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OBSERVATION ONE:  INHERENCY

A.  The US has adopted the strategy of using excessive military force as the only solution to dealing with problems in the GHA.

Helebo 2007, Fikru Helebo-May 06, 2007-Published by enset-(A Southern Perspective on Ethiopian Current Affairs)- Why I Will Vote Democratic in the 2008 US Presidential Election- http://64.233.167.104/search?q=cache:R0THSCzKIfkJ:enset.blogspot.com/2007/05/why-i-will-vote-democratic-in-2008-us.html+US+must+change+its+terrorism+policy+toward+Greater+Horn+of+Africa&hl=en&ct=clnk&cd=8&gl=us
The awful record of the current Republican administration in promoting human rights and democracy in Ethiopia and the Horn of Africa region in general, contrary to its expressed objective, is one of the biggest shortcomings of American foreign policy in the post-9-11 world that we live in. The Bush Administration, which otherwise has done a very good job in the initial response to the terrorist attacks of 9-11 and protecting the Homeland since then, has adopted a seriously flawed strategy of using excessive military force as a solution to the threat posed by extremists from the Muslim world.
B.  The USFG’s singular military approach toward conflicts is due to a lack of support for preventative diplomacy programs/solutions.

Volk, 2007, Joe Volk-OCT. 2nd 2007-(FCNL-Friends Committee on National Legislation Executive Secretary)-Preventing Deadly Conflict by Supporting Civilian Peace and Security Programs in the State Department/Foreign Operations FY 08 Conference Report- http://www.fcnl.org/issues/item.php?item_id=2915&issue_id=130
We request your support for strengthening U.S. preventive diplomacy during conference negotiations for the FY 08 Foreign Operations and State Department Appropriations bill. We believe these requested appropriations will bolster the ability of the U.S. to address the underlying causes of violent conflict and instability, improve the image of the U.S. abroad, and address human suffering. Continually relying on military solutions to “band aid” conflicts that are better addressed by the U.S. government’s diplomatic toolkit is both inefficient and unwise. FCNL hopes the Congress will agree and support a less expensive, more effective national security strategy, one invested in strong preventive diplomacy.

Thus, the Plan:
In order to increase assistance to the Greater Horn of Africa in the area of Human rights protection, the United States Federal Government, through and act of congress, will immediately provide $80 million for Diplomatic and Consular Programs for the Office of the Coordinator for Reconstruction and Stabilization in the Greater Horn. Funding and enforcement through normal means.

OBSERVATION TWO:  The Plan will solve.

FCNL 07 FCNL-April 30th-2007-(Friends Committee on National Legislation- is the largest peace lobby in Washington, DC. Founded in 1943 by members of the Religious Society of Friends (Quakers), FCNL staff and volunteers work with a nationwide network of tens of thousands of people from many different races, religions, and cultures to advocate social and economic justice, peace, and good government.)- http://www.fcnl.org/issues/item.php?item_id=2595&issue_id=130
If enacted, this legislation would authorize up to $80 million for the operational expenses of S/CRS and the development of a Response Readiness Corps of civilians with expertise in various conflict prevention and statebuilding tasks. While the authorization bill has yet to pass both houses of Congress, funding S/CRS is too important to wait. In testimony to the Senate Armed Services Committee on February 6, 2007, the Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff, General Peter Pace, argued, “if we’re going to be able to prevent having to send thousands of troops, we need to be able to get folks over [to a country of concern] to be able to help with judiciary systems, be able to help with engineering, be able to help with electricity and the like, before a country devolves into a state where the terrorists can find a home.” We encourage you to include $80 million in Diplomatic and Consular Programs for the Office of the Coordinator for Reconstruction and Stabilization.
ADVANTAGE ONE:  SOFT POWER

