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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.

Economic engagement with Mexico’s politically divisive 

Wilson ’13Associate at the Mexico Institute of the Woodrow Wilson International. Center for Scholars (Christopher E., January, “A U.S.-Mexico Economic Alliance: Policy Options for a Competitive Region,” http://www.wilsoncenter.org/sites/default/files/new_ideas_us_mexico_relations.pdf)

At a time when Mexico is poised to experience robust economic growth, a manufacturing renaissance is underway in North America and bilateral trade is booming, the United States and Mexico have an important choice to make: sit back and reap the moderate and perhaps temporal benefits coming naturally from the evolving global context , or implement a robust agenda to improve the competitiveness of North America for the long term . Given that job creation and economic growth in both the United States and Mexico are at stake, t he choice should be simple, but a limited understanding about the magnitude, nature and depth of the U.S.-Mexico economic relationship among the public and many policymakers has made serious action to support regional exporters more politically divisive than it ought to be.
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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Interpretation—Toward means in the direction of

American Heritage 09 

(‘toward’, http://education.yahoo.com/reference/dictionary/entry/toward)

to·ward (tôrd, trd, t-wôrd) KEY  PREPOSITION: also to·wards (tôrdz, trdz, t-wôrdz) KEY  In the direction of: driving toward home.

Violation—The affirmative is economic engagement with Mexico toward Britain, the United States, and the Cayman Islands—at best they’re extra topical

Blickman 13
Tom Blickman, specialises in International Drug Control Policy and Organised Crime as a researcher at TNI's Drugs and Democracy Programme, formerly worked for Bureau Jansen and Janssen, a research institute on intelligence and police matters, “Deficiencies in financial oversight enable money laundering”, Transnational Institute, http://www.tni.org/article/deficiencies-financial-oversight-enable-money-laundering)

In July 1989, the leaders of the economic powers assembled at the G7 Paris summit decided to establish a Financial Action Task Force (FATF) to counter money laundering as an effective strategy against drug trafficking by criminal ‘cartels’. However, since the inception of the international anti-money laundering (AML) regime there is a growing awareness that the regime is not working as well as intended.¶ A case in point is the recent HSBC money laundering scandal: from 2006 to 2010, the Sinaloa cartel in Mexico and the Norte del Valle cartel in Colombia moved more than $881 million in drug proceeds through HSBC’s US and Mexican branches. Most observers suspect that this is only the tip of the iceberg. In total, the bank’s US and Mexican branches failed to effectively monitor the origin of more than $670 billion in wire transfers and more than $9.4 billion in purchases of US dollars from HSBC Mexico.¶ Traf¬fickers would sometimes deposit hundreds of thousands of dollars in cash in a single day into a single account using boxes designed to fit the precise dimension of the tellers’ windows in HSBC’s Mexico branches. In December 2012, US federal and state authorities negotiated a $1.92 billion fine with the London-based HSBC to settle charges rather than seeking a criminal indictment against the bank. The fine is less than 10 per cent of HSBC’s $20.6 billion worldwide profit before taxes for 2012 and is about five weeks of income for the bank. HSBC’s US branch offered correspondent banking services to HSBC’s Mexican branch, treating it as a low risk client, despite the obvious money laundering and drug trafficking chal¬lenges in Mexico. Services included high risk clients like casas de cambio (currency exchange houses), high risk products like US dollar accounts in the Cayman Islands, a secrecy jurisdiction, with inadequate customer due diligence and weak AML controls.¶ The evidence in the case suggests that customers barely had to submit a real name and address, much less explain the legitimate origins of their deposits. The Mexican branch transported $7 billion in cash US dollars to the US branch from 2007 to 2008, outstripping other Mexican banks, even one twice its size, raising red flags that the volume of dollars included proceeds from illegal drug sales in the United States.

Voting Issue

Limits—regulations toward international banks multiplies the case-list by infinity—even the smallest step outside the 3 topic countries justifies action anywhere geographically in the world—crushing the negative’s ability to compete. 

Extra T means reject the entire affirmative – justifies infinite extra planks that are unpredictable and have their own advantages and can spike out of ground – severing just those parts makes the aff a moving target and kills neg strat.
3
Text – The Department of Energy should alter the Quadrennial Technology Review to include a recommendation to substantially increase its engagement with Mexico on accountability-based anti-money laundering initiatives as per the 1AC Brien evidence.
Competes---the CP’s policy statement is not legally binding---it doesn’t enact the plan, it simply recommends its mandates 

Charles H. Koch 5, the Dudley W. Woodbridge Professor of Law, William and Mary School of Law, Spring 2005, “Policymaking by the Administrative Judiciary,” Alabama Law Review, 56 Ala. L. Rev. 693, p. lexis n110 E.g., Consol Edison Co of New York v. FERC, 315 F.3d 316, 323 (D.C. Cir 2003)

