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1AC – Yemeni Women

The protests against Saleh create an opportunity to gain tribal and opposition support for greater women’s participation in politics

Almasmari and  Jamjoom 11

(Hakim Almasmari and Mohammed Jamjoom, “Yemeni women: President is degrading us”, CNN.com, April 16, http://articles.cnn.com/2011-04-16/world/yemen.women.protesters_1_amal-basha-yemeni-women-jawf?_s=PM:WORLD)

"Saleh has finally shown the world his real face and his hatred against women," said Karman, a leading member of Islah, the largest opposition party in Yemen.  "Women have ruled Yemen on numerous occasions throughout Yemen's history," she said. "That is why he has tried to oppress women for the 33 years he has been in power."  The government said protesters "misused" Saleh's comments, prompted by a belief that the opposition was using women and youth to promote their own agenda, and not the greater good of Yemen.  "Saleh is the first to support women's rights and has always shown interest in involving women in Yemeni politics," said Zaid Thari, a senior member of the ruling General People's Congress party. "Saleh was advising protesters and not acting against women in specific."  Anti-government demonstrators in Yemen have been calling for reforms and the ouster of Saleh for many weeks. Recently, women have shown their faces in greater numbers.  They took to the streets in 10 provinces Saturday, holding firm on their demands that Saleh step down. Karman said Saleh is scared he will be known as the leader overthrown by women.  Another prominent activist, Amal Basha, said it was Saleh who was using religion to prevent women's participation.  "I consider women protesters here as if they are doing holy work, a holy job," Basha said. "Why is he (Saleh) trying to demonize and undermine what they are doing? Saleh uses religion to give himself legitimacy and support his policies."  Yemen's largest opposition bloc rejected Saleh's stance against women. The Joint Meeting Parties said Islam grants women more rights.  "Saleh's comments against the purity of women protesters are a clear indication that his oppressive regime does not respect any rights of expression and wants women to be led by men at all times," said Mohammed Sabri, a senior bloc official.  Even the conservative tribal coalition of Mareb and Jawf warned Saleh against attacking women's rights, saying that tribal culture has always given women the right to lead if they so desire.  "Women ruled Yemen numerous times in the past with success," said Ali Obaid, a senior member of the coalition. "Yemeni women lead the Yemeni revolution and men follow." 

1AC – Yemeni Women

US support for increased women’s representation in Yemeni government is necessary for any future reform.  Only acting now will prevent retrenchment.

IFES 11

(International Foundation for Electoral Systems, “New Challenges, Opportunities for Women’s Political Participation in the Middle East”, August 16, http://www.ifes.org/Content/Publications/News-in-Brief/2011/August/New-Challenges-Opportunities-for-Womens-Political-Participation-in-the-Middle-East.aspx?p=1)

As popular movements across the Middle East and North Africa open doors for new voices to join the political process, women have an unprecedented chance to redefine their roles in government and society. IFES Senior Research Specialist Rola Abdul-Latif and Deputy Director for Europe and Asia Vasu Mohan shed light on some of the challenges and opportunities facing women in the region during InterAction’s Forum 2011 on Aug. 12 in Washington.  Mohan opened the panel discussion by saying the ongoing changes in the region offer a chance for international organizations to evaluate their activities and perspective on gender equality. He emphasized that equality is not only a women’s issue and that protecting human dignity and fundamental rights “begins with us.”  Abdul-Latif shared findings from the Status of Women in the Middle East and North Africa (SWMENA) project, highlighting striking opinion data collected on women’s political and civil participation and legal rights in Lebanon, Morocco and Yemen. Although a majority of women polled in all three countries said they would support women as political candidates, Abdul-Latif said, large percentages of those same women believe men make better political leaders. This belief was shared by 46 percent of women in Lebanon, 35 percent in Morocco and 85 percent in Yemen.  Mohan and Abdul-Latif were joined on the panel by Yemeni gender specialist Rana Jarhum and Carla Koppell, senior coordinator of the United States Agency for International Development’s Office of Gender Equality and Women’s Empowerment.  Jarhum outlined the three top priorities for women in Yemeni society: participation in political dialogue; a minimum representation of 30 percent in political bodies; and equality in all aspects of life that is guaranteed by the constitution. She said the most important challenge facing Yemeni women in the coming months will be to take full advantage of the window of opportunity for reform brought about by the struggle for political change. If the “heroic role” of women is not recognized now, she said, all efforts at further reform may be threatened.  Koppell stressed the importance of women gaining political power and representation internationally, reminding the audience that democracy is incomplete without equal participation from men and women and highlighting the perspectives women can bring to power. Women political leaders invest resources differently, assert a different set of priorities in government and tend to promote nonviolence in conflict resolution. To continue enhancing their political roles and avoid the kind of retrenchment that already has taken place in Egypt, women must continue to challenge the views that many in the Middle East consider cultural norms, she said.   All four panelists agreed that formal guarantees of representation such as equal rights laws, gender quotas in government and constitutional protections are needed to secure women’s involvement in a successful democratic transition. 

1AC – Yemeni Women

US assistance is effective in promoting reform in Yemen.  We must increase assistance now for women to gain lasting improvements from the Arab Spring.

Hudson and Leidl 11

(Valerie M. Hudson is professor of political science at BYU, and Patricia Leidl is an international communications consultant currently working in Afghanistan. “The Arab Intifada and Women's Rights”, World Politics Review, February 2, http://www.worldpoliticsreview.com/articles/7749/the-arab-intifada-and-womens-rights)

The massive, exhilarating protests in Egypt, Tunisia and Yemen mark a sea change for the better in the Arab world. But the implications of the uprisings for women in these countries have not yet been fully analyzed. All of the countries currently experiencing upheaval have made significant progress for women -- progress that could be swept away very easily, as it was in Iran in 1979, never to be regained. Tunisia promulgated one of the most-enlightened personal-status codes for women in the Arab world in 1956, under Habib Bourguiba. Polygyny, the taking of multiple wives, was outlawed; men could no longer unilaterally and extra-judicially divorce their wives through simply declaring the divorce -- or "talaq" -- three times; and women were granted rights to divorce and to child custody. Tunisian women are not compelled to don the veil, and the legal minimum age for marriage for girls is 17. There is virtually no segregation of women in public, and women are able to move freely outside their homes. Though not a big country, Tunisia has had an outsized influence on Islamic debate concerning women's rights.  By contrast, the hard fought battle for women's rights in Egypt has been marked by ebbs and flows. Female circumcision, practiced there as infibulation, was banned in 1997, then re-legalized, before being banned once again in 2008, largely due to the personal efforts of First Lady Suzanne Mubarak.  Women's right to divorce has also been the object of a long battle in Egypt. The Egyptian parliament blocked demands for reform throughout the 1960s and 1970s. Faced with deadlock, President Anwar Sadat bypassed the legislature and unilaterally issued an emergency decree reforming family law in 1976.  Among the decree's most-debated provisions, one entitled any wife unilaterally divorced by talaq to at least two years financial compensation. Another required the divorcing husband to provide independent housing for a divorced wife with custody of minor children -- most controversial in crowded Egypt. The decree also presumed harm to any wife whose husband took an additional wife, granting her the right to an automatic divorce. Nicknamed "Jihan's Law" after Jihan Sadat, the president's wife, the reform was struck down by the judiciary under strong pressure from religious conservatives. A new law, again championed by Suzanne Mubarak and passed in 2000 with the support of the Hosni Mubarak government, finally cut the Gordian knot of divorce rights by simply allowing wives to exercise "khul" divorce, in which a woman can freely divorce if she returns her dower payment to the husband.  By contrast, Yemen has never had progressive laws for women. However, with increasing U.S. aid has come pressure to clean up the worst excesses of their mistreatment. Recent flashpoints include the age of marriage for Yemeni women. As a result of several high-profile cases -- such as that of Nujood Ali, married at 8, divorced at 9 -- there has been substantial pressure on Yemeni President Ali Abdullah Saleh by his Western supporters to reform this element of family law. More than 25 percent of Yemeni girls are given in marriage before age 15, and disagreement remains over whether there is even a legal minimum age of marriage in the country. Respected Muslim leaders issued a religious decree calling on the state to make it illegal for girls to marry before 17, and the legislature passed a law in 2009 to do just that, only to have the law cancelled the very next day on procedural grounds. Reconsideration of legislative action in 2010 led to a situation where "members of parliament from different political parties jumped at each other with sticks and shoes during a heated debate on the minimum age of marriage." Adding to the tumult, a cleric closely associated with al-Qaida, Abdul Majid al-Zindani, has sworn to collect a million signatures to contest any proposed change in marriage age.  Those who care about the situation of women in the Middle East view the current uprising with mixed emotions, celebrating the expression of human freedom while wondering about the future of women's freedom. Why is the issue of women's status so important for the future of the Middle East? In 2002, the pathbreaking Arab Human Development Report (.pdf) identified the generally low status of women in Arab societies to be one of the four major variables retarding growth and advancement. This analysis was elaborated in the 2005 report (.pdf), which argued that "the rise of women is in fact a prerequisite for an Arab renaissance, inseparably and causally linked to the fate of the Arab world." Research has shown that the better off women are, the more secure the nation-state is, whether on the level of health, wealth, corruption, conflict, or social welfare.  At her recent TED talk, U.S. Secretary of State Hillary Clinton declared, "The United States has made empowering women and girls a corner stone of our foreign policy because women's equality is not just a moral issue, it's not just a humanitarian issue, it is not just a fairness issue. It is a security issue, it is a prosperity issue, and it is a peace issue. . . . [I]t's in the vital interests of the United States of America."   Hopefully this message is being communicated by our diplomats at the highest levels to actors such as the new prime minister of Tunisia and major Egyptian opposition figures. Safeguarding women's rights should be made a precondition of any eventual American support, including economic assistance, for their governments.  Women's gains made in Tunisia and Egypt, and in the offing in Yemen, are exceptionally fragile. Any new government might choose to prove its Islamic bona fides by putting women in their "proper" place. The U.S. has a compelling interest to help ensure that the women of these countries, often at the front lines of the massive demonstrations spreading through the region, do not find themselves less free once the current dictatorships fall. 
Plan- 

The United States federal government should increase assistance for Yemeni political parties and organizations to increase women’s participation and leadership.

1AC - Patriarchy
Democracy assistance is necessary to promote effective women candidates.  Only explicit focus on political processes can overcome patriarchal barriers to women’s participation.

