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Sudan Shell (1/2)

A. Uniqueness – we are within a year of South Sudan's independence referendum – serious pressure now is key

/Nicholas Kristoff April 27, 2010 (nyt columnist, award winning author, bamf dude) "War and Peace...In Sudan" New York Times Blog pg. Online, /

John Prendergast, of the Enough Project, puts it this way, and I think he’s right:  The stakes are too high to leave US policy towards Sudan on auto-pilot. If the North-South deal crumbles, Sudan will become the largest and deadliest conventional war on earth. President Obama should empower Secretary Clinton and Ambassador Rice to oversee the implementation of the policy they themselves announced a half year ago, one that has been undermined by subsequent diplomatic gaffes and promised benchmarks that appear to have been ignored. Eight months from the South’s independence referendum is late, but not too late, to send a signal that war-mongering will be met with serious consequences.

B. Link - Sudan is strugling to repay their debt now – denying debt relief now is key to peace

/Sean P. Brooks January 3, 2010 (Policy Expert at the Save Darfur Coalition) “Time to Take Away Sudan’s Credit Card” Save Darfur Blog (originally posted on December 22, 2009 by Foreign Policy) pg. Online, /
While no Western country is rushing to hand out money to Bashir, the international community has disagreed over how to persuade Sudan to end its genocidal ways, and the United States is still the only country to impose sanctions. One unlooked-for upside of the global financial crisis may be that it offers new economic leverage with Khartoum. Following the crash, Sudan now holds roughly $36 billion in external sovereign debt that it is struggling to repay. This debt gives the rest of the world a new opportunity to finally affect the course of Sudanese political reform and even end the conflicts in Darfur and South Sudan, if Western countries are willing to act boldly.  For much of the last decade, Bashir and the NCP, who were sitting on Sudan's rich oil reserves, could afford to ignore their mounting debt. A flood of foreign direct investment and new loans contracted with China, the Gulf Arab states, and India financed a booming resource economy and made Sudan careless about payments to the International Monetary Fund (IMF), Paris Club members, and other debtors. The existence of such a steady stream of income has also enabled Sudan's hubris toward the international community on issues like Darfur. But the global recession has rocked Sudan's fragile economy, and the good times are over. The large drop in oil prices over the last year has sharply lowered government revenues. The Sudanese government compounded the problem by defending the exchange rate of the Sudanese pound in order to prevent a rise in domestic food and import prices. This unsound policy quickly became unsustainable as the Sudanese government began to run out of foreign reserves and found foreign capital more difficult to acquire, because all of its creditors were also affected by the crisis.
C. Impact – Sudanese Civil war would result in a devastating war more deadly than Darfur

/J. Peter Pham January/February 2010 (Senior fellow and Africa Project director at the National Committee on American Foreign Policy) “Africa's New Horror”, Foreign Policy pg. Online, /
There's a new Sudan calamity in the making, and it may well come in 2010 with a unilateral declaration of independence by the enclave of South Sudan. If it does, the resulting conflict stands to be more painful, militarized, and devastating than Sudan has ever known. Imagine Darfur with a lot more guns, not to mention Chinese fighter jets.  The clock for this latest crisis started ticking ominously in 2005. A North-South civil war that left some 2 million dead and millions more displaced had finally ended. But that year's Comprehensive Peace Agreement pushed the touchiest issue of all -- the independence of the South, a France-sized area of just under 10 million people that won its autonomy in that 2005 deal -- six years into the future. The clock runs out in January 2011, but the crisis will likely come sooner.  Unfortunately, the "comprehensive strategy" on Sudan unveiled by U.S. President Barack Obama's administration in October depends almost entirely on the deluded notion that implementation of the 2005 peace agreement will go as planned. Obama's team said it hopes South Sudan's likely secession will be an "orderly transition to two separate and viable states at peace with each other."  But this is Sudan we're talking about, not Belgium. The actual scenario -- if Sudan's recent history is any guide -- is likely to be anything but orderly. A national census slated to happen before July 2007 was repeatedly delayed until finally taking place amid violence and gaping errors. Nonetheless, Khartoum has insisted that the count's doctored results be used to draw up parliamentary districts that favor the North. Voter registration, which also depends on the flawed census data, has just barely begun. So any expectation that April's general elections, a key test ahead of the January 2011 deadline, will be legitimate is surreal at best. The vote is likely to be marred by bloodshed, as most of the contenders will either be backed or opposed -- and usually both -- by heavily armed groups.   If the elections proceed but their results lack legitimacy, South Sudan's rulers will be under tremendous public pressure to unilaterally declare independence without a referendum. After all, the outcome of such a vote is not in doubt; you would be hard-pressed to find many southerners who prefer to remain under Khartoum's thumb.  There's also a tactical reason why South Sudan might go for broke: The North is acquiring an insuperable military advantage, and Khartoum is unlikely to relinquish its hold on the oil-rich South without a fight. In fact, for the last decade, Khartoum has been busy using revenue from that same oil to modernize its armed forces in preparation for conflict. In Darfur, the northern regime has used its primitive air force to deadly effect. When the Shenyang J-8 and Chengdu F-7 supersonic fighter-bombers recently acquired from China, the largest customer for Sudanese oil, are put to use, the results will be devastating. 
Sudan Shell (2/2)

And, African conflict escalates to global nuclear war

/Jeffrey Deutsch 2002 (Rabid Tiger Project founder, professor of political science at New World University) The Rabid Tiger Newsletter, Vol. II, No. 9, pg. Online, /

The Rabid Tiger Project believes that a nuclear war is most likely to start in Africa. Civil wars in the Congo (the country formerly known as Zaire), Rwanda, Somalia and Sierra Leone, and domestic instability in Zimbabwe, Sudan and other countries, as well as occasional brushfire and other wars (thanks in part to “national” borders that cut across tribal ones) turn into a really nasty stew. We’ve got all too many rabid tigers and potential rabid tigers, who are willing to push the button rather than risk being seen as wishy-washy in the face of a mortal threat and overthrown. Geopolitically speaking, Africa is open range. Very few countries in Africa are beholden to any particular power. South Africa is a major exception in this respect - not to mention in that she also probably already has the Bomb. Thus, outside powers can more easily find client states there than, say, in Europe where the political lines have long since been drawn, or Asia where many of the countries (China, India, Japan) are powers unto themselves and don’t need any “help,” thank you. Thus, an African war can attract outside involvement very quickly. Of course, a proxy war alone may not induce the Great Powers to fight each other. But an African nuclear strike can ignite a much broader conflagration, if the other powers are interested in a fight. Certainly, such a strike would in the first place have been facilitated by outside help - financial, scientific, engineering, etc. Africa is an ocean of troubled waters, and some people love to go fishing. 
Election Shell (1/2)

D. Uniqueness – New sanctions on Sudan are coming now

/Reuters February 1, 2010 (India) “Obama warns Sudan may face more pressure on Darfur” pg. Online, /
WASHINGTON, Feb 1 (Reuters) - President Barack Obama urged Sudan on Monday to cooperate in efforts to stabilize the country or Washington will conclude that engagement is not working and seek "additional pressure" on Khartoum. Obama, answering questions submitted via YouTube, said the United States, United Nations and other countries were working to broker a series of agreements to stabilize the country and allow refugees back to their homes.

