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Polls consistently show the economy is the key issue

Galston  12

William A. Galston is the Ezra K. Zilkha  Chair in Governance  Studies and senior  fellow at Brookings May 10, 2012 

Six Months To Go:  Where the Presidential Contest Stands  as the General Election Begins http://www.brookings.edu/research/papers/2012/05/~/media/Research/Files/Papers/2012/5/10%20obama%20campaign%20galston/Where%20the%20Presidential%20Contest%20Stands.pdf

Every survey finds that economic issues dominate public concerns.  The most  recent survey of the Pew Research Center asked respondents to rank eighteen  issues on a four-point scale from “very” to “not at all” important.  Eighty-six  percent said that the economy was very important, with jobs a close second at 84  percent.  By contrast, four hot-button social issues—immigration (42 percent),  abortion (39 percent), birth control (34 percent), and gay marriage (28 percent)— came in at the bottom.      While defense and foreign policy issues ranked somewhat higher than social issues,  none were regarded as very important by even 60 percent of the people.  And the  Obama administration’s vigorous prosecution of the fight against Al Qaeda, capped  by the bold decision that resulted in bin Laden’s death, seems to have neutralized  the longstanding Republican advantage in this area.  There is nothing at present to  suggest that Republicans will be able to turn defense and foreign policy concerns  into politically effective attacks on President Obama.  (A major confrontation with  Iran, North Korea, or China could change this, of course.)    The most recent CBS/New York Times survey proceeded differently, asking  respondents to select the single issue they regard as the most important.  Twenty-six  percent named “jobs,” and 22 percent “the economy.”  No other issue broke into  double digits; defense, foreign policy, and social issues barely registered.
Models prove

Schiller 12
Brad Schiller is a professor of economics at the University of Nevada, Reno, and the author of The Economy Today January 17, 2012 “Predicting a president” http://gulfnews.com/opinions/columnists/predicting-a-president-1.966814
Getting that prediction right at the beginning of the season is a lot harder. Timing is one of the things that make Ray Fair's predictions so impressive. The Yale economist made his predictions for the 2012 presidential race way back in October 2010, long before anyone knew who would be challenging Obama this year. In fact, professor Fair says it does not matter who the challenger is. The only thing that matters in Fair's model is the economy.  Fair's equation  Echoing Bill Clinton's mantra — "It's the economy, stupid" — Fair offers a model of total economic determination. As he sees it, people will vote their pocketbooks. Period. Think about that proposition for a minute. Nothing else matters? Not who the Republican nominee is? Not the vice-presidential nominee? Not money spent on the campaign? Not the number of candidate appearances or goofs? In Fair's model, it's all about the economy, plain and simple. And he's been right 90 per cent of the time.  Fair's equation uses only two variables: economic growth and inflation. On the theory that voters will reward the incumbent who delivers on improving the economy, the calculation adds points for growth (as measured by changes in real gross domestic product) and subtracts them for increases in the rate of inflation.  The economic despair of the last three years hardly matters. What counts, he says, is how well the economy is doing in the election year. That has to worry Republicans who want to make the prolonged downturn a central campaign issue. In October 2010, Fair was predicting another decisive Obama victory in 2012. His prediction depended on a forecast of a strong 2012 economy. Fair assumed GDP growth of 3.69 per cent in the first nine months of the year, including three ‘good news' quarters (in which GDP grows by more than 3.2 per cent).  Most other forecasters — the Conference Board, the National Association of Business Economics, the Congressional Budget Office, Goldman Sachs, etc — foresee much slower growth and no ‘good news' quarters. But even modest growth could make the election a lot closer than people now anticipate. So if you are handicapping the outcome, you had better keep an eye on the economy, not the candidates, the stars or the opinion polls.
Econ decides, not the environment

Becker 12

Bill Becker is the Executive Director of the Presidential Climate Action Project Aug 3, 2012 On Climate Change, Nothing Ventured, Nothing Gained http://thinkprogress.org/climate/2012/08/03/629191/on-climate-change-nothing-ventured-nothing-gained/?mobile=nc

Political insiders argue – and it’s true — that climate change doesn’t appear on the list of the voters’ top concerns. The list is dominated by the economy, along with the budget deficit, health care and the environment in general. But it doesn’t take a climate scientist to see that our changing weather has a significant impact on each of those issues. Rising food prices aren’t going to help the families trying to make ends meet. Extreme weather doesn’t help bring down budget deficits, with the government’s costs going up for disaster assistance and taxpayer-supported flood and crop insurance.

