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Iran nuclear deal negotiated last night, but Congress will still try to push sanctions – political capital is key to overcome their efforts

Dennis 11/24 [Steven, Roll Call, “Obama Faces Skeptical Congress as Iran Nuclear Deal Reached (Updated),” 11/24/2013, http://blogs.rollcall.com/wgdb/obama-announces-iran-nuclear-deal/]

President Barack Obama has a sales job to do with Congress after he announced an interim deal Saturday night that will halt Iran’s nuclear program — although not dismantle it — in return for a partial rollback of sanctions.¶ Obama said in a statement from the White House that the agreement would “cut off Iran’s most likely paths to a bomb” and said Iran must work toward a comprehensive solution over the next six months or the full sanctions would resume.¶ “The burden is on Iran that its nuclear program will be used exclusively for peaceful purposes,” Obama said.¶ He urged Congress to hold back on plans for a new round of sanctions, which lawmakers in both chambers have been pushing and could receive a vote after Thanksgiving.¶ “We will comtinue to work closely with Congress,” he said. “However, now is not the time to move forward on new sanctions, because doing so would derail this promising first step, alienate us from our allies and risk unraveling the coalition that enabled our sanctions to be enforced in the first place.”¶ Secretary of State John Kerry, speaking from Geneva, said that while the deal is a serious first step, it is not a triumphal moment and there is much work yet to do. But he said that he expects to be able to convince Congress to give the administration’s strategy a chance to work.¶ “I have great confidence in my colleagues in the Congress,” he said.

Plan is unpopular – bureaucracy causes backlash

Dallas Morning News July 2008 “EDITORIAL: NADBank deserves U.S. funding” ProQuest

Not everyone agrees about the merits of the North American Free Trade Agreement, but it's hard to argue that the North American Development Bank, created under NAFTA, hasn't brought overwhelmingly positive changes to the border region. NADBank's good work needs to continue, and that won't happen if Congress continues to whittle down its funding.¶ Before NAFTA, the border region was an environmental disaster zone. Mexican border towns dumped millions of gallons of raw sewage into area rivers. Tap water was undrinkable. Pollution and industrial waste abounded. It's better now, but much cleanup work remains to be done.¶ Through grants and low-interest loans, NADBank has sparked more than $1.4 billion in public infrastructure projects on both sides of the border. This is not sexy stuff. Much of it involves sewage-treatment plants, landfill sites, water projects and road work. NADBank officials estimate that such projects have halted the dumping of about 300 million gallons per day of sewage into the Rio Grande and other waterways.¶ Washington's skepticism about NADBank has grown in recent years, partly because the bank has been slow to disburse its funds. Bank officials say the backlog was caused by the two-year average lead time needed to study, plan and approve each project before it could be funded. Steps are under way to streamline its processes, bolster accountability and reduce backlogs.¶ As the fervor over NAFTA has died down, so has Capitol Hill's enthusiasm for funding NADBank. Initial U.S. appropriations of nearly $100 million a year have steadily been slashed since NAFTA took effect 14 years ago. The requested 2009 appropriation is only $10 million.¶ Texas Sens. Kay Bailey Hutchison and John Cornyn have been enthusiastic supporters of NADBank in the past. A renewed funding push by them and other border-state legislators would help ensure that the bank's important work stays on track in the future. 

Global nuclear war in a month if talks fail – US sanctions will wreck diplomacy

Press TV 11/13 “Global nuclear conflict between US, Russia, China likely if Iran talks fail”, http://www.presstv.ir/detail/2013/11/13/334544/global-nuclear-war-likely-if-iran-talks-fail/
A global conflict between the US, Russia, and China is likely in the coming months should the world powers fail to reach a nuclear deal with Iran, an American analyst says.¶ “If the talks fail, if the agreements being pursued are not successfully carried forward and implemented, then there would be enormous international pressure to drive towards a conflict with Iran before [US President Barack] Obama leaves office and that’s a very great danger that no one can underestimate the importance of,” senior editor at the Executive Intelligence Review Jeff Steinberg told Press TV on Wednesday. ¶ “The United States could find itself on one side and Russia and China on the other and those are the kinds of conditions that can lead to miscalculation and general roar,” Steinberg said. ¶ “So the danger in this situation is that if these talks don’t go forward, we could be facing a global conflict in the coming monthsand years and that’s got to be avoided at all costs when you’ve got countries like the United States, Russia, and China with” their arsenals of “nuclear weapons,” he warned. ¶The warning came one day after the White House told Congress not to impose new sanctions against Tehran because failure in talks with Iran could lead to war.¶White House press secretary Jay Carney called on Congress to allow more time for diplomacy as US lawmakers are considering tougher sanctions. ¶ "This is a decision to support diplomacy and a possible peaceful resolution to this issue," Carney said. "The American people do not want a march to war." ¶ Meanwhile, US Secretary of State John Kerry is set to meet with the Senate Banking Committee on Wednesday to hold off on more sanctions on the Iranian economy. ¶ State Department spokeswoman Jen Psaki said Kerry "will be clear that putting new sanctions in place would be a mistake."¶ "While we are still determining if there is a diplomatic path forward, what we are asking for right now is a pause, a temporary pause in sanctions. We are not taking away sanctions. We are not rolling them back," Psaki added.
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A. Interpretation – economic engagement requires expanding bilateral economic relations

Kahler, 6 - Graduate School of International Relations and Pacific Studies, University of California, San Diego (M., “Strategic Uses of Economic Interdependence: Engagement Policies on the Korean Peninsula and Across the Taiwan Strait” in Journal of Peace Research (2006), 43:5, p. 523-541, Sage Publications)
Economic engagement - a policy of deliberately expanding economic ties with an adversary in order to change the behavior of the target state and improve bilateral political relations - is a subject of growing interest in international relations. Most research on economic statecraft emphasizes coercive policies such as economic sanctions. This emphasis on negative forms of economic statecraft is not without justification: the use of economic sanctions is widespread and well documented, and several quantitative studies have shown that adversarial relations between countries tend to correspond to reduced, rather than enhanced, levels of trade (Gowa, 1994; Pollins, 1989). At the same time, however, relatively little is known about how often strategies of economic engagement are deployed: scholars disagree on this point, in part because no database cataloging instances of positive economic statecraft exists (Mastanduno, 2003). Beginning with the classic work of Hirschman (1945), most studies of economic engagement have been limited to the policies of great powers (Mastanduno, 1992; Davis, 1999; Skalnes, 2000; Papayoanou & Kastner, 1999/2000; Copeland, 1999/2000; Abdelal & Kirshner, 1999/2000). However, engagement policies adopted by South Korea and one other state examined in this study, Taiwan, demonstrate that engagement is not a strategy limited to the domain of great power politics and that it may be more widespread than previously recognized.

This means the plan has to be government-to-government – not private economic engagement

Daga, 13 - director of research at Politicas Publicas para la Libertad, in Bolivia, and a visiting senior policy analyst at the Heritage Foundation (Sergio, “Economics of the 2013-2014 Debate Topic:

U.S. Economic Engagement Toward Cuba, Mexico or Venezuela”, National Center for Policy Analysis, 5/15, http://www.ncpa.org/pdfs/Message_to_Debaters_6-7-13.pdf)

Economic engagement between or among countries can take many forms, but this document will focus on government-to-government engagement through 1) international trade agreements designed to lower barriers to trade; and 2) government foreign aid; next, we will contrast government-to-government economic engagement with private economic engagement through 3) international investment, called foreign direct investment; and 4) remittances and migration by individuals.  All of these areas are important with respect to the countries mentioned in the debate resolution; however, when discussing economic engagement by the U.S. federal government, some issues are more important with respect to some countries than to others.