A.  The singular military approach is alienating possible GHA allies and destroying US soft power in the region.

Helebo, 07, Fikru Helebo-May 06, 2007-Published by enset-(A Southern Perspective on Ethiopian Current Affairs)- Why I Will Vote Democratic in the 2008 US Presidential Election http://64.233.167.104/search?q=cache:R0THSCzKIfkJ:enset.blogspot.com/2007/05/why-i-will-vote-democratic-in-2008-us.html+US+must+change+its+terrorism+policy+toward+Greater+Horn+of+Africa&hl=en&ct=clnk&cd=8&gl=us
This simplistic policy, which assumes that the use of brute military force is the only way to deal with extremism inspired by political Islam, fails to appreciate the nuances of political activism in the Islamic world. Stubbornly pursuing this policy, as the Bush Administration has done, has so far failed to assuage the level of extremism in the Islamic world. As a result, this policy has done more harm than good in Somalia and the greater Horn of Africa region. To make matters worse, this simplistic policy is alienating many human rights and democracy advocates in the Horn of Africa region, thereby making many in the region cynical of United States policy towards the region. This is no way to win friends.
B.  The Current policy pushes moderates to the extremist camp.

Preble 2006 (Christopher, Director of Foreign Policy Studies @ CATO, “War of the Worlds?”, CATO POLICY REPORT, November/December, accessed June 12, 2007, http://www.cato.org/research/articles/cpr28n6-1.html) 

On the other hand, and paradoxically, while we cannot "ensure the ascendancy" of moderate Muslims, we do have a great capacity for influencing the debate within Islam in a negative direction, empowering extremists and marginalizing moderates. As Professor Akbar Ahmed, chair of Islamic studies at American University, warns, the debate within Islam "is shifting away from . . . inclusivity to a more exclusivist tendency," and he worries about the potential for "producing a monolith of Islam," where today one does not exist. "Your challenge in the United States is to understand what's happening in the Muslim world," he explained to C-SPAN's Brian Lamb, "because if you don't, and if you treat all Muslims as potential terrorists according to [the thesis] that there are no moderates, then . . . you will push a lot of moderates . . . into the extremist camp." Even the sole superpower of the world, he warns, "cannot take on 1.4 billion people." Endorsing the interpretation of the political Islamists and demanding that a billion people choose either our liberal politics or the faith of their fathers is as strategically suicidal as it is philosophically and theologically unfounded.
C.  Future terrorist attacks risk extinction.

Alexander, 03 (Yonah prof and dir. of Inter-University for Terrorism Studies, Washington Times, August 28)

Last week's brutal suicide bombings in Baghdad and Jerusalem have once again illustrated dramatically that the international community failed, thus far at least, to understand the magnitude and implications of the terrorist threats to the very survival of civilization itself. Even the United States and Israel have for decades tended to regard terrorism as a mere tactical nuisance or irritant rather than a critical strategic challenge to their national security concerns. It is not surprising, therefore, that on September 11, 2001, Americans were stunned by the unprecedented tragedy of 19 al Qaeda terrorists striking a devastating blow at the center of the nation's commercial and military powers. Likewise, Israel and its citizens, despite the collapse of the Oslo Agreements of 1993 and numerous acts of terrorism triggered by the second intifada that began almost three years ago, are still "shocked" by each suicide attack at a time of intensive diplomatic efforts to revive the moribund peace process through the now revoked cease-fire arrangements [hudna]. Why are the United States and Israel, as well as scores of other countries affected by the universal nightmare of modern terrorism surprised by new terrorist "surprises"? There are many reasons, including misunderstanding of the manifold specific factors that contribute to terrorism's expansion, such as lack of a universal definition of terrorism, the religionization of politics, double standards of morality, weak punishment of terrorists, and the exploitation of the media by terrorist propaganda and psychological warfare. Unlike their historical counterparts, contemporary terrorists have introduced a new scale of violence in terms of conventional and unconventional threats and impact. The internationalization and brutalization of current and future terrorism make it clear we have entered an Age of Super Terrorism [e.g. biological, chemical, radiological, nuclear and cyber] with its serious implications concerning national, regional and global security concerns. 

