

Affirmative: Arms Trade Treaty
Rights and Wrongs: Ratify the Arms Trade Treaty
By “Coach Vance” Trefethen
Resolved: The United States federal government should substantially reduce Direct Commercial Sales and/or Foreign Military Sales of arms from the United States.
[bookmark: _GoBack]The “Arms Trade Treaty” is an international treaty organized under the auspices of the UN. It is currently in force, having been signed by a large number of countries around the world. The US signed it during the Obama administration, but the US Senate never ratified it and Pres. Trump has officially renounced it. ATT would require applying criteria that would filter arms exports to not allow them into conflict zones, human rights abuse, etc. The US desperately needs to apply these restrictions because today we sell arms to just about anyone who asks, and they end up being used for a lot of bad things. This plan has the US join and ratify the Arms Trade Treaty.
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[bookmark: _Toc24290479]Rights and Wrongs: Ratify the Arms Trade Treaty
[bookmark: _Toc489643395][bookmark: _Toc490574600]Please join us in affirming that The United States federal government should substantially reduce Direct Commercial Sales and/or Foreign Military Sales of arms from the United States.
[bookmark: _Toc24290480]OBSERVATION 1. INHERENCY
[bookmark: _Toc24290481]FACT 1. The Arms Trade Treaty
[bookmark: _Toc24290482]The ATT is an international treaty that sets standards limiting arms exports
[bookmark: _Toc24290289]Amnesty International 2013 (international human rights advocacy NGO) “IT’S OFFICIAL! UNITED STATES SIGNS U.N. ARMS TRADE TREATY” https://www.amnestyusa.org/its-official-united-states-signs-u-n-arms-trade-treaty/
The treaty unequivocally bans arms transfers that are in violation of a U.N. arms embargo or that exporters have reason to know will be used to commit genocide and other grievous war crimes. Under the treaty, all exporting states have a new obligation to assess the risk that the weapons they provide will be used in human rights abuse and to halt such transfers where that risk is overwhelming.
[bookmark: _Toc24290483]FACT 2. US rejects ATT
[bookmark: _Toc24290484]The US signed ATT, but the Senate never ratified it, and Trump rejected it
Jeff Abramson and Greg Webb 2019. (Abramson is a senior fellow for conventional arms control and transfers at the Arms Control Association. Webb - editor of Arms Control Today, the Arms Control Association’s flagship publication; formerly worked for the International Atomic Energy Agency and the United Arab Emirates’ nuclear regulatory agency.) May 2019 U.S. to Quit Arms Trade Treaty https://www.armscontrol.org/act/2019-05/news/us-quit-arms-trade-treaty  
The United States will drop out of the Arms Trade Treaty, the 2013 pact designed to regulate the international trade of conventional arms, President Donald Trump announced April 26. “The United States will be revoking the effect of America’s signature from this badly misguided agreement,” Trump told a large audience at the annual meeting of the National Rifle Association (NRA) in Indianapolis. “The United Nations will soon receive a formal notice that America is rejecting this treaty.” U.S. Secretary of State John Kerry signed the pact in 2013, but the United States has not ratified it. On stage in Indianapolis, Trump signed a message to the U.S. Senate asking it to discontinue the treaty’s ratification process.
[bookmark: _Toc24290485]FACT 3. Substantial US arms sales would be disqualified
[bookmark: _Toc24290486]The US repeatedly sells arms to countries in conflict or with terrible human rights
[bookmark: _Toc24290291]A. Trevor Thrall and Caroline Dorminey 2018 (Thrall is an associate professor at the Schar School of Policy and Government at George Mason Univ. and a senior fellow at the Cato Institute. Dorminey is a policy analyst at the Cato Institute ) 13 Mar 2018 “Risky Business The Role of Arms Sales in U.S. Foreign Policy” https://www.cato.org/sites/cato.org/files/pubs/pdf/pa-836.pdf
Though the president trumpets each deal as a victory for the United States, an analysis of American arms sales since 2002 reveals that the arms trade is a risky business. The United States has repeatedly sold weapons to nations engaged in deadly conflicts, and to those with horrendous human rights records, under conditions in which it has been impossible to predict where the weapons would end up or how they would be used.


[bookmark: _Toc24290487][bookmark: _Toc489643399][bookmark: _Toc490574604]OBSERVATION 2. The PLAN implemented by Congress and the President
1. The President and the Senate take any action necessary to rejoin and ratify the Arms Trade Treaty
2. Congress enacts any necessary legislation to require all Direct Commercial Sales and Foreign Military Sales of arms to comply with the treaty. Sales not in compliance are prohibited.
