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Unreform Welfare Affirmative


In 1996, Congress passed TANF—Temporary Assistance for Needy Families – and dramatically changed federal welfare policy.  A few of its most controversial effects:
· It ended a federal entitlement to the poor that had existed under AFDC (Aid to Families with Dependent Children). Rather than directly assisting poor families, under TANF the federal government provides block grants to the states. Because the states get a set amount of money no matter how many people receive welfare, block grants create incentives for states to remove people from their welfare rolls. 

· It imposed stringent work requirements on welfare recipients—known as “workfare.” As a result, millions of mothers were forced into low-wage jobs that made them poorer than they had been under welfare and deprived their children of the care of their mother.
· It placed a sixty-month (5-year) lifetime cap on benefits, pushing women to enter the workforce, and removing benefits for many who live in long-term poverty and are unable to find a job.
This plan would reverse those three elements of the 1996 reform, restoring the federal entitlement to welfare rather than relying on state programs, ending the work requirement and removing the lifetime benefits cap. 

The advantages for this case are:

Poverty: Welfare reform has made poverty worse, denying millions of low income people access to benefits. 

Economy: States—especially California—are threatening to cut welfare benefits because of budget shortfalls. These spending cuts could crush the recovery and send the economy back into a tailspin. 
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Welcome and Hot Tips

Welcome to Debate.

Debate is an opportunity for you to build your voice and be heard. When you debate, you will have the chance to speak your mind on topics from Iraq to poverty in the inner city, and to prove your skills against young people from all over the bay. Debate is a sport: it calls on you to join a team, represent your school, and win trophies, championships, and prizes.  If you commit yourself to this sport you will have much fun; most importantly, you will gain the tools to better yourself, to earn college scholarships, and to speak up for your entire community. 


What is Debate?
Debate is a competition between two teams, each with two debaters. One team is assigned to be Affirmative, who proposes a plan to change the world and explains why it is a good idea. The other team is the Negative, who attacks the plan and tries to prove that it will do more harm than good. 

In the debate, every person will give two of their own speeches: one 8-minute speech called a constructive and one 5-minute long speech called a rebuttal. After each constructive, the opposing side gets 3 minutes to cross-examine the speaker.  There are eight speeches total in the round.


What’s in the Starter Pack?

The Starter Pack is designed to give you a head start on speaking your mind in debate. We recommend you read through the evidence, try to understand all the arguments, and come back to your coaches with questions about how to use this evidence to wreck your opponents.  Practice reading the evidence with speed, style, and volume – be quick, be expressive, be loud!  In this packet, you will find evidence and arguments for many of the core positions talked about at BAUDL Tournaments.

Fast Facts on American Poverty
In the United States in 2007:

· There were 37.3 million people (12.5%) in poverty.

· There were 13.3 million (18%) children under the age of 18 in poverty, and 3.6 million (9.7%) seniors 65 and older in poverty.

· The poverty rate among white people was 8.2%, compared to 10.2% for asians, 24.5% for blacks, and 21.5% for Latinos.

· Fully 28.3 percent of all female-headed families (4.1 million families) were poor, compared to 4.9 percent of married-couple families (2.8 million families).

Poverty and Welfare: The Numbers


Effects of Welfare Reform

· Before TANF, more than 80 percent of families eligible for welfare received assistance through the federal government.

· By 2002, just 48 percent of families eligible for assistance received help through TANF or separate state programs.

· The former AFDC program lifted 64 percent of deeply poor children – children with incomes below half the poverty line — out of deep poverty.  
· In 2005, the TANF program lifted just 23 percent of deeply poor children out of deep poverty.x


Single Mothers and Welfare
· Between 1996 and 2004, the number of single mothers who were working increased by about 1 million.  

· From 1996 to 2003, the number of single mothers who didn’t have either welfare or a job group in an average month increased by more than 400,000.  

· There are now roughly 1 million poor single mothers — with 2 million children —  in an average month who neither have a job nor receive welfare.

· Between 1993 and 2000, the percentage of low-income, single mothers with a job grew from 58 percent to nearly 75 percent.
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The federal government spends $16.5 billion on TANF every year, matched by about $12 billion in state MOE funds.  The chart shows how the TANF money is spent: 

Evidence
for the Affirmative
1AC

OBSERVATION 1:  Inherency

For people living in poverty, the US welfare system is the most hostile in the world. Clinton’s reforms in 1996 have resulted in a dramatic decrease in welfare benefits for America’s poor. 
Tony Platt, Emeritus Professor of Social Work at California State University, 2003 [“Social Insecurity”, Monthly Review Oct] 

The United States has the most regressive system of welfare for poor people among  developed nations in the twenty-first century, and in recent years it has become even  more punitive. The world's self-professed leading democracy lacks a national health care  policy, a universal right to health care, and a comprehensive family policy. Welfare  applicants are subjected to personal intrusions, arcane regulations, and constant  surveillance, all designed to humiliate recipients and deter potential applicants. In recent  years there has been a significant decrease in cash grants to the unemployed and  underemployed who do not qualify for unemployment insurance. The reorganization of  the welfare state began under the Clinton administration with the devolution of federal  policies to the states and massive cutting of welfare rolls. The Bush administration, while  distracted by September 11 and imperial ambitions, has deepened the cuts and introduced  important new policies facilitating access of private organizations to federal grants. The  quickly changing economic and geopolitical climate has also generated a profound crisis  in the ability of state and local agencies to provide adequate human services to the  unemployed and growing ranks of impoverished citizens and immigrants.  Meanwhile, the middle and upper classes enjoy one of the most privileged systems of welfare in the West:  a regressive system of taxation; generous government subsidies to business; and employer- and state-  subsidized pension and health plans. … The welfare system draws upon racialized and  gendered criteria to make distinctions between "worthy" recipients of aid and compassion  and "unworthy" exploiters of the public trust. 
Platt continues: 

In August 1996, President Clinton signed into law the Personal Opportunity and Work 

Responsibility Act, which replaced Aid to Families with Dependent Children (AFDC)  with Temporary Assistance for Needy Families (TANF). This legislation limited aid to  sixty months in a lifetime; required work activities; prohibited legal immigrants from  receiving Food Stamps and Social Security Insurance (SSI); required teen parents to live  at home or with adult supervision; and limited food stamps for "able bodied," single,  unemployed adults to three months every thirty-six months. (4)  The passage of TANF in 1996 demonstrated a bipartisan commitment to attacking the meager gains achieved by poor and working families by the 1970s. Between 1994 and  2001, the nation's welfare caseload was reduced from 5 million to 2.1 million families.  (5) In addition to cutting welfare rolls, expanding work requirements, and imposing time  limits, the legislation provides block grants to the states, which can determine how the  funds are to be used and who is eligible for various benefits and services. Moreover,  TANF provides economic incentives for state welfare systems to promote marriage and  heterosexual two-parent families, and reduce pregnancies in single women
1AC