D.  Increasing support of diplomacy programs would help to restore US soft power.

Joseph Nye-2004-(Professor Nye first served in Washington during the Carter Administration as Deputy Under Secretary of State for Security Assistance, Science, and Technology, and later in the Clinton Administration as Assistant Secretary of Defense for International Security Affairs, and Chairman of the National Intelligence Council.)-Power: The Means to Success in World Politics-http://www.cceia.org/resources/transcripts/4466.html
And certainly the style of the new unilateralists in the Bush Administration has decreased the legitimacy of American policy. So to restore our soft power, we need to change both the substance and style of our foreign policy. We also need to find better ways to present this policy. This country, the leader in the information age, supposedly the greatest communicating country in the world, is being out-communicated by people in caves. This is a bizarre situation. With the end of the Cold War in the 1990s, we wanted a peace dividend not only in military expenditures but also in our public diplomacy, and so we cut back dramatically. The U.S. Information Agency had half the number of people that it had at the height of the Cold War when it was folded into the State Department, itself a big mistake. International exchange programs were cut by a third. Look at how poorly we do in broadcasting—for example if you take Urdu, the lingua franca of Pakistan, the Voice of America broadcasts two hours a day in Urdu, and yet Pakistan is allegedly a frontline country in this struggle against terrorism. Ambassador Djerejian, who chaired a bipartisan panel on Public Diplomacy in the Islamic World, argued that the United States spent $150 million on public diplomacy for the whole Islamic world last year, and that is about the equal of two hours of the defense budget, an extraordinary imbalance. The United States spends 400 times more on its hard power than on its soft power, if you take all the exchange programs and broadcasting programs and lump them together as a measure of soft power. If we were to spend just 1 percent of the military budget on soft power, it would mean quadrupling our public diplomacy programs. There is something wrong with our approach.

ADVANTAGE TWO:  CONFLICTS

A.  The Bush Administration’s singular focus on excessive military force solutions has only made GHA conflict zones worse!

Prendergast and Thomas-Jensen, 07, John Prendergast & Colin Thomas-Jensen-March/April 2007-(John Prendergast, who worked at the National Security Council and the State Department in the Clinton administration, is a Senior Adviser at the International Crisis Group and a coauthor of the forthcoming "Noton Our Watch". Colin ThomasJensen is Africa Advocacy and Research Manager at the International Crisis Group)-Blowing the Horn From Foreign Affairs- http://www.afsc.org/africa/int/foriegn-affairs-horn-of-africa-article.pdf.
The Greater Horn of Africa -- a region half the size of the United States that includes Sudan, Eritrea, Ethiopia, Djibouti, Somalia, Kenya, and Uganda -- is the hottest conflict zone in the world. Some of the most violent wars of the last half century have ripped the region apart. Today, two clusters of conflicts continue to destabilize it. The first centers on interlocking rebellions in Sudan, including those in Darfur and southern Sudan, and engulfs northern Uganda, eastern Chad, and northeastern Central African Republic. The main culprit is the Sudanese government, which is supporting rebels in these three neighboring countries -- and those states, which are supporting Sudanese groups opposing Khartoum. The second cluster links the festering dispute between Ethiopia and Eritrea with the power struggle in Somalia, which involves the fledgling secular government, antigovernment clan militias, Islamist militants, and anti-Islamist warlords. Ethiopia's flash intervention in Somalia in December temporarily secured the ineffectual transitional government's position, but that intervention, which Washington backed and supplemented with its own air strikes, has sown the seeds for an Islamist and clan-based insurgency in the future. Recent U.S. policy has only made matters worse.
B.  GHA conflicts must be resolved in order to end hunger and poverty.