3. Plan takes effect the day after the next Congressional election.
4. Any arms sales not in compliance punishable by the same penalties for similar crimes under existing law. 
5. All Affirmative speeches may clarify
[bookmark: _Toc489643400][bookmark: _Toc490574605][bookmark: _Toc24290488]OBSERVATION 4. SOLVENCY
[bookmark: _Toc24290489]US ratification is key to ATT success
Pablo Arrocha Olabuenaga 2019 (member of the Mexican delegation that negotiated ATT at the UN) 8 May 2019 Why the Arms Trade Treaty Matters – and Why It Matters That the US Is Walking Away https://www.justsecurity.org/63968/why-the-arms-trade-treaty-matters-and-why-it-matters-that-the-us-is-walking-away/  
According to the Stockholm International Peace Research Institute (SIPRI), the U.S. continues to be the top global exporter of arms and the 13th global importer (with Saudi Arabia holding the first position), with a total military expenditure in 2018 of $6.5 billion. This is more than 120 times the U.N. budget for the period 2018-2019. It is for these reasons that the recent announcement to “revoke” the U.S. signature of the ATT is so troubling. The world is in dire need of an effective implementation of the only global legally binding instrument that regulates the international trade in arms. And for that to happen, it is key to have on board the largest exporter in the world, if not as a State Party, at least as a responsible actor committed not to undermine the object and purpose of the treaty, which has at its core international peace and security and, most importantly, the value of the human person.
[bookmark: _Toc24290490]OBSERVATION 5. ADVANTAGES
[bookmark: _Toc24290491]ADVANTAGE 1. Promotes US soft power
[bookmark: _Toc24290492]Link: Rejection of ATT damages U.S. reputation
[bookmark: _Toc24290293]Rachel Stohl 2019 (managing director at the Stimson Center and was the consultant to the Arms Trade Treaty negotiations) 3 May 2019 “TRUMP UNSIGNS THE ARMS TRADE TREATY: HOW DID WE GET HERE? https://warontherocks.com/2019/05/trump-unsigns-the-arms-trade-treaty-how-did-we-get-here/  
The United States has not only weakened its commitment to promoting and ensuring responsibility in global arms transfers, it has left a hole in leadership and undermined its negotiating position in the future. For now, we must live with the consequences of this foolish decision and hope the U.S. reputation can recover from yet another rejection of international engagement.
[bookmark: _Toc24290493]Link: Rejection of ATT isolates us from closest allies
[bookmark: _Toc24290294]Rachel Stohl 2019 (managing director at the Stimson Center and was the consultant to the Arms Trade Treaty negotiations) 3 May 2019 “TRUMP UNSIGNS THE ARMS TRADE TREATY: HOW DID WE GET HERE? https://warontherocks.com/2019/05/trump-unsigns-the-arms-trade-treaty-how-did-we-get-here/  
Commenting that the treaty threatens the rights of U.S. citizens, Trump exclaimed that “we will never allow foreign bureaucrats to trample on your Second Amendment freedom” and that “we will never surrender American sovereignty to anyone.” Such statements not only reinforce a false narrative about the Arms Trade Treaty, but risk isolating the United States from its closest allies that remain committed to increasing responsibility, mitigating human rights abuses, and addressing security concerns associated with the unregulated global trade in conventional arms.
[bookmark: _Toc24290494]Impact: Losing global influence jeopardizes peace and national security, and Trump has put us at risk 
[bookmark: _Toc24290295]Deirdre McPhillips 2017 (master’s in journalism; Data Editor at U.S. News & World Report) ‘America First’ harms US soft power 26 July 2017 https://www.cnbc.com/2017/07/26/america-first-harms-us-soft-power.html   (brackets added) 
Despite top spots in education, culture and technological innovation, the U.S. faces a “clear threat” to its soft power, according to the [Soft Power 30 Index] report, which cited Trump’s “America First” foreign policy as a major factor in the U.S. drop in its ranking. Nationalist rhetoric and strained international alliances were linked to significant drops for the U.S. in global engagement and perceptions of global citizenship. In the face of nuclear threats, ISIS, cyber attacks and other threats, soft power remains critical to a nation’s safety and success, experts say. “History shows that progress has been made when soft power is marshalled by diplomacy among people with like minds,” says Christopher Holmes Smith, a clinical professor of communication with the University of Southern California. “This has helped to effectively keep the peace for the better part of a generation and should not be jettisoned at this juncture, no matter how complicated the circumstances of our world may become.”
