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[bookmark: _Toc169708147]HARMS / SIGNIFICANCE
[bookmark: _Toc169708148]1.   Aiding bad regimes isn’t always bad
[bookmark: _Toc169708149]Sometimes aiding bad regimes is necessary because the benefits outweigh.  Example: Aiding evil dictator Stalin in the war against Hitler (World War 2)
Jay Lefkowitz 2007 (US State Department, Special Envoy for Human Rights in North Korea) 9 Oct 2007 Resolved: The United States Should Not Give Aid to Dictators, Remarks to the Yale Political Union https://2001-2009.state.gov/g/senk/94508.htm (accessed 19 June 2024)
So, in answer to your debate question, I don’t think you can take an absolute position that we should never give any aid to despots, because there may be times, as I pointed out, when we were at war with Hitler, where we needed to cooperate and ally ourselves with Stalin. On the other hand, when we do give any aid to dictatorships, we need accountability, we need to know what we are getting in return.
[bookmark: _Toc169708150]2.  Unrealistic demands
[bookmark: _Toc126601392][bookmark: _Toc169708151]It's irrational to demand high human rights standards while they’re fighting for survival against insurgents who don't respect human rights
Dr. Mark Moyar,  Hector Pagan,  Wil R. Griego 2014 (Moyar - PhD; Senior Fellow at the Joint Special Operations University. He served previously as a professor at the U.S. Marine Corps University.  Pagan -  retired US Army Brigadier General; former deputy commander, U.S. Army Special Operations Command.  Griego - retired Lieut. Colonel, US Army; former Special Operations Forces Liaison Element, Colombia; graduate of the Infantry Advanced Course, the Combined Arms and Services Staff School, the Special Forces Detachment Officer Qualification Course, and the Army Command and General Staff Course) July 2014 Persistent Engagement in Colombia (accessed 19 Nov 2022) https://apps.dtic.mil/sti/pdfs/ADA617138.pdf
Soon after the passage of the Leahy Laws, the Department of State used it to justify withholding large amounts of aid to the Colombian Army. For many Colombian officers, the Leahy Laws and their vetting procedures were unjust and insulting to their national honor. The top leadership of the Colombian Army found the Leahy Laws so objectionable that for a time it refused to accept any American assistance.  Some senior American officials sympathized with the Colombian military’s viewpoint, believing that legislation’s passage stemmed from unrealistic expectations among U.S. members of Congress. Ambassador David Passage, the Department of State’s Director for Andean Affairs, remarked, “It is almost irrational to expect that a country fighting for national survival should be able to quickly or easily achieve the truly prodigious transformation necessary to live up to accepted norms for human rights and civil liberties. It is also exceedingly difficult for police and military forces to transform themselves into professional and respectable guardians of democratic and constitutional law and order while under hostile fire from guerrilla and paramilitary forces which obey no human rights constraints and show no respect for civil liberties.”
[bookmark: _Toc169708152]3.  US Military aid accomplishes lots of good things
[bookmark: _Toc56193313][bookmark: _Toc169708153]“Miraculous” results in Colombia:  eradicated corruption, bolstered economy, increased security, stopping terrorism
GENERAL JOHN F. KELLY 2016. (UNITED STATES MARINE CORPS (Ret) FORMER COMBATANT COMMANDER, UNITED STATES SOUTHERN COMMAND (USSOUTHCOM) statement BEFORE THE SENATE COMMITTEE ON HOMELAND SECURITY AND GOVERNMENTAL AFFAIRS 13 APRIL 2016  https://www.hsgac.senate.gov/wp-content/uploads/imo/media/doc/Testimony-Kelly-2016-04-131.pdf (accessed 19 June 2024)
Colombia does more to help solve our demand problem than do we. For years they have eradicated 40,000 acres of coca annually, destroyed thousands of labs, and just last year seized nearly 200 metric tons of cocaine before it ever left their country. They have done this selflessly and at an incredibly high cost in the blood of their military and police professionals. We have helped them in this decades long effort particularly in the area of information and intelligence sharing, and encouragement. What they have done internally dealing with the terrorist group they have been battling for over 50 years, and in the fight against cocaine trafficking over the last 25 years working with the U.S. as an equal partner under “Plan Columbia,” is nothing less than miraculous. Mr. Chairman I think the Committee knows this, and if it does not it should, Colombia is an exporter of security to the rest of the region. The relationship is a terrific example of how sustained U.S. support based on mutual respect and equal partnership can help a people gain control of their security situation, strengthen government institutions, eradicate corruption, and bolster their economy.
[bookmark: _Toc169708154]SOLVENCY 
[bookmark: _Toc169708155]1.  Human rights conditions hard to enforce
[bookmark: _Toc126601403][bookmark: _Toc169708156]It's not easy to determine human rights compliance in foreign countries, and you can't just take whatever the NGO's are saying
[Note: This quote is written by the guy who was in charge of the State Dept. vetting process - it's the best qualified evidence in the round.]
Daniel R. Mahanty 2017 (Master's Degree in National Security Policy; director of the U.S. program at the Center for Civilians in Conflict (CIVIC). Prior to joining CIVIC, Dan spent 16 years at the U.S. Department of State. In 2012, he created and led the Office of Security and Human Rights in the Bureau of Democracy, Human Rights and Labor) 27 June 2017 " The “Leahy Law” Prohibiting US Assistance to Human Rights Abusers: Pulling Back the Curtain"  (accessed 19 Nov 2022) https://www.justsecurity.org/42578/leahy-law-prohibiting-assistance-human-rights-abusers-pulling-curtain/ (brackets added)
 Documenting human rights violations can be tricky, even dangerous, business. Conventional long-form reporting from international NGOs does not lend itself well to Leahy review, because it typically provides a representative rather than exhaustive set of cases or facts. Critics on both ends often focus their recommendations for “fixing” the Leahy process on the relatively few resources DRL [State Department's Bureau of Democracy, Human Rights and Labor] has for vetting and the relatively little time a vetter spends on any one case. But the time spent on vetting is perhaps less important than the capacity to obtain, store, and analyze human rights information from more local sources and apply it much earlier in the development of security assistance programs.