E. Link – The only way to ensure legitimate elections in Sudan is to withold aid that goes toward funding the election

/John Prendergast and Omer Ismail January 20, 2010 (Founder of the Enough project and senior advisor for the Enough project) “Truth and Consequences for Sudan” Enough project blog, pg. online, /

More broadly, the April national election in Sudan – an election for which the Unites States has provided tens of millions of dollars in technical assistance – is in the process of being stolen by an indicted war criminal who will use the ballot to “legitimize” his rule. The conditions to make the national election free and fair simply do not exist, and will not exist, by April, and there may well be sharp questions as to why the United States heavily bankrolled an election so obviously flawed. Most urgently and ominously, there are abundant indicators that Sudan is on a dangerous road back to full-scale North-South war as violence increases and key elements of the Comprehensive Peace Agreement (CPA) have been left completely unimplemented. The international community’s position toward Sudan at this vital time reflects neither consensus nor coherence. Officials from both North and South speak of not wanting war, but are intensively preparing for it. Local clashes in South Sudan are escalating, against an historical backdrop of extensive support to southern Sudanese militias by the ruling party in Khartoum designed to undermine southern unity. The heavy lift of diplomacy needed to assure that Sudan’s referendum is peaceful and well managed simply remains largely undone, with no full-time, on-the-ground diplomatic teams from the U.S. engaging the regional actors on either the North-South issues or the Darfur process.  To prevent a full scale war from erupting in Sudan in the coming year, the Deputies should recommend to their superiors and President Obama a course of action marked by much deeper diplomatic engagement, backed by more assiduous efforts to build a multilateral coalition of counties willing to impose consequences on those undermining the path to peace in Sudan. On the occasion of this first quarterly policy review, we urge you to consider three main actions: 1)   The Deputies should recommend that diplomatic efforts begin immediately in New York and in capitals to pull together a coalition of countries willing to pressure the parties multilaterally to take the steps necessary for peace. Those officials and parties undermining peace should face specific and clear consequences. At this juncture, that would also involve withdrawing further U.S. financial support for the April election, expanding and more effectively implementing the current arms embargo, identifying specific officials who are undermining peace and targeting them with aggressive asset freezes and travel bans, and denying the Khartoum regime any form of multilateral debt relief until peace agreements have been far more effectively implemented.
AND, Incentives have only caused backlash – Bahsir has responded by beating opposition leaders and backing off from the 2005 peace deal.  

/Wall Street Journal December 12, 2009 “Fruits of Engagement in Sudan” pg. Online, /

Unveiled in October, the Administration's Sudan policy emphasized carrots for the regime to ease up in Darfur and implement a peace deal in southern Sudan; any sticks were relegated to a secret annex. The President's special envoy to Sudan, retired Major General Scott Gration, was reluctant even to allude to tougher sanctions. He said that "cookies" and "gold stars" are preferable to threats and that Darfur was experiencing only "remnants of genocide.  President Omar al-Bashir, whose Islamist National Congress Party took power in a 1989 coup, got the message and decided to test the limits of this new indulgence. Almost immediately the regime hardened its stance on implementing the peace accord. Brokered by the Bush Administration in 2005, the deal calls for political reforms, including free parliamentary elections now scheduled for April, and a referendum on independence for the south in two years. Long before the ethnic cleansing in Darfur turned into a Hollywood cause célèbre, a two-decade war between the Muslim north and the Christian and oil-rich south took two million lives. On Monday, police in the capital Khartoum beat and arrested opposition leaders who were pressing parliament to adopt the necessary laws to hold the April elections. Time is running out to pass them. The Bashir regime now refuses to overhaul the national security and criminal laws as also stipulated in the 2005 deal. Its recalcitrance means the election and referendum, assuming both come off, would be tainted. This could in turn end up restarting the civil war.

Election Shell (2/2)

F. Impact – Illegitimate elections will cause a civil war in South Sudan more deadly than Darfur

/J. Peter Pham January/February 2010 (Senior fellow and Africa Project director at the National Committee on American Foreign Policy) “Africa's New Horror”, Foreign Policy pg. Online, /
There's a new Sudan calamity in the making, and it may well come in 2010 with a unilateral declaration of independence by the enclave of South Sudan. If it does, the resulting conflict stands to be more painful, militarized, and devastating than Sudan has ever known. Imagine Darfur with a lot more guns, not to mention Chinese fighter jets.  The clock for this latest crisis started ticking ominously in 2005. A North-South civil war that left some 2 million dead and millions more displaced had finally ended. But that year's Comprehensive Peace Agreement pushed the touchiest issue of all -- the independence of the South, a France-sized area of just under 10 million people that won its autonomy in that 2005 deal -- six years into the future. The clock runs out in January 2011, but the crisis will likely come sooner.  Unfortunately, the "comprehensive strategy" on Sudan unveiled by U.S. President Barack Obama's administration in October depends almost entirely on the deluded notion that implementation of the 2005 peace agreement will go as planned. Obama's team said it hopes South Sudan's likely secession will be an "orderly transition to two separate and viable states at peace with each other."  But this is Sudan we're talking about, not Belgium. The actual scenario -- if Sudan's recent history is any guide -- is likely to be anything but orderly. A national census slated to happen before July 2007 was repeatedly delayed until finally taking place amid violence and gaping errors. Nonetheless, Khartoum has insisted that the count's doctored results be used to draw up parliamentary districts that favor the North. Voter registration, which also depends on the flawed census data, has just barely begun. So any expectation that April's general elections, a key test ahead of the January 2011 deadline, will be legitimate is surreal at best. The vote is likely to be marred by bloodshed, as most of the contenders will either be backed or opposed -- and usually both -- by heavily armed groups.   If the elections proceed but their results lack legitimacy, South Sudan's rulers will be under tremendous public pressure to unilaterally declare independence without a referendum. After all, the outcome of such a vote is not in doubt; you would be hard-pressed to find many southerners who prefer to remain under Khartoum's thumb.  There's also a tactical reason why South Sudan might go for broke: The North is acquiring an insuperable military advantage, and Khartoum is unlikely to relinquish its hold on the oil-rich South without a fight. In fact, for the last decade, Khartoum has been busy using revenue from that same oil to modernize its armed forces in preparation for conflict. In Darfur, the northern regime has used its primitive air force to deadly effect. When the Shenyang J-8 and Chengdu F-7 supersonic fighter-bombers recently acquired from China, the largest customer for Sudanese oil, are put to use, the results will be devastating. 
And, African conflict escalates to global nuclear war

/Jeffrey Deutsch 2002 (Rabid Tiger Project founder, professor of political science at New World University) The Rabid Tiger Newsletter, Vol. II, No. 9, pg. Online, /