[bookmark: _Toc24290495]ADVANTAGE 2. Save lives
[bookmark: _Toc24290496]Ratifying ATT means less weapons available to kill people, and lives saved
[bookmark: _Toc24290296]Neal Levitt 2014 (College of General Studies humanities lecturer at Boston University) POV: To Stop Bad Guys, Ratify the UN Arms Trade Treaty 14 Jan 2014 http://www.bu.edu/articles/2014/pov-to-stop-bad-guys-ratify-the-united-nations-arms-trade-treaty/  
[image: ]
[bookmark: _Toc24290497]ADVANTAGE 3. Fight organized crime
[bookmark: _Toc24290498]ATT is key to stemming arms exports fueling organized crime in Mexico
Pablo Arrocha Olabuenaga 2019 (member of the Mexican delegation that negotiated ATT at the UN) 8 May 2019 Why the Arms Trade Treaty Matters – and Why It Matters That the US Is Walking Away https://www.justsecurity.org/63968/why-the-arms-trade-treaty-matters-and-why-it-matters-that-the-us-is-walking-away/  
From the Mexican perspective, this is a particularly important legal instrument given the great challenges and threats posed by the illicit trade of arms that flows mostly from the U.S. border into Mexico, fueling organized crime. To exemplify this, the negotiations coincided with the exposure of the highly controversial U.S. Fast and Furious operation, where the Phoenix Field Division of the Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco, Firearms and Explosives (ATF), allowed illegal gun sales in an attempt to track the sellers and buyers, who were believed to be connected to Mexican drug cartels.
[bookmark: _Toc24290499]ADVANTAGE 4. Economic improvement in developing countries
[bookmark: _Toc24290500]ATT offers immense economic benefit to poor countries by lowering expenditures on weapons, freeing money for development
[bookmark: _Toc24290298]Anna McDonald 2014 (director of the Control Arms coalition, which campaigns for tough controls on the international arms trade) UN arms trade treaty can save many lives – if it is robustly enforced 25 Sept 2014 THE GUARDIAN https://www.theguardian.com/global-development/poverty-matters/2014/sep/25/un-arms-trade-treaty-exports-sales  
The arms trade also has a devastating impact on the economic development of poor countries. Research by Oxfam estimated that between 1990 and 2006, Africa lost an estimated cumulative total of $284bn as a result of armed conflict (pdf) – on average $18bn per year. This annual loss is compounded by the consistent upward trend in military expenditure in fragile and conflict-affected countries. The inevitable result is a lack of investment in basic services, which is devastating for the 1.5 billion people living in areas affected by fragility, conflict or large-scale organised criminal violence. According to the World Bank, on average, low-income fragile or conflict-affected states lag 40-60% behind other low- and middle-income countries in millennium development goal achievement (pdf). Under the ATT, arms transfers will not be judged specifically on whether they will have a detrimental impact on development or poverty reduction but, if implemented effectively, the socio-economic benefits of the treaty could be immense.
[bookmark: _Toc24290501]ADVANTAGE 5. Reducing Gender-Based Violence
[bookmark: _Toc24290502]ATT plays an important role in curbing gender-based violence
[bookmark: _Toc24290299]Anna McDonald 2014 (director of the Control Arms coalition, which campaigns for tough controls on the international arms trade) UN arms trade treaty can save many lives – if it is robustly enforced 25 Sept 2014 THE GUARDIAN https://www.theguardian.com/global-development/poverty-matters/2014/sep/25/un-arms-trade-treaty-exports-sales  
The treaty will also play an important role in curbing gender-based violence (GBV) in conflict zones. About 66,000 women die each year as a result of GBV. Under the ATT, states that export arms will be obliged to consider the risk that the weapons could be used to facilitate serious acts of GBV or violence against women and children.
[bookmark: _Toc24290503]ADVANTAGE 6. Reducing oppression, conflict and violence
[bookmark: _Toc24290504]US weapons exports to unstable countries promote oppression, conflict and violence
[bookmark: _Toc24290300]A. Trevor Thrall and Caroline Dorminey 2018 (Thrall is an associate professor at the Schar School of Policy and Government at George Mason Univ. and a senior fellow at the Cato Institute. Dorminey is a policy analyst at the Cato Institute ) 13 Mar 2018 “Risky Business The Role of Arms Sales in U.S. Foreign Policy” https://www.cato.org/sites/cato.org/files/pubs/pdf/pa-836.pdf
The third major observation is that this lack of discrimination is dangerous. As simple as it is, our risk assessment is a useful guide to forecasting negative consequences. The five countries that scored as high risk on all five measures provide a clear illustration of the risks of arms sales. This group, which purchased an average of $1.8 billion in U.S. weapons since 9/11, includes Libya, Iraq, Yemen, the Democratic Republic of the Congo, and Sudan. These five countries, recall, are classified by the various metrics as: “terror everywhere,” “not free,” “most fragile,” “large impact from terrorism,” and as being involved in high-level conflicts. These governments have used their American weapons to promote oppression, commit human rights abuses, and perpetuate bloody civil wars. 




