) Fareed Zakaria, NEWSWEEK, October 19, 2009, p. 20, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Expanded Academic ASAP. And when we think through our strategy in Afghanistan, let's please remember that there is virtually no Qaeda presence there. Joint Chiefs Chairman Adm. Mike Mullen recently acknowledged what U.S. intelligence and all independent observers have long said: Al Qaeda is in Pakistan, as is the leadership of the hard-core Afghan Taliban. (That's why it's called the Quetta Shura, Quetta being a Pakistani city.) All attacks against Western targets that have emanated from the region in the past eight years have come from Pakistan and not Afghanistan. Even the most recently foiled plot in the United States, which involved the first Afghan that I know of to be implicated in global terrorism, originated in Pakistan. Yet we spend $30 in Afghanistan for every dollar in Pakistan.

SK/A12.15) Paul R. Pillar [Director of Graduate Studies, Security Studies Program, Georgetown U.], THE NATIONAL INTEREST, March-April 2010, p. 33, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Expanded Academic ASAP. The weakness of the rationale for pressing the fight in Afghanistan has led many supporters of that war to say that the real concern is next door in Pakistan. Visions of mad mullahs getting their hands on Pakistani nuclear weapons are tossed about, but exactly how events in Afghanistan would influence the future of Pakistan does not get explained. The connection seems to be based on simple spatial thinking about instability spreading across borders, rather like the Cold War imagery of red paint oozing over the globe. A Taliban victory in Afghanistan would not bring any significant new resources to bear on conflict in Pakistan, which has a population five times as large and an economy ten times as big as its South Asian neighbor. Nor would it offer Pakistani militants a safe haven any more attractive or useful than the one they already have in Pakistan's own Federally Administered Tribal Areas.

SK/A12.16) Ann Friedman, THE AMERICAN PROSPECT, January-February 2010, p. 11, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Expanded Academic ASAP. Eight years later, the consensus is that the current regime has not been markedly better for women than the former Taliban rulers were-especially outside of Kabul. President Hamid Karzai signed a law this summer that legalized marital rape and required women to get permission from their husbands to work. In November UNICEF declared Afghanistan the worst country in the world in which to be born. Women and girls still face daily oppression and epidemic levels of violence.
5. AL QAEDA HAS NO NEED FOR BASES IN AFGHANISTAN


SK/A12.17) Tim Fernholz, THE AMERICAN PROSPECT, March 2010, p. 21, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Expanded Academic ASAP. Meanwhile, the transnational terrorists we're supposedly fighting don't need bases in Afghanistan and Pakistan to attack us. Officials concede that safe havens in other failed or failing states must be pressed as well. Just weeks after Obama announced his strategy, a Nigerian man obtained explosives from an al-Qaeda affiliate in Yemen--which, along with places like Pakistan, Algeria, and Somalia, provides a "safe haven" for the group--and attempted to destroy an international flight as it landed in Detroit. U.S. intelligence agencies, despite having some relevant information, didn't act in time to prevent the bomber from getting on the flight. Perhaps the billions of dollars dedicated to the new troops in Afghanistan would be better served fixing structural failures in intelligence-gathering.

SK/A12.18) Paul R. Pillar [Director of Graduate Studies, Security Studies Program, Georgetown U.], THE NATIONAL INTEREST, March-April 2010, p. 33, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Expanded Academic ASAP. The strength of a terrorist adversary, al-Qaeda or any other, does not correlate with control of a piece of territory in Afghanistan or elsewhere. If a terrorist group has a physical safe haven available, it will use it. But of all the assets that make a group a threat--including ideological appeal and a supply of already-radicalized recruits--occupation of acreage is one of the least important. Past terrorist attacks, including 9/11 (most of the preparations for which took place in scattered locations in the West), demonstrate this.

SK/A12.19) Gwynne Dyer, WASHINGTON REPORT ON MIDDLE EAST AFFAIRS, March 2010, p. S14, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Expanded Academic ASAP. It can't have taken three months to write the speech that President Barack Obama gave at West Point on Tuesday, but clearly much thought went into his decision to send 30,000 more American troops to Afghanistan . Some aspects of his strategy even suggest that he understands how little is really at stake there for the United States. This is despite the fact that his speech is full of assertions that al-Qaeda needs Afghanistan as a base. That is a fundamental misunderstanding of the nature of terrorist operations, but it permeates American thinking on the subject.

SK/A12.20) Gwynne Dyer, WASHINGTON REPORT ON MIDDLE EAST AFFAIRS, March 2010, p. S14, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Expanded Academic ASAP. Al-Qaeda doesn't run training camps any more; it leaves that to the various local groups that spring up and try to follow its example both in the Muslim world and in the West. The template for terrorism is now available everywhere, so al-Qaeda no longer needs a specific territorial base. For the purpose of planning actual terrorist attacks, it never did. Terrorist operations don't require "bases"; they need a couple of hotel rooms or a safe house somewhere. The operational planning for the 9/11 attacks was done in Germany and the United States. The London attacks were planned in Yorkshire, the Amman attack probably in Syria, and the Bali attacks in Jakarta.

SK/A12.21) Stephan M. Walt [Professor of International Affairs, Harvard U.], WASHINGTON REPORT ON MIDDLE EAST AFFAIRS, December 2009, p. 24, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Expanded Academic ASAP. Fortunately, pulling U.S. troops out of Afghanistan will not make al-Qaeda stronger. If the Taliban regain power, they may conclude it is too risky to let Osama bin Laden return. But even if they did, a backward and landlocked country like Afghanistan is a poor location from which to attack the United States, which is why the 9/11 plot was conducted out of Hamburg, Germany.

SK/A12.22) Tim Fernholz, THE AMERICAN PROSPECT, March 2010, p. 21, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Expanded Academic ASAP. Much of the 9-11 operation was carried out not in Afghanistan or Pakistan (or Iraq, for that matter) but in places like Germany and Florida.

SK/A12.23) Paul R. Pillar [Director of Graduate Studies, Security Studies Program, Georgetown U.], THE NATIONAL INTEREST, March-April 2010, p. 33, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Expanded Academic ASAP. The attempted bombing in December of a Detroit-bound airliner, which received as much attention in the United States as any terrorist incident since 9/11, raises the question of why the biggest thing the White House currently is doing in the name of counterterrorism is a counterinsurgency in Afghanistan . The would-be bomber was a Nigerian, radicalized while a student in the United Kingdom and further influenced by an extremist imam in Yemen who had spent half his life in the United States. The plot had nothing to do with Afghanistan. Umar Farouk Abdulmutallab was outfitted with his explosive underwear by a group of Saudis and Yemenis, none of whom was taking orders from anyone hiding in the hinterland of South Asia, even if they figured it was advantageous to adopt the al-Qaeda brand name. The link was ideological, and the ideology will persist whether those in the borderlands of AfPak are dead or alive.
6. U.S. COUNTERINSURGENCY IS DOOMED TO FAILURE


SK/A12.24) Rachelle Marshall, WASHINGTON REPORT ON MIDDLE EAST AFFAIRS, November 2009, p. 7, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Expanded Academic ASAP. A number of analysts say the war is un-winnable no matter how many more troops are sent. According to Afghan scholar Tamim Ansary, the insurgency is "fueled more by rural resentment, tribal nationalism and Afghan xenophobia than by any global ideology." As a result, Ansary says, "The Americans now find themselves fighting not extremists in Afghanistan but Afghans in Afghanistan."

SK/A12.25) Tim Fernholz, THE AMERICAN PROSPECT, March 2010, p. 21, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Expanded Academic ASAP. The President seems to have settled into the Washington consensus that he criticized as an up-and-coming senator. His Afghanistan strategy buys into the idea that American troops can defeat tenacious insurgencies, that our officials have the ability to build even the most basic state from the ground up, and that terrorists represent a monolithic enemy around the world.

SK/A12.26) Paul R. Pillar [Director of Graduate Studies, Security Studies Program, Georgetown U.], THE NATIONAL INTEREST, March-April 2010, p. 33, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Expanded Academic ASAP. Regardless of the available resources, it is a mistake to think of counterterrorism primarily, as Americans have become wont to do, as the application of military force to particular pieces of real estate. This pattern of thinking is rooted in a history in which the vanquishing of threats to U.S. security has consisted chiefly of armed expeditions to conquer or liberate foreign territory. The pattern has been exacerbated by the unfortunate "war on terror" terminology, which confuses and conflates the seriousness of, the nature of and the means used to counter the threat.

SK/A12.27) Paul R. Pillar [Director of Graduate Studies, Security Studies Program, Georgetown U.], THE NATIONAL INTEREST, March-April 2010, p. 33, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Expanded Academic ASAP. The principal barrier to the effective use of bombs and guns in a battle against extremism is the paucity of good military targets involving terrorist operations against the United States--all the more so given that most related activity takes place in apartments, schools or mosques in Western cities.

a. SUCCESS OF SURGE IN IRAQ IS IRRELEVANT TO AFGHANISTAN


SK/A12.28) Editorial, THE CHRISTIAN CENTURY, December 29, 2009, p. 7, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Expanded Academic ASAP. Obama is aiming to replicate in Afghanistan the apparent success of the troop surge in Iraq. But Afghanistan presents even greater challenges than Iraq. It is one of the poorest and most illiterate countries on the planet. It is much more rural than Iraq, and it has never had a national political structure or an effective national army. In Iraq, the U.S. was able to quell much of the violence by paying Sunni leaders to police their own insurgents, but Afghanistan has no equivalent set of leaders, which means that U.S. forces must develop strong relationships with a host of disconnected fiefdoms, united only by their suspicion of outsiders and of the government in Kabul.

SK/A12.29) Sydney J. Freedberg, Jr., NATIONAL JOURNAL, February 19, 2010, pNA, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Expanded Academic ASAP. Politically, Obama's surge strategy in Afghanistan looks like a replay of George W. Bush's surge in Iraq. Logistically, it is much harder. "'Don't even use Iraq as a comparison' is what we tell anybody in the logistics field going over there," said Lt. Col. Kirk Whitson, who has served a year in each country and also in the U.S. Central Command headquarters overseeing both wars. "In Iraq, logistics was on cruise control. In Afghanistan , it's graduate-level logistics to make it happen."

SK/A12.30) Eric T. Olson [operational commander of all coalition forces in Afghanistan, 2004-2005], THE CHRISTIAN SCIENCE MONITOR, March 17, 2009, p. 9, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Custom Newspapers. The beefed-up effort has been fueled by the belief that the successful surge in Iraq can be replicated in Afghanistan. It can't. I speak from experience: For a year, I was the operational commander for all coalition forces in Afghanistan. Later, I was the deputy director of the Iraq Reconstruction Management Office. The conditions that favored success in Iraq are conspicuously lacking in Afghanistan.