Sabbagh 5

(Amal Sabbagh is a former Secretary General of the Jordanian National Commission for Women (JNCW), “The Arab States: Enhancing Women’s Political Participation” Women in Parliament: Beyond Numbers, International Institute for Democracy and Electoral Assistance, http://static0.idea.int/publications/wip2/upload/Arab_World.pdf)

Patriarchal structures are entrenched within the Arab states’ social fabric. Certainly there is an immense need to challenge the patriarchal authority in the private and public spheres. As discussed elsewhere,40 voter education and civic education in general seem to be rather rudimentary and sporadic in the cases reviewed. Projects to design country-specific gender-sensitive programmes have been initiated to overcome this.41Certainly, women’s limited political exposure and experience have minimized their chances as candidates. Skills training and individual consultations for women candidates and their campaign managers on issues such as time management, targeting voters, recruiting volunteers, communications, fund-raising, and formulating and implementing field strategies have been used with varying success.42 Such training programmes could be further developed based on evaluations of previous activities. The role of the women’s movement in supporting candidates has not been as successful as its role in bringing attention to women’s issues in general. This could be attributed to various factors such as legislation that prohibits all NGOs from dealing with political issues, or patriarchal structures such as tribalism or political families, whereby women’s support for candidates is automatically geared towards the family candidate. These factors, together with the impermeability of patriarchal structures within the political parties themselves, also inhibit the women’s movement in pressuring the political parties to nominate more women.
Women’s political participation is the best way to challenge patriarchy

Sabbagh 5

(Amal Sabbagh is a former Secretary General of the Jordanian National Commission for Women (JNCW), “The Arab States: Enhancing Women’s Political Participation” Women in Parliament: Beyond Numbers, International Institute for Democracy and Electoral Assistance, http://static0.idea.int/publications/wip2/upload/Arab_World.pdf)

‘The women’s movement…is the detonator which will explode the neo-patriarchal society from within. If allowed to grow and come into its own, it will become the permanent shield against patriarchal regression, the cornerstone of future modernity.’45 It is often the case that discussions on the political status and representation of Arab women tend to highlight the difficulties and challenges at the expense of presenting the more positive aspects or breakthroughs that have occurred during the last ten to 15 years. This positive momentum is gaining strength; even over the short time span of writing this case study, changes were taking place that promise a more prominent role and presence for Arab women. If Arab societies are to benefit fully from the winds of political reform that are currently sweeping the region, then women have to become an active part of these processes by asserting their full potential as the harbingers of a better future.

1AC - Patriarchy

Political process support and dedicated funding for increasing women’s participation in electoral politics challenges the institutional masculinity of traditional state structures.

Karam 5

(Azza Karam is Senior Policy Research Advisor in the Arab Human Development Report Unit of the United Nations Development Programme, “Conclusions”, Women in Parliament: Beyond Numbers, http://www.idea.int/publications/wip2/upload/WiP_inlay.pdf)

It is relatively easy to enumerate the various challenges regarding women’s political participation, but it is much harder to appreciate the strengths of women and the positive differences they have made in their chosen professions. The second theme of the Handbook shifts the focus to how women can move ‘beyond numbers’ in parliament to make an impact on the political process. Chapter 5 outlines how women can reform the inherent ‘institutional masculinity’ which characterizes most legislatures by implementing a ‘rules strategy’. They identify three key areas: learning the rules, using the rules and changing the rules. The aim is to go ‘beyond tokenism’ and move towards adopting a woman’s perspective and making changes on women’s issues. Women seeking to make an impact need to keep three broad tactics in mind: • learn the rules that apply to the parliamentary mode d’emploi or functioning; • use these rules to bring about desired changes; and change the rules, which, in some instances, may be unhelpful in advancing women’s concerns. Each tactic embodies various strategies which fall under four broad categories: the nature of the institution of parliament, issues of representation, the discourse used about and for women MPs, and legislative or policy outputs. One of the frequently mentioned aspects of learning the rules while impacting through the different categories is the need for training and orientation exercises for MPs, which would also enable them, among other things, to: • distinguish between women’s perspectives and women’s issues; • network with media and women’s organizations on various levels—local, regional and international; and • take an active role in a broad range of committees. When it comes to changing the rules, women MPs need to consider: • the establishment of national machinery to support women’s causes and to monitor the implementation of policies and recommendations; • changing the candidate selection rules for their parties, especially with regard to leadership positions; • the establishment of mechanisms within parliament which would give women MPs priority in areas where they are under-represented or less vocal than their male counterparts—such as giving women MPs the opportunity to speak first, and instituting quotas in different committees in parliament; • providing special incentives for initiatives outside parliament which sponsor and support women’s issues and women’s representation (e.g. women’s leadership training schools, media programmes on women politicians); and • expanding legislation to include emerging issues of interest to women. In addition to the concrete suggestions to enhance impact outlined in this section of the Handbook, further general areas of need have also been highlighted, including: • general awareness-raising and particularly the realization of the potential of rural women; • impact-based research and training for women; • understanding and targeting the critical role of the media in shaping discourse and action; • constant positive discrimination which would enable women to increase their numbers in the political arena, as well as amend laws (or introduce new ones) to encourage women’s participation—such as quotas for women in different areas of public involvement and the allocation of specific funds to promote women’s participation; • concerted and impact-based positive action on the part of governments (e.g. through national machinery), women’s organizations, and other public and interest-based organizations; and • constant caucusing and networking between MPs and outside organizations and interest groups working for the enhancement of women’s position generally. The case studies on South Africa, France, Sweden and Rwanda illustrate the diverse conditions and areas in which women are making an impact. The changes, among many others, include: • institutional and representational changes such as the specification of women’s budgets, the specification of parity laws, and the creation of national machinery; and • changes in discourse, such as cooperating and networking with the women’s movement to change the way in which women are referred to, their participation is evaluated and sought after, partnerships with men are formed, and their efforts are assessed. 
1AC - Personhood

Systemic discrimination against women leads to violence and the denial of legal personhood.  This denial of agency can only be overcome by political participation and involvement in policymaking.

Hoveyda 2005
(Ambassador Fereydoun Hoveyda is the Middle East project director of the National Committee on American Foreign Policy “Arab Women and the Future of the Middle East”, American Foreign Policy Interests No. 27,  http://ipac.kacst.edu.sa/eDoc/2006/157373_1.pdf)

Another panelist began her remarks by saying that the human rights of women throughout the Arab world are systematically denied by each country in the region, despite the apparent diversity of the political systems that exist there. Although many governments routinely suppress freedom of expression and freedom of association and assembly, as well as civil society, adversely affecting both men and women, it is clear that women are subjected to a host of additional gender-specific human rights violations. But many Arab women have not been silent victims of these abuses. They have waged battles against  them  for  decades .  Notwithstanding the progress they have achieved, much has yet to be accomplished,   especially  in  regard  to women’s  access   to public   space .  Remaining problems that have been so resistant to change undoubtedly hinder the future of generations of Arab women and the future of the Middle East as a whole. Family laws across the region treat both Christian and Muslim women essentially as legal minors under the eternal guardianship of their male family members. These laws deny women equal rights with men with respect to marriage, divorce, child custody, and inheritance. Family decision making is the exclusive domain of men, who enjoy the legal status of head of household. These notions and practices are supported by family courts in the region. Whereas Muslim husbands can divorce their spouses easily, often instantaneously through oral repudiation, wives’ access to divorce is extremely limited. In Lebanon, for instance, a battered woman cannot file for divorce without the testimony of an eyewitness. A medical certificate documenting physical abuse is not good enough. In Bahrain, where family law is not codified, judges are at liberty to deny women custody of their children for the most arbitrary reasons. Bahraini women who have challenged these violations are currently being sued for slander by 11 family court judges. Though some women’s rights activists are working within sharia to promote women’s rights, others are calling for a clear separation of religion from government in part because an increase in religious fundamentalism throughout the region has resulted in further violations of women’s rights. Governments routinely join forces with clerics to curtail women’s rights, particularly with regard to their sexual autonomy. The relationship between a man and a woman is often mediated by a man. In many countries a woman’s right to acquire an identity card or passport, to marry, to work, or to travel is granted only with the consent of a male relative or her spouse. Husbands in Egypt and Bahrain, for example, can file official complaints at the airport forbidding their wives from leaving the country. Women’s unequal rights increase their vulnerability to violence. In many countries no specific laws exist to penalize domestic violence. Battered women often are told to go home if they attempt to file complaints with the police. Very few shelters exist to protect women who fear for their lives. Women’s inferior legal status in the family is compounded by penal laws and citizenship laws that also act as deterrents to their full participation in political life. Social acceptance and the enforcement of traditional and unequal gender roles, combined with the need for male authorization to work or travel, have significantly limited women’s participation in economic and political life. In many ways, the situation that is unfolding in Iraq illustrates many of the struggles Arab women face throughout the region. Women in Iraq seem to be fighting to maintain the status quo that is threatened by pressure from a coalition of both religious and political forces to limit the rights women currently enjoy. The current period obviously presents considerable opportunities and innumerable risks. It is clear that some opportunities have already been lost. In March 2004 Human Rights Watch expressed concern about some of the provisions of the Iraqi interim constitution, which is going to be the fundamental legal framework until a permanent constitution is enacted. Although such provisions as an equal protection clause and a parliamentary quota were incorporated in the interim constitution—certainly steps forward— no guarantees of women’s rights—women’s equal rights in family and penal laws, in citizenship laws, and so on—were accorded. This presenter concluded that funding from outside sources to fulfill the goals of women’s rights projects or to provide assistance to divorced women and households headed by women would be helpful. But she expressed concern that many benefactors, including the United Nations, ignore nongovernmental organizations (NGOs) by channeling funds through national government appointed  commissions   for  women’ s   rights . Although   government -appointed   organizations have done some good work, they remain under the control of officials who have their own agendas. Most NGOs and a number of benefactors in the Middle East have focused much attention on women’s political participation, which is very important. But it would be sad if that issue were dealt with alone, excluding more entrenched issues that undermine women’s legal status. In concluding her presentation, this panelist expressed the hope that all who are involved in policymaking in the region will come to recognize that securing equal rights for women is not a threat to their collective future but an integral and inseparable part of it. 