[bookmark: _Toc169708157] 2.  Alternate suppliers
[bookmark: _Toc169708158]Without US weapons, countries will find different suppliers. Example: Saudi Arabia
Dr. Oleg Svet, 2016. (PhD;  dissertation on security assistance to Iraq and has analyzed U.S. security cooperation with the Gulf Cooperation Council countries, Iraq, and Afghanistan. From 2015 -16 he analyzed security assistance as a consultant supporting the U.S. Defense Dept.) “Why Congress Supports Saudi Arms Sales” Sept 26, 2016. https://nationalinterest.org/feature/why-congress-supports-saudi-arms-sales-17840 (accessed 19 June 2024)
If Senators Paul and Murphy would have succeeded in their measure, Riyadh would almost certainly have gone to another large military supplier, possibly Russia. [END QUOTE] Saudi and other GCC officials fear that Iran, which is not only ideologically and theologically diametrically opposed to the Kingdom, but also has a population and territory several times the size of Saudi Arabia, poses an existential threat. The uncomfortable truth is that Yemen is a proxy war in the Saudi-Iranian competition. Riyadh feels that it must win in Yemen against the Houthi rebels (who the Saudis are convinced are sponsored by Iran), and the only way to win is through military power. [HE GOES ON LATER IN THE CONTEXT TO SAY QUOTE:] Saudi Arabia does not have an indigenous military industry to support the war; it has to find military suppliers to sustain its war effort. Had the sale been blocked and Saudi Arabia shifted to Russia, China, or other suppliers for military purchases, other Gulf States would have followed suit, putting in jeopardy an additional tens of billions of dollars in sales by American multinational companies and thousands of highly-skilled manufacturing jobs. Going forward, when considering whether to block arms sales to Saudi Arabia, therefore, Congress should not only worry about the particular sale in question. It should also consider the wider negative implications that a suspension would have on tens of thousands of high-skilled manufacturing jobs all across America, tens of billions of dollars in revenues for U.S. companies, and the wider defense industry.
[bookmark: _Toc126601425][bookmark: _Toc169708159]Past precedent: Egypt changed suppliers to avoid US whining about their domestic policies
[bookmark: _Toc10031794][bookmark: _Toc10316405][bookmark: _Toc10359837][bookmark: _Toc10363414][bookmark: _Toc10381237][bookmark: _Toc10384832]Ray Rounds 2019. (a U.S. Air Force F-15E pilot and a Ph.D. candidate at Georgetown Univ. in International Relations.) “The Case Against Arms Embargos, Even for Saudi Arabia.” April 16, 2019. (accessed 4 Oct 2022) War on the Rocks. https://warontherocks.com/2019/04/the-case-against-arms-embargos-even-for-saudi-arabia/
Consider Indonesia and Egypt. In 2015, Egypt agreed to purchase nearly 50 Russian MiG-29M/M2s and more than two-dozen French Rafales. This represented a shocking turn of events after more than three decades of purchasing only American-made fighter jets. It was also driven largely by the U.S. embargo put in place in 2013, after the Egyptian army’s removal of then-President Mohamed Morsi, who had won the presidency in a 2012 election. The embargo caused significant tension between the two states driven by “an Egyptian sense that they were at a point of mortal peril” while the United States was moralizing about democratic reforms. Remarkably, the United States lifted the embargo in 2015 with virtually no change in Egyptian policies, no official U.S. “democracy certification”, and Egyptian military support for the Saudi-led war in Yemen. The U.S. arms embargo as a tool of coercive change was an abject failure.
[bookmark: _Toc18594806][bookmark: _Toc126601422][bookmark: _Toc169708160]Arms embargoes often motivate the target state to diversify to other suppliers
Ray Rounds 2019. (a U.S. Air Force F-15E pilot and a Ph.D. candidate at Georgetown Univ. in International Relations.) “The Case Against Arms Embargos, Even for Saudi Arabia.” April 16, 2019. (accessed 4 Oct 2022) War on the Rocks. https://warontherocks.com/2019/04/the-case-against-arms-embargos-even-for-saudi-arabia/
Arms exports are best used for maintaining or strengthening relationships while limiting adversary access to client states; a tool of nuanced influence, not outright coercion. In fact, threatening to withhold arms sales to coerce a state into changing its behavior often has the opposite effect, leading clients to diversify their arms sourcing instead of shifting course.
[bookmark: _Toc18594810][bookmark: _Toc126601423][bookmark: _Toc169708161]Using arms embargos as a form of coercion motivates buyers to look elsewhere
[bookmark: _Toc10363411][bookmark: _Toc10381234][bookmark: _Toc10384829]Derek Bisaccio 2018. (Military Markets Analyst for Forecast International, a research organization for decision makers in the world’s aerospace and defense markets) “Examining U.S. Arms Sales to Saudi Arabia. October 23, 2018. Forecast International’s Defense & Security Monitor blog. (accessed 4 Oct 2022) https://dsm.forecastinternational.com/wordpress/2018/10/23/examining-u-s-arms-sales-to-saudi-arabia/
Moreover, regularly resorting to playing hardball with arms equipment can convince importers that a degree of diversification is in order if the supplier is unreliable, hurting the supplier’s sales position and defense sector – more so if the supplier is seen as making arms sales only to use them years or decades later to coerce the importer over domestic policy.