SK/A12.31) Eric T. Olson [operational commander of all coalition forces in Afghanistan, 2004-2005], THE CHRISTIAN SCIENCE MONITOR, March 17, 2009, p. 9, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Custom Newspapers. Iraq is like New York State: both feature mostly urban populations with dominant capitals. Pacify the Big Apple and you pacify the whole state; pacify Baghdad and you pacify Iraq. But Afghanistan is more like Alaska: both have rural populations with capital cities far removed from large, mountainous regions. Baghdad alone accounts for 7 million Iraqis - about one-quarter of the population. In Afghanistan, barely one-tenth of the population lives in the five largest cities. Because Baghdad is the political and socioeconomic center of the nation, the calming effect of the surge there reverberated across the country. But there is no such city in Afghanistan.

SK/A12.32) Maryann Cusinamo Love, AMERICA, November 16, 2009, p. 11, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Expanded Academic ASAP. But Iraq had functioning central governance and a modern economy before the U.S. invasion; afterward the United States "merely" tried to reconstitute and recreate these. The Afghan case is quite different. Afghanistan is not a failed state, but a fictional state. As in many regions of the world, there has never been a sovereign state here in practice, but only in unexamined Western default assumptions. Afghanistan never had a strong central government or economy. Afghanistan is the world's sixth poorest state, with one of the worst infant mortality rates. Afghanistan is not industrialized and lacks infrastructure.

b. CORRUPTION OF AFGHAN GOVERNMENT IS FATAL

SK/A12.33) Charles Peters [founding Editor], WASHINGTON MONTHLY, January-February 2010, p. 8, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Expanded Academic ASAP. During the Vietnam War, we made repeated attempts--including a CIA-sponsored coup--to reform the South Vietnamese government. Exhortations and threats abounded year after year after year. But no real reform took place because the South Vietnamese leaders did not truly want it or were incapable of implementing it. There has been absolutely no sign that Karzai has the will or the competence to reform. What we should do now is exactly what we should have done in Vietnam in 1965--start getting out. Above all stop risking the lives and the exposure to catastrophic injury for the handful of brave men who have been doing the fighting in Iraq and Afghanistan. Remember the actual number of Army and Marine combat troops is less than 100,000. Those people have been stretched to the limit and beyond.

SK/A12.34) Rachelle Marshall [free-lance editor], WASHINGTON REPORT ON MIDDLE EAST AFFAIRS, January-February 2010, p. 11, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Expanded Academic ASAP. According to Akbar Bai, a leader of the Turkomans in Afghanistan who was kidnapped by Dostum's militia last year, "If you don't remove these people from office you'll never see peace in Afghanistan." That unwelcome truth indicates the futility of the new U.S. troop buildup. Many of the additional troops will be used to train Afghan soldiers, but it is impossible to build an effective army when the government lacks legitimacy.

c. TRAINING OF AFGHAN MILITARY & POLICE IS DOOMED


SK/A12.35) Charles Peters [founding Editor], WASHINGTON MONTHLY, January-February 2010, p. 8, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Expanded Academic ASAP. If we could not create an effective South Vietnamese army after more than a decade of a greater effort than Obama now plans in Afghanistan, how can we expect to train an effective Afghan security force by July 2011 or any reasonable time thereafter? So far our training of Afghan soldiers has been a farce. An American trainer told the New York Times "[an Afghan] soldier does not have to master any task prior to graduating [from training]. Attendance equals graduation."

SK/A12.36) T. Christian Miller et al., NEWSWEEK, March 29, 2010, p. 26, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Expanded Academic ASAP. America has spent more than $6 billion since 2002 in an effort to create an effective Afghan police force, buying weapons, building police academies, and hiring defense contractors to train the recruits--but the program has been a disaster. More than $322 million worth of invoices for police training were approved even though the funds were poorly accounted for, according to a government audit, and fewer than 12 percent of the country's police units are capable of operating on their own. Ambassador Richard Holbrooke, the State Department's top representative in the region, has publicly called the Afghan police "an inadequate organization, riddled with corruption."

d. U.S. ALLIES ARE PULLING OUT OF AFGHANISTAN


SK/A12.37) Andrew Potter, MACLEAN’S, March 8, 2010, p. 20, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Expanded Academic ASAP. The military campaign against the insurgency, though, is based around a 12- to 18-month timeline for success or failure, and it is increasingly obvious that the coalition partners are running out of patience. The Dutch are on their way out, the Canadians are set to follow them, and officials are starting to worry about a domino effect as country after country heads for the exit.

e. SOVIET EXPERIENCE PROVED FUTILITY OF MILITARY ACTION


SK/A12.38) Andrew Potter, MACLEAN’S, March 8, 2010, p. 20, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Expanded Academic ASAP. As Gregory Feifer writes in The Great Gamble, his new book about the Soviet war in Afghanistan, the longer the campaign against the mujahedeen wore on, the more obvious it became to Soviet advisers that their Afghan trainees were either unable or unwilling to do the work themselves. Senior Soviet officials became convinced that the only solution was "Afghanization" of the conflict--leaving it to local forces to fight it out amongst themselves.
7. THOUSANDS OF U.S. SOLDIERS AND AFGHANS HAVE DIED


SK/A12.39) Rachelle Marshall [free-lance editor], WASHINGTON REPORT ON MIDDLE EAST AFFAIRS, January-February 2010, p. 11, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Expanded Academic ASAP. Too seldom mentioned in the debate over sending more troops to Afghanistan are the human costs. So far this year at least a thousand American soldiers have suffered severe burns, shattered limbs, or serious head injuries. Since 2007, 70,000 have been diagnosed with traumatic brain damage, 20,000 in the past year, according to the Defense and Veterans Brain Injury Center. The number of dead and wounded Afghans and Pakistanis is not available, but the Pakistan army's offensive in the tribal areas and U.S. bombing by drone missiles have driven an estimated three million people from their homes. There is nothing to be gained from this war that can justify such costs.

SK/A12.40) Stephan M. Walt [Professor of International Affairs, Harvard U.], WASHINGTON REPORT ON MIDDLE EAST AFFAIRS, December 2009, p. 24, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Expanded Academic ASAP. The United States has spent more than $223 billion on the Afghan war since 2001, and it now costs roughly $65 billion annually. The actual bill will be significantly higher, however, as these figures omit the replacement cost of military equipment, veterans' benefits and other war-related expenses. Most important, more than 850 U.S. soldiers have already been killed and several thousand have been seriously wounded. And we are not close to winning.

SK/A12.41) Henry Reske, U.S. NEWS & WORLD REPORT ONLINE, February 18, 2009, pNA, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Expanded Academic ASAP. Afghan civilian deaths rose to 2,118 last year, a jump of almost 40 percent from 2007, when 1,523 were killed. The statistics, compiled in a report by the human-rights unit of the United Nations Assistance Mission in Afghanistan, find that 55 percent of the deaths, or 1,160, were caused by antigovernment forces and 39 percent, or 828 deaths, were caused by pro-government forces. The bulk of the civilian deaths caused by pro-government forces resulted from airstrikes, which accounted for 64 percent.

SK/A12.42) Stephan M. Walt [Professor of International Affairs, Harvard U.], WASHINGTON REPORT ON MIDDLE EAST AFFAIRS, December 2009, p. 24, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Expanded Academic ASAP. The Obama administration admits that the challenges are "daunting," and a recent pro-war report from the Center for American Progress said success will require "prolonged U.S. engagement using all elements of U.S. national power" for "as long as another 10 years." Success also requires creating an army and police force larger than the Afghan government can afford, which means Kabul will need U.S. assistance indefinitely. The bottom line: Staying in Afghanistan will cost many more dead American soldiers--and, inevitably, Afghan civilians--and hundreds of billions of additional dollars.
8. MILITARY ACTION STOKES VIRULENT ANTI-AMERICANISM


SK/A12.43) Editorial, THE PROGRESSIVE, May 2009, p. 8, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Expanded Academic ASAP. The dangers of a course of action led by the military are readily apparent. A U.N. report released in February provides solid evidence. Last year set a record for civilian deaths in Afghanistan since the fall of the Taliban. While the Taliban were responsible for more than half of the casualties, pro-government forces (U.S., NATO, and Afghan troops) were responsible for two-fifths. The most infamous incident occurred last August, when an American air attack killed perhaps ninety civilians, leading to a harsh denunciation by Afghan President Hamid Karzai, a supposed American ally. "Civilian deaths have become a political flash point in Afghanistan, eroding public support for the war and inflaming tensions with President Hamid Karzai, who has bitterly condemned the American-led coalition for the rising toll," a New York Times article reports. "President Obama's decision to deploy more troops to Afghanistan raises the prospect of even more casualties." With 30,000 additional U.S. troops in total by year's end, the likelihood of such casualties will only increase.

SK/A12.44) Tim Fernholz, THE AMERICAN PROSPECT, March 2010, p. 21, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Expanded Academic ASAP. Nearly 100,000 troops are committed to pursuing Obama's "narrow goal" of defeating al-Qaeda in Afghanistan . But is this extensive involvement in an Afghan civil war the best way to fight al-Qaeda and like-minded groups? After all, one of al-Qaeda leaders' stated goals is drawing the United States into expensive and intractable long-term conflicts. Even as we're leaving Iraq, doubling-down on Afghanistan plays into their hands.

SK/A12.45) Tim Fernholz, THE AMERICAN PROSPECT, March 2010, p. 21, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Expanded Academic ASAP. Many of these insurgents are angry at the U.S. simply because we're there. "The importance of a people not wanting to be occupied cannot be underestimated," says Matthew Hoh, a former Foreign Service officer who was the first person to resign a government post in protest of U.S. strategy in Afghanistan. "National will or ethnic will cannot be downplayed or misunderstood or denied."

SK/A12.46) Rachelle Marshall, WASHINGTON REPORT ON MIDDLE EAST AFFAIRS, May-June 2009, p. 7, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Expanded Academic ASAP. Brian Urquhart, former U.N. undersecretary-general, has pointed out that Operation Desert Storm in 1991 "created a permanent U.S. military presence in the Gulf , which, in Saudi Arabia, provided the proximate cause for the birth of al-Qaeda." A continuing U.S. presence in Afghanistan and Pakistan could have similar consequences.
9. MILITARY ACTION IS DESTABILIZING PAKISTAN


SK/A12.47) Christina Lamb, SUNDAY TIMES (London, England), January 17, 2010, p. 23, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Custom Newspapers. Worryingly, officials admit to a crisis in Pakistan-US relations which has seen rising anti-American sentiment, partly because of the repeated drone attacks inside Pakistan territory.

SK/A12.48) Editorial, THE PROGRESSIVE, May 2009, p. 8, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Expanded Academic ASAP. But the most troubling aspect of the U.S. approach toward Pakistan is the heavily increased reliance on unmanned drones armed with missiles to target alleged militants holed up in the border region. These strikes have been quite unpopular in Pakistan, and have been one of the reasons for the low approval ratings of President Asif Ali Zardari, since the Pakistani public faults him for acquiescing in the attacks.

