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Negative: Foreign Aid - good	3
NEGATIVE PHILOSOPHY	3
Most important goal of US foreign policy should be competition with China	3
Removing foreign aid is not putting America First	3
HARMS / SIGNIFICANCE	3
1.  Insignificant foreign aid to Turkey	3
Very little non-military aid to Turkey.  Nearly all is military aid	3
Only $9.45 million in non-military foreign aid to Turkey in Fiscal Year 2026 as of 31 Aug 2026	4
Trump already cut 92% of Turkey humanitarian aid	4
2.  In general, foreign aid is good, not “failing”	4
US foreign aid has produced large positive results historically	4
Ineffectiveness of some US aid is because we keep doing what AFF does: Start it, then cut off	5
Foreign assistance helps with: Governance issues, security issues, pro-growth economic policies	5
Foreign aid to Turkey is good & necessary for their economic development	5
4.  A/T “Corrupt governments receiving our aid”	6
We shouldn’t stop aid until governments reform. We should encourage reform while giving aid	6
US aid doesn’t help corrupt governments: It bypasses them and there are stringent safeguards	6
5.  A/T “Human rights being violated”	6
We should give aid to countries so they don’t fall under Russian or Chinese influence and get worse	6
6.  A/T: “Federal deficit / budget cost / taxpayer burden”	7
Insignificant impact compared to US federal budget of $6.9 trillion.  Annual deficit is $2 trillion	7
Foreign aid can actually reduce the federal deficit	7
7. A/T: “Dependency / Once a foreign aid recipient, always a foreign aid recipient”	7
Several key trading partners were once recipients of aid, but today receive limited, if any, assistance	7
Example: Of the U.S.’ top 20 trading partners, 18 were once major recipients of U.S. aid	8
8. Foreign aid is good because it brings “Soft Power” - which benefits the US	8
Foreign aid is a form of soft power	8
Foreign aid helps spread power and influence	8
The U.S. has plenty of hard power—what we need is soft power	9
Example: Norway. Norway offers a generous amount of aid, which builds its soft power	9
Impact: Soft power is the key to the struggle against terrorism	9
SOLVENCY	10
1.  “Threat of denying aid” won’t work for AFF plan solvency / enforcement	10
Threat to deny aid won’t work:  Trump already denied it, so they have nothing to lose	10
Turkey doesn’t care if we cut aid:  They will reject foreign aid to build their own image of self-sufficiency	10
DISADVANTAGES	11
1. National Security	11
Foreign aid helps national security	11
2. Lives lost without humanitarian aid	11
Link: Health aid initiatives have saved millions of lives	11
Impact: Humanitarian aid is a lifesaving assistance, so cuts to it will kill people	11
Example:  US aid to Turkey helped millions of Syrian refugees	12
Impact: Millions of lives at risk. A lot of otherwise easily preventable deaths happen without US foreign aid	12
Example: Malaria deaths dropped over 400,000 thanks to health and humanitarian aid, and poverty is reduced	13
3. Poverty	13
Link: Foreign Aid reduces poverty	13
Impact: Poverty has terrible impacts on human life and health	13
Impact: The problems—if left unattended—will spread and come to visit us at home	14
4. Increased risk of war	14
Reducing the foreign aid budget will leave no solution to crisis other than war	14
Retired admirals and generals say US foreign aid is critical to preventing conflict	14
5. Lost U.S. global leadership and lost competition with China	15
Link:  Foreign aid upholds US influence, increases US reputation, strengthens alliances	15
Link: Admirals and generals say cutting foreign aid hurts US foreign policy & influence	15
Link & Brink:  Now is a key time to uphold US aid to compete against global influence of China	15
[same as NEG Philosophy card] Weighing Mechanism: Most important goal of US foreign policy should be competition with China	16
Link:  Alliance with Turkey is critical to blocking Chinese global influence	16
Brink:  We have a short window right now to engage with Turkey before they turn towards China	16
Brink:  US is at most critical point since WW2, maybe in entire US history.  Link: China is determined to replace US dominant global power	17
Impact:  Apocalyptic consequences if we lose US hegemony	17
Impact: Chinese influence reduces democracy and increases authoritarian governments	17
Impact: World peace & prosperity at risk without US influence. US hegemony is key to global peace & prosperity	18
[bookmark: _Toc240278218]Negative: Foreign Aid - good
[bookmark: _Toc240278219]NEGATIVE PHILOSOPHY 
[bookmark: _Toc240278220]Most important goal of US foreign policy should be competition with China
Dr. Patrick Quirk and Caitlin Dearing Scott 2023. (Quirk, PhD, is vice president for strategy, innovation, and impact at the International Republican Institute (IRI) and nonresident senior fellow in the Atlantic Council’s Scowcroft Center for Strategy and Security. Scott is the director for countering foreign authoritarian influence at the International Republican Institute.) 29 June 2023 “Maximizing US foreign aid for strategic competition” (accessed 14 Sept 2026) https://www.atlanticcouncil.org/in-depth-research-reports/report/maximizing-us-foreign-aid-for-strategic-competition/
The United States’ overall approach to statecraft—how it forms strategy and uses tools to execute that strategy—has not caught up to the state of the world today. The current approach too often places bureaucratic prerogatives above policy priorities. The United States needs to be on high alert, shaping all aspects of government work toward its competition with China.
[bookmark: _Toc240278221]Removing foreign aid is not putting America First
[bookmark: _Toc522359071][bookmark: _Toc522359166][bookmark: _Toc527745300][bookmark: _Toc529263743]Dr. Stewart M. Patrick 2017 (senior fellow in global governance and director of the International Institutions and Global Governance Program at Council on Foreign Relations; served on the secretary of state's policy planning staff, with lead staff responsibility for U.S. policy toward Afghanistan; two master’s degrees and doctorate in international relations from Oxford Univ.) 16 Mar 2017 “Trump’s Misguided National Security Budget: Every Problem is Not a Nail,” (accessed 14 Sept 2026) https://www.cfr.org/blog/trumps-misguided-national-security-budget-every-problem-not-nail 
The director of the Office of Management and Budget, Mick Mulvaney, boasts that this is an “America First” budget. That is true only if one accepts the false premise that the United States can somehow wall itself off from the world. It assumes the nation will pay no price for hollowing out its diplomacy, slashing foreign aid, and turning its back on international institutions that it helped to create and that advance U.S. national interests every day—whether by keeping civil aviation safe, combating emerging pandemics, or mitigating the looming catastrophe that is climate change.
[bookmark: _Toc240278222]HARMS / SIGNIFICANCE
[bookmark: _Toc240278223]1.  Insignificant foreign aid to Turkey
[bookmark: _Toc240278224]Very little non-military aid to Turkey.  Nearly all is military aid
Shane Summers 2018 (with The Borgen Project, a nonprofit organization addressing poverty and hunger) 11 March 2018 “How the US Benefits from Foreign Aid to Turkey” (accessed 13 Sept 2026) https://borgenproject.org/u-s-benefits-from-foreign-aid-to-turkey/
According to the U.S. State Department, nearly all of the foreign aid designated for Turkey is for military use. These resources have been helpful in allowing Turkey to bolster American aims in the Middle East, as the nation shares a border with both Iraq and Iran, countries that are of great significance to the United States.