Thus we offer the following plan: 

The United States federal government should amend Temporary Assistance for Needy Families to guarantee support for eligible welfare recipients, to eliminate work requirements, and to remove the sixty month lifetime cap on benefits.
OBSERVATION 2:  Poverty

Even during the best of times, millions of working Americans remain trapped in poverty, and cuts in welfare have hurt the ones who need help the most: poor mothers and their children. 
John Handler, Professor of Law at UCLA, 2007  [with Yeheskel Hasenfeld Blame Welfare, Ignore Poverty and Inequality p. 6-7] 

Poverty and near poverty are widespread and diverse. Poverty is not just a problem of  the "other." It affects different people (race, ethnicity, immigrant status) in different  ways. Most of the people who are poor and near poor are working. They are "playing by  the rules," but because of the characteristics of the low-wage labor market, they cannot  make it. Jobs pay little, usually lack benefits, and are uncertain. Hours often change, if  not disappear, and wages usually remain low.  The instability of the low-wage labor market plays havoc with child care. The adverse  consequences to the millions of children living in poverty can not be exaggerated. They  are affected from before birth to adulthood by poor child care, poor health, poor  education,  poor  nutrition,  food insecurity,  overcrowded housing,  and unsafe  neighborhoods. For example, one- and two-year-old children from professional families  are exposed to approximately one hundred fifty thousand more words per week than  children in families on welfare, and the inequalities for learning and development persist  when these children enter school. Poor children are ill-prepared for adult life, and, as is  discussed, most do not rise above their social class. Social consequences for the children are not only unjust but also contrary to our national interest. We are not producing an educated, trained, competent workforce.  We are not "growing our way out of it." Despite the booming economy of the 1990s,  wages in the low-wage labor market have stagnated. There a small drop in the official  poverty line, but millions remain poor and near poor. The rising tide did not lift all boats.  Although the U.S. welfare state - public, private, and not-for-profit--is extensive,  most benefits go to the better off and do not reach the poor and near poor. With the  exception of Medicaid and the EITC, the targeted programs are relatively small and do  little to relieve poverty and near poverty. Rather than redistribution, the U.S. welfare state  reinforces social stratification.  Instead of addressing poverty and inequality, we have demonized welfare, the  program for poor single mothers and their families, and we continue our incredibly long  history of blaming the victim. Now, with the sharp decline in the welfare rolls, we believe  that we have solved the problem and that we can ignore the serious, widespread adverse  effects of poverty. However, practically all other developed countries do a far better job  than the United States in helping the poor.
1AC 
The 1996 reforms have turned welfare into the modern “poor house,” shuffling welfare  recipients into boring and poorly paid labor. Along with the criminal justice system, modern welfare regulates the lives of the poor, trapping people in cycles of poverty. 
Tony Platt, Emeritus Professor of Social Work at California State University, 2003 [“Social Insecurity”, Monthly Review Oct] 

Requiring welfare participants to work in return for cash grants--a central feature of  TANF--is not a new policy. Welfare grants were linked with work requirements in the federal Work  Incentive Program (WIN) in 1967. "Workfare" was also promoted in the Family Support Act of 1988 under  which, according to Eileen Boris, "motivational and job, some 200,000 people were processed through the city's workfare program. Less  than one-third have been able to find full-time or part-time work since leaving the  program. Much of the work in the program is "so menial," notes the New York Times,  "that it offers few, if any, skills that employers demand."
 Many programs that previously  allowed welfare clients to undergo training and education while on welfare have been  either eliminated or drastically cut. (9) Contemporary welfare policies largely ignore the  needs of unemployed men for education and job training. Workfare today serves  primarily as a labor market regulator for hundreds of thousands of poor women, who are  pushed into an already saturated low-wage labor market, thus decreasing the earning  power of this whole sector of the labor force. The 1962 Community Work and Training Program  (associated with the War on Poverty) was one of few welfare programs aimed at the needs of unemployed  fathers. In the last three decades, policymakers have abandoned this kind of program. Ironically, one of the  few places that poor men can now find work--albeit exploitative and grossly underpaid--and mental health  counseling is in prison. With a daily count of over fifteen hundred people suffering from severe  psychological illnesses, Los Angeles County Jail may be the country's largest mental institution. (10)  Imprisonment and welfare are not so much polarized opposites, as they are constitutive  elements of an interrelated policy. Similar to the poor houses of the past, which combined work with imprisonment, today's welfare and criminal justice policies represent a  division of labor between different managerial agencies, with jails and prisons primarily  containing unemployed men, and welfare agencies primarily regulating unemployed  women and their children. Both sets of institutions disproportionately target the most  exploited sectors of African-American, Latino, American Indian, immigrant and poor  Anglo communities.  Some 12 percent of African-American men ages twenty to thirty-four are currently  in jail or prison, while African-American women are disproportionately on welfare. During the last  twenty years, poor women have suffered the double indignity of declining welfare  services and increased imprisonment rates. The number of incarcerated women in the United  States tripled between 1985 and 1997, representing ten times the number of women imprisoned in Spain,  England, France, Scotland, Germany, and Italy combined. (11)
1AC

The structural violence of poverty is the biggest impact you will hear in this debate round.  It is the most deadly and silent killing force in America and the world.

Gilligan,2000 [james,Department of Psychiatry Harvard Medical School, Violence: Reflections on Our Deadliest Epidemic, 2000, p 195-196.]


The 14 to 18 million deaths a year caused by structural violence compare with about 100,000 deaths per year from armed conflict. Comparing this frequency of deaths from structural violence to the frequency of those caused by major military and political violence, such as World War II (an estimated 49 million military and civilian deaths, including those caused by genocide--or about eight million per year, 1935-1945), the Indonesian massacre of 1965-1966 (perhaps 575,000 deaths), the Vietnam war (possibly two million, 1954-1973), and even a hypothetical nuclear exchange between the U.S. and the U.S.S.R (232 million), it was clear that even war cannot begin to compare with structural violence, which continues year after year. In other words, every fifteen years, on the average, as many people die because of relative poverty as would be killed in a nuclear war that caused 232 million deaths; and every single year, two to three times as many people die from poverty throughout the world as were killed by the Nazi genocide of the Jews over a six-year period. This is, in effect, the equivalent of an ongoing, unending, in fact accelerating,  thermonuclear war, or genocide, perpetrated on the weak and poor every year of every decade, throughout the world. Structural violence is also the main cause of behavioral violence on a socially and epidemiologically significant scale (from homicide and suicide to war and genocide). The question as to which of the two forms of violence—structural or behavioral—is more important, dangerous, or lethal is moot, for they are inextricably related to each other, as cause to effect

1AC

OBSERVATION 3: The economy

California’s budget crisis is pushing drastic cuts in welfare. These cuts to the social safety net are a real threat to America’s economic recovery. 
Lin 2009 (Judy is a staff writer for the associated press, ‘Pockets empty, Calif considers deep cuts in spending for the state's most vulnerable residents’, June 7th, 2009)  