SK/A12.49) Editorial, THE PROGRESSIVE, May 2009, p. 8, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Expanded Academic ASAP. Pakistani commentators are anxious about what the next few months portend for U.S. actions in the country. "The drift of the [Obama] speech suggests that drone attacks will increase, and their area may be expanded to Baluchistan as well," says leading Pashtun journalist Rahimullah Yusufzai. Pakistani analyst Zahid Hussain worries that "in the coming days the Americans would be more aggressive in the border region, with U.S. troops possibly pursuing the militants into Pakistani tribal areas." Not only is this destabilizing the Pakistani government, it is also creating fissures within the Pakistani military, as veteran intellectual and analyst Tariq Ali points out.

SK/A12.50) Tim Fernholz, THE AMERICAN PROSPECT, March 2010, p. 21, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Expanded Academic ASAP. This narrow focus on the military conflict also distracts from Pakistan, Afghanistan's nuclear neighbor, where an unstable government and the proliferation of extreme Islamist groups are of much more interest to the United States. "I am not sure what 40,000 additional troops in Afghanistan can do about the greater global security threat, instability in Pakistan," Katulis told me last fall. "You have nearly daily--and sometimes twice-a-day--attacks targeted inside of Pakistan, which is five times more populous and has nuclear weapons." Just consider the numbers: Obama is spending $1.5 billion a year on aid to Pakistan and over $68 billion fighting a war in Afghanistan.
10. PAKISTANI INSTABILITY IS A RECIPE FOR NUCLEAR DISASTER


SK/A12.51) Christina Lamb, SUNDAY TIMES (London, England), January 17, 2010, p. 23, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Custom Newspapers. Nuclear experts and US officials say the biggest fear is of an inside job amid growing anti-American feeling in Pakistan. Last year 3,021 Pakistanis were killed in terrorist attacks, more than in Afghanistan, yet polls suggest Pakistanis consider the United States to be a greater threat than the Taliban.

SK/A12.52) Christina Lamb, SUNDAY TIMES (London, England), January 17, 2010, p. 23, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Custom Newspapers. "You have 8,000-12,000 [people] in Pakistan with some type of role in nuclear missiles - whether as part of an assembly team or security," said Gregory [director of the Pakistan security research unit at Bradford University]. "It's a very large number and there is a real possibility that among those people are sympathisers of terrorist or jihadist groups who may facilitate some kind of attack." Pakistan is thought to possess about 80 nuclear warheads. Although the weapons are well guarded, the fear is that materials or processes to enrich uranium could fall into the wrong hands. "All it needs is someone in Pakistan within the nuclear establishment and in a position of key access to become radicalised," said Mowatt-Larssen [former CIA officer who used to run the US energy department's intelligence unit]. "This is not just theoretical.
11. WITHDRAWAL FROM AFGHANISTAN PROMOTES U.S. SECURITY


SK/A12.53) Stephan M. Walt [Professor of International Affairs, Harvard U.], WASHINGTON REPORT ON MIDDLE EAST AFFAIRS, December 2009, p. 24, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Expanded Academic ASAP. In short, U.S. victory in Afghanistan won't put an end to al-Qaeda, and getting out won't make it more dangerous. And if the outcome in Afghanistan has little effect on the threat al-Qaeda poses, there is little reason to squander more American blood and treasure there.

SK/A12.54) Tom Bethell [Sr. Editor], THE AMERICAN SPECTATOR, March 2010, p. 42, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Expanded Academic ASAP. Some defenders of the U.S. position say, "Now that we are there, we can't just pull out." That's like saying mistakes can't be corrected. A related argument for "rebuilding" Afghanistan goes like this. We have made "commitments" to the "international community," and we can't shirk them now. That's another way of saying it's too late to reverse a decision once it has been made.

SK/A12.55) Paul R. Pillar [Director of Graduate Studies, Security Studies Program, Georgetown U.], THE NATIONAL INTEREST, March-April 2010, p. 33, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Expanded Academic ASAP. My sparring partner asserts that backing away from the commitment in Afghanistan would damage U.S. credibility--a logic eerily reminiscent of the chief rationale for the war in which I served as an army officer: the one in Vietnam. The idea was as unexamined and invalid then as it is now. Governments (or terrorist groups) simply do not calculate other governments' credibility that way.
12. U.S. SHOULD SUBSTITUTE AID FOR MILITARY ACTION


SK/A12.56) Tim Fernholz, THE AMERICAN PROSPECT, March 2010, p. 21, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Expanded Academic ASAP. Obama's foreign-policy vision professed a need to address the root causes of conflict by building up local infrastructure and actively fostering better lives for people in places like Afghanistan. Despite a consensus--which even includes Defense Secretary Robert Gates--that civilian development, medical access, and agricultural expertise are critical to counterinsurgency, the administration's budget request in March reflected a heavy emphasis on defense over development. Ambassador Eikenberry protested in a cable to Washington, asking for an additional $2.5 billion--60 percent more than he had been given. The military was receiving $68 billion.

SK/A12.57) Rachelle Marshall [free-lance editor], WASHINGTON REPORT ON MIDDLE EAST AFFAIRS, January-February 2010, p. 11, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Expanded Academic ASAP. Eikenberry [retired U.S. General] sent a cable to Washington in mid-November arguing that sending more troops to the war would increase the dependency of the Afghan government on the U.S. and delay any hope of forming a reliable Afghan army. He urged instead that the State Department send more civilian experts in fields such as agriculture and education. Such advice from respected military men could have opened the way for Obama to take the next step and declare that the primary objective of the war--eliminating the threat of al-Qaeda--had been largely achieved and that the continued presence of U.S. troops in Afghanistan would be counterproductive. He also could have pointed out that, since the war is gaining the Taliban new recruits and spreading the insurgency, it makes no sense to continue it. The greater danger of terrorism comes from small and scattered groups that can easily find havens in places such as Somalia and Yemen--or, for that matter, Chicago or New York.

SK/A12.58) THE CHRISTIAN CENTURY, December 29, 2009, p. 13, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Expanded Academic ASAP. Activist and author Jim Wallis, the founder of Sojourners magazine, noted sadly that 17,000 people had signed a petition to the White House in late November asking President Obama to lead a different kind of "surge" in Afghanistan that relied more on diplomacy and humanitarian assistance than on military escalation. "We were promised fundamental change in the direction of U.S. policy around the world, and this isn't it," Wallis said in a statement after hearing the president's speech December I that called for a troop increase of about 30,000 and set July 2011 as a target date for the start of military withdrawal.

SK/A12.59) Joseph Ingram [former World Bank Special Representative to the UN] & Clare Lockhart [Director, Institute for State Effectiveness], THE WORLD TODAY, February 2010, p. 11. There is a growing recognition that instability in Afghanistan and Pakistan is spawned by poverty, ignorance and despair. History from all continents has unfailingly shown that without social justice and material improvement, underlying resentments and divisions will resurface in civil strife or full-blown insurgencies. Tragically, Afghanistan and parts of Pakistan are falling into this pattern.

a. THERE IS A PRECEDENT FOR SUCCESS OF AFGHAN AID


SK/A12.60) Joseph Ingram [former World Bank Special Representative to the UN] & Clare Lockhart [Director, Institute for State Effectiveness], THE WORLD TODAY, February 2010, p. 10. For four years after 2001, a very successful programme dealt with development, poverty reduction and social justice in Afghanistan, but it was ultimately allowed to fail. Now it must be re-started.

SK/A12.61) Joseph Ingram [former World Bank Special Representative to the UN] & Clare Lockhart [Director, Institute for State Effectiveness], THE WORLD TODAY, February 2010, p. 12. Unfortunately, in part because of a strategic shift of resources to the Middle East, donor finance dried up. The national reconstruction agency, the Afghan Assistance Coordination Authority, staffed with teams of Afghans and specialists which had worked to design, launch and implement programmes, pulling in global expertise as needed, closed in 2005, and in 2006 the Consultative Group process, which had been successfully managed by the World Bank was dismantled.

SK/A12.62) Joseph Ingram [former World Bank Special Representative to the UN] & Clare Lockhart [Director, Institute for State Effectiveness], THE WORLD TODAY, February 2010, p. 13. Fourth, smarter international community policies are imperative, using proven schemes for effective development. Existing levels of development finance axe paltry when compared with historical precedents, but would go at least five times as far if channelled through the government’s national programmes rather than parallel and fragmented efforts managed by individual donors.

SK/A12.63) Joseph Ingram [former World Bank Special Representative to the UN] & Clare Lockhart [Director, Institute for State Effectiveness], THE WORLD TODAY, February 2010, p. 13. In any country the budget should be the central tool of policy coordination, and the discipline it provides is even more important post-conflict. The Afghanistan Reconstruction Trust Fund is a mechanism for pooled funding and should be the sole instrument to coordinate finance.

SK/A12.64) Joseph Ingram [former World Bank Special Representative to the UN] & Clare Lockhart [Director, Institute for State Effectiveness], THE WORLD TODAY, February 2010, p. 13. A UN mandate should govern the entire international effort, with economic coordination assigned to a dedicated agency modelled on the Assistance Coordination Authority, with oversight from the international financial institutions. All this does not require additional expenditure by foreign taxpayers. Reconstruction could cost a fraction of the resources spent today, if the national programme system and local construction industries are used.

SK/A12.65) Janet McMahon, WASHINGTON REPORT ON MIDDLE EAST AFFAIRS, January-February 2010, p. 49, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Expanded Academic ASAP. With regard to Afghanistan itself, Polk [author & former State Department official] drew on the country's tradition of village assemblies, or jirgas, which he described as "the quintessential Afghan means of political action." He went on to explain that "voting is not a part of the process. But when a consensus is reached, it is considered absolutely binding and further opposition is regarded as treason." Polk's scenario is predicated on the U.S. announcing a withdrawal date from Afghanistan. In response, he predicted, jirgas would be held first on the village level, then expand to the regional level, and culminate in "a grand national assembly known as a loya jirga," which the country's constitution designates as the "ultimate authority."

b. EDUCATION IS THE KEY TO SUCCESS IN AFGHANISTAN


SK/A12.66) Editorial, THE CHRISTIAN CENTURY, December 29, 2009, p. 7, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Expanded Academic ASAP. In early December, as President Obama was announcing that he was sending 30,000 more troops to Afghanistan, Greg Mortenson was releasing his book Stones into Schools, a follow-up to his 2006 best seller Three Cups of Tea. Mortenson has logged more months in remote parts of Afghanistan and Pakistan than almost any other Westerner. He has forged relationships with tribal leaders in an effort to learn what they want. Often what they want is a village school. In over 15 years of humanitarian work, Mortenson has started 131 schools. He is not given to political pronouncements, but his message to military leaders has been clear: ultimately the only way to defeat the terrorists in Pakistan and Afghanistan is to build schools, especially for girls. Improved literacy rates and education levels give villagers the prospect of a life beyond that of grinding poverty. With that hope, they are much less likely to join the Taliban or al-Qaeda. Says Mortenson: "We can drop bombs ... build roads or put in electricity, but if we don't educate girls, nothing will change in society."