[bookmark: _Toc24290505]2A Evidence: Arms Trade Treaty
[bookmark: _Toc24290506]INHERENCY
[bookmark: _Toc24290507]International consensus agrees manufacturers have a responsibility to avoid bad human rights impacts from their arms sales
[bookmark: _Toc24290301]Amnesty International 2019 (international non-profit human rights advocacy NGO) 9 Sept 2019 “Arms companies failing to address human rights risks” https://www.amnesty.org/en/latest/news/2019/09/arms-companies-failing-to-address-human-rights-risks/  
Under the UN Guiding Principles on Business and Human Rights (UNGPs), which was unanimously endorsed by the UN Human Rights Council in June 2011, all companies have a responsibility to respect human rights and, to meet that responsibility, undertake human rights due diligence to identify, prevent, mitigate and account for how they address both their potential and actual human rights impacts. In relation to the defence sector, this means companies must assess and address human rights risks and abuses arising in all aspects of their business, including how clients such as national armies and police forces use their weaponry and related services. The primary purpose of due diligence is to avoid causing or contributing to human rights abuses. Therefore if a company cannot prevent or adequately mitigate adverse human rights impacts, it should avoid or cease supplying the relevant arms and related services. These responsibilities exist over and above compliance with national laws and regulations – such as state licensing systems – aimed at protecting human rights.
[bookmark: _Toc24290508]Arms sales are driving US foreign policy. We knowingly sell arms in disregard of human rights and conflict
[bookmark: _Toc24290302]Christina Arabla 2019 ( Director of the Security Assistance Monitor program at the Center for International Policy; previously worked as a consultant for the Stockholm International Peace Research Institute and the UN Regional Centre for Peace and Disarmament in Africa ) 15 July 2019 “Disappearing Transparency in U.S. Arms Sales” https://www.lawfareblog.com/disappearing-transparency-us-arms-sales  
Controversies surrounding the recipients, use and diversion of arms sales are by no means a new phenomenon. What makes Trump’s policies and abuse of power so dangerous is the new precedent his administration has set allowing the executive branch to make foreign policy decisions unilaterally. In effect, arms sales are now driving U.S. foreign policy instead of being used as a tool for it. The repercussions from this reversal could be disastrous. On top of eroding American values and diminishing U.S. credibility among its partners, some countries have learned how to leverage our own “tool” against us. Both Turkey and Saudi Arabia have used their geostrategic position to extract American arms, manipulate the terms of U.S. arms sales, and play the United States against other powers all while their human rights violations continue unabated. And it’s not just foreign governments that are finding it increasingly easy to manipulate U.S. foreign policy; the Trump administration’s policies allow the U.S. defense industry, already highly adept at playing this game, to maximize its profits at the expense of conflict and turmoil around the world.
[bookmark: _Toc24290509]US prioritizes business of arms sales and human rights concerns are ignored
[bookmark: _Toc24290303]Christina Arabla 2019 ( Director of the Security Assistance Monitor program at the Center for International Policy; previously worked as a consultant for the Stockholm International Peace Research Institute and the UN Regional Centre for Peace and Disarmament in Africa ) 15 July 2019 “Disappearing Transparency in U.S. Arms Sales” https://www.lawfareblog.com/disappearing-transparency-us-arms-sales 
Access to this information is more important than ever as this administration continues to strip Congress of its oversight powers and consistently pushes a U.S. foreign policy that prioritizes business interests over human rights or diplomatic relationships. This is most evident in the Trump administration approach to U.S. arms sales. Since taking office, President Trump has removed Obama-era suspensions on arms sales to Bahrain, Nigeria and Saudi Arabia, to which sales were withheld due to human rights concerns. Human rights have also taken second place to economic considerations in the Trump administration’s new Conventional Arms Transfer policy; and Trump has requested that U.S. ambassadors, the top American diplomats, promote U.S. arms sales.