‘Its’ is a possessive pronoun showing ownership

Glossary of English Grammar Terms, 2005  

(http://www.usingenglish.com/glossary/possessive-pronoun.html)

Mine, yours, his, hers, its, ours, theirs are the possessive pronouns used to substitute a noun and to show possession or ownership. EG. This is your disk and that's mine. (Mine substitutes the word disk and shows that it belongs to me.)

B. Violation – the plan uses an intermediary bank

C. Voting issue –

1.  Limits – a government limit is the only way to keep the topic manageable – otherwise they could use any 3rd party intermediary, lift barriers to private engagement, or target civil society – it makes topic preparation impossible

2. Ground – formal governmental channels are key to predictable relations disads and counterplans that test ‘engagement’
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Text: The United States Secretary of Treasury should create an emergency currency swap agreement with the Banco de México.

CP solves Mexican financial instability

-derivatives increase the risk of currency collapse

-swap lines solve mexico, empirics

-alternative is capital controls
Mehrotra et al 12
(Aaron, Economist in the monetary department of International Settlements, Bank for International Settlements, "BIS Papers No 67 Fiscal policy, public debt and monetary policy in emerging market economies" Monetary and Economic Department, October 2012, www.bis.org/publ/bppdf/bispap67.pdf NP)
Recent episodes of market volatility have highlighted two kinds of risks associated with more ¶ developed domestic government bond markets. First, large foreign holdings may increase ¶ financial market volatility during times of stress. As suggested by the Reserve Bank of South ¶ Africa, foreign portfolio inflows may be driven by carry trade incentives against the backdrop ¶ of very low interest rates in advanced economies. Some foreign investors leave their ¶ currency risk unhedged for higher total returns on the expectation that particular EM ¶ currencies are managed at relatively weak levels and should appreciate, or in order to benefit ¶ from diversification. Such a strategy makes carry trade flows inherently sensitive to currency ¶ performance in EMEs.¶ A second source of worry is the potential risk in the derivatives markets.12 As the Bank of ¶ Mexico points out, derivatives add liquidity and depth to domestic bond markets as they offer ¶ hedging possibilities and expand the demand for the underlying assets. However, to the ¶ extent that residents hedge their financial risk with other residents without involving foreign ¶ counterparties, exposures are shifted across balance sheets within the economy. In addition, ¶ financial stability risk would be greater if exposures ended up concentrated in a small number ¶ of residents. Derivatives products allow both residents and non-residents to take complex ¶ and leveraged positions that may be rapidly unwound in the event of market turmoil.¶ These risks have prompted many EMEs to beef up existing measures and introduce ¶ alternative instruments to limit vulnerabilities in the domestic bond markets and safeguard ¶ financial stability. As one line of defence, EMEs have accumulated precautionary official ¶ reserves that could be drawn down in times of market stress. A second and complementary ¶ line of defence in some cases has been to establish currency swap lines with the major ¶ central banks. For instance, in 2008–09, Brazil, Korea, Mexico and Singapore established ¶ currency swap lines with the Federal Reserve. These agreements, which expired in April ¶ 2009, played a pivotal role in calming markets over possible foreign currency shortages, ¶ particularly where the precautionary function of official reserves was believed to be limited, ¶ as in the case of Korea. Finally, many countries have introduced measures to help increase ¶ the resilience of their domestic financial systems to credit exposures. In some cases, ¶ measures to manage capital inflows have also been established (eg taxes on inflows, ¶ minimum holding periods and currency-specific reserve requirements).

Peso crisis inevitable – only CP solves monetary concerns
Summers 7/3, Nick Summers, covers Wall Street and finance for Bloomberg Businessweek, “Fed Spreads Confusion With Efforts to 'Clarify' Bernanke's Remarks”, Bloomberg, July 03, 2013, http://www.businessweek.com/articles/2013-07-03/fed-spreads-confusion-with-efforts-to-clarify-bernankes-remarks) 

Greenspan’s successor, Ben Bernanke, has pushed the central bank and its members to be more direct. Bernanke held the Fed’s first-ever press conference in 2011, and in his testimony to Congress he’s tried to demystify the bank’s extraordinary efforts to boost the economy, which currently take the form of buying $85 billion of bonds each month and keeping short-term rates near zero. It was at one of those hearings, in May, that Bernanke first talked about the possibility that the purchases could wind down sooner than expected. The reaction was violent: Stocks, bonds, gold, and other assets sold off sharplyat the prospect of the Fed’s fuel drying up, and a key measure of volatility surged 44 percent.¶Bernanke and his central bank colleagues took to podiums and airwaves to calm the markets with comforting everyday imagery. Or tried to. “To use the analogy of driving an automobile,” Bernanke said in a prepared statement on June 19, “any slowing in the pace of purchases will be akin to letting up a bit on the gas pedal as the car picks up speed, not to beginning to apply the brakes.” Bernanke set the standard for muddled metaphors when he parried reporters’ questions that day. Certain economic data, he said, “are guideposts that tell you how we’re going to be shifting the mix of our tools as we try to land this ship on a, you know, on a—in a smooth way onto the aircraft carrier.”¶Whenthat didn’t help—stocks and bonds plummeted even further—a second Fed official suggested the situation was really more like smoking. “It seems to me the chairman said we’ll use the patch—and use it flexibly—and some in the markets reacted as if he said ‘cold turkey,’ ” said Atlanta Fed President Dennis Lockhart.¶ A third official, Richmond Fed President Jeffrey Lacker, conjured a boozy party: “The Federal Reserve is not only leaving the punch bowl in place, we’re continuing to spike the punch.” That’s because the economy is “in a tug of war,” a fourth Fed executive said. A fifth steered things back to the highway: “If we were in a car, you might say we’re motoring along, but well under the speed limit.” That’s despite, as a sixth said, the biggest investors acting “somewhat like feral hogs.” Well, that clears things up.¶ Stocks have recouped much of their losses since the chairman’s original comments, but yields on benchmark 10-year Treasuries remain near their highest level since August 2011. (Bond yields rise when prices fall.) “I’m not in general a big fan of these analogies or metaphors or whatever they are,” says Dean Maki, chief U.S. economist at Barclays (BCS). “At times they oversimplify.”¶Other economists give Bernanke higher marks. “You’re dealing with something that has never been done before,” says Jeremy Siegel, a Wharton School professor of finance, referring to the unprecedented scope of the Fed’s stimulus. “The more analogies you can make that help people conceptualize what is happening, the better.”¶The episode recalls a famous line from Cool Hand Luke, says Drew Matus, a senior economist at UBS (UBS): “What we’ve got here is failure to communicate.” The breakdown, Matus says, may reflect a disagreement about how the Fed’s asset purchases have been stimulating markets. Bernanke says that it’s the $3.5 trillion size of the bank’s balance sheet that matters: Investors can’t buy that stuff while the Fed’s got it, and that increases the value of other assets on the market. Many traders counter that it’s the monthly flow of purchases that matters, which helps explain why just talking about a reduction jolted stock prices and bond yields so much. “The fact is that the Fed speaks a different language than we do,”Matus says. “Wall Street tries pretty hard to understand what the Fed means, for obvious purposes. And we have a fundamental disconnect, in thatno one in the markets believes” the balance sheet theory.¶Now a new source of confusion looms: Economists forecast that unemployment will fall to around 7 percent—the level Bernanke has targeted—in the fourth quarter of this year, significantly before mid-2014, when the chairman has suggested the purchases will stop. “It will definitely pose more communication problems for the Fed,” says Matus. “And once again, those problems will be of its own making.”
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Increasing economic engagement is an expansion of the global proletarianization of the consumer. This increase can only lead to destruction of the economy and the destruction of value to life