[bookmark: _Toc240278225]Only $9.45 million in non-military foreign aid to Turkey in Fiscal Year 2026 as of 31 Aug 2026
US State Department 2026.  “U.S. Foreign Assistance By Country” – Turkey, Last updated 31 Aug 2026 (accessed 13 Sept 2026) https://foreignassistance.gov/cd/turkey/0/2026/disbursements
[image: ]
[bookmark: _Toc240278226]Trump already cut 92% of Turkey humanitarian aid
Laura Clancy & Andrew Prozorovsky 2026 (Both are with Pew Research Center.  Clancy - Research analyst focusing on global attitudes.  Prozorovsky – research assistant) 21 July 2026 “What do people in middle-income countries think about cuts to U.S. humanitarian aid?” https://www.pewresearch.org/short-reads/2026/07/21/what-do-people-in-middle-income-countries-think-about-cuts-to-us-humanitarian-aid/ (accessed 13 Sept 2026) 
Pakistan and Turkey are among the surveyed countries with more modest cuts to humanitarian aid from the U.S. in terms of total dollars, though they still lost 96% and 92%, respectively, between fiscal 2024 and 2026.
[bookmark: _Toc240278227]2.  In general, foreign aid is good, not “failing” 
[bookmark: _Toc169692270][bookmark: _Toc240278228]US foreign aid has produced large positive results historically
Dr. George Ingram 2019 (PhD; Senior Fellow - Global Economy and Development, Center for Sustainable Development, Brookings Institution; former principal deputy assistant administrator of the US Agency for International Development) 2 Oct 2019 “What every American should know about US foreign aid “ (accessed 14 Sept 2026) https://www.brookings.edu/articles/what-every-american-should-know-about-u-s-foreign-aid/
The U.S. government requires regular monitoring and reporting on how and whether assistance programs are working, and periodic evaluations of results. There is hard evidence that development and humanitarian programs produce considerable results, less so for programs driven for foreign policy and security purposes. While U.S. assistance is by no means the sole driver, the record of global development results is impressive. These results include: 
Extreme poverty has fallen dramatically over the past 30 years—from 1.9 billion people (36 percent of the world’s population) in 1990 to 736 million (10 percent) in 2015
Maternal, infant, and child mortality rates have been cut in half
Life expectancy globally rose from 65 years in 1990 to 72 in 2017
Smallpox has been defeated; polio eliminated in all but two countries; deaths from malaria cut in half from 2000 to 2017
The U.S. PEPFAR program has saved 17 million lives from HIV/AIDS and enabled 2.4 million babies to be born HIV-free.
[bookmark: _Toc240278229]Ineffectiveness of some US aid is because we keep doing what AFF does: Start it, then cut off
Jeff Ernst, Kelly Josh, Eric L. Olson, Kristen Sample, and Ricardo Zúñiga 2020 (Ernst is a freelance journalist based in Honduras.  Josh - graduate of the LBJ School for Public Policy, she worked for twelve years in Central America on police reform, peaceful transitions and governance issues, including five years with the Washington Office on Latin America and five years on a USAID-funded project. Olson - director of policy and strategic initiatives at the Seattle International Foundation. Sample – director of the Democratic Governance team at the National Democratic Institute. Former director of global programs at the International Institute for Democracy and Electoral Assistance. Zúñiga - Interim Director of the Brazil Institute and Senior Diplomatic Fellow at the Woodrow Wilson Center Latin America Program and Senior Foreign Service Officer for US State Dept.) December 2020 “US FOREIGN AID TO THE NORTHERN TRIANGLE 2014–2019: Promoting Success by Learning from the Past” (accessed 14 Sept 2026) https://www.wilsoncenter.org/sites/default/files/media/uploads/documents/US%20Foreign%20Aid%20Central%20America.pdf
The recent “feast or famine” approach to US assistance flows presents challenges for effective programming. According to one interviewee, “CARSI and Central America Engagement Strategy meant a big push to spend and there was chaos. Congress and the White House do not understand there is inevitably a lag time between funding approval and expenditure.” In addition to the time needed for the practical steps of staffing up, designing, and adjudicating projects, decades of experience demonstrate that sustainable development assistance requires contextual understanding, and community engagement/empowerment. None of these processes are compatible with the US government’s recent tendency to have wildly fluctuating funding flows and time frames.
[bookmark: _Toc169692273][bookmark: _Toc240278230]Foreign assistance helps with: Governance issues, security issues, pro-growth economic policies
Daniel Runde 2022 (Senior Vice President at the Center for Strategic and International Studies; ran the Global Development Alliance public-private partnership initiative at USAID during the Bush Administration; advisor to the Partnership for Central America, convened by Vice President Harris) 17 Feb 2022 “Call to Action: Private Sector Investment in the Northern Triangle and Its Impact on Homeland Security” (accessed 14 Sept 2026) https://www.csis.org/analysis/call-action-private-sector-investment-northern-triangle-and-its-impact-homeland-security
Ultimately, dealing with the governance issues, confronting the security issues and enacting pro-growth economic policies are the most important things to attract private investment. However, foreign assistance can help with these big challenges. Foreign assistance is an important catalyst and can fund things that others cannot: economic reforms that encourage investments, anti-corruption programs, support for judicial reform and other governance programming.
[bookmark: _Toc240278231]Foreign aid to Turkey is good & necessary for their economic development
Emma Rushworth 2022 (journalism intern with the Borgen Project, a nonprofit organization addressing poverty and hunger) “Benefits of Increasing Economic Development Aid to Turkey“ https://borgenproject.org/benefits-of-an-increase-in-us-foreign-aid-to-turkey/ (accessed 14 Sept 2026)
In November 2021, the value of the lira dropped sharply by 30%, triggering another wave of panic in the country. In 2022, the war between Russia and Ukraine exacerbated these financial circumstances, with Turkey seeing inflation rise more than 70% this year. The United States can help alleviate poverty and the ongoing economic crisis via increased foreign aid to Turkey, especially through economic development. Expanding programs through the Trade and Development Agency would be one instrumental way to facilitate change in Turkey. Additionally, increasing economic development aid to Turkey could greatly aid the stability of the country until the lira crisis resolves.