With empty pockets and maxed-out credit, California is debating whether it can continue honoring all parts of its social  contract with the state's most vulnerable residents. The state faces an unprecedented drop in tax revenue and a  widening budget deficit amid the deepest recession in decades, prompting Gov. Arnold Schwarzenegger to  propose cost-cutting steps that once seemed unthinkable. At stake are programs for the poor, elderly and frail,  placing millions of people in the nation's most populous state at risk of falling through a decades-old social safety net.  …
California spent 5.4 percent of all its state and federal funding on  public assistance in 2007, compared to a national average of 1.7 percent. That doesn't include  Medicaid and other social service spending. Ironically, while many of the programs to assist the frail and  needy have their roots in the Great Depression, they may be undone by another great economic  downturn. The elimination or significant reduction of social service programs also cuts against  President Barack Obama's economic recovery efforts and attempts to overhaul the nation's health  care market. "The movement is to expand coverage, not contract," said Rachel Klein, deputy  director of health policy for Families USA, a consumer advocacy group based in Washington. "If  California were to do it, it would certainly be an enormous step behind for the country." California  stands to lose billions in federal matching dollars if Schwarzenegger's proposals pass. … 

While the federal recovery act contains roughly $140 billion for state budget shortfalls, the  temporary boost has not been enough to prevent other states from cutting public services.  
The recent budget compromise made dramatic cuts to welfare spending across the board, threatening the lives of California’s most vulnerable residents. 
Lin, 2009 (Judy is a staff writer for the associated press, California budget: Schwarzenegger signs budget with more welfare cuts, July 28th, 2009) 
Gov. Arnold Schwarzenegger made additional cuts to child welfare programs, medical care for the poor and AIDS prevention efforts Tuesday as he signed an $85 billion compromise spending plan that he called "the good, the bad and the ugly."

Schwarzenegger used his line-item veto authority to save an additional $656 million that will let the state restore a reserve fund he says is needed for tough times.

The vetoes include $80 million from child welfare programs; $61 million in county funding to administer Medi-Cal, California's version of government sponsored health care for the poor; $52 million from AIDS prevention and treatment; $50 million to Healthy Families, the low-cost health insurance program for poor children; and $6.2 million more from state parks.
1AC


California welfare cuts will crush the emerging economic recovery 
Herbst 2009, (Moira, ‘California's Economy: Too Big to Fail? Despite a $24 billion budget deficit and a legislature in stalemate, California lawmakers haven't persuaded the Obama Administration to bail out the state’ June 16th) 
At the same time, the state could  institute massive cuts in public services such as its welfare program, which serves 1.3 million  people. The worry is that these efforts to balance California's state budget would work in a direct  cross-purpose with the $787 billion U.S. stimulus package Obama signed …

a  default by California or any other state—or even severe spending cuts to balance their budgets—would take considerable stimulus out of the U.S. economy when it can least afford it. He says that state and  local economies are pro-cyclical, meaning they are exacerbating the downturn even as the federal  government pumps money into the economy. "States are raising taxes and cutting spending, while  the feds are trying to achieve exactly the opposite." Says Dhawan: "The fiscal landscape at the state and  local level is more brutal than at the federal level, where you hear talk of 'green shoots' emerging.  The exterior paint may look O.K., but the inside of the house is crumbling."
1AC
US economic collapse will cause nuclear war 
Friedberg and Schoenfeld 2008, (Aaron is a professor of politics and international relations at Princeton University's Woodrow Wilson School., Gabirel is senior editor of Commentary, is a visiting scholar at the Witherspoon Institute in Princeton,  N.J. “The Dangers of Diminished America” Wall Street Journal, 10/21) 

The worldwide use of the dollar, and the stability of our economy, among other things, made it easier for us to run huge budget deficits, as we counted on foreigners to pick up the tab by buying dollar-denominated assets as a safe haven. Will this be possible  in the future? Meanwhile, traditional foreign-policy challenges are multiplying. The threat from al  Qaeda and Islamic terrorist affiliates has not been extinguished. Iran and North Korea are continuing on  their bellicose paths, while Pakistan and Afghanistan are progressing smartly down the road to chaos.  Russia's new militancy and China's seemingly relentless rise also give cause for concern. If America now tries to pull back from the world stage, it will leave a dangerous power vacuum. The stabilizing effects of our presence in  Asia, our continuing commitment to Europe, and our position as defender of last resort for Middle East energy sources and supply lines could all be placed at risk. In such a scenario there are shades of the 1930s,  when global trade and finance ground nearly to a halt, the peaceful democracies failed to cooperate, and  aggressive powers led by the remorseless fanatics who rose up on the crest of economic disaster  exploited their divisions. Today we run the risk that rogue states may choose to become ever more  reckless with their nuclear toys, just at our moment of maximum vulnerability. The aftershocks of the  financial crisis will almost certainly rock our principal strategic competitors even harder than they will rock  us. The dramatic free fall of the Russian stock market has demonstrated the fragility of a state whose  economic performance hinges on high oil prices, now driven down by the global slowdown. China is  perhaps even more fragile, its economic growth depending heavily on foreign investment and access to foreign markets.  Both will now be constricted, inflicting economic pain and perhaps even sparking unrest in a country  where political legitimacy rests on progress in the long march to prosperity. None of this is good news  if the authoritarian leaders of these countries seek to divert attention from internal travails with external  adventures.  
2ac: Poverty


Welfare reform did not reduce poverty

Hui Li, Eastern Illinois University, 2008
[with Mukti Upadhyay http://economicsbulletin.vanderbilt.edu/2008/volume9/EB-07I30003A.pdf.]

By imposing strict work requirements, PRWORA ended the six decades long Aid to Families with Dependent Children (AFDC) that had not required the aid recipients to work for pay. The new legislation replaced it  rate up and draw more workers into the labor pool (Gundersen and Ziliak 2004, Kang et al. 2004). Yet, the entry of poor low-skill workers in the labor market does not guarantee an increase in their real income as higher wages might reduce welfare benefits and neutralize earned income increases (Blank 2002). Though PRWORA does not directly target poverty reduction since the new welfare is a program of temporary assistance, a policy that seeks to encourage work is expected to have relatively strong implications for poverty alleviation. We find, however, that despite significant reduction in the TANF caseloads the welfare reform implemented in 1996 has not reduced poverty significantly in the U.S. We apply a two- stage estimation procedure with the fixed- and random-effects model using panel data from 1991 through 2003. Our results do suggest that a decrease in TANF or in unemployment rate leads to a lower poverty level, but that the welfare reform started in 1996 has failed to contribute significantly to poverty reduction 
Welfare to work programs don’t bring people out of poverty – they trap them in poorly paid jobs.
John Handler, Professor of Law at UCLA, 2007
[with Yeheskel Hasenfeld Blame Welfare, Ignore Poverty and Inequality p. 64-65 ]