"Policy statements"differfrom substantive rules that carry the "force of law," becausethey lack "present binding effect" on the agency. When an agency hears a case under an established policy statement, it may decide the case using that policy statement if the decision is not otherwise arbitrary and capricious. Id. n111 One brand of nonlegislative rule, "statements of policy," may not have a binding effect on the agency, resulting in even more ambiguous application to administrative judges Several courts distinguish statements of policy from other nonlegislative rules because the latter arenot "binding norms" which control the agency For example, the D.C. Circuit described a statement of policy in these terms An agency policy statementdoes not seek to impose or elaborate or interpret a legal norm. It merely represents an agency position with respect to how it will treat--typically enforce--the governing legal norm By issuing a policy statement, an agency simply lets the public know its current enforcement or adjudicatory approach . . . Policy statements are binding on neither the public, nor the agencySyncor Int'l Corp v. Shalala, 127 F.3d 90, 94 (D.C. Cir. 1997). A statement might not be binding because it serves the dual purpose of "informing the public of theagency's future plansand prioritiesfor exercising its discretionary power," as well as educating and providing direction to agency personnel who are required to implement the agency's policies and exercise its discretionary powers in specific cases. Mada-Luna v. Fitzpatrick, 813 F.2d 1006, 1013 (9th Cir. 1987). A statement acts only prospectively and it does not establish a "binding norm." Id. at 1014 Nonetheless, even a statement may confine the agency's discretion where it would be unfair to deny the statement some effect. Ronald Levin urges that statements and interpretative rules have virtually the same effect Ronald in Levin, Nonlegislative Rules and the Administrative Open Mind, 41 DUKE L J 1497, 1503 (1992).
CP solves the aff – changes future budget decisions.

Tollefson -11 (Jeff Tollefson, DOE releases first Quadrennial Technology Review, September 27, 2011, http://blogs.nature.com/news/2011/09/doe_releases_first_quadrennial_1.html)

The US Department of Energy (DOE) released its inaugural Quadrennial Technology Review on Tuesday, laying out a longer-term strategic agenda to help integrate energy research and development programmes. Modelled on the Defense Quadrennial Review, an influential analysis that sets the tone and direction of US defence policy, the document explores the energy department’s role in driving basic energy research and helping shift more mature technologies into the commercial sector. The review sets priorities in six areas (pictured, top right) in order to create a multi-year framework that can be incorporated into planning and budget discussions. Under each of the six umbrellas can be found a range of potential technological solutions — from better batteries to biofuels and carbon sequestration — that will need to be deployed in concert in order to meet demand for energy, increase domestic supplies and reduce greenhouse-gas emissions. The agency is aiming for technologies that can create jobs and have a substantial impact — on the order of 1% of US consumption — over the course of two decades. “The timescale of energy is decades,” Energy Secretary Steven Chu said during the public release in Washington. “We need to take a long view.” In truth, the administration doesn’t have a lot of choice but to take the long view. The bulk of its energy and environmental agenda (remember the global warming legislation?) has fallen prey to partisan politics and an epic financial crisis. Moving forward, the administration will have to fight for even the most basic investments in clean energy R&D, a sad reality only made worse by the scandal over the failed solar manufacturer Solyndra. And although nobody would argue with efforts to craft a strategic plan to guide energy investments (which can rise and fall according to political whim on an annual basis), the first quadrennial review largely hews to the current course without making any radical recommendations for change. “Frankly it seems almost self evident to us,” said Steve Koonin, undersecretary for science. — Unlike the military, which can in a sense create its own market for new technologies, DOE necessarily plays a transitional role in technology development. All of its R&D is geared toward commercial deployment, and there’s only so much government can do to create private markets, which depend not just on science and technology but also public sentiment and risk perception, not to mention the full suite of macro- and micro-economic forces. For that reason, the document recommends setting up a permanent group within the DOE that can focus on energy markets, business, policy analysis and, most intriguingly, social sciences.
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Anti-money laundering efforts are a sign of regulatory desperation by the elite—enforcing legislation that punishes citizens for a post-crime is a flawed political system of guilt by association that only reproduces their harms

