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Introduction
The 2021-2022 Foreign Policy topic offers an opportunity to explore the dynamic of two countries which hold significant importance to international affairs yet have been given little attention in policy debate topics. The dynamic of India and Pakistan is a rich one worth exploring especially given the recent volatile nature of the relationship. 
India has only made a single appearance in any of the resolutions from high school or college (1992-1993 RESOLVED: "That the United States should substantially change its development and assistance policies toward one or more of the following nations: Afghanistan, Bangladesh, Burma, Bhutan, India, Nepal, Pakistan, Sri Lanka."). Even less consideration has been given to Pakistan as a relevant subject of discussion within the community. 
The importance of these countries cannot be understated. India itself is the largest democracy in the world and acts as regional superpower within the South Asian region. It also has one of the largest and fastest growing populations in the world. The long history of disputes with Pakistan are well known, especially conflict surrounding Kashmir. Tensions dating back decades continue to this day constantly reshaping and reforming to fit the modern era. 
India and Pakistan play significant roles in regional diplomacy. The United States and India maintain very similar strategic interests economically, militarily, and philosophically. There are several avenues through which India and the United States may expand their economic interests such as trade, foreign direct investment, and economic partnerships. The United States and India share a mutual desire to maintain the balance of power against China in the region. Ties between the Modi and Trump administrations have been steadily working to further this common strategic goal. India, as the largest democracy in the world, continues efforts to expand those democratic values to neighboring countries in the region and maintains itself as an essential ally to the United States and other western democracies. 
India/Pakistani relations witnessed a sharp downturn throughout 2019 with tensions steadily continuing to rise. The conflict in Kashmir has seen an increase in border skirmishes, attacks, and other offensive actions undertaken by each country. As these conflicts continue to escalate, the United States has had a precarious role in attempting to mitigate these hot spots. India and Pakistan both seek to reinforce their supply of arms in order to increase military readiness against the other. This has led to a regional arms race that has only served to increase tensions. Proxy militant groups have sprung up continuously in Kashmir acting in the interests of either country and further escalating the conflict. 
Both India and Pakistan are hugely influential in the region that are continuing to grow on the global stage. The tense relations between India and Pakistan affect almost every aspect of the average citizen’s lives. The conflict is ingrained into their economies, militaries, and cultures. What emerges from this conflict reverberates throughout the region and has the capacity to improve or harm the material conditions of the average citizen. 
	U.S. and Indian relations are currently very stable. President Trump’s recent trip to India fostered goodwill between himself and Prime Minister Modi, with the potential for further diplomatic action in the future. The United States and India continue to maintain economic ties through trade and other foreign assistance without any sign of slowing down. Furthermore, the United States’ military goals in the area remain aligned with India’s. As relations with China continue to deteriorate amid trade disputes and a global pandemic, the United States continues to seek ways to undercut the influence of China in the South Asian region, of which India remains the lynchpin for. 
	The United States and Pakistan continue to maintain a military alliance in their efforts to defeat terrorism around the globe. At the start of the Trump administration, the President maintained heavy criticism of Pakistan, but that seems to have dissipated following diplomatic visits in 2019. Much of the United States’ diplomatic efforts in the country seem to be focused on ending ongoing conflict with the Taliban as well the U.S. Military’s role in and near Afghanistan rather than resolving a potential impending crisis in Kashmir. With Pakistan as a crucial ally in the conflict in Afghanistan, the United States has taken a much softer approach to relations rather than risk losing a key ally in the region.  
	As both countries maintain steady relationships with the United States, this creates ample opportunity for the United States to act as a intermediary between the two and continue healing the divide through any number of potential efforts. The United States as a peacemaker is not unprecedented due to its hegemonic power and influence. While conflict resolution has typically taken the form of hard power throughout U.S. history, the United States has also used its diplomatic tools to assist in resolving conflicts, most notably Bill Clinton’s attempts to resolve the Israeli-Palestinian conflict in the 1990’s. 
	These factors combine to create a rich tapestry of international affairs that would serve to educate debaters on a variety of geopolitical topics. The potential for India and Pakistani-specific education here should be considered given how the unique history and politics of this region continue to effect a large region of the world.