The Rabid Tiger Project believes that a nuclear war is most likely to start in Africa. Civil wars in the Congo (the country formerly known as Zaire), Rwanda, Somalia and Sierra Leone, and domestic instability in Zimbabwe, Sudan and other countries, as well as occasional brushfire and other wars (thanks in part to “national” borders that cut across tribal ones) turn into a really nasty stew. We’ve got all too many rabid tigers and potential rabid tigers, who are willing to push the button rather than risk being seen as wishy-washy in the face of a mortal threat and overthrown. Geopolitically speaking, Africa is open range. Very few countries in Africa are beholden to any particular power. South Africa is a major exception in this respect - not to mention in that she also probably already has the Bomb. Thus, outside powers can more easily find client states there than, say, in Europe where the political lines have long since been drawn, or Asia where many of the countries (China, India, Japan) are powers unto themselves and don’t need any “help,” thank you. Thus, an African war can attract outside involvement very quickly. Of course, a proxy war alone may not induce the Great Powers to fight each other. But an African nuclear strike can ignite a much broader conflagration, if the other powers are interested in a fight. Certainly, such a strike would in the first place have been facilitated by outside help - financial, scientific, engineering, etc. Africa is an ocean of troubled waters, and some people love to go fishing. 
Extensions - Darfur (1/2)

OVERVIEW:

_____
Extend Reuters – New sanctions against sudan are coming now –None of their claims why sanctions against Sudan assume the current state of Sudan’s debt and the global economy – the effect of denying them aid in the form of debt relief or trade revenue is magnified now that Sudan is in an economic crisis. 
/Sean P. Brooks January 3, 2010 (Policy Expert at the Save Darfur Coalition) “Time to Take Away Sudan’s Credit Card” Save Darfur Blog (originally posted on December 22, 2009 by Foreign Policy) pg. Online, /

For much of the last decade, Bashir and the NCP, who were sitting on Sudan's rich oil reserves, could afford to ignore their mounting debt. A flood of foreign direct investment and new loans contracted with China, the Gulf Arab states, and India financed a booming resource economy and made Sudan careless about payments to the International Monetary Fund (IMF), Paris Club members, and other debtors. The existence of such a steady stream of income has also enabled Sudan's hubris toward the international community on issues like Darfur. But the global recession has rocked Sudan's fragile economy, and the good times are over. The large drop in oil prices over the last year has sharply lowered government revenues. The Sudanese government compounded the problem by defending the exchange rate of the Sudanese pound in order to prevent a rise in domestic food and import prices. This unsound policy quickly became unsustainable as the Sudanese government began to run out of foreign reserves and found foreign capital more difficult to acquire, because all of its creditors were also affected by the crisis.

Also, even if they win that sanctions aren’t effective, giving Sudan money would trigger the link, which makes those arguments irrelevant.   

Prefer my uniqueness evidence – it isolates the causal relationship between economic pressure and getting Bashir to change.  

_____
Next, Extend Prendergast -  the genocide in Darfur is still going on but is under reported since the NGOs have been banished and that there is still plenty of room to step up pressure against Sudan including more sanctions.  Additionally, empirically, pressure has been the only way to get Bashir to change.  

This answers their link takeouts because it explains that not only are ineffective sanctions more effective than no sanctions but also that even if sanctions now aren’t working, the solution is to increase sanctions not eliminate them.

This also answers their arguments why restricting aid and debt relief aren't sanctions since it not only includes them in describing how to toughen sanctions but also explains how other things that are also sanctions including the Arms Embargo is still key.

Extensions - Darfur (2/2)

AND, Sanctions are the ONLY TOOL that have altered Bashir's behavior before

/Nikki Serapio January 24, 2010 (Director of OurPledge, a non-profit advocacy group to end the violence in Sudan) “What will they say about 2010?” OurPledge pg. Online, /

We talk a lot here about the need to impose targeted multilateral sanctions against the Sudanese government’s senior leaders.  We first called for such action a few years ago. Now, in 2010, the Sudan movement’s bullhorn is still very much on — and we don’t think it’s worse for wear.  Omar al-Bashir continues to kill Darfuris. He has decimated the medical support system for Sudanese rape victims. And he is rigging the upcoming national elections in Sudan in his favor. The voices of many Sudan activists might be tired, but we can’t stop now. Not while there is an urgent need to organize and speak out for the rights and dignity of millions of Sudanese citizens.  Pushing the U.S. government to “impose severe consequences” on the Sudanese government might appear too technocratic to some — why are activists demanding that the Obama administration take the narrow action of imposing asset freezes and travel bans against Sudan’s dictators, anyway? The answer, as Enough pointed out recently, has to do with practical precedent:  “These consequences [e.g., multilateral sanctions] that allegedly reside in the Obama administration’s confidential annex to its policy are the only instruments that can prevent an all-out national war in Sudan. Consequences, or the meaningful threat thereof, have altered the calculations and behavior of [Bashir's National Congress Party] in the past. They led to the expulsion of Osama bin Laden, the end to slave raiding and aerial bombing in the South, the acceleration of intelligence cooperation after 9/11, and the  CPA itself.”

AND, Incentives have only caused backlash – Bahsir has responded by beating opposition leaders and backing off from the 2005 peace deal.  

/Wall Street Journal December 12, 2009 “Fruits of Engagement in Sudan” pg. Online, /

Unveiled in October, the Administration's Sudan policy emphasized carrots for the regime to ease up in Darfur and implement a peace deal in southern Sudan; any sticks were relegated to a secret annex. The President's special envoy to Sudan, retired Major General Scott Gration, was reluctant even to allude to tougher sanctions. He said that "cookies" and "gold stars" are preferable to threats and that Darfur was experiencing only "remnants of genocide.  President Omar al-Bashir, whose Islamist National Congress Party took power in a 1989 coup, got the message and decided to test the limits of this new indulgence. Almost immediately the regime hardened its stance on implementing the peace accord. Brokered by the Bush Administration in 2005, the deal calls for political reforms, including free parliamentary elections now scheduled for April, and a referendum on independence for the south in two years. Long before the ethnic cleansing in Darfur turned into a Hollywood cause célèbre, a two-decade war between the Muslim north and the Christian and oil-rich south took two million lives. On Monday, police in the capital Khartoum beat and arrested opposition leaders who were pressing parliament to adopt the necessary laws to hold the April elections. Time is running out to pass them. The Bashir regime now refuses to overhaul the national security and criminal laws as also stipulated in the 2005 deal. Its recalcitrance means the election and referendum, assuming both come off, would be tainted. This could in turn end up restarting the civil war.

_____
Finally, extend Campbell -  genocide undermines civilization itself by denying people their right to exist as a distinct group.  Genocide eats away at the structure of the values of the international order that are key to preventing global conflict.  Genocide will only spread if it is not stopped.
This outweighs on (__) levels:

_____
Probability – All my evidence says this is the most likely way to stop the genocide in Darfur and that empirically this is the only way to get Bashir to change which is better than their speculative claims

_____
I capture the internal link to all their impacts – Campbell says that behind all of their instances of violence are because of genocide.  Genocide is what legitimizes the discrimination and destruction their impacts discuss.  This means any risk of offense out of Campbell is an automatic neg ballot.