Similar results seem to be true even for the programs that emphasize educa​tion and training. A national evaluation of welfare-to-work strategies in eleven locations where education and employment-based programs targeted employ​ment and earning potentials, over the stndy's two-year follow-up period, 81 percent of the participants showed a marked increase in employment and earning rates that equaled or exceeded the results of work-first programs. A recent analysis of the effect of vocational training and education com, pared with job readiness and job search in Missouri and North Carolina does show that although training leads to the largest initial earning loss, it has the largest earning gains in the long run.,-51 Intensive training results in an average increase of about $3oo per quarter over quarters n-15 following entry into the program.'-5,- Still, these programs are not able to lift the participants out of poverty. Even though most of the programs helped families rely on their own earnings rather than welfare cheeks, reductions in welfare, food stamps, and other ben​efits outweighed this positive finding. In other words, the family net incomes were roughly the same as before. The researchers find that the education-focused program does not produce added economic benefits relative to the job search-focused program. Moreover, the job search-focused approach is cheaper to operate and moves welfare recipients into jobs more quickly than the education-focused approaeh.  However, neither job search-focused nor adult education-focused programs has succeeded in helping welfare recipients and other low-income parents work steadily and have access to higher-paying jobs.
2AC: Economy

Their arguments about government intervention have it backwards -- The US economy is in a liquidity trap—the only way to escape depression is more federal spending 

Paul Krugman, Nobel Prize Economics, June 14th [New York Times 2009]

For this is the third time in history that a major economy has found itself in a liquidity trap, a situation in which interest-rate cuts, the conventional way to perk up the economy, have reached their limit. When this happens, unconventional measures are the only way to fight recession. Yet such unconventional measures make the conventionally minded uncomfortable, and they keep pushing for a return to normalcy. In previous liquidity-trap episodes, policy makers gave in to these pressures far too soon, plunging the economy back into crisis. And if the critics have their way, we’ll do the same thing this time. The first example of policy in a liquidity trap comes from the 1930s. The U.S. economy grew rapidly from 1933 to 1937, helped along by New Deal policies. America, however, remained well short of full employment. Yet policy makers stopped worrying about depression and started worrying about inflation. The Federal Reserve tightened monetary policy, while F.D.R. tried to balance the federal budget. Sure enough, the economy slumped again, and full recovery had to wait for World War II. The second example is Japan in the 1990s. After slumping early in the decade, Japan experienced a partial recovery, with the economy growing almost 3 percent in 1996. Policy makers responded by shifting their focus to the budget deficit, raising taxes and cutting spending. Japan proceeded to slide back into recession. And here we go again.
Krugman continues: 


A few months ago the U.S. economy was in danger of falling into depression. Aggressive monetary policy and deficit spending have, for the time being, averted that danger. And suddenly critics are demanding that we call the whole thing off, and revert to business as usual. Those demands should be ignored. It’s much too soon to give up on policies that have, at most, pulled us a few inches back from the edge of the abyss. 
Welfare is the best kind of economic stimulus—its recipients will spend it immediately 
Michael A. Fletcher, Washington Post Staff Writer, Monday, February 16, 2009 [For Social Programs, Long-Awaited Boost 'Paradigm Shift' Seen in Stimulus Plan, Washington Post February 16th 2009]
Advocates for low-income people agree. Sharon Parrott, director of the welfare reform  and income support division of the Center on Budget and Policy Priorities, said aid to  people who are struggling "is the best stimulus" because they are all but certain to spend  it quickly. Still, she said, it would be impossible for the level of funding for the broad  range of social programs in the stimulus to continue beyond the two-year timeline in the  legislation. "Even if something would be overall good policy, it needs to be in the budget, and you need to pay for it," she said. "There are real budget constraints that prevent that going forward."  Danielle Ewen, director of child care and early education policy at the Center for Law and Social Policy, called the stimulus's social spending essential to helping lower-income  Americans regain their economic bearings. "It is about getting people to work and  making sure they can afford basic things to keep their families safe and secure," she said.  

2AC: A2 Recruitment DA – No UQ/Link

Many Other Motivations For Enlistment Besides Financial Need – like Patriotism and Family History of Service

Mariscal, teacher, UC San Diego, US Army veteran, 2009
[Jorge, The Free Library, 6.1.2009

http://www.thefreelibrary.com/The+poverty+draft:+do+military+recruiters+disproportionately+target...-a0163939837]

NOT ALL RECRUITS, of course, are driven by financial need. In working-class communities of every color, there are often long-standing traditions of military service and links between service and privileged forms of masculinity. For communities often marked as "foreign," such as Latinos and Asians, there is pressure to serve in order to prove that one is "American." For recent immigrants, there is the lure of gaining legal resident status or citizenship.

No Link – The Poor are Not Over-Represented In The Military

Baltimore Sun 2006

[Baltimore Sun, 11.3.2006 http://www.baltimoresun.com/la-oe-brooks3nov03,0,5081532.column]
But recent studies of military demographics suggest that today's military is neither uneducated nor poor. Statistically, the enlisted ranks of the military are drawn mainly from neighborhoods that are slightly more affluent than the norm. The very poor are actually underrepresented in the military, relative to the number of very poor people in the population. That's mainly because the military won't accept the lowest academic achievers. The Army limits recruits without high school degrees to 3 1/2 % of the pool, for instance, while the Marines won't accept recruits without high school degrees. Poverty correlates strongly with high school dropout rates, so these rules significantly limit the access of the very poor to military service.

2AC: A2 Recruitment DA – No UQ

Wars are the reason for recruitment shortfalls
Harding 2008 (Thomas, Defence Correspondent, Shortage of Officer Recruits Hits Army, The Daily Telegraph (London), August 19, page 1, Chen)
The Army is facing a shortage of officers as operations in Iraq and Afghanistan take their toll on recruitment.
For the past three years, the Royal Military Academy Sandhurst has been about 60 recruits short of the 750 needed to maintain numbers each year. About 2,500 more personnel leave the Armed Forces each year than are recruited and more than 10,000 soldiers and officers are unfit for front-line duty because of "tour fatigue''.
Major Gen David Rutherford-Jones, the commandant of Sandhurst, said politicians needed to "sell'' the wars in Afghanistan and Iraq to help make up for the shortfall in young leaders.
"Just because we are out on operations is a factor to our strength, not a negative,'' said Gen Rutherford-Jones.
"I think my job is to sell not necessarily what we are doing in Afghanistan and Iraq as a reason why you want to join the Army, but to sell the value of being in a world-class organisation.'' 
Military commanders are debating whether to boost numbers in Afghanistan next year to about 12,000 following the likely withdrawal of troops from Iraq next summer.
It is feared that efforts to recruit more officers and soldiers are being hampered by the hardships that troops face, with critics saying that the Army is dangerously overstretched and that soldiers on the front lines lack vital equipment and are poorly treated when they return home.
2AC: A2 Recruitment DA  - Heg Doomed

Even with increased recruitment, US hegemony is doomed

Carden 2009  (Michael J., Army Sgt. 1st class, Army, Marine Crops Juggie High Demands for Ground Forces, American Forces Press Service, April 23, Chen)
With U.S. military members serving in more than 120 countries throughout the world as well as meeting requirements for troops in Iraq and Afghanistan, ground forces are stretched thin, senior military officials told Congress here yesterday.