Matonis 13 

Jon, executive director of the Bitcoin Foundation and an e-money researcher and crypto economist focused on expanding the circulation of nonpolitical digital currencies, his career has included senior posts at Sumitomo Bank, Visa, VeriSign, and Hushmail, "Life-Saving Remittances Smothered by Anti-Money-Laundering Laws", May 7 2013, "Money Laundering Is Financial Thoughtcrime", www.americanbanker.com/bankthink/money-laundering-is-financial-thoughtcrime-1058902-1.html?
From President Roosevelt's 1933 seizure of personal gold to the Nazi confiscation of Jewish wealth to the recent deposit theft at Cyprus banks, asset plundering by governments has a long and colorful tradition. Protecting wealth from oppressive regimes continues to this day. It's highly political and also a matter of perspective whether protection from confiscation is a justifiable activity. Government access to wealth is at the heart of the issue and it matters not if it's hiding money or cleaning money. Therefore, the artificial crime of "money laundering" had to be invented, mainly because more direct and traditional methods of enforcing certain laws yielded little result. Think of it as driving without a lightbulb above the license plate being a felony because thieves might drive away in the night. All must participate in illuminating the way to be tracked. More than anything, this is a clear sign of regulatory desperation. Money laundering has been called the thoughtcrime of finance. Isn't it really just banking with someone's possibly nefarious intentions attached to the act? It's like buying a drive-thru donut in a stolen vehicle. The theft of the vehicle may have been illegal and immoral but the act of purchasing a donut is not. Money laundering is not pre-crime but post-crime. And, it's difficult to identify the victim, other than the bank shareholders that must expend millions of dollars for the proactive compliance required as the state's deputized enforcers. Moreover, money laundering is guilt by association. If the monetary flows resulting from associated businesses are deemed illegal, then the banking activity is defined as money laundering. But, in the absence of victimless crime laws against drugs, gambling, and prostitution, the majority of banking labeled as money laundering would simply be banking. According to the International Money Laundering Information Bureau, "Money Laundering is also the world's third-largest industry by value." Apparently, it happens in every country in the world. Well, breathing by humans also happens in every country in the world. If money laundering is actually the third-largest industry in the world then it's either being calculated wrong or it's too easily defined. In his Rolling Stone article "Gangster Bankers: Too Big to Jail," Matt Taibbi mocks the anti-money-laundering regime as being hypocritical because large commercial banks like HSBC receive a light slap on the wrist and the blind-eye treatment as smaller fish are routinely scooped up in the net. Taibbi correctly distinguishes between an arrestable class and an unarrestable class. However, he misses the point of the law's arbitrariness in the first place. Thank you for the analysis, Mr. Taibbi, but dispensing enforcement of an immoral law more evenly is not a solution for justice. Even as the money-laundering laws are said to exist for the fight against terrorism or drugs or gambling, the cashless utopia is simultaneously being thrust upon us as the monetary architecture of the future. Expect ever more increasing thoughtcrime enforcement as the international money flow tightens. 
Illuminating populations to be tracked and prosecuted is the underlying justification for the state to slaughter and commit genocide
Foucault, 72’ (Michael, Professor of the History of Systems of Thought College De France, The Foucault Reader, pg. 258)

Since the classical age, the West has undergone a very profound transformation of these mechanisms of power. "Deduction" has tended to be no longer the major form of power but merely one element among others, working to incite, reinforce, control, monitor, optimize, and organize the forces under it: a power bent on generating forces, making them grow, and ordering them, rather than one dedicated to impeding them, making them submit, or destroying them. There has been a parallel ·shift in the right of death, or at least a tendency to align itself with the exigencies of a life-administering power and to define itself accordingly. This death that was based on the right of the sovereign is now manifested as simply the reverse of the right , of the social body to ensure, maintain, or develop its life . Yet wars were never as bloody as they have been since the nineteenth century, and all things being equal, never before did regimes visit such holocausts on their own populations . But this formidable power of death-and this is perhaps what accounts for part of its force and the cynicism with which it has greatly expanded its limits-now presents itself a s the counterpart of a power that exerts a positive influence on life, that endeavors to administer, optimize, and multiply it, subjecting to precise controls and comprehensive regulations . Wars are no longer waged in the name of a sovereign who must be de fended; they are waged on behalf of the existence of everyone; entire populations are mobilized for the purpose of wholesale slaughter in the name of life necessity: massacres have become vital . It is as managers of life and survival, of bodies and the race, that so many regimes have been able to wage so many wars, causing so many men to be killed. And through a turn that closes the circle, as the technology of wars has caused them to tend increasingly toward all-out destruction, the decision that initiates them and the one that terminates the􀓻 are in fact increasingly informed by the naked question of survival. The atomic situation is now at the end point of this process: the power to expose a whole population to death is the underside of the power to guarantee an individual's continued existence. The principle underlying the tactics of battle-that one has to be capable of killing in order to go on living-has become the principle that defines the strategy of states. But the existence in question is no longer the juridical existence of sovereignty; at stake is the biological existence of a population. If genocide is indeed the dream of modern powers, this is not because of a recent return of the ancient right to kill; it is because power is situated and exercised at the level of life, the species, the race, and the large-scale phenomena of population.
The alternative is to reject their calls for a false sense of security—their advantages are propaganda meant to distract you with one hand while they take away your rights with the other—the ballot sends the signal of revolution in support of financial privacy
Matonis 13 