[bookmark: _Toc240278232]4.  A/T “Corrupt governments receiving our aid”
[bookmark: _Toc169692277][bookmark: _Toc240278233]We shouldn’t stop aid until governments reform. We should encourage reform while giving aid
Jeff Ernst, Kelly Josh, Eric L. Olson, Kristen Sample, and Ricardo Zúñiga 2020 (Ernst is a freelance journalist based in Honduras.  Josh - graduate of the LBJ School for Public Policy, she worked for twelve years in Central America on police reform, peaceful transitions and governance issues. Olson - director of policy and strategic initiatives at the Seattle International Foundation. Sample – director of the Democratic Governance team at the National Democratic Institute, focusing on anti-corruption and governance reform. Zúñiga - Interim Director of the Brazil Institute and a Senior Diplomatic Fellow at Woodrow Wilson Center Latin America Program and Senior Foreign Service Officer for US State Dept.) December 2020 “US FOREIGN AID TO THE NORTHERN TRIANGLE 2014–2019:Promoting Success by Learning from the Past” (accessed 18 June 2024) https://www.wilsoncenter.org/sites/default/files/media/uploads/documents/US%20Foreign%20Aid%20Central%20America.pdf
By prioritizing improved governance, progress in other areas can follow because greater government efficacy and transparency build public and investor confidence, increase the resources available to carry out basic government functions, and enhance the sustainability of security and economic development assistance programs. It would be unrealistic to hold back development and security programs until governance conditions are perfect, and many such programs clearly must be implemented in parallel with governance efforts. But prioritizing improved governance, transparency, and accountability will contribute to overall program efficacy and to the sustainability of other programs, while failure to address governance issues significantly diminishes the sustainability of foreign assistance.
[bookmark: _Toc240278234]US aid doesn’t help corrupt governments: It bypasses them and there are stringent safeguards
Dr. George Ingram 2024 (PhD; Senior Fellow - Global Economy and Development, Center for Sustainable Development, Brookings Institution; former principal deputy assistant administrator of the US Agency for International Development) 12 Sept 2024 “What is US foreign assistance?“ (accessed 14 Sept 2026) https://www.brookings.edu/articles/what-every-american-should-know-about-u-s-foreign-aid/
Typically, when the U.S. wants to support communities and people and bolster reform in a country that is ruled by a corrupt, uncooperative government, U.S. assistance goes through private channels—NGOs, community groups, businesses, universities, other private entities—or international and multilateral organizations. Accountability of U.S. economic assistance is high—the U.S. imposes stringent, some would say onerous, reporting and accounting requirements on recipients of U.S. assistance, and the General Accounting Office and agency inspector generals investigate possible misuse.
[bookmark: _Toc240278235]5.  A/T “Human rights being violated”
[bookmark: _Toc240278236]We should give aid to countries so they don’t fall under Russian or Chinese influence and get worse
Dr. Patrick Quirk and Caitlin Dearing Scott 2023. (Quirk, PhD, nonresident senior fellow in the Atlantic Council’s Scowcroft Center for Strategy and Security. Scott is the director for countering foreign authoritarian influence at the International Republican Institute.) 29 June 2023 “Maximizing US foreign aid for strategic competition” (accessed 2 Aug 2024) https://www.atlanticcouncil.org/in-depth-research-reports/report/maximizing-us-foreign-aid-for-strategic-competition/
In democratically backsliding or authoritarian countries, the scope and scale of elite capture by the PRC or the Kremlin—and conditions on US foreign assistance over human-rights concerns and corruption—limit the potential for political change to build democratic resilience to foreign authoritarian influence. In such contexts, it is extremely challenging to compete symmetrically with the PRC or the Kremlin, which do not impose conditions related to human rights or democracy, and routinely end up worsening both. The United States must respond asymmetrically, using foreign assistance in ways that empower individuals and institutions to expose and put pressure on the regime elements that perpetuate corruption and enable foreign influence. Ongoing investments in media, civil society, and small “d” democratic political parties and opposition movements can sustain important pro-democracy elements to effectively push back against authoritarian influence, in closed and closing countries. 
[bookmark: _Toc240278237]6.  A/T: “Federal deficit / budget cost / taxpayer burden” 
[bookmark: _Toc240278238]Insignificant impact compared to US federal budget of $6.9 trillion.  Annual deficit is $2 trillion
Center on Budget & Policy Priorities 2025 (nonpartisan research and policy institute) 28 Jan 2025 “Policy Basics: Where Do Our Federal Tax Dollars Go?” (accessed 14 Sept 2026) https://www.cbpp.org/research/federal-budget/where-do-our-federal-tax-dollars-go
In fiscal year 2024, the federal government spent $6.9 trillion, amounting to 24 percent of the nation’s gross domestic product (GDP), according to the June 2024 estimates of the Congressional Budget Office (CBO). About nine-tenths of the total went toward federal programs; the remainder went toward interest payments on the federal debt. Of that $6.9 trillion, almost $4.9 trillion was financed by federal revenues. The remaining amount was financed by borrowing. 
[bookmark: _Toc240278239]Foreign aid can actually reduce the federal deficit
David Weiss 2013 (former staff aide to the US Secretary of State; President & CEO of Global Communities) HUFFINGTON POST 21 May 2013 “Reducing the Deficit Through Foreign Aid” (accessed 14 Sept 2026) https://www.huffpost.com/entry/reducing-the-deficit-thro_b_3312844
 It's fairly well known that foreign aid comprises less than 1% of the federal budget, and that cuts to foreign aid would have little impact on deficit reduction. But, under the right circumstances, foreign assistance can in fact go further, contributing to deficit reduction, greater mobility, and improved global security. For sixty years, aid has been a smart investment for the U.S. Long-term U.S. prosperity and security are closely tied to economic growth in developing countries. Of our top 20 trading partners, 18 were once major recipients of U.S. aid, including South Korea, Taiwan and Poland. Facing the manifold security threats around the world would be a far lonelier business were it not for the support of these former aid recipients, many of which are now important markets for U.S. private direct investment and exports. But we need not look to the long term to see returns on our aid dollars. One often overlooked federal agency is the Overseas Private Investment Corporation (OPIC) which, since 1971, has served as the U.S. government's development finance institution. OPIC works with the U.S. private sector and ensures investment in areas where the market fails to invest appropriately.
[END QUOTE. LATER HE CONCLUDES QUOTE:]
And, as the OPIC model shows, private sector-led assistance has a multiple bottom line, contributing to deficit reduction while having positive social impact. 
[bookmark: _Toc240278240]7. A/T: “Dependency / Once a foreign aid recipient, always a foreign aid recipient” 
[bookmark: _Toc240278241]Several key trading partners were once recipients of aid, but today receive limited, if any, assistance 
[bookmark: _Toc527745316][bookmark: _Toc529263759]Ann M. Simmons 2017 (Former global development writer/editor on the foreign desk of the LA Times; master’s degree from Columbia Univ. Graduate School of Journalism.) 10 May 10 2017, LOS ANGELES TIMES “U.S. foreign aid: A waste of money or a boost to world stability? Here are the facts,” http://www.latimes.com/world/la-fg-global-aid-true-false-20170501-htmlstory.html (accessed 13 Sept 2026)
