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Dependency on oil puts energy supply lines to both bases and troops on razor’s edge- new systems will augment the militaries capabilities 
· RES = Renewable Energy System
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The strategic importance of the United States having an unimpeded source of energy is becoming ever more crucial. The significance of energy and the need for greater energy responsibility by the US have been identified in several Stateof-the-Union Addresses. President Bush’s 2006 State-of-the-Union Address stated that “America is addicted to oil” and encouraged federal agencies to lead the way in developing more reliable alternative energy programs. In July 2006, Major General Richard Zilmer, Chief of Multi-National Forces West, identified a crucial need for “a self sustainable energy solution” available for use by US forces in Iraq. Use of renewable energy systems is one way to help decrease dependency on fossil fuels and offer Warfighters alternative sources of energy to accomplish their mission. This article explores the institutional impediments that prevent the Army from increasing its use of renewable energy systems in Contingency Operations and makes recommendations to overcome those barriers in order to enhance use of renewable energy, thereby becoming less dependent on foreign oil. Environmental Practice 9:157–161 (2007) Concerns of having an unimpeded source of energy continue to have signiﬁcant strategic importance in an unpredictable oil market. Oil addiction, as identiﬁed by President Bush in his 2006 State-of-the-Union Address, 1 generates signiﬁcant military and foreign policy issues, as well as domestic economic considerations. The economic instability of oil prices directly affects military budgets, with the potential to inﬂuence military operations and national security. 2 With approximately two-thirds of the US Department of Defense’s budget required to pay for foreign oil and oil use continually growing, the military must be mindful of factors inﬂuencing its supply. Because the US military is dependent on oil, oil impacts the military and, therefore, the nation. Over the past two years, the price of oil has ﬂuctuated from $30 to $70 per barrel, with prices holding toward the higher end of this range. Because of the US dependence on fossil fuel, disruption in the supply of oil can have a dramatic impact. During Hurricane Katrina, approximately 25% of the US crude oil production was interrupted, resulting in gasoline prices jumping from over $2.00 per gallon to just under $4.00 per gallon. 3 Given the US military’s ever increasing use of foreign oil, should US petroleum imports have a greater reduction than that of Hurricane Katrina or last for a longer period of time, the consequences could be staggering and would inevitably affect military operations. While performing Contingency Operations, 4 the US military uses approximately 1.3 million gallons of fuel per day in Iraq alone. The importance of securing the US oil supply becomes clear. The US military has an unquenchable thirst for fuel to power vehicles, communications equipment, and heating and cooling systems. One could raise the question, Does the US military need a million-plus gallons of fuel daily for operations in Iraq, or could the US military use alternative energy producing systems to provide the power needed? Although fossil fuel is used to power the services listed above, fuel to power some of these systems could come from sources that are not fossil fuel based. Renewable energy systems ~RES! ~power from wind turbines and photovoltaic @solar# panels! are viable energy producing options that could reliably provide energy during Contingency Operations. Although today’s RES technology is not sufﬁcient to power tactical vehicles, RES technology can provide power for other military needs currently receiving fossil fuel power. RES offer Commanders 5 viable sources of energy that can effectively augment, and in some cases replace, current fossil fuel generator systems. This beneﬁt could be of signiﬁcant strategic and tactical importance when operating in austere environments with asymmetrical, irregular warfare or to supply energy to a Forward Operating Base. The logistical burden of providing fuel to generators alone is staggering. A 60-kW generator consumes fuel at a rate of 4.5 gallons per hour for an annual total of well over 39,000 gallons. 