

Water
transition to nuclear desalination prevents concentrated brine runoff. 
IAEA 10 (International Atomic Energy Agency, Environmental Impact Assessment for Nuclear Desalination, http://www-pub.iaea.org/MTCD/Publications/PDF/te_1642_web.pdf)

On the other hand, if favorable conditions exist, regarding the coast bathymetry, depth, wave activity and currents, fast dilution may be possible even with surface discharge. Indeed, Lattemann and Hoepner have reported that a considerable degree of dilution can occur even in coastal waters [71] as have Perez Talavera and Quesada Ruiz in their study on brine discharges from Maspalomas II desalination plant [82]. Furthermore, surface discharge in the tidal zone can be practiced without environmentally adverse effects using the significant amount of turbulent energy brought by the tides if their capacity for mixing and transport of the brine is not exceeded [34]. The brine can also be diluted prior to discharge by mixing it in a stream of sewer or wastewater. Power plant discharges are particularly interesting for brine dilution prior to sea surface disposal. In all cases, the receiving water’s capacity to self-purify has to be taken into account [75].
For co-located plants which use once-through cooling, including nuclear desalination plants, the combined effluent from desalination brine and warm power plant cooling waters would typically be positively buoyant.
Nuclear desalination experiences with surface water discharge involve the nuclear desalination plant in Aktau, Kazakhstan, where after evaporative concentrating, the brine with up to 50 g/L was blended with the nuclear plant cooling waters in the nearby 2,5 to 5 meters deep artificial lake, Karakol. There the waters were aerated and cleared of solids remaining at the bottom before released back into the Caspian Sea [54]. A different solution is applied at Diablo Canyon power plant, featuring a common intake as well as discharge pipeline for the desalination facility and the once-through cooling system, thus providing dilution of small brine quantities with large volumes of seawater used for cooling [83].

High salinity of runoff destroys large swaths of ocean plant biomass. 
IAEA 10 (International Atomic Energy Agency, Environmental Impact Assessment for Nuclear Desalination, http://www-pub.iaea.org/MTCD/Publications/PDF/te_1642_web.pdf)

In addition to the construction impact that the discharge structures share as an issue with the intakes, as well as the discharge salinity, temperature and pH, the discharge impact may be a result of toxicity due to presence of chemicals and heavy metals, low oxygen content, large nutrient concentration, turbidity etc. Depending on the desalination process and practice prior to discharge, all of these factors may cause adverse effects on the environment individually or in reaction with one another. It is also important to take into account the impact magnitude, which may not be instantaneously noticeable on the marine organisms, but can cause sub lethal effects that take time to be manifested, such as bioaccumulation [51].
The primary issue in sea discharge of the brine, whether surface or submerged, is the impact of increased salinity around the discharge point [29]. The importance of this impact is in correlation with marine organisms’ dependence on salinity conditions. Marine organisms can be defined according to their ability to tolerate the variations in their environment’s salinity, which affects the osmotic pressure of their body fluids, as euryhaline species (wide range of salinity tolerance) or as stenohaline species (narrow range of salinity tolerances). Furthermore, due to the higher salinity of the brine and hence the higher density, the discharge plume will in most cases spread on the bottom of the discharge area, thus primarily affecting the benthic vegetation which is usually very sensitive to changes in salinity [23] and basic to coastal marine habitats.
It must be noted that even euryhaline species may not survive changes of salinity concentrations if they are sudden and frequent. A study [87] on benthic vegetation in Northeastern Florida Bay, reported that variations in salinity levels resulted in changes of the species composition in the affected habitat, and that frequent changes of habitat salinity result in lower benthic vegetation biomass due to its inability to develop and survive long enough in changing conditions. The study concludes that not only can frequent salinity variations lead to disappearance of species altogether in affected habitats, but also that salinity variation had the greatest impact on plant biomass.
Many other studies have reported on the salinity impact on marine life with similar findings. A study [81] on the impacts from a desalination plant in Alicante, Spain, showed that stenohaline species such as echinoderms have either disappeared in the area of brine influence, or such as in the Mediterranean seagrass Posidonia oceanica12, their vitality has been affected. In addition, life cycle stage and age may be in a correlation with species salinity sensitivity, where younger individuals are more sensitive than older ones adversely affecting the biogenesis [27, 28]. For instance, salinity tolerance of invertebrate larvae is lower than for the adult population [49]. Salinity increase impacts can also be manifested with delay of hatchability and high egg mortality rates that may occur after a certain species specific limit [88].




Can