[bookmark: _Toc24290510]A/T “Status Quo restrictions like AECA” – They don’t work. We sell to almost any nation that wants to buy
[bookmark: _Toc24290304]A. Trevor Thrall and Caroline Dorminey 2018 (Thrall is an associate professor at the Schar School of Policy and Government at George Mason Univ. and a senior fellow at the Cato Institute. Dorminey is a policy analyst at the Cato Institute ) 13 Mar 2018 “Risky Business The Role of Arms Sales in U.S. Foreign Policy” https://www.cato.org/sites/cato.org/files/pubs/pdf/pa-836.pdf
In order to comply with the Arms Export Control Act (AECA), the U.S. government must generate a risk assessment in order to confirm that sales are unlikely to produce unwanted outcomes. This requirement makes sense, because history shows that arms sales can lead to a host of negative, unintended consequences. These consequences come in many forms, from those that affect the United States, such as blowback and entanglement in foreign conflicts, to those that affect entire regions, such as instability and dispersion, to those that affect the recipient regime itself, such as enabling oppression and increasing the likelihood of military coups. Forecasting how weapons will be used, especially over the course of decades, is difficult, but history provides evidence of the factors that make negative outcomes more likely. Sadly, however, even a cursory review of American arms sales over time makes it clear that neither the White House, nor the Pentagon, nor the State Department—all of which are involved in approving potential sales—takes the risk assessment process seriously. Historically, the United States has sold weapons to almost any nation that wanted to buy them—suggesting that the risk assessment process is rigged to not find risk.
[bookmark: _Toc24290511]US has no criteria to filter arms exports. In fact, we sell more to high-risk countries than the least risky
[bookmark: _Toc24290305]A. Trevor Thrall and Caroline Dorminey 2018 (Thrall is an associate professor at the Schar School of Policy and Government at George Mason Univ. and a senior fellow at the Cato Institute. Dorminey is a policy analyst at the Cato Institute ) 13 Mar 2018 “Risky Business The Role of Arms Sales in U.S. Foreign Policy” https://www.cato.org/sites/cato.org/files/pubs/pdf/pa-836.pdf
Second, the data provide compelling evidence that the United States does not discriminate between high- and low-risk customers. The average sales to the riskiest nations are higher than those to the least risky nations. Considering discrete components of the index, for example, the 22 countries coded as “highest risk” on the Global Terrorism Index bought an average of $1.91 billion worth of American weapons. The 28 countries in active, high-level conflicts bought an average of $2.94 billion worth of arms.
[bookmark: _Toc24290512]SIGNIFICANCE
[bookmark: _Toc24290513]Unrestricted US arms exports cause instability, oppression
[bookmark: _Toc24290306]A. Trevor Thrall and Caroline Dorminey 2018 (Thrall is an associate professor at the Schar School of Policy and Government at George Mason Univ. and a senior fellow at the Cato Institute. Dorminey is a policy analyst at the Cato Institute ) 13 Mar 2018 “Risky Business The Role of Arms Sales in U.S. Foreign Policy” https://www.cato.org/sites/cato.org/files/pubs/pdf/pa-836.pdf
In order to comply with the Arms Export Control Act (AECA), the U.S. government must generate a risk assessment in order to confirm that sales are unlikely to produce unwanted outcomes. This requirement makes sense, because history shows that arms sales can lead to a host of negative, unintended consequences. These consequences come in many forms, from those that affect the United States, such as blowback and entanglement in foreign conflicts, to those that affect entire regions, such as instability and dispersion, to those that affect the recipient regime itself, such as enabling oppression and increasing the likelihood of military coups.
[bookmark: _Toc24290514]SOLVENCY / ADVOCACY
[bookmark: _Toc24290515]Negative consequences of unlimited arms sales justifies applying restrictions 
[bookmark: _Toc24290307]A. Trevor Thrall and Caroline Dorminey 2018 (Thrall is an associate professor at the Schar School of Policy and Government at George Mason Univ. and a senior fellow at the Cato Institute. Dorminey is a policy analyst at the Cato Institute ) 13 Mar 2018 “Risky Business The Role of Arms Sales in U.S. Foreign Policy” https://www.cato.org/sites/cato.org/files/pubs/pdf/pa-836.pdf
Arms sales also create a host of negative, unintended consequences for the United States, for those buying the weapons, and for the regions into which American weapons flow. Washington’s historical faith in arms sales is seriously misplaced. The United States should revise its arms sales policy to improve the risk assessment process, to ban sales to countries where the risk of negative consequences is too high, and to limit sales to cases in which they will directly enhance American security.