1AC - Personhood

Systemic discrimination in Yemen leads to widespread violence against women, only political reform can solve

Amnesty International 9

(“YEMENI WOMEN FACE VIOLENCE AND DISCRIMINATION”, November 25, http://www.amnesty.org/en/news-and-updates/report/yemeni-women-face-violence-and-discrimination-20091125)

Women in Yemen face systemic discrimination and endemic violence with devastating consequences for their lives, Amnesty International said in a campaign report on Wednesday. Their rights are routinely violated because Yemeni laws as well as tribal and customary practices treat them as second class citizens. Women are not free to marry who they want and some are forced to marry when they are children, sometimes as young as eight. The practice was highlighted last Friday, 20 November, by the UN Committee against Torture, which expressed its concern at the “legality” of early marriages of girls, calling it “inhuman and degrading treatment”. Once married, a woman must obey her husband and obtain his permission just to leave the house. Women are valued as half the worth of men when they testify in court or when their families are compensated if they are murdered.  They are also denied equal treatment when it comes to inheritance and are often denied it completely. Women are dealt with more harshly than men when accused of “immoral” acts, and men are treated leniently when they murder female relatives in “honour killings”. Such discriminatory laws and practices encourage and facilitate violence against women, which is rife in the home and in society at large. Despite this, recent years have seen some positive developments for women’s rights, such as the creation of the quasigovernmental National Women’s Committee (NWC) in 1996 and the appointment in 2001 of a minister of state for human rights, which was upgraded to ministerial level in 2003.   The government has also engaged with intergovernmental bodies and reported to the UN committee overseeing the Convention on the Elimination of All Forms of Discrimination against Women, to which Yemen is a party.  Most significantly, women themselves have helped to create a vibrant civil society, and women’s non-governmental organizations (NGOs) have achieved some success in some campaigns for reforms. In 2009, for example, the government repealed Article 3(1) of the 1990 Nationality Law to allow children born to a Yemeni mother and a non-Yemeni father to qualify for Yemeni nationality.  However, other reforms are urgently needed. Amnesty International is calling for an end to discriminatory laws and violence against women, adding its voice to the demand of women in Yemen for full and equal access to their human rights. 

1AC – Solvency

Now is a window of opportunity to promote lasting women’s rights improvements in Yemen.  Democracy assistance and electoral support now can create a stable transition and improvements in women’s political status.

POMED 11

(Project on Middle East Democracy, “Women in the Middle East: Attitudes and Advocacy in an Opening Political Space” The International Foundation for Electoral Systems, Interaction Forum Notes, August 12, http://pomed.org/wordpress/wp-content/uploads/2011/08/Women_in_the_Middle_East_August_12_20111.pdf)

Next, Rana Jarhum discussed the role of women in the uprising in Yemen. She provided background  on the Yemeni revolution, and noted that the participation of women from the very first demonstrations was unprecedented and extraordinary. And if the IFES survey were conducted  today, the percentage of women active in society would be “significantly higher.” Yet Jarhum  recognized that despite these gains, a significant gap remains between participation rates for men and women.  Throughout the protests, women have functioned in two main roles. First, women have played a  supportive role in their homes, in hospitals, and elsewhere. And those who are unable to leave their  homes have been able to support the revolution through social media. For example, Jarhum’s  organization, the WATAN Coalition, is encouraging women to use sites such as Twitter to raise  awareness, and translate information for journalists. Secondly, many young women have taken  leadership roles in organizing protests and workshops, and calling for political reforms. Female  activists are now calling for full participation in the political process, a 30% minimum level of  representation in all transitional bodies, and equality in the law, including the elimination of all forms  of discrimination.   Jarhum noted the fear of seeing the case of Egypt repeated in Yemen, and cited a recently named  transitional council, which has 17 members and only one woman. And there is the chance that women  will miss the “window of opportunity” provided by the Arab Spring, thus failing to secure political  gains. Yet Jarhum concluded that she is “very hopeful, very optimistic that change is going to  happen.” Carla Koppell spoke last, focusing on support and policy from a U.S. perspective. Koppell noted that  there is “no more important issue than the place of women in the Arab Spring.” The international  community was “unfortunately surprised” at the participation of women in the uprisings, and must  overcome its bias in looking at the role of women in the region. History has shown that there cannot  be peaceful, robust transitions without the participation of women. Yet there is a “risk of  retrenchment” in the Middle East.   One challenge for securing women’s empowerment is the association of the progress of women’s  movements with old regimes, as is the case in Egypt. Additionally, more conservative elements are  usually more organized. Thus progressive elements must work hard to organize prior to elections,  in order to prevent a distorted outcome. And the window for engagement is “really short.”  Koppell recommended that international actors reject the idea that in some countries women are not  ready for reform, and challenge the connection between women’s rights and old regimes. Instead,  women’s rights must be framed as a national issue, and engagement should be prioritized as a  “core part” of supporting successful democratic transitions. It is necessary to identify ways in which the role of women in voting and in office can be leveraged for greater political gains. And  international actors should conduct national outreach efforts to support female participation in every level of the political process. She concluded that we “need to move really quickly,” or “we risk  really failing.”   During the question and answer session, Koppell reiterated the necessity of succeeding during this  “crucial window,” which provides an opportunity to empower seminal voices. Failure now would  complicate subsequent efforts for women. And Jarhum agreed, noting that it would be much more  difficult for women to push for reforms after power is secured by opposing groups. 

1AC - Solvency
US democracy assistance is effective at promoting women’s participation in Yemeni elections.

Campbell 10

(Leslie Campbell is senior associate and regional director for the Middle East and north Africa at the National Democratic Institute in the United States, “Party-building in the Middle East”, International Journal, Summer, http://www.ndi.org/files/Party_Building_MENA_Campbell.pdf)

From a technical vantage point, Yemen’s 2003 elections were an  improvement over 1997 because of increased voter turnout, with women’s  participation rising to 41 percent of the votes cast on election day. The Joint  Meeting Parties were disappointed with the political results, though, as  Islah’s seat total fell from 64 to 45, and the Yemeni Socialist party won a total  of seven seats. The ruling General People’s Congress controlled 79 percent  of parliamentary seats after 2003, and the combined opposition 20 percent. The two prominent post-2003 critiques of Yemen’s supreme council  were that it had conducted a flawed registration process, allowing thousands  of under-aged citizens to attain voter cards, and that its inner workings were  biased toward the ruling party. After a series of interparty dialogues facilitated  by NDI and others from the democracy assistance community in Yemen, an  agreement was signed by the Congress and the Joint Parties, endorsed by the  government, which addressed the overly partisan staffing of local election  bodies and problems in voter registration. Following the signing of the socalled “June 18 agreement,” two opposition party members were also added  to the supreme council, increasing the total number of commissioners from  seven to nine. The changes, while modest, satisfied the Joint Parties, and the coalition decided to field a joint candidate in the 2006 presidential election. While Yemen’s subsequent September 2006 presidential and local elections once again had flaws—some election-day violence, a supreme  council bias toward the ruling party, and a flawed voter registration process— the elections were a significant achievement for a country known more for  tribal conflict and exotic scenery than democratic political processes.  The consensus Joint Meeting Parties presidential candidate, Faisal bin  Shamlan, a man universally respected as honest and competent, provided  a true political alternative to incumbent President Saleh. Unlike most  Arab elections, Yemen’s government-controlled media allowed significant  coverage of bin Shamlan’s campaign, and state television provided  free access for political spots and up to 10 minutes of news coverage of  opposition events every evening. Women voted and ran in record numbers,  and, in positive contrast to its Gulf neighbours, which have not elected a  single woman in a contested seat, 28 women, out of 122 nominated by their  parties, won municipal seats in Yemen. 7 In the end, bin Shamlan and the Joint Parties received just under 25  percent of the vote. While disappointing to the party members who put so  much effort into the election process, the Joint Parties, despite the formidable  advantages of the ruling party, provided a genuine choice to Yemen’s voters.  By banding together and putting forward a credible presidential candidate,  the opposition parties pressed their agenda on accountability and corruption,  and, in the process, helped change expectations for governance in Yemen. The type of debate engendered by the 2006 election was promising, but  President Saleh has proven to be an erratic liberalizer; most analysts agree  that Yemen has experienced considerable political backsliding in 2008.  The 2009 parliamentary elections were postponed in the face of opposition  protests about pre-election preparations. The Joint Meeting Parties have  rejected early attempts by the supreme council to register new voters and  most opposition politicians have questioned the composition of the election  body. Freedom of the press has diminished, and arbitrary detention has  increased as the government seeks to quell the Houthi rebellion in the north  and unrest in the always-restive south. Yemen is far from a democracy, but  despite all of its difficulties, the country has managed to be a pioneer in  certain democratic reforms and hope persists that progress will continue. 

1AC - Solvency
The problems facing Yemeni women are distinct, democracy assistance must be targeted to local conditions to be effective.

-

Sabbagh 5

(Amal Sabbagh is a former Secretary General of the Jordanian National Commission for Women (JNCW), “The Arab States: Enhancing Women’s Political Participation” Women in Parliament: Beyond Numbers, International Institute for Democracy and Electoral Assistance, http://static0.idea.int/publications/wip2/upload/Arab_World.pdf)

The above examples provide a snapshot of some of the main obstacles facing women in three Arab states. In contrast to Lebanon and Yemen, Jordan has maintained a stable internal political environment with no internal conflicts. Nonetheless, the three countries share similarities when we look at the role of women in public life. Furthermore, whatever the contextual and historical differences between the political parties in each country, it is clear that the position of political parties, being crucial to women’s political empowerment, has fallen short of realizing that role. It is clear that in the Yemeni case illiteracy rates pose a specific dilemma. Certainly, while this issue may not appear as forcibly in other countries, it is clear that specific measures to address such constraining factors are essential if the inclusion of all members of society is to be ensured. Electoral systems have not been touched upon in detail in this paper because of space limitations but are discussed in detail in chapter 3.In sum, the factors that hinder the promotion of Arab women in the public domain are complex and intertwined. The small windows of opportunity available vary between countries, and consequently there is no blueprint for the promotion of women that can be applied across the Arab world, given the different contexts and experiences of each country. However, the examples given here illustrate certain common obstacles that are shared by women, and to a lesser extent some mechanisms or general recommendations that could be implemented to overcome these obstacles. The following section addresses four groups of recommendations: general strategies that target women’s advancement (grouped into state-level and political party actions);and specific recommendations about electoral processes, categorized into pre-election measures and measures during elections. 

1AC - Solvency
We need democracy assistance and women’s participation in politics to build coalitions against discrimination.  Support for political programs complements the larger women’s movement.