[bookmark: _Toc169708162][bookmark: _Toc126601412]3. Target country behavior will not change
[bookmark: _Toc8718358][bookmark: _Toc18594798][bookmark: _Toc126601413][bookmark: _Toc169708163]Withholding arms as an instrument of coercion doesn’t produce desired benefits
Ray Rounds 2019. (a U.S. Air Force F-15E pilot and a Ph.D. candidate at Georgetown Univ. in International Relations.) “The Case Against Arms Embargos, Even for Saudi Arabia.” April 16, 2019. (accessed 4 Oct 2022) War on the Rocks. https://warontherocks.com/2019/04/the-case-against-arms-embargos-even-for-saudi-arabia/
Whether it is delayed approval, as in the recent Kuwaiti F-18 purchase, an outright embargo, like Egyptian F-16s in 2013, or denial of technology transfer, as in the 2016 Turkish Patriot missile request, using the withholding of arms sales as a blunt force instrument of coercion is unlikely to produce desired strategic benefits and often backfires.
[bookmark: _Toc8718359][bookmark: _Toc18594799][bookmark: _Toc126601414][bookmark: _Toc169708164]Arms sales have useful benefits and are not meant as a tool of coercion
Ray Rounds 2019. (a U.S. Air Force F-15E pilot and a Ph.D. candidate at Georgetown Univ. in International Relations.) “The Case Against Arms Embargos, Even for Saudi Arabia.” April 16, 2019. (accessed 4 Oct 2022) War on the Rocks. https://warontherocks.com/2019/04/the-case-against-arms-embargos-even-for-saudi-arabia/
Arms sales are useful tools for maintaining communication, strengthening relationships, and keeping potential adversary states at bay. Conversely, as a blunt instrument of coercion (i.e. if you do not do X, we will suspend Y), they are likely losers.
[bookmark: _Toc8718360][bookmark: _Toc18594800][bookmark: _Toc126601415][bookmark: _Toc169708165]Government officials and previous research agree: arms transfers aren’t effective as leverage
Ray Rounds 2019. (a U.S. Air Force F-15E pilot and a Ph.D. candidate at Georgetown Univ. in International Relations.) “The Case Against Arms Embargos, Even for Saudi Arabia.” April 16, 2019. (accessed 4 Oct 2022) War on the Rocks. https://warontherocks.com/2019/04/the-case-against-arms-embargos-even-for-saudi-arabia/
Senior U.S. government officials involved in the arms transfer process that I interviewed over the past year during the course of my research have echoed similar sentiments. This is also borne out by previous research providing evidence that using arms transfers as situationally coercive tools is rarely successful. 
[bookmark: _Toc169708166][bookmark: _Toc18594801][bookmark: _Toc126601416]Arms embargoes are least effective against an autocratic regime 
Ray Rounds 2019. (a U.S. Air Force F-15E pilot and a Ph.D. candidate at Georgetown Univ. in International Relations.) “The Case Against Arms Embargos, Even for Saudi Arabia.” April 16, 2019. (accessed 4 Oct 2022) War on the Rocks. https://warontherocks.com/2019/04/the-case-against-arms-embargos-even-for-saudi-arabia/
Interestingly, coercion attempts using arms transfers are least likely to be successful when used as a punishment or threat against an autocratic regime, such as Saudi Arabia.


[bookmark: _Toc169708167]DISADVANTAGES
[bookmark: _Toc169708168]1.   Reduced global human rights
[bookmark: _Toc169708169]US Military assistance gives leverage for promotion of human rights & democracy
Andrew J. Shapiro, 2012. (Assistant Secretary of State for Political-Military Affairs. Former Senior Advisor to Secretary of State Hillary Clinton.) “A New Era for U.S. Security Assistance” FALL 2012. https://csis-website-prod.s3.amazonaws.com/s3fs-public/legacy_files/files/publication/twq12FallShapiro.pdf (accessed 19 June 2024)
It is also important to note that security assistance gives the United States leverage and influence, which can be used to press for support for U.S. values and interests. Indeed, U.S. security assistance regularly promotes such universal values as good governance, civilian oversight of security forces, rule of law, and respect for human rights. Security assistance helps tie a country’s security sector to the United States, and creates strong incentives for the recipient countries to maintain close relations, both in times of stability and in crisis. This does not guarantee a country will listen. But clearly, where the United States has limited relations and no history of security assistance, U.S. influence to push countries to respect democracy and human rights will be similarly limited.
[bookmark: _Toc169708170]In the long run, best way to promote global human rights is to ensure US national security and strengthen US national defense
[This card is from 1981, but it is dealing with timeless principles, so it still applies]
Dr. William Barrett 1981. (PhD; professor of philosophy at  New York University from 1950 to 1979 ) Human Rights and American Foreign Policy A Symposium, Nov 1981 https://www.commentarymagazine.com/articles/william-barrett-2/human-rights-and-american-foreign-policy-a-symposium/ (accessed 19 June 2024)
We weaken ourselves to the degree that we isolate ourselves within the community of nations. The future of human rights depends on the continued existence and power of the United States in the world today. It would be a supreme irony if the partisans of human rights, out of motives of purity, insisted on a policy that would only weaken us among the family of nations. I think this last brings us now to a summary statement of what an effective human-rights policy must be. It cannot be a separate campaign or crusade as such; it has simply to be a part or a concomitant of a larger national policy. And the outlines of that larger policy are tolerably clear: we have to keep the United States a free country and also maintain an adequate defense posture so that our presence as a world power is felt among the other nations. It is this continuing and effective presence, after all, that will do more in the long run for the cause of human rights than any oratorical crusade.