[bookmark: _Toc24290516]What the ATT does: Regulates international trade in conventional arms and promotes transparency/accountability
[bookmark: _Toc24290308]Rachel Stohl 2019 (managing director at the Stimson Center and was the consultant to the Arms Trade Treaty negotiations) 3 May 2019 “TRUMP UNSIGNS THE ARMS TRADE TREATY: HOW DID WE GET HERE? https://warontherocks.com/2019/05/trump-unsigns-the-arms-trade-treaty-how-did-we-get-here/  
Contrary to the president’s statement, the Arms Trade Treaty does not limit U.S. sovereignty over arms export decisions, nor does it put a foreign government in charge of U.S. domestic regulations. The treaty regulates only the international trade in conventional arms — that’s all weapons from small arms to fighter jets and everything in between. Its stated purpose is to contribute to international peace and security and reduce human suffering caused by the irresponsible and illicit arms trade. The Arms Trade Treaty also promotes transparency and accountability in the global arms trade by requiring governments to report annually on their arms exports and imports, building confidence in what has historically been an opaque business.
[bookmark: _Toc24290517]ATT reduces arms exports with a “radical shift in behavior” – filtering out dangerous exports
[bookmark: _Toc24290309]Anna McDonald 2014 (director of the Control Arms coalition, which campaigns for tough controls on the international arms trade) UN arms trade treaty can save many lives – if it is robustly enforced 25 Sept 2014 THE GUARDIAN https://www.theguardian.com/global-development/poverty-matters/2014/sep/25/un-arms-trade-treaty-exports-sales  
It will take determination and political will from those states that have ratified the treaty to ensure it is enforced. There will be no room for hypocrisy or double standards. Before any arms deal goes ahead, pointed questions must be asked about how and where the weapons are going to be used – and no one can turn a blind eye to the answers or put political interests before international law. All deals will need to be assessed against strict criteria in the treaty and if there is a substantial risk the transfer will breach any of those criteria, then the arms cannot be legally transferred. This treaty demands a radical shift in behaviour by the major arms exporters who must lead the way in demonstrating a new sense of responsibility when it comes to trading in arms.
[bookmark: _Toc24290518]It’s easy to assess the risk before transferring arms. We just don’t do it
[bookmark: _Toc24290310]A. Trevor Thrall and Caroline Dorminey 2018 (Thrall is an associate professor at the Schar School of Policy and Government at George Mason Univ. and a senior fellow at the Cato Institute. Dorminey is a policy analyst at the Cato Institute ) 13 Mar 2018 “Risky Business The Role of Arms Sales in U.S. Foreign Policy” https://www.cato.org/sites/cato.org/files/pubs/pdf/pa-836.pdf
The track record of U.S. arms sales, however, illustrates that the executive branch often puts little effort into conducting realistic risk assessments. Without the need to worry about congressional oversight, executive branch risk assessments serve more as routine paperwork than serious attempts to weigh the positive and negative consequences of an arms deal. The upshot is that for decades the United States has transferred weapons into situations where it was relatively easy to forecast that the risk of negative consequences was high.

[bookmark: _Toc24290519]More details about ATT
[bookmark: _Toc24290311]Daryl Kimball 2017 (Executive Director, Arms Control Association) Aug 2017 “The Arms Trade Treaty At a Glance" https://www.armscontrol.org/factsheets/arms_trade_treaty  
The Arms Trade Treaty (ATT) establishes common standards for the international trade of conventional weapons and seeks to reduce the illicit arms trade. The treaty aims to reduce human suffering caused by illegal and irresponsible arms transfers, improve regional security and stability, as well as to promote accountability and transparency by state parties concerning transfers of conventional arms. The ATT does not place restrictions on the types or quantities of arms that may be bought, sold, or possessed by states. It also does not impact a state’s domestic gun control laws or other firearm ownership policies. After nearly two decades of advocacy and diplomacy, a UN conference was convened to negotiate the ATT in July 2012, but fell short of reaching consensus on a final text. Another two week-long conference was convened in March 2013 to complete work on the treaty. However, Iran, North Korea, and Syria blocked consensus on the final treaty text, leading treaty supporters to move it to the UN General Assembly on for approval. On April 2, 2013, the UN General Assembly endorsed the ATT by a vote of 156-3, with 23 abstentions. The treaty opened for signature on June 3, 2013, and entered into force on Dec. 23, 2014.