The Army Vice Chief of Staff Gen. Peter W. Chiarelli told the Senate Armed Services Committee’s subcommittee on readiness and management that unless “tough decisions” are made, the Army cannot continue to meet current demands for deployed forces while maintaining the amount of time troops need to re-train and rest at their home station. 

“What has to change for us is the demand for forces,” Chiarelli said. “And right now, the demand for forces is as high as it’s ever been with our continued commitment to Iraq and the increase in Afghanistan.”

Currently, the Army is rotating troops in Iraq and Afghanistan on one-year rotations with one year of time at home. The Marine Corps deploys under a seven month cycle.
The past seven years have been extremely busy for military members and their families. Some soldiers have as many as five yearlong deployments between Iraq and Afghanistan under their belt. And despite consistently meeting their retention and recruitment goals, the demand for ground forces still surpasses the supply, he said. 
“We are consuming our readiness as fast as we are building it,” the general said.
2AC: A2 Recruitment DA – Heg Bad

TURN: US hegemony risks nuclear war

BBC 2008 (BBC, British broadcasting corporation that provides extensive media coverage, it is the world’s largest broadcaster, “US military policy causing arms race, nuclear threat - North Korean party paper”, BBC Monitoring Asia Pacific, July 17, 2008, Lexis, Lin)
The US policy of bolstering armed forces is the root cause of arms race and nuclear threat. Nodong Sinmun today says this in a signed article.

Its talk about "potential enemy" and "means to deter attack" is nothing but sophism intended to hasten the modernization of nukes and the development of new type weapons, the article notes.

Citing concrete facts to prove that the US is pushing forward the modernization of nukes behind the curtain of "nuclear disarmament," the article goes on: The US is steadily developing and manufacturing new type nukes, while warning other countries not to develop and possess nukes. This is a gangster-like behaviour.

The US is chiefly to blame for sparking off a new Cold War and arms race.

The US bellicose forces are working in real earnest to build missile shields, regarding a preemptive missile attack as the main thrust of its military strategy in the new century.

The increased spurs put by the US to building missile shields and modernizing nukes and other military equipment would only compel other countries to take corresponding measures against them. Consequently, these moves will escalate the arms race and the danger of nuclear war.
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 SEQ CHAPTER \h \r 1American hegemony is violent imperialism.  It authorizes genocidal violence and results in counterbalancing and asymmetrical warfare which exacerbate global conflict.  The impact is extinction.  
Foster, co-editor of Monthly Review, professor of sociology at the University of Oregon, 2k3 [John, “The new Age of Imperialism,” Monthly Review 55.3] 

At the same time, it is clear that in the present period of global hegemonic imperialism the United States is geared above all to expanding its imperial power to whatever extent possible and subordinating the rest of the capitalist world to its interests….

 It would be impossible to exaggerate how dangerous this dual expansionism of U.S. corporations and the U.S. state is to the world at large. 

As Istvan  Meszaros observed in 2001 in Socialism or Barbarism, theU.S. attempt to seize global control, which is inherent in the workings of capitalism and imperialism, is now threatening humanity with the "extreme violent rule of the whole world by one hegemonic imperialist country on a permanent basis...an absurd and unsustainable way of running the world order."* This new age of U.S. imperialism will generate its own contradictions, amongst them attempts by other major powers to assert their influence, resorting to similar belligerent means , and all sorts of strategies by weaker states and non-state actors to engage in "asymmetric" forms of warfare. Given the unprecedented destructiveness of contemporary weapons, which are diffused ever more widely, the consequences for the population of the world could well be devastating beyond anything ever before witnessed.  Rather than generatinga new "Pax Americana" the United States may be paving the way to new global holocausts.
 The greatest hope in these dire circumstances lies in a rising tide of revolt from below , both in the United States and globally. The growth of the antiglobalization movement, which dominated the world stage for nearly two years following the events in Seattle in November 1999, was succeeded in February 2003 by the largest global wave of antiwar protests in human history. Never before has the world's population risen up so quickly and in such massive numbers in the attempt to stop an imperialist war. The new age of imperialism is also a new age of revolt.

The Vietnam Syndrome, which has so worried the strategic planners of the imperial order for decades, now seems not only to have left a deep legacy within the United States but also to have been coupled this time around with an Empire Syndrome on a much more global scale--something that no one really expected. This more than anything else makes it clear that the strategy of the American ruling class to expand the American Empire cannot possibly succeed in the long run, and will prove to be its own--we hope not the world's—undoing.

Evidence
for the Negative
NEG: A2 Poverty Adv

Turn: Welfare reform has reduced poverty 

Robert Rector, Senior Research Fellow in Welfare and Family Issues at the Heritage Foundation, 2006

[6/19 http://www.heritage.org/Research/Welfare/tst071906a.cfm]

Ten years ago, President Bill Clinton signed legislation overhauling part of the nation’s welfare system. The Personal Responsibility and Work Opportunity Reconciliation Act of 1996 (P.L. 104–193, PRWORA) replaced the failed social program known as Aid to Families with Dependent Children (AFDC) with a new program called Temporary Assistance to Needy Families (TANF). The reform legislation had three goals: (1) to reduce welfare dependence and increase employment; (2) to reduce child poverty; and (3) to reduce illegitimacy and strengthen marriage.  At the time of its enactment, liberal groups passionately denounced the welfare reform legislation, predicting that it would result in substantial increases in poverty, hunger, and other social ills. Contrary to these alarming forecasts, welfare reform has been effective in meeting each of its goals.

Child poverty has fallen. Although opponents of reform predicted it would increase child poverty, some 1.6 million fewer children live in poverty today than in 1995.

Decreases in poverty have been greatest among black children. In the quarter century prior to welfare reform, the old welfare system failed to reduce poverty among black children. Since welfare reform, the poverty rate among black children has fallen at an unprecedented rate from 41.5 percent in 1995 to 32.9 percent in 2004.

Unprecedented declines in poverty also occurred among children of single mothers. For a quarter-century before welfare reform, there was little net decline in poverty in this group. Povertywas only slightly lower in 1995 (50.3 percent) than it had been in 1971 (53.1 percent). After the enactment of welfare reform, the poverty rate for children of single mothers fell at a dramatic rate, from 50.3 percent in 1995 to 41.9 percent in 2004.

Welfare caseloads were cut in half. The AFDC/TANF caseload dropped from 4.3 million families at the time PRWORA was enacted to 1.89 million today.