Woube, 03 Mengistu Woube-2003-Environmental consequences of hunger in the Horn of Africa: The need for survival strategy-http://wwwnotes.reliefweb.int/w/rwb.nsf/437a83f9fa966c40c12564f2004fde87/dccb6af12505ae2ec1256da9003edc48?OpenDocument
The people in the Horn have suffered and will continue to suffer unless the root causes of hunger are addressed quickly and adequately. Through sustainable utilisation of the natural resources, water and energy- based development (sufficient and adequate food production, income generation and livelihood) is possible. Such development requires proper methods and well-thought-out strategies for balancing ecosystem resilience and human activities in the region. Besides, useful traditional institutions have to be restored and various types of conflicts (between different political groups, natural resources and their users as well as between and among ethnic groups) in the region have to be resolved if poverty and hunger are to be banished.

C.  Mass hunger is the greatest of all violence

Prakash, 99 Prakash, C. S. (1999). Feeding a world of six billion. AgBioForum, 2(3&4), 223-225. Retrieved January 1, 2000 from the World Wide Web: http://www.agbioforum.org 

The world’s population was about 300 million at the time of Christ, and it took 1,800 years for it to reach one billion. However, it needed only 12 years for the population to expand from five billion to touch the six billion figure of today. A quarter of a million new people are being added every day and we will have nearly nine billion people on this fragile planet by 2050, experts tell us.How can we feed this ever-increasing population? One billion people go to bed daily on an empty stomach, and there are 40,000 hunger-related deaths every day. This "silent holocaust" is "unconscionable", pleads Ismail Serageldin of the World Bank. Mahatma Gandhi, the apostle of peace, called hunger the greatest of all violence.
D.  Funding preventative diplomacy programs averts more conflict/death, saves billions of dollars and decreases the risk of future terrorist attacks against the US.

Prendergast and Thomas-Jensen 07, John Prendergast & Colin Thomas-Jensen-March/April 2007-(John Prendergast, who  worked  at the National Security Council and the State Department in the Clinton administration, is a Senior Adviser at the International Crisis Group and a coauthor of the forthcoming "Noton Our Watch". Colin ThomasJensen is Africa Advocacy and Research Manager at the International Crisis Group)-Blowing the Horn From Foreign Affairs- http://www.afsc.org/africa/int/foriegn-affairs-horn-of-africa-article.pdf.

Conflict resolution and good governance are, in fact, the keys to countering terrorism in the Greater Horn over the long term.Failing to recognize this will likely result in hundreds of 

thousands more deaths, billions of dollars more spent on emergency humanitarian aid and the increased prospect of  another terrorist attack against U.S. interests in the region. With a few more dollars spent on preventive diplomacy, these outcomes could be avoided altogether. 

HARMS:  ENVIRONMENT

GHA conflicts are increasing the risk of biodiversity & ecological destruction. http://www.worldsummit2002.org/texts/AfricanPrepcomStrategyPaper.rtf
The Forum deliberated on issues affecting African development in general, however, participants focused more particularly on the Greater Horn of Africa region which is fraught with conflict, breakdown of the state, recurrent drought and famines and an environmental crisis as a result of which the unique biodiversity of the region is seriously threatened, portending further human and ecological disaster in the near future. The Horn of Africa region clearly highlights the Africa challenge for just governance.

Armed conflicts uniquely destroy species & eco-systems.

Judy Oglethorpe & James Shambaugh-May 2002-(Judy Oglethorpe is the Executive Director and James Shambaugh is Senior Program Officer with the Biodiversity Support Program of the WWF-US)-Conservation during conflict-http://www.iucn.org/themes/ceesp/Publications/newsletter/policy9.pdf
Armed conflict has devastating impacts on people’s lives and countries’ economies. Although less immediately obvious, it also often has profound impacts on the environment. This in turn leads to more indirect and often longer term impacts for people and their future development. The main impacts of armed conflict on the environment are destruction of habitats and wildlife, over-exploitation of natural resources, and pollution. Resource extraction occurs both for survival and for commercial profit during and after conflict. Wildlife populations are often particularly vulnerable. When conflict is over, renewable natural resources including timber may be mined unsustainably to finance national reconstruction.
Loss of biodiversity artificially simplifies regional ecosystems. This significantly increases the risk of multiple ecosystems collapsing and moves humankind closer to there own extinction.
David Diner, 1994, (JD Ohio State, Military Law Review, Winter, l/n)