Bernard Stiegler 2004 The Decadence of Industrial Democracies Disbelief and Discredit, Volume 1 Translated by Daniel Ross and Suzanne Arnold pg 63

In the twentieth century, however, mnemo-technologies supporting the culture and programme industries, mnemo-technologies that were initially analogical and are today digital, and that took the form of information and communication technologies, were implemented on a massive scale, thereby constituting a new stage of grammatization, and as such a new age of capitalism. This is how the globalization of capitalism was completed, by imposing the proletarianization of the consumer - after the earlier separation of the producer and the consumer that resulted from mechanization. And consumers, in turn, find themselves disindividuated: just as workers-become-proletarian find themselves deprived of the capacity to work the world through their work, that is, through their savoir-faire, so too consumers lose their savoir-vivre insofar as this means their singular way of being in the world, that is, of existing.¶ It is in this way that the total proletarian emerges, expropriated of all knowledge, condemned to a life-without-knowledge, that is, without savours [saveurs], thrown into an insipid and, at times, squalid [immonde] world: at the same time economically, symbolically and libidinally immiserated. Just as the proletarianization of the worker is the rationalization of subsistence such that it ends in a pure becoming-commodity of labour force, that is, of the body, so too the proletarianization of consumers is the rationalization of existence as the becoming-commodity of consciousness, which is to say, as well, the reduction of consumers to subsistence conditions and the annihilation of their existence: this is what the Le Lay affair demonstrates. It is a matter of controlling the behaviour of bodies insofar as they consume and in order that they consume, and, as such, the times of consciousness become audiences constituting a new commodity. Obviously consciousnesses do not sell themselves on the market of conscious time: that is done by brokers in buying power who furnish to investors access to these consciousnesses, in order that they may conform to behavioural standards permitting the reduction of the diversity of existences to calculable and therefore manageable particularities of a set of customers, segmented by niche marketing.¶ The proletarianization of consumption is the response of the capitalist process to the tendency, induced by productivity gains, for the rate of profit to decline: capital henceforth increases its profit margins mainly by extending its markets, which becomes the motor of planetarization, as units of production become delocalized. This means an ever-increasing circulation and deterritori- alization, concretized through the intermediary of digitalization and the convergence of information and communication technologies, constituting a planetary grammatization of behaviour, of production as well as consumption, that is, a planetary dis- existentialization of the gestures of work or, in other words, a planetary loss of savoir-faire, and constituting as well a particularization of existence inducing a planetary loss of savoir-vivre, that is, a planetary loss of individuation, a generalization of the process of proletarianization to all modes of existence and subsistence.¶ This is also the implementation of a planetary process of adoption, driven by the capturing, harnessing and rational channelling of libido. Now, there is also a tendency for libidinal energy to decline: a liquidation of singularity (of savoir-faire and savoir- vivre) that contradicts the constitution of desire. But this is not simply a new example of the ‘contradictions’ of capitalism. It involves an aporia lying within hyper-industrial capitalism itself, insofar as the question is no longer only economic: it is the spirit of capitalism, and its rationality, that is, its reason, that here encounters its own limits insofar as it becomes self-destructive. Reason, understood by the spirit of capitalism as ratio and rationalization, that is, as reckoning [comput] and rational accounting [comptabilite rationnelle] (as shown, notably, by Weber), tends to destroy the motives for producing as well as consuming. Such is the catastrophe of the industrial democracies, at the end of a long history of training [dressage], a long history of attempts to incite increased labour and then to incite increased consumption. Weber described the earliest forms of such attempts, taking place at the origins of pre-industrial capitalism and throughout the course of the eighteenth century, yet Weber never managed to grasp the question of consumption. Nor did Marx, whose causal models Weber nevertheless contests, by opening the question of a spirit defined as trust, and where trust is understood as calculation.
The alt is to reject the affirmative for the call to expand the economic toxicity of hyperindustrial capitalism to all corners of Latin America

Bernard Stiegler 2010"For a new Critique of Political Economy" trans.Daniel Ross pg 4-7

Those-who advocate stimulating consumption as the path to economic recovery want neither to hear nor speak about the end of consumerism. But the French government, which advocates stimulating investment, is no more willing than those who advocate stimulat​ing consumption to call the consumerist industrial model into question. The French version of “stimulating investment” (which seems more subtle when it comes from Barack Obama) argues that the best way to save consumption is through investment that is, by restoring “profitability," which will in turn restore an entrepre​neurial dynamism itself founded upon consumerism and its counterpart, market-driven productivism.In other words, this “investment’” proposes no long​term view capable of drawing any lessons from the collapse of an industrial model based on the automobile, on oil, and on the construction of highway networks, as well as on the Hertzien networks of the culture indus​tries. This ensemble has until recently formed the basis of consumerism, yet today it is obsolete, a fact which became dear during the autumn of 2008. In other words, this “investment" is not an investment: it is on the contrary a disinvestment, an abdication which consists in doing no more than burying one's head in the sand.¶ This “investment policy,” which has no goal other than the reconstitution of the consumerist model, is the translation of a moribund ideology, desperately trying to prolong the life of a model which has become self-destructive, denying and concealing for as long as possible the fact that the consumerist model is now mas​sively toxic (a toxicity extending far beyond the question of “toxic assets") because it has reached its limits. This denial is a matter of trying, for as long as possible, to maintain the colossal profits that can be accrued by those capable of exploiting it.¶ The consumerist model has reached its limits because it has become systemically short-termist, because it has given rise to a systemic stupidity that structurally prevents the reconstitution of a long-term horizon.This invest​ment” is not an investment according to any terms other than those of pure accounting: it is a pure and simple reestablishment of the state of things, trying to rebuild the industrial landscape without at all changing its struc​ture, still less its axioms, all in the hope of protecting income levels that had hitherto been achievable.Such may be the hope, but these are the false hopes of those with buried heads. The genuine object of debate raised by the crisis, and by the question of how to escape this crisis, ought to be how to overcome the short- termism to which we have been led by a consumerism intrinsically destructive of all genuine investment—chat is, of investment in the future—a short-termism which has system ically, and not accidentally, been translated into the decomposition of investment into speculation.Whether we must, in order to avoid a major eco​nomic catastrophe, and to attenuate the social injustice caused by the crisis, stimulate consumption and the eco​nomic machine such as it still is, is a question as urgent as it is legitimate—-as long as such a policy does not simply aggravate the situation at the cost of millions and bil​lions of euros or dollars while at the same time masking the true question, which is to produce a vision and a political will capable of progressively moving away from the economico-political complex of consumption so as to enter into the complex of a new type of investment, which must be a social and political investment or, in other words, an investment in a common desire, that is, in what Aristode called philia, and which would then form the basis of a new type of economic investment.Between the absolute urgency which obviously imposes the imperative of salvaging the present situation—and of avoiding the passage from a global economic crisis to a global political crisis that might yet unleash military conflicts of global dimensions— and the absolute necessity that consists in producing a potential future in the form of a political and social will capable of making a break with the present situation, there is clearly a contradiction. Such a contradiction is characteristic of what happens to a dynamic system (in this case, the industrial system and the global capitalist system) once it has begun to mutate,This question is political as much as it is economic: it is a question of political economy, a matter of knowing in what precisely this mutation consists, and to what polit​ical, but also industrial, choices it leads: it is a matter of knowing what new industrial politics is required (on this point at least, Barack Obama seems slightly ahead of the Europeans, who remain experts at functioning in a state of denial).Only such a response is capable of simultaneously dealing with the question of what urgent and immediate steps are necessary in order to salvage the industrial system, and with the question of the how such steps must be inscribed within an economic and politi​cal mutation amounting to a revolution—if it is true that when a model has run its course [revolu], then its transformation, through which alone it can avoid total destruction, constitutes a revolution.
Solvency