Employment of single mothers has surged. The employment rate of the most disadvantaged single mothers increased from 50 percent to 100 percent.
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Welfare reform has succeeded—work requirements have successfully transferred people to the job market 

Margy Waller, Visiting Fellow at the Brookings Institution, 2003
[http://www.brookings.edu/testimony/2003/0312welfare_waller.aspx]

There is a widespread consensus that the implementation of the law has led to some important and positive outcomes. Caseloads have dropped significantly, in large part because adult welfare recipients left the rolls to go to work. In addition, the most common way for welfare recipients to fulfill work requirements is an unsubsidized job in the regular market. Furthermore, states report that nearly two-thirds of all adults are working or participating in activities intended to lead to work.

One of the most surprising positive outcomes of the 1996 law, moreover, has been the ability of states to use the flexibility in the law to "make work pay." The combination of caseload decline, and the promise made and kept by Congress to retain level funding of the Temporary Assistance for Needy Families (TANF) block grant for five years, and the flexibility provided in the TANF regulations, has made it possible for states to invest over half of the block grants in child care, transportation, and other services. Research increasingly shows the importance of these supports for families that stay in the workforce. Given this record of achievement, considerable consensus about the success of the law has emerged.
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Turn: Government intervention hurts the poor and slows the recovery 

Terry Miller, Director of the Center for International Trade and Economics at the Heritage Foundation, 2009. [http://www.heritage.org/Research/Economy/tst061009a.cfm]

Though we sit today at what may well be the low point of a recession that has seen world economic growth slow to near zero, it is important to remember that what we are experiencing is a temporary setback. If one takes a longer view, it is clear that the economic policies that have come to dominate world economic thinking over the last 60 years, and especially since the fall of the Soviet Union, are producing strong broad-based growth, growth that is increasing prosperity and reducing poverty around the world. The numbers are not ambiguous. Over the last decade, per capita income in all countries of the world combined has increased by an average of about three percent per year. Over the 10 years, that adds up to an increase of over one-third in average world incomes. The growth in incomes is remarkably broad-based, not concentrated in just a few countries or regions. Of the 156 countries for which we have reliable data, only 12 failed to participate in this positive growth over the decade. The economic system that has been producing these remarkable results is known by various names. Most economists would call it the free market system or capitalism.  Some identify it with globalization. Some call it the Washington Consensus, because it represents the consensus of views and policies espoused by the World Bank, the International Monetary Fund and, at least until recently, the government of the United States. At The Heritage Foundation, we call it economic freedom, and we measure it each year in the Index of Economic Freedom, which we publish jointly with The Wall Street Journal. The key principles of economic freedom are individual empowerment, non-discrimination, and the dispersion of power: Individual empowerment means that individuals retain control of where they live and how much they work. They have the right to own property and decide when and how to spend their wealth and income. Non-discrimination means that there should be no preferences based on race, gender, religion, class, family connections or any other such trait. Each individual deserves an equal opportunity to prosper to the full extent of their ability and effort. Transparency in decision-making is a key aspect in ensuring such fairness; it is behind walls of secrecy that discrimination most often flourishes Dispersion of power means pursuing policies and practices that foster competition in labor markets, in capital markets, between firms and even among countries. The separation of political and economic power is a key aspect in the dispersion of power. Countries that respect these principles of economic freedom do far better on average economically than countries in which governments play a more intrusive role. The countries ranked as most free in the 2009 Index of Economic Freedom had average per capita incomes of over $40,000, more than 10 times the income levels in countries where economic freedoms are repressed. Some criticize the free market system as good for the rich but not for the poor. The data show otherwise. When we compare economic freedom scores with poverty levels as measured in the United Nations Human Poverty Index, we find that countries that gained at least 5 points of economic freedom in the decade between 1997 and 2007 moved almost 6 percent of their populations out of poverty on average. Countries that lost at least 5 points of economic freedom, by contrast, saw poverty levels increase. The same positive trends are evident in connection with social development in areas like education, health, child or maternal mortality, and overall life expectancy, as well as in protection of the environment, where countries that are more economically free do a far better job than their less free counterparts. Given these positive long term trends, and the proven good economic results in countries around the world that respect principles of economic freedom and market-based decision-making, I would submit that the first responsibility of policy makers in leading economies, especially in a time of downturn or crisis, is to preserve the capitalist system and to do no harm. Markets are by and large self-correcting. Government interventions, which are almost always designed to restore or protect the status quo ante, impede the corrective action of the market and thus slow recovery. 

NEG: A2 Economy Adv

Government stimulus makes the economy worse 

Karen Campbell, Policy Analyst in Macroeconomics in the Center for Data Analysis at The Heritage Foundation, 2009  [5/22 http://www.heritage.org/Research/Economy/wm2455.cfm]
President Barack Obama calls his stimulus bill[1] and proposed budget an "investment" plan, implicitly recognizing that investment--rather than simply spending--creates economic growth. But this plan is based on the faulty assumption that only government is able and responsible enough to invest at this time. Private investors have a personal stake in the outcome of their investments. But when politicians play entrepreneur with taxpayer money, that link does not exist; instead, the risk/reward is measured in terms of political outcomes. In addition, central planning of the national investment portfolio can: Reduce the diversification of U.S. investments; Cause the government to have potential conflicts of interest and compromise its oversight ability; Weaken support for the political system[2]; and Disempower individuals and diminish entrepreneurial capital 

NEG: Recruitment DA 1NC

A.  Unique Link:  

The military is barely meeting its recruitment goals.  It succeeds because it is able to target people in poverty who lack other career opportunities.  Social services to those in poverty make poverty bearable and reduces recruitment.
FCNL 2005 (Friends Committee on National Legislation, Is an economic draft already here?, Washington Newsletter, February)
With little prospect that combat in Afghanistan and Iraq will ebb significantly in 2005, it appears the U.S. will have to retain some 120,000-130,000 troops in these countries well into the year.

At the same time, the Pentagon seems headed for turbulent times as it strives to keep the all-volunteer force at full strength. Critics of these wars use phrases such as "over stretched" and "breaking point" to describe the strains on the force structure. …
A February 2001 study for the U.S. Army Research Institute for the Behavioral and Social Sciences reveals the recruiters' game plan. The study "suggested that categorizing potential recruits based on their career decision-making patterns and their parents' socioeconomic status may be useful for targeting recruiting strategies. For example,...more financially constrained, goal-oriented youth may respond more positively to the educational or financial benefits available through military service."
This focus on financially vulnerable youth in the "lower middle class" is a key part of recruiting efforts today. Technology in the form of computer-assisted tracking of teens in "financially constrained" urban areas, where unemployment is high and opportunities for advancement is limited, has become standard practice. But this is just the beginning: the pursuit goes well beyond electrons and beyond local high schools. It goes into shopping malls frequented by "financially restrained" families, to weekend events, and even into youth "hangouts."