Jon, executive director of the Bitcoin Foundation and an e-money researcher and crypto economist focused on expanding the circulation of nonpolitical digital currencies, his career has included senior posts at Sumitomo Bank, Visa, VeriSign, and Hushmail, "The Fincen Whistleblowers" June 17 2013, www.americanbanker.com/bankthink/the-fincen-whistleblowers-1059910-1.html
In her opening remarks at the conference, Fincen Director Jennifer Shasky Calvery cited the two wildly different lenses through which observers see the virtual currency issue. Generally, it's thwarting financial innovation versus establishing a clear and safe regulatory environment. She happens to be correct about this framework.¶ However, upon leaving the director's U.S.-centric bias, two other lenses emerge – U.S. interests versus rest-of-the-world interests. And, this is where we find our elusive whistleblower.¶ The Fincen whistleblower is other sovereign nations and they are starting to speak.¶ In April, the Dutch Minister of Finance and president of the Board of Governors of the European Stability Mechanism, Jeroen Dijsselbloem, answered questions from his country’s parliament regarding bitcoin. (His remarks were later translated by a Dutch member of the Bitcoin community.)¶ When asked if "the activities as performed by Bitcoin fall under the Financial Supervision Act or is this a private activity," Minister Dijsselbloem responded, "Anyone is free to develop and/or use alternative (digital) products, as long as it does not conflict with the Dutch law, such as the law on gambling."¶ He continued: "The current understanding is that Bitcoin is not electronic money as meant in the Financial Supervision Act, partly because Bitcoins are not issued in exchange for received money and they do not represent a claim on the issuer. Because of this, Bitcoin does not meet at least two of the four requirements set out in the law. Also, Bitcoin is not in any other way a financial product as meant by the law. (Mediation in) the purchase or sale of Bitcoins is not a financial service either, so the Financial Supervision Act does not apply."¶ Many educated and developed countries don't immediately see every product as something to track and don't necessarily view financial privacy as a negative. Indeed, prior to immense and unparalleled pressure from the U.S., bank secrecy and client confidentiality had been a proud heritage in countries such as Switzerland, Austria, and Liechtenstein.¶ But will the world listen to the up and coming Fincen whistleblowers? They should. Either willingly or begrudgingly, the world has embarked on a path of greater and greater transparency in a bargained exchange for the warm embrace of security. But, the ends do not justify the means in that grand tradeoff. A world where privacy isn't sacrificed and all human transactions aren't tracked is not only possible, but imperative. The alternative will be far worse than you can imagine.
Money Laundering Adv
They don’t solve cash transfers

Realuyo 12 

Celina, former U.S. diplomat, international banker with Goldman Sachs, U.S. State Department Director of Counterterrorism Finance Programs, professor of national security and international relations at Georgetown, George Washington, and the National Defense Univesrity, M.B.A. from Harvard, M.A. from Johns Hopkins University School of Advanced International Studies, member of the Council on Foreign Relations, International Institute for Strategic Studies, published in the Woodrow Wilson Center's Mexico Instittue, "It's All about the Money: Advancing Anti-Money Laundering Efforts in the U.S. and Mexico to Combat Transnational Organized Crime",  www.wilsoncenter.org/sites/default/files/Realuyo_U.S.-Mexico_Money_Laundering_0.pdf
The Modes of Money Laundering in the U.S. and Mexico¶ The transnational organized crime and the global drug trade generate billions of dollars annually ¶ that traffickers must collect, consolidate, and inject into the international financial system to ¶ profit from their trade. Illicit drug sales in the U.S. are predominantly conducted in cash,¶ presenting the daunting challenge of how to deposit vast amounts of currency into financial¶ institutions while maintaining an appearance of legitimacy. U.S. authorities estimate that drug ¶ trafficking organizations send between $19 and $29 billion annually to Mexico from the United States.¶ 7 Mexico is currently the primary placement area for U.S.-generated drug dollars.8¶ To ¶ move and launder the proceeds of their crime, transnational criminal organizations operating in ¶ the U.S. and Mexico predominantly rely on bulk cash smuggling, traditional bank and wire ¶ transfers, and trade-based money laundering schemes.¶ Bulk Cash Smuggling. Despite more sophisticated means of moving and hiding illegal income, ¶ cash remains the preferred payment method by criminal enterprises cross the globe, including the ¶ Mexican cartels. Cash is king! Bulk cash smuggling which entails physically transporting large ¶ quantities of cash is designed to bypass financial transparency reporting requirements.9¶ It¶ usually occurs in U.S. Dollars that are widely accepted as international currency and can always ¶ be converted. Many cash movements by this method provide no paper trail or a third party, such ¶ as a bank official to become suspicious of the transaction. According to the U.S. National Drug ¶ Intelligence Center (NDIC), bulk cash seizures in the U.S. alone totaled $798 million from ¶ January 2008 through August 2010. These seizures were mostly related to drug trafficking ¶ cases. Since 2002, Mexico has seized over $457.5 million in bulk currency shipments. In 2010, ¶ bulk-cash seizures amounted to US $32.4 million and 87.3 million Mexican pesos¶ (approximately $7 million) amounting to some US$ 39.4 million which is a pittance in light of ¶ the billions generated by the Mexican-based TCOs.¶ 10 As anti-money laundering expert and ¶ former U.S. Attorney in Los Angeles Duncan Deville notes, bulk cash smuggling does not ¶ actually constitute a money laundering mechanism as the cash remains in its original form and ¶ does not enter the formal financial sector.11
No solvency—decreasing the likelihood of money laundering means drug traffickers will just stop laundering money, NOT stop selling drugs
Mexican drug trafficking is inevitable
Olson 9 
Eric L., M.A., International Affairs, American University; B.A., History and Secondary Education, Trinity College, Associate Director of the Latin American Program at the Woodrow Wilson International Center for Scholars in Washington, as a Senior Specialist in the Department for Promotion of Good Governance at the Organization of American States, January 2009, http://www.wilsoncenter.org/sites/default/files/The%20U.S.%20and%20Mexico.%20Towards%20a%20Strategic%20Partnership.pdf)