What the Arms Trade Treaty Does
The Arms Trade Treaty requires all states-parties to adopt basic regulations and approval processes for the flow of weapons across international borders, establishes common international standards that must be met before arms exports are authorized, and requires annual reporting of imports and exports to a treaty secretariat. In particular, the treaty:
- requires that states “establish and maintain a national control system, including a national control list” and “designate competent national authorities in order to have an effective and transparent national control system regulating the transfer of conventional arms”;
- prohibits arms transfer authorizations to states if the transfer would violate “obligations under measures adopted by the United Nations Security Council acting under Chapter VII of the Charter of the United Nations, in particular arms embargoes” or under other “relevant international obligations” or if the state “has knowledge at the time of authorization that the arms or items would be used in the commission of genocide, crimes against humanity, grave breaches of the Geneva Conventions of 1949, attacks directed against civilian objects or civilians protected as such, or other war crimes”; 
- requires states to assess the potential that the arms exported would “contribute to or undermine peace and security” or could be used to commit or facilitate serious violations of international humanitarian or human rights law, acts of terrorism, or transnational organized crime; to consider measures to mitigate the risk of these violations; and, if there still remains an “overriding risk” of “negative consequences,” to “not authorize the export”;
[bookmark: _Toc24290520]Quantification: 59-66% of sales would have been disqualified between 1981-2010. And the risks were obvious
[bookmark: _Toc24290312]A. Trevor Thrall and Caroline Dorminey 2018 (Thrall is an associate professor at the Schar School of Policy and Government at George Mason Univ. and a senior fellow at the Cato Institute. Dorminey is a policy analyst at the Cato Institute ) 13 Mar 2018 “Risky Business The Role of Arms Sales in U.S. Foreign Policy” https://www.cato.org/sites/cato.org/files/pubs/pdf/pa-836.pdf
Moreover, the United States has a long history of selling weapons to nations where the immediate risks were obvious. From 1981 to 2010, the United States sold small arms and light weapons to 59 percent and major conventional weapons to 35 percent of countries actively engaged in a high-level conflict. The United States sold small arms to 66 percent and major conventional weapons to 40 percent of countries actively engaged in a low-level conflict. As one author noted, in 1994 there were 50 ongoing ethnic and territorial conflicts in the world and the United States had armed at least one side in 45 of them.
[bookmark: _Toc24290521]A/T “Russia and China” – US participation increases pressure on Russia and China to join
[bookmark: _Toc24290313]Amnesty International 2013 (international human rights advocacy NGO ) “IT’S OFFICIAL! UNITED STATES SIGNS U.N. ARMS TRADE TREATY” https://www.amnestyusa.org/its-official-united-states-signs-u-n-arms-trade-treaty/
While Amnesty International USA will continue to advocate strongly for U.S. ratification, the signature and its attendant commitment confers increased legitimacy on the ATT. Crucially, it also increases international political pressure on other nations, such as Russia and China, to add their signatures and declare their intentions.
[bookmark: _Toc24290522]A/T “Russia hasn’t joined” – Doesn’t matter, the stronger the treaty gets, the more pressure it puts on Russia, and still reduces arms transfers
[bookmark: _Toc24290314]Anna McDonald 2014 (director of the Control Arms coalition, which campaigns for tough controls on the international arms trade) UN arms trade treaty can save many lives – if it is robustly enforced 25 Sept 2014 THE GUARDIAN https://www.theguardian.com/global-development/poverty-matters/2014/sep/25/un-arms-trade-treaty-exports-sales  
Russian indifference to the ATT – both as an exporter and an importer – could limit its success. In fact, some fear the treaty could lead to a growth, rather than reduction, in Russian arms exports, with unscrupulous states joining Syria and Egypt and turning to Moscow for their weapons as the enforcement of the treaty leads other supply chains to dry up. But this misses the point. Once the treaty enters into force and becomes binding international law, it will create a strong deterrent for all countries – even those not a party to it – to end uncontrolled arms transfers. It has happened before, for example, following the development of the mine ban treaty and it will happen again. A comprehensive treaty will help accelerate and develop a specific international norm, which, over time, simply cannot be ignored – even by Moscow.
[bookmark: _Toc24290523]A/T “China and Russia didn’t join ATT” – China is going to join and doesn’t matter anyway.
[bookmark: _Toc24290315]Rachel Stohl 2019 (managing director at the Stimson Center and was the consultant to the Arms Trade Treaty negotiations) 3 May 2019 “TRUMP UNSIGNS THE ARMS TRADE TREATY: HOW DID WE GET HERE? https://warontherocks.com/2019/05/trump-unsigns-the-arms-trade-treaty-how-did-we-get-here/  
 Treaty critics, including the president himself, point out that Russia and China remain outside the treaty. But so too do Iran, North Korea, Syria, India, and Pakistan, many of which have tense relationships with the United States. After Trump’s theatrics last week, China announced that it was considering joining the Arms Trade Treaty. China has not opposed the treaty in principle, rather it initially did not approve of how the treaty was adopted at the United Nations. China regularly participates in treaty meetings as an observer but has upped the ante in light of the Trump announcement. China is clearly taking advantage of the leadership void that Trump has opened up, using the opportunity to move from cautious observer to a near enthusiastic supporter of the treaty — a shrewd political move.