Biologically diverse ecosystems are characterized by a large number of specialist species, filling narrow ecological niches. These ecosystems inherently are more stable than less diverse systems. "The more complex the ecosystem, the more successfully it can resist stress... [l]ike a net, in which each knot is connected to others by several strands, such a fabric can resist collapse better than a simple, unbranched circle of threads -- which is cut anywhere breaks down as a whole." By causing widespread extinctions, humans have artificially simplified many ecosystems. As biologic simplicity increases, so does the risk of ecosystem failure. The spreading Sahara Desert in Africa, and the dustbowl conditions of the 1930s in the United States are relatively mild examples of what might be expected if this trend continues. Theoretically, each new animal or plant extinction, with all its dimly perceived and intertwined affects, could cause total ecosystem collapse and human extinction. Each new extinction increases the risk of distaster. Like a mechanic removing, one by one, the rivets from an aircraft's wing, [hu]mankind may be edging closer to the abyss.

SOLVENCY EXT

Plan provides the USFG with the diplomatic tools to prevent & resolve conflicts in the GHA.
Joe Volk-OCT. 2nd 2007-(FCNL-Executive Secretary)-Preventing Deadly Conflict by Supporting Civilian Peace and Security Programs in the State Department/Foreign Operations FY 08 Conference Report- http://www.fcnl.org/issues/item.php?item_id=2915&issue_id=130
Funding these accounts would allow civilian agencies to take advantage of brief windows of time when US diplomatic measures can make a substantial difference in whether a country falls into chaos or is able to transition to a more peaceful state. In this vein, we reiterate our support for House report language that recommends strengthening and utilizing all of its diplomatic tools to ensure “peaceful resolution to the growing regional instability, outstanding conflicts and humanitarian crises of Central and East Africa.” (Page 13, House report) However, while we support increasing diplomatic efforts towards conflict regions in Africa, it is imperative that Congress does not ‘rob Peter to pay Paul.’ Overall increases in the Diplomatic and Consular Program account are necessary to ensure that the U.S. government can effectively prevent conflict throughout the world. By robustly funding diplomacy, the United States can prevent and resolve conflicts, before they turn lethal, making expensive military responses unnecessary.

) The USFG can prevent and resolve conflicts through moderate funding of Preventive diplomacy programs. 

FCNL-April 30th-2007-(Friends Committee on National Legislation- is the largest peace lobby in Washington, DC. Founded in 1943 by members of the Religious Society of Friends (Quakers), FCNL staff and volunteers work with a nationwide network of tens of thousands of people from many different races, religions, and cultures to advocate social and economic justice, peace, and good government.)-Supporting Civilian Peace & Security Programs Through the Power of the Purse-Fiscal Year 2008 State and Foreign Operations Appropriations Bill- http://www.fcnl.org/issues/item.php?item_id=2595&issue_id=130

Preventive and traditional diplomacy represent the first line of defense against violent conflict. Years before conflict erupts, U.S. and international diplomats are able to work with governments to remove the sources of danger. Diplomatic initiatives have also proven effective in guarding against the re-emergence of violence in states emerging from deadly conflict and civil strife. Through moderate funding of diplomacy, the United States can prevent and resolve conflicts so that a military response is not necessary. Funding Contributions to International Organizations (CIO), the Coordinator for Reconstruction and Stabilization (S/CRS), and the Conflict Response Fund would increase the effectiveness of preventive diplomatic efforts.
Discription of PD