Argument Potential
Sphere of Influence Arguments:
Russia and China both maintain an interest in gaining more regional influence in South Asia. Depending on the topic wording, there is ample ground for Diplomacy related Advantages and Disadvantages involving the United States maintaining its sphere of influence in the region. This may be affected by the results of the presidential elections in 2020 and could significantly steer the topic ground in one direction or other. The ingrained role of hegemony and multilateralism within foreign relations will provide ground for both the affirmative and negative.

Economic Engagement:
	As India continues to develop, it maintains steady growth in the areas of nuclear energy, agriculture, and manufacturing. These industries’ continued growth creates the potential for further trade ties to the United States presenting ample ground for economy and trade advantages for various affirmatives. It’s development into nuclear technology particularly creates potential for clean energy affirmatives that address climate change. 

Humanitarian Aid/Foreign Direct Investment:
	The United States has historically served as a model for how other countries effectively use foreign aid to accomplish the hared objectives of the sender and the recipient. As the U.S. is the largest distributor of foreign aid throughout the world, it is often held up as the standard bearer of what to do and what not to do. A topic discussing the intricacies of increasing foreign aid development in India and Pakistan would serve to offer new lessons in this area of study. 

Kashmir Conflict:
	The ongoing dispute between India and Pakistan has its roots in the independence movement mid 1900’s. After the Indian colony was divided between Muslim majority Pakistan and Hindu majority India, the area of Kashmir became disputed due to its largely mixed demographics. The region has become the stasis point for conflict between the two countries. A diplomatic effort by the United States to resolve this conflict presents a variety of ways the United states could act to resolve this conflict. This creates not only a high potential for affirmative ground, but also negative as the differing approaches present varying challenges due to the volatile nature of the situation. This would provide a plethora of rich situations that would grant better education on conflict resolution in international relations.

International Politics:
Prime Minister Modi has gained increased popularity in India from the increased perception of combatting terrorism, regardless of the military efficacy of the tactical missions being pursued. The current leadership of India and Pakistan provides more potential ground for arguments based around how those leaders will affect diplomatic engagement. The nature of the relationship between the Modi and Trump administration as well as the potential to be affected by the 2020 elections could provide more negative ground against diplomatic engagement. 

Ethnic and Religious Differences:
	India and Pakistan both possess unique demographics. Pakistan’s religious divisions lie between fundamentalist and secular sects of Islam. As the United States and Pakistan continue to battle terrorism in the region, this distinction becomes ever pervasive. India is one of the most diverse countries in the world. While it is Hindu majority, several varying religious and ethnic populations cohabitate within the country which often leads to conflicts. In addition to this, the ever-pervasive caste system still maintains influence with India, breeding artificial inequalities between many citizens. These all present excellent starting points for critical theory and critical race arguments that debaters may delve into in their research. 

Distribution of Ground:
Due to the variety of potential topics related to each suggested resolution, there are numerous types of potential affirmatives and negative ground that stems from those subjects. Military aid topics will include affirmatives that support either Pakistan or India either fighting the Taliban, affecting the conflict in Kashmir, or maintaining the balance of power in the region. Economic engagement topics will have affirmatives that range between the varying emerging industries within India and Pakistan including clean energy, agriculture, and manufacturing. Diplomatic engagement affs will include resolving existing conflicts between India and Pakistan such as in Kashmir as well as other potential hot spots. 
As for the negative, each topic’s subject matter includes several alternatives that can breed lucrative counterplan ground. For the status quo, many economic and diplomatic disadvantages could be used in applicable topic subjects. The region itself provides unique alternative perspectives on critical theory which can steer critique ground into new and educational directions. 
Each topic provides a breadth of argument potential for both the affirmative and negative. For all diplomacy topics, the approach to getting both countries to the table presents unique mechanisms the negative can explore faults in not often discussed in traditional policy debate. The complexity of India and Pakistan’s relationship will provide an in depth topic for debaters to immerse themselves in as they become experts on the subject. Economic and military topics are included in this as they affect the relations of the United states, India, and Pakistan. 
India and Pakistan present a unique subject for debaters to learn about at an intimate level. Recent events have seen the conflict in Kashmir grow more volatile as time goes on. In addition to that, the United States remains diplomatically joined to both nations. India in particular, as the largest and fastest growing democracy in the world, has received little attention from debate topics in decades. India and Pakistan are topic areas that debate has not tapped into substantively. A focused topic between these two countries would provide a variety of military, economic, diplomatic, and philosophical areas for debaters to engage in. Their importance to U.S. international strategy as well as their status in the region make this topic both sweeping and specific. 