[bookmark: _Toc169708171]2. US defense capabilities  / DMSMS (Diminishing Manufacturing Sources & Material Shortages)
[bookmark: _Toc169708172]Link:  All exports important for keeping the defense industry healthy
Dr. Oleg Svet, 2016. (PhD;  dissertation on security assistance to Iraq and has analyzed U.S. security cooperation with the Gulf Cooperation Council countries, Iraq, and Afghanistan. From 2015 -16 he analyzed security assistance as a consultant supporting the U.S. Defense Dept.) “Why Congress Supports Saudi Arms Sales” Sept 26, 2016. https://nationalinterest.org/feature/why-congress-supports-saudi-arms-sales-17840 (accessed 19 June 2024)
When considering this particular sale it is important to keep in mind the big picture of U.S. defense exports and their contribution to America's defense industry. Over the past six years, as U.S. defense spending has faced considerable budgetary pressures, American defense companies have struggled to maintain employees and keep production lines open. With tightening defense budgets, highly-skilled manufacturing jobs on the line, and the prospect of production lines for advanced U.S. weapons being phased out, American exports of defense articles and services have become and will continue to be ever more important.
[bookmark: _Toc169708173]Brink: Lead in weapon production and export is narrowing 
[bookmark: _Hlk26526149]Jonathan Caverley and Ethan B. Kapstein, 2012. (Caverley - Assistant Professor at Northwestern University. Kapstein - Professor at the Univ of Texas at Austin, a Visiting Professor at Georgetown Univ, and a Senior Fellow at the Center for a New American Security.) “Arms Away How Washington Squandered Its Monopoly on Weapons Sales” Sept/Oct 2012. https://www.foreignaffairs.com/articles/united-states/2012-08-18/arms-away (accessed 19 June 2024)
Over the last two decades, the United States has enjoyed an unrivaled competitive advantage in the production and export of advanced conventional weaponry. [END QUOTE]The collapse of the Soviet Union and the breakup of the Warsaw Pact led to sharp reductions in Russian defense spending and a drop in Moscow's arms transfers to regional allies. Simultaneously, globalization rewarded firms with economies of scale, allowing U.S. defense contractors to capitalize on their size and on large orders from armed forces around the globe. The formula for success was simple: by producing a range of affordable yet sophisticated weapons, the Pentagon and its contractors would crush any rivals. Domination of the global arms trade, and the economic and geopolitical benefits that came with it, was the United States' to lose. [THEY GO ON LATER TO SAY QUOTE:] But that advantage is fading. In the 1990s, the United States controlled 60 percent of the global weapons market. Today, it is responsible for only about 30 percent. By focusing on cutting-edge technology and developing excessively expensive defense systems, Washington has left the door open for foreign competitors to market practical weapons at an affordable cost. Consequently, Russia has resurged as an arms merchant, and a host of other countries, such as China, Israel, and South Korea, are becoming important suppliers.
[bookmark: _Toc169708174]Link & Brink: Arms exports keep vital industries and technical know-how alive, preventing DMSMS
Dr. Eugene Gholz 2019 (PhD; associate professor of political science at the University of Notre Dame. He was awarded the US Department of Defense Exceptional Public Service Medal for his service as senior advisor to the Deputy Assistant Secretary of Defense for Manufacturing and Industrial Base Policy) “Conventional Arms Transfers and US Economic Security” Spring 2019  STRATEGIC STUDIES QUARTERLY (accessed 19 June 2024) https://www.airuniversity.af.edu/Portals/10/SSQ/documents/Volume-13_Issue-1/Gholz.pdf
 [image: ]
[bookmark: _Toc169708175]Link:  DMSMS hurts combat operations & safety
Bill Kobren 2018 (Director, Logistics and Sustainment Center, at the Defense Acquisition University, Fort Belvoir, Virginia) 7 Sept 2018 “Obsolescence and DMSMS – A Study in Contrasts”  https://www.dau.edu/blogs/obsolescence-and-dmsms-study-contrasts (accessed 19 June 2024)
Diminishing Manufacturing Sources and Material Shortages (DMSMS). The loss, or impending loss, of manufacturers of items or suppliers of items or of raw materials.[END QUOTE] This can be caused by many factors including new or evolving science, detection limits, toxicity values, and regulations related to chemicals and materials resulting in significant impact on the DoD’s supply chain and Industrial Base (IB). [HE GOES ON TO SAY QUOTE:] This situation may cause shortages that endanger the life-cycle support and capability of the weapon system or equipment or that cause shortages that may endanger an ongoing production capability and/or the life-cycle support of a weapon system or any training, support, or test equipment already in the field. Ultimately, DMSMS issues affect materiel readiness and operational availability, which, in turn, affect both combat operations and safety.
[bookmark: _Toc169708176]Impact:  Deaths.  US military personnel get killed when the equipment is unready
Russ Read 2019 (journalist) 11 June 2019 “Wave of military rollover deaths heightens fears over equipment and training” https://www.washingtonexaminer.com/policy/defense-national-security/wave-of-military-rollover-deaths-heightens-fears-over-equipment-and-training (accessed 19 June 2024)
A series of accidents over the past month have led to the deaths of at least five and injuries to 43 American troops, triggering questions over whether equipment and training shortcomings are responsible. Frequent deployments since 9/11 and a lack of predictable defense funding has forced the military to do more with less for nearly 20 years. Many of the vehicles troops use are older than they are, and even newer ones suffer from parts shortages. The need for constant maintenance by fewer troops means training is often pushed back, or even canceled. Some are concerned recent accidents could be the result of a larger readiness problem. "If you haven't been getting enough miles on your vehicle, you can be susceptible to those kinds of accidents," retired Army Lt. Gen. Thomas Spoehr told the Washington Examiner. More than 5,000 troops were killed in accidents between 2006 and 2018, according to a congressional report, nearly a third of all active-duty deaths. In comparison, 2,710 were killed in action.
