Failing to meet recruitment targets immediately emboldens global great power rivalries 
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Even the most ardent anti-military advocates and political theorists would have to admit¶ that a forced, substantial reduction in military spending, amidst an already growing troop¶ shortage problem, would likely weaken America for several reasons. First and most¶ basically, America would have fewer troops available to defend itself from future attacks.¶ The necessity of a healthy military, ready to deploy at any time in defense of the nation¶ should not be underestimated. September 11, 2001 showed that people do not fear¶ attacking mainland U.S. Reducing the military to the point where we would not be able¶ to defend the nation could have the domino effect of emboldening America’s enemies,¶ making them more likely to strike while America’s defense are depleted.¶ America will undoubtedly retain enough nuclear weapons to sufficiently destroy/retaliate¶ against any nation that attacks her. Currently, America has approximately 7,100 nuclear¶ weapons available.¶ 104¶ Thus, this Article is not saying that if America’s military budget is¶ reduced, America would lose if Venezuela invaded and attempted to take over the¶ country. America will likely maintain its nuclear capabilities to discourage/stop such an¶ attack. But nuclear weapons as a primary defense have their limitations. Having the¶ largest nuclear arsenal in the world did not prevent 9/11. Nor has it played a role in,¶ much less ended, the war on terror. Individual groups and/or smaller factions require¶ something less than nuclear bombs to defeat. Asymmetric warfare and on the ground¶ guerilla tactics are often better utilized when fighting terrorist organizations, the type of¶ enemy the U.S. is likely to face in the future.¶ Thus, even though America will likely retain nuclear preeminence in the world, to ward¶ off relatively smaller in scale (but by no means small) attacks and attackers, America will¶ likely need the rest of its military. Keeping nuclear weapons but reducing military¶ spending on almost everything else would not be an effective national security strategy. On the other hand, an obesity necessitated reduction in budget, that leads to significant¶ military cuts from the nuclear weapons program, would also be problematic. It is¶ expensive to properly dispose of, and maintain effective safeguards in so doing, for¶ thousands of nuclear weapons. Without the money to maintain and keep safe track of all¶ of our nuclear weapons, one can imagine a sort of Wild West in which advanced nuclear materials and weapons are siphoned off to the highest bidder. One need only look to¶ what has happened with some of the states in the former Soviet Union and the¶ disorganized dismantling of its nuclear weapons program as a model the U.S. does not¶ want to follow.105¶ Finally, reducing America’s military would leave the nation with fewer troops to¶ complete or continue the current conflicts of the day. Not only would America be less¶ able to fend off future aggressors, but those currently in conflict with America might¶ suddenly have the upper hand. On the contrary, one could argue that America may be¶ involved in less armed conflict in the future, thus drastically reducing the need for such a¶ vast military. An axiom that has remained constant throughout history, however, is¶ man’s desire for war.106¶ With the rise of the Islamic State and the continued threat of a¶ nuclear Iran and Al Qaeda associated forces, it is unlikely that America will see a¶ significant reduction in fighting in the future.¶ Moreover, all of the above listed conflicts involve countries or person directly in conflict¶ with America. But those directly at odds with America are not the only instances where¶ the U.S. needs troops or utilizes it’s military. Since the end of the Cold War, the U.S.¶ military has routinely been utilized to combat individuals abroad that were not directly¶ attacking or threatening America.107¶ For reasons mentioned earlier, it remains highly¶ unlikely that this trend would suddenly change in the future. As such, the U.S. military¶ will continue to be called upon to use force against nations or individuals not directly¶ attacking America, many of which are currently unknown. Because unknown threats are¶ inherently difficult to prepare for, it remains imperative to maintain a fluent and¶ sufficiently funded military to adequately address future, hard to predict situations.¶ In sum, if the nation continues to increase in weight, health care spending will increase¶ significantly, and one of the few places where budget money could come from to pay for¶ these is the military. If that happens, it will make America less safe and more vulnerable¶ to attack.
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