Alt causes – drug war, fiscal reform

Wilson 12 

Christopher E. Wilson, Associate at the Mexico Institute of the Woodrow Wilson International Center for Scholars, previously served as a Mexico Analyst for the U.S. Military and as a researcher at American University’s Center for North American Studies, holds an M.A. in International Affairs from American University, 2012 (“U.S. Competitiveness: The Mexican Connection,” Issues in Science & Technology, Volume 28, Issue 4, Summer, Available Online at http://www.issues.org/28.4/p_wilson.html, Accessed 05-14-2013)

Without a doubt, each country must address a number of domestic challenges. Many, such as education and fiscal reform, are needed in Mexico and the United States. Mexico also needs to strengthen the rule of law, increase competition, and improve productivity in the energy sector, and the United States needs to revamp its immigration system so that it can continue to attract the most motivated and talented individuals to contribute to its economy. The regional policy options outlined below go hand in hand with these domestic efforts, and together they have the power to truly revitalize the regional economy.

Current investments in the border solve the AFF — the 21st Century Border Initiative is sufficient

Regan 11

Sean Regan, Commander, U.S. Coast Guard (Sean Regan, Naval War College, 10-28-2011, “U.S. – MEXICO POLICY COORDINATION AN ASSESSMENT OF THE TWENTY-FIRST CENTURY BORDER POLICY COORDINATION EFFORT”, http://www.dtic.mil/dtic/tr/fulltext/u2/a555536.pdf, Accessed 08-02-2013 | AK)

It is important to examine if the coordination mechanisms established by Presidents Obama and Calderón in the Twenty-First Century Border Executive Steering Committee (ESC) and the tasks they have chosen to address, have the potential to increase and improve the governance ability of the Government of Mexico. Again, governance has three components: (1) the ability to develop appropriate and collaborative policy; (2) the ability to coordinate the implementation of the policy; and (3) the ability to do so transparently and informatively to the public. The Twenty-First Century Border effort has successfully met the first two components and part of the third and should result, eventually, in improved governance in Mexico. The first component, developing appropriate and collaborative policies, is ongoing and efforts to date appear to have had some success. The 2010 Joint Declaration of Presidents Obama and Calderón established the Twenty-First Century Border Bilateral Executive Steering Committee (ESC). The ESC is composed of high-level representatives from federal government departments and agencies with authorities and responsibilities related to the border. For the United States, this includes representatives from the Departments of State, Homeland Security, Justice, Transportation, Agriculture, Commerce, Interior, Defense, and the Office of the United State Trade Representative. For Mexico representatives are from the Secretariats of Foreign Relations, Interior, Finance and Public Credit, Economy, Public Security, Communications and Transportation, Agriculture, and the Office of the Attorney General of the Republic. This group was charged by the Presidents to make “progress in upgrading border infrastructure; implement innovations in port of entry operations that advance both citizen safety and global competitiveness; and increase our capacity to prevent and address violence and criminality in the border region.”19 The ESC recognized that it must address policy issues that were of mutual benefit to each nation and would demonstrably improve cross-border trade facilitation without decreasing security. In May 2010, the Executive Steering Committee (ESC) identified binational issues for collaborative and coordinated action. These include programs focused on reducing congestion and delays in cross-border traffic; the creation, expansion, or mutual recognition of “trusted shipper” programs (programs allowing enforcement authorities to concentrate their efforts where they are most needed to stop illicit border flows); programs that permit pre-screening, pre-clearance, and pre-inspection of people, goods, and products prior to them arriving at POEs; and, improved bi-national coordination in planning, financing, permitting, designing, building, and operating POEs. National Security Staff representatives indicate there were nearly 21 priority projects identified with topic areas addressing infrastructure to information sharing. ESC members from both nations agreed to the list of priority projects and work is underway to address them. Overall, the bureaucratic structure formed by the Presidents appears to have enhanced the development of coordinated border policies, the first component of governance. 

NADBank fails – cost inefficiencies and high interest rates
Vanderpool 06 

Tim Vanderpool, “NADBank Blues: Will Border Cleanup Efforts Be Abandoned,” 04/13/2006, http://www.tucsonweekly.com/tucson/nadbank-blues/Content?oid=1083801, AC)
Still, the NADBank has been no stranger to criticism. Environmentalists condemn its secretive operating style, while others have chastised the bank's inability to offer lower-interest loans to desperately poor communities. Congress liberalized the finance rate structure in 2001, allowing the bank more loan flexibility. But the criticism has nonetheless grown among U.S. Treasury Department officials, who target the bank's administrative costs totaling about $80 million over the past dozen years. There are also NADBank critics south of the line. According to Hugh Holub, they include officials at Mexico's treasury department, Hacienda. "We were getting info that the attack (on NADBank) was coming from Hacienda," Holub says. "The EPA reaches through the NADBank to (provide grants). So you have the EPA setting all these terms and conditions for spending that money. The Mexicans didn't particularly like having conditions imposed on them--conditions that were impinging on their sovereignty." Attempts to contact Hacienda officials for comment were unsuccessful. Nancy Woo is associate director of the EPA's Region 9 Water Division. She denies that the agency is heavy-handed in Mexico. "I don't think that's an issue," she says from her San Francisco office. For example, "We have a very good working relationship with (Mexico's) federal water authority." This conflict hit a fever pitch last year, when word leaked out that NADBank's future was under discussion between U.S. Treasury and Hacienda negotiators. Those murky bull sessions reportedly included disbanding the NADBank altogether. Such claims are denied by Brookly McLaughlin, a Treasury Department spokeswoman. "There has probably been some confusion," she says. "There were all these reports that we were talking about closing the bank, and we never said that. We had no intention to close the bank." Not true, says NADBank spokesman Juan Antonio Flores. "We learned in late January that there were discussions among some representatives at the U.S. Treasury and Hacienda," he says. "They were looking at the role of the bank and what its future may be. Among options being considered was possible closure of the bank." Still, Treasury Department officials have been more honest about their ongoing complaints. "Our concern is with the functioning of the bank," says McLaughlin. "We think the administrative costs are pretty high.” 