*Kenneth Mpyisi & ** Tim Murithi-September 2007-(* is the office director and head of the Direct Conflict Prevention Programme, Institute for Security Studies, ** is a senior researcher of the Direct Conflict Prevention Programme, Institute for Security Studies, Addis Ababa Office, Ethiopia)-African Security Review: Institute for Security Studies vol 16 no 3- http://www.issafrica.org/dynamic/administration/file_manager/file_links/ASR16NO3FULL.PDF?link_id=29&slink_id=5035&link_type=12&slink_type=13&tmpl_id=3
Preventive diplomacy, which is vital to implementing conflict prevention, comprises action to prevent disputes form arising between parties, to prevent existing disputes from escalating into conflict, and to limit the spread of conflict when it does occur. The notion of conflict prevention has gained greater currency in the discourse on peace and security since both the UN and the AU are attempting to mainstream this doctrine.
INHERENCY EXT

) USFG refuses to invest in strengthening preventive diplomacy programs.

FCNL-November 29, 2007-(Friends Committee on National Legislation- is the largest peace lobby in Washington, DC. Founded in 1943 by members of the Religious Society of Friends (Quakers), FCNL staff and volunteers work with a nationwide network of tens of thousands of people from many different races, religions, and cultures to advocate social and economic justice, peace, and good government.)- http://www.congress.org/congressorg/webreturn/?url=/fconl/issues/alert/?alertid=10422406
The failure of the U.S.'s unilateral military engagement in Iraq has fueled a growing understanding within the military that the U.S. needs diplomatic tools to help prevent war. But Congress has not yet invested in strengthening programs that can lead to a lasting peace. 

) SQ refuses to support the S/CRS preventative diplomacy programs.

FCNL-April 30th-2007-(Friends Committee on National Legislation- is the largest peace lobby in Washington, DC. Founded in 1943 by members of the Religious Society of Friends (Quakers), FCNL staff and volunteers work with a nationwide network of tens of thousands of people from many different races, religions, and cultures to advocate social and economic justice, peace, and good government.)-Supporting Civilian Peace & Security Programs Through the Power of the Purse-Fiscal Year 2008 State and Foreign Operations Appropriations Bill- http://www.fcnl.org/issues/item.php?item_id=2595&issue_id=130
Understanding that the U.S. should be better prepared, former Secretary of State Colin Powell established the Office of the Coordinator for Reconstruction and Stabilization (S/CRS) in July 2004. The goal of the S/CRS is to “lead, coordinate and institutionalize U.S. Government civilian capacity to prevent or prepare for post-conflict situations, and to help stabilize and reconstruct societies in transition from conflict or civil strife, so they can reach a sustainable path toward peace, democracy and a market economy. ”Since its creation, congressional support and funding for S/CRS has been inadequate and inconsistent. Absent consistent funding, S/CRS has had to rely on other resources within the Department of State, as well as on funding transfers from the Department of Defense.
HARMS:  TERRORISM

This "one-size-fits-all" military solution is creating more enemies for the US in the GHA.

Fikru Helebo-May 06, 2007-Published by enset-(A Southern Perspective on Ethiopian Current Affairs)- Why I Will Vote Democratic in the 2008 US Presidential Election- http://64.233.167.104/search?q=cache:R0THSCzKIfkJ:enset.blogspot.com/2007/05/why-i-will-vote-democratic-in-2008-us.html+US+must+change+its+terrorism+policy+toward+Greater+Horn+of+Africa&hl=en&ct=clnk&cd=8&gl=us
Make no mistake; the United States is well within its rights to pursue terrorists wherever they are hiding and the US must make a prudent use its military might to protect its interests around the world. However, the current "one-size-fits-all" solution adopted by the Bush Administration is a short-sighted one which will only win the US more enemies in the long term and this, my friends, needs to change.
HARMS:  PROLIF

PD can stop prolif.