The economy will decide the election

Goozner 4-20
MERRILL GOOZNER, April 20, 2012 Obama, Ahead in Polls, Could Be Thrown a Curve  http://www.thefiscaltimes.com/Blogs/Gooz-News/2012/04/20/Obamas-Ahead-in-Polls-Could-be-Thrown%20a-Curve.aspx#page1
The trend appears clear. If the economy continues to improve between now and November, the crowd at the betting window is right: the president will win handsomely. But if job creation falters, unemployment remains stuck at 8.3 percent or higher and consumers put away their credit cards, the race will tighten appreciably with Romney having a solid shot at winning.

More evidence – empirically proven
Stehli 11
Jean-Sébastien Stehli, 10/21 Le Figaro Newspaper, France, “Obama, Gadhafi and the Election”, http://watchingamerica.com/News/126970/obama-gadhafi-and-the-election/

Currently, only 42 percent of Americans approve of Barack Obama's performance. He has been saddled with an economy that is struggling to restart, partly thanks to Republican efforts to block any and all actions to rescue the economy. See, for example, Congress' vote last week to reject the president's jobs plan. According to the classic formula, Americans vote with their wallets. But the death of the Libyan, which didn't require the United States to get dragged into another conflict, could provide a little boost for Barack Obama's sagging popularity. Last May, just after bin Laden's death, his popularity increased to 56 percent according to a joint Pew Center-Washington Post poll — a figure that the 44th president would love to regain. But today, according to an ABC News poll, 51 percent of Americans say that the only thing that matters is the health of the economy. "The election is much more about Americans losing their jobs than about Gadhafi losing his head," explains Glen Bolger, a pollster working for Mitt Romney. Foreign policy is truly foreign for the majority of Americans. After the first Gulf War, won in 100 hours by the elder George Bush, analysts claimed that Bush would be unbeatable in the 1992 elections a year later. But the economy took a nosedive, and Bill Clinton arrived at the White House. 

US innovation is high and BEST USED BY THE U.S.

Beckley, Michael is a research fellow in the International Security Program at Harvard Kennedy School’s Belfer Center for Science and International Affairs and a fellow at the Miller Center at the University of Virginia “China’s Century? Why America’s Edge Will Endure.” International Security, Vol. 36, No. 3 (Winter 2011/12), pp: 41-78. 

In theory, globalization should help developing countries obtain and absorb advanced technology. In practice, however, this may not occur because some of the knowledge and infrastructure necessary to absorb certain technologies cannot be specified in a blueprint or contained within a machine. Instead they exist in peoples’ minds and can be obtained only through “hands-on” experience. The World Bank recently calculated that 80 percent of the wealth of the United States is made up of intangible assets, most notably, its system of property rights, its efficient judicial system, and the skills, knowledge, and trust embedded within its society. If this is the case, then a huge chunk of what separates the United States from China is not for sale and cannot be copied. Economies and militaries used to consist primarily of physical goods (e.g.,  conveyor belts and tanks), but today they are composed of systems that link  physical goods to networks, research clusters, and command centers.  72  Developing countries may be able to purchase or steal certain aspects of these  systems from abroad, but many lack the supporting infrastructure, or “absorptive capacity,” necessary to integrate them into functioning wholes.  73  For example, in the 1960s, Cummins Engine Company, a U.S. technological leader,  formed joint ventures with a Japanese company and an Indian company to produce the same truck engine. The Japanese plant quickly reached U.S. quality and cost levels while the Indian plant turned out second-rate engines at  three to four times the cost. The reason, according to Jack Baranson, was the  “high degree of technical skill . . . required to convert techniques and produce  new technical drawings and manufacturing specifications.”  74  This case illustrates how an intangible factor such as skill can lead to significant productivity  differences even when two countries have access to identical hardware. Compared to developing countries such as China, the United States is primed for technological absorption. Its property rights, social networks, capital markets, flexible labor laws, and legions of multinational companies not only help it innovate, but also absorb innovations created elsewhere. Declinists liken the U.S. economic system to a leaky bucket oozing innovations out into the international system. But in the alternative perspective, the United States is more like a sponge, steadily increasing its mass by soaking up ideas, technology, and people from the rest of the world. If this is the case, then the spread of technology around the globe may paradoxically favor a concentration of technological and military capabilities in the United States.