Sabbagh 5

(Amal Sabbagh is a former Secretary General of the Jordanian National Commission for Women (JNCW), “The Arab States: Enhancing Women’s Political Participation” Women in Parliament: Beyond Numbers, International Institute for Democracy and Electoral Assistance, http://static0.idea.int/publications/wip2/upload/Arab_World.pdf)

The non-democratic systems or nascent democracies in the Arab world need further political liberalization. In the Arab world such attempts have not always been conducive to women’s advancement,34 yet one cannot underestimate the benefits of democratization in patriarchal structures that prevail not only in the state apparatus but also within families and societies at large. With further democratization, it could be assumed that the legal impediments facing Arab women should be amended,and that Arab states parties to CEDAW 35 will undertake a major overhaul of their legislation to align it more closely with the stipulations of CEDAW. This would overcome the lack of full citizenship rights for women that prevails over the whole region, as highlighted in the United Nations Development Fund for Women (UNIFEM) Progress of Arab Women 2004. The opportunity to capitalize on existing high-level political will, which seems to have had a significant impact on women’s political participation, is one that should not be ignored. In Jordan, the support came from the king and other members of the royal family. In Yemen, the support came from the major political parties, while in Lebanon it came from leading male politicians. Other examples underlining the key role of such support, although not discussed here, include Tunisia and Morocco, where positive changes to the legislation became possible. Obviously, in patriarchal settings such support needs to be constantly drawn upon and women’s movements should continue to create strategic alliances with these policy makers. The establishment of national mechanisms could be viewed as a factor facilitating women’s participation, despite views that they are tools of ‘state feminism’. The Jordanian National Commission for Women, the oldest in the Arab world, and the Yemeni Women National Committee have become more effective over the years. The much younger Lebanese equivalent may play a significant role in the forthcoming elections. A final observation is that the relationship between women politicians and the women’s movement must be further developed into a mutually collaborative one. Mechanisms to improve and enhance this relationship need to be further studied anddeveloped.3 Within the Arab region, examples from North African countries suchas Morocco, Tunisia and Algeria can be used to highlight how women politicians responded to legislative amendments demanded by the women’s movement. However, given that in most Arab countries women politicians have not yet reached a critical mass, both women politicians and women’s movements need to strategize together on how best to effect change within each country’s set of priorities, opportunities and challenges.
1AC - Methodology

Debates about the implementation of policies and strategies to improve women’s participation in Yemeni politics offers a chance to examine our own political inequalities.

Kennedy-Glans 6

(Donna Kennedy-Glans is the founder and executive director of Bridges Social Development, a Canadian registered charity providing capacity building in Yemen, “Gender Jihad: Enhancing Female Access in Politics”, Yemen Online, http://www.yemenonline.info/news-62.html)

Of course, not everyone is happy with the extent of pluralism in the Yemen. Women in Yemen strive to be represented in political life. Women whole-heartedly participated in the 2006 election as voters, but were disappointed with their participation as candidates. The male – female split of candidates running for elected office was heavily weighted in favour of men: 18,760 male candidates compared to 137 female candidates. There were no female presidential candidates and only 149 women ran for local councils compared to more than 20,000 male candidates. According to electoral experts, women’s candidacy in Yemen is backsliding, and fingers are pointing to the political parties. Nearly half of the female candidates in the September election were running as independents. Over the last year, there had been a lot of engagement with women’s groups in Yemen to explore how to enhance female candidacy. Early this year, there was pressure for a 15 percent quota for women in local elections. A protest march to the presidential palace was launched in early September to express growing frustration with the nomination of women candidates by both the ruling and opposition parties. Clearly, some women in Yemen did not only wish to be voters, they also wanted to political leaders. Gender jihad has been launched in politics! From my vantage point in Canada, the unfolding of egalitarianism in Yemen is insightful. Yemen’s experiences give Westerners another chance to consider what equality of opportunity for men and women can look like, and to consider our own evolution of female political leadership.  Women only won the right to vote gradually in Canada and remain underrepresented in our federal Parliament as well as in provincial legislatures.  The first federal election in which women were able to vote and run as candidates in Canada was 1921. In that election, four women ran for office and one woman, Agnes Campbell MacPhail, made history as the first woman elected to the Canadian House of Commons.  Between 1921 and 2006, 3402 women candidates stood in the 39 general elections and won on 426 occasions.   At the close of nominations for the 2006 election in Canada, there were 380 women and 1,254 men among the 1,634 candidates confirmed by Elections Canada. While the absolute number of women candidates fell from 2004, the percentage of candidates who are women remained steady at 23.2%. There were 64 women elected in the 2006 election campaign (20.8% of all those elected), with only 14 women elected from the ruling Conservative party.  Canada has a Ministerial portfolio responsible for Canadian Heritage and Status of Women. Notwithstanding the obvious under-representation of women in elected political positions in Canada, there are vigorous deliberations about the role of this Ministry. Some even recommend an end of funding to women’s organizations that do lobbying, advocacy or general research on rights issues, and encourage instead support to skills training and mentoring programs for women. Opposition is outraged with the assumption that activism is no longer necessary to support gender equality in Canada: “Your judgement, guided by your conservative ideology, is that systemic discrimination doesn’t exist. In other words: fend for yourselves.”  There is no legal obstacle preventing women from participating as candidates in elections - in Canada or in Yemen. But, the statistics are not encouraging in either country. Female voter registration is strong, but the number of women nominated to run for office in both countries is stagnating, even declining. What can be done to really improve female participation in political life? What is the impact of gender advocacy? What is the outcome of training and mentoring of females? In Canada and in Yemen those who value equality continue to assess the options, and to implement policies and implementation strategies that have impact.  
1AC - Methodology

Debates about women in Yemeni politics allow us to dispel myths about women in politics, leading to real improvements in our thinking about gender and politics

Kennedy-Glans 6

(Donna Kennedy-Glans is the founder and executive director of Bridges Social Development, a Canadian registered charity providing capacity building in Yemen, “Gender Jihad: Enhancing Female Access in Politics”, Yemen Online, http://www.yemenonline.info/news-62.html)

Perhaps we first need to dispel some myths that cloud our thinking:  Myth #1: Women politicians are power-hungry Some believe that women politicians are power-hungry; only seeking public office as a means to access influence. For many female and male leaders, political life is not about an exercise of power, but rather, an exercise of stewardship. We need only to identify as role-models female political leaders who exercise their decision-making in a compassionate and gender balanced way. In Yemen, there are many such female political leaders – including Amat de Souswa, the former Minister of Human Rights and now a Yemeni representative at the United Nations.  More recently elected female political leaders in Yemen include a principal of the Arwa All Girls’ school in Taiz, Amat Al-Rahman Jahaf. I had the pleasure of working with Amat this spring on a project involving young girls in Canada and young girls in Yemen. As a community leader in Taiz, and now as an elected leader on a national level, Amat’s gentleness, sincerity and transparency will certainly inspire other women to elected positions. Rather than “giving up” on her femininity, Amat brings feminine virtues to this role and is trusted by her constituency to represent their interests.  Myth #2: Women lack political experience In Canada and in Yemen, some argue that women lack the training and experience for political life. This is a bit of a circular argument that will never end while women stand on the political sidelines. In order to address this myth, the Yemeni Women’s Federation (YWF) coordinated with political parties to train 200 women candidates from various political parties. In Canada, the Famous 5 Foundation was launched in 1996 as a not-for-profit charity to honour early Canadian women in politics, our female pioneers. As well, the Foundation commits to support a future where all Canadians will recognize their potential to contribute in positive ways to the generation in which they are living, and honour the leadership of women and men who have been our nation builders. Women may lack direct political experience, but they do not lack leadership. Myth #3: Female constituencies are not influential Political leaders represent their constituents, and in both Yemen and in Canada, voter blocks often include women and youth. Election results in Yemen indicate that a majority of women and youth voted for the ruling party. The GPC party will need to ensure that those responsible for making political decisions understand the implications of their decisions, not only on a state level and an economic level, but impacts must be understood across the social fabric of local communities and within families. State decision-making cannot afford an obscured female perspective. Women are encouraged to better understand their influence, as voters, as elected politicians, and as constituents. Women in Yemen and in Canada have been granted rights as equal citizens - the right to primary, secondary and post-secondary education, the right to vote and to hold political office, the right of non-discriminatory access to work and to justice. We must work diligently and honestly to be societies where limiting beliefs about equality are truthfully evaluated and addressed, at a national policy level, at a values threshold within communities and families, and within the hearts and minds of individuals.  We have much to learn from each country’s experiences with gender jihad. 

***2AC
Case

Discussions over democracy assistance are key to transforming policymaking away from knee-jerk reliance on military intervention

Lund 11 [Michael S. Lund, “Human Rights: A Source of Conflict, State Making, and State Breaking”, Woodrow Wilson International Cent
er for Scholars, 7/30/2011, http://www.wilsoncenter.org/sites/default/files/Lund%20-%20Human%20Rights.pdf]
This more balanced, contextualized approach is needed to foster desirable changes and can draw on many available but underused carrots and sticks among the tools of diplomacy, development, and deterrence, as well as democracy assistance. This more measured approach rules out military intervention with the aim of imposing human rights ideals and democracy, in favor of containment. Instead, that immensely problematic act would be restricted to situations where there are clearly imminent security threats to other countries, impending domestic massacres, or massive devastating humanitarian emergencies—and even then only after robust diplomatic and other options have been exhausted that push the limits of multilateral action. Moreover, the latter circumstances may become rarer as resources are diverted from ever more sophisticated and costly military hardware to preventive strategies that are more cost effective. In sum, the risk of intrastate conflict needs to be approached in a more dispassionate, deliberate, contextualized, and multidimensional way that places a higher priority on the desire for improved livelihood and the need for security than on instant democracy. Unfortunately, however, such differentiated, multifaceted, non-heroic strategies have been little considered, because of the remarkable narrowness with which the question of America’s involvement in developing countries is still discussed. The post–Cold War international experience with Somalia, Rwanda, Bosnia, and other troubled countries toward which military action was taken has sparked intense debate over the grounds on which intervention into a state’s affairs can be justified. The criteria for legitimate humanitarian intervention actually have been expanding, as in the notion of the “responsibility to protect.” But in this debate, “intervention” is still assumed to mean only through military force, as if the choice were simply military action or inaction. With the exception of the considerable attention focused on economic and diplomatic sanctions, the prevailing discourse of think tanks and policy institutes and in the U.S. Congress has failed utterly to bring into the discussion the wide range of peaceful positive inducements that exist—and are quietly already being used, sometimes to good effect, in effecting peaceful change. Such peaceful interventions include conditional aid, “track-two diplomacy,” muscular mediation, human rights capacity building, political development programs, civil society training in nonviolent mobilization, and the setting of norms by regional institutions. Active consideration of these multiple peaceful means for achieving social and international change has been going on for years at organizations such as the United States Institute of Peace and, especially recently, among many UN agencies, the European Union, and multilateral and bilateral development agencies, including the World Bank. And yet, the elementary concepts and policy tools of such long-established fields as conflict resolution and negotiations, as well as the lesson learned from recent prevention and postconflict peacebuilding efforts, still seem to have had no impact on the thinking of high-level U.S. policymakers. In the absence of applying grounded country strategies, particular crises arise and are reacted to in reflexive, one-dimensional ways. When conflicts reach critical or more escala Discussions over democracy assistance are key to transforming policymaking away from knee-jerk reliance on military intervention