6 If the price for fuel was only $2.15 per gallon, this single fossil fuel generator would cost in excess of $84,000 annually to operate. Furthermore, there is an additional cost to maintain and repair these generators. Depending on the size and energy demands of the Forward Operating Base, it is conceivable that a single Forward Operating Base could require approximately 5,400 gallons of fuel per 24 hours ~just under $5 million annually! to power communication systems, lighting, heating, air conditioning, and other soldiercomfort needs. Augmenting power generation services with RES could greatly decrease this fuel need and reduce the logistical burden caused by fueling current generator sets. RES could be used to power computers, power communication systems and radios, heat water, run medical equipment, recharge batteries, and generate power for a wide variety of morale, welfare, and recreation items for soldiers. Tactically, RES offer numerous advantages. RES decrease the need for fossil fuel, add power, decrease the logistical footprint, and are dependable, durable, and reliable. The use of lighter RES equipment requires fewer transportation assets. Through their quiet operation, RES enhance the unit’s stealth with noise reduction and loss of heat signature. RES use can become a force multiplier by enhancing maneuverability, ﬂexibility, mobility, interoperability, and agility. Communication lines are strengthened by decreasing the vulnerability, number, and frequency of convoys, thus increasing soldier safety. 7 Strategically, the use of RES strengthens national energy security and provides the Warﬁghter with energy necessary for Contingency Operations. RES use supports the “Army Posture Statement” and the “Army Strategy for the Environment” while saving money and conserving precious resources. If leaders are to be innovative, agile, versatile, and multi-skilled, adding RES to their arsenal will be a crucial step to meet the National Security Strategy and foster transformation throughout all levels of the US Army. Impediments to Implementation With all the identiﬁed beneﬁts of using RES, it is difﬁcult to understand why these systems are not used more often. The US Army continues to ﬁeld equipment, some of which was developed decades ago ~including energy systems!, that directly dictates current energy requirements, technology, and supply sources through fuel demands and system efﬁciencies or inefﬁciencies. In reality, impediments to the use of RES in Contingency Operations are vast and varied. Six key impediments could affect the Army’s increased use of RES. 8 They include: 1. Leadership Issues 2. Doctrine/Policy Issues 3. Institutional Perceptions 4. Acquisition Process 5. Renewable Energy Expertise 6. Financial Considerations Leadership issues regarding the use of RES exist throughout various levels of the Army, from senior leaders to lower enlisted soldiers. Simply put, the Army has failed to educate its leaders about RES. Many Commanders lack the conﬁdence, vision, and insight to effectively employ RES or understand how RES can impact the force structure. Furthermore, most junior soldiers are unaware of the various RES currently available that could be employed to improve and maintain operational effectiveness while decreasing the need for fossil based fuel. In addition, there is a deﬁnite lack of reported need for RES by senior leaders, Major Combatant Commanders, and leaders in line units. An extensive literature review resulted in only one Combatant Commander, Major General Zilmer, identifying a need for RES. 9 Unfortunately, there appears to be limited interest or command emphasis toward implementation of RES in Contingency Operations. There is little reference in Army doctrine and policy regarding RES use during Contingency Operations. What is mentioned appears outdated. Limited, if any, information is found in Army regulations, policies and procedures, technical manuals, supply and re-supply procedures, operations, or mission-essential task list requirements to use RES. Continued use of outdated doctrinal belief by Army leadership regarding traditional energy sources without serious consideration to the beneﬁts of RES signiﬁcantly limits options for efﬁcient means of generating, converting, and utilizing energy. No military service schools make reference to or incorporate use of RES in their various curriculums. General instruction at Basic Combat Training, Advanced Individual Training, Non-Commissioned Ofﬁcer Development Schools, Basic Ofﬁcer Leaders’ Course, and Captains’ Career Course, as well as Ofﬁcer and Non-Commissioned Ofﬁcer advanced education schools, fails to address RES. Institutional beliefs and stereotypes can only be changed with the infusion of new information on RES and their ability to enhance the mission. Current preconceived mindsets, established biases, and cultural issues about the Army’s “energy institution” must be overcome. Unrealistic thinking leads to the belief that there is and always will be an unlimited source of fossil fuel available for energy, wherever and whenever needed. What needs to be understood is that this energy comes at a price: the cost in dollars to purchase fuel, equipment to haul it, and vulnerability of soldiers assigned to convoys bringing fuel to run generators. 