GNR Now
Developing countries HAVE to choose nuclear

Breakthrough Institute 12 

(7/31/12 “‘IAEA Says Nuclear Energy Will Go From Strength to Strength” http://oilprice.com/Alternative-Energy/Nuclear-Power/IAEA-Says-Nuclear-Energy-go-from-Strength-to-Strength.html)

Global production of nuclear energy is expected to grow significantly in future years, despite setbacks in Japan and Germany, as China and the United States eyes next-generation reactors.

Worldwide nuclear electricity generating capacity is expected to increase between 44 percent and 99 percent by 2035, the International Atomic Energy Agency and the Organization for Economic Cooperation and Development Nuclear Energy Agency said in their joint biannual report on uranium resources, released this week.

Japan's decision to shut down all but two of its nuclear reactors in the wake of the nuclear accident at Fukushima Daiichi last year played in to Germany's decision to phase out nuclear by 2022, but has apparently not slowed plans in other parts of Asia. Nuclear energy will see the sharpest expansion in China, India, and South Korea, the agencies said in a release, as well as in Russia.

Gary Dyck, head of nuclear fuel cycle and materials at the International Atomic Energy Agency, told Reuters that the long-term impact of Fukushima on global nuclear energy production was a "speed bump... We still expect huge growth in China."

Capacity in East Asia will jump by 125 percent to 185 percent, according to the report.

Though China suspended new nuclear projects in the wake of Fukushima, it now appears that China will react to the incident by turning to newer, domestically produced nuclear reactors, Harvard research scholar Yun Zhou wrote last month.

"It appears that the Fukushima disaster may lead China to adopt newer, third-generation (or Gen III) reactor designs created by Chinese firms, allowing China to wean itself from purely foreign reactor technology much more quickly than was expected pre-Fukushima," she wrote. "In fact, a race to develop indigenous Gen III technology is emerging, with all three major nuclear power companies in China announcing their own Gen III reactor designs."

China's 22 Generation II reactors currently under construction will not go under any major redesigns, but its additional 14 planned reactors are much more likely to be advanced models.

Meanwhile, nuclear advocates are making a push in the US for Generation IV reactors, many of which are viewed as safer and cheaper than large-scale Generation II light water reactors currently in use.

Natural gas won’t tank nuclear


Spencer 12 (Jack Spencer is Research Fellow in Nuclear Energy in the Thomas A. Roe Institute for Economic Policy Studies at The Heritage Foundation.)

(3/16/2012. “More to the Story on Nuclear Power and Cheap Natural Gas” http://blog.heritage.org/2012/03/16/more-to-the-story-on-nuclear-power-and-cheap-natural-gas/)

Back to nuclear.

As natural gas use was growing through the mid-2000s, the nuclear industry was refining its product. It continued to bring plants on line that had been permitted prior to the TMI accident and worked to hone its safety procedures and operational efficiency. The numbers show the progress. In 1979, American had 72 plants on line. Today there are 104.

Back then, America’s reactors operated at an average capacity factor of less than 60 percent. That means that the average plant spent 40 percent of that year not producing electricity. Today, reactors routinely exceed 90 percent capacity factors. This has resulted in low-cost, reliable electricity. And because the cost of fuel makes up a small percentage of actual costs, nuclear power prices do not vary over the lifetime of the plant. Best of all, these benefits are buoyed by increasing safety.

This progress positioned nuclear power to mount a comeback by the late 2000s. Indeed, 18 utilities submitted applications to the Nuclear Regulatory Commission to build nearly 30 new reactors.

Now, once again, with cost estimates rising for nuclear power, natural gas prices dropping, and renewed public anxiety fueled by a major accident, some like the Economist and The Wall Street Journal are questioning whether nuclear power has a future.

Part of the answer can be found in the Journal’s article. It points to three concerns regarding over-reliance on natural gas:

    Diversity of fuel source. As one of the executives interviewed clearly states, even if one fuel source is cheap, there is great value in fuel diversity. An over-reliance on a single fuel will likely result in higher costs.

    Long-term prices are unpredictable. Few expected the precipitous drop in natural gas prices that has occurred since 2008. Likewise, no one is predicting any near-term price spikes. However, if history is any guide, we should expect a rise over time. The lower prices go, the less incentive there will be to find additional reserves. The Wall Street Journal reports that this is already happening. And demand will surely increase as more natural gas is used for home heating and electricity production, and industrial applications and export opportunities emerge.

    Fuel supply. There is also growing concern that existing pipeline capacity will not be adequate to support growing demand.