Lund 11 [Michael S. Lund, “Human Rights: A Source of Conflict, State Making, and State Breaking”, Woodrow Wilson International Center for Scholars, 7/30/2011, http://www.wilsoncenter.org/sites/default/files/Lund%20-%20Human%20Rights.pdf]

This more balanced, contextualized approach is needed to foster desirable changes and can draw on many available but underused carrots and sticks among the tools of diplomacy, development, and deterrence, as well as democracy assistance. This more measured approach rules out military intervention with the aim of imposing human rights ideals and democracy, in favor of containment. Instead, that immensely problematic act would be restricted to situations where there are clearly imminent security threats to other countries, impending domestic massacres, or massive devastating humanitarian emergencies—and even then only after robust diplomatic and other options have been exhausted that push the limits of multilateral action. Moreover, the latter circumstances may become rarer as resources are diverted from ever more sophisticated and costly military hardware to preventive strategies that are more cost effective. In sum, the risk of intrastate conflict needs to be approached in a more dispassionate, deliberate, contextualized, and multidimensional way that places a higher priority on the desire for improved livelihood and the need for security than on instant democracy. Unfortunately, however, such differentiated, multifaceted, non-heroic strategies have been little considered, because of the remarkable narrowness with which the question of America’s involvement in developing countries is still discussed. The post–Cold War international experience with Somalia, Rwanda, Bosnia, and other troubled countries toward which military action was taken has sparked intense debate over the grounds on which intervention into a state’s affairs can be justified. The criteria for legitimate humanitarian intervention actually have been expanding, as in the notion of the “responsibility to protect.” But in this debate, “intervention” is still assumed to mean only through military force, as if the choice were simply military action or inaction. With the exception of the considerable attention focused on economic and diplomatic sanctions, the prevailing discourse of think tanks and policy institutes and in the U.S. Congress has failed utterly to bring into the discussion the wide range of peaceful positive inducements that exist—and are quietly already being used, sometimes to good effect, in effecting peaceful change. Such peaceful interventions include conditional aid, “track-two diplomacy,” muscular mediation, human rights capacity building, political development programs, civil society training in nonviolent mobilization, and the setting of norms by regional institutions. Active consideration of these multiple peaceful means for achieving social and international change has been going on for years at organizations such as the United States Institute of Peace and, especially recently, among many UN agencies, the European Union, and multilateral and bilateral development agencies, including the World Bank. And yet, the elementary concepts and policy tools of such long-established fields as conflict resolution and negotiations, as well as the lesson learned from recent prevention and postconflict peacebuilding efforts, still seem to have had no impact on the thinking of high-level U.S. policymakers. In the absence of applying grounded country strategies, particular crises arise and are reacted to in reflexive, one-dimensional ways. When conflicts reach critical or more escalated and thus emotional stages of violence, a typical default response is to evoke high moral principles to back one’s cause. But when the outside parties, not only the protagonists and their respective supporters, view conflicts only as a clash of right versus wrong rather than as competing conceptions of rights under one order versus those under another in a larger global process of modernization, the erroneous assumption is easily made that the use of violence to resolve these conflicts is the only way, and thus inevitable and justified. The difference between violent and nonviolent ways to pursue conflicts becomes ignored or obscured. For example, recent commentators have confused the post9/11 U.S. priorities of antiterrorism and of vigorously transforming societies toward liberalism with the adoption by the United States of an overbearing imperial role, and of military force as the means to ensure peace, as if no peaceful means to promote democracy existed. 28 But this solely combative approach can become a self-fulfilling prophecy
ted and thus emotional stages of violence, a typical default response is to evoke high moral principles to back one’s cause. But when the outside parties, not only the protagonists and their respective supporters, view conflicts only as a clash of right versus wrong rather than as competing conceptions of rights under one order versus those under another in a larger global process of modernization, the erroneous assumption is easily made that the use of violence to resolve these conflicts is the only way, and thus inevitable and justified. The difference between violent and nonviolent ways to pursue conflicts becomes ignored or obscured. For example, recent commentators have confused the post9/11 U.S. priorities of antiterrorism and of vigorously transforming societies toward liberalism with the adoption by the United States of an overbearing imperial role, and of military force as the means to ensure peace, as if no peaceful means to promote democracy existed. 28 But this solely combative approach can become a self-fulfilling prophecy.
Kritik
Whatever your K impact is, debating about plans is the only way to solve it.  Refusal to engage in the methodical politics of democratic citizenship by debating about plans makes every K impact inevitable.
Dietz 94

(Mary G. Dietz, Professor of Political Science and Gender Studies Program at Northwestern University, “’THE SLOW BORING OF HARD BOARDS’: METHODICAL THINKING AND THE WORK OF POLITICS”, American Political Science Review, Vol. 88, No. 4 December 1994, http://www.jstor.org/stable/pdfplus/2082713.pdf)

Earlier, in considering the means-end category in politics, I suggested that everything hinges upon the action context within which this mode of thinking takes place. I now want to suggest that there is a richer conceptual context-beyond utilitarian objectification, rational capitalist accumulation, and/or Leninism-within which to think about the category of means and ends. Weil offers this alternative in her account of methodical thinking as (1) problem- oriented, (2) directed toward enacting a plan or method (solutions) in response to problems identified, (3) attuned to intelligent mastery (not domination), and (4) purposeful but not driven by a single end or success. Although Weil did not even come close to doing this herself, we might derive from her account of methodical thinking an action concept of politics. Methodical politics is equally opposed to the ideological politics Hannah Arendt deplores, but it is also distinct in important respects from the theatrical politics she defends. Identifying a problem-or what the philosopher David Wiggins calls "the search for the best specification of what would honor or answer to relevant concerns" (1978, 145)-is where methodical politics begins.26 It continues (to extrapolate from Weil's image of the methodical builders) in the determination of a means-end sequel, or method, directed toward a political aim. It reaches its full realization in the actual undertaking of the plan of action, or method, itself. To read any of these action aspects as falling under technical rules or blueprints (as Arendt tends to do when dealing with means and ends) is to confuse problem solving with object making and something methodical with something ideological. By designating a problem orientation to political activity, methodical politics assigns value to the activity of constantly deploying "knowing and doing" on new situations or on new understandings of old ones. This is neither an ideological exercise in repetition nor the insistent redeployment of the same pattern onto shifting circumstances and events. The problem orientation that defines methodical politics rests upon a recognition of the political domain as a matrix of obstacles where it is impossible to secure an ideological fix or a single focus.  In general, then, methodical politics is best under- stood from the perspective of "the fisherman battling 880 American Political Science Review Vol. 88, No. 4 against wind and waves in his little boat" (Weil 1973, 101) or perhaps as Michael Oakeshott puts it: "In political activity . . . men sail a boundless and bottomless sea; there is neither harbour for shelter nor floor for anchorage, neither starting-place nor ap- pointed destination" (1962, 127).27 Neither Weil's nor Oakeshott's is the perspective of the Platonist, who values chiefly the modeller who constructs his ship after pre-existing Forms or the pilot-philosopher who steers his craft to port by the light of immutable Forms fixed in a starry night. In both of the Platonic images (where the polis is either an artifact for use or a conveyance to safe harbor), a single and predictable end is already to hand. Neither Weil's nor Oakeshott's images admit any equivalent finality. The same is true of methodical politics, where political phenomena present to citizens-as the high sea presents to the sailor-challenges to be identified, demands to be met, and a context of circumstances to be engaged (without blueprints). Neither the assurance of finality nor the security of certainty attends this worldly activity. In his adamantly instrumental reading of politics in the ancient world, M.I. Finley makes a similar point and distinguishes between a problem orientation and patterned predictability by remarking upon the "iron compulsion" the Greeks and Romans were under "to be continuously inventive, as new and often unantic- ipated problems or difficulties arose that had to be resolved without the aid of precedents or models" (1983, 53). With this in mind, we might appreciate methodical politics as a mode of action oriented toward problems and solutions within a context of adventure and unfamiliarity. In this sense, it is compatible with Arendt's emancipatory concept of natality (or "new beginnings") and her appreciation of openness and unpredictability in the realm of human affairs. There are other neighborly affinities between methodical and theatrical politics as well. Both share a view of political actors as finite and fragile creatures who face an infinite range of possibilities, with only limited powers of control and imagination over the situations in which they are called upon to act. From both a methodical and a theatrical vantage point, this perpetual struggle that is politics, whatever its indeterminacy and flux, acquires meaning only when "knowing what to do and doing it" are united in the same performance (Arendt, 1958a, 223). Freedom, in other words, is realized when Plato's brilliant and devious conceptual maneuver is outwitted by a politics that opposes "the escape from action into rule" and reasserts human self-realization as the unification of thought-action in the world (pp. 223-25). In theatrical politics, however, the actual action content of citizen "knowing and doing" is upstaged by the spectacular appearance of personal identities courageously revealed in the public realm. Thus Plato's maneuver is outwitted in a bounded space where knowing what to do and doing it are disclosed in speech acts and deeds of self-revelation in the company of one's-fellow citizens. In contrast, methodical politics doggedly reminds us that purposes themselves are what matter in the end, and that citizen action is as much about obstinately pursuing them as it is about the courage to speak in performance. So, in methodical politics, the Platonic split between knowing and doing is overcome in a kind of boundless navigation that is realized in purposeful acts of collective self-determination. Spaces of appearances are indispensable in this context, but these spaces are not exactly akin to "islands in a sea or as oases in a desert" (Arendt 1970, 279). The parameters of methodical politics are more fluid than this, set less by identifiable boundaries than by the very activity through which citizens "let realities work upon" them with "inner concentration and calmness" (Weber 1946, 115). In this respect, methodical politics is not a context wherein courage takes eloquent respite from the face of life, danger (the sea, the desert), or death: it is a daily confrontation wherein obstacles or dangers (including the ultimate danger of death) are transformed into prob- lems, problems are rendered amenable to possible action, and action is undertaken with an aim toward solution. Indeed, in these very activities, or what Arendt sometimes pejoratively calls the in order to, we might find the perpetuation of what she praises as the for the sake of which, or the perpetuation of politics itself (1958a, 154). To appreciate the emancipatory dimension of this action concept of politics as methodical, we might now briefly return to the problem that Arendt and Weil think most vexes the modern world-the deformation of human beings and human affairs by forces of automatism. This is the complex manipulation of modern life that Havel describes as the situation in which everything "must be cossetted together as firmly as possible, predetermined, regulated and controlled" and "every aberration from the prescribed course of life is treated as error, license and anarchy" (1985, 83). Constructed against this symbolic animal laborans, Arendt's space of appearances is the agonistic opposite of the distorted counterfeit reality of automatism. The space of appearances is where individuality and personal identity are snatched from the jaws of automatic processes and recuperated in "the merciless glare" of the public realm (Arendt 1969, 86). Refigured in this fashion, Arendtian citizens counter reductive technological complexes in acts of individual speech revelation that powerfully proclaim, in collective effect, "This is who we are!" A politics in this key does indeed dramatically defy the objectifying processes of modern life-and perhaps even narratively transcends them by delivering up what is necessary for the reification of human remembrance in the "storybook of mankind" (Arendt 1958a, 95). But these are also its limits. For whatever else it involves, Arendtian politics cannot entail the practical confrontation of the situation that threatens the human condition most. Within the space of appearances, Arendt's citizens can neither search for the best specification of the problem before them nor, it seems, pursue solutions to the problem once it is identified, for such activities involve "the pursuit of a definite aim which can be set by practical considerations," and that is homo faber's prerogative and so in the province of "fabrication," well outside the space of appearances where means and ends are left behind (pp. 170-71). Consequently, automatism can be conceptualized as a "danger sign" in Arendt's theory, but it cannot be designated as a problem in Arendt's politics, a problem that citizens could cognitively counter and purposefully attempt to resolve or transform (p. 322). From the perspective of methodical politics, which begins with a problem orientation, automatism can be specified and encountered within the particular spaces or circumstances (schools, universities, hospitals, factories, corporations, prisons, laboratories, houses of finance, the home, public arenas, public agencies) upon which its technological processes intrude. Surely something like this is what Weil has in mind when she calls for "a sequence of mental efforts" in the drawing up of "an inventory of modern civilization" that begins by "refusing to subordinate one's own destiny to the course of history" (1973, 123-24). Freedom is immanent in such moments of cognitive inventory, in the collective citizen-work of "taking stock"-identifying problems and originating methods-and in the shared pursuit of purposes and objectives. This is simply what it means to think and act methodically in spaces of appearances. Nothing less, as Wiggins puts it, "can rescue and preserve civilization from the mounting irrationality of the public province, . . . from Oppression exercised in the name of Management (to borrow Simone Weil's prescient phrase)" (1978, 146). 
Your K of democracy assistance is an oversimplified reaction against the Bush administration.  Real policy debates about democracy assistance in an academic context are key to unifying scholarship and practice about democracy assistance, which solves both the aff and the K