10 The Army acquisition process is a thorough system of checks and balances that ensures items meet a speciﬁc standard before being ﬁelded. This inevitably becomes a fairly lengthy process, typically taking up to 10 years or longer to complete. The acquisition process addresses design, development, and production of new systems, including modiﬁcations to existing systems that may require redesign of the system or subsystem. Time from onset of the project to ﬁelding of equipment varies greatly depending on multiple factors, including research and development, technology, or complexity of the system. RES are tested by manufacturers as part of their development process, yet still require extensive review and analysis through the acquisition process, delaying RES availability for soldier use. The Stryker vehicle is an excellent example of how a system can move quickly through a lengthy acquisition process, greatly decreasing the time it normally takes for equipment to be ﬁelded. Expediting the acquisition process without compromising program integrity, yet maintaining the efﬁciency of the RES, can be an effective solution to assigning a federal stock number to RES. Once RES have a federal stock number, they can be ordered, obtained, and maintained through supply channels. RES expertise in the Army is limited in terms of operation, maintenance, and repair. With the continued limited use of RES by the Army, it will be extremely difﬁcult, if not impossible, for the Army to develop experts in this area. There is skepticism by some that the industry is ready and able to produce sufﬁcient quantity and quality of deployable RES in a timely manner to meet military speciﬁcations. Having speciﬁcations clearly identiﬁed in military contracts will help overcome this skepticism. RES expertise ~similar to medical, linguistic, and electronic specialties! is most likely to increase as the Army increases its use of RES. Finally, there can be a fairly signiﬁcant initial ﬁnancial investment for RES. Although RES typically pay for themselves in a few years, payback can vary according to the conﬁguration of the individual system, when and where the system is deployed, the frequency and duration of system use, and the overall efﬁciency of a particular RES. Even with RES being initially more expensive than the purchase of a typical fuel generator, the payoff in the long run makes the investment worthwhile. At a cost ranging from hundreds to hundreds of thousands of dollars for various RES, this investment is signiﬁcantly more cost effective than the millions of dollars currently spent on fuel and equipment to run traditional generators for energy. Unfortunately, the legislative process gives mixed messages on the importance of using RES, as funding for their purchase and use is continually cut. 11 As the demand for RES increases, the cost for these systems will in turn decrease. If the Army were to become a major purchaser of RES, the cost for RES would certainly decrease due to the purchasing power of the Army. Increased demand for RES by the Army would signiﬁcantly leverage manufacturers to meet military demands and speciﬁcations, inﬂuence improvements in technology, increase availability of RES, promote greater system efﬁciency, and, thereby, increase the Army’s use of RES. Recommendations Leadership Although the use of RES in Contingency Operations is a new concept for the US Army and Department of Defense, the need for energy is not. Education and training on RES at all levels must be emphasized and will be crucial to overcome preconceived ideas about what RES can and cannot do. The current mindset and culture regarding the use of renewable energy, or the lack thereof, must change. The strategic importance of secure energy cannot be overstated and is a leadership challenge of the future. RES need integration at the strategic and operational level, and continued research and development on RES is a necessity that must be a priority for Army sustainability. Establishing and implementing an RES Command may be beneﬁcial to address and inﬂuence policy and funding issues. Key Army leaders, as well as the joint operation community, have a responsibility to make appropriate changes in doctrine, organization, leadership, training and education, personnel systems, and unit equipment to address various solutions regarding the importance of RES use. Greater understanding of RES will drive Commanders and leaders at all levels to incorporate RES into operational planning at the earliest