It is time to strengthen the U.S. relationship with Mexico. !ere are few countries—if any—which are as important to the United States as Mexico. We share more than just a two-thousand mile border. Our economies and societies are deeply interwoven and what happens on one side of our shared border inevitably aﬀects the other side. As the United States seeks to redeﬁne its role in the world, it is vital to start at home, with our neighbors. Today is a time of great opportunity in our relationship with Mexico, but also a time of severe challenges. While the two governments have taken important steps to limit the risk that terrorists will use the shared border as a launching pad for attacks, drug traﬃcking organizations have developed a lucrative and deadly cross-border trade that creates signiﬁcant vulnerabilities for both countries. Mexican drug traﬃcking organizations have become increasingly violent in recent years, with over ﬁve thousand deaths tied to narcotics traﬃcking in 2008 alone, and they have gradually penetrated the institutional framework of the Mexican state, especially local law enforcement authorities. These organizations are fueled by persistent demand in the United States: over twenty million Americans use illegal drugs each month and roughly 15 to 25 billion dollars in proﬁts from U.S. drug sales are pumped back into to the Mexican economy each year in cash and weapons. !e violence and corruption wrought by drug traﬃcking organizations are felt particularly strongly in border communities, but the eﬀects of the trade run deep throughout cities and towns in both countries. Policymakers in the two countries have a shared interest in working together to develop a comprehensive and bilateral approach that limits the reach of organized crime. Mexico also remains vital for the U.S. economy, although the current economic slowdown presents special challenges that will have to be addressed with great care. Mexico is the second destination for U.S. exports, and the ﬁrst or second destination of exports for at least twenty two U.S. states. Over six million Americans live in cities and counties on the border and over 60 million in border states, whose economies are particularly tied with Mexico’s. !is degree of integration creates opportunities for more focused economic cooperation, but also generates risks for spillover eﬀects in times of economic crisis. An economic slowdown in either country will inevitably aﬀect the other and a full-scale crisis could send shockwaves across the border. Moreover, the persistent wage gap between the two countries presents a long-term challenge that has been insuﬃciently addressed in past eﬀorts at deepening cross-border economic ties. !e United States and Mexico have the opportunity to develop a framework for economic integration that helps to contain the eﬀect of economic shocks, takes advantage of complementarities to increase the competitive position of both countries, and, above all, places an emphasis on improving the well-being of average citizens in both countries. Introduction and Overview: A Strategic Approach to U.S.-Mexico Relations The United States and Mexico: Towards a Strategic Partnership 
Introduction and Overview: Towards a Strategic Partnership with Mexico : Finally, immigration from Mexico continues to present challenges to policymakers on both sides of the border. Roughly a third of all immigrants to the United States come from Mexico, including a majority of unauthorized immigrants. Over a tenth of Mexico’s population now lives in the United States, and three percent of the U.S. population was born in Mexico. Although U.S. immigration reform will be part of a domestic policy discussion, it will inevitably require U.S. policymakers to speak with their counterparts in Mexico about how to manage immigration ﬂows and to provide long-term alternatives to migration. 
SQ solves the aff—money laundering isn’t a big deal
Reuters 12 

"HSBC an 'isolated' case in Mexico -bank's association", July 27 2012, in.reuters.com/article/2012/07/27/hsbc-mexico-idINL2E8IR59K20120727
(Reuters) - The money-laundering scandal that hit HSBC Holdings Plc in Mexico was an isolated case in Latin America's second-biggest economy, the head of the country's banks association (ABM) was quoted as saying on Friday.¶ Mexico's National Banking and Securities Commission (CNBV) levied a $27.5 million fine against the British bank after a scathing U.S. Senate report last week slammed HSBC for letting clients shift funds from dangerous and secretive countries.¶ Mexico is particularly exposed to powerful drug traffickers, whose sales are worth billions of dollars annually.¶ In an interview with Mexican newspaper El Financiero, ABM President Jaime Ruiz Sacristan said the HSBC case was not a sign of wider problems in the banking sector in Mexico.¶ "I think we're making this into a really big deal," Ruiz Sacristan told the paper. "In Mexico there are 42 institutions, plus the brokerage houses and insurers ... this is a specific isolated case."¶ The CNBV censured HSBC for noncompliance with anti-money laundering systems and controls as well as for its late reporting of 1,729 unusual transactions, failing to report 39 unusual transactions, and 21 administrative failures.¶ The U.S. Senate panel alleged that HSBC acted as a financier to clients routing funds from the world's most dangerous places, including Mexico, Iran and Syria, doing regular business in areas tied to drug cartels, terrorist funding and tax cheats.¶ The Senate report slammed a "pervasively polluted" culture at the bank and said between 2007 and 2008, HSBC's Mexican operations moved $7 billion into the bank's U.S. unit.¶ This week HSBC apologized for failing to meet anti-money laundering regulations in Mexico. It did not comment on whether the money had come from drug gangs.