Mitchell 10(Lincoln Mitchell is an Associate at Columbia University's Harriman Institute and former Saltzman Assistant Professor in the Practice of International Politics at Columbia University, “The Democracy Assistance Disconnect: Why Scholars and Practitioners Keep Talking Past Each Other “, Paper presented atTheory vs. Policy? Connecting Scholars and Practitioners, February 17, http://citation.allacademic.com/meta/p_mla_apa_research_citation/4/1/3/8/9/pages413891/p413891-1.php)
Background The challenges facing democracy promotion in the post-Bush period raise serious problems for the future of the policy.  The Bush administration elevated democracy promotion, or more precisely the rhetoric of democracy promotion, to a position that was more central to foreign policy than it probably should have been while damaging future democracy promotion efforts by linking the policy to unpopular American efforts in Iraq and elsewhere.  Nowhere was this rhetoric stronger than in Bush’s second inaugural address: “All who live in tyranny and hopelessness can know: the United States will not ignore your oppression, or excuse your oppressors. When you stand for your liberty, we will stand with you. Democratic reformers facing repression, prison, or exile can know: America sees you for who you are: the future leaders of your free country…The leaders of governments with long habits of control need to know: To serve your people you must learn to trust them. Start on this journey of progress and justice, and America will walk at your side.” 1   As early as November of 2003, President Bush referred to Iraq as part of the “global democratic revolution,” and frequently referred to Iraq as a democracy for the rest of his presidency. 2  Additionally, during this period democracy promotion began to face stronger resistance in the field from authoritarian leaders who were increasingly concerned about the work of democracy promotion organizations. 3 By the end of the Bush administration, numerous scholars of democracy promotion were exploring how democracy promotion could be reinvigorated and recover from the damage which occurred during the Bush administration. 4   These works tended to focus on both the need to  update democracy promotion strategies to recognize the nature of the political and technical challenges confronted in the second decade of the 21st  century, as well as how to undo some of  the political of the Bush administration. One of the more overlooked challenges facing democracy promotion is the substantial disconnect between those working in the field of democracy promotion and the academic world.While synergy between these two elements could result in both better policy and better scholarship, the relationship between practitioners and scholars is more distant and less healthy.  Given the tremendous challenges facing democracy promotion as well as the relative lack of relevant scholarly work, improving this situation would be very beneficial to both scholars and practitioners. This disconnect is evident in the scholarly work in the field which is often focused on themes, for example, of the role of elections as a key to democratic development, that are less useful for practitioners. 5   Most people who work in the field, including those who work on elections, do not  need to be told that elections are only of many components of democracy and democratization. On the other hand, the ignorance of many practitioners to some of the more relevant academic literature, particularly in areas like policy analysis contributes to some of the stagnation in the practice. 6 Roots of the Disconnect There a numerous causes for this disconnect, but seven are particularly important.  Two of these causes might be described as political in nature, one as a problem specific to practitioners, and three to academics.  The remaining one has bearing on both the academy and practitioners.  The two political causes for this disconnect include the coverage by the popular media and punditry of democracy promotion which focuses almost entirely on elections.  Elections dominate newspaper coverage, popular commentary and the imagery surrounding democracy promotion. In general, democracy promotion does not get a great deal of media coverage, but when it does, the focus is on elections.  There is, for example, far more coverage of elections in post-conflict countries than there are in efforts to help make newly elected legislatures in those country function better. Second, the political impact of the Bush presidency on democracy promotion has been felt inside the academic world as well.  Being a supporter of democracy promotion, while ten years ago not a particularly political position, even today suggests a connection with the policies of the Bush administration.The tendency of the Bush administration itself to oversimplify democracy promotion and conflate it with elections also contributed to this. Practitioners have contributed to this disconnect in at least one very clear way.  There is very little effort made by organizations, whether they are funders, Washington based NGOs or contractors or local NGOs, to provide access to practitioners to the scholarly literature on either democracy promotion or democratization.  It is not unusual to meet somebody who has either funded or worked on democracy issues for years who has not read a scholarly article, atteneded an academic discussion or otherwise been exposed to some of the relevant academic works on these topics.   Some of the responsibility for this disconnect can be attributed to structural issues in the academy.  Much of the scholarship on democracy promotion is done through political science departments which leads scholars to ask questions which either have little bearing on practitioners orhave already been answered to the satisfaction of most practitioners.  One obvious example of this is the focus on the question of whether or not the U.S. should be involved in democracy promotion. 7   This is an interesting question for scholars of foreign policy or international relations, but practitioners have already answered this question in the affirmative and are interested in other issues. Similarly, and not surprisingly, political scientists tend to focus on the politics of democracy  promotion rather than on the policy angle.  A more policy oriented approach might contribute valuable scholarshipon, for example, policy evaluation ora myriad implementation related questions. A related point is that the incentive structures of the academy do not lend themselves to building links between scholars and practitioners in this field.  It is difficult to get tenure by writing a book about how to provide better support to evolving political party systems, whereas a work on the overall impact of democracy assistance in a particular region, for example, is far more likely to advance an academic career. Many of the scholars who work on democracy promotion not only have very little experience with, or even exposure to, democracy promotion.  This is not an uncommon disconnect between academia and policy work, but in democracy promotion there are specific voices that are left out entirely.  It is not uncommon to see panel discussions and other fora, even written works, that bring together academics and senior NGO or U.S. government people.  Occasionally scholars from countries where democracy assistance is being done participate in these, but activists from these countries are almost never part of the discussion.  This is unfortunate because these activists are doing some of the most intense and important democracy work.  It is not realistic to expect these activists to be scholars, but scholars could more actively seek out their views and opinions.  Bush, the Media and Studying Democracy Assistance Although George Bush probably talked about democracy promotion more than any American president in history, his enthusiasm for democracy assistance, which began late in his first term, damaged the public perception of democracy promotion broadly.  This damage was felt in the academy as well. President Bush had a penchant for simple language that, while occasionally was appropriate, frequently weakened his arguments and undermined him.  His overuse of the word “evil” to describe not just terrorists groups like Al Qaeda for whom the term was appropriate, but others fighting US forces in Iraq, for example, unsuccessfully sought to simplify a truly complex question.  Similarly, the question he asked shortly after September 11th  of “Why do they hate  us?” suggested that there was a simple answer to the very complicated and important question of the roots of anti-Americanism. This language infected Bush’s discussion of democracy and democracy promotion as well  Iraq and Afghanistan were frequently referred to as “free” or “democratic”, largely because of one reasonably well run election. 8   Georgia, shortly after the Rose Revolution was pronounced “a  beacon of liberty” by President Bush at a time when democracy there was already in retreat. 3 The simplified rhetoric surrounding the Bush administration’s approach to democracy building, conflating elections with democracy and democratic breakthroughs like the Color Revolutions in the former Soviet Union with democratization, naturally drew a response from scholars who believed that these conclusions were dangerous and misguided.Ironically, Bush’s rhetoric reignited scholarly discussions about democracy promotion as well as more specifically on the role of elections in democracy assistance.  While these topics may have seemed newly relevant to policy debates because of the Bush administration,they created more space between academics and practitioners, because practitioners did not view these questions as particularly new or interesting.  The scholarly work on this subject while valuable to foreign policy broadly and, of course, to students and scholars, was less valuable to practitioners. In general, Bush’s enthusiasm for democracy promotion created something of a straw man for critics of the policy. Instead of having to argue against funding civil society development in Cambodia or Armenia as a means of critiquing democracy promotion, all one had to do was argue that elections in Afghanistan or Iraq occurred too soon.   Democracy promotion which for years had been a low profile bipartisan policy in Washington became linked to the Bush administration, thus making it an even greater straw man for opponents of Bush.  Arguing that Iraq was not a democracy simply because it had an election or two, which academics as well as journalists, did during the Bush years did not exactly bridge the gap between scholars and people working on democracy issues in Iraq and elsewhere doing things like helping train election monitors, or crafting exchange programs for newly elected legislators. Many practitioners of democracy assistance werealso critical of Bush’s approach to democracy, but they still believed in the basic value of the policy itself.  Scholars, like many observers failed to make this distinction.  This contributed not only to a disconnect, but at times outright hostility. In the middle of the last decade believing that democracy promotion was a sound policy was still a widely shared idea in Washington, but was largely discredited among scholars.  This speaks to the missteps of the Bush administration, but also the willingness of some scholars to use those missteps to make overly simple and critical arguments.
Democracy is a precondition to the elimination of discrimination.  Joint participation produces reciprocity.