Manufacturing

Trade with Mexico isn’t key to the economy — it’s a small percentage of the GDP and their authors conflate correlation with causation

Villarreal 12

M. Angeles Villarreal, Specialist in International Trade and Finance (M. Angeles Villarreal, Congressional Research Service, 08-09-2012, “U.S.-Mexico Economic Relations: Trends, Issues, and Implications”, http://www.fas.org/sgp/crs/row/RL32934.pdf, Accessed 08-02-2013 | AK)

Effects on the U.S. Economy 

The overall effect of NAFTA on the U.S. economy has been relatively small, primarily because two-way trade with Mexico amounts to less than 3% of U.S. GDP. Thus, any changes in trade patterns with Mexico would not be expected to be significant in relation to the overall U.S. economy. In some sectors, however, trade-related effects could be more significant, especially in those industries that were more exposed to the removal of tariff and non-tariff trade barriers, such as the textile and apparel, and automotive industries. Since NAFTA, the automotive, textile, and apparel industries have experienced some of the more noteworthy changes in trading patterns, which may also have affected U.S. employment in these industries. U.S. trade with Mexico has increased considerably more than U.S. trade with other countries, and Mexico has become a more significant trading partner with the United States since NAFTA implementation. In the automotive industry, the industry comprising the most U.S. trade with Mexico, NAFTA provisions consisted of a phased elimination of tariffs, the gradual removal of many non-tariff barriers to trade including rules of origin provisions, enhanced protection of intellectual property rights, less restrictive government procurement practices, and the elimination of performance requirements on investors from other NAFTA countries. These provisions may have accelerated the ongoing trade patterns between the United States and Mexico. Because the United States and Canada were already highly integrated, most of the trade impacts on the U.S. automotive industry relate to trade liberalization with Mexico. Prior to NAFTA Mexico had a series of government decrees protecting the domestic auto sector by reserving the domestic automobile market for domestically produced parts and vehicles. NAFTA established the removal of Mexico’s restrictive trade and investment policies and the elimination of U.S. tariffs on autos and auto parts. By 2006, the automotive industry has had the highest dollar increase ($41 billion) in total U.S. trade with Mexico since NAFTA passage. The main NAFTA provisions related to textiles and apparel consisted of eliminating tariffs and quotas for goods coming from Mexico and eliminating Mexican tariffs on U.S. textile and apparel products. To benefit from the free trade provision, goods were required to meet the rules of origin provision, which assured that apparel products that were traded among the three NAFTA partners were made of yarn and fabric made within the free trade area. The strict rules of origin provisions were meant to ensure that U.S. textiles producers would continue to supply U.S. apparel companies that moved to Mexico. Without a rules of origin provision, apparel companies would have been able to import low-cost fabrics from countries such as China and export the final product to the United States under the free trade provision.51 While some U.S. industries may have benefitted from increased demand for U.S. products in Mexico, creating new jobs, other industries have experienced job losses. Data on the effects of trade liberalization with Mexico are limited and the effect on specific sectors of the U.S. economy is difficult to quantify. Trade-related job gains and losses since NAFTA may have accelerated trends that were ongoing prior to NAFTA and may not be totally attributable to the trade agreement.52 Quantifying these effects is challenging because of the other economic factors that influence trade and employment levels. The devaluation of the Mexican peso in 1995 resulted in lower Mexican wages, which likely provided an incentive for U.S. companies to move to lower their production costs. Trade-related employment effects following NAFTA could have also resulted from the lowering of trade barriers, and from the economic conditions in Mexico and the United States influencing investment decisions and the demand for goods. 

US economy is resilient and inevitable
E.I.U. 11 

Economist Intelligence Unit – Global Forecasting Service, 11/16/’11

(http://gfs.eiu.com/Article.aspx?articleType=gef&articleId=668596451&secID=7) 

The US economy, by any standard, remains weak, and consumer and business sentiment are close to 2009 lows. That said, the economy has been surprisingly resilient in the face of so many shocks. US real GDP expanded by a relatively robust 2.5% in the third quarter of 2011, twice the rate of the previous quarter. Consumer spending rose by 2.4%, which is impressive given that real incomes dropped during the quarter (the savings rate fell, which helps to explain the anomaly.) Historically, US consumers have been willing to spend even in difficult times. Before the 2008-09 slump, personal spending rose in every quarter between 1992 and 2007. That resilience is again in evidence: retail sales in September were at a seven-month high, and sales at chain stores have been strong. Business investment has been even more buoyant: it expanded in the third quarter by an impressive 16.3% at an annual rate, and spending by companies in September on conventional capital goods (that is, excluding defence and aircraft) grew by the most since March. This has been made possible, in part, by strong corporate profits. According to data compiled by Bloomberg, earnings for US companies in the S&P 500 rose by 24% year on year in the third quarter. All of this has occurred despite a debilitating fiscal debate in Washington, a sovereign debt downgrade by a major ratings agency and exceptional volatility in capital markets. This reinforces our view that the US economy, although weak, is not in danger of falling into a recession (absent a shock from the euro zone). US growth will, however, continue to be held back by a weak labour market—the unemployment rate has been at or above 9% for 28 of the last 30 months—and by a moribund housing market.

No historical connection between economic collapse and conflict

Ferguson, 06 

M.A., Laurence A. Tisch Professor of History at Harvard University, Resident faculty member of the Minda de Gunzburg Center for European Studies, Senior Research Fellow of Jesus College, Oxford University, and a Senior Fellow of the Hoover Institution, Stanford University (Niall, “The Next War of the World”, Foreign Affairs, September-October 2006, May 21st 2010, KONTOPOULOS)

Nor can economic crises explain the bloodshed. What may be the most familiar causal chain in modern historiography links the Great Depression to the rise of fascism and the outbreak of World War II. But that simple story leaves too much out. Nazi Germany started the war in Europe only after its economy had recovered. Not all the countries Affected by the Great Depression were taken over by fascist regimes, nor did all such regimes start wars of aggression. In fact, no general relationship between economics and conflict is discernible for the century as a whole. Some wars came after periods of growth, others were the causes rather than the consequences of economic catastrophe, and some severe economic crises were not followed by wars.
The plan trades off with off-shore companies—border infrastructure lowers transportation costs resulting in near-shoring
Wilson 13 — Christopher E. Wilson, is an Associate at the Mexico Institute of the Woodrow Wilson International Center for Scholars, where he develops the Institute’s research and programming on regional economic integration and U.S.-Mexico border affairs. He is the author of Working Together: Economic Ties between the United States and Mexico (Wilson Center, 2011), and an editor and author of the Institute’s forthcoming State of the Border Report (Christopher E. Wilson, Mexico Institute at the Woodrow Wilson International Center for Scholars, January 2013, “A U.S.-Mexico Economic Alliance: Policy Options for a Competitive Region,” New Ideas for a New Era: Policy Options for the Next Stage in U.S.-Mexico Relations, http://www.wilsoncenter.org/sites/default/files/new_ideas_us_mexico_relations.pdf, Accessed 09-14-2013)
An Evolving Context¶ The Advent of Advanced Manufacturing and the Return of North American Competitiveness¶ Driven by a series of global developments and technological advances, a manufacturing renaissance is taking hold in the United States and Mexico that is increasing the competitiveness of regional industry and the volume of U.S.-Mexico trade. After many companies moved their factories to Asia in search of cheap wages over the past two decades, new trends are pulling production facilities back to North America. ¶ While manufacturing wages in China were four times less than Mexico in 2000, they are now nearly equal and are expected to be 25 percent higher than Mexican labor costs by 2015.1 The simple math of wage differentials drove the past decade’s movement of factories from the U.S. and Mexico to China, but companies are taking an increasingly holistic approach in deciding where to locate factories, considering transportation costs and shipping times; exchange rate and political risks; language, culture, and time zone differences; contract and intellectual property law enforcement; security; production flexibility; the supply and cost of materials and energy; and the availability of skilled and educated workers. In most of these categories, Mexico is gaining ground or maintains a distinct advantage over other regions of the world, particularly in terms of serving markets throughout the Americas.¶ For example, between 2007 and December 2012, the value of the Mexican Peso fell by 17 percent compared to the U.S. Dollar and by a full 33 percent compared to the Chinese Yuan, improving the competitiveness of regional exports vis-à-vis Chinese goods.2 Crude oil prices rose 231 percent between 2002 and 2012, thus raising shipping costs and incentivizing the use of shorter, regional rather than longer, transcontinental supply chains.3¶ New drilling techniques, however, are changing the outlook for oil and especially natural gas, opening access to new reserves, increasing production, and therefore lowering some energy costs. While this may eventually lower long range shipping costs, the more immediate effect is proving to be a major decline in natural gas prices, which has already lowered electricity costs in some parts of the United States and has the potential to do so throughout both the region. Such a decline in prices provides a major boost to energy intensive industries, such as steel, and petrochemical producers. The United States is on the forefront of the technological advances in the energy industry and stands to gain the most from them, but Mexico could reap the benefits as well should it either reform its energy industry to take advantage of its significant shale gas reserves or develop the pipeline infrastructure to support increased gas imports from the United States.¶ Technological advances and improvements in the manufacturing process and logistics are revolutionizing industrial production in ways that significantly change cost structures, further incentivizing those that had offshored to China to consider nearshoring in Mexico or reshoring their production back to the United States. Robots and the high-tech sensors that allow them to function with precision are allowing many of the simple, repetitive jobs that traditionally made up factory work obsolete. The need for large numbers of relatively unskilled laborers is on the decline, and the need for high skilled technicians who can program and maintain the complex machines and robots of today’s factories is on the rise. As a result, labor costs are a shrinking portion of total production costs, as evidenced by a recent study that found only 5.3% of the price of an iPhone goes to offshore manufacturing wages.4 This shift opens an opportunity for advanced economies like the U.S. to recoup some of their share of global manufacturing, especially if the complementary nature of high-tech design and production in the U.S. is complemented with lower cost manufacturing in Mexico for the portions of production that still require a higher degree of manual labor.¶ The widespread implementation of lean manufacturing principles has improved the efficiency and agility of factories around the world. One important area in which fat has been cut from the manufacturing process is in warehousing. Just-in-time supply chain management has minimized the costly storage of parts and products, thus fueling the trend of regionalization in manufacturing by increasing the importance of a robust network of nearby suppliers. It is also greatly increasing the need for short and predictable wait times at the U.S. land borders since an unexpected delay has the potential to shut down production until the needed parts arrive at their destination.