The rest of the answer lies with the nuclear industry and the federal government and how they interact. As the industry underwent significant safety and operational reform after TMI, the time is now for another significant reform effort geared toward relating to the federal government. These reforms should include:

    Regulatory reform. America’s nuclear regulator, the Nuclear Regulatory Commission, does an outstanding job at regulating public health and safety for existing plants in a slow/no-growth market that is built around a single technology. It is not built to regulate a technologically diverse, growing nuclear industry.

    Waste management. While the private sector efficiently manages front-end (fuel-related) activities and plant operations, the government remains in control of America’s dysfunctional regime for waste management. Under the current system, there is little connection between used-fuel management programs, economics, and the needs of the nuclear industry. Any successful plan must grow out of the private sector, be driven by sound economics, and provide access to the funds that have been set aside for nuclear waste management activities.

Though there are no guarantees, nuclear power—despite much adversity—has proved to be much more than a survivor. The right policy reforms today will open up markets to more abundant, more affordable, and even safer nuclear energy.

No labor shortage

Reinhardt and Murray ’08, [Sonya Reinhardt, Master of Environmental Management degree in   the Nicholas School of the Environment and Earth Sciences of   Duke University, Dr. Brian Murray, Prof of Environmental Management degree in   the Nicholas School of the Environment and Earth Sciences of   Duke University, May 2008“Economic Barriers to the Expansion of Nuclear Power in the United States”, http://dukespace.lib.duke.edu/dspace/bitstream/handle/10161/526/MP_sbr7_a_200805.pdf]

A labor shortage is not a large enough barrier to stop an expansion of new nuclear power.  Not only is the nuclear industry recruiting the next generation of nuclear power plant workers,  but labor immigration, which has traditionally solved this problem during other labor shortage  periods, may also relieve this challenge. The global supply of uranium is not a large enough  barrier to halt a new nuclear power plant build. The spot prices will continue to be volatile since  the 2007 agreement between Ux Consulting and Nymex, which introduced the trading of uranium futures products for the first time, but uranium extraction will continue to be viable for  at least the next 50 years. 
Politics
No nuclear terror.
Chapman 12 [Stephen, columnist and editorial writer for the Chicago Tribune, CHAPMAN: Nuclear terrorism unlikely May 22, 2012 6:00 AM http://www.oaoa.com/articles/chapman-87719-nuclear-terrorism.html]

Given their inability to do something simple — say, shoot up a shopping mall or set off a truck bomb — it’s reasonable to ask whether they have a chance at something much more ambitious. Far from being plausible, argued Ohio State University professor John Mueller in a presentation at the University of Chicago, “the likelihood that a terrorist group will come up with an atomic bomb seems to be vanishingly small.”  The events required to make that happen comprise a multitude of Herculean tasks. First, a terrorist group has to get a bomb or fissile material, perhaps from Russia’s inventory of decommissioned warheads. If that were easy, one would have already gone missing. Besides, those devices are probably no longer a danger, since weapons that are not maintained quickly become what one expert calls “radioactive scrap metal.” If terrorists were able to steal a Pakistani bomb, they would still have to defeat the arming codes and other safeguards designed to prevent unauthorized use.  As for Iran, no nuclear state has ever given a bomb to an ally — for reasons even the Iranians can grasp.  Stealing some 100 pounds of bomb fuel would require help from rogue individuals inside some government who are prepared to jeopardize their own lives. Then comes the task of building a bomb. It’s not something you can gin up with spare parts and power tools in your garage. It requires millions of dollars, a safe haven and advanced equipment — plus people with specialized skills, lots of time and a willingness to die for the cause.  Assuming the jihadists vault over those Himalayas, they would have to deliver the weapon onto American soil. Sure, drug smugglers bring in contraband all the time — but seeking their help would confront the plotters with possible exposure or extortion. This, like every other step in the entire process, means expanding the circle of people who know what’s going on, multiplying the chance someone will blab, back out or screw up.  That has heartening implications. If al-Qaida embarks on the project, it has only a minuscule chance of seeing it bear fruit. Given the formidable odds, it probably won’t bother.
Romney is SO FUCKED – their evidence is media spin designed to sell airtime
David Rothkopf, Editor-at-large of Foreign Policy Magazine, 10/1/2012 (http://www.foreignpolicy.com/articles/2012/10/01/election_effectively_over_it_s_time_to_start_worrying_about_2013?page=full)