stages in order to enhance mission execution. Doctrine/Policy Changes in doctrine and updates in policy regarding RES are overdue. New concept plans must be developed with emphasis on changing current military doctrine to include use of RES. Research and development will continue to drive strategies for better implementation of RES. In turn, RES will require a federal stock number and table of organizational equipment authorization for incorporation into the military supply system. Institutional Perception Skill sets of the soldier will need to include the use of RES at the earliest opportunity. Basic Combat Training, Advanced Individual Training, Warrior Leadership Course, Basic Ofﬁcer Leaders’ Course, Captains’ Career Course, and Senior Ofﬁcer and Enlisted Service Schools are examples of opportunities for soldier education on RES. In addition, Common Task Training, Field Training Exercise, and Joint Training events must include planning for and use of RES. With an atypical, asymmetrical battle space, it will become crucial for leaders to be future and system thinkers yet understand the importance of taking every opportunity to use RES to their fullest extents. If the Army ﬁghts as it trains, then it must train with RES to ensure proper application of these systems, gain soldier knowledge and competence in their use, and maintain ongoing soldier proﬁciency. Commanders including RES as part of the unit’s mission-essential task list further emphasize the importance of their roles to the soldier and the mission. Clear lines of responsibility and requirements for RES use must be openly articulated up and down the chain of command to achieve the greatest success in incorporating RES into Contingency Operation missions. Acquisition Process In order to bring RES to the Warﬁghter earlier, improvement must occur within the acquisition process. Because most of the RES research and development occurs by the manufacturer, an expeditious process should be in place to acknowledge the scientiﬁc testing and work already completed. It may be advantageous to expedite the acquisition process to ﬁeld test RES in Contingency Operation settings similar to the course of action completed with the Stryker vehicles. This could reduce or eliminate additional RES research and development needed by the Army, resulting in expediting the acquisition process to more quickly move RES to the ﬁeld. Expertise It may be advantageous to change the perception of RES from an “environmental beneﬁt” to enhancing War ﬁght capacity. Although RES minimize pollution and are environmentally friendly, their primary function is to provide Commanders with a viable, dependable energy source with a signiﬁcant reduction in the need for fossil fuel. This can help to remove many associated fossil fuel burdens ~cost, transportation, storage, soldier exposureto improvised explosive device attack during convoys, etc.!. RES enhance combat readiness and effectiveness by decreasing logistical support, thereby augmenting the Commander’s Warﬁghting capability. Furthermore, using RES enhances force protection posture for Commanders and increases soldier safety. RES can be attractive for future recruiting. As RES are implemented, the need for RES specialists grows. RES skill sets are marketable to the private sector as well. Funding Appropriate funding for the purchase of RES, along with further research and development, is crucial. Allocating $23 million for RES and having this cut to $3 million can only be described as unacceptable. If the US Army is to make a serious effort to decrease its dependence on fossil fuel, it must budget for and procure RES as aggressively as it does other soldier systems. Without this commitment, little will change. Soldiers will continue to be in harm’s way with convoy duty, millions of gallons of fossil fuel will be used to power generators, and billions of dollars will be spent on less efﬁcient energy systems. Sustainability Initial planning for use of RES with forward base camp operations will be a vital component of Contingency Operations, as Commanders can expect logistical lines to be strained at times and host nation support to be limited. RES can greatly impact sustainability needs, including heat and electricity for tents, hot water for showers and mess needs, and decreased environmental degradation through stewardship and responsibility. Use of RES offers solutions to Commanders for decreasing fuel needs, while enhancing the capability of their units. Conclusion The need for dependable, secure energy is a national security issue. It is very clear that the US Army will most certainly require energy as a vital resource to accomplish its mission. As the world oil supply continues to diminish, oil prices continually