Finally, if you have any doubt in your mind you should err neg based on the specificity and quality of the evidence

Extensions – Elections (1/2)

_____
Extend Reuters – New sanctions against sudan are coming now –None of their claims why sanctions against Sudan assume the current state of Sudan’s debt and the global economy – the effect of denying them aid is magnified now that Sudan is in an economic crisis. 
/Sean P. Brooks January 3, 2010 (Policy Expert at the Save Darfur Coalition) “Time to Take Away Sudan’s Credit Card” Save Darfur Blog (originally posted on December 22, 2009 by Foreign Policy) pg. Online, /

For much of the last decade, Bashir and the NCP, who were sitting on Sudan's rich oil reserves, could afford to ignore their mounting debt. A flood of foreign direct investment and new loans contracted with China, the Gulf Arab states, and India financed a booming resource economy and made Sudan careless about payments to the International Monetary Fund (IMF), Paris Club members, and other debtors. The existence of such a steady stream of income has also enabled Sudan's hubris toward the international community on issues like Darfur. But the global recession has rocked Sudan's fragile economy, and the good times are over. The large drop in oil prices over the last year has sharply lowered government revenues. The Sudanese government compounded the problem by defending the exchange rate of the Sudanese pound in order to prevent a rise in domestic food and import prices. This unsound policy quickly became unsustainable as the Sudanese government began to run out of foreign reserves and found foreign capital more difficult to acquire, because all of its creditors were also affected by the crisis.

_____
Extend the links –

First, Prendergast and Ismail explain that the upcoming april elections are being tampered with by Bashir which risks their legitimacy – the only way we can prevent election fraud is through strong sanctions, especially by suspending election-related aid.

They'll try to spin this to say that election aid is the only thing that matters but call the card if you dont believe me – they isolate election aid as the MOST effective means not the only means

Second, The Wall Street Journal explains that incentives have failed – recently Obama's envoy went to Sudan and attempted to incentivise change.  Bashir reacted by jailing and beating dissenters and ruining the peace accord that set up the elections this spring for southern independence.  

Prefer my link evidence – it establishes why sanctions work and why incentives don’t work and proves this is both the empirical trend and the recent trend.  

AND, Sanctions are the ONLY TOOL that have altered Bashir's behavior before

/Nikki Serapio January 24, 2010 (Director of OurPledge, a non-profit advocacy group to end the violence in Sudan) “What will they say about 2010?” OurPledge pg. Online, /

We talk a lot here about the need to impose targeted multilateral sanctions against the Sudanese government’s senior leaders.  We first called for such action a few years ago. Now, in 2010, the Sudan movement’s bullhorn is still very much on — and we don’t think it’s worse for wear.  Omar al-Bashir continues to kill Darfuris. He has decimated the medical support system for Sudanese rape victims. And he is rigging the upcoming national elections in Sudan in his favor. The voices of many Sudan activists might be tired, but we can’t stop now. Not while there is an urgent need to organize and speak out for the rights and dignity of millions of Sudanese citizens.  Pushing the U.S. government to “impose severe consequences” on the Sudanese government might appear too technocratic to some — why are activists demanding that the Obama administration take the narrow action of imposing asset freezes and travel bans against Sudan’s dictators, anyway? The answer, as Enough pointed out recently, has to do with practical precedent:  “These consequences [e.g., multilateral sanctions] that allegedly reside in the Obama administration’s confidential annex to its policy are the only instruments that can prevent an all-out national war in Sudan. Consequences, or the meaningful threat thereof, have altered the calculations and behavior of [Bashir's National Congress Party] in the past. They led to the expulsion of Osama bin Laden, the end to slave raiding and aerial bombing in the South, the acceleration of intelligence cooperation after 9/11, and the  CPA itself

Extensions – Elections (2/2)

_____
Then extend the impact – 

First, Pham explains that in a world where the elections are illegitimate, there will be mass unrest.  He isolates two reasons why this will be bloody –first is the go for broke strategy: the south controls most of the oil wealth and the north has the military advantage.  They will fight if chaos ensues and it will be nasty – imagine Darfur except instead of flimsy planes it's chinese fighter-bombers 

Second, Deutsch explains that even domestic conflict in africa can trigger a nuclear war.  Africa is an open range, and conflict would easily draw in other nations whose leaders fear being seen as weak and losing power.  Once a conflict starts, it would be easy for outside power to get involved which could trigger a nuclear war
Sudan PIC Shell

CP TEXT: The United States federal government should repeal all existing sanctions except for those on Sudan.

Observation 1: Competition

_____
The CP is Mutually Exclusive – the CP does the aff but leaves sanctions in place in Sudan.  This makes any perm severance which would be shifting advocacies, destroying in round predictability and ground since the aff no longer has to defend anything, making it impossible to generate any stable offense against and requires me to invest substantial time in the 2N reestablishing links just to have a chance to win.  This is a voter for competitive equity since debate is a game and therefore both sides need to have an equal chance to win.

_____
The CP is Net Beneficial – Any risk of the net benefi shows the CP alone is best.

Sudan Condition CP shell

CP TEXT: The United States federal government should repeal all existing sanctions except for financial sanctions against Sudan.  The United States federal government should then condition removing financial sanctions against Sudan upon the Sudanese government permitting unrestricted humanitarian access, securing peace in Darfur, fully Implementing the 2005 Comprehensive Pace Agreement, ensuring free and fair elections throughout Sudan, and removing the president from Power.

Observation 1: Competition

_____
The CP is Mutually Exclusive – the CP does the aff but leaves sanctions in place in Sudan.  This makes any perm severance which would be shifting advocacies, destroying in round predictability and ground since the aff no longer has to defend anything, making it impossible to generate any stable offense against and requires me to invest substantial time in the 2N reestablishing links just to have a chance to win.  This is a voter for competitive equity since debate is a game and therefore both sides need to have an equal chance to win.

_____
The CP is Net Beneficial – Any risk of the net benefi shows the CP alone is best.

Observation 2: Net Benefit

_____
The USfg classifies restricting aid as part of the sanctions against Sudan

/Dianne E. Rennack 2005 (Specialist in Foreign Policy Legislation Foreign Affairs, Defense, and Trade Division for the Congressional Research Service) “Sudan: Economic Sanctions” Order Code RL32606, pg. 1, /
The United States maintains a range of economic sanctions on the Government of Sudan.  The United States generally restricts foreign aid because Sudan has been found, by the Secretary of State, to be a supporter of acts of international terrorism, is operating under a military dictatorship, and has fallen into arrears in its debt repayment.  The United States has also suspended bilateral preferential trade treatment, restricted commercial exports and imports, denied the export of defense articles and defense services, and refused to support requests from Sudan for funding or program support in the international financial institutions for reasons related to terrorism, regional stability, and human rights — including religious freedom, worker rights, and trafficking in persons. 

