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AFF Plan imposes 25% tariff on all goods coming in from Guatemala until that nation improves its enforcement against cocaine trafficking.  Guatemala’s enforcement effectiveness is to be judged by the US Senate Caucus on International Narcotics Control.  
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[bookmark: _Toc194427111]SOLVENCY
[bookmark: _Toc194427112]1.  No advocacy
[bookmark: _Toc194427113]No one besides the 2 Affirmative debaters thinks this plan will work
AFF has the burden of proof and they don’t meet it.  They’re sharp young debaters, but they’re not experts on  foreign policy and their opinion isn’t proof of anything.  If no one else besides them thinks this plan will work, that tells you a lot about the quality of the plan all by itself.  
[bookmark: _Toc194427114]2.  “Whack A Mole”
[bookmark: _Toc194427115]US drug war in Latin America is a useless game of Whack-A-Mole, where new ones always pop up to replace the ones we eradicate
Dr Ted G. Carpenter 2020. (PhD; Senior Fellow, Defense and Foreign Policy Studies, Cato Institute) testimony before the House Committee on Foreign Affairs, 2 Dec 2020 (accessed 1 Apr 2025) https://www.cato.org/sites/cato.org/files/2020-12/carpenter-statement-dec-2.pdf
Even apparent triumphs usually turn out to be hollow. U.S. officials celebrated the decline of the Colombian drug cartels, but control of the illicit trade merely shifted northward to Mexico, facilitating the rise of equally violent cartels in that country. It was an example of the “push-down, pop-up” phenomenon. Drug war “victories” in one arena simply lead to the emergence of new, dominant players in another locale where the pressure is not as great. The United States and its hemispheric allies continue to play this grotesque game of “whack-a-mole” with predictably unsatisfying results.
[bookmark: _Toc194427116]Cocaine can easily shift anywhere else in Central America
Fritz Pinnow 2024 (Honduras-based independent journalist and documentary photographer specialising in illicit economies, environmental issues, violence and development in Central America. He is an associate at the Centre for the Study of Illicit Economies, Violence and Development) 3 Oct 2024 “Coca without Borders” (accessed 1 Apr 2025) https://nacla.org/coca-without-borders
The study’s results are sobering. It turns out that 49 percent of Central American soils have environments that suit coca very well. This indicates that the smattering of coca plantations found so far in Honduras, Guatemala, and Belize are not anomalies or reliant on particular microenvironments. They instead signal a basic fact: coca is a generalist shrub and varieties developed in Colombia are likely to do well in analogous environments in northern Central America.
[bookmark: _Toc194427117]Following US anti-drug policies in Central America is guaranteed to fail.  Arrest one bad guy and he’s replaced by others
Boris Van Der Spek 2024. (multimedia journalist based in Chile) 3 Sept 2024 “Failed U.S. ‘war on drugs’ endangers Central American bird habitats, study warns” (accessed 1 Apr 2025) https://news.mongabay.com/2024/09/failed-u-s-war-on-drugs-endangers-central-american-bird-habitats-study-warns/
According to Rodewald, antidrug policies in Central America are largely driven by or adopted from the United States. “U.S. drug policy is very supply-side focused,” she said. That puts the focus of law enforcement on intercepting the traffickers, “without considering the whole range of social processes that cause the problem. They knock it down, and the problem pops up elsewhere.” 
[bookmark: _Toc194427118]Escalating enforcement simply fuels the never-ending cycle of violence as trafficking shifts to other areas
Fritz Pinnow 2024 (Honduras-based independent journalist and documentary photographer specialising in illicit economies, environmental issues, violence and development in Central America. He is an associate at the Centre for the Study of Illicit Economies, Violence and Development) 3 Oct 2024 “Coca without Borders” (accessed 1 Apr 2025) https://nacla.org/coca-without-borders
The war on drugs and the restrictions on the products needed to produce cocaine have forced the cartels to look for new areas to produce at a lower cost, both human and financial. This dynamic is classically known as the “balloon effect,” which explains the relationship between law enforcement crackdowns and the displacement of the drug economy: the application of pressure to drug trafficking in one area simply shifts operations to an area where the pressure is lower. Thus, the war on drugs perpetuates a seemingly never-ending cycle of violence and displacement.
[bookmark: _Toc194427119]3.   Can’t repeal the law of supply and demand
[bookmark: _Toc194427120]Escalating the War on Drugs in Latin America always fails because you can’t repeal the laws of supply & demand and we need to stop trying
Dr Ted G. Carpenter 2020. (PhD; Senior Fellow, Defense and Foreign Policy Studies, Cato Institute) testimony before the House Committee on Foreign Affairs, 2 Dec 2020 (accessed 1 Apr 2025) https://www.cato.org/sites/cato.org/files/2020-12/carpenter-statement-dec-2.pdf
The existing hemispheric drug policy defies the basic laws of economics. The cartels are powerful because there is a sizable consumer market for drugs in the United States and other countries. The prohibition policy to which Washington and its allies stubbornly cling drives up prices (usually by several hundred percent), thereby enriching and empowering the organizations that control such a lucrative commerce. Much of the violence, especially in Mexico, is the result of “turf fights” to control valuable trafficking routes to the United States.