[bookmark: _Toc169708177]3.   Lose US hegemony
[bookmark: _Toc8718372][bookmark: _Toc18594827][bookmark: _Toc126601454][bookmark: _Toc169708178]Link:  US arms sales assist with diplomacy and ensure military assistance
[bookmark: _Toc8627142][bookmark: _Toc8635021][bookmark: _Toc8658826][bookmark: _Toc8672084][bookmark: _Toc8717628][bookmark: _Toc10316407][bookmark: _Toc10359839][bookmark: _Toc10363416][bookmark: _Toc10381239][bookmark: _Toc10384834]Thomas Frohlich 2019. (Assistant Managing Editor of 24/7 Wall St., a financial news and opinion company) “Saudi Arabia buys the most weapons from the US government. See what other countries top list.” March 26, 2019. (accessed 4 Oct 2022) USA Today. https://www.usatoday.com/story/money/2019/03/26/us-arms-sales-these-countries-buy-most-weapons-government/39208809/ (brackets added)
The United States selects its clients based on well-established partnerships, as well as for strategic reasons related to the leverage it could gain during conflicts. Of the 25 countries buying the most weapons from the U.S., 10 are either NATO member nations or part of other alliances formed with the United States since the Cold War. “The US transfers to these countries are meant to ensure allies security, as arms transfers from the US brings with it security guarantees, which basically entail diplomatic and military assistance in case of troubles,” said [Aude] Fleurant [director of the arms and military expenditure program with the Stockholm International Peace Research Institute].
[bookmark: _Toc126601455][bookmark: _Toc169708179]Link: Arms sales are carefully reviewed to ensure they promote US foreign policy and national security
US State Dept. Bureau of Political Military Affairs 2021.  " U.S. Arms Sales and Defense Trade"  20 Jan 2021 (accessed 4 Oct 2022) https://www.state.gov/u-s-arms-sales-and-defense-trade/
Arms sales and defense trade are tangible implements of foreign policy with potential long-term implications for regional security. For this reason, the United States takes into account political, military, economic, arms control, and human rights conditions in determining the provision of military equipment and the licensing of direct commercial sales to any country.  Each proposed transfer we review is carefully assessed on a case-by-case basis, and approved if found to further U.S. foreign policy and national security interests. 
[bookmark: _Toc126601456][bookmark: _Toc169708180]Link:  US arms exports are key to countering Russia and maintaining influence in the global order
Fatima Munib 2019 (master's degree candidate in international studies at Univ. of San Francisco) Dec 2019 (accessed 5 Oct 2022) "The United States Eroding Global Military Advantage; Is There A Way Back?" https://repository.usfca.edu/cgi/viewcontent.cgi?article=2400&context=thes
On the other hand, Russia’s case-study makes the connection between its increased market share in the global defense industry hampering U.S defense corporations’ arms sales and its challenge to the U.S influence in global affairs. While Russia provides a cost-conditionalities benefit to non-NATO members in its 2 arms sales, it also seeks to impact the future of the U.S. relationship with NATO, which contains military implications for Europe as well as for the global order.
[bookmark: _Toc57577803][bookmark: _Toc126601457][bookmark: _Toc169708181]Link: Disregarding our allies weakens US hegemony because we need them to maintain global leadership
Ashley Tellis 2020 (Tata Chair for Strategic Affairs and a senior fellow at the Carnegie Endowment for International Peace. He is also a counselor at the National Bureau of Asian Research and the research director of the Strategic Asia Program) 4 May 2020 "COVID-19 Knocks on American Hegemony" (accessed 5 Oct 2022) https://carnegieendowment.org/2020/05/04/covid-19-knocks-on-american-hegemony-pub-81719
This disregard for the alliance system that the United States has carefully nurtured now for over half a century is grounded fundamentally in a failure to appreciate its importance for both the effectiveness and the legitimacy of American primacy in international politics. All previous administrations intuitively understood the benefits that the alliances provided in material, institutional, and ideational terms and consequently sought to preserve, if not actually deepen, them. The Covid-19 pandemic ordinarily would have stimulated the United States to lead a collective response, if not globally, then at least involving its allies and partners because this crisis was both genuinely transnational and immediately affected U.S. interests as well those of its closest friends in Europe and Asia.
[bookmark: _Toc57577804][bookmark: _Toc126601458][bookmark: _Toc169708182]Brink: Now is the critical time.  We should be increasing, not decreasing, commitment to allies. It's essential to maintaining US hegemony
Ashley Tellis 2020 (Tata Chair for Strategic Affairs and a senior fellow at the Carnegie Endowment for International Peace. He is also a counselor at the National Bureau of Asian Research and the research director of the Strategic Asia Program) 4 May 2020 "COVID-19 Knocks on American Hegemony" (accessed 5 Oct 2022) https://carnegieendowment.org/2020/05/04/covid-19-knocks-on-american-hegemony-pub-81719
But even as it attends to the business of internal regeneration, Washington must double down on its alliances and partnerships. Only this U.S.-led confederation contains the preponderance of the global product that will durably immunize the “strategic West” against any future challenges emanating from China or other rivals. Preserving American hegemony over the long term thus must begin with consolidating Washington’s leadership within the largest single bloc of material power in order that it may be effective beyond. Ensuring this outcome requires the United States to take seriously—and deepen meaningfully—the special geopolitical ties it has nurtured throughout the postwar period, which would among other things enable it to better shape the world’s engagement with China to advance its own interests.