Traditionally, "financially constrained" translated into minority enclaves where many regard the military as a way to improve one's prospects honorably. But when recruiters consciously target a neighborhood or school-or as the Boston Globe put it, "saturates life at ...a working class public school,"-the public issue shifts from the opportunities available to fulfill the aspirations of teens to the fairness of a system that intentionally exploits the economic aspirations of others.
Recruiting inducements include money for college (up to $70,000), scholarships, job training, and some very large-as much as $15,000-bonuses for enlisting. Once they sign a few new enlistees, recruiters know and play on two teen propensities to pull in more and more recruits: peer pressure to "join the herd" by doing what their friends do, and the inability to fully comprehend consequences in formulating long-term plans.
The fact that military recruiters are an insistent economic "presence" in carefully targeted locales gives credence to the charge that the Pentagon's tactics for filling the forces amounts to an "economic draft."
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B.
Link.  

1.
Government Provision Of Increased Valuable Services To Those In Poverty Would Make The Military Relatively Less Attractive And Civil Society More Attractive. 

Schickel, Time Magazine, 2008
[Richard, Time Magazine, 3.28.2008]
It is also that we don't want to acknowledge that this war has largely been fought by a victim class whose motives for joining the military are rarely noble or exemplary. These are people for whom the military — with its enlistment bonuses, its promises of health, educational and even travel benefits — represents their best chance to escape a minimum-wage life. It is a measure of their desperation that they are willing to risk their lives to claim these boons. It is a measure of their dutifulness that they often evoke a certain patriotism to rationalize their choice. There is nothing ignoble about this deal and there is nothing ignoble when they realize that their idealism cannot sustain the sacrifices they are called upon to make.

2.
Any Loss Of Recruits Would Hurt American Military Readiness Because The Armed Forces Are Already Stretched Thin

Casey, Chief of Staff, US Army, 2009
[George, Army.Mil, 1.5.2009 http://www.army.mil/-speeches/2009/01/15/15784-nominative-sgm-conference-remarks-jan-5-2009/]
With the help of the Secretary of Defense, we moved it forward to 2010. The personnel guys tell me now that we will meet our end strength goal this year, in '09, because of recruiting and retention. Now the structure is still going to come in at about the same pace. We can't accelerate that. But we'll meet our end strength goal this year, and that's a big step. Last year, 290,000 men and women enlisted or reenlisted in the Army Guard and Reserves. That's a healthy force. But we're still stretched.
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C. Impact

1. Recruitment is key to US hegemony

Kruzel 2009 (John J., Writer of American Forces Press, Gates Calls for Increase of 22,000 Soldiers, American Forces Press Service, July 20,)
 “The cumulative effect of these factors is that the Army faces a period where its ability to continue to deploy combat units at acceptable ‘fill rates’ is at risk,” he said. “Based on current deployment estimates, this is a temporary challenge which will peak in the coming year and abate over the course of the next three years.”
Some 130,000 American forces are in Iraq and 58,000 are in Afghanistan, where an influx of deploying troops will bring the number to 68,000 by the end of this year, defense officials said.

“These additional forces will be used to ensure that our deploying units are properly manned, and not to create new combat formations,” the defense secretary said, adding that the decision was made after consulting with the Army’s top military and civilian leadership and with the backing of President Barack Obama. 
Gates, who has described the defense budget as “zero sum,” said the cost of the Army increase would be absorbed in funding already allocated in the budget for the next two fiscal years. 
“We will take that money from someplace that isn’t as high a priority as [adding] more soldiers and taking some additional steps to relieve the stress on the force,” he said. “This is a very high priority.” 


2.  US hegemony stops global nuclear war

Khalilzad 1995 (Zalmay, Member of the Project for the New American Century and U.S. Ambassador to Iraq, The Washington Quarterly, “Losing the Moment? The United States and the World After the Cold War”, Spring, L/N)

Under the third option, the United States would seek to retain global leadership and to preclude the rise of a global rival or a return to multipolarity for the indefinite future. On balance, this is the best long-term guiding principle and vision. Such a vision is desirable not as an end in itself, but because a world in which the United States exercises leadership would have tremendous advantages. First, the global environment would be more open and more receptive to American values -- democracy, free markets, and the rule of law. Second, such a world would have a better chance of dealing cooperatively with the world's major problems, such as nuclear proliferation, threats of regional hegemony by renegade states, and low-level conflicts. Finally, U.S. leadership would help preclude the rise of another hostile global rival, enabling the United States and the world to avoid another global cold or hot war and all the attendant dangers, including a global nuclear exchange. U.S. leadership would therefore be more conducive to global stability than a bipolar or a multipolar balance of power system.
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Military is meeting its recruitment goals, but just barely 

Carter 2007 (Sara A., Writer of The Washington Times, Army hits goals, but recruits drop; Delayed entry at historic low, The Washington Times, November 01, Nation Section: A06, Chen)
A top Army official said that although the service has met its overall goals for recruitment this fiscal year, the process has been difficult and the number of advance recruits for next year is at historic lows.
"Seven thousand delayed entry is historically the lowest delayed-entry pool that we've had ... since the start of the volunteer Army," Gen Wallace said. "So that is of concern to us because the delayed-entry program gives us guaranteed enlistees to meet our goal throughout the year."
Military is barely meeting its recruitment needs now

Teinowitz 2009 (Ira, Writer of Advertising Age, Economy, easing on Iraq boosting Army recruitment; Enlistments exceed goal but smarter, more digital marketing also credited, Advertising Age, March 02, NEWS: page 3, Chen)
The economy may be bad news to most marketers, but to the U.S. Army, it's making the job of recruiting a little easier.
Top officials who oversee the Army's recruitment say they, too, would like to see things improve, but they acknowledge that the economy, together with easing worries about violence in Iraq and even President Barack Obama’s election, is helping their task.
``I believe it is a change in administration and optimism,'' said Lt. Gen. Benjamin Freakley, commanding general of the U.S. Army Accessions Command, which heads Army recruiting.
``There is a factor of Iraq and constant reporting that we are going to downsize and leave. How long we stay there is still being worked out, but it's fairly well- understood that we are going to lower the number of troops in Iraq, regardless of how long we stay there. That is a factor. The economy is a factor.'' He said Mr. Obama’s arrival as president is also a factor. ``It's just anecdotal, but there are parts of America that are opening up to us.''
The Army overshot its recruiting goal of 80,000 soldiers by 517 for its fiscal year that ended in September. This year, it has continued to achieve its goals.
The Army finds recruiting less difficult during bad economic times, Army officials said, but recruitment doesn't always correlate with indicators such as unemployment, suggesting that other factors-most obviously war-are also at play.
      NEG: A2 other factors cause enlistment
Most Enlistees Are “Low Propensity” And They Are Motivated By Financial Reasons, A Few Are “High Propensity” And They Are Motivated Primarily By Patriotism