Even if stopping money laundering stops drug trafficking, they don’t solve terrorism because Al-Queda can just launder money outside of Mexico

Mexican Econ DA—Mexico is economically strong now
Viñals and Ezyaguirre 11 

Jose and Nicolás, International Monetary Fund, Mexico, "Financial System Stability Assessment", reflects the work undertaken in the context of joint IMF/World Bank FSAP Updates missions to Mexico City in September and October 2011, December 7, 2011, www.imf.org/external/pubs/ft/scr/2012/cr1265.pdf
Mexico’s strong economic policies ¶ underpinned the recovery following the ¶ global financial crisis. Mexico was hit hard ¶ by the global crisis; growth fell sharply in ¶ 2009 and financial markets came under ¶ severe pressure. However, strong ¶ fundamentals (including substantially ¶ strengthened balance sheets) and a skillful ¶ policy response (Box 1) helped maintain ¶ stability and supported a strong rebound in economic activity. This was assisted by an effective ¶ macroeconomic policy framework—the inflation target regime ensured price stability, the ¶ flexible exchange rate worked as a key shock absorber limiting capital flow volatility, and fiscal ¶ policy was guided by a balanced budget rule (Table 3). ¶ 2. Growth has remained resilient this year, and is expected to moderate. Exports—¶ especially of manufactured goods to the U.S.—have been an important contributor to Mexico’s ¶ recovery after the crisis. Domestic demand has been aided by a growing payroll, recovering ¶ credit growth, and the strong balance sheets of banks, corporates, and households. The exchange ¶ rate depreciated as investors covered currency exposures in the context of the global financial ¶ turmoil (divestment from short-term sovereign paper was rather modest and investors have ¶ maintained their positions in long-term paper). The inflation outturn has been better than ¶ expected, and inflation expectations are well anchored.
As long as there’s a demand for illegal drugs in the US market, cartels will risk developing the supply—that means there’s only a risk of a short-term hit to Mexico’s economy
Redmond 13 

Helen, US journalist, commentator, and drug and health policy analyst, "The political economy of Mexico's drug war", July 2013, isreview.org/issue/90/political-economy-mexicos-drug-war

The development of narcocapitalism in Mexico depended on the enforcement of prohibition on both sides of the border. Drug production and smuggling under the dangerous conditions of illegality creates massively inflated prices for drugs. A Mexican farmer is paid about thirty-six dollars for a pound of marijuana. In the United States a pound of pot can be sold for seven hundred dollars.33 For outlaw capitalists, illicit drugs are lucrative commodities that have well-established domestic and international markets. This guarantees that drug cartels will assume numerous risks to supply consumers.34¶ Agricultural conditions in Mexico are ideal for growing poppies and marijuana. Coca leaf is not grown in Mexico and is cultivated exclusively in Bolivia, Columbia, and Peru—but Mexico is a major transshipment route for cocaine. Farmers in the states of Chihuahua, Durango, and Sinaloa, known as the triángulodorado(golden triangle), have a long history and an expertise in growing drug crops. Chinese immigrants initially introduced poppy to Mexico. The drug trade has always been a global enterprise where plants and their derivatives pass through borders in search of markets.¶ Uneven development of the agrarian sector ensured that there was an endless supply of unskilled, landless, and impoverished workers in Mexico willing to risk working in the illicit narcoeconomy. It is this desperate, economic necessity to earn a livelihood that the drug cartels exploit.¶ The narcoeconomy has a multiplier effect in the vast number of other jobs it creates indirectly. The transportation, security, communication, and banking industries all service the illegal drug trade. Drug profits are invested in and have transformed rural villages from illiterate backwaters to modern towns with Wi-Fi cafes and ostentatious narco-palaces.35¶ 
No Mexican state collapse—they have been through worse