_____
Conditioning Debt Relief on the aforementioned conditions is key to peace in Sudan

/Sean Brooks October 16, 2009 (Policy Expert at the Save Darfur Coalition) “Why all the 'Howling' About Sudan's Debt?" Social Science Research Council pg. Online, /

With Sudan at a dangerous crossroads, we have consistently called for President Obama to present those in power in Khartoum with a choice between earned incentives or serious consequences. To that end, the U.S. should put forward a clear but conditioned process toward normalization of relations with Sudan if, and only if, the government of Sudan provably: permits unrestricted humanitarian access; secures peace in Darfur; fully implements the Comprehensive Peace Agreement; ensures free and fair elections throughout Sudan; and removes the president who is a fugitive from justice. On the other hand, the U.S. should make clear to President Bashir and his party that if they renege on humanitarian commitments and continue to undermine efforts at peace, escalating costs will ensue.  With this strategic approach to providing incentives and disincentives to those in power in Khartoum, the Obama Administration should utilize the ready-made multilateral stick/carrot of debt-relief. Mr. Badawi chose to ignore the political conditions that Save Darfur has set out for the provision of debt-relief to Sudan. In our public statements, we have said that if the government demonstrably changes its behavior to the benefit of all of Sudan’s people, the U.S. should lead the way in facilitating a debt-relief package for Sudan with the international community. On the other hand, if the Sudanese government fails to match its rhetoric for peace with proven action, then the U.S. should make it clear to Sudan that it will use its role at the IMF, as well as its position in the Paris Club, to block any potential debt-relief package. The American message should be simple: the international community will not help Sudan with its economic crisis unless the Sudanese regime takes concrete and lasting steps to resolve Darfur, implement the CPA, and enact true reform to the benefit of its citizens.

Uniqueness Evidence

_____
The Recession has made it impossible for Sudan to ignore its foreign debt

/Sean Brooks October 16, 2009 (Policy Expert at the Save Darfur Coalition) “Why all the 'Howling' About Sudan's Debt?" Social Science Research Council pg. Online, /

Severely affected by the global financial crisis, the Sudanese government currently seeks assistance from the international community to avoid a financial meltdown. Recent hubris underpinned by the Khartoum-boom now makes way for urgent appeals for debt-relief. Save Darfur’s campaign intends to remind the international community of the odious character of this debt contracted by a regime that remains in power and continues to obstruct peacemaking efforts in Darfur and the democratic transformation set forth in the Comprehensive Peace Agreement. International financiers should not subsidize the continuation of such policies, orchestrated by a government with an indicted war criminal at its head, that are leading the country toward even further chaos and ruin.
Link/Solvency Evidence (1/2)

_____
Allowing aid to Sudan won't work – it just aids the Genocide

/Tom Lantos 2007 (fmr Congressman, D - CA) “Fight the Genocide with Sanctions” Vanity Fair pg. Online, /

How can we change Khartoum's mind about the deployment of a civilian-protection force? If we are cynical, we can try the approach used by Chinese president Hu Jintao during a visit to Sudan earlier this year. While urging Sudan to cooperate with the United Nations, President Hu made a jaw-droppingly generous offer of $13 million to build a new presidential palace and $80 million in debt forgiveness, and a promise to build a new railway line. I doubt that Sudan's leaders lost much sleep over their pernicious policies in Darfur after their meeting with the Chinese president. Perhaps that night they dreamed of building the new railway line straight to Darfur to hasten the genocide.  There is a better way. President Bush must call a summit of the world's civilized nations with a simple goal: strong, multilateral sanctions against Sudan. Investment bans. Prohibition of travel for Sudan's top leaders. And, most important, the shutting down of Sudan's ability to sell oil and gas in the international marketplace. I hope that tough sanctions will force the regime to allow a multi-national civilian-protection force to enter Darfur. But we can't count on it. The United States must therefore work with the United Nations, the African Union, and our allies to prepare a contingency plan for the entry of a protection force into Darfur without the Sudanese government's permission.

_____
Conditioning the restoration of aid would solve

/Sean P. Brooks December 21, 2009 (Policy Expert at the Save Darfur Coalition) “Time to Take Away Sudan’s Credit Card” Foreign Policy pg. Online, /

Because of these violent campaigns and the general repression since the regime took power in 1989, the estimated $23 billion accumulated by Bashir and the NCP should be classified as "odious debt." This term, advanced by debt-relief advocates and recognized as an international legal principle, submits that the people of a country cannot be expected to repay debts contracted without their consent and spent against their own best interests by repressive regimes. This legal argument, however, is usually made to defend new governments facing unmanageable debt conditions created by the malfeasance of past dictatorial regimes. But what -- other than attempting to block additional financing -- should the international community do with the burgeoning debt load of an odious regime that continues to terrorize its people?  In the case of Sudan, the United States and other countries should seize Khartoum's request as a potentially effective and multilateral tool, at a time when few other options present themselves. Given Sudan's earnest desire for debt relief, U.S. insistence on regular debt payments should be regarded as a stick that -- with changed behavior from the Sudanese government -- could become a carrot.  With Sudan at a dangerous crossroads in 2010, the Obama administration and the global community should not stop there. As the Save Darfur Coalition, an NGO that aims to raise public awareness about human rights abuses throughout Sudan and mobilize a unified international response, has argued, Obama should present Khartoum with a choice between earned incentives or serious consequences, making debt relief a key part of the equation. The Obama administration should lead an international coalition of Sudan's creditors to condition any consideration of debt relief on concrete and lasting progress toward peace in Darfur; the full implementation of the 2005 Comprehensive Peace Agreement, which brought an end to the 22-year-long civil war between North and South Sudan; credible elections in April 2010; and significant political and judicial reforms that fundamentally change the repressive systems in Sudan. 

Link/Solvency (2/2)

_____
Debt relief is a key tool to get Bashir to stop undermining peace efforts

/Sean Brooks October 16, 2009 (Policy Expert at the Save Darfur Coalition) “Why all the 'Howling' About Sudan's Debt?" Social Science Research Council pg. Online, /

With Sudan at a dangerous crossroads, we have consistently called for President Obama to present those in power in Khartoum with a choice between earned incentives or serious consequences. To that end, the U.S. should put forward a clear but conditioned process toward normalization of relations with Sudan if, and only if, the government of Sudan provably: permits unrestricted humanitarian access; secures peace in Darfur; fully implements the Comprehensive Peace Agreement; ensures free and fair elections throughout Sudan; and removes the president who is a fugitive from justice. On the other hand, the U.S. should make clear to President Bashir and his party that if they renege on humanitarian commitments and continue to undermine efforts at peace, escalating costs will ensue.  With this strategic approach to providing incentives and disincentives to those in power in Khartoum, the Obama Administration should utilize the ready-made multilateral stick/carrot of debt-relief. Mr. Badawi chose to ignore the political conditions that Save Darfur has set out for the provision of debt-relief to Sudan. In our public statements, we have said that if the government demonstrably changes its behavior to the benefit of all of Sudan’s people, the U.S. should lead the way in facilitating a debt-relief package for Sudan with the international community. On the other hand, if the Sudanese government fails to match its rhetoric for peace with proven action, then the U.S. should make it clear to Sudan that it will use its role at the IMF, as well as its position in the Paris Club, to block any potential debt-relief package. The American message should be simple: the international community will not help Sudan with its economic crisis unless the Sudanese regime takes concrete and lasting steps to resolve Darfur, implement the CPA, and enact true reform to the benefit of its citizens.