Offshoring is key to manufacturing—turns the advantage

Lewin et al 08 

Arie, Professor of Strategy and International Business at the Fuqua School of Business, Duke University; Silvia, Senior Lecturer at Manchester Business School; Carine, Senior Research Fellow, Solvay Business School, ECARES and Centre Emile Bernheim; Why Are Companies Offshoring Innovation? The Emerging Global Race for Talent*, https://offshoring.fuqua.duke.edu/pdfs/conference2009/Lewin%20Massini%20Peeters%20JIBS%20paper.pdf)
In this paper we investigate four main types of firm-specific objectives as expressions of managers’ intentionality that may determine decisions to offshore innovation and product development projects (beyond cost savings): access to qualified personnel, accelerating growth, increasing speed to market and becoming global players. Ernst (2006) argues that competing in the emerging global market for knowledge workers has become a strategic priority especially for high tech firms;as such competition creates new sources of talent which of necessity must be tapped in order to optimize human capital. Combined with the evidence on the tight labor market for S&E graduates in the US, this suggests that the need to find and recruit qualified personnel is likely to be an important determinant of the decision to offshore product development work. Similarly, as a means to increasing the pool of resources (talent) available to a firm, offshoring can alleviate some constraints that are potentially impeding the achievement of the firm’s growth objectives. The growth strategy of a firm may involve expansion of existing businesses and entering new markets. For science- and technology-based companies in particular, exploiting new market opportunities often requires access to engineers and scientists capable of developing new products and technologies or adapting existing ones. Companies with significant growth objectives may therefore decide to offshore some of their product development activities to countries where such talent are in relative abundant supply. The pressure to increase speed to market with new or improved products faster than competition may also affect companies’ offshoring strategies. Speed to market can be improved by having access to a flexible pool of qualified engineers necessary for responding to changes in demand and for exploiting market and technological opportunities, as well as by new organizational arrangements that enable development around the clock (most product development teams typically work the day shift in the US). Deploying teams of qualified engineers offshore has been shown to provide flexibility for scaling product development efforts up or down as needed, and to allow companies to manage product development processes using a “follow the sun” schedule. Finally, internationalizing innovation through offshoring leads firms to further globalize their activities as they tap new geographic knowledge clusters (diverse labor pools, specific expertise anywhere in the world).
Heg also doesn't solve anything—global institutions are crumbling

Layne, 12 - Robert M. Gates Chair in Intelligence and National Security at the George Bush School of Government and Public Service at Texas A&M University and Ph.D. in Political Science from the University of California at Berkeley (Christopher, 2012, "The Time It's Real: The End of Unipolarity and the Pax Americana", International Studies Quarterly, Vol. 56, Ebsco, p. 3, KONTOPOULOS)

Following the Cold War’s end, the United States used its second unipolar moment to consolidate the Pax Americana by expanding both its geopolitical and ideological ambitions. In the Great Recession’s aftermath, however, the economic foundation of the Pax Americana has crumbled, and its ideational and institutional pillars have been weakened. Although the United States remains preeminent militarily, the rise of new great powers like China, coupled with US fiscal and economic constraints, means that over the next decade or two the United States’ military dominance will be challenged. The decline of American power means the end of US dominance in world politics and a transition to a new constellation of world power. Without the ‘‘hard’’ power (military and economic) upon which it was built, the Pax Americana is doomed to wither in the early twenty-first century. Indeed, because of China’s great-power emergence, and the United States’ own domestic economic weaknesses, it already is withering.
No impact – deterrence theory is non-falsifiable and counter-productive unless applied to specific scenarios

Gray, Ph.D., Reading University International Politics and Strategic Studies Professor, Former Advisor to US and British Gov't, National Institute for Public Policy Founder, Former Reagan  President's General Advisory Committee on Arms Control and Disarmament Advisor, Former Hudson Institute and International Institute for Strategic Studies Fellow,  8/1/2003
[Colin, "Maintaining Effective Deterrence," http://www.strategicstudiesinstitute.army.mil/pubs/display.cfm?PubID=211, da: 7/26/10]

Develop  a  more empirical theory of deterrence. In its immediate form, deterrence is always specific. It is about persuading a particular leader or leaders, at a particular time, not to take particular actions. The details will be all important, not be marginal. A body of nonspecific general theory on deterrence is likely to prove not merely unhelpful, but positively misleading. It is improbable that broad general precepts from the canon lore of American Cold War deterrence theory could yield much useful advice for the guidance of U.S. policy today. What the United States requires is detailed, culturally empathetic, understanding of its new adversaries. That understanding should include some grasp of the psychology of key decisionmakers, as well as knowledge of how decisions tend to be made. Readers should recall the words of Keith Payne quoted earlier. He said that if we could make the convenient assumption that “rationality alone fostered reasonable behavior,” then we could predict adversary behavior simply by asking ourselves what we would deem to be reasonable were we in their circumstances. If we can predict the reasoning of our enemies reliably enough, because of the general authority of our theory of deterrence, “the hard work of attempting to understand the opponent’s particular beliefs and thought can be avoided.” The fact that the Cold War did not conclude with World War III is not proof that Payne is wrong. It may well be that our strategy of deterrence was not severely tried. There may never have been a moment when the Soviet leadership posed the question, “Are we deterred?” Given the weight of the general stakes in the superpower contest, notwithstanding the blessed shortage of direct issues in contention, and the transcultural grasp of the horrors of nuclear war, it was probably the case that the success or otherwise of deterrence did not depend upon ine-grained strategic calculation or knowledge. Of course, one can write that with much moreconidence today than one could during the decades when responsible oficials were obliged to assume that deterrence could be fragile. ¶ However, if the United States now aspires to deter the leaders of culturally mysterious and apparently roguish states, the convenient assumption that “one size its all” with the (American) precepts of deterrence, is likely to fail badly. It is bad news for those among us who are not regional or local specialists, but to improve the prospects for deterrence of such polities as North Korea, Iran, Syria, and the rest, there is no intelligent alternative to undertaking empirical research to understand those whom we strive to inluence. It will not sufice either simply to reach for the classics of American strategic thought, or to assume that the posing of a yet more decisive military threat must carry a message that speaks convincingly in all  languages.