[bookmark: _Toc169708183]Link: US weapons =US influence
Jonathan Caverley and Ethan B. Kapstein, 2012. (Caverley - Assistant Professor at Northwestern University. Kapstein - Professor at the Univ of Texas at Austin, a Visiting Professor at Georgetown Univ, and a Senior Fellow at the Center for a New American Security.) “Arms Away How Washington Squandered Its Monopoly on Weapons Sales” Sept/Oct 2012. https://www.foreignaffairs.com/articles/united-states/2012-08-18/arms-away (accessed 19 June 2024)
When Washington inks a weapons deal, the partner country is unlikely to deploy those arms in a manner at odds with the United States’ interests, which would threaten its access to those very weapons. So the more weapons Washington sells, the more control it has over security decisions made abroad. More specifically, Washington can exploit its market power to advance important foreign policy objectives. In 2005, for example, Washington suspended Israel’s access to the F-35 program to force Jerusalem to stop selling unmanned aerial vehicle parts to China. The United States has used similar tactics to prevent Brazil and Spain from selling aircraft to Venezuela.
[bookmark: _Toc169708184]Link: Weapons sales, military aid and training advance US leadership abroad
Andrew J. Shapiro, 2012. (Assistant Secretary of State for Political-Military Affairs. Former Senior Advisor to Secretary of State Hillary Clinton.) “A New Era for U.S. Security Assistance” FALL 2012. https://csis-website-prod.s3.amazonaws.com/s3fs-public/legacy_files/files/publication/twq12FallShapiro.pdf (accessed 19 June 2024)
Security assistance has long been an important tool in sustaining and advancing U.S. global leadership. However, the nature of security assistance has changed compared to decades past. Once a tool viewed through the prism of the Cold War, security assistance is now more about enabling the capabilities of partner states so they can contribute to internal and regional security. Security assistance includes a broad array of tools, including direct military grant assistance, the sale or transfer of military items and equipment, and training peacekeepers or supporting de-mining efforts. One of the most direct ways the United States can help is through the sale or transfer of U.S. defense equipment. The United States can sell or transfer weapon systems and military items through its Foreign Military Sales (FMS) program, which are government-to-government sales. The United States also helps build the capacity of partners through its Foreign Military Financing (FMF) program, which provides funding assistance to countries to buy U.S. defense items. Indeed, U.S. assistance gives countries the tools to confront security challenges in several different areas, including increasing the interoperability between forces, confronting transnational threats, addressing maritime security, professionalizing a military, training international peacekeepers, and combating weapons proliferation.
[bookmark: _Toc169708185]Link: Buying US military equipment is a commitment to long-term relations with the US 
Andrew J. Shapiro, 2012. (Assistant Secretary of State for Political-Military Affairs. Former Senior Advisor to Secretary of State Hillary Clinton.) “A New Era for U.S. Security Assistance” FALL 2012. https://csis-website-prod.s3.amazonaws.com/s3fs-public/legacy_files/files/publication/twq12FallShapiro.pdf (accessed 19 June 2024)
Similarly, when a country buys a fighter jet or other advanced defense system from a U.S. company, they are not just getting the hardware; they are buying a larger system, one that will need to be updated and repaired throughout its lifespan, which in the case of a fighter jet can be as long as 40 years. This means that in purchasing the hardware, the buyer is actually committing to a broader long-term relationship with the United States. Should a country decide to break with the United States, they would potentially endanger their access to all the technology, parts, and components which make that piece of hardware work as intended. Defense trade decisions are therefore often intensely political decisions that steer the diplomatic strategic course of a country for decades. Expanding the defense trade is therefore a critical component of our engagement with both longstanding allies and new potential partners.
[bookmark: _Toc169708186]Turn: US should expand defense trade, not reduce it, because we need to improve partnership with allies
Andrew J. Shapiro, 2012. (Assistant Secretary of State for Political-Military Affairs. Former Senior Advisor to Secretary of State Hillary Clinton.) “A New Era for U.S. Security Assistance” FALL 2012. https://csis-website-prod.s3.amazonaws.com/s3fs-public/legacy_files/files/publication/twq12FallShapiro.pdf (accessed 19 June 2024)
Lastly, it is essential that the United States improve its ability to partner with allies through defense trade, while at the same time protecting sensitive technologies. While there has been significant growth in defense trade during this administration, particularly with emerging powers like India, there is room to do more. The United States must continue to expand defense trade with new partners in Asia, Africa, and Latin America, as well as with longstanding partners. 
[bookmark: _Toc169708187]Link & Brink: Cooperation with allies across the world is key to maintaining global stability  
Andrew J. Shapiro, 2012. (Assistant Secretary of State for Political-Military Affairs. Former Senior Advisor to Secretary of State Hillary Clinton.) “A New Era for U.S. Security Assistance” FALL 2012. https://csis-website-prod.s3.amazonaws.com/s3fs-public/legacy_files/files/publication/twq12FallShapiro.pdf (accessed 19 June 2024)
As the United States transitions from a decade of war, it is clear that the task of maintaining global stability and addressing global challenges must be a shared responsibility. Working with allies and partners to address common security challenges has been a critical part of U.S. policy for decades. But the increased interconnectedness associated with global economic advances, while bringing prosperity to more countries and regions, has also meant that the security of the United States can be affected by events in more places, more countries, and more regions. This has led to an increased demand to expand our partnerships and deepen our security relationships. 