_____
And, Sudan is struggling to repay their debt now – pressure now is key to peace

/Sean P. Brooks January 3, 2010 (Policy Expert at the Save Darfur Coalition) “Time to Take Away Sudan’s Credit Card” Save Darfur Blog (originally posted on December 22, 2009 by Foreign Policy) pg. Online, /

While no Western country is rushing to hand out money to Bashir, the international community has disagreed over how to persuade Sudan to end its genocidal ways, and the United States is still the only country to impose sanctions. One unlooked-for upside of the global financial crisis may be that it offers new economic leverage with Khartoum. Following the crash, Sudan now holds roughly $36 billion in external sovereign debt that it is struggling to repay. This debt gives the rest of the world a new opportunity to finally affect the course of Sudanese political reform and even end the conflicts in Darfur and South Sudan, if Western countries are willing to act boldly.
Brink Now

_____
Sudan is on the brink of a north-south war and more genocide

/International Christian Concern December 18, 2009 (non-profit human rights organization) "Sudan on the Brink of Another Anti-Christian Jihad", pg. Online, /

An official of the government of South Sudan told the ICC that the war between Muslims in the north of Sudan and the Christians and animists in the south is imminent unless the international community puts pressure on the government of Sudan.  The war which ended in 2005 resulted in death of 2.5 million South Sudanese.  In an exclusive interview with ICC, Ezekiel Lol Gatkuoth, Head of Government of South Sudan Mission to the United states, said that the Comprehensive Peace Agreement (CPA) that ended the war is now in danger because "the NCP (President Omar al-Bashir's party) is not implementing it." The CPA stipulates that Southern Sudanese will hold a referendum determining if they want to secede from Sudan.  Gatkouth said that, "As of now, according of many research and studies, in the south 98% of the people [...] will vote for separation.  There is no way that you will have sudan united again."  The dispute over the border between south and north, the failure to enact a national security law, and the election of April 2010 are among the issues that could derail the peace process.  Gatkuoth also expressed his concern about the ongoing genocide in Darfur in which over 400,000 civilians have been killed by the government of Sudan.  "The role of the international community is to get in now and help us [the South and North Sudanese] to make sure we work together to avoid war, to have peaceful disengagement and a fair election [and] put a lot of pressure on the NCP to end the war in Darfur," stated Gatkuoth.  ICC's Regional Manager for Africa and South Asia, Jonathan Racho, said, "We are very concerned about the possibility of another jihad against Christians and animists in South Sudan as well as the ongoing genocide in Darfur.  We urge the international community to put pressure on the government of Omar al-Bashir to stop genocide in Darfur and implement its obligations under the CPA."

_____
Violence in Darfur is on the brink of escalation. No peace agreement will cause increased ethnic violence and regional war.

/Gamal Nkrumah April 15, 2009  (journalist) “What is Jonathan Scott Gration doing in Sudan?”, Al-Alhram Weekly pg. Online /

As far as Sudan is concerned, Darfur is just a cauldron. Something sinister is cooking. Darfur and other festering conflicts of Sudan need to be resolved soon or else they will boil over. It is for this reason that the US contributes so generously towards the provision of 4.5 million people in Darfur with assistance for food, shelter and protection. The Sudanese authorities, however, have questioned the meaning of "protection". Is it a euphemism for subversion, perhaps?  The armed conflicts in Africa are legion. Darfur is of a different order, however. Sudan's feeble attempts to enhance its security and break the logjam of armed opposition groups by force led to intensified opposition to Sudanese government forces and their local allies, the Arabised Janjaweed militias. Brute force breeds political intransigence and militancy.  Ripples through Darfur progressively swell into waves throughout Sudan. If badgered, Sudan might well disintegrate like the former Yugoslavia. But does it really make sense to extrapolate future paths for northern, western and southern Sudan? Only if that is the will of the people concerned.  But old habits die hard. In response to mounting international pressure, the Sudanese authorities deliberately favoured certain Arabised tribes and ethnic groups in Darfur much to the consternation of the indigenous non-Arab people of the region. The Sudanese government now concedes that shifting to a strategy focussing on the tribes of Darfur ran counter to the more pressing goal of building national Sudanese institutions. Playing one tribe off against another will not do in Darfur.  The policy unleashed a torrent of civil and political conflicts. Forging alliances with certain Arab tribes or tribal militias will only exacerbate matters in the current climate, and the Sudanese government is now courting non-Arab ethnic groups. But one also needs to ask, to what end?  Obama is determined to approach unresolved conflicts like Darfur afresh. He and his administration are prepared to act on tractable grievances of the people of Darfur. Vice- President Joe Biden and Secretary of State Hillary Clinton dealt extensively with Darfur in the Senate.  Today the onus is on the humanitarian catastrophe facing Darfur. The approach is a step by step transformation of US policy towards Sudan. "We have to figure out a mechanism to get those NGOs back in place, to reserve that decision, or to find some mechanism whereby we avert an enormous humanitarian crisis," Obama noted recently
Restricting Aid is an Economic Sanction

(__) THEY SAY RESTRICTING AID IS NOT A SANCTION, BUT - 

_____
The USfg classifies restricting aid as part of the sanctions against Sudan

/Dianne E. Rennack 2005 (Specialist in Foreign Policy Legislation Foreign Affairs, Defense, and Trade Division for the Congressional Research Service) “Sudan: Economic Sanctions” Order Code RL32606, pg. 1, /
The United States maintains a range of economic sanctions on the Government of Sudan.  The United States generally restricts foreign aid because Sudan has been found, by the Secretary of State, to be a supporter of acts of international terrorism, is operating under a military dictatorship, and has fallen into arrears in its debt repayment.  The United States has also suspended bilateral preferential trade treatment, restricted commercial exports and imports, denied the export of defense articles and defense services, and refused to support requests from Sudan for funding or program support in the international financial institutions for reasons related to terrorism, regional stability, and human rights — including religious freedom, worker rights, and trafficking in persons. 

_____
Doesn't matter – All the link evidence indict the removal of pressure in any form, not just debt relief.  Also, cross-apply that it's contextually included in the Prendergast card's description of sanctions from the overview which means I'm the only one providing any evidence on this question.   