It's the first of October, and here's your October surprise: October is already over. So is the first week of November. The campaign is over. The voters have decided. The only remaining step is watching as the clock strikes midnight after Election Day is done and Mitt Romney disappears from the American political scene like Cinderella's coach. 
 Poof. What was that fellow's name again?  This is a surprise because the United States remains a deeply divided country politically. Opposition to the president remains strong, and his record remains spotty at best. It is a surprise because the past few weeks have seen bad news on the economic front and the unraveling of the story that Barack Obama is a foreign-policy master.  The race should be closer. By some reasoning, Romney should even be ahead. Heck, if Romney had gone on vacation to Lake Winnipesaukee for the past three weeks, he might be. But every time events have turned against the president -- from weak job numbers to bad manufacturing results, from the debacle in Libya to the rapid deterioration in Iraq, Afghanistan, Syria, and U.S.-Israel relations -- Romney has come to Obama's rescue with a boneheaded statement or some distracting gaffe of his own.  So now the swing-state polls suggest it is highly unlikely that the Republican candidate can orchestrate a victory. Behind by 9 percentage points in the latest Columbus Dispatch poll in the state he must win, Ohio, and trailing in eight of the nine Florida polls tracked by RealClearPolitics, Mitt has no clear path to 270 electoral votes. The media will spin this election up and down between now and Nov. 6 to try to create the illusion of drama, but stick a fork in it: The Romney goose is cooked.

Romney will fail at spinning the plan – he’s incompetent
Contreras 9-27

Danny Contreras 9-27-12 “romney-s-first-presidential-debate-could-be-his-last” http://www.examiner.com/article/romney-s-first-presidential-debate-could-be-his-last
Although there are three scheduled presidential debates, the first could be the fortune teller predicting President Obama’s victory. Mitt Romney’s campaign vital signs are weakening, while the hand of the presidential debates waits patiently to pull the plug on its life support system. Leading in most polls across the United States, President Obama seems to have clinched his re-election and Romney is simply running the losing course.  Nationally, Obama leads Romney 49% to 43%, while the latest Quinnipiac University and New York Times polls show Obama leading Romney in Ohio 53% to 43%; a highly significant ten point lead in a state which has historically proven that a Republican presidential challenger must win to be called Commander in Chief, the President of the United States. Hanging on to the rope of hope that the eagerly awaited presidential debates beginning on Oct. 3, will provide Romney an opportunity to climb out of a hole which seems to deepen as the campaign moves forward, is all that is left before witnessing what looks like the inevitable peril of a failed presidential campaign.  Romney’s 47 percent video, where he asserts that 47 percent of Americans consider themselves “victims” who pay no taxes and are of no concern to him, has shed light on a presidential candidate which until then, had been considered as a flip-flopper with no real campaign message. The performance of an elusive and cryptic Romney throughout his run has been overshadowed by what seems to be his true personality; a wealthy out-of-touch individual who only wants to help the rich and privileged. The 47 percent video has made Romney transparent to the American people, and they don’t like what they’re seeing -- the polls have spoken.  How the upcoming presidential debates can help Romney and his campaign get closer to winning the election, is a difficult question to answer -- however, given Romney’s failing campaign run with one gaffe after another, and each getting closer to each other, it is clear to see that the debates are just providing Romney with more face time, a face 47 percent of Americans may not want to see in the White House.  Adding to Romney’s plethora of issues is the discontent many Republicans are expressing towards his campaign’s “incompetency.” Wall Street Journal’s Conservative columnist Peggy Noonan sent a direct message to Romney saying his campaign is an incompetent one, in need of an intervention and a new CEO.

Obama clenching hard
Bedard 9-27

Paul Bedard September 27, 2012 U.Va. analysis: Obama has already won http://washingtonexaminer.com/u.va.-analysis-obama-has-already-won/article/2509180#.UGWZFFF1cg8
They won't officially declare the election over, but the experts at the University of Virginia's Center for Politics Thursday declared that President Obama's surge in key battleground state polls has pushed him well over the magic mark of 270 Electoral College votes, meaning his reelection is all but a lock.  "We are not calling the race," said the experts, but the polls currently show "a decisive Obama victory."  The team of Larry Sabato, Kyle Kondik and Geoffrey Skelley said if the election were held today, Obama would win 290 Electoral Votes, Mitt Romney 204. And the 42 toss-up Electoral Votes would not be enough to help Romney even if he took them all.  Theirs is the first to essentially declare Obama the winner and it comes after they switched several battleground states from toss-up to leaning Democrat, including Virginia, Wisconsin, Ohio, Iowa and Nevada. The change mirrors new polling in those states and caps a two-week trend favoring Obama in state polls.

