2002-2003 Policy Debate Topic: U.S. role in the World: Hawks vs. Doves

By Casey Kelly

The wording of the national debate topic for 2002-2003 is: “Resolved: The United States Federal Government should ratify or accede to, and implement, one or more of the following: The Comprehensive Nuclear Test Ban Treaty; The Kyoto Protocol; The Rome Statute of the International Criminal Court; The Second Optional Protocol to the International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights aiming at the Abolition of the Death Penalty; The Treaty between the United States of America and the Russian Federation on Strategic Offensive Reductions, if not ratified by the United States.” First, implementation is central aspect of this year’s topic. Logistically, this resolution not only requires that an affirmative become a party to a treaty but also pass implementing domestic legislation that brings the United States into compliance with its language and mandates. A central part of many debates on this topic concerns the implementing mechanism, as some treaties, such as the International Criminal Court are not self-executing. There are a number of compliance mechanisms built into the language of the ICC, CTBT, and the Kyoto treaty that allows affirmatives great flexibility. The Second Optional Protocol is different only in that requires the affirmative abolish the death penalty. The Moscow Treaty (S.O.R.T.), however, leaves open the question of implementation entirely, as it only codifies reductions of strategic nuclear weapons to the 2,200-1,700 warhead level. The debate over implementation is very important in these debates, as affirmatives must strive to differentiate their approach from the status quo. SORT will most likely be ratified and implemented by the end of the debate season. Whichever treaty is in question, the debate over implementation makes a large difference in the types of negative arguments that apply. For example, a CTBT debate could be radically different if an affirmative increases funding for the Stockpile Stewardship Program (SSP) as a part of implementation. Although only there are only five treaties, the wide range of implementation mechanisms makes the topic literature very rich and constantly changing.

The second central question being asked by this topic is: what will America’s role in the world be in the twenty-first century? Will the United States go it alone militarily, politically, and economically or put their force behind a new multilateral and multipolar world? What the worlds only remaining superpower does with its power will radically shape the geopolitical landscape of the next century. Our relations with our allies across the world, especially the European Union and NATO, are directly effected by our stance on these international agreements. The Bush administration has shown a willingness to abrogate multilateral institutions and stay out of entangling agreements. For example, the ICC does not just place restricts on tyrants and dictators across the globe but also asks the United States to subject its military to the jurisdiction of a supranational judicial body. The United States faces tremendous pressure from the international community to subject itself to the rules of international law and multilateral institutions. Further, the CTBT and the SORT pose great challenges to U.S. nuclear policy. For example, the CTBT limits that ability of the United States to test next generation nuclear weapons such as “Bunker-Busters” or low yield battlefield weapons. Further, the SORT requires the United States to make deep cuts in our nuclear arsenal and drastically depart from Cold War style deterrence that relies on large strategic weapons. This is a heated debate about the role that nuclear weapons, international norms, and non-proliferation will play in a world with new and emerging threats to the world order. The Second Optional Protocol also has a large international dimension as well. The death penalty plays a large part of America’s human rights image and foreign policy. Acceding to the treaty, as is argued by many, is also an accession to universal human rights norms and a new view of limited state sovereignty. Finally, the Kyoto protocol has a substantial impact on international environmental policy. Ratifying Kyoto would require the United States to make greenhouse gas reductions to 1990 levels. The United States emits 25% of the world’s greenhouse gases and its weight behind the treaty would have s substantial impact of global climate change as well as energy policy. Each of these treaties will determine how the United States interacts with the world on every level of foreign, environmental, and human rights policy. Each treaty has immense literature debates between hawks and doves about how the United States will proceed in the twenty-first century.