Suggested Resolutions:
The United States federal government should substantially increase its diplomatic efforts to peacefully resolve the Kashmir Conflict.

The United States federal government should substantially increase its efforts to foster relations between India and Pakistan.

The United States federal government should substantially increase diplomatic cooperation between India and Pakistan. 

The United States federal government should substantially increase its foreign policy engagement towards the governments of India and/or Pakistan.

The United States federal government should substantially increase its military engagement with India and/or Pakistan.

The United States federal government should substantially increase its economic engagement with India and/or Pakistan.

The United States federal government should substantially increase its humanitarian assistance toward India and/or Pakistan.







Definitions
Diplomatic Engagement
Negotiations between nations
Meriam-Webster 20 (https://www.merriam-webster.com/dictionary/diplomatic)
“of, relating to, or concerned with the art and practice of conducting negotiations between nations

"Diplomatic" or "Diplomatic Engagement"
Crocker 09 (Terms of Engagement By Chester A. Crocker The New York Times 9-13, 2009 https://www.nytimes.com/2009/09/14/opinion/14crocker.html )
Engagement is not normalization, and its goal is not improved relations. The goal of engagement is to change the other country’s perception of its own interests and realistic options and, hence, to modify its policies and its behavior.

Diplomatic Relations
U.S.Legal  https://definitions.uslegal.com/d/diplomatic-relations/ (How to cite?)
Diplomatic relations refers to the customary diplomatic intercourse between nations. It involves permanent contact and communication between sovereign countries. As a part of the diplomatic relations two countries send diplomats to work in each other’s country and to deal with each other formally.









Foreign Policy
General Objectives that guide a state’s actions
Encyclopedia Brittanica 2015 "Foreign Policy | Political Science." Encyclopedia Britannica Online. Encyclopedia Britannica, n.d. Web. 27 Apr. 2015. . 
Foreign policy, General objectives that guide the activities and relationships of one state in its interactions with other states. The development of foreign policy is influenced by domestic considerations, the policies or behavior of other states, or plans to advance specific geopolitical designs. Leopold von Ranke emphasized the primacy of geography and external threats in shaping foreign policy, but later writers emphasized domestic factors. Diplomacy is the tool of foreign policy, and war, alliances, and international trade may all be manifestations of it.
Foreign Policy = Safeguarding Citizens
https://marketbusinessnews.com/financial-glossary/foreign-policy/
Foreign policy or foreign relations refers to how a government deals with other countries. We also call it foreign affairs policy. Foreign policy includes such matters as trade and defense. The government chooses its foreign affairs policy to safeguard the interests of the nation and its citizens. Put simply; it is the strategy that the government adopts in dealing with other countries.

The Emergence of Foreign Policy Halvard Leira 05 February 2019 International Studies Quarterly, Volume 63, Issue 1, March 2019, Pages 187–198, https://doi.org/10.1093/isq/sqy049
The discipline of international relations offers two different takes on “foreign policy.” First, it sees foreign policy as carrying a self-evident meaning: as an abstract expression of relations between political entities: “Broadly interpreted, foreign policy is about the fundamental issue of how organized groups, at least in part strangers to each other, interrelate” (Hill 2003, xvii). Such definitions render foreign policy as an analytic concept that transcends particular historical periods or kinds of political communities. It is always distinct, and essentially different, from other forms of policy. Second, critics of this account suggest that foreign policy provides one of the key ways in which the political Self is differentiated from the Other: “Foreign policy was not a bridge between two distinct realms, but something that both divided and joined the inside and the outside, the state and the interstate system” (Campbell 1998, 60). In this understanding, foreign policy emerged sometime during the seventeenth century. It was producer, and the product, of the modern state and state system.




Economic Engagement
Resnik, 1 – Assistant Professor of Political Science at Yeshiva University (Evan, Journal of International Affairs, “Defining Engagement” v54, n2, political science complete)
Engagement is a quintessential exchange relationship: the target state wants the prestige and material resources that would accrue to it from increased contacts with the sender state, while the sender state seeks to modify the domestic and/or foreign policy behavior of the target state. 