Viñals and Ezyaguirre 11 

Jose and Nicolás, International Monetary Fund, Mexico, "Financial System Stability Assessment", reflects the work undertaken in the context of joint IMF/World Bank FSAP Updates missions to Mexico City in September and October 2011, December 7, 2011, www.imf.org/external/pubs/ft/scr/2012/cr1265.pdf
Since the 2006 FSAP Update, Mexico has experienced four different episodes of ¶ financial system strain. The first was the post-Lehman turmoil, which led to high volatility in ¶ the Mexican foreign exchange market, forcing BoM to intervene; the closing of the capital ¶ markets for some issuers; the drying up of liquidity in the secondary debt markets; and the major ¶ losses experienced by large nonfinancial corporations in the over-the-counter (OTC) derivatives ¶ market. The second was a bursting of the credit card and personal loans bubble—the result of lax ¶ underwriting standards in some banks. The rapid expansion of credit card loans in 2005–06 resulted in a steep increase in nonperforming loans and significant write-offs when ¶ unemployment increased in 2009. The third was the distress experienced by the non-deposittaking, unregulated housing finance institutions (Sofoles/Sofomes), which led to illiquidity and ¶ insolvency. The latest was the rapid increase—from a low base—in bank lending to states and ¶ municipalities. Some smaller banks took on very high exposures previously viewed as virtually ¶ risk-free; these loans suffered major restructuring, impacting liquidity and capital.
They can’t solve—the US and Europe controls Mexico’s financial future
Viñals and Ezyaguirre 11 

Jose and Nicolás, International Monetary Fund, Mexico, "Financial System Stability Assessment", reflects the work undertaken in the context of joint IMF/World Bank FSAP Updates missions to Mexico City in September and October 2011, December 7, 2011, www.imf.org/external/pubs/ft/scr/2012/cr1265.pdf
The main macroeconomic risks for Mexico’s financial system are linked to U.S. and ¶ European developments. The strong real sector linkages with the U.S. economy reflect the high ¶ integration in the manufacturing sector, as well as high remittances and tourism revenue. ¶ Although direct trade and investment linkages with Europe are modest, further turmoil in Europe ¶ could increase global investor risk aversion and emerging market risk premia. In addition, since ¶ Spanish bank subsidiaries account for about one-third of banking system assets, liquidity ¶ pressures faced by their parents could lead the subsidiaries to deleverage, impacting overall ¶ credit growth and economic activity in Mexico.
Relations Adv

TBHA renews our commitment

Relations are fundamentally strong and growing
Slack 13 (Megan Slack, White House Blog. "President Obama Reaffirms the United States-Mexico Relationship" May 3, 2013. www.whitehouse.gov/blog/2013/05/03/president-obama-reaffirms-united-states-mexico-relationship)
On the first day of his trip to Mexico and Costa Rica, President Obama was in Mexico City for meetings and a joint press conference with President Peña Nieto.¶ The two leaders, who first met in Washington, DC last November, discussed the broad range of issues that bind our nations and affect the daily lives of citizens in both countries, and renewed their commitment to a strong relationship between the United States and Mexico.¶ While working together to confront urgent challenges like security, “we can’t lose sight of the larger relationship between our peoples, including the promise of Mexico’s economic progress,” President Obama said. “I believe we’ve got a historic opportunity to foster even more cooperation, more trade, more jobs on both sides of the border, and that’s the focus of my visit.” ¶ The United States and Mexico have one of the largest economic relationships in the world. Our annual trade has now surpassed $500 billion -- more than $1 billion every day. We are your largest customer, buying the vast majority of Mexican exports. Mexico is the second largest market for U.S. exports. So every day, our companies and our workers -— with their integrated supply chains —- are building products together. And this is the strong foundation that we can build on. ¶ Before continuing on to Costa Rica, President Obama spoke to the people of Mexico at the National Anthropology Musuem about the "impressive progress of today’s Mexico," which includes the country's deepinging democracy and strengthening economy.¶ And because of all the dynamic progress that's taking place here in Mexico, Mexico is also taking its rightful place in the world, on the world stage. Mexico is standing up for democracy not just here in Mexico but throughout the hemisphere. Mexico is sharing expertise with neighbors across the Americas. When they face earthquakes or threats to their citizens, or go to the polls to cast their votes, Mexico is there, helping its neighbors. Mexico has joined the ranks of the world’s largest economies. It became the first Latin American nation to host the G20.¶ "Just as Mexico is being transformed, so are the ties between our two countries," President Obama said. ¶ As President, I’ve been guided by a basic proposition -- in this relationship there’s no senior partner or junior partner; we are two equal partners, two sovereign nations. We must work together in mutual interest and mutual respect.  And if we do that both Mexico and the United States will prosper.

Here’s 6 alt causes to global biodiversity that the aff can’t solve

A. Global Warming – species can’t adapt fast enough

B. Disease – some don’t have necessary resistance.

C. Pollution – It hurts the ecosystems of the species and causes harm.

D. Deforestation – habitat loss hurts bioD

E. Overfishing – Depletes the ocean of species 

F. Invasive Species are destructive to native species

Species extinction won't cause human extinction – humans and the environment are adaptable 

Doremus, 2K
(Holly,  Professor of Law at UC Davis Washington & Lee Law Review, Winter 57 Wash & Lee L. Rev. 11, lexis)  