rise, and the demand for energy grows at an ever increasing rate, energy ~or the lack thereof! will undoubtedly inﬂuence many aspects of military operations. RES are not a one-size-ﬁts-all option intended to be the ultimate replacement of current energy sources. Rather, RES can effectively augment current energy systems and are viable, efﬁcient energy systems that can help provide the Warﬁghter with abundant energy. RES use can enhance maneuverability, mobility, survivability, and sustainability. Use of RES will improve stealth, yet decrease detection, fuel storage, transportation needs, and waste. Lighter systems equate to fewer assets required to transport energy producing systems. The logistical footprint is signiﬁcantly decreased due to a lower fuel demand and communication lines become more secure. RES can increase energy efﬁciency, promote energy security, improve soldier safety, and reduce dependence on fossil fuels. Use of RES helps Commanders focus their attentions on mission priorities rather than on the transportation of fuel or exposure of soldiers to hazards from improvised explosive device attacks. RES have the unique ability to offer Commanders important characteristics that fossil fuels lack, at a price fossil fuels can no longer provide. Establishing and implementing an integrated, cross-functional approach to prov i de re commenda t ions for the r i g ht training, education, and direction in the use of RES is paramount to the Army. Changes in current and future doctrine, along with policy emphasis on employment of RES, are overdue. RES systems not only increase soldier safety through reduction of the logistical footprint, they also serve to save equipment, save money, help preserve natural resources, demonstrate environmental stewardship, and greatly reduce the Army’s reliance on fossil fuels. The old proverb is true: “If we continue to do what we have always done, we will continue to get what we have always gotten”—dependence on foreign oil when tha t dependence i s no long e r sustainable.


China rise won’t be hostile 
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When Hu Jintao took over as the leader of China in 2002, U.S. companies welcomed his accession as a “good sign for American business.” Political analysts described Hu as a fourth-generation member of the Communist party leadership who might very well turn out to be a “closet liberal.” Playing it safe, the media tended to portray him as a pragmatic enigma. In the wake of 9/11 and high-level cooperation on counter-terrorism, Hu proved to be a reliable U.S. partner, prompting Colin Powell to remark in 2003 that U.S.-China relations were the best since 1972. It didn’t take long, however, before the media and the punditry turned sour on Hu. By 2005, The Economist was labeling him a “conservative authoritarian” for tightening party discipline and cracking down on intellectuals. Hu also came under fire for holding firm against the United States around disputes over trade, currency, intellectual property, and human rights. On counter-terrorism, U.S.-Chinese interests converged. But on this issue and most others, Hu turned out not to be a closet liberal at all. And when it came to prosecuting the “global war on terror,” the Bush administration didn’t want a liberal. Now, with China gearing up for another leadership transition, Hu’s putative successor Xi Jinping has embarked on his own grand tour of the United States. As with Hu, Western sources admit that they don’t know very much about Xi beyond his generally “pro-business” approach. He has a celebrity wife; he doesn’t like corruption; he’s a basketball fan. His father was a Party loyalist until he began to sympathize with the Tiananmen Square protestors. Aside from these tidbits, journalists have been forced to sift through Xi’s U.S. appearances – his meetings with the Obama administration, his return to the Iowa town he visited 25 years ago, his attendance at an LA Lakers game – for clues to the new Chinese leader’s true political nature. Xi Jinping did what he could to frustrate the media. He was careful to tailor his remarks in Washington to satisfy both his Western hosts and his colleagues back home. So, for instance, he spoke of U.S.