[bookmark: _Toc169708188]Impact: US weapons exports key to maintaining global security
Andrew J. Shapiro, 2012. (Assistant Secretary of State for Political-Military Affairs. Former Senior Advisor to Secretary of State Hillary Clinton.) “A New Era for U.S. Security Assistance” FALL 2012. https://csis-website-prod.s3.amazonaws.com/s3fs-public/legacy_files/files/publication/twq12FallShapiro.pdf (accessed 19 June 2024)
All of these efforts help make states more capable, more professional, and more able to deal with challenges, respond to threats, and contribute to stability. When the United States provides an ally with vessels to patrol and monitor its coastal waters, when it trains peacekeepers to deploy to places like Somalia, and when it sells advanced defense systems to its partners, the United States is not just helping its partners handle their own security. It is also empowering them to contribute to global security. As such, our security assistance potentially reduces the burden that would fall on our shoulders.
[bookmark: _Toc169708189]Impact:  World peace & prosperity at risk without US influence.  US hegemony is key to global peace & prosperity
[bookmark: _Toc527745340]Capt. M. V. Prato 2009 (United States Marine Corps,Command and Staff College, Marine Corps Combat Development Command,Marine Corps University) “The Need for American Hegemony” https://www.google.com/url?sa=t&rct=j&q=&esrc=s&source=web&cd=&cad=rja&uact=8&ved=2ahUKEwjt8N_VuanvAhUrTd8KHeqZCFcQFjAAegQIARAD&url=https%3A%2F%2Fapps.dtic.mil%2Fsti%2Fcitations%2FADA508040&usg=AOvVaw1W9h0yGSK0ygfIbfmS7kTN (accessed 19 June 2024)
The world witnessed a vast shift in the polarity of geopolitics after the Cold War. The United States became the world’s greatest hegemon with an unequalled ability to globally project cultural, political, economic, and military power in a manner not seen since the days of the Roman Empire.[END QUOTE] Coined the “unipolar moment” by syndicated columnist Charles Krauthammer, the disparity of power between the U.S. and all other nations allows the U.S. to influence the world for the mutual benefit of all responsible states. Unfortunately, the United States is increasingly forced to act unilaterally as a result of both foreign and domestic resentment to U.S. dominance and the rise of liberal internationalism. [HE GOES ON LATER TO SAY QUOTE:] The United States must exercise benevolent global hegemony, unilaterally if necessary, to ensure its security and maintain global peace and prosperity.
[bookmark: _Toc11586831][bookmark: _Toc169708190]Impact:  Civilizational collapse – with decline of US dominance and rise of Russia and China
Dr. Robert Kagan 2017. (PhD in American history; Stephen & Barbara Friedman Senior Fellow - Foreign Policy, Project on International Order and Strategy at Brookings Institution) 6 Feb 2017 ‘Backing into World War III”  https://www.brookings.edu/research/backing-into-world-war-iii/ (accessed 19 June 2024)
Think of two significant trend lines in the world today. One is the increasing ambition and activism of the two great revisionist powers, Russia and China. The other is the declining confidence, capacity, and will of the democratic world, and especially of the United States, to maintain the dominant position it has held in the international system since 1945. As those two lines move closer, as the declining will and capacity of the United States and its allies to maintain the present world order meet the increasing desire and capacity of the revisionist powers to change it, we will reach the moment at which the existing order collapses and the world descends into a phase of brutal anarchy, as it has three times in the past two centuries. The cost of that descent, in lives and treasure, in lost freedoms and lost hope, will be staggering.
[bookmark: _Toc169708191][bookmark: _Toc126601445]4.  Collapse of US allies
[bookmark: _Toc126601446][bookmark: _Toc169708192]Example:  Human rights arms embargo caused major defeats in Colombia that put their survival in jeopardy
Ana Rosa Quintana 2014 (senior policy analyst for Latin America at Heritage Foudnation) 21 Oct 2014 " Does the U.S. Need a “Plan Central America”?" (accessed 19 Nov 2022) https://www.heritage.org/americas/report/does-the-us-need-plan-central-america
[bookmark: _ftnref3]The implementation of Leahy law—human rights provisions governing foreign security assistance—has also complicated U.S. security cooperation efforts. An important lesson from Plan Colombia was the dangers of unchecked Leahy laws. According to a recent report by the U.S. Joint Special Operations University, the U.S. contributed to a “succession of major defeats that put Colombia’s survival in jeopardy” due to Leahy law restrictions imposed on the U.S. 
[bookmark: _Toc126601447][bookmark: _Toc169708193]Pres. Clinton waived the arms restrictions in 1998 because of the bad situation in Colombia
Dr. Mark Moyar,  Hector Pagan,  Wil R. Griego 2014 (Moyar - PhD; Senior Fellow at the Joint Special Operations University. He served previously as a professor at the U.S. Marine Corps University.  Pagan -  retired US Army Brigadier General; former deputy commander, U.S. Army Special Operations Command.  Griego - retired Lieut. Colonel, US Army; former Special Operations Forces Liaison Element, Colombia; graduate of the Infantry Advanced Course, the Combined Arms and Services Staff School, the Special Forces Detachment Officer Qualification Course, and the Army Command and General Staff Course ) July 2014 Persistent Engagement in Colombia (accessed 19 Nov 2022) https://apps.dtic.mil/sti/pdfs/ADA617138.pdf
In 1998, President Clinton issued a waiver for Colombia on the grounds that supporting Colombia was vital for U.S. national security.