Woodruff, US Military Academy, 2006

[Todd, Propensity to Serve and Motivation to Enlist Among American Combat Soldiers, ARMED FORCES & SOCIETY, April 2006 p.363]

Our analysis leads us to five findings. First, our data confirm that the army employs a large number of low-propensity soldiers in the combat arms and that, indeed, in this sample, they constitute a strong majority. Second, our data suggest that the institutional and occupational models that have been central to the research agenda of military sociology for three decades do not capture the complexity of motivations to serve. For example, we noted at the outset that while Moskos viewed educational benefits as an institutional aspect of military service, economists view these same benefits as occupational. Our findings suggest that educational benefits fit clearly in neither of these two models and that, perhaps, a life-course perspective is more useful for understanding this aspect of enlistment motivation. In particular, prior research has shown the influence of education on future directions and achievement among veterans. Military service leads to educational benefits, which, in turn, influence subsequent life-course trajectories. Third, our data suggest that high-propensity soldiers are strongly influenced by patriotic motives and by their plans for the future, potentially including military careers. Fourth, these two factors are also powerful influences on the enlistment of low-propensity soldiers, but for this group, they are negatively associated with motivations for joining the service. Conversely, low-propensity soldiers seem more responsive to occupational and pecuniary motivations.


There Is A Direct, Linear Relationship Between Recruitment Levels And Economic Need

New York Times 2009

[More Americans Joining Military as Jobs Dwindle, 1.19.2009 http://www.nytimes.com/2009/01/19/us/19recruits.html]
Now, at least, the pool has widened. Recruiting offices are reporting a jump in the number of young men and women inquiring about joining the service in the past three months.  As a rule, when unemployment rates climb so do military enlistments. In November, the Army recruited 5,605 active-duty soldiers, 6 percent more than its target, and the Army Reserve signed up 3,270 soldiers, 16 percent more than its goal. December, when the jobless rate reached 7.2 percent, saw similar increases in recruitments.  “They are saying, ‘There are no jobs, no one is hiring,’ or if someone is hiring they are not getting enough hours to support their families or themselves,” said Sgt. First Class Phillip Lee, 41, the senior recruiter in the Army office in Bridgeport, Conn.

NEG: A2 Heg Doomed

Increase of recruitment level as quick as possible key to maintain readiness – we’re on the brink. 

Kouri 2008 (Jim, Vice-president of the National Association of Chiefs of Police, Defense Department told to restore military readiness, Smallgovtimes, February 29, http://www.smallgovtimes.com/2008/02/defense-department-told-to-restore-military-readiness/, Chen)
While DOD has overcome difficult challenges in maintaining a high pace of operations over the past 6 years and US forces have gained considerable combat experience, reports have shown that extended operations in Iraq and elsewhere have had significant consequences for military readiness, particularly with regard to the Army and Marine Corps. To meet mission requirements specific to Iraq and Afghanistan, the department has taken steps to increase the availability of personnel and equipment for deploying units, and to refocus their training on assigned missions.
For example, to maintain deployed force levels, DOD has increased the length of deployments and frequency of mobilizations, but it is unclear whether these adjustments will affect recruiting and retention. The Army and Marine Corps have also transferred equipment from non-deploying units and pre-positioned stocks to support deploying units, affecting the availability of items for non-deployed units to meet other demands.

In addition, they have refocused training units extensively for counterinsurgency missions, with little time available to train for a fuller range of missions. The DOD has adopted strategies, such as relying more on Navy and Air Force personnel and contractors to perform some tasks formerly handled by Army or Marine Corps personnel.

If current operations continue at the present level of intensity, DOD could face difficulty in balancing these commitments with the need to rebuild and maintain readiness. Over the past several years, the Government Accounting Office has reported on a wide range of issues related to military readiness and made numerous recommendations to enhance DOD’s ability to manage and improve readiness.
NEG: A2 Heg doomed - Brink

US heg is on the brink, and we still face multiple threats

Baldor 2009 (Lolita C., Associated Press Writer, Source: Strains, threats hurt military readiness, The Associated Press, February 19, http://www.foxnews.com/wires/2009Feb19/0,4670,MilitaryRisk,00.html, Chen)
The assessment finds that the U.S. continues to face persistent terrorist threats, and the military is still stretched and strained from long and repeated tours to the warfront.
Senior military officials spoke about the report on condition of anonymity because it is a classified document.

Prepared every year, and routinely delivered to Congress with the budget, the risk assessment paints a broad picture of the security threats and hotspots around the world and the U.S. military's ability to deal with them. Mullen has delivered it to Defense Secretary Robert Gates.

Because the threat is rated as significant, Gates will send an accompanying report to Congress outlining what the military is doing to address the risks. That report has not yet been finished.
This year's assessment finds many of the same global security issues as previous years _ ranging from terrorist organizations and unstable governments to the potential for high-tech cyber attacks. It also reflects the Pentagon's ongoing struggle to maintain a military that can respond to threats from other countries, while honing newer counterinsurgency techniques to battle more unconventional dangers, such as suicide bombers and lethal roadside bombs.
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US hegemony is key to preventing major wars and is, at its worst, better than any alternative. 

Kagan, Senior Associate @ the Carnegie Endowment for International Peace, 2007

[Robert, August/September 2007, “End of Dreams, Return of History”, http://www.hoover.org/publications/policyreview/8552512.html#n10]

The jostling for status and influence among these ambitious nations and would-be nations is a second defining feature of the new post-Cold War international system. Nationalism in all its forms is back, if it ever went away, and so is international competition for power, influence, honor, and status. American predominance prevents these rivalries from intensifying —its regional as well as its global predominance. Were the United States to diminish its influence in the regions where it is currently the strongest power, the other nations would settle disputes as great and lesser powers have done in the past: sometimes through diplomacy and accommodation but often through confrontation and wars of varying scope, intensity, and destructiveness. One novel aspect of such a multipolar world is that most of these powers would possess nuclear weapons. That could make wars between them less likely, or it could simply make them more catastrophic. It is easy but also dangerous to underestimate the role the United States plays in providing a measure of stability in the world even as it also disrupts stability. For instance, the United States is the dominant naval power everywhere, such that other nations cannot compete with it even in their home waters. They either happily or grudgingly allow the United States Navy to be the guarantor of international waterways and trade routes, of international access to markets and raw materials such as oil. Even when the United States engages in a war, it is able to play its role as guardian of the waterways. In a more genuinely multipolar world, however, it would not. Nations would compete for naval dominance at least in their own regions and possibly beyond. Conflict between nations would involve struggles on the oceans as well as on land. Armed embargos, of the kind used in World War i and other major conflicts, would disrupt trade flows in a way that is now impossible.

� This is based on an old way of measuring poverty that many believe leaves out millions of people in severe economic hardship.  See Cauthen, Nancy K. 2007. Testimony on Measuring Poverty in America. Testimony before the House Subcommittee on Income Security and Family Support, Committee on Ways and Means. Aug. 1, 2007.
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