_____
Financial Sanctions include restricting Economic Aid

/Gary Clyde Hufbauer, Jeffrey J. Schott, and Kimberly Ann Elliott 1990 ( Reginald Jones Senior Fellow at Peterson Institute for International Economcs ; Senior Fellow working on international trade policy and economic sanctions at Peterson Institute; Visiting Fellow at Peterson Institute) Economic Sanctions Reconsidered 2nd ed, pg. 37, /

Target countries are often hurt through the interruption of commercial and official finance.  Financial sanctions were used alone or in combination with trade controls in 86 of our 116 cases.  The interruption of commercial finance will usually require the target country to pay a higher interest rate to alternative creditors.  The same happens when official finance is turned off.  In addition, when a poor country is the target, the grant component of official financing may provide further leverage.  The United States, for example, manipulated food and economic aid in the 1960s to great effect against the United Arab Republic (Case 63-1), India (Case 65-2), and Chile (in Cases 65-1 and 70-1).  In the 1970s the United States used a carrot-and-stick approach with military aid, possibly improving the human rights situation in Brazil (Case 77-7), but failing to move Turkey out of Cyprus (Case 74-1).  More recently, financial sanctions were delivered against Nicaragua and Panama, but in neither case did they provide a knockout punch.   

_____
More ev

/Gary Clyde Hufbauer, Jeffrey J. Schott, and Kimberly Ann Elliott 1990 ( Reginald Jones Senior Fellow at Peterson Institute for International Economcs ; Senior Fellow working on international trade policy and economic sanctions at Peterson Institute; Visiting Fellow at Peterson Institute) Economic Sanctions Reconsidered 2nd ed, pg. 36, /

There are three main ways in which a sender country tries to inflict costs on its target: by limiting exports, by restricting imports, and by impeding finance, including the reduction of aid.  Most of the cases we have studied involve some combination of trade and financial sanctions.  If only one or the other is imposed, financial sanctions are somewhat more likely to be chosen.

A2 China ( Sanctions d/n Work

(__) THEY SAY CHINA PREVENTS SANCTIONS FROM WORKING, BUT:

_____
This is just bad defense – The link evidence is very clear how more pressure is key, even if having chinese support would improve said pressure <extrapolate based on which shell you read>

_____
China will start making demands if Sudan gets closer to Civil War 

/John Prendergast December 20, 2009 (co-founder of Enough and the Center for American Progress project to end genocide) "5 Myths about Darfur" Washington Post, pg. LN, /

China, which has invested more than $9 billion during the past decade in Sudan's oil sector, has provided weapons to the regime and run interference for it at the U.N. Security Council. Major international efforts to pressure Beijing to play a more constructive role have fallen on deaf ears. However, the game could change. If the 2005 peace deal between Sudan's north and south collapses and southerners go back to war, their first targets will be Chinese oil installations in the north. China, therefore, has a vested interest in peace and security. Following up on Obama's trip to China, Washington and Beijing could partner in a diplomatic "surge" to end the conflict in Darfur and prevent a recurrence of war in the south.

_____
Their evidence doesn't assume that Bashir is going to get charged with genocide in the ICC – this wil weaken his international support

/Andrew Heavens February 3, 2010 (Reuters) “ICC opens door to Darfur genocide charge” pg. Online, /

KHARTOUM, Feb 3 (Reuters) - Appeals judges at the International Criminal Court (ICC) on Wednesday opened the door to charging Sudanese President Omar Hassan al-Bashir with committing genocide during the country's Darfur conflict.  The judges said the court's pre-trial chamber must decide again on whether to add genocide to the president's charge sheet, reversing an earlier ruling that dismissed the prosecution's genocide case.  The Hague-based court has already issued an arrest warrant for Bashir to face seven counts of crimes against humanity and war crimes relating to the conflict.  Following is a look at the consequences an additional genocide charge could have.  * LONG-TERM IMPACT  A genocide charge would leave an indelible stain on Bashir's international reputation.  The emotive force of the word 'genocide' would eat away at early expressions of support and make it nearly impossible for Western powers to consider any significant rapprochement with Sudan while Bashir is in power.  Sudan has so far managed to sidestep the war crimes charges imposed in March. There were no withdrawals of diplomats, pubic cancellations of aid packages or obvious slackening of interest from Asian and Middle Eastern investors. The most visible impact was on Bashir's travel plans -- he has avoided countries signed up to the ICC.  It would be harder for Sudan to pull off a similar trick this time.  * SHORT-TERM IMPACT  In the short term inside Sudan, a genocide charge could boost Bashir's popularity among parts of the electorate in the run up to presidential and legislative votes in April.  Tens of thousands rallied to support the president after the war crimes charges last year. In a series of defiant speeches, Bashir dismissed the court as a Western conspiracy against him, Sudan and Islam. State media presented Bashir as a bold challenger to Western hegemony. That message and image will continue to resonate in Muslim north Sudan and parts of the Middle East and Africa.  Bashir's supporters will seize on the timing of the announcement -- less than 10 weeks before Bashir is due to stand in elections -- and say it proves the court and its prosecutor are pursuing a personal and political vendetta.  * INTERNATIONAL REACTION  The Obama administration would come under pressure to take a more aggressive stance against Sudan. The U.S. Envoy to Sudan, Scott Gration, has up to now taken a relatively conciliatory approach, praising progress and promising unspecified "carrots". But there are other figures in Washington who have talked about tougher economic and even military sanctions, including the imposition of a no-fly zone over Darfur.  Activists could urge the European Union to follow the United States in imposing economic sanctions on Sudan. Current major investors include French oil giant Total.

_____
Cross-apply the Wall Street Journal evidence – even if more pressure won't work, the removal of sanctions will be seen as a sign of legitimacy to Bashir which means worst case there's only a risk things get worse in the aff world

_____
China historically hasn't objected to UN sanctions on Sudan before, they just abstain which means they won't interfere with their efficacy

A2 ICC Solves (1/2)

(__) THEY SAY THE ICC WOULD SOLVE, BUT:

_____
The ICC can't solve – the conflict has grown outside Bahsir's control, only implementing the CPA can solve

/The Economist September 5, 2009 "The generals have got it right" pg. LN, /

General Agwai said no such thing. He rightly pointed to the end of the full-blown confrontation between well-marshalled rebel forces and a Sudanese army that had mastery of the skies and could bomb the recalcitrant rebel villages at will. But he also explained that, in the past three years, the nature of the fighting has dramatically changed.  Gone is the neat division between attacker and defender. Instead there is a messy and poisonous plurality of rival groups, tribes and bandits; some co-operate with the government, others with the assorted rebels. Allegiances are fickle, loyalties easily bought. The two original rebel groups have fragmented into at least 20 factions. The International Criminal Court at The Hague has indicted Sudan's president, Omar al-Bashir, for war crimes in Darfur. But it has also accused three rebel leaders of similar crimes. Even the notorious janjaweed, an Arab militia that served as proxies for the Sudanese army, are now as likely to fight each other or even to turn on the government if they have not been paid on time. It is wrongheaded nowadays simply to tag the rebels as "good” and the Sudanese government forces as "evil". Although the death rate is sharply down, chaos on the ground still prevails—and could easily become much bloodier again. More parts of the region are unsafe for aid workers. It is harder to negotiate safe passage with increasingly unpredictable armed groups. General Agwai was promised 26,000 troops. He still has only 17,000. They cannot ensure humanitarian workers secure access to the region, so the food and medical handouts on which some 2.7m Darfuris survive often fail to get through. A political solution is as sorely needed as ever. Fortunately, another general, this one formerly of the American air force, is providing fresh political momentum. Scott Gration, Barack Obama's energetic new special envoy to Sudan, believes that the best chance of peace for this divided country remains the Comprehensive Peace Agreement (CPA) signed in 2005 between the Islamist government in Khartoum, in the north of the country, and the former rebels of south Sudan, who are quite separate from the Darfuris, and had been fighting their northern masters for most of the past half-century. The CPA offers a new deal for the whole of Sudan, including national elections to be held next year and the possibility of secession for the south following a referendum promised for 2011. But it has been under severe strain partly because of intertribal fighting in the south.
_____
Turn – The ICC kills any peace agreement in the Sudan

/Philipp Kastner 2007 (L.L.M., McGill Univ)  “The ICC in Darfur – Savior or Spoiler?” 14 ILSA J Int'l & Comp L 145, pg. LN, /

It is obvious that an inclusive peace agreement is urgently needed to increase the probability of stopping violence; the mere fact that the level of violence has decreased does not save Darfurians from starving to death. Security cannot be reestablished in the region without disarmament of both the militias and the different rebel groups, which would ideally be accompanied by the retreat of the Sudanese army and the deployment of a multi-national force. An agreement between the warring parties is an essential prerequisite for peace and also for some form of power sharing a la Naivasha, although the GoS would have difficulties to justify another "defeat;" promising any form of political influence to the rebels in addition to the North-South accord would be rejected by Khartoum's hardliners. One major problem is that it does not seem realistic to assume that any of those who are or will be indicted by the ICC could play an important role in peace negotiations or be part of a new government. As a result, it has been argued that indicting leaders "would only increase the incentive to ramp up the attacks and force a final resolution by eliminating the enemy." Furthermore, by portraying the ICC as an obstacle to peace, Khartoum is trying to make the ICC a bargaining chip in future peace negotiations.  It has often been argued that amnesty deals are a necessary element in peace negotiations. Governments have used this tool in order to raise the probability of stopping an ongoing conflict or to secure the transition from a dictatorial regime to a democratic rule of law. The argument is that the prospect of prosecution only creates a "nothing-to-lose" attitude among the leaders of belligerent groups, with the result that conflicts last longer than they would have to. Spokespersons of peace initiatives in northern Uganda, for instance, have broadly condemned the "interference" of the ICC. They fear that peace will be even more difficult to reach: "[o]bviously, nobody can convince the leaders of a rebel movement to come to the negotiating table and at the same time tell them that they will appear in courts to be prosecuted.”  Furthermore, the LRA is well-known for committing revenge massacres among the civilian population for alleged cooperation with the Ugandan government. As a result, many commentators and peace organizations condemned the referral to the ICC and argued that an unconditional amnesty for Joseph Kony and other LRA commanders would be an indispensable requirement for peace negotiations and therefore the only possibility for bringing peace to northern Uganda.  Even the government of Uganda itself, having referred the situation to the ICC to raise international awareness about the conflict on the international scene, has been trying to convince the OTP to suspend the indictments in order to enable a peace deal and traditional forms of reconciliation.  

A2 ICC Solves (2/2)

_____
Turn – the ICC has harmed the peace effort in Sudan by causing Bashir to kick out humanitarian groups 

/Phillipp Kastner March 3, 2009 (L.L.M., McGill Univ) "Human Rights and Legal Pluralism: Why not a Secret Arrest Warrant against Sudan's al-Bashir?" Human Rights and Legal Pluralism, pg. Online, /
The warrant of arrest, the first one issued by the ICC against a sitting head of state, has already had detrimental effects on the population in Darfur. Right after the decision of the ICC judges, Khartoum expelled international humanitarian organizations, on which millions of Darfuris depend for their survival.  Considering such foreseeable reactions, the arrest warrant arguably exposes the population of Darfur to additional risks rather than helping it to bring about justice sooner or later. A secret warrant could have prevented that the Sudanese government, as an act of defiance, hamper the humanitarian work in Darfur. A secret warrant could also have been more efficient. The former Vice-President of the Democratic Republic of Congo, for instance, was arrested in Belgium following the issuance of a secret warrant and now awaits his trial in The Hague.  
A2 Sanctions d/n Work in Sudan

(__) THEY SAY SANCTIONS HAVEN'T WORKED IN SUDAN, BUT:

_____
Doesn't matter – 2 reasons:

First,  cross-apply the Wall Street Journal evidence – when pressure is lessened, Bashir responds with violence and treats it as legitimizing his actions.

Second, cross-apply from the extensions of the links.  Even if sanctions haven't worked so far, removing sanctions would allow Bashir to continue killing the sudanese people.

_____
Prohibiting debt relief is key – prefer this evidence because its specific to one form of sanction whereas there's is a blanket statement

/Sean P. Brooks December 21, 2009 (Policy Expert at the Save Darfur Coalition) “Time to Take Away Sudan’s Credit Card” Foreign Policy pg. Online, /

Because of these violent campaigns and the general repression since the regime took power in 1989, the estimated $23 billion accumulated by Bashir and the NCP should be classified as "odious debt." This term, advanced by debt-relief advocates and recognized as an international legal principle, submits that the people of a country cannot be expected to repay debts contracted without their consent and spent against their own best interests by repressive regimes. This legal argument, however, is usually made to defend new governments facing unmanageable debt conditions created by the malfeasance of past dictatorial regimes. But what -- other than attempting to block additional financing -- should the international community do with the burgeoning debt load of an odious regime that continues to terrorize its people?  In the case of Sudan, the United States and other countries should seize Khartoum's request as a potentially effective and multilateral tool, at a time when few other options present themselves. Given Sudan's earnest desire for debt relief, U.S. insistence on regular debt payments should be regarded as a stick that -- with changed behavior from the Sudanese government -- could become a carrot.  With Sudan at a dangerous crossroads in 2010, the Obama administration and the global community should not stop there. As the Save Darfur Coalition, an NGO that aims to raise public awareness about human rights abuses throughout Sudan and mobilize a unified international response, has argued, Obama should present Khartoum with a choice between earned incentives or serious consequences, making debt relief a key part of the equation. The Obama administration should lead an international coalition of Sudan's creditors to condition any consideration of debt relief on concrete and lasting progress toward peace in Darfur; the full implementation of the 2005 Comprehensive Peace Agreement, which brought an end to the 22-year-long civil war between North and South Sudan; credible elections in April 2010; and significant political and judicial reforms that fundamentally change the repressive systems in Sudan. 
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