Gould 2000

(Carol, Stevens Institute of Technology, “Racism and Democracy Reconsidered”, Social Identities, Volume 6, Number 4, 2000, http://www.temple.edu/cgep/gould/documents/racismanddemocracyreconsidered.pdf)

A cautionary note in the appeal to economic democracy here is provided by the somewhat analogous critique that has been offered concerning reducing women’s issues to economic ones — in this case, that there is an autonomy to racism (or sexism) that transcends merely economic factors and makes use of them. Thus it is clear that a commitment to equality in social relations and the elimination of racial discrimination remains central, including the development of communication and other tools to overcome nefarious distinctions and the exertion of power by some over others. Yet, as suggested, if democracy is interpreted in a fuller sense as not only majority vote but as involving opportunities for widespread participation in spheres beyond the political, the hypothesis here is that it might well contribute to the melioration of this discrimination. Whereas it is usually claimed that the elimination of discrimination is a condition for democratic participation, here the reverse is also held to apply. In this process, the ‘democratic personality’, as discussed, with its qualities of agency, receptivity, flexibility, and openness to differences, would play a role, as would the greater degree of economic egalitarianism potentially entailed by certain systems of economic democratisation. Additionally, the fact that majority rule does not necessarily protect minorities even when they are represented, as Guinier and others have pointed out (see Guinier, 1994, especially Chapters 3 and 4), points to the need for this conception of democracy to be interpreted along deliberative and discussionbased lines. In this way, developing common interests and building shared concerns in various contexts of social life take centre stage. Democracy beyond the political thus takes on new significance. In such an approach, which is clearly in need of considerably more theoretical attention, participation in democratic decision-making in a variety of associations, including the relatively nonvoluntary but central context of firms and workplaces, can contribute to changing participants’ understandings and expectations of each other’s differences. Joint participation in decision-making fosters reciprocity. 

Colonial America, Slave-Nation America, 1662: a black woman is found guilty of murder and sentenced to death upon her miscarriage of a white man’s baby.  The rape of black women at the behest of white men is the real legacy of colonial slavery because it is the precondition for the invention of race as a legal category which allows those in power in institutional settings to appropriate the reproductive powers of a race for the machinations of profit for a chosen people.  Thus, the control of women’s bodies is the precondition of the social expression of racism.

Martinot 2007 [Steven, “Motherhood and the Invention of Race,” Hypatia 22.2]
The creation of matrilineal servitude status, the insidious division of women against one another in the interests of wealth and property, expressed nothing more actual or exigent than colonial greed. Antmiscegenation statutes extended racial categories to the human body as property. Together, the legislation of motherhood and sexuality transformed property by extending the body as property to the body as production. The two coalesced as slavery and a structure of racialization, by which the English derogated people of color and defined themselves as white. Structurally, these enactments together engendered a cyclic process. Sexuality, seized as property in Africans and desexualized as propriety for the English, extended the body as production to commodified personhood. Commodified personhood formed the grounds for the codification of slavery and the transformation of colonial allegiance (through paranoia and enforced social solidarity) into a structure of racialization whose ultimate product was white social identity. Slavery, the ultimate extension of the body as property, gives all interpersonal relations a commodified character that through racialization renders all forms of personhood a matter of property. This cycle continually reproduces race, whiteness, and white supremacy, in which political enactment, paramilitary activity, the use of economic and financial power, and the instrumentalization of women have always been deployed together. Throughout their many redefinitions, race, sexuality, gender, and nation have been mutually conditioning in the production of American whiteness and in the construction of a white nation. As Roberts argues, at the confluence of motherhood, race, and white supremacy, the state’s persecution of a black woman will not only extend its control over childbearing, but reinstate the biologization of race at the same time (1997, 20). What colonial white society did to African women through matrilineal statues (to construct structures of racialization), contemporary white society does to Regina McKnight[’s] through charges of murder. Her personhood and motherhood are not violently divided against each other legally because the state is rehearsing or reconstituting a form of matrilinearity; the violence done to her is in the service of reenacting the structures of white supremacy that emerged from matrilinearity. For the state to have provided medical care or humane labor conditions would have been unintelligible for it. Instead, the state imprints outlaw status and servitude on McKnight’s body to sanctify its withholding of humane conditions, as the reconstitution of a white social consensus. Because the state could repeat this cycle with respect to McKnight, it could use her and other black women (through the instrumentalization of black motherhood) to reinscribe social racialization and its own white identity. In this sense, the McKnight case is the direct legacy of the seventeenth-century 96 Hypatia invention of race itself. Repeating the redefinition of gender and sexuality of three hundred years earlier, the condemnation of McKnight echoes the colonial condemnation of the black pregnant body—restructuring race through a paranoia (the threat of criminalized black people), white solidarity (allegiance to the law), and practices of arbitrary and gratuitous violence. 

The black/white dichotomous view of oppression is a replication of Eurocentric, masculinist thought.  We must recognize that all people are simultaneously oppressed and oppressors, depending on context, to move forward against oppressive structures and modes of thinking

Collins 90

(Patricia Hill Collins, Black Feminist Thought: Knowledge, Consciousness, and the Politics of Empowerment (Boston: Unwin Hyman, 1990), pp. 221–238, http://www.hartford-hwp.com/archives/45a/252.html)

Additive models of oppression are firmly rooted in the either/or dichotomous thinking of Eurocentric, masculinist thought. One must be either Black or white in such thought systems--persons of ambiguous racial and ethnic identity constantly battle with questions such as "what are you, anyway?" This emphasis on quantification and categorization occurs in conjunction with the belief that either/or categories must be ranked. The search for certainty of this sort requires that one side of a dichotomy be privileged while its other is denigrated. Privilege becomes defined in relation to its other.  Replacing additive models of oppression with interlocking ones creates possibilities for new paradigms. The significance of seeing race, class, and gender as interlocking systems of oppression is that such an approach fosters a paradigmatic shift of thinking inclusively about other oppressions, such as age, sexual orientation, religion, and ethnicity. Race, class, and gender represent the three systems of oppression that most heavily affect African-American women. But these systems and the economic, political, and ideological conditions that support them may not be the most fundamental oppressions, and they certainly affect many more groups than Black women. Other people of color, Jews, the poor white women, and gays and lesbians have all had similar ideological justifications offered for their subordination. All categories of humans labeled Others have been equated to one another, to animals, and to nature.  Placing African-American women and other excluded groups in the center of analysis opens up possibilities for a both/and conceptual stance, one in which all groups possess varying amounts of penalty and privilege in one historically created system. In this system, for example, white women are penalized by their gender but privileged by their race. Depending on the context, an individual may be an oppressor, a member of an oppressed group, or simultaneously oppressor and oppressed.  Adhering to a both/and conceptual stance does not mean that race, class, and gender oppression are interchangeable. For example, whereas race, class, and gender oppression operate on the social structural level of institutions, gender oppression seems better able to annex the basic power of the erotic and intrude in personal relationships via family dynamics and within individual consciousness. This may be because racial oppression has fostered historically concrete communities among African-Americans and other racial/ethnic groups. These communities have stimulated cultures of resistance. While these communities segregate Blacks from whites, they simultaneously provide counter-institutional buffers that subordinate groups such as African-Americans use to resist the ideas and institutions of dominant groups. Social class may be similarly structured. Traditionally conceptualized as a relationship of individual employees to their employers, social class might be better viewed as a relationship of communities to capitalist political economies. Moreover, significant overlap exists between racial and social class oppression when viewing them through the collective lens of family and community. Existing community structures provide a primary line of resistance against racial and class oppression. But because gender cross-cuts these structures, it finds fewer comparable institutional bases to foster resistance.  Embracing a both/and conceptual stance moves us from additive, separate systems approaches to oppression and toward what I now see as the more fundamental issue of the social relations of domination. Race, class, and gender constitute axes of oppression that characterize Black women's experiences within a more generalized matrix of domination. Other groups may encounter different dimensions of the matrix, such as sexual orientation, religion, and age, but the overarching relationship is one of domination and the types of activism it generates.  Bell Hooks labels this matrix a "politic of domination" and describes how it operates along interlocking axes of race, class, and gender oppression. This politic of domination  refers to the ideological ground that they share, which is a belief in domination, and a belief in the notions of superior and inferior, which are components of all of those systems. For me it's like a house, they share the foundation, but the foundation is the ideological beliefs around which notions of domination are constructed.  Johnella Butler claims that new methodologies growing from this new paradigm would be "non-hierarchical" and would "refuse primacy to either race, class, gender, or ethnicity, demanding instead a recognition of their matrix-like interaction." Race, class, and gender may not be the most fundamental or important systems of oppression, but they have most profoundly affected African-American women. One significant dimension of Black feminist thought is its potential to reveal insights about the social relations of domination organized along other axes such as religion, ethnicity, sexual orientation, and age. Investigating Black women's particular experiences thus promises to reveal much about the more universal process of domination.

We need to move beyond the idea of a pure division between the oppressed and the oppressor.  The focus on white supremacy reflects a desire to replicate the oppressor.  Only a radical intersectionality that recognizes the interlocking and overlapping nature of oppression can be productive.