But several of America’s key trading partners were once recipients of U.S. aid and today receive limited, if any, assistance from USAID, according to data from the agency. South Korea, for example, has been dubbed by some analysts as “a poster child for successful poverty eradication” and is today itself a donor of humanitarian assistance. USAID calls the Asian nation “a textbook example of aid-recipient-turned donor.”
[bookmark: _Toc240278242]Example: Of the U.S.’ top 20 trading partners, 18 were once major recipients of U.S. aid
[bookmark: _Toc527745319][bookmark: _Toc529263762]David A. Weiss 2013 (President and CEO of Global Communities; former Senior Policy Advisor at the global law firm DLA Piper; former Special Assistant to the Director of the Peace Corps; member of the US Foreign Service; Economic Officer in Haiti; Staff Aide to the Secretary of State; Senior Special Assistant to the Deputy Secretary of State; M.S.F.S. from Georgetown Univ.) 21 May 2013 Updated 21 Jul 2013, “Reducing the Deficit Through Foreign Aid,” https://www.huffingtonpost.com/david-weiss/reducing-the-deficit-thro_b_3312844.html (accessed 14 Sept 2026)
For sixty years, aid has been a smart investment for the U.S. Long-term U.S. prosperity and security are closely tied to economic growth in developing countries. Of our top 20 trading partners, 18 were once major recipients of U.S. aid, including South Korea, Taiwan and Poland. Facing the manifold security threats around the world would be a far lonelier business were it not for the support of these former aid recipients, many of which are now important markets for U.S. private direct investment and exports.
[bookmark: _Toc240278243]8. Foreign aid is good because it brings “Soft Power” - which benefits the US
[bookmark: _Toc240278244]Foreign aid is a form of soft power
[bookmark: _Toc522359097][bookmark: _Toc522359192][bookmark: _Toc527745321][bookmark: _Toc529263764]Dr. Sarah Bermeo 2017 (Associate Prof. of Public Policy and Political Science; Faculty Affiliate, Duke Center for International Development - Duke Univ.; Ph.D., Princeton Univ., M.A., Princeton Univ) 20 Sept 2017, “Not your parents’ foreign aid: The shift from power to proximity and poverty,” (accessed 2 Aug 2024) https://www.brookings.edu/blog/future-development/2017/09/20/not-your-parents-foreign-aid-the-shift-from-power-to-proximity-and-poverty/ 
When President Donald Trump released his proposed budget earlier this year, policymakers on the left and right criticized his cuts to foreign aid and declared them a non-starter. Foreign aid, many lawmakers said, is a form of soft power, helping the United States achieve its interests in the world without resorting to more forceful tactics. The Bill and Melinda Gates Foundation also responded to the proposed cuts, noting that aid saves the lives of children, decreases poverty, and is crucial to fighting disease.
[bookmark: _Toc240278245]Foreign aid helps spread power and influence
[bookmark: _Toc522359098][bookmark: _Toc522359193][bookmark: _Toc527745322][bookmark: _Toc529263765]Professor Dan Banik and Nikolai Hegertun 2017 (Banik—professor of political science and research director at the Center for Development and the Environment, University of Oslo. Hegertun—PhD candidate in political science and research fellow at the Center for Development and the Environment, Univ of Oslo) 27 Oct 2017, “Why do nations invest in international aid? Ask Norway. And China.” https://www.washingtonpost.com/news/monkey-cage/wp/2017/10/27/why-do-nations-invest-in-international-aid-ask-norway-and-china/?noredirect=on&utm_term=.36d64824cd71 (accessed 2 Aug 2024)
How much are acts of generosity worth in international relations? For affluent countries, foreign aid has helped spread power and influence. Donors give foreign aid in part because it will benefit them. For example, political scientist Carol Lancaster finds that domestic politics and international pressures combine to shape how and why donor governments give aid, and that aid was initially based on “hard-headed, diplomatic realism.”
[bookmark: _Toc240278246]The U.S. has plenty of hard power—what we need is soft power
[bookmark: _Toc527745323][bookmark: _Toc529263766]Dr. Stewart M. Patrick 2017 (senior fellow in global governance and director of the International Institutions and Global Governance Program at the Council on Foreign Relations; taught at Johns Hopkins Univ School of Advanced International Studies; served on the secretary of state's policy planning staff; has two master’s degrees and doctorate in international relations from Oxford Univ) 16 Mar 2017 “Trump’s Misguided National Security Budget: Every Problem is Not a Nail,” https://www.cfr.org/blog/trumps-misguided-national-security-budget-every-problem-not-nail (accessed 13 Sept 2026)
Using U.S. taxpayer dollars wisely is essential. But Trump’s proposed budget flies in the face of a broad consensus among national security professionals that the United States must invest in the so-called “soft power” components of its international influence. The United States has plenty of hard-edged power, accounting for roughly 37 percent of all global defense spending in 2015, more than the next nine nations combined. Where it has too often failed to invest is in diplomatic capabilities that ensure that the United States has the best information about political developments in nations around the world—and trained diplomats who know which levers to push in advancing U.S. interests and equities with foreign governments. 
[bookmark: _Toc240278247]Example: Norway. Norway offers a generous amount of aid, which builds its soft power
Professor Dan Banik and Nikolai Hegertun 2017 (Banik—professor of political science and research director at the Center for Development and the Environment, University of Oslo. Hegertun—PhD candidate in political science and research fellow at the Center for Development and the Environment, Univ of Oslo) 27 Oct 2017, “Why do nations invest in international aid? Ask Norway. And China.” https://www.washingtonpost.com/news/monkey-cage/wp/2017/10/27/why-do-nations-invest-in-international-aid-ask-norway-and-china/?noredirect=on&utm_term=.36d64824cd71 (accessed 13 Sept 2026)
Given its size and lack of military might, Norway has actively tried to promote the virtues of the Nordic model — a peaceful, rule-based, globalized and prosperous world. It has done this through offering a generous amount of aid, consistently giving away more than 1 percent of its Gross National Income. It does so following the 2005 Paris principles, which aim at achieving better impacts by formulating aid policies around five pillars — ownership, alignment, harmonization, managing for results, and mutual accountability. Such acts of generosity give Norway a seat at the table usually reserved for the bigger players in peace processes or efforts to promote development and reduce poverty around the world. In building this soft power, Norway attracts the attention of the United States and consistently “punches above its weight.” It gains international recognition by demonstrating consistent support for promoting global development, thus enhancing its reputation, along with Sweden, as a humanitarian superpower.
[bookmark: _Toc240278248]Impact: Soft power is the key to the struggle against terrorism
[bookmark: _Toc527745325][bookmark: _Toc529263768]Dr. Joseph S. Nye 2004 (Assistant Secretary of Defense for International Security Affairs, Chair of the National Intelligence Council, and Deputy Under Secretary of State for Security Assistance, Science and Technology, PhD in political science from Harvard), April 13, 2004, "Soft Power: The Means to Success in World Politics," (accessed 13 Sept 2026) Carnegie Council, https://www.carnegiecouncil.org/media/series/39/20040413-soft-power-the-means-to-success-in-world-politics
So for both reasons, both to attract the moderate majority and to reach a context or setting in which governments can cooperate more fully with us to deal with the hard core, soft power is key to being able to wage this struggle against terrorism.
[bookmark: _Toc240278249]SOLVENCY
[bookmark: _Toc240278250]1.  “Threat of denying aid” won’t work for AFF plan solvency / enforcement
[bookmark: _Toc240278251]Threat to deny aid won’t work:  Trump already denied it, so they have nothing to lose