FCNL- March 2004-(is a nonpartisan public interest lobby founded in 1943 by members of the Religious Society of Friends (Quakers). FCNL seeks to bring the concerns, experiences and testimonies of Friends to bear on policy decisions in the nation’s capital. People of many religious backgrounds participate in this work. FCNL’s staff and volunteers work with a nationwide network of thousands of people to advocate for social and economic justice, peace, and good government)-At the Crossroads: Alternative Policies for a More Secure World- http://www.fcnl.org/pdfs/nuc_broch.pdf
In addition to strengthening the traditional nonproliferation tools, the U.S. should begin to think about additional ways to prevent proliferation. An effective policy of preventing proliferation would mean vigorously supporting the use of preventive diplomacy, such as the use of mediation, arbitration, and confidence-building measures to de-escalate tensions and resolve conflicts.15 Specifically, the U.S. should consider the motivating factors driving proliferation and then look to eliminate these motives.

SOFT POWER

Discription of SP.

Joseph Nye-2004-(Professor Nye first served in Washington during the Carter Administration as Deputy Under Secretary of State for Security Assistance, Science, and Technology, and later in the Clinton Administration as Assistant Secretary of Defense for International Security Affairs, and Chairman of the National Intelligence Council.)-Power: The Means to Success in World Politics-http://www.cceia.org/resources/transcripts/4466.html

New threats are arising from the bottom board of transnational relations. While military power can be of some use occasionally on the bottom board, more often you will need other forms of power, particularly soft power. The trouble is that a group of people within the Administration, who came into power and looked at American military preeminence, devised the view that Charles Krauthammer has called “the new unilateralism:” that the United States is so powerful that we can do as we wish and others have no choice but to follow. They have used that view as a way of applying American military power to all sorts of problems. The problem is that this is a one-dimensional view in a three-dimensional world. If you play one-dimensional chess on one board only and it’s a three-dimensional game, in the long run you will lose. That is my great fear about the way in which we have implemented the strategy. What about soft power? The basic concept of power is the ability to influence others to get them to do what you want. There are three major ways to do that: one is to threaten them with sticks; the second is to pay them with carrots; the third is to attract them or co-opt them, so that they want what you want. If you can get others to be attracted, to want what you want, it costs you much less in carrots and sticks. The Bush Administration has neglected using our American soft power. In this new world of transnational threats and the information age, it is not just whose army wins, it’s whose story wins. They have not been very attentive to the question of whose story wins. 
Soft power affects hard power.

Joseph Nye-2004-(Professor Nye first served in Washington during the Carter Administration as Deputy Under Secretary of State for Security Assistance, Science, and Technology, and later in the Clinton Administration as Assistant Secretary of Defense for International Security Affairs, and Chairman of the National Intelligence Council.)-Power: The Means to Success in World Politics-http://www.cceia.org/resources/transcripts/4466.html

The new unilateralists’ reaction is: “Not to worry. You should never base foreign policy on polls. Popularity is ephemeral. We have been unpopular in the past—look how unpopular the Americans were during the Vietnam War, and yet we recovered. We should keep on track and decide what we think is right, pursue it, and then let the chips fall as they may.” This skepticism about the role of soft power, quite frequent among neo-conservatives, is a very powerful view. The great danger is that it sells short the importance of being able to attract others. And it ignores the fact that a country’s soft power can affect its hard power. If you take the example of Turkey a year ago, the Americans wanted to persuade the Turkish government to send the Fourth Infantry Division across Turkey to enter Iraq from the north. The Turkish government might have been willing to concede, but the Turkish parliament said, “No,” because the United States had become so unpopular, its policies perceived as so illegitimate, that they were not willing to allow this transfer of troops across the country. The net effect was that the Fourth Infantry Division had to go down through the Canal, up through the Gulf, and arrived late to the war, which made a difference in the number of troops on the ground in areas like the Sunni Triangle. Neglect of soft power had a definite negative effect on hard power. 