SK/A12.67) Editorial, THE CHRISTIAN CENTURY, December 29, 2009, p. 7, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Expanded Academic ASAP. It is encouraging that Obama and top military leaders understand the importance of working with local leaders to create schools, clinics and economic opportunities. But armed with that knowledge, they should be launching a surge in development, not a surge in troops. Instead of deploying 30,000 more soldiers, the U.S. would be better off deploying 30,000 more Greg Mortensons.
SK/A13. IRAQ & KUWAIT
1. U.S. IS CONSTRUCTING PERMANENT MILITARY BASES IN IRAQ

SK/A13.01) Tom Engelhardt [editor, TomDispatch.com], in THE BASES OF EMPIRE: THE GLOBAL STRUGGLE AGAINST U.S. MILITARY POSTS, edited by Catherine Lutz, 2009, p. 139. But among the most tenacious and enduring Bush administration facts on the ground are those giant bases, still largely ignored - with honorable exceptions - by the mainstream media. Thom Shanker and Cara Buckley of the NEW YORK TIMES, to give but one example, managed to write that paper's major piece about the joint “declaration" without mentioning the word " base," no less “permanent," and only General Lute's slip made the permanence of bases a minor note in other mainstream reports. And yet it's not just that the building of bases did go on - and on a remarkable scale - but that it continues today.


SK/A13.02) Tom Engelhardt [editor, TomDispatch.com], in THE BASES OF EMPIRE: THE GLOBAL STRUGGLE AGAINST U.S. MILITARY POSTS, edited by Catherine Lutz, 2009, p. 132. We're talking about a U.S. embassy compound under construction these last years that’s meant to hold 1,000 diplomats, spies, and military types (as well as untold numbers of private security guards, service workers, and heaven knows who else). It will operate in the Iraqi capital's heavily fortified Green Zone as if it were our first lunar colony. According to William Langewiesche, writing in VANITY FAIR, it will contain "its own power generators, water wells, drinking-water treatment plant, sewage plant, fire station, irrigation system, Internet uplink, secure intranet, telephone center (Virginia area code), cell-phone network (New York area code), mail service, fuel depot, food and supply warehouses, vehicle-repair garage, and workshops."

SK/A13.03) Tom Engelhardt [editor, TomDispatch.com], in THE BASES OF EMPIRE: THE GLOBAL STRUGGLE AGAINST U.S. MILITARY POSTS, edited by Catherine Lutz, 2009, p. 133. When, in the future, you read in the papers about administration plans to withdraw American forces to bases "outside of Iraqi urban areas," note that there will continue to be a major base in the heart of the Iraqi capital for who knows how long to com. As the WASHINGTON POST’s Glenn Kessler put it, the 21-building compound "is viewed by some officials as a key element of building a sustainable, long-term diplomatic presence in Baghdad."

SK/A13.04) Tom Engelhardt [editor, TomDispatch.com], in THE BASES OF EMPIRE: THE GLOBAL STRUGGLE AGAINST U.S. MILITARY POSTS, edited by Catherine Lutz, 2009, p. 140. As the British TELEGRAPH described this multi-million dollar project: "The U.S.-led coalition is building a permanent security base on Iraq's oil pumping platforms in the Gulf to act as the ‘nerve centre' of efforts to protect the country's most vital strategic asset." Chip Cummins of the WALL STREET JOURNAL summed up the project this way in a piece headlined "U.S. Digs in to Guard Iraq Oil Exports - Long-Term Presence Planned at Persian Gulf Terminals Viewed as Vulnerable": "[T]he new construction suggests that one footprint of U.S. military power in Iraq isn’t shrinking anytime soon: American officials are girding for an open-ended commitment to protect the country’s oil industry.”

SK/A13.05) Tom Engelhardt [editor, TomDispatch.com], in THE BASES OF EMPIRE: THE GLOBAL STRUGGLE AGAINST U.S. MILITARY POSTS, edited by Catherine Lutz, 2009, p. 139.
Reports have emerged on the latest U.S. base under construction, uniquely being built on a key oil-exporting platform in the waters on the southern Iraqi port of Basra and meant for the U.S. Navy and allies. Such a base gives meaning to this passage in the Bush-Maliki declaration: "Providing security assurances and commitments to the Republic of Iraq to deter foreign aggression against Iraq that violates its sovereignty and integrity of its territories, waters, or airspace.”
2. THOUSANDS OF U.S. TROOPS WILL REMAIN INDEFINITELY


SK/A13.06) William Pfaff [author of 8 books on U.S. foreign policy], WASHINGTON REPORT ON MIDDLE EAST AFFAIRS, January-February 2010, p. OV-4, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Expanded Academic ASAP. Iraq is still a very unsettled country, with a difficult national election scheduled at the beginning of the new year. American troops are supposed to leave the country in two years, but doubt about that remains. Mideastern, Turkish, European, Russian and Far Eastern companies are highly actively looking for business there. (The U.S. State Department advises American businessmen against traveling to Iraq; it's too dangerous.)


SK/A13.07) Janet R. Jakobsen & Ann Pellegrini, SOCIAL RESEARCH, Winter 2009, p. 1227, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Expanded Academic ASAP. Despite the campaign talk of ending the war in Iraq, Obama's plans for withdrawal would still leave a sizable U.S. presence in Iraq as advisers--shades of Reagan-era policies toward Latin America.

SK/A13.08) Sajjad Rizvi, THE WORLD TODAY, March 2010, pp. 29-30. About a year ago, following the successful negotiation of the Status of Forces Agreement that signalled the plan to draw down United States troops, a strong showing in the provincial elections in January 2009 and a firm hand in re-asserting central control over the crucial cities of Baghdad and Basra, it seemed that Iraqis had found a capable government. Run by Prime Minister Nouri al-Maliki, it is committed to providing security and sovereignty. However, what appeared to be certainties then, and expectations that the Maliki bloc would sweep the forthcoming national elections, are now more open to doubt.

SK/A13.09) Sajjad Rizvi, THE WORLD TODAY, March 2010, p. 30. People also seem to have conveniently forgotten that the Status of Forces Agreement was supposed to be subject to approval by a referendum - which should really have taken place by now, or at least before the election. But the issue of the return to power of the Baath is not over: the disqualified candidates, now reinstated, are due to be investigated further after the elections. Of course, their deferred cases may be quietly forgotten, like the Status of Forces referendum.
3. BASES IN KUWAIT ARE A STAGING GROUND FOR COMBAT


SK/A13.10) Editorial, THE TIMES (London, England], March 31, 2009, p. 2, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Custom Newspapers. When Turkey decided against allowing coalition troops to use its land to enter Iraq from the north in 2003, Kuwait offered them passage through its territory instead. Since then, thousands of British and coalition troops have travelled through Kuwait without hindrance or fees for visas (a waiver not reciprocated for Kuwaitis visiting Britain), which has cut both the cost and bureaucracy of battle. Kuwait allowed its airbases to be used to launch attacks against Iraq.
4. U.S. MILITARY PRESENCE IS DESIGNED TO CONTAIN IRAN


SK/A13.11) Gordon Lubold, THE CHRISTIAN SCIENCE MONITOR, December 20, 2009, p0, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Custom Newspapers. On Friday, Baghdad accused Tehran of taking part of a long-disputed oil field in Maysan Province in southeastern Iraq. And Anbar, which is mostly Sunni and still feels isolated from the Shiite government in Baghdad, remains concerned Iran will try to disrupt upcoming elections or work through the government to further shut out the countryaos Sunni minority. But with the clock ticking on withdrawal, there is little the US can do to ease such worries other than to acknowledge the concern and reaffirm that the US and Iraq will enjoy a long term partnership.
5. U.S. TROOPS IN IRAQ & KUWAIT ARE SITTING DUCKS


SK/A13.12) Scott D. Sagan, FOREIGN AFFAIRS, September-October 2006, p. 45, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Expanded Academic ASAP. When asked about possible U.S. air strikes in August 2004, Iranian Defense Minister Ali Shamkhani said, "You may be surprised to know that the U.S. military presence near us is not power for the United States because this power may under certain circumstances become a hostage in our hands. ... The United States is not the only power present in the region. We are also present from Khost to Kandahar in Afghanistan and we are present in the Gulf and can be present in Iraq."

SK/A13.13) Bill Gertz & Eli Lake, THE WASHINGTON TIMES, April 14, 2010, p. A1, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Custom Newspapers. Additionally, the [CIA] report, made public last month, said terrorists aim to use these agents [chemical, biological, radiological and nuclear arms] against Western targets, especially in Iraq and Afghanistan
6. WITHDRAWAL FROM IRAQ & KUWAIT WON’T REVIVE CIVIL WAR


SK/A13.14) Patricia Mei Yin Chang, THE CHRISTIAN CENTURY, April 21, 2009, p. 22, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Expanded Academic ASAP. However, some Iraqis believe that if the Americans leave, the raison d'etre for anti-U.S. movements like Muqtada al-Sadr's will vanish. It will also rob the Sunnis of one of their most potent arguments, namely that the Shi'ites handed Iraq over to the Americans. The Kurds, who want to form a semiautonomous state of their own, may also realize that without American support, their hopes for such a state will be overshadowed by threats from neighboring Turkey and Syria. This may lead them to reconcile their desire for autonomy with their need for the greater security that a unified Iraq can offer them.

SK/A13.15) Fareed Zakaria, NEWSWEEK, October 19, 2009, p. 20, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Expanded Academic ASAP. It's important to remember that the crucial, lasting element of the surge in Iraq was not the influx of troops, but getting Sunni tribes to switch sides by offering them security, money, and a place at the table. U.S. troops are now drawing down, and yet--despite some violence--the Sunnis have not resumed fighting because Prime Minister Nuri al-Maliki is courting their support.

SK/A13.16) THE ECONOMIST (US), March 7, 2009, p. 16EU, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Expanded Academic ASAP. Iraq is in an incomparably better state than it was two years ago, when some 3,500 Iraqi civilians were being killed every month, mostly by Iraqis. Now the monthly death toll may be ten times smaller.

SK/A13.17) Mike Tharp, THE HOUSTON CHRONICLE, July 15, 2009, p. 7, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Custom Newspapers. Two weeks after U.S. combat troops withdrew from Iraq's major cities, amid sporadic outbreaks of violence countrywide, Iraqi authorities aren't asking American forces for help. Although U.S. troops are "just a radio call away," in Baghdad and five other major urban areas, it appears the Iraqis haven't asked even once. In Baghdad, the Iraqis also won't allow U.S. forces on the street, except for supply convoys.

SK/A13.18) Mike Tharp, THE HOUSTON CHRONICLE, July 15, 2009, p. 7, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Custom Newspapers. American officers have been surprised to learn that "out of the cities" meant just that. "The Iraqis have been hell-bent on taking control of all security operations in the city and completely excluding the Americans, to the point of completely refusing to permit U.S. patrols of any kind into the city except logistics convoys," one U.S. officer in Baghdad said.
SK/A14. PRIVATE MILITARY CONTRACTORS

1. THERE ARE THOUSANDS OF PMCs IN IRAQ & AFGHANISTAN

SK/A14.01) Gary Schaub Jr. [Asst. Professor of Leadership and Strategy, Air War College] & Volker C. Franke [Associate Professor of Conflict Management, Kennesaw State U.], PARAMETERS, Winter 2009, p. 88, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Expanded Academic ASAP. In 2008, an estimated 30,000 contractors provided security services in Iraq. Of these, approximately three-quarters were armed, presenting the second largest armed force in Iraq, behind only the US military.