Alexander Smith 2025 (former Senior Advisor at USAID and a lawyer with a background in global health, human rights, and international humanitarian law) 29 Apr 2025 “USAID and the Trump Foreign Aid Doctrine” (accessed 30 June 2025) https://saisreview.sais.jhu.edu/usaid-and-the-trump-foreign-aid-doctrine/
One inherent flaw in the roll-out of the Trump doctrine might lead to its own downfall. Having already preemptively abolished aid and forced countries to find new donors and set up emergency funding by other means, the threat of denying aid is no longer a bargaining chip. Meanwhile, Trump may succeed in alienating allies and foes alike and erasing 60 years of good trade relations and humanitarian good will. One day the U.S. may one day find itself truly isolated, needing the rest of the world more than the rest of the world needs the U.S. For their own wellbeing and security, developing countries will need to learn to live without the U.S. as a reliable partner.
[bookmark: _Toc240054128][bookmark: _Toc240278252]Turkey doesn’t care if we cut aid:  They will reject foreign aid to build their own image of self-sufficiency
Allison Carnegie and Lindsay Dolan 2020 (Carnegie – with Department of Political Science, Columbia Univ. Dolan – with Dept of Government, Wesleyan Univ.) REVIEW OF INTERNATIONAL ORGANIZATIONS, 30 Aug 2020 “The effects of rejecting aid on recipients’ reputations: Evidence from natural disaster responses” (accessed 11 Sept 2026) https://pmc.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/articles/PMC7456446/
While states provide assistance to other states for many reasons—including desires to stimulate economic growth and development—we show that such aid can also have the perverse effect of demonstrating the recipient state’s weakness. While donor status confers “superiority and power” on the donor, recipient status signals “inferiority and powerlessness” (Kuusik 2006, 57). This offers an explanation for why states often reject such assistance: leaders wishing to improve their international prestige reject aid to indicate their capacity for self-sufficiency. Our findings suggest that, because highly effective governments often have little need for foreign aid, many less competent governments attempt to fool international actors into believing that they also do not require aid. Our argument comports with previous research showing that governments seek out ways to send costly signals to international audiences, often to avoid becoming stigmatized (Hyde 2011; Adler-Nissen 2014). Since it is difficult to observe a government’s level of development and quality of governance, observers must rely on imperfect indicators (Heffetz and Frank 2008; Pinker et al. 2008). We claim that aid constitutes one such indicator; thus, incompetent governments that need aid may turn it down to reap the benefits associated with a better international reputation.
[END QUOTE. LATER THEY CONTINUE QUOTE:]
This supports our claim that governments that are most incapable of responding to disasters (e.g. Haiti, Bangladesh, Philippines) choose to accept assistance because they cannot succeed in fooling the international community. In panel (b), we plot our cases according to a government’s value of status. The figure shows that, in accordance with our theory, all but one instances of aid rejection lie above the 1% line, as states that place higher importance on status tend to decline aid. It is worth noting that the states that rejected aid are typically either high status or ambitious middle-income countries. For high status countries (e.g., U.S., China, and Japan), accepting aid would be embarrassing. For middle-income countries with ambitious aspirations (e.g. Thailand, Turkey, India, and Iran), rejecting foreign aid is hoped to change the international community’s impression of their self-sufficiency.
[bookmark: _Toc202192225][bookmark: _Toc240278253]DISADVANTAGES
[bookmark: _Toc202192226][bookmark: _Toc521499759][bookmark: _Toc240278254]1. National Security 
[bookmark: _Toc202192228][bookmark: _Toc240278255]Foreign aid helps national security
Dr. George Ingram 2024 (PhD; Senior Fellow - Global Economy and Development, Center for Sustainable Development, Brookings Institution; former principal deputy assistant administrator of the US Agency for International Development) 12 Sept 2024 “What is US foreign assistance?“ (accessed 14 Sept 2026) https://www.brookings.edu/articles/what-every-american-should-know-about-u-s-foreign-aid/
Foreign aid typically aims to support economic, social, and political development and security of recipient countries and their people. At the same time, such assistance also advances one or all of the following overriding U.S. interests: Contributing to U.S. national security by supporting allies in promoting regional and global stability and peace and addressing transnational threats such as pandemics, trade in narcotics, and non-state malign actors. 
[bookmark: _Toc240278256]2. Lives lost without humanitarian aid
[bookmark: _Toc240278257]Link: Health aid initiatives have saved millions of lives
James McBride 2017 (Deputy Editor for Council on Foreign Relations; professional writer, editor, and policy analyst covering global economics, U.S. foreign policy, climate and energy, urban affairs, and culture; M.A. in Government and Latin American Studies from Georgetown Univ.) 11 Apr 2017, “How Does the U.S. Spend Its Foreign Aid?” https://www.cfr.org/backgrounder/how-does-us-spend-its-foreign-aid (accessed 14 Sept 2026)
High-profile defenders of aid like tech billionaire Bill Gates and Columbia University economist Jeffrey Sachs counter that health initiatives in particular have saved millions of lives. Gates says that successes like anti-HIV/AIDS and polio campaigns have increased political stability, expanded economic opportunity, and boosted U.S. popularity. 
[bookmark: _Toc240278258]Impact: Humanitarian aid is a lifesaving assistance, so cuts to it will kill people
Jeremy Konyndyk 2017 (Senior policy fellow at the Center for Global Development; former director of USAID’s Office of US Foreign Disaster Assistance; served as the American Refugee Committee’s country director in South Sudan, Uganda, and Guinea; earlier worked with the US Dept of State’s Bureau of Population, Refugees, and Migration; currently a member of the World Health Organization’s high level Independent Oversight and Advisory Committee), 31 May 2017, “’Trump's aid budget is breathtakingly cruel – cuts like these will kill people’,” https://www.theguardian.com/global-development-professionals-network/2017/may/31/trumps-aid-budget-is-breathtakingly-cruel-cuts-like-these-will-kill-people (accessed 14 Sept 2026)
Let’s not sugarcoat this: humanitarian aid is lifesaving assistance, so cuts like these will kill people. As the head of foreign disaster response for the Obama administration, I had to weigh up budget trade-offs every year, knowing that saving lives in one region meant we would save fewer elsewhere. But I never faced trade-offs this extreme. Laying waste to US relief aid would be hard to defend even if the world were in decent shape. But proposing this amidst the worst slate of humanitarian crises in recent decades is breathtakingly cruel. This budget would cut nearly 30 million people from food aid rolls even as aid groups struggle to hold off four potential famines. It would undermine refugee aid even as global refugee numbers hit peaks not seen since the second world war and new South Sudanese refugees flee their country by the tens of thousands. And it would obliterate funding for the health, clean water, nutrition, and shelter programmes that keep victims of conflicts and natural disasters alive.
[bookmark: _Toc240278259]Example:  US aid to Turkey helped millions of Syrian refugees
US State Department 2019 “U.S. Humanitarian Assistance in Response to the Syria Crisis” 14 Mar 2019 accessed 14 Sept 2026) https://2017-2021.state.gov/u-s-humanitarian-assistance-in-response-to-the-syria-crisis/?safe=1 (the paragraph ending with “needs” was missing a period punctuation mark in the original)