END QUOTE. HE CONTINUES LATER IN THE ARTICLE QUOTE:
As much as we might wish otherwise, millions of Americans (and other populations) will continue to use mind-altering substances, whether they are legal or illegal. Government edicts and actions cannot suppress the trade in such substances when a high level of consumer demand is present. Where a robust demand exists, suppliers inevitably will arise 4 of 4 to fulfill that demand and reap the profits. Government policies will determine only whether honest businesses or violent criminal gangs control the supply. The hemispheric war on drugs, as did America’s ill-fated experiment with alcohol prohibition, has guaranteed that it will be the latter option.
[bookmark: _Toc194427121]4.  Already tried and failed
[bookmark: _Toc194427122]Already tried & failed in Peru, Bolivia and Colombia
Thomas Grisaffi and Kathryn Ledebur 2016. (Grisaffi is a Leverhulme Early Career Research Fellow at University College London. Ledebur - Director of the Andean Information Network, Cochabamba, Bolivia) 31 Mar 2016 “Citizenship or Repression? Coca, Eradication and Development in the Andes” (accessed 1 Apr 2025) https://stabilityjournal.org/articles/10.5334/sta.440
For over two decades the US has funded repressive forced coca eradication in Peru, Colombia and Bolivia to reduce the illegal cocaine trade. These policies have never met their stated goals and have generated violence and poverty. In 2006 Bolivia definitively broke with the US anti-narcotics model, replacing the militarized eradication of coca crops with a community-based coca control strategy. The program substantially reduced the coca crop while simultaneously respecting human rights and allowing farmers to diversify their livelihoods. This article outlines the elements of the Bolivian initiative that ensure its continued successful functioning. It explores to what extent this model can be translated to other Andean contexts.
[bookmark: _Toc194427123]Crack down in Central America has been a disaster and makes everything worse
Boris Van Der Spek 2024. (multimedia journalist based in Chile) 3 Sept 2024 “Failed U.S. ‘war on drugs’ endangers Central American bird habitats, study warns” (accessed 1 Apr 2025) https://news.mongabay.com/2024/09/failed-u-s-war-on-drugs-endangers-central-american-bird-habitats-study-warns/
“Narcos aren’t the problem,” said study co-author Kendra McSweeney, a geographer at Ohio State University. “Our argument is that drug policy creates narcos and keeps them moving around.” The way authorities in the U.S. are trying to crack down on drug smuggling in Central America, historically considered their “backyard,” is counterproductive, she told Mongabay, adding that the “war on drugs” has been a disaster. “Stop putting billions of dollars in supply-side efforts to stop the flow of drugs. They make the problem worse. Stop eradicating plantations. Stop trying to intercept the boats. Stop funding the military. Stand down,” McSweeney said. “Basically, stop having U.S. policy in Central America.”

[bookmark: _Toc194427124]DISADVANTAGES
[bookmark: _Toc194427125]1.  Negative net benefits
[bookmark: _Toc194427126]50 years of experience tells us escalating the War on Drugs in Central America makes everything worse
Dr Ted G. Carpenter 2020. (PhD; Senior Fellow, Defense and Foreign Policy Studies, Cato Institute) testimony before the House Committee on Foreign Affairs, 2 Dec 2020 (accessed 1 Apr 2025) https://www.cato.org/sites/cato.org/files/2020-12/carpenter-statement-dec-2.pdf
For decades, the United States has pursued a vigorous campaign to stamp out the trafficking in illegal drugs, as well as the use of such substances by American consumers. The campaign escalated dramatically when President Richard M. Nixon declared a “war” on drugs in 1971, and it has remained a high priority for U.S. policymakers since then. That war has both demand-side and supply-side components. The latter seeks not only to interdict shipments of illegal drugs, but to eradicate drug crops, principally marijuana, cocaine, and opium poppies, in drug-source countries. The impact of the U.S.- led policy has been especially pronounced on Mexico, Central America, and the Andean countries of South America. Unfortunately, the strategy has not only failed to achieve the desired results, it has fostered increased corruption, social strains, and disorder in those societies. Worse, it has helped enrich and empower the most violence-prone criminal drug cartels.

[bookmark: _Toc194427127]2.  Sanctioning ourselves
[bookmark: _Toc194427128]Link:  US consumers are the ones who pay the cost of tariffs 
Associated Press 2025. “5 things to know about tariffs and how they work“ (accessed 1 Apr 2025) https://www.pbs.org/newshour/economy/5-things-to-know-about-tariffs-and-how-they-work
In fact, it is importers — American companies — that pay tariffs, and the money goes to the U.S. Treasury. Those companies typically pass their higher costs on to their customers in the form of higher prices. That’s why economists say consumers usually end up footing the bill for tariffs.