SOFT POWER

SP keeps moderates from turning to extremism.

Joseph Nye-2004-(Professor Nye first served in Washington during the Carter Administration as Deputy Under Secretary of State for Security Assistance, Science, and Technology, and later in the Clinton Administration as Assistant Secretary of Defense for International Security Affairs, and Chairman of the National Intelligence Council.)-Power: The Means to Success in World Politics-http://www.cceia.org/resources/transcripts/4466.html

The question is sometimes further rebutted by the skeptics who say: “Yes, that may all be well and good, and it may also be true that the Americans and the West used soft power to prevail in the Cold War, but it has nothing to do with the current situation of terrorism. Terrorists are a new type of threat and are not attractable. The idea that we will defeat bin Laden or al Qaeda by attracting them is sticking your head in the sand.” To some extent that is true. If you ask, “Are we going to attract bin Laden or people like Mohamed Atta, who flew into the World Trade Towers?” No. You do need hard power to defeat these people who are irreconcilable. But the important role for soft power is to be found in the larger context. If you think of the war on terrorism as a clash between Islam and the West—Huntington’s “clash of civilizations”—you are mischaracterizing the situation. It’s a clash within Islamic civilization, between a group of people at the extreme who are trying to use force to impose their view of a pure version of their religion on others, a majority who want things that are similar to what we want: a better life, education, health care, opportunities, and a sense of dignity. The key question is: how do you prevent those extremists from prevailing as they try to radicalize the majority, the moderates? Soft power is essential to be able to attract the majorities to the values that I just described—not necessarily to being Americans, but in a diverse and pluralistic world to better opportunities, education, health care, and a sense of dignity. We can appeal to these values and try to inoculate them against the appeal of the extremists. We will not prevail in this struggle against terrorism unless the majority wins, unless the moderates win. And we will not prevail against extremists unless we are able to attract that majority, those moderates. That is the role of soft power. In addition, even when you need to use hard power against the hard-core terrorist, you will need cooperation from other governments in a civilian matter. You will not solve this by bombs alone. You will need close civilian cooperation—intelligence sharing, policy work across borders, tracing financial flows. To some extent other governments will share information to deal with terrorists out of their self-interest, but the degree of sharing you get depends upon the degree to which you are attractive to other countries. For example, if being pro-American or sympathetic to the Americans or being seen to cooperate with the Americans is the kiss of death in domestic politics, you will get less cooperation from those governments—witness the Turkish example I just gave. 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. 

SOFT POWER

Soft and hard power must be combined to make smart power.

Joseph Nye-2004-(Professor Nye first served in Washington during the Carter Administration as Deputy Under Secretary of State for Security Assistance, Science, and Technology, and later in the Clinton Administration as Assistant Secretary of Defense for International Security Affairs, and Chairman of the National Intelligence Council.)-Power: The Means to Success in World Politics-http://www.cceia.org/resources/transcripts/4466.html


In short, the challenge that we face in dealing with this new threat of terrorism, particularly the danger of their obtaining weapons of mass destruction, is a challenge which is very new and real in American foreign policy. But beyond the United States, it is a challenge for all of modern urban civilization. If this spreads, and we find that people will no longer live in cities because of fear, we will live in a very different and less favorable world. At the same time, our approach to the problem has relied much too heavily on one dimension of a three-dimensional world, one instrument between hard and soft power. The answer is not to pretend that hard power doesn’t matter—it does and we will need to continue to use it—but realise that to use hard power without combining it with soft power, which has all too often been the practice in the last few years, is a serious mistake. The good news is that in the past the United States has, as in the Cold War, combined hard and soft power. The bad news is that we are not doing it yet. But since we have done it once, presumably we can do it again. When we learn how to better combine hard and soft power, then we will be what I call a smart power. 
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