In recent years, this discourse frequently has taken the form of the ecological horror story . That too is no mystery. The ecological horror story is unquestionably an attention-getter, especially in the hands of skilled writers  (*46)  like Carson and the Ehrlichs. The image of the airplane earth, its wings wobbling as rivet after rivet is carelessly popped out, is difficult to ignore.The apocalyptic depiction of an impending crisis of potentially dire proportions is designed to spur the political community to quick action . Furthermore, this story suggests a goal that appeals to many nature lovers: that virtually everything must be protected. To reinforce this suggestion, tellers of the ecological horror story often imply that the relative importance of various rivets to the ecological plane cannot be determined. They offer reams of data and dozens of anecdotes demonstrating the unexpected value of apparently useless parts of nature. The moth that saved Australia from prickly pear invasion, the scrubby Pacific yew, and the downright unattractive leech are among the uncharismatic flora and fauna who star in these anecdotes. n211The moral is obvious: because we cannot be sure which rivets are holding the plane together, saving them all is the only sensible course. Notwithstanding its attractions, the material discourse in general, and the ecological horror story in particular, are not likely to generate policies that will satisfy nature lovers. The ecological horror story implies that there is no reason to protect nature until catastrophe looms. The Ehrlichs' rivet-popper account, for example, presents species simply as the (fungible) hardware holding together the ecosystem. If we could be reasonably certain that a particular rivet was not needed to prevent a crash, the rivet-popper story suggests that we would lose very little by pulling it out. Many environmentalists, though, would disagree. Reluctant to concede such losses, tellers of the ecological horror story highlight how close a catastrophe might be, and how little we know about what actions might trigger one. Butthe apocalyptic vision is less credible today than it seemed in the 1970s. Althoughit is clear thatthe earth is experiencing a mass wave ofextinctions, the complete elimination of life on earth seems unlikely. Life is remarkably robust.Nor is human extinction probable any time soon. Homo sapiens is adaptable to nearly any environment. Even if the world of the future includes far fewer species, it likely will hold people.    One response to this credibility problem tones the story down a bit, arguing not that humans will go extinct but that ecological disruption will bring economies, and consequently civilizations, to their knees. But this too may be overstating the case. Most ecosystem functions are performed by multiple species. This functional redundancy means that a high proportion of species can be lost without precipitating a collapse.
Mexico isn’t key to global biodiversity – at best they only solve in the Americas

Empirically denied – hundreds of thousands of species die annually 

Paltrowitz, 01
(JD Brooklyn Journal of I-Law, 2001 (A Greening of the World Trade Organisation”)

However, the panel did not take into account the practical reality that negotiations are time-consuming. The environment, animal life and human life can all be irreparably harmed as time passes. n105 For instance, one scholar has reported  (*1807)  that "the world is losing between 27,000 and 150,000 species per year, approximately seventy-four species every day, and three every hour and up to seventy percent of the world's fisheries are depleted or under stress after years of over-exploitation." n106 This concern is especially pertinent in the case of the eastern spinner dolphin and coastal spotted dolphin, which are on the endangered species list. n107 Yet, even for the dolphin species that are not endangered, a similar concern applies because if dolphins continue to be maimed or killed in tuna purse seines then their numbers could become seriously depleted to the point where they may be put on the endangered species list. In short, Tuna-Dolphin I shows the preeminence of trade values at the expense of environmental values. Therefore, the panel's acknowledgment of the WTO's Preamble rang hollow when it stated: " . . . that the provisions of the GATT impose few constraints on a contracting party's implementation of domestic environmental policies." n108
Biodiversity is not key to ecosystems 

Washington Post, 97
(8-29 lexis)

Ecologists have long maintained that diversity is one of nature's greatest strengths, but new research suggests that diversity alone does not guarantee strong ecosystems. In findings that could intensify the national debate over endangered species and habitat conservation, three new studies suggest that a greater abundance of plant and animal varieties does not always translate to better ecological health. At least equally important, the research found, are the types of species and how they function together.  "Having a long list of Latin names isn't always better than a shorter list of Latin names," said Stanford University biologist  Peter Vitousek, co-author of one of the studies published in the journal Science.  Separate experiments in California, Minnesota and Sweden found that diversity often had little bearing on the performance of ecosystems -- at least as measured by the growth and health of native plants. In fact, the communities with the greatest biological richness were often the poorest when it came to productivity and the cycling of nutrients.  One study compared plant life on 50 remote islands in northern Sweden that are prone to frequent wildfires from lightning strikes. Scientist David Wardle of Landcare Research in Lincoln, New Zealand, and colleagues at the Swedish University of  Agricultural Sciences, found that islands dominated by a few species of plants recovered more quickly than nearby islands with greater biological diversity. Similar findings were reported by University of Minnesota researchers who studied savannah grasses, and by Stanford'sVitousek and colleague David Hooper, who concluded that functional characteristics of plant species were more important than the number of varieties in determining how ecosystems performed. "In aiming to protect natural ecosystems, we cannot just manage for species variety alone," the Stanford researchers wrote. British plant ecologist J.P. Grime, in a commentary summarizing the research, said there is not yet "convincing evidence that species diversity and ecosystem function are consistently and causally related." "It could be argued," he added, "that the tide is turning against the notion of high biodiversity as a controller of ecosystem function and insurance against ecological collapse."