[bookmark: _Toc126601448][bookmark: _Toc169708194]Return of US military aid after 1998 reversed the bad security situation in Colombia
Dr. Mark Moyar,  Hector Pagan,  Wil R. Griego 2014 (Moyar - PhD; Senior Fellow at the Joint Special Operations University. He served previously as a professor at the U.S. Marine Corps University.  Pagan -  retired US Army Brigadier General; former deputy commander, U.S. Army Special Operations Command.  Griego - retired Lieut. Colonel, US Army; former Special Operations Forces Liaison Element, Colombia; graduate of the Infantry Advanced Course, the Combined Arms and Services Staff School, the Special Forces Detachment Officer Qualification Course, and the Army Command and General Staff Course ) July 2014 Persistent Engagement in Colombia (accessed 19 Nov 2022) https://apps.dtic.mil/sti/pdfs/ADA617138.pdf
When U.S. policymakers decertified Colombia for aid in 1996 and restricted training to short Joint Combined Exchange Training deployments, the impact of training declined sharply. Fortunately, persistent training returned in 1998, owing to the recognition of Washington policymakers that Colombia needed U.S. help to reverse a precipitous deterioration in security.
[bookmark: _Toc126601449][bookmark: _Toc169708195]Impact:  Peace and lives saved, thanks to ending the arms restrictions and upholding the security of Colombia.  They have a working peace process now.
UN News 2022 (publication of the United Nations) Success of Colombia peace process hinges on ending violence: Mission chief 12 Apr 2022 (accessed 19 Nov 2022) https://news.un.org/en/story/2022/04/1116112 (brackets added)
Political parties, civil society and other stakeholders must also commit to advance on the agreement’s pending elements and face challenges decisively, said [Secretary-General’s Special Representative and Head of the UN Verification Mission in Colombia] Mr. [Carlos Ruiz] Massieu.  “Colombia reminds the world that even an armed conflict of more than five decades, with a painful toll of millions of victims can be resolved through dialogue, laying the foundations for reconciliation and non-repetition.” 
[bookmark: _Toc126601450][bookmark: _Toc169708196]5.  Decreased respect for human rights
[bookmark: _Toc126601451][bookmark: _Toc169708197]Working with other nations is more likely to promote human rights than claiming moral superiority and criticizing them
Dr. Mark Moyar,  Hector Pagan,  Wil R. Griego 2014 (Moyar - PhD; Senior Fellow at the Joint Special Operations University. He served previously as a professor at the U.S. Marine Corps University.  Pagan -  retired US Army Brigadier General; former deputy commander, U.S. Army Special Operations Command.  Griego - retired Lieut. Colonel, US Army; former Special Operations Forces Liaison Element, Colombia; graduate of the Infantry Advanced Course, the Combined Arms and Services Staff School, the Special Forces Detachment Officer Qualification Course, and the Army Command and General Staff Course ) July 2014 Persistent Engagement in Colombia (accessed 19 Nov 2022) https://apps.dtic.mil/sti/pdfs/ADA617138.pdf
The international reputation and moral authority of the U.S. military gives it credibility with partner nation forces on the subject of human rights. Partner-nation units that have received extensive exposure to U.S. human rights training and education have generally committed fewer abuses than other units. U.S. personnel must take care, however, to avoid appearing “holier than thou,” as partner-nation personnel are less likely to heed the advice of individuals whom they perceive as belittling their unit, institution, or nation.
[bookmark: _Toc126601463][bookmark: _Toc169708198]6.   Defeats the greater good and promotes tyranny
[bookmark: _Toc126601464][bookmark: _Toc169708199]Exporting arms to a bad government still produces a greater good.  Examples:  Soviet Union in World War 2 and South Korea during the Korean War
Dr. Ted Bromund 2021. (PhD in history from Yale; holds two master’s degrees in history from Yale and a bachelor of arts degree from Iowa’s Grinnell College ) The Biden Administration’s Conventional Arms Transfer Policy Should Not Be Handcuffed by the Arms Trade Treaty 1 Nov 2021  (accessed 4 Oct 2022) https://www.heritage.org/global-politics/report/the-biden-administrations-conventional-arms-transfer-policy-should-not-be (brackets added)
[bookmark: _ftn13]If the ATT [Arms Trade Treaty] had existed in 1942, the U.S. could not have extended Lend-Lease aid to Stalin, who used the trucks the U.S. provided to deport almost 100,000 people from the nation of Georgia to Siberia.  But aiding Stalin against Hitler was nonetheless the correct policy. If the ATT had existed in 1950, the U.S. could not have aided South Korea, which was a brutal military dictatorship, when it was attacked by the North. But aiding South Korea against North Korea was the correct, and, in fact, the humane, policy to follow.
[bookmark: _Toc126601465][bookmark: _Toc169708200]We couldn't use arms exports to fight against tyranny if we strictly apply human rights standards
Dr. Ted Bromund 2021. (PhD in history from Yale; holds two master’s degrees in history from Yale and a bachelor of arts degree from Iowa’s Grinnell College ) The Biden Administration’s Conventional Arms Transfer Policy Should Not Be Handcuffed by the Arms Trade Treaty 1 Nov 2021  (accessed 4 Oct 2022) https://www.heritage.org/global-politics/report/the-biden-administrations-conventional-arms-transfer-policy-should-not-be (brackets added)
[bookmark: _ftn15][bookmark: _ftn16]If the U.S. bound itself to respect foreign import controls by treaty, it would be legally dubious for the U.S. to arm anyone resisting a tyranny. For example, the treaty would make it legally very difficult for the U.S. to arm, as Obama did, the opponents of the Assad regime in Syria.  In fact, opponents of Obama’s policy argued that he was likely violating the ATT [Arms Trade Treaty].  Every U.S. President since Harry Truman has armed resistance fighters. The ATT would thus raise serious barriers to U.S. foreign policy as it has been carried out, on a bipartisan basis, since the start of the Cold War. It would also, in practice, put the U.S. on the side of dictators and their human rights violations.
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