Energy can’t cause him to unclench

Wang 9-27

Herman Wang | September 27, 2012 Even with US gasoline prices at a higher number, energy isn’t a big deal in White House race http://blogs.platts.com/2012/09/27/energy_campaign/
Political ads have been filling up television airwaves in the US, with the heated presidential race between Barack Obama and Republican challenger Mitt Romney less than six weeks away.  Energy issues have been featured prominently in those ads, with Obama talking up his support for clean energy while also championing recent increases in domestic oil and gas production. Romney, meanwhile, has hammered Obama over the high-profile failure of government-backed solar panel maker Solyndra and his administration’s increased regulations on fossil fuels.  So is the energy ad blitz impressing voters? Or are Americans giving the ads a big “meh”?  Probably the latter, if recent polling is to be believed.  The respected polling firm Gallup asked voters in August what the most important issue facing the country was, and only 1% cited energy. That’s down sharply from the 25% of poll respondents who cited energy as the top issue in the days before the 2008 election, in which Republicans coined the rallying cry “Drill, baby, drill!” in response to high oil and gasoline prices.  This time around, the economy, unemployment, general dissatisfaction with government and health care are greater concerns for voters, said Frank Newport, editor in chief of The Gallup Poll.  Energy “doesn’t show up when we [ask voters] to tell us in your own words why you’re voting for the candidates,” he said. “We just don’t see much evidence that it’s a high top-of-mind issue in the campaign.”  The only time energy perks up as a major electoral factor is when gasoline prices rise up, he added. But even when that happens, as it did earlier this summer when gasoline prices surpassed $4 a gallon in many parts of the country, the impact on voter behavior seems muted.  “We asked the question, how high would [gasoline prices] have to be to really affect your family, and people were saying $5/gallon or more,” Newport said. “It didn’t get there, of course. I think Americans have a set point now where these fluctuations up and down don’t make as much difference anymore.”
Both candidates support nuclear expansion

Wood 12

Elisa Wood September 13, 2012 What Obama and Romney Don't Say About Energy http://energy.aol.com/2012/09/13/what-obama-and-romney-dont-say-about-energy/

Fossil fuels and renewable energy have become touchy topics in this election, with challenger Mitt Romney painting President Barack Obama as too hard on the first and too fanciful about the second – and Obama saying Romney is out of touch with energy's future.  But two other significant resources, nuclear power and energy efficiency, are evoking scant debate.  What gives?  Nuclear energy supplies about 20 percent of US electricity, and just 18 months ago dominated the news because of Japan's Fukushima Daiichi disaster – yet neither candidate has said much about it so far on the campaign trail.  Romney mentioned nuclear power only seven times in his recently released white paper, while he brought up oil 150 times. Even wind power did better with 10 mentions. He pushes for less regulatory obstruction of new nuclear plants, but says the same about other forms of energy.  Obama's campaign website highlights the grants made by his administration to 70 universities for research into nuclear reactor design and safety. But while it is easy to find his ideas on wind, solar, coal, natural gas and oil, it takes a few more clicks to get to nuclear energy.  The Nuclear Energy Institute declined to discuss the candidates' positions pre-election. However, NEI's summer newsletter said that both "Obama and Romney support the use of nuclear energy and the development of new reactors."
Courts?
Conditionality means you reject the team because it causes 2AC strategy skew, preventing in depth analysis of issues – link turns their education claims while making fair debate impossible. It rewards negative teams that are fast who don’t test the aff in-depth and do so from a point of meaningless advocacy.

You should hold them responsible for the practice of conditionality – an aff ballot to deter the practice improves the state of debate in our community. The more teams punished for reading multiple conditional advocacies, the less likely they are to do so at all in the future.

Counter-interpretations are self-serving and arbitrary because there’s nothing to base it on which just allows them to morph it between debates.

We link turn strategic thinking because the negative is never forced to think strategically about how to deal with the aff or how their arguments would interact with one another which also produces net worse advocacy skills because they never have to defend anything which is the most portable skill gained from debate.

Argument depth impact turns neg flex because it means the neg is forced to think about and debate the case instead of dividing the 2AC with meaningless advocacies – which also increases negative strategic thinking which is best for education.
Multiple angles is offense for us because conditionality decreases substantive discussion of a test from a particular angle which means we never determine whether a particular test of the plan is legitimate. Separate tests in separate rounds solve their offense because it maximizes K and policy education in each scenario. Advocacy is a d/a to conditionality because real world advocates have to defend their positions.

They didn’t even go for their advocacies – proves they are just dividing the 2AC which disproves aff side bias
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