BNB

Mexican economic growth is unsustainable—external limitations

Sosa et al 13 

(May 2013, Sebastián Sosa, economist at the International Monetary Fund, Regional Studies Division of the Western Hemisphere Department, focusing on macroeconomic issues in Latin America, and previously served on the teams for Bolivia, Mexico, Uruguay, and Lebanon. Prior to joining the IMF, he was a professor (macroeconomics) at the Universidad de la República, and researcher at CERES (Center for the Study of Economic and Social Affairs), Evridiki Tsounta, Economist in the Regional Studies Division of the IMF’s Western Hemisphere Department, and Hye Sun Kim, Research Assistant in the Regional Studies Division of the IMF’s Western Hemisphere Department. At the IMF, she has worked on regional macroeconomic issues in Latin America and Asia and was part of the teams for Bangladesh and Lao P.D.R. She has also worked on financial sector issues, focusing on emerging markets, “Western Hemisphere Time to Rebuild Policy Space”, http://www.imf.org/external/pubs/ft/reo/2013/whd/eng/pdf/wreo0513.pdf] 

¶ This envisaged growth deceleration (from the recent high growth to projected potential growth rates) reflects lower contributions from all sources in the coming years: ¶ Growth of physical capital is expected to moderate somewhat, reflecting a normalization of the easy external financing conditions and the stabilization of commodity prices—both key factors driving the recent strong domestic and foreign direct investment in the region. The contribution of labor to output growth in the future will likely be limited by some natural constraints (Figure 3.5), including: (i) population ageing (the dependency ratio is expected to reach its minimum over the next years in several countries); (ii) limited scope to further increase labor force participation rates (including for females), which are relatively high already by international standards; and (iii) record low unemployment rates (which declined significantly, now representing a key driver of the labor contribution to output growth). Stronger contributions from human capital will require important improvements in the quality of schooling.¶TFPgrowth would also slow down, in line with the normalization of the business cycle. Therefore, TFP performance, which remains a concern despite its recent improvement, will be pivotal to sustainhighgrowth rates in the region.
Mexican bonds are doing great – US Fed stimulus extension

Bloomberg 11/14 (“Mexican Bonds Climb With Peso on Yellen’s Support for Stimulus” http://www.bloomberg.com/news/2013-11-14/mexican-bonds-climb-with-peso-on-yellen-s-support-for-stimulus.html)

Mexico’s benchmark bonds rallied, pushing yields down the most in three weeks, as Janet Yellen, the nominee for U.S. Federal Reserve chairman, said she’ll ensure monetary stimulus isn’t removed too soon. Yields on peso bonds due in 2024 fell six basis points, or 0.06 percentage point, to 6.24 percent at 10:33 a.m. in Mexico City, according to data compiled by Bloomberg. The price increased 0.51 centavo to 129.96 centavos per peso. The peso appreciated 0.1 percent to 13.0114 per dollar. Bonds rose as Yellen said in testimony before a Senate committee that she will sustain the central bank’s unprecedented stimulus until she sees improvement in the economy. Mexico sends about 80 percent of its exports to the U.S., and foreign investors have poured into the Latin American nation’s bonds as the Fed’s asset-buying program compressed Treasury yields. Mexico’s debt securities are benefiting from “an environment of better risk appetite due to the expectations of a possible delay in tapering,” Alejandro Padilla, a strategist at Grupo Financiero Banorte SAB in Mexico City, wrote today in an e-mailed research note to clients.

Terror’s Inevitable – Their Brown evidence says sleeper cells already infiltrated the US

No impact to bioterror

Dove 12 [Alan Dove, PhD in Microbiology, science journalist and former Adjunct Professor at New York University, “Who’s Afraid of the Big, Bad Bioterrorist?” Jan 24 2012, http://alandove.com/content/2012/01/whos-afraid-of-the-big-bad-bioterrorist/]

The second problem is much more serious. Eliminating the toxins, we’re left with a list of infectious bacteria and viruses. With a single exception, these organisms are probably near-useless as weapons, and history proves it.¶There have been at least three well-documented military-style deployments of infectious agents from the list, plus one deployment of an agent that’s not on the list. I’m focusing entirely on the modern era, by the way. There are historical reports of armies catapulting plague-ridden corpses over city walls and conquistadors trying to inoculate blankets with Variola (smallpox), but it’s not clear those “attacks” were effective. Those diseases tended to spread like, well, plagues, so there’s no telling whether the targets really caught the diseases from the bodies and blankets, or simply picked them up through casual contact with their enemies.¶Of the four modern biowarfare incidents, two have been fatal. The first was the 1979 Sverdlovsk anthrax incident, which killed an estimated 100 people. In that case, a Soviet-built biological weapons lab accidentally released a large plume of weaponized Bacillus anthracis (anthrax) over a major city. Soviet authorities tried to blame the resulting fatalities on “bad meat,” but in the 1990s Western investigators were finally able to piece together the real story. The second fatal incident also involved anthrax from a government-run lab: the 2001 “Amerithrax” attacks. That time, a rogue employee (or perhaps employees) of the government’s main bioweapons lab sent weaponized, powdered anthrax through the US postal service. Five people died.¶That gives us a grand total of around 105 deaths, entirely from agents that were grown and weaponized in officially-sanctioned and funded bioweapons research labs. Remember that.¶Terrorist groups have also deployedbiological weapons twice, and these cases are very instructive. The first was the 1984 Rajneeshee bioterror attack, in which members of a cult in Oregon inoculated restaurant salad bars with Salmonella bacteria (an agent that’s not on the “select” list). 751 people got sick, but nobody died. Public health authorities handled it as a conventional foodborne Salmonella outbreak, identified the sources and contained them. Nobody even would have known it was a deliberate attack if a member of the cult hadn’t come forward afterward with a confession. Lesson: our existing public health infrastructure was entirely adequate to respond to a major bioterrorist attack.¶Thesecond genuine bioterrorist attack took place in 1993. Members of the AumShinrikyocult successfully isolated and grew a large stock of anthrax bacteria, then sprayed it as an aerosol from the roof of a building in downtown Tokyo. The cult was well-financed,and had many highly educated members, so this release over the world’s largest city really represented a worst-case scenario.¶Nobody got sick or died. From the cult’s perspective, it was a complete and utter failure. Again, the only reason we even found out about it was a post-hoc confession. Aum members later demonstrated their lab skills by producing Sarin nerve gas, with far deadlier results. Lesson: one of the top “select agents” is extremely hard to grow and deploy even for relatively skilled non-state groups. It’s a really crappy bioterrorist weapon.¶ Taken together, these events point to an uncomfortable but inevitable conclusion: our biodefense industry is a far greater threat to us than any actual bioterrorists.