-Chinese relations as an "unstoppable river that keeps surging ahead" and of Beijing’s willingness to engage with Washington on a broad agenda of issues from counter-terrorism to North Korea. At the same time he was careful to warn his hosts to “respect the interests and the concerns of China.” This latter point, that China has its own national interests, invariably eludes Western observers no matter how often Chinese leaders repeat it. Sure, a Chinese leader might like American basketball or admire American business. But the essential fact is that he leads a political, economic, and military apparatus dedicated to preserving itself and the country’s territorial integrity. The same can be said for the leaders of most countries, including the United States. Certainly no one in Beijing expects the 2012 U.S. elections to produce an American president who embraces state capitalism, a global trade order that disproportionately favors Chinese economic growth, or a ceding of U.S. military position in the Pacific to the up-and-coming superpower. And yet for some bizarre reason, U.S. observers expect the latest Chinese leader to suddenly tear off his clothes and reveal a Captain America suit underneath. China’s national interests are perhaps most visibly on display around security issues. During the early Hu years, the discussion in the West centered on China’s “peaceful rise.” More recently, the talk has gotten darker, as pessimists point to China’s recent purchase of an old Ukrainian aircraft carrier, its ambitions in the South China Sea, its confrontation with Japan over the disputed Senkaku/Diaoyu islands, and of course its increased spending on the military. By 2015, according to IHS Jane’s, Chinese military spending will reach $238 billion, more than all the projected spending in the Asian region as a whole. But there are no real indications that Beijing has abandoned its “peaceful rise” approach. The refurbished aircraft carrier is not terribly impressive (particularly compared to the U.S. Navy’s 10 modern vessels). South Korea and Japan have a similar row over a disputed island, which might lead to the conclusion that it’s Japan, not China, that’s abandoning its “peaceful rise.” China’s claims to islands in the South China Sea, however dubious, are longstanding and date back to the pre-communist era. And it’s been more than 30 years since China has conducted a significant military intervention overseas, an overall pattern of risk-averse behavior it shows no sign of abandoning. In any case, what might tip the region into conflict is not China’s territorial ambitions but climate change. “As sea temperatures in the South China Sea continue to rise, large quantities of fish will migrate north into even more heavily disputed waters,” writes Foreign Policy In Focus (FPIF) contributor Derek Bolton in Shifting Winds in the South China Sea. “As fishermen are forced to follow suit, the probability of future confrontations will increase, raising the likelihood of a more serious conflict.”The United States, meanwhile, continues to outspend China militarily by at least five-fold and is in the midst of a “Pacific pivot” to reorient its security policy away from the Middle East and toward Asia. Increased U.S. military cooperation with Australia, the Philippines, and even Vietnam makes China nervous. China’s increased military spending is not a happy sign, but the leadership believes it has a long way to go before achieving even rough parity with its major rival. The overarching priorities of Chinese leaders remain nationalist: to keep a vast and fractious country together, maintain influence in Taiwan, and ensure a steady supply of energy through its neighboring regions to sustain high levels of economic growth. Hu and now Xi consistently tell their U.S. interlocutors that closer U.S.-Chinese relations are possible and desirable as long as Washington recognizes these national imperatives.



BOSTROM CONCLUDES US-RUSSIA WAR WON’T CAUSE EXTINCTION
Bostrom 7 (Nick, Ph.D. Professor of Applied Ethics at Oxford University, and the Director of the Oxford Future of Humanity Institute, “The Future of Humanity”, No specific date 2007, http://www.fhi.ox.ac.uk/__data/assets/pdf_file/0007/10222/future_of_humanity.pdf)
 
Extinction risks constitute an especially severe subset of what could go badly wrong for humanity. There are many possible global catastrophes that would causeimmense worldwide damage, maybe even the collapse of modern civilization, yet fall short of terminating the human species. An all-out nuclear war between Russia and the United States might be an example of a global catastrophe that would be unlikely to result in extinction. A terrible pandemic with high virulence and 100% mortality rate among infected individuals might be another example: if some groups of humans could successfully quarantine themselves before being exposed, human extinction could be avoided even if, say, 95% or more of the world’s population succumbed. What distinguishes extinction and other existential catastrophes is that a comeback is impossible. A non-existential disaster causing the breakdown of global civilization is, from the perspective of humanity as a whole, a potentially recoverable setback: a giant massacre for man, a small misstep for mankind. 