SK/A14.02) Gary Schaub Jr. [Asst. Professor of Leadership and Strategy, Air War College] & Volker C. Franke [Associate Professor of Conflict Management, Kennesaw State U.], PARAMETERS, Winter 2009, p. 88, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Expanded Academic ASAP. The Congressional Budget Office estimates that direct US government spending on private security services in international locales was $6 billion to $10 billion over the 2003-2007 period with $3 billion to $4 billion spent in Iraq. Such expenditures rival the defense budgets of many nations.

SK/A14.03) Editorial, THE POST-STANDARD (Syracuse, NY), December 14, 2009, p. A10, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Custom Newspapers. Meanwhile, the number of contractors in Afghanistan has increased 40 percent since the end of June, to 104,101 -- well above the number of U.S. troops on the ground.

SK/A14.04) Editorial, THE POST-STANDARD (Syracuse, NY), December 14, 2009, p. A10, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Custom Newspapers. Yet contractors serviced unmanned drones for the CIA at secret bases in Pakistan. Contractors reportedly interrogated and waterboarded detainees. The CIA included Blackwater in plans to assassinate al-Qaida leaders. The New York Times now reports Blackwater agents helped transport detainees, and were directly involved in clandestine CIA raids aimed at capturing insurgents in both Iraq and Afghanistan. "Hundreds of guys were involved, rotating in and out," a former Blackwater executive said.
2. USE OF PMCs HAS REACHED UNPRECEDENTED LEVELS


SK/A14.05) Gary Schaub Jr. [Asst. Professor of Leadership and Strategy, Air War College] & Volker C. Franke [Associate Professor of Conflict Management, Kennesaw State U.], PARAMETERS, Winter 2009, p. 88, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Expanded Academic ASAP. Nations have employed civilian contractors to fulfill combat and combat support functions throughout history. But alarming to many observers is the rapid rise of a largely un- (or under-) controlled industry: from less than 15 percent of contractors among the Department of Defense's workforce during World War II to more than 60 percent currently in Afghanistan. Security contractors often work side-by-side with soldiers and sometimes take on roles traditionally performed by the military.

SK/A14.06) Peter Grier, THE CHRISTIAN SCIENCE MONITOR, September 1, 2009, p. 2, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Custom Newspapers. In Afghanistan, the US military is relying on private contractors to an extent unprecedented in American history.

SK/A14.07) Editorial, THE FRESNO BEE, October 8, 2007, p. B8, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Custom Newspapers. When historians look back on the Iraq occupation, the policy of outsourcing basic U.S. military functions to private contractors will stand out. The September incident in Baghdad that killed 17 Iraqi civilians and wounded 24 has put the spotlight -- including a high-profile Tuesday hearing of the House Oversight Committee -- on one contractor, Blackwater USA. But the larger issue is the increasing dependence of the U.S. military on private military companies -- a Bush administration policy to "liberate" the defense sector by privatizing it, as former Defense Secretary Donald Rumsfeld put it. In Iraq, private contractors guard U.S. military bases, the Green Zone, critical infrastructure and important people. They provide armed escorts for supply convoys, gather intelligence and interrogate prisoners, engage in covert operations and more.
3. PMCs ARE TRIGGER-HAPPY AND ABUSIVE


SK/A14.08) US NEWSWIRE, May 23, 2006, pNA, Online, INFOTRAC, Expanded Academic ASAP. Amnesty International USA (AIUSA) today highlighted the role of private military contractors in the U.S. government's current system for outsourcing key military detention, security and intelligence operations. Such outsourcing fuels serious human rights violations and undermines accountability, the organization stated at the release of its 2006 Annual Report on the status of human rights in 150 countries. "The United States has become a world leader in avoiding human rights accountability; a case in point is the reliance of the United States government on private military contractors, which has helped create virtually rules-free zones sanctioned with the American flag and fire power," said Larry Cox, who became AIUSA's executive director May 1.

SK/A14.09) US NEWSWIRE, May 23, 2006, pNA, Online, INFOTRAC, Expanded Academic ASAP. Despite the weak requirements for reporting crimes, allegations have surfaced implicating civilians working for the U.S. government in mistreatment of Iraqi and Afghan civilians, including hundreds of incidents of shootings at Iraqi civilians, several deaths in custody and involvement in the Abu Ghraib torture scandal.

SK/A14.10) THE FINANCIAL TIMES, October 4, 2007, p. 8, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Custom Newspapers. But privatising war is, in reality, financially, politically and militarily very expensive. The lawlessness of some of these outfits has stained America's reputation and stirred up rage against its troops. Blackwater, which has earned nearly $1 billion from the Department of State for protecting its officials, is notoriously trigger-happy: opening fire first in 163 out of 195 shooting incidents since 2005, according to a report by Congress.

SK/A14.11) THE FINANCIAL TIMES, October 4, 2007, p. 8, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Custom Newspapers. A Blackwater employee killed a bodyguard of Adel Abdel Mahdi, an Iraqi vice-president Washington favours as a possible prime minister, in an argument last Christmas. Neither he nor any other mercenary has ever been charged, under a 2004 US decree making them immune from Iraqi law. That was signed by Paul Bremer, the US viceroy who - among the many catastrophic errors he made in Iraq - brought in Blackwater.

SK/A14.12) Gail Collins, THE NEW YORK TIMES, December 12, 2009, p. A19, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Custom Newspapers. In his last speech as president, Eisenhower famously warned the country about “the potential for the disastrous use of misplaced power” if the military industrial complex got too big. That was back when defense contractors just sold the Pentagon fighter jets and wildly expensive widgets. Imagine how Ike would have reacted if they were driving the C.I.A. to snatch-and-grab dates.
4. USE OF PMCs DESTROYS ACCOUNTABILITY


SK/A14.13) Gail Collins, THE NEW YORK TIMES, December 12, 2009, p. A19, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Custom Newspapers. At the height of the war in Iraq, there were 190,000 contracted personnel taking part in the effort -- 23 times the number of allied troops who were lending a hand. ''What we created was not a coalition of the willing. We're relying on coalitions of the billing,'' said P.W. Singer, a contracting expert with the Brookings Institution. This is the real surge, with a dwindling number of overseers riding herd. In 1997, Singer said, each defense auditor was responsible for overseeing about $642 million in contracts on average. ''The last figures I saw, it was one auditor to $2.02 billion.'' There's no reason to believe the government has the capacity to determine how well all these private contractors are doing their jobs. And it's doubtful that if the government did know, it could do much about it.

SK/A14.14) SOJOURNERS, February 2007, p. 10, Online, INFOTRAC, Expanded Academic ASAP. Private military contractors have reportedly fired indiscriminately on Iraqi civilians hundreds of times throughout the U.S. occupation, yet none have been prosecuted, according to "Corporate Mercenaries," a report released in October by the U.K.-based organization War on Want. "Corporate Mercenaries" states that lack of government accountability has led employees of private military contractors--the second largest occupying force in Iraq to ignore human rights.

SK/A14.15) Barry Yeoman, MOTHER JONES, May-June 2003, p. 38, Online, INFOTRAC, Expanded Academic ASAP. The lack of accountability could have grave consequences in battle. The Pentagon has become so dependent on private military companies that it literally cannot wage war without them. Troops already rely on for-profit contractors to maintain 28 percent of all weapons systems, and the Bush administration wants to increase that figure to 50 percent. In most cases, private military companies can legally withdraw their employees if faced with danger in a combat zone--an escape clause that worries many military officials. If contractors flee when the shooting starts, it could sever supply lines, ground aircraft, and leave soldiers to run complex weapons systems they no longer have the skill or know-how to keep in working order. "There are some weapons systems that the U.S. military forces do not have the capability to do their own maintenance on," concedes David Young, a deputy commander at the Defense Contract Management Agency.
5. USE OF PMCS UNDERMINES U.S. MILITARY PROFESSIONALISM


SK/A14.16) Gary Schaub Jr. [Asst. Professor of Leadership and Strategy, Air War College] & Volker C. Franke [Associate Professor of Conflict Management, Kennesaw State U.], PARAMETERS, Winter 2009, p. 88, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Expanded Academic ASAP. Overall, our findings suggest that the boundaries of the military profession are being challenged by the outsourcing of more and more functional tasks that had hitherto been performed by military personnel. Contracting out support functions in particular had somewhat stemmed the civilianization of the military and allowed it to focus more on its core function, the management and application of violence in support of the political aims of the state. The use of civilian contractors as armed security guards, operational planners, and participants in raids by special operations forces, however, suggests that the outsourcing trend now endangers the basic tenets of the military profession itself.

SK/A14.17) Gary Schaub Jr. [Asst. Professor of Leadership and Strategy, Air War College] & Volker C. Franke [Associate Professor of Conflict Management, Kennesaw State U.], PARAMETERS, Winter 2009, p. 88, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Expanded Academic ASAP. In modern democracies, the military profession derives legitimacy from its license to implement the state's monopoly on the legitimate use of force in combination with its subordination to civilian command and control. For Huntington, submission of the military to civil authority is the sine qua non of military professionalism. Civilian professionals, by contrast, gain legitimacy through commitment to their employer's or client's interests. As employees of private firms, security contractors at best have divided loyalties, answering as they do to their employer for their performance rather than directly to their client.

SK/A14.18) P.W. Singer, FOREIGN AFFAIRS, March-April 2005, p. 119, Online, INFOTRAC, Expanded Academic ASAP. Some in the military worry, on the other hand, that the pmf [private military firms] boom could endanger the health of their profession and resent the way these firms exploit skills learned at public expense for private profit. They also fear that the expanding pmf marketplace will hurt the military's ability to retain talented soldiers. Contractors in the pmf industry can make anywhere from two to ten times what they make in the regular military; in Iraq, former special forces troops can earn as much as $1,000 a day.