[bookmark: _Toc194427129]Impact:  Harming ourselves is bad and it’s also absurd 
We’re pointing a gun to our own heads and telling Guatemala to “Stop or I’ll shoot.”   US consumers are the ones harmed by the AFF plan, not Guatemala.  And we’re going to keep punishing ourselves until they do what we want.  In addition to harming US citizens, it’s just absurd.
[bookmark: _Toc194427130]3.  Increased corruption
[bookmark: _Toc177070331][bookmark: _Toc194427131]The Drug War drives up the price of cocaine, which provides more money to fund government corruption
Prof. Laura Blume 2024 (Assistant Professor of Political Science at Univ of Nevada) 17 Apr 2024 “Honduras: A Narco-State Made in the United States” (accessed 6 Sept 2024) https://nacla.org/honduras-narco-state-made-in-the-united-states
Without demand, there would be no motivation for supplying the illicit drug. As several traffickers who I interviewed during fieldwork in the country told me: The gringos can arrest as many traffickers as they want in Central America, but there will always still be a steady supply of cocaine given the profit potential created by international prohibition.
[bookmark: _Toc194427132]4.  Migration
[bookmark: _Toc177070333][bookmark: _Toc194427133]A.  The Link:  Escalating the drug war in Central America motivates increased migration away from the instability it causes
Antony Loewenstein 2019 (independent investigative journalist) 11 Dec 2019 “In Honduras, the U.S. War on Drugs Is Empowering Corrupt Elites” (accessed 12 Sept 2024) https://antonyloewenstein.com/cms/wp-content/uploads/In-Honduras-the-U.S.-War-on-Drugs-Is-Empowering-Corrupt-Elites.pdf
Honduras is a key transit country for drugs being trafficked to the United States from South America, especially for “cocaine-laden aircraft departing from South America,” the U.S. State Department noted in its 2018 International Narcotics Control Strategy report. As a result, Honduras is one of the most violent countries in the world. Huge numbers of Hondurans and other Central American citizens are fleeing due to drug- and gang related activities. Many have headed for the United States, desperate to escape instability often caused by Washington’s support for the so-called war on drugs.
[bookmark: _Toc177070334][bookmark: _Toc169692286][bookmark: _Toc194427134]B.  The Impact: Taxpayer cost.  Illegal immigrants are a net drain on US taxpayers 
Dr. Steve Camarota 2024 (holds a master’s degree in political science from the University of Pennsylvania and earned a doctorate in public policy analysis from Univ. of Virginia; director of research at the Center for Immigration Studies) Summer 2024 NATIONAL AFFAIRS “The Cost of Illegal Immigration” https://nationalaffairs.com/publications/detail/the-cost-of-illegal-immigration
A fair read of the evidence indicates that illegal immigrants are almost certainly a net fiscal drain, but not because they are illegal per se. Nor is it because they are freeloaders or welfare cheats, or because they don't pay any taxes. The reason is that a very large share of illegal immigrants have modest levels of education, which results in modest incomes and tax payments, even when they are paid on the books. Their generally low incomes also allow many of them to qualify for means-tested welfare programs, which they often receive on behalf of native-born children. In other words, illegal immigrants are a net fiscal drain on public budgets for the same reasons that legal immigrants and native-born Americans with low levels of education are: They receive more in benefits from the system than they pay into it.
[bookmark: _Toc194427135]5.   Masking Disad.  Distracts us from the real solutions and perpetuates the problem
[bookmark: _Toc194427136]Focus on “supply” of drugs makes things worse.  We have to instead focus on “consumer demand” in the US
Fritz Pinnow 2024 (Honduras-based independent journalist and documentary photographer specialising in illicit economies, environmental issues, violence and development in Central America. He is an associate at the Centre for the Study of Illicit Economies, Violence and Development) 3 Oct 2024 “Coca without Borders” (accessed 1 Apr 2025) https://nacla.org/coca-without-borders  (brackets in original)
The Indigenous leader Edgardo Benitez, who lives in the coca hotspot La Mosquitia along the Caribbean coast, agrees. ”For many living in La Mosquitia, legal farming has been insufficient to provide an income that can tackle the high prices in the area. This is why so many work with these [illicit] groups and get into the coca business,” explains Benitez. He says the drug economy has heavily impacted the region, displacing those who don’t want to collaborate with criminal groups. As long as there are consumers in the United States and Europe, Benitez points out, there will always be a market and a production line that disproportionately impacts marginalized communities like his own. McSweeney and her research team have also called for a focus on demand-sided interventions in order to prevent further expansion of the drug supply chain and the harm it brings. Continued reliance on a punitive and supply-sided approach, they claim, remains just as futile as it has been over the last 50 years, serving only to reproduce the socioeconomic conditions that lead people into the drug economy. “Something has to be done,” says Benitez. “Because we always end up in the crossfire between the military and criminal groups.”

Copyright ©2025 Vance E. Trefethen	Page 8 of 8	 MonumentMembers.com

This is proprietary intellectual content and may not be used without proper ownership.  Licensed to Monument Publishing for distribution.