Today at the Third Brussels Conference on “Supporting the Future of Syria and the Region,” the United States announced more than $397 million in additional humanitarian assistance for the people of Syria as part of the Regional Refugee and Resilience Plan for 2019-2020. This brings U.S. humanitarian assistance in response to the Syria crisis to more than $9.5 billion since the start of the crisis and reflects the steadfast commitment of the United States to providing lifesaving support to the people of Syria impacted by conflict both inside Syria and throughout the region. The U.S. appreciates all donors who have stepped up and continues to encourage both traditional and new donors to help meet growing needs
With this new funding to UNHCR, UNICEF, IOM, non-governmental organizations, and other agencies, the United States is providing urgently-needed food, shelter, sanitation and hygiene, medical care, education, and other relief to help assist the nearly 12 million people suffering inside Syria, as well as the nearly 5.7 million refugees in the region. A portion of this funding also helps support the host communities in Lebanon, Jordan, Turkey, Iraq, and Egypt that are generously hosting Syrian refugees.
[bookmark: _Toc240278260]Impact: Millions of lives at risk. A lot of otherwise easily preventable deaths happen without US foreign aid
Bryant Harris, Robbie Gramer, and Emily Tamkin 2017 (Harris—Al-Monitor's congressional correspondent. He was previously the White House assistant correspondent for Yomiuri Shimbun, Japan's largest newspaper. Gramer—diplomacy and national security reporter at Foreign Policy, covering the State Department;graduate of American Univ., where he studied international relations and European affairs. Tamkin—staff writer at Foreign Policy; former associate editor at New America) 24 Apr 2017, “The End of Foreign Aid As We Know It,” https://foreignpolicy.com/2017/04/24/u-s-agency-for-international-development-foreign-aid-state-department-trump-slash-foreign-funding/  (accessed 14 Sept 2026)
In addition to closing missions, global health funding is also targeted, with 41 countries facing cuts. While the Trump budget has committed to maintaining funding for the President’s Emergency Plan for AIDS Relief, the U.S. initiative that combats HIV/AIDS internationally, the State Department’s budget indicates that health programs abroad are set to take an approximately 25 percent hit in funding. “I’ve seen firsthand how U.S. development money saves millions of lives” said Tom Kenyon, the CEO of Project Hope, a global health nonprofit. “There’s just no question people would die from this.” The administration’s cut to global health funding could also put Americans at risk in the event of a major epidemic. “We’re going to see a lot of deaths that will be easily preventable actually come to fruition,” warned John Norris, a former USAID employee who now serves as the executive director for the Sustainable Security and Peacebuilding Initiative at the Center for American Progress. “We’re going to see our own country much more vulnerable to the spread of infectious diseases as we saw with the Ebola crisis. Things that start abroad can quickly erupt here.”
[bookmark: _Toc240278261]Example: Malaria deaths dropped over 400,000 thanks to health and humanitarian aid, and poverty is reduced
Prof. Stephen A. O’Connell 2017 (Professor at Swarthmore College; authority on political economy of Africa & on macroeconomic policy in low-income countries; Ph.D. from Massachusetts Institute of Technology) 31 Jan 2017, “What the U.S. Gains From its Development Aid to Sub-Saharan Africa,” http://econofact.org/what-the-u-s-gains-from-its-development-aid-to-sub-saharan-africa  (accessed 13 Sept 2026)
Health and humanitarian aid represent more than 80 percent of U.S. aid to Africa and are supported by many Americans. The U.S. continues to lead the global fight against HIV/AIDS and malaria in Africa, with major results and with apparent support from President Trump during the campaign and from Rex Tillerson, Trump's nominee for Secretary of State. For instance, between 2000 and 2015 the number of malaria deaths in children under 5 years in Sub-Saharan Africa dropped from an estimated 694,000 to 292,000 per year. The U.S. is the largest donor towards efforts to combat malaria, contributing 35 percent of global funding. These programs enhance the well-being and productivity of African populations, including girls and women whose access to security, nutrition, health services and education can break the inter-generational transmission of poverty. Programs targeting agricultural productivity, trade facilitation and domestic revenue mobilization in Africa promote cost-effective routes to economic transformation and self-reliance on the continent. Sustained economic growth in Sub-Saharan Africa benefits the U.S. both by reducing the need for assistance and by providing growing markets for U.S. exports and foreign investment.
[bookmark: _Toc240278262]3. Poverty
[bookmark: _Toc240278263]Link: Foreign Aid reduces poverty
Edmore Mahembe & Prof. Nicholas Odhiambo 2019. (both are with Dept of Economics, University of South Africa, Pretoria) 13 June 2019 “Foreign aid and poverty reduction: A review of international literature” (accessed 13 Sept 2026) https://www.tandfonline.com/doi/full/10.1080/23311886.2019.1625741#abstract
This main objective of this paper is to present a synthesis of the empirical literature on the effectiveness of foreign aid on poverty reduction. This is done through a review of empirical studies on the impact and effectiveness of official development assistance (ODA) or foreign aid on poverty reduction. The study divided the reviewed empirical literature into two broad groups: the studies which used non-monetary measures of poverty and those that used monetary measures of poverty. The survey results show that foreign aid has a positive impact on poverty, as reported by the majority of studies in both the non-momentary and monetary measures of poverty groups. This means that in general, foreign aid reduces poverty, irrespective of the type of poverty measures used.
[bookmark: _Toc240278264]Impact: Poverty has terrible impacts on human life and health
Ellen Johnson Sirleaf 2011 (Former President of Liberia (from 2006 to 2018), and Goodwill Ambassador for Water and Sanitation in Africa) 7 Apr 2011, “Foreign aid is not a waste of money,” https://www.telegraph.co.uk/news/worldnews/africaandindianocean/8434965/Foreign-aid-is-not-a-waste-of-money.html (accessed 13 Sept 2026)
Whether you measure poverty by the one and a half billion people living on less than a pound a day, the one billion who go hungry each day, or other indicators such as the eight million children who die each year from preventable diseases such as pneumonia, diarrhoea and malaria, poverty on the scale it exists today is an affront to our common humanity. It also carries a significance beyond national borders and is therefore of global importance. In an increasingly interlinked world, countries are more dependent on one another for their prosperity, security and safety, and to answer challenges such as climate change.
[bookmark: _Toc240278265]Impact: The problems—if left unattended—will spread and come to visit us at home
Dr. Sarah Bermeo 2017 (Associate Prof. of Public Policy and Political Science; Faculty Affiliate, Duke Center for International Development - Duke Univ.; Ph.D., Princeton Univ., M.A., Princeton Univ) 20 Sept 2017, “Not your parents’ foreign aid: The shift from power to proximity and poverty,” (accessed 13 Sept 2026) https://www.brookings.edu/blog/future-development/2017/09/20/not-your-parents-foreign-aid-the-shift-from-power-to-proximity-and-poverty/ 
When defending his government’s unpopular increases in foreign aid, former United Kingdom Prime Minister David Cameron claimed that it is “in our interests that we build a more prosperous world. If we don’t, the problems of conflict, the problems of mass migration, the problems of uncontrollable climate change are problems that will come and visit us at home.” President George W. Bush made similar claims when announcing new programs such as the Millennium Challenge Account and President’s Emergency Plan for AIDS Relief, which significantly increased U.S. aid flows. Policy documents from donors such as Switzerland and Japan also include self-interested rationale for promoting development abroad.
[bookmark: _Toc240278266]4. Increased risk of war