Alt cause- inflation- outweighs
Golubkova, 10-2 -- Reuters 
(Katya, "Russian inflation a concern, growth on track -Putin," Reuters, 10-2-12, uk.reuters.com/article/2012/10/02/uk-russia-economy-putin-idUKBRE8910PX20121002, accessed 10-6-12, mss) 

Inflation, currently exceeding the 6 percent year-end target, poses a greater risk than an economic slowdown, a senior central banker said, signalling that interest rates could go up as soon as this week. Russia roiled world markets in 2010 when it slapped a year-long ban on grain exports after severe drought destroyed a third of its crops. A fierce debate continues in government circles over whether a similar step is justified now. Putin, addressing an investor conference in Moscow on Tuesday, blamed rising prices largely on bad harvests in major grain exporters including the United States. "This is having a significant effect on the situation inside our country - grain prices are, after all, rising here. I have, by the way, drawn the attention of the government to this," he told the conference, hosted by investment bank VTB Capital. "Last year and the year before, we reacted quite energetically to this with the help of our stocks of grain reserves. We need to think about what to do regarding this." The government's farm policy chief, Deputy Prime Minister Arkady Dvorkovich, has ruled out restrictions on grain exports or any special export tariffs. Russia's government agricultural commission, headed by Dvorkovich, this week will consider a possible start of grain sales from the government's intervention stocks. But other officials say that export limits will be needed, possibly from next year, if wheat shipments continue on a large scale. Russia has emerged in recent years as the world's third-largest grain exporter. SUPPLY SHOCK? Economists say that while a food price shock partly explains the rise in Russia's inflation rate to 6.3 percent as of mid-September, policy decisions that predated Putin's return to the Kremlin this year have also played a part. While still prime minister, Putin ordered a delay to hikes in household utility charges until after the March presidential election, causing inflation to rise at mid-year. Higher pre-election spending has also pumped cash into the economy.
Euro crisis
Deutsche Welle, 9-12 
("DW survey: Russians fear spread of euro crisis," 9-12-12, l/n, accessed 10-6-12, mss)

Russians are concerned the euro crisis could trigger their own debt crisis. According to DW-Trend, Russian economic instabilty could spark increased protests across the country. Almost two-thirds (63 percent) of Russians fear the European debt crisis could trigger an economic crisis in Russia, according to the latest DW-Trend on Russia. The poll, which surveyed 1000 Russians from 20 August to 3 September 2012, was conducted by the Ukraine office of the IFAK institute for marketing and polling.


Zero risk of Russian expansionism
Trenin ‘11 – director of the Carnegie Moscow Center, chairs the Research Council and the Foreign and Security Policy Program, former member of the Russian armed forces (Dmitri, 10/17. “RIP Russian Empire.” http://carnegieendowment.org/2011/10/17/rip-russian-empire/5z44)

There will be no return to the Russian Empire. The Russian Empire is dead, never to return. It’s a museum. It’s history. To some people, it’s a source of glory, like people in the United Kingdom who think about the glorious days of the British Empire. There are Russians who recall their empiric past with a lot of pride. And indeed, empires historically have contributed to human advancement in various ways. Of course they were oppressive creatures and in the long run unsustainable. But that’s a different story. So there is no return. There is no will and there are no resources. The world has turned far from where it was when the Soviet Empire, which is the historical empire of Russia, collapsed twenty years ago. The interesting thing though, if you listen to what a lot of people in Russia and in neighboring countries—from Tallinn to Tbilisi—are saying, they are still talking as if the empire were there or about to be resurrected. For some people, I think this is what they actually feel. For other people, this is something that they believe could be useful. But my judgment is clear. There’s no Russian Empire and it’s not coming back.


Negotiations solve
Chicago Tribune 4 (10-15, Lexis)

China and Russia settled the last of their decades-old border disputes Thursday during a visit to Beijing by President Vladimir Putin, signing an agreement fixing their 2,700-mile-long border for the first time.  The struggle over border areas resulted in violent clashes in the 1960s and 1970s, when strained Sino-Soviet relations were at their most acrimonious, feeding fears abroad that the conflict could erupt into nuclear war.  Beijing and Moscow had reached agreements on individual border sections as relations warmed in the past decade. But a stretch of river and islands along China's northeastern border with Russia's Far East had remained in dispute. 