[bookmark: _Toc24290524]DISAD RESPONSES
[bookmark: _Toc24290525]A/T “2nd Amendment” – ATT doesn’t touch 2nd Amendment rights, has no impact on domestic weapons sales
Jeff Abramson and Greg Webb 2019. (Abramson is a senior fellow for conventional arms control and transfers at the Arms Control Association. Webb - editor of Arms Control Today, the Arms Control Association’s flagship publication; formerly worked for the International Atomic Energy Agency and the United Arab Emirates’ nuclear regulatory agency.) May 2019 U.S. to Quit Arms Trade Treaty https://www.armscontrol.org/act/2019-05/news/us-quit-arms-trade-treaty  
U.S. negotiators made clear during the treaty-making process that the pact would not threaten the right to bear arms afforded by the Second Amendment to the U.S. Constitution. It has no authority over national gun control laws. Nevertheless, U.S. gun-rights organizations, led by the NRA, have alleged that the treaty would impose limits on U.S. domestic gun sales, and Trump repeated those claims in his NRA speech. “Under my administration, we will never surrender American sovereignty to anyone. We will never allow foreign bureaucrats to trample on your Second Amendment freedom.” Such rhetoric was misplaced, according to Thomas Countryman, the lead U.S. negotiator of the treaty and now the chair of the Arms Control Association board. “The treaty, if ratified by the U.S. Senate, would not require the United States to change anything in its law or procedures,” he said. “The president's action today is yet another mistaken step that threatens to make the world less safe rather than more secure.”
[bookmark: _Toc24290526]A/T “US sovereignty” – ATT doesn’t touch US sovereignty or domestic policies
Pablo Arrocha Olabuenaga 2019 (member of the Mexican delegation that negotiated ATT at the UN) 8 May 2019 Why the Arms Trade Treaty Matters – and Why It Matters That the US Is Walking Away https://www.justsecurity.org/63968/why-the-arms-trade-treaty-matters-and-why-it-matters-that-the-us-is-walking-away/  
What does the ATT not do? It is not a disarmament treaty nor a treaty for the reduction of arsenals; it does not prohibit the international trade in arms, and; it does not regulate, in any way, internal transactions, in particular the acquisition of arms by civilians. Contrary to what Trump has declared, the treaty explicitly reaffirms “the sovereign right of any State to regulate and control conventional arms exclusively within its territory, pursuant to its own legal or constitutional system.” In other words, the ATT is absolutely silent on controls, regulations, limitations, rights or obligations regarding the domestic sale of arms. Therefore, claiming that the ATT breaches sovereign rights of States, specifically the second amendment to the U.S. Constitution, is not a matter of misinterpretation: It is simply not true.
[bookmark: _Toc24290527]A/T “Arms sales needed for US national security” – There are no threats to the US that arms sales would prevent
[bookmark: _Toc24290318]A. Trevor Thrall and Caroline Dorminey 2018 (Thrall is an associate professor at the Schar School of Policy and Government at George Mason Univ. and a senior fellow at the Cato Institute. Dorminey is a policy analyst at the Cato Institute ) 13 Mar 2018 “Risky Business The Role of Arms Sales in U.S. Foreign Policy” https://www.cato.org/sites/cato.org/files/pubs/pdf/pa-836.pdf
At the strategic level, the United States inhabits such an extremely favorable security environment in the post–Cold War world that most arms sales do little or nothing to improve its security. Thanks to its geography, friendly (and weak) neighbors, large and dynamic economy, and secure nuclear arsenal, the United States faces very few significant threats. There is no Soviet Union bent upon dominating Europe and destroying the United States. China, despite its rapid rise, cannot (and has no reason to) challenge the sovereignty or territorial integrity of the United States. Arms sales—to allies or others—are unnecessary to deter major, direct threats to U.S. national security in the current era.
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The arms embargoes currently in force have been established on a
“case by case” basis. A global Arms Trade Treaty, regulating cross-

border flows to keep weapons from ctiminal or rights-abusing groups
and nations, is being negotiated at the United Nations and was

50US senators apparently oppose it. The treaty should be ratified by
the Senate as quickly as possible—and then our attention should
turn toa more robust agenda. The treaty is really thetip of the
iceberg when it comes to military spending.

It stands to reason that a more systematic approach to controlling

the global weapons trade could go a long way in advancing human

security. Controlling the flow of arms into conflict regions can

reduce the numbers of persons killed in these areas. Most weapons

are useless without ammunition. And why should tanks and

helicopters and fighter jets be delivered to groups intent on mass

murder? The Second Amendment right to bear arms has nothing to
dowith a shipment of tanks.