[bookmark: _Toc240278267]Reducing the foreign aid budget will leave no solution to crisis other than war
Lindsay Harris 2017 (contributor to the Borgen Project, which is a nonprofit organization addressing poverty and hunger and working towards ending them) 22 Mar 2017, “Why Cutting Foreign Aid Won’t Reduce U.S. Debt,” https://borgenproject.org/cutting-foreign-aid/ (accessed 14 Sept 2026)
Reducing the foreign aid budget will leave no solution to crisis other than war. By increasing defense spending and decreasing diplomatic tools, the budget would eliminate some of the most important and effective instruments used to combat extremism. Military operations work hand in hand with diplomatic resolutions to keep the U.S. and the world safe. Thus, cutting foreign aid is not the way to “Make America Great Again.”
[bookmark: _Toc240278268]Retired admirals and generals say US foreign aid is critical to preventing conflict
James McBride 2017 (Deputy Editor for Council on Foreign Relations; M.A. in Government and Latin American Studies from Georgetown Univ. School of Foreign Service) 11 Apr 2017, “How Does the U.S. Spend Its Foreign Aid?” https://www.cfr.org/backgrounder/how-does-us-spend-its-foreign-aid (accessed 14 Sept 2026)
Many military leaders are also outspoken supporters of foreign aid programs. A 2017 letter to Congress authored by more than 120 retired admirals and generals advocated for continued aid funding in the next budget, arguing that “the State Department, USAID, Millennium Challenge Corporation, Peace Corps and other development agencies are critical to preventing conflict and reducing the need to put our men and women in uniform in harm’s way.” President Trump’s secretary of defense, retired General Jim Mattis, has made similar arguments, saying, “If you don’t fully fund the State Department, then I need to buy more ammunition.” CFR’s Patrick agrees, writing that cutting the foreign assistance budget “would signal the definitive surrender of any pretense to U.S. global leadership.”
[bookmark: _Toc240278269]5. Lost U.S. global leadership and lost competition with China
[bookmark: _Toc240278270]Link:  Foreign aid upholds US influence, increases US reputation, strengthens alliances
Dr. Luiza Rodrigues Mateo 2024 (Bachelor’s degree in International Relations from São Paulo State University (2008), a Master’s (2011) and a PhD (2017) in International Relations from the San Tiago Dantas Graduate Program (São Paulo State University, State University of Campinas and the Pontifical Catholic University of São Paulo) January 2024 “America First: Foreign Aid in the Trump Administration” (accessed 14 Sept 2026) https://www.scielo.br/j/cint/a/mNM8YRZqjqSCfwRrnc5dMJz/
Foreign aid comprises a series of economic, political and military cooperation mechanisms with the express goal to promote international stability and development. In practice, it constitutes a foreign policy tool that serves multiple purposes, from reputation building, a commitment to humanitarianism, and the provision of global public goods, to securing commercial and diplomatic interests [END QUOTE] (Veen 2011: 10). States’ motivations to provide international assistance are thus distributed on a continuum between solidarity and interest that is inserted into a complex field of normative disputes around practices and modalities of engagement, influenced by both domestic and international economic and political dimensions (Milani 2018). For Lancaster (2007), the US’s main motivations for foreign aid involves diplomatic and development objectives, bringing about a multifaceted portfolio guided both by external demands and by Washington’s strategic determinants. [LATER IN THE CONTEXT HE CONCLUDES QUOTE:] In this sense, foreign aid has historically served the purposes of strengthening alliances, rewarding desirable behaviours, and ensuring the US’s presence in relevant scenarios (Lancaster and Van Dusen 2005: 13).
[bookmark: _Toc240278271]Link: Admirals and generals say cutting foreign aid hurts US foreign policy & influence
Bryant Harris, Robbie Gramer, and Emily Tamkin 2017 (Harris—Al-Monitor's congressional correspondent; previously the White House assistant correspondent for Yomiuri Shimbun, Japan's largest newspaper. Gramer—diplomacy and national security reporter at Foreign Policy; formerly managed the NATO portfolio at the Atlantic Council, a Washington-based think tank. Tamkin—staff writer at Foreign Policy; master's in Russian and East European Studies from Oxford) 24 Apr 2017, “The End of Foreign Aid As We Know It,” https://foreignpolicy.com/2017/04/24/u-s-agency-for-international-development-foreign-aid-state-department-trump-slash-foreign-funding/  (accessed 14 Sept 2026)
Foreign-policy and national security experts on both sides of the aisle have argued that the cuts pose concrete risks to U.S. security interests. In February, a group of 121 retired generals and admirals sent an open letter to the White House and Congress cautioning against cuts to foreign aid and diplomacy. The letter cited the State Department and USAID’s role in maintaining global stability by confronting extremist groups like the Islamic State, curbing refugee flows, and combating infectious diseases like Ebola. They expressed fear that cutting foreign aid risks ceding U.S. influence in other regions and countries.
[bookmark: _Toc240278272]Link & Brink:  Now is a key time to uphold US aid to compete against global influence of China 
Dr. Patrick Quirk and Caitlin Dearing Scott 2023. (Quirk, PhD, is vice president for strategy, innovation, and impact at the International Republican Institute (IRI) and nonresident senior fellow in the Atlantic Council’s Scowcroft Center for Strategy and Security. Scott is the director for countering foreign authoritarian influence at the IRI.) 29 June 2023 “Maximizing US foreign aid for strategic competition” (accessed 14 Sept 2026) https://www.atlanticcouncil.org/in-depth-research-reports/report/maximizing-us-foreign-aid-for-strategic-competition/
The power of foreign aid as a tool of US influence is not lost on its adversaries. The most prevalent example is China’s Belt and Road Initiative (BRI), through which the People’s Republic of China (PRC) has spent hundreds of billions of dollars for years to expand its influence in developing nations. Recently, China has increased BRI spending and shifted from its original focus on infrastructure megaprojects to the less capital-intensive, but still impactful, fields of governance (e.g., training elected officials in Beijing’s governance model); funding for academic departments to promote pro-Chinese narratives; green-energy projects; and funding for pro-China media outlets.  Under the BRI umbrella, China uses foreign aid in these and other sectors to promote policies and politicians favorable to PRC interests. The United States is, therefore, compelled to play a game of catchup.
[bookmark: _Toc240278273][same as NEG Philosophy card] Weighing Mechanism: Most important goal of US foreign policy should be competition with China
Dr. Patrick Quirk and Caitlin Dearing Scott 2023. (Quirk, PhD, is vice president for strategy, innovation, and impact at the International Republican Institute and nonresident senior fellow in the Atlantic Council’s Scowcroft Center for Strategy and Security. Scott is the director for countering foreign authoritarian influence at the IRI.) 29 June 2023 “Maximizing US foreign aid for strategic competition” (accessed 14 Sept 2026) https://www.atlanticcouncil.org/in-depth-research-reports/report/maximizing-us-foreign-aid-for-strategic-competition/
The United States’ overall approach to statecraft—how it forms strategy and uses tools to execute that strategy—has not caught up to the state of the world today. The current approach too often places bureaucratic prerogatives above policy priorities. The United States needs to be on high alert, shaping all aspects of government work toward its competition with China.
[bookmark: _Toc232880302][bookmark: _Toc240278274]Link:  Alliance with Turkey is critical to blocking Chinese global influence