Water forces cooperation, not wars

Wolf et al, 06
(Aaron T., Ph.D. in environmental policy analysis, professor of geography in the Department of Geosciences at Oregon State  University, *AND Annika Kramer, Senior Project Manager for Adelphi, *AND Alexander Carius, Co-Founder and Managing Director, Adelphi, *AND Geoffrey D. Dabelko, director of the Environmental Change and Security Program, the Woodrow Wilson International Center for Scholars, July 2006, “ Water Can Be a Pathway to Peace, not War,”  Woodrow Wilson International Center for Scholars, http://www.wilsoncenter.org/sites/default/files/NavigatingPeaceIssue1.pdf, Hensel)

These apocalyptic warnings fly in the face of history: no nations have gone to war specifically over water resources for thousands of years. International water disputes—even among fierce enemies—are resolved peacefully, even as conflicts erupt over other issues. In fact, instances of cooperation between riparian nations outnumbered conflicts by more than two to one between 1945 and 1999. Why? Because water is so important, nations cannot Afford to fight over it. Instead, water fuels greater interdependence. By coming together to jointly manage their shared water resources, countries can build trust and prevent conflict. Water can be a negotiating tool, too: it can offer a communication lifeline connecting countries in the midst of crisis. Thus, by crying “water wars,” doomsayers ignore a promising way to help prevent war: cooperative water resources management. 

Empirically, there will be no resource wars. Even if they win a risk of their impact, it stays localized

Salehyan, 8 

IdeanSalehyan (Professor of Political Science at the University of North Texas) May 2008 “From Climate Change to Conflict? No Consensus Yet*” Journal of Peace Research, vol. 45, no. 3, http://emergingsustainability.org/files/resolver%20climate%20change%20and%20conflict.pdf

First, the deterministic view has poor predictive power as to where and when conflicts will break out. For every potential example of an environmental catastrophe or resource shortfall that leads to violence, there are many more counter-examples in which conflict never occurs. But popular accounts typically do not look at the dogs that do not bark. Darfur is frequently cited as a case where desertification led to food scarcity, water scarcity, and famine, in turn leading to civil war and ethnic cleansing.5 Yet, food scarcity and hunger are problems endemic to many countries – particularly in sub-Saharan Africa – but similar problems elsewhere have not led to large-scale violence. According to the Food and Agriculture Organization of the United Nations, food shortages and malnutrition Affect more than a third of the population in Malawi, Zambia, the Comoros, North Korea, and Tanzania,6 although none of these countries have experienced fullblown civil war andstate failure. Hurricanes, coastal flooding, and droughts – which are all likely to intensify as the climate warms – are frequent occurrences which rarely lead to violence. The Asian Tsunami of 2004, although caused by an oceanic earthquake, led to severe loss of life and property, flooding, population displacement, and resource scarcity, but it did not trigger new wars in Southeast Asia. Large-scale migration has the potential to provoke conflict in receiving areas (see Reuveny, 2007; Salehyan&Gleditsch, 2006), yet most migration flows do not lead to conflict, and, in this regard, social integration and citizenship policies are particularly important (Gleditsch, Nordås&Salehyan, 2007). In short, resource scarcity, natural disasters, and long-term climatic shifts are ubiquitous, while armed conflict is rare; therefore, environmental conditions, by themselves, cannot predict violent outbreaks. Second, even if local skirmishes over access to resources arise, these do not always escalate to open warfare and statecollapse. While interpersonal violence is more or less common and may intensify under resource pressures, sustained armed conflict on a massive scale is difficult to conduct. Meier, Bond & Bond (2007) show that, under certain circumstances, environmental conditions have led to cattle raiding among pastoralists in East Africa, but these conflicts rarely escalate to sustained violence. Martin (2005) presents evidence from Ethiopia that, while a large refugee influx and population pressures led to localized conflict over natural resources, effective resource management regimes were able to ameliorate these tensions. Both of these studies emphasize the role of local dispute-resolution regimes and institutions– not just the response of central governments – in preventing resource conflicts from spinning out of control. Martin’s analysis also points to the importance of international organizations, notably the UN High Commissioner for Refugees, in implementing effective policies governing refugee camps. Therefore, local hostilities need not escalate to serious armed conflict and can be managed if there is the political will to do so. Third, states often bear responsibility for environmental degradation and resource shortfalls, either through their own projects and initiatives or through neglect of the environment. Clearly, climate change itself is an exogenous stressor beyond the control of individual governments. However, government policies and neglect can compound the effects of climate change. Nobel Prizewinning economist AmartyaSen finds that, even in the face of acute environmental scarcities, countries with democratic institutions and press freedoms work to prevent famine because such states are accountable to their citizens (Sen, 1999). Others have similarly shown a strong relationship between democracy and protection of the environment (Li &Reuveny, 2006). Faced with global warming, some states will take the necessary steps to conserve water and land, redistribute resources to those who need them most, and develop disaster-warning and -response systems. Others will do little to respond to this threat. While a state’s level of income and technological capacity are certainly important, democracy – or, more precisely, the accountability of political leaders to their publics – is likely to be a critical determinant of how states respond to the challenge. Fourth, violent conflict is an inefficient and sub-optimal reaction to changes in the environment and resource scarcities. As environmental conditions change, several possible responses are available, although many journalists and policymakers have focusedon the potential for warfare. Individuals can migrate internally or across borders, or they can invest in technological improvements, develop conservation strategies, and shift to less climate-sensitive livelihoods, among other adaptationmechanisms. Engaging in armed rebellion is quite costly and risky and requires large-scale collective action. Individuals and households are more likely to engage in simpler, personal, or smallscale coping strategies. Thus, organized violence is inefficient at the individual level. But, more importantly, armed violence against the state is used as a means to gain leverage over governments so as to gain some form of accommodation, namely, the redistribution of economic resources and political power. Organized armed violence rarely (if ever) arises spontaneously but is usually pursued when people perceive their government to be unwilling to listen to peaceful petitions. As mentioned above, rebellion does not distribute resources by itself, and protracted civil wars can have devastating effects on the economy and the natural environment, leaving fewer resources to bargain over. Thus, organized violence is inefficient at the collective level. Responsive, accountable political leaders – at all levels of government – are more likely to listen to citizen demands for greater access to resources and the means to secure their livelihoods. Political sensitivity to peaceful action can immunize states from armed insurrection.

Alt causes – ethnic tensions, government, income inequalities 

Victor, 07
(David G., Ph.D. in political science from the Massachusetts Institute of Technology, professor at the Graduate School of International Relations and Pacific Studies at the University of California, San Diego, November/December 2007, “What Resource Wars?,” The National Interest, Issue 92; pg. 48, Hensel)

While there are many reasons to fear global warming, the risk that such dangers could cause violent conflict ranks extremely low on the list because it is highly unlikely to materialize. Despite decades of warnings about water wars, what is striking is that water wars don't happen-usually because countries that share water resources have a lot more at stake and armed conflict rarely fixes the problem. Some analysts have pointed to conflicts over resources, including water and valuable land, as a cause in the Rwandan genocide, for example. Recently, the UN secretary-general suggested that climate change was already exacerbating the conflicts in Sudan. But none of these supposed causal chains stay linked under close scrutiny-the conflicts over resources are usually symptomatic of deeper failures in governance and other primal forces for conflicts, such as ethnic tensions, income inequalities and other unsettled grievances. Climate is just one of many factors that contribute to tension. The same is true for scenarios of climate refugees, where the moniker "climate" conveniently obscures the deeper causal forces.