Department of State 09 https://2001-2009.state.gov/e/eeb/92986.htm
Total Economic Engagement seeks to integrate and coordinate all U.S. economic instruments and programs into our regional and country strategies. The Bureau of Economic, Energy and Business Affairs’ (EEB) broad cross-section of economic disciplines, interagency contacts, and expertise in such areas as trade, finance, energy, development, transportation, and telecommunications help ensure this coordination.

https://www.researchgate.net/publication/290939995_The_strategy_of_economic_engagement_Theory_and_practice
Economic engagement is not simply synonymous with economic appeasement. Yet we must also appreciate the difficult conditions that must be met for economic-engagement strategies to succeed. Success requires the precise manipulation of domestic political forces in the target state. It requires some ability to control the effects of interdependence. It requires that domestic politics and the foreign policy of a target state be linked in predictable and desirable ways. And the success of this strategy requires the effective management of domestic political constraints in the sanctioning state. 








Military Engagement
DOD Dictionary https://www.jcs.mil/Portals/36/Documents/Doctrine/pubs/dictionary.pdf?fbclid=IwAR0Xx0oFgx5jjcyFoBhBeHmlyYtr4AB2ekVVk7AQqX8t9RDrwgk5e105hZM
military engagement — Routine contact and interaction between individuals or elements of the Armed Forces of the United States and those of another nation’s armed forces, or foreign and domestic civilian authorities or agencies to build trust and confidence, share information, coordinate mutual activities, and maintain influence. (JP 3-0) DOD Dictionary
Policy Dictionary https://www.definitions.net/definition/military+engagement
military engagement
Routine contact and interaction between individuals or elements of the Armed Forces of the United States and those of another nation.














Humanitarian Aide
Congressional Research Service 2019 April 16, 2019. “Foreign Aid: An Introduction to U.S. Programs
and Policy.” https://fas.org/sgp/crs/row/R40213.pdf

For FY2017, obligations for humanitarian assistance programs amounted to $8.9 billion, 18% of total assistance. Unlike development assistance programs, which are often viewed as long-term efforts that may have the effect of preventing future crises from emerging, humanitarian assistance programs are devoted largely to the immediate alleviation of human suffering in emergencies, both natural and man-made, as well as problems resulting from conflict associated with failed or failing states. The largest portion of humanitarian assistance is managed through the International Disaster Assistance (IDA) account by USAID, which provides relief and rehabilitation efforts to victims of man-made and natural disasters, such as the economic and social dislocations caused by the 2014/2015 Ebola epidemic, and the ongoing crises in Syria, South Sudan, Yemen, and Venezuela. A portion of IDA is used for food assistance through the Emergency Food Security Program. Additional humanitarian assistance goes to programs administered by the State Department and funded under the Migration and Refugee Assistance (MRA) and the Emergency Refugee and Migration Assistance (ERMA) accounts, aimed at addressing the needs of refugees and internally displaced persons. These accounts support a number of refugee relief organizations, including the U.N. High Commission for Refugees and the International Committee of the Red Cross. The Department of Defense provides disaster relief under the Overseas Humanitarian, Disaster, and Civic Assistance (OHDACA) account of the DOD appropriations. (For further information on humanitarian programs, see CRS In Focus IF10568, Overview of the Global Humanitarian and Displacement Crisis, by Rhoda Margesson.) The bulk of FFP Title II Agriculture appropriations—$1.3 billion in obligations, about 75% of total Food for Peace Act in FY2017—are used by USAID, mostly to purchase U.S. agricultural commodities, for emergency needs, supplementing both refugee and disaster programs.12 (For more information on food aid programs, see CRS Report R45422, U.S. International Food Assistance: An Overview, by Alyssa R. Casey.)

Humanitarian Policy Group 2018 November, 2018. “Humanitarian action and foreign policy.” https://www.odi.org/sites/odi.org.uk/files/resource-documents/12528.pdf

Western donors that are part of the OECD DAC generally follow the Good Humanitarian Donorship (GHD) definition of humanitarian action: Humanitarian action includes the protection of civilians and those no longer taking part in hostilities, and the provision of food, water and sanitation, shelter, health services and other items of assistance, undertaken for the benefit of affected people and to facilitate the return to normal lives and livelihoods.








https://www.alnap.org/help-library/defining-humanitarian-aid
Humanitarian action is intended to “save lives, alleviate suffering and maintain human dignity during and after man-made crises and disasters caused by natural hazards, as well as to prevent and strengthen preparedness for when such situations occur”. Furthermore, humanitarian action should be governed by the key humanitarian principles of: humanity, impartiality, neutrality and independence.
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