SK/A14.19) P.W. Singer, FOREIGN AFFAIRS, March-April 2005, p. 119, Online, INFOTRAC, Expanded Academic ASAP. More important, pmfs [private military firms] compete directly with the government. Not only do they draw their employees from the military, they do so to play military roles, thus shrinking the military's purview. Pmfs use public funds to offer soldiers higher pay, and then charge the government at an even higher rate, all for services provided by the human capital that the military itself originally helped build. The overall process may be brilliant from a business standpoint, but it is self-defeating from the military's perspective.
6. PMCs ARE COUNTERPRODUCTIVE TO COUNTERINSURGENCY


SK/A14.20) Peter Grier, THE CHRISTIAN SCIENCE MONITOR, October 3, 2007, p. 1, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Custom Newspapers. Yet among Iraqi civilians, private guards in particular may have become one of the most disliked symbols of the US presence in the country. Their perceived excesses may undermine US efforts to win the hearts and minds of the Iraqi people - a key aspect of any counterinsurgency effort. "The use of contractors appears to be hampering efforts to actually win the counterinsurgency campaign [in Iraq] on multiple levels," writes Peter Singer, director of the 21st Century Defense Initiative at the Brookings Institution, in a just-published report on the subject.
7. REDUCING USE OF PMCs REDUCES MILITARY ADVENTURISM


SK/A14.21) Editorial, THE FRESNO BEE, October 8, 2007, p. B8, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Custom Newspapers. This outsourcing of core military functions has hidden the true cost of war from Congress and the American people. That has allowed President Bush to low-ball the size of the U.S. occupation. Though the Bush administration does not track how many private contractors operate in Iraq, various sources have estimated the numbers at 127,000 (with 20,000 to 30,000 who are armed) -- nearly matching 140,000 U.S. military forces in Iraq. It also has allowed the president to under-report casualties, since the administration doesn't track private contractors killed or wounded. Other sources estimate that more than 1,000 private contractors have been killed and more than 12,000 wounded. Add that to 3,800 U.S. military fatalities and 28,000 wounded and you get a different picture of the occupation.

SK/A14.22) Peter Grier, THE CHRISTIAN SCIENCE MONITOR, October 3, 2007, p. 1, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Custom Newspapers. Contractors do so many jobs in Iraq and Afghanistan that at this point the US military cannot carry out basic operations without them, say some experts. Personnel from private firms help run Patriot missile batteries, for instance. They load B-2 bombers, as well as protect US diplomats and visiting members of Congress.
SK/A15. TURKEY
1. U.S. DEPLOYS TACTICAL NUCLEAR WEAPONS IN TURKEY


SK/A15.01) David Heller [For Mother Earth] & Hans Lammerant [Vredesactie, the Belgian branch of War Resisters International], in THE BASES OF EMPIRE: THE GLOBAL STRUGGLE AGAINST U.S. MILITARY POSTS, edited by Catherine Lutz, 2009, p. 117. Of the 26 NATO member states, only six (Belgium, Germany, Italy, Netherlands, Britain, and Turkey) are currently hosting U.S. nuclear weapons.

SK/A15.02) David Heller [For Mother Earth] & Hans Lammerant [Vredesactie, the Belgian branch of War Resisters International], in THE BASES OF EMPIRE: THE GLOBAL STRUGGLE AGAINST U.S. MILITARY POSTS, edited by Catherine Lutz, 2009, pp. 103-104. A division can be made between those bases operated by the USAF (Aviano, Italy; Incirlik, Turkey; Lakenheath, England; Ramstein, Germany) and those operated by the air force of the host mation (Buchel, Germany; Ghedi Torre, Italy; Kleine Brogel, Belgium; Volkel, Netherlands). At the former, the nuclear weapons are in the custody of U.S. soldiers, and they are deployed to be loaded onto American planes, to be flown to their targets by American pilots.
2. THE PEOPLE NO LONGER SUPPORT THE TURKISH MILITARY


SK/A15.03) THE ECONOMIST (US), February 27, 2010, p. 31EU, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Expanded Academic ASAP. For decades Turkey's meddlesome generals inspired fear and respect. These days they rouse pity and even scorn, as scores of retired and serving officers are arrested and jailed for alleged plots to overthrow the Justice and Development (AK) party, which has ruled the country since 2002. Nearly 50 officers were rounded up this week. Twenty, including several admirals, were charged with drawing up plans for a military coup. Other big cheeses, including former chiefs of the navy, air force and special forces, remain in detention over an operation called "Sledgehammer" that was exposed in embarrassing detail a month ago. The plan called for bombing mosques, downing Greek fighter planes and herding thousands into a stadium should they resist the army's moves.

SK/A15.04) Mustafa Akyol, NEWSWEEK, March 22, 2010, p. 7, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Expanded Academic ASAP. Since the country's founding in 1923, the military has dominated in Turkey and launched coups against four democratically elected governments. But the generals' power is finally evaporating. This is in large part due to the rise of a Muslim middle class, which brought to power the moderate Islamic AK Party in 2002--a challenge to the military's steadfast secularism. As a result, Turkey is finally becoming a place where elected politicians, not men in uniform, have the upper hand.

SK/A15.05) Owen Matthews, NEWSWEEK INTERNATIONAL, March 15, 2010, p0, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Expanded Academic ASAP. Yes, last week's arrests of dozens of Army officers on charges of plotting bombings and murders are a win for civilian prosecutors over the once untouchable military. More important, the arrests also mark the quiet demise of the military as a decisive force in Turkish politics for the first time in centuries. That's a vital step in Turkey's road to becoming a mature democracy.
3. TURKS WANT A REDUCED U.S. MILITARY PRESENCE


SK/A15.06) FOREIGN AFFAIRS, January-February 2008, p. SS4, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Expanded Academic ASAP. U.S. policymakers will, however, have to get used to dealing with a more independent-minded and assertive Turkey. As a result of its growing interests in the Middle East, Turkey is likely, for example, to be extremely wary of allowing the United States to use its military facilities for operations in the Middle East and the Persian Gulf when they do not clearly serve its interests or nato's.

SK/A15.07) Ayse Gul Altinay [teaches anthropology, cultural studies & gender studies, Sabanci U., Turkey] & Amy Holmes [Dept. of Sociology, Johns Hopkins U.], in THE BASES OF EMPIRE: THE GLOBAL STRUGGLE AGAINST U.S. MILITARY POSTS, edited by Catherine Lutz, 2009, p. 291. The largest and most publicized campaign against Incirlik as a military base (and not just against the weapons stationed there) was initiated by the Global Peace and Justice Coalition (Kuresel BAK), in conjunction with a number of other initiatives and parties which ranged from the leftist Freedom and Solidarity Party (ODP) to the Islamist, conservative Saadet (Happiness) Party. More than 1,000 people traveled to Incirlik in buses to ask for the secret decree to be made public and for Incirlik to be "closed down" and turned into a "park for children."
4. TACTICAL NUCLEAR WEAPONS RISK NUCLEAR TERRORISM

SK/A15.08) Philip Anderson [Nobel Laureate in Physics] et al., INTERNATIONAL HERALD TRIBUNE, February 15, 2007, p. 7, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Custom Newspapers. There are no sharp lines between small "tactical" nuclear weapons and large ones, nor between nuclear weapons targeting facilities and those targeting armies or cities. Crossing the nuclear threshold, even with a low-yield weapon, would erase the 60-year-old taboo against the use of nuclear weapons and make their use by others more likely.
5. TACTICAL NUCLEAR WEAPONS SERVE NO USEFUL PURPOSE


SK/A15.09) Alexandra Bell [Project Manager, Ploughshares Fund] & Benjamin Loehrke [U. of Maryland School of Public Policy], BULLETIN OF THE ATOMIC SCIENTISTS Web Edition, November 23, 2009, pNA. Turkey is one of five European nations that continue to house U.S. tactical nuclear weapons allocated for NATO. The weapons, however, are no longer integral to the NATO military mission. In fact, their readiness posture is such that it would take months to prepare them for battle.

SK/A15.10) Alexandra Bell [Project Manager, Ploughshares Fund] & Benjamin Loehrke [U. of Maryland School of Public Policy], BULLETIN OF THE ATOMIC SCIENTISTS Web Edition, November 23, 2009, pNA. Such a relaxed posture makes clear just how little NATO relies on tactical nuclear weapons for its defense anymore. In fact, the readiness of NATO's nuclear forces now is measured in months as opposed to hours or days. Supposedly, the weapons are still deployed as a matter of deterrence, but the crux of deterrence is sustaining an aggressor's perception of guaranteed rapid reprisal--a perception the nuclear bombs deployed in Turkey cannot significantly add to because they are unable to be rapidly launched. Aggressors are more likely to be deterred by NATO's conventional power or the larger strategic forces supporting its nuclear umbrella. So in effect, U.S. tactical nuclear weapons in Turkey are without military value or purpose.
6. REDUCING U.S. MILITARY PRESENCE STRENGTHENS U.S. SECURITY


SK/A15.11) Owen Matthews, NEWSWEEK INTERNATIONAL, March 15, 2010, p0, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Expanded Academic ASAP. In the long term, the downfall of the Army will make Turkey a stronger democracy and a more stable and mature partner. So the world would be wise to side with the AK Party, not seek a return of the discredited generals.

SK/A15.12) Owen Matthews, NEWSWEEK INTERNATIONAL, March 15, 2010, p0, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Expanded Academic ASAP. Turks have made it clear repeatedly at the ballot box that they endorse the AK Party's vision of a less-rigorously secular country. Ordinary Turks aren't huge fans of the U.S., either. But it's also clear that Turkey under the AK Party will remain a Western ally, and NATO will remain Ankara's most important strategic partner. How do we know? The AK Party says so, and it has no real options. There's no rival alliance, not with Iran, the Arab world, or Russia, which could possibly rival the clout Turkey has, with the second-largest Army in NATO.

SK/A15.13) Omer Taspinar, FOREIGN AFFAIRS, January-February 2008, p. SS4, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Expanded Academic ASAP. Not only is Turkey the most advanced democracy in the Muslim world, but it also shares borders with Iran, Iraq, and Syria. It abuts Armenia and Georgia in the Caucasus and serves as an energy corridor through which the vast oil and gas reserves of the Caspian Sea and Central Asia pass to the West. A democratic and Western-oriented Turkey under the AKP's leadership would act as a stabilizing influence on Iraq, remain a valuable actor in Afghanistan, and set an example for the rest of the Muslim world. A resentful, authoritarian, and nationalist Turkey would be the opposite in every respect.

SK/A15.14) Omer Taspinar, FOREIGN AFFAIRS, January-February 2008, p. SS4, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Expanded Academic ASAP. The July 22 election was a victory for Turkish democracy and a step in the right direction. It is now up to the AKP to show that it deserved such massive support--and to the United States and Europe to help Turkey's positive transformation along.
7. REMOVAL OF TNWs PROMOTES WORLD DISARMAMENT


SK/A15.15) Micah Zenko & Michael Levi [both Council on Foreign Relations], THE CHRISTIAN SCIENCE MONITOR, January 25, 2010, p0, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Custom Newspapers. The US should consolidate the sites where warheads and bomb-grade fissile materials are stored, convert Trident submarines for conventional missions to threaten an adversary’s WMD programs, and, in consultation with European allies, remove all forward-deployed tactical nuclear weapons in storage vaults at air bases in Britain, Germany, Italy, Netherlands, and Turkey.

SK/A15.16) Catherine M. Kelleher [Professor of Public Policy, U. of Maryland] & Scott L. Warren, ARMS CONTROL TODAY, October 2009, p. 6, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Expanded Academic ASAP. The Russians have also stated that they will not consider reducing their tactical nuclear stockpile until all U.S. weapons are removed from European territory. As a principle, they have essentially declared that all tactical weapons should be based on national territories of nuclear-weapon states.

SK/A15.17) Chuck Hagel [former US Senator] et al., THE TIMES (London, England), April 1, 2009, p. 26, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Custom Newspapers. Last July, Mr Obama said: "It is time to ... stop the spread of nuclear weapons; and to reduce the arsenals from another era. This is the moment to begin the work of seeking the peace of a world without nuclear weapons." This month, Mr Medvedev declared that his country "is fully committed to reaching the goal of a world free from these most deadly weapons". They and a growing number of hard-nosed realists around the world understand that, as long as nuclear weapons exist, they will continue to spread, increasing the chance that they will be used. Total elimination of all nuclear weapons is the only real solution.
SK/A16. SOUTH KOREA

1. NORTH KOREA IS DEVELOPING NUCLEAR WEAPONS

SK/A16.01) Peter Grier, THE CHRISTIAN SCIENCE MONITOR, November 3, 2009, p. 2, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Custom Newspapers. On Tuesday, North Korea's official news agency reported that the country had finished reprocessing 8,000 spent nuclear fuel rods. Those rods likely provided enough plutonium for at least one nuclear weapon. "What their provocative behavior over the last few years has shown is that slowly but surely they are improving their technological capabilities," says Nicholas Szechenyi, an East Asian expert at the Center for Strategic and International Studies. "If indeed they have reprocessed this additional fuel, you have to take the threat seriously."

SK/A16.02) Peter Grier, THE CHRISTIAN SCIENCE MONITOR, November 3, 2009, p. 2, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Custom Newspapers. North Korea has already carried out two nuclear tests, one in 2006, and one in May of this year. Prior to Tuesday's announcement, Pyongyang had a stockpile of 30 to 50 kilograms of plutonium, according to the US Congressional Research Service. That is enough for five to eight nuclear devices.

SK/A16.03) Peter Grier, THE CHRISTIAN SCIENCE MONITOR, November 3, 2009, p. 2, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Custom Newspapers. North Korean officials recently have claimed they're beginning efforts to enrich uranium. That would be disturbing, if true, says Nicholas Szechenyi of CSIS. "Uranium enrichment is much harder to detect than the production of plutonium," he says.

SK/A16.04) THE ECONOMIST (US), September 12, 2009, p. 66EU, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Expanded Academic ASAP. North Korea is now boasting that it has completed experiments to enrich uranium, giving it potentially a second stream of fissile material (it has already tested two plutonium-based bombs). That is discouraging, but hardly a surprise. In 2002 North Korean officials privately admitted to the Americans what they were up to (before later denying it again publicly). But no one knew how far they had got.

SK/A16.05) David A. Fulghum & Bradley Perrett, AVIATION WEEK & SPACE TECHNOLOGY, August 10, 2009, pp. 60, 62. The call for talks about North Korea’s nuclear weapons program--which has so far involved two, semi-successful underground explosions accompanied by several short and long-range missile tests--came from Pyongyang's foreign ministry. The statement referred to a "specific and reserved form of dialogue.” Those failed nuclear tests actually heightened U.S. worries about other types of primitive, radioactive weapons. "Given the poor test results of North Korean nuclear weapons, another concern is the dirty bomb that spreads radioactive wastes with conventional explosives," says a South Korea-based tactical air control specialist.
2. NORTH KOREA IS FUELING PROLIFERATION


SK/A16.06) THE ECONOMIST (US), September 12, 2009, p. 66EU, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Expanded Academic ASAP. North Korea's claim (assuming it is true) that it can now enrich uranium opens up a another dark possibility. Centrifuge machines are hard to operate. North Korea will have needed help in getting them up and running. North Korea and Iran are already known to co-operate intensively in developing nuclear-capable missiles. So what is to stop them helping each other with their nuclear programmes? North Korea has plutonium and warhead-building skills. A master tunneller, it could also help any country wanting to hide its nuclear efforts from satellites. Iran, meanwhile, has the uranium-enrichment skills that North Korea previously lacked. Small wonder Iran thinks it can enrich on happily.
3. PROLIFERATION IS A GRAVE INTERNATIONAL THREAT


SK/A16.07) Bill Gertz & Eli Lake, THE WASHINGTON TIMES, April 14, 2010, p. A1, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Custom Newspapers. Graham Allison, a Harvard professor and author of a book on nuclear terrorism, said he agrees with the president that the threat is growing, based on North Korea's nuclear proliferation to Syria and instability in nuclear-armed Pakistan

SK/A16.08) Hui Zhang, ARMS CONTROL TODAY, July-August 2009, p. 21, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Expanded Academic ASAP. If unchecked, North Korea will surely increase the quantity and quality of its arsenal. Even worse, once Pyongyang has more than enough weapons for its deterrent, it might be tempted to sell the surplus. The longer the crisis lasts, the more nuclear capable North Korea will become and the more difficult it will be to roll back Pyongyang's nuclear ambitions.
4. A NUCLEAR NORTH KOREA ENDANGERS ALL HUMANITY


SK/A16.09) David Ibsen [coalitions director, United Against Nuclear Iran], inFOCUS, Winter 2009, p. 28, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Expanded Academic ASAP. A regime that places so little value on the life of its own citizens, and then willfully provides arms to states that sponsor terror groups, cannot be trusted to behave responsibly with weapons that could destroy entire populations.

SK/A16.10) Donald Kirk, THE CHRISTIAN SCIENCE MONITOR, October 21, 2009, p. 6, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Custom Newspapers. The essence of Mr. Gates's [U.S. Secretary of Defense] message to the South, as delivered Wednesday before soldiers at the central US military base here: No way would the US "ever accept a North Korea with nuclear weapons." Indeed, Gates told the soldiers in a gymnasium on the Yongsan base, "the peril posed by the North Korean regime remains - and in many ways has become even more lethal and destabilizing."
5. SOUTH KOREANS OPPOSE PRESENCE OF U.S. TROOPS


SK/A16.11) THE PROGRESSIVE, July 2006, p. 24, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Expanded Academic ASAP. Farmers, students, unionists, and other activists in South Korea tried to block the expansion of a U.S. military base in May. The police detained more than 300 people at a demonstration on May 5. On May 13, 4,000 protesters held a candlelight vigil in Seoul demanding that American troops withdraw from South Korea.
6. NORTH KOREA IS EAGER TO NEGOTIATE WITH U.S.


SK/A16.12) David A. Fulghum & Bradley Perrett, AVIATION WEEK & SPACE TECHNOLOGY, August 10, 2009, p. 60. The first of two recent statements from the official Korean Central News Agency and the Korean Central TV Broadcasting Station contends that the Pyongyang government is declaring itself open to new dialogue and direct talks with the U.S. to defuse tension over its nuclear program.


SK/A16.13) Peter Grier, THE CHRISTIAN SCIENCE MONITOR, November 3, 2009, p. 2, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Custom Newspapers. The six-nation disarmament talks involving North Korea are currently stalled. State Department spokesman Ian Kelly said Tuesday that the Obama administration is focused on jump-starting those negotiations. Some analysts believe that Pyongyang's announcement of plutonium production was its way of ratcheting up pressure, to get those talks to restart on North Korean terms.

SK/A16.14) Hui Zhang, ARMS CONTROL TODAY, July-August 2009, p. 21, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Expanded Academic ASAP. It should be not difficult for Washington to satisfy Pyongyang's needs. Washington should recognize the importance of regime survival and the need for economic reform in North Korea. Given the long history of mutual mistrust, Washington may not be sure about Pyongyang's real strategic intentions, but the United States should take a chance by starting serious talks with North Korea. Washington's offer should include normalization and economic aid, including energy, following a principle of quid pro quo.
7. U.S. TROOP WITHDRAWAL WON’T ENDANGER SOUTH KOREA

SK/A16.15) David A. Fulghum & Bradley Perrett, AVIATION WEEK & SPACE TECHNOLOGY, August 10, 2009, p. 60. "Collectively, the South Korean military is years and years ahead of its northern counterpart," says Bernard Lee of Singapore's Rajaratnam School of International Studies. "The U.S. thinks that the South Korean military needs significant improvements. But does that mean that in a straight-up fight between the two Koreas, the South would come off badly? I don't think so."
SK/A17. JAPAN
1. NEW GOVERNMENT QUESTIONS WISDOM OF ALLIANCE WITH U.S.


SK/A17.01) THE ECONOMIST (US), September 19, 2009, p. 60EU, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Expanded Academic ASAP. The importance of the relationship with America has spawned puzzlement and even suspicion about how Mr Hatoyama's Democratic Party of Japan (DPJ) will conduct foreign policy. In opposition, it voted against many of the security agreements with the Bush administration. It bitterly contested the Iraq war. And it has opposed the decision to spend $6 billion on relocating 8,000 marines from a base on the Japanese island of Okinawa to Guam. Since the election, its coalition with two small parties to give it a big parliamentary majority has threatened further to strain the alliance. One of those parties consists of former socialists who have staunchly opposed keeping American troops on Japanese soil. Only after lengthy bargaining did it agree to water down its anti-American stance.

SK/A17.02) Masami Ito, JAPAN TIMES, January 19, 2010, pNA, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Custom Newspapers. "It is no good avoiding difficult subjects and simply doing as the other side says; instead, we should be able to say clearly what we think needs to be said," Hatoyama [Prime Minister of Japan] said. "And through such an approach, we will develop greater trust between us." What Hatoyama was talking about, Kubo [political science professor at the University of Tokyo] said, was cutting the "omoiyari" budget, the costs borne by Japan for supporting the U.S. forces here, and revising the Status of Forces Agreement governing how the U.S. military operates in Japan -- neither of which the U.S. wants to discuss.

2. U.S. MAY LOSE JAPANESE SUPPORT ON CRITICAL ISSUES


SK/A17.03) THE ECONOMIST (US), September 19, 2009, p. 60EU, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Expanded Academic ASAP. But he [Katsuya Okada, foreign minister of Japan] believes Japan should not automatically extend its refuelling mission in the Indian Ocean for forces fighting in Afghanistan when the agreement expires in January.
3. JAPAN IS MOVING CLOSER TO CHINA


SK/A17.04) Martin Fackler, INTERNATIONAL HERALD TRIBUNE, January 25, 2010, pNA, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Custom Newspapers. Political experts say Prime Minister Yukio Hatoyama's greater willingness to engage Beijing and the rest of Asia reflects a broad rethinking of Japan's role in the region at a time when the United States is showing unmistakable signs of decline. It also reflects a growing awareness here that Japan's economic future is increasingly tied to China, which has already surpassed the United States as its largest trading partner. "Hatoyama wants to use Asia to offset what he sees as the declining influence of the United States," said Yoshihide Soeya, director of the Institute of East Asia Studies at Keio University in Tokyo. "He thinks he can play China off the United States."

SK/A17.05) Martin Fackler, INTERNATIONAL HERALD TRIBUNE, January 25, 2010, pNA, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Custom Newspapers. But some are concerned that the new openness toward China may also be driven by a simmering resentment within Mr. Hatoyama's left-leaning government of what some here call the United States' "occupation mentality." Those feelings have been stoked by what many Japanese see as the White House's high-handedness in the dispute over a U.S. military base on Okinawa. The administration of President Barack Obama is pressing Japan to follow through on a deal to keep the base on the island that was agreed to by the more conservative Liberal Democrats, who lost control to Mr. Hatoyama's party last summer after decades of almost uninterrupted power.
4. VIOLENCE BY U.S. TROOPS ON OKINAWA HAS BEEN CHRONIC


SK/A17.06) Hisako Motoyama [Executive Director, Asia-Japan Women’s Resource Center], OFF OUR BACKS, July 2008, p. 24, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Expanded Academic ASAP. In recent months, the U.S. military commander in Japan has been busy making apologies over the series of sexual violence cases involving American soldiers. On October 9, 2007, the son of a U.S. military captain in Okinawa was arrested for raping a woman on the Kadena base on Okinawa. On October 14, four Marines from the Iwakuni Base gang raped a 19-year-old woman in Hiroshima. On February 11, a marine in Okinawa sexually assaulted a 14-year-old girl, and another U.S. military serviceman was arrested for raping a Filipino woman in Okinawa on February 20. These shocking events were further followed by the arrest of a 22-year-old soldier who killed a taxi driver in Yokosuka, Kanagawa, on April 3.

SK/A17.07) Hisako Motoyama [Executive Director, Asia-Japan Women’s Resource Center], OFF OUR BACKS, July 2008, p. 24, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Expanded Academic ASAP. The Japanese government and the U.S. military authority promised to take measures to lessen the burden of communities hosting the bases and to provide "favorable consideration" to the Japanese police in cases of serious crimes involving murder and rape. In the 13 years since then [1995], we have seen little improvement. Crimes and accidents by American soldiers have not been reduced, and victims still face difficulty in accessing justice. Rather, the voices of complaint and dissent have been silenced, and Japan has been more deeply involved in the U.S. global military order. The communities that voted against the bases were punished by cuts in government subsidies, and three peace activists were convicted for distributing anti-war flyers.

SK/A17.08) Hisako Motoyama [Executive Director, Asia-Japan Women’s Resource Center], OFF OUR BACKS, July 2008, p. 24, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Expanded Academic ASAP. Crimes and accidents by American soldiers are hardly new in communities hosting the bases, particularly in Okinawa, which hosts nearly three-quarters of the U.S. military bases in Japan . Okinawa is a southern group of small islands that was forcibly annexed to Japan in the 19th century, badly damaged in the Pacific War, and kept under the U.S. military occupation until 1970. Even after its return to Japan, the government has allowed the U.S. military to continue to use the lands, which were forcibly taken from the people, for military purposes. Perpetrators have rarely been indicted because they are protected by the Status of Forces Agreement, and most victims are left without justice or compensation.
5. OKINAWANS WANT U.S. MILITARY BASES REMOVED


SK/A17.09) Takehiko Kambayashi, THE CHRISTIAN SCIENCE MONITOR, November 13, 2009, p. 6, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Custom Newspapers. Despite Mr. Obama's popularity in Japan, however, a fatal hit-and-run incident involving a US soldier in Okinawa island on Saturday has reminded residents there of the costs of hosting US military bases. More than 20,000 Okinawa residents gathered on Sunday to oppose a longtime plan to relocate the main base, US Marines Air Station Futenma. Since Tokyo and Washington agreed in 1996 to close the base and replace it with a new facility in a more sparsely populated part of the island's north, no action has been taken due to vehement opposition from residents and environmental groups.

SK/A17.10) THE PROGRESSIVE, February 2010, p. 12, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Expanded Academic ASAP. On November 8, more than 20,000 protesters demonstrated on the island of Okinawa against a plan for the U.S. Marines to build another permanent base there. The protest happened a day before President Obama's visit to Japan.

SK/A17.11) Michiyo Nakamoto, THE FINANCIAL TIMES, October 20, 2009, p. 6, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Custom Newspapers. The Democratic Party of Japan, which took power last month promising to put the alliance on a more equal footing, sought to revise an agreement to relocate US forces on Okinawa and indicated it might terminate a naval mission to support the war in Afghanistan.

SK/A17.12) Matthew Mosk & Takehiko Kambayashi, THE WASHINGTON TIMES, November 13, 2009, p. A6, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Custom Newspapers. Rust Deming, who holds the Japan chair at Johns Hopkins University's School of Advanced International Studies, said Mr. Obama is wise to be trying to capitalize on both his own popularity and the first significant change of party control in Japan in 50 years. Mr. Obama has a lot of points in commonality and an ideological convergence with the new prime minister, he said. But Michael Green, a former top adviser on Asia policy in the George W. Bush administration and now a senior adviser at the Center for Strategic and International Studies, warned that the base issue will prove too prickly to ignore. This one will only get worse with time, Mr. Green said.
6. U.S. REFUSES TO REMOVE TROOPS FROM OKINAWA


SK/A17.13) Kozue Akibayashi [Institute for Gender Studies, Ochanomizu U.] & Suzuyo Takazato, in THE BASES OF EMPIRE: THE GLOBAL STRUGGLE AGAINST U.S. MILITARY POSTS, edited by Catherine Lutz, 2009, p. 253. Under the security treaty, the island [Okinawa] remains under the double domination of Japan and the United States. While both governments have recently paid lip service to the idea of reducing the U.S. military "footprint" on Okinawa, neither government gives any consideration to the Okinawan hope for basic human rights, such as the right to land, safety, and to live in peace (Ota 1999).

SK/A17.14) Martin Fackler, INTERNATIONAL HERALD TRIBUNE, January 25, 2010, pNA, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Custom Newspapers. When Defense Secretary Robert M. Gates visited Japan's new leaders in October, not long after their historic election, he pressed so hard and so publicly for a military base agreement that the Japanese news media labeled him a bully. The difference between that visit and the friendly welcome that a high-level Japanese delegation received just two months later in China could not have been more stark. A grinning President Hu Jintao of China took individual photos with more than a hundred visiting Japanese lawmakers, patiently shaking hands with each of them in an impressive display of mass diplomacy. The trip, organized by the powerful secretary general of Japan's governing Democratic Party, Ichiro Ozawa, was just one sign of a noticeable warming of Japan's once icy ties with China. It was also an indication that the United States, Japan's closest ally, may be losing at least some ground in a diplomatic tug-of-war with Beijing.

SK/A17.15) Kozue Akibayashi [Institute for Gender Studies, Ochanomizu U.] & Suzuyo Takazato, in THE BASES OF EMPIRE: THE GLOBAL STRUGGLE AGAINST U.S. MILITARY POSTS, edited by Catherine Lutz, 2009, p. 252. During the 60-year post-war period, little has changed in Okinawa. The continued control of the island's local economy by Japan and the United States still prevents its sound growth and has jeopardized any Okinawan attempt to become economically independent from the U.S. base-related industries (Macdomari 1996).

SK/A17.16) Martin Fackler, INTERNATIONAL HERALD TRIBUNE, January 25, 2010, pNA, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Custom Newspapers. "If we're worrying that the Japanese are substituting the Chinese for the Americans, then the worse thing you could do is to behave the way that we're behaving," said Daniel Sneider, a researcher on Asian security issues at Stanford University.
7. SECRET NUCLEAR AGREEMENT IS DAMAGING U.S.-JAPAN ALLIANCE


SK/A17.17) Kozue Akibayashi [Institute for Gender Studies, Ochanomizu U.] & Suzuyo Takazato, in THE BASES OF EMPIRE: THE GLOBAL STRUGGLE AGAINST U.S. MILITARY POSTS, edited by Catherine Lutz, 2009, p. 252. The Japanese envoy to the meeting between the leaders of Japan and the United States has since revealed that the two governments also agreed on a secret pact to allow the entry of nuclear weapons into Okinawa, overriding the no-nuclear-weapons policy that Japan had already adopted (Wakaizumi 1994). While the Japanese government still denies the pact on the ground that no record was found in the Japanese government archives, research in the archives in the United States supports the account (Gabe 2000).

SK/A17.18) Editorial, JAPAN TIMES, March 11, 2010, pNA, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Custom Newspapers. A Foreign Ministry panel of experts on Tuesday concluded that secret agreements existed between the United States and Japan concerning the "bringing in" of U.S. nuclear weapons to Japan, military operations of U.S. armed forces from Japanese bases in an "emergency" on the Korean Peninsula, and cost burdens shouldered by Japan in the 1972 reversion of Okinawa from the U.S. to Japan.

SK/A17.19) Martin Fackler, THE NEW YORK TIMES, February 9, 2010, p. A4, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Custom Newspapers. But the investigation could have unintended consequences if it uncorks long-suppressed public debate on a point that Tokyo has, until now, purposefully left vague: whether Japan, which officially bans nuclear weapons from its territory, can continue to rely on the United States' nuclear umbrella, which may require it to allow carrying such weapons on American ships and planes in a time of crisis. This could lead to calls to remove the American bases, rewrite Japan's pacifist Constitution to allow a full-fledged military or even develop the country's own nuclear deterrent, political observers said.

SK/A17.20) Martin Fackler, THE NEW YORK TIMES, February 9, 2010, p. A4, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Custom Newspapers. Last fall, the foreign minister appointed a team of scholars to scour Japanese diplomatic archives for evidence of the treaties. Its findings are due this month. The problem is that the inquiry is coming at a delicate moment in Japan's ties with its longtime patron, the United States. The administrations of Prime Minister Yukio Hatoyama of Japan and President Obama are already divided over the relocation of an American air base in Okinawa. By exposing some of the less savory aspects of Japan's military reliance on the United States, the investigation has drawn criticism, particularly from conservatives in both nations, as an effort by the left-leaning Hatoyama government to pull away from Washington.

SK/A17.21) Martin Fackler, THE NEW YORK TIMES, February 9, 2010, p. A4, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Custom Newspapers. They were Tokyo's worst-kept diplomatic secrets: clandestine cold war era agreements with Washington that obligated Japan to shoulder the costs of United States bases and allow nuclear-armed American ships to sail into Japanese ports. For decades, Japanese leaders have gone to great lengths to deny the pacts' existence, despite mounting proof to the contrary from the testimony of former diplomats and declassified documents in the United States. The most sensational instance came in 1972, when a reporter who unearthed evidence of one of the treaties was arrested on charges of obtaining state secrets, reportedly by means of an adulterous affair. Now, the so-called secret treaties are causing problems again, this time in how Japan is handling its suddenly rocky relationship with the United States.
8. JAPAN CAN FINANCE MORE OF ITS OWN DEFENSE


SK/A17.22) James Morrison, THE WASHINGTON TIMES, August 5, 2008, p. A18, GALE CENGAGE LEARNING, Custom Newspapers. In May, Mr. Schieffer [U.S. Ambassador in Tokyo] had no misgivings about criticizing Japan for spending too little on its military. Japan should consider the benefits of increasing its own defense spending in order to support their security needs in the future, he told the Foreign Correspondents' Club in Tokyo. It is troubling to note that the ratio of defense spending to gross domestic product has been steadily shrinking, he added. This year that number will be less than 1 percent, .89 percent to be precise.