Collins 90

(Patricia Hill Collins, Black Feminist Thought: Knowledge, Consciousness, and the Politics of Empowerment (Boston: Unwin Hyman, 1990), pp. 221–238, http://www.hartford-hwp.com/archives/45a/252.html)

Domination operates by seducing, pressuring, or forcing African-American women and members of subordinated groups to replace individual and cultural ways of knowing with the dominant group's specialized thought. As a result, suggests Audre Lorde, "the true focus of revolutionary change is never merely the oppressive situations which we seek to escape, but that piece of the oppressor which is planted deep within each of us." Or as Toni Cade Bambara succinctly states, "revolution begins with the self, in the self." Lorde and Bambara's suppositions raise an important issue for Black feminist intellectuals and for all scholars and activists working for social change. Although most individuals have little difficulty identifying their own victimization within some major system of oppression--whether it be by race, social class, religion, physical ability, sexual orientation, ethnicity, age or gender--they typically fail to see how their thoughts and actions uphold someone else's subordination. Thus white feminists routinely point with confidence to their oppression as women but resist seeing how much their white skin privileges them. African-Americans who possess eloquent analyses of racism often persist in viewing poor white women as symbols of white power. The radical left fares little better. "If only people of color and women could see their true class interests," they argue, "class solidarity would eliminate racism and sexism." In essence, each group identifies the oppression with which it feels most comfortable as being fundamental and classifies all others as being of lesser importance. Oppression is filled with such contradictions because these approaches fail to recognize that a matrix of domination contains few pure victims or oppressors. Each individual derives varying amounts of penalty and privilege from the multiple systems of oppression which frame everyone's lives. A broader focus stresses the interlocking nature of oppressions that are structured on multiple levels, from the individual to the social structural, and which are part of a larger matrix of domination. Adhering to this inclusive model provides the conceptual space needed for each individual to see that she or he is both a member of multiple dominant groups and a member of multiple subordinate groups. Shifting the analysis to investigating how the matrix of domination is structured along certain axes--race, gender, and class being the axes of investigation for AfricanAmerican women--reveals that different systems of oppression may rely in varying degrees on systemic versus interpersonal mechanisms of domination. Empowerment involves rejecting the dimensions of knowledge, whether personal, cultural, or institutional, that perpetuate objectification and dehumanization. African-American women and other individuals in subordinate groups become empowered when we understand and use those dimensions of our individual, group, and disciplinary ways of knowing that foster our humanity as fully human subjects. This is the case when Black women value our self-definitions, participate in a Black women's activist tradition, invoke an Afrocentric feminist epistemology as central to our worldview, and view the skills gained in schools as part of a focused education for Black community development. C. Wright Mills identifies this holistic epistemology as the "sociological imagination" and identifies its task and its promise as a way of knowing that enables individuals to grasp the relations between history and biography within society. Using one's standpoint to engage the sociological imagination can empower the individual. "My fullest concentration of energy is available to me," Audre Lorde maintains, "only when I integrate all the parts of who I am, openly, allowing power from particular sources of my living to flow back and forth freely through all my different selves, without the restriction of externally imposed definition." 

Perm—do both. Uncritical acceptance of their criticism shuts off understanding of democracy assistance; only the perm works 

Carothers 99 [Thomas Carothers, Aiding Democracy Abroad: The Learning Curve, Carnegie Endowment for International Peace, 1999, p. 59-60]

Having reviewed the history of U.S. democracy assistance, we can proceed to an introduction of the four cases at the core of this book and the question of strategy. Before doing so, however, I wish to pause briefly for a skeptical interlude. I have noticed that whenever I present an analysis of U.S. democracy assistance, no matter how questioning, some listeners or readers automatically suspect that merely because I treat the subject seriously, I believe such aid is wonderful and that the United States is a faultless champion of democracy on the world stage. They respond with a strong, often bristly skepticism rooted in fundamental doubts about the field, usually including some combination of the following: All the nice phrases about the United States promoting democracy abroad are just so much talk; when push comes to shove, the United States happily supports dictators if they serve U.S. economic or security interests. Democracy assistance is only a small fraction of U.S. foreign aid and therefore unimportant. Democracy aid is just a pretty way of packaging illegitimate U.S. intervention in the internal affairs of other countries. In any case, democracy cannot be exported, it must be grown from within. Besides, where does the United States get off telling other countries how to run their political systems when its own politics are so full of problems. Armed with these beliefs, some observers dismiss the whole enterprise as insignificant, misguided, or sinister without any serious examinationof the field. The purpose of this skeptical interlude is not to flatly rebut the skeptics’ propositions and then go on an unfettered idealistic march through the rest of the book. All these fundamental doubts contain some truth.My own views on democracy aid are informed by a considerable amount of skepticism and my perspective is one of constructive critical inquiry. Butthese doubting propositions are overstatements that if accepted uncritically close off understanding rather than advance it. They are issues for debate, not crushing proof of the senselessness of democracy aid. Let us briefly consider each in turn.

The concept of democracy combines with antiracism to produce a truly inclusive model of civil society, the permutation solves the link to the racial kritik of democracy.

Gould 2000

(Carol, Stevens Institute of Technology, “Racism and Democracy Reconsidered”, Social Identities, Volume 6, Number 4, 2000, http://www.temple.edu/cgep/gould/documents/racismanddemocracyreconsidered.pdf)

When conceived in relation to the idea of multiple and interactive cultural identities that I posed as the prospective counterpart to historically developed racial identities, what then does such a conception of concrete universality entail? The answer is threefold, I think: democracy needs to be understood as multicultural in a specific sense, it has to be connected to citizenship on a certain interpretation, and it requires a substantive interpretation in terms of democratic community. These admittedly rather demanding requirements can be summed up in the idea of an inclusive multicultural democracy. It seems to me that democracy can make its own contribution to countering racism when it is reconceived in this way, providing certain suggestions for practical changes along these lines. The additional impact of economic democratisation for counteracting racism will be considered later, in the final part. It may be helpful to analyse the ingredients for this reinterpretation of democracy, namely, multiculturalism, inclusiveness, and democratic community, before attempting a summary characterisation of the overall idea. The term multiculturalism has been used in importantly ambiguous ways, meaning different things to different people; and by now it has some unfortunate connotations. Still, the word itself, suggesting the multiplicity of cultures, retains its utility. (‘Pluriculturalism’ would capture the same notion, but it too has been used in very different contexts.) We may in fact distinguish between two uses of the term: in one use, multiculturalism designates an aggregate or collection of different and relatively separate cultures, together with an awareness within an older dominant culture of these differences and of the contributions of the cultures of oppressed groups — paradigmatically, the recognition of the contributions of African-American, Latino, and other minority cultures in the United States —or an awareness of non-Western cultures beyond the dominant Eurocentric canon. In this aggregative sense, too, it has sometimes come to be unfortunately used in a denigrating and racist way to refer to generalised, unspecified racial demands by African-Americans and other racial minorities on white people. The term multiculturalism can also be used, in a second sense, to designate a newer interactive model of culture, where cultural (and racial) identity itself is open to plural definition and where there may be cultural creation through the appropriation of diverse cultural influences. Here, the concept becomes more one of being multi-cultured or multiply-cultured (and analogously, perhaps, multi- racial). A noteworthy and often-cited example of this interactive cultural creation is American jazz. There have been more recent forms of this as well, for example, in graffiti art, in the influence of various sorts of ethnic dance on the forms of modern dance, in hip-hop music, and more generally in the phenomenon of ‘fusion’ styles of art, music and even cuisine. Yet, this does not necessarily entail a homogenisation of cultural strains and it is also a continuation of the historically common phenomenon of cultural diffusion. But we may say that such multi- cultural creation has become a more intensely dynamic phenomenon than it was in the past, due in part to the powerful contemporary technologies of global communication. On the normative side, such developments contribute to the possibilities of cultural choice and change, and accord with the social constructivist conception of racial/ cultural identity presented earlier. It is evident that this conception of multiculturalism adds an important element not only of self- definition but also the appropriation of diverse cultures to the more passive traditional characterisation of races, and of cultures too, as matters of birth or ascription. When connected to democracy, the requirement of multiculturalism implies that the political community not only tolerate diverse cultural groups, but find ways of supporting them, compatible with basic principles of equal treatment. It would need to eliminate the favouritism of civic life toward one leading set of cultural characteristics — that of the majority (in the US, still white Protestant), and permit the development of new forms of such civic life reflective of the polity’s fuller cultural variety. Some degree of public support of diverse cultures is possible, with the proviso that individuals must be understood to be capable of belonging to more than one culture. And particularly where there is a dominant majority and a clearly articulated set of minority cultures, certain group rights for these cultural minorities may also need to be protected (for some of the difŽculties here, see Kymlicka, 1995). Such a multicultural democracy attempts to go beyond the model of a neutral and universalist public sphere, where all particularity is supposedly relegated to a private domain in which particular cultural identities are allowed to �flourish. Rather, this view suggests that some cultural diversification can actually be supported within the public sphere itself, compatible with fairness and human rights, and where there is an ongoing and open dialogue about emergent civic traditions.
Effective opposition to imperialism must be political

Gilbert and Littler 2009

(Jeremy Gilbert is Senior Lecturer in Cultural Studies at the University of East London, and  Jo Littler is Senior Lecturer in Media and Cultural Studies at Middlesex University, “Beyond Gesture, Beyond Pragmatism”, What is Radical Politics Today?, Edited by Jonathan Pugh, Pg. 129-30)

Such anorientation towards long-term and permanent intervention might best be understood as ‘strategic’ in nature. In our view, the distinction between strategic and tactical interventions is a crucial one. A particular tendency in ‘radical’ thought – informed by de Certeau, Hakim Bey, certain immature strands of anarchism and some deeply confused misreadings of Deleuze and Guattari – tends to assume that true radicalism can operate on a purely ‘tactical’ level, and that ‘strategy’ must always be the property of authoritarian organisations and projects. Such a position inevitably ends up endorsing a range of ‘tactical’ manoeuvres which give expression to a ‘radical’ identity but have no apparent impact on power relationships: examples of such ineffectual gestures include‘subvertisements’, short-term squatting, conceptual art shows, or spectacular political ‘actions’ involving large numbers of arrests and no change whatsoever to the policies being protested. In fact, we are highly sympathetic to the creativity and dynamism of such activity, and we would also share this tradition’s hostility towards rigid doctrine, party discipline and organisational authoritarianism. As should be clear from our rejection of the revolution/reform distinction, we do not believe that it is possible to formulate all-encompassing ‘strategies’ with determinate final goals for radical political projects. Any action is without guarantees and can of course have unpredictable effects. But at the same time, there can be no conception of radicalism as tending in the direction of ‘tipping points’if there is no attention at all to the wider configurations in which particular actions are taken and no desire to intensify change in the direction of their possible transformation. Such an attention and desire might best be characterised as a ‘strategic orientation’ (Gilbert, 2008). A strategic orientation, we suggest, is what characterises genuine radicalism. This is, of course, a perspective very much in the Gramscian tradition. From this point of view, it is possible to be thoroughly militant in one’s declared opposition to, say, capitalism, or patriarchy, or imperialism, or whatever; but if that opposition is expressed in terms which have no hope or intention of persuading others to engage in similar opposition, no chance whatsoever of broadening and intensifying such opposition in the direction of some transformatory tipping point,then it can be at best merely ‘tactical’ in nature, a mere statement of opposition which makes no impact upon the wider configuration of forces, and so is devoid of any real political efficacy.