Foundation for Political, Economic and Social Research 2020 (also known as SETA after its Turkish acronym; non-profit, independent, nonpartisan think tank based in Washington, D.C. dedicated to innovative studies on national, regional, and international issues concerning Turkey and US-Turkey relations) 16 July 2020 “Event Summary: The Future of US-Turkey Defense Relationship“ https://setadc.org/event-summary-the-future-of-us-turkey-defense-relationship/ (brackets added) (accessed 17 June 2026)
He [Admiral James Stavridis; former Supreme Allied Commander of NATO] described Turkey not as a bridge between the east and west, but as a center of gravity because of its size, its economics, its military capability, and its membership in the NATO alliance. [END QUOTE] Turkey is also a fundamental part of NATO’s combat power because of its military and capabilities today. The Turkish arms industry continues to demonstrate its ability to produce high quality combat systems including unmanned systems, which have been effectively used in Libya and Syria. [HE GOES ON TO SAY QUOTE:] There are tactical differences that need to be overcome in order to have a strategic future together, but Stavridis believes that the two countries can find a technical solution to the challenges through high level technical working groups. Due to the rise of China, it is critical that the US holds its allies close. The greatest advantage the US has against China is its alliance structures, of which Turkey is a critical component. 
[bookmark: _Toc232880303][bookmark: _Toc240278275]Brink:  We have a short window right now to engage with Turkey before they turn towards China
Prof. Senem A. Duzgit 2025 (Professor, International Relations, Sabancı University) Nov 2025 “Risk, Leverage, Autonomy: Turkey’s Options in a U.S.–China World” (accessed 20 June 2026) https://www.belfercenter.org/research-analysis/risk-leverage-autonomy-turkeys-options-us-china-world
However, this final set of constraints can also be transformed into opportunities for the West in the broader competition with China. In all the policy fields discussed above, China only figures into three areas: a potential nuclear power plant construction agreement, an unlikely rare earth extraction agreement, and (so far) limited investment with some prospect for further cooperation in information and communication technologies. This suggests that there is still considerable scope for the West, and particularly the United States, to draw Turkey closer to the U.S. position on China. Turkey has the capacity to contribute to U.S. policies with its industrial know-how, reserves of critical materials, and growing presence in Africa and Central Asia — regions where it competes with China and where Western presence is not particularly strong. Stronger U.S. support for the Middle Corridor and energy cooperation could provide key avenues for this engagement. Responsibility does not rest solely with the United States, however. The EU also emerges as a key actor that can strengthen Turkey’s foothold in the West by opening talks to modernize the Customs Union agreement and by engaging with Turkey more closely on energy and security. Although China’s engagement with Turkey remains limited, the window for Western influence may not stay open long, as Turkey continues to pursue closer ties with China. 
[bookmark: _Toc232880304][bookmark: _Toc240278276]Brink:  US is at most critical point since WW2, maybe in entire US history.  Link: China is determined to replace US dominant global power
Robert D. Blackwill 2026 (Senior Fellow for US Foreign Policy at Council on Foreign Relations) January 2026 “America Revived A Grand Strategy of Resolute Global Leadership” (accessed 17 June 2026) https://www.cfr.org/reports/america-revived (brackets and ellipses in original)
The United States faces the most dangerous international circumstances since the end of World War II, and perhaps in its history. An ever more powerful authoritarian China plows ahead in its determined effort to replace the United States as the dominant power in the Indo-Pacific, and eventually the world. As former Singaporean Prime Minister Lee Kuan Yew, a lifelong advocate of U.S. power projection into Asia, drilled home, “[t]he U.S. cannot stop China’s rise. It just has to live with a bigger China, which will be completely novel for the U.S., as no country has ever been big enough to challenge its position. . . . It is not possible to pretend that this is just another big player. This is the biggest player in the history of the world.”
[bookmark: _Toc22235303][bookmark: _Toc49802249][bookmark: _Toc57577830][bookmark: _Toc232827112][bookmark: _Toc232880305][bookmark: _Toc240278277]Impact:  Apocalyptic consequences if we lose US hegemony
[bookmark: _Toc20851452][bookmark: _Toc40875166][bookmark: _Toc40947007]Brook Manville 2018 (principal of Brook Manville LLC, consulting on strategy and organization) 14 Oct 2018 “Why A Crumbling World Order Urgently Needs U.S. Leadership”  https://brookmanville.com/why-a-crumbling-world-order-urgently-needs-u-s-leadership/ (brackets added) (accessed 16 June 2026)
If U.S. global leadership slides, [Brookings Institution Senior Fellow Robert] Kagan asserts, the invisible protective bubble we’ve enjoyed since 1945 won’t just deflate. It will explode. Good-bye rules-based trade, hello shortages of food and essential products. Dictators not just threatening but using nuclear weapons. More innocents repressed or killed in civilized countries.  
[END QUOTE. LATER HE CONTINUES QUOTE:]
 “History shows,” he [Kagan] summarized, “that world order has never been achieved without some constructive force to keep the peace. The relative harmony and fair play we’ve created in the modern world will vanish if the U.S. forsakes international leadership.”
[bookmark: _Toc240278278]Impact: Chinese influence reduces democracy and increases authoritarian governments
Dr. Patrick Quirk and Caitlin Dearing Scott 2023. (Quirk, PhD, nonresident senior fellow in the Atlantic Council’s Scowcroft Center for Strategy and Security. Scott is the director for countering foreign authoritarian influence at the International Republican Institute.) 29 June 2023 “Maximizing US foreign aid for strategic competition” (accessed 14 Sept 2026) https://www.atlanticcouncil.org/in-depth-research-reports/report/maximizing-us-foreign-aid-for-strategic-competition/ (brackets added)
The CCP [Chinese Communist Party] is increasingly using economic leverage and elite capture to exert political influence, deploying information operations, party-to-party ties, and, in some cases, export of its authoritarian governance model to create favorable conditions in other countries that enable the PRC to advance its local and global interests. This includes extracting natural resources critical to its domestic production and economic growth, expanding military basing essential to Chinese military deterrence and expanded control, and coopting politicians who serve these ends and can be counted on to vote with China at the UN on issues ranging from criticism of human-rights violations in Xinjiang to the future of the International Telecommunications Union and global internet governance. Together, these tactics are corroding democratic governance and popularizing authoritarian governance in countries the world over.
[bookmark: _Toc240278279]Impact: World peace & prosperity at risk without US influence. US hegemony is key to global peace & prosperity
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://apps.dtic.mil/sti/citations/ADA508040 (accessed 14 Sept 2026)
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. [LATER HE CONTINUES QUOTE:] The United States must exercise benevolent global hegemony, unilaterally if necessary, to ensure its security and maintain global peace and prosperity.
Copyright ©2026 Vance E. Trefethen	 Page 1 of 20	 Licensed To: MonumentMembers.com

This is proprietary intellectual content and may not be used without proper ownership.
image1.png
ForeignAssistan

ce.gov

U.S. Foreign Assistance By Country

o ~— -

@ Country at a Glance

| income crous

® [+]
Dashboard By Country

Disbursements

Regional Rank: 4/33

Trends

All Agencies v 2026
Wanoging 7oy @

Fiscal Year

$9,451,737

ALL MANAGING AGENCI

s0m Ukraine

e — o v \ 1m | Average
—— oo N osm _ (@D Turkey
/ - . '
2001 2026 ~20m

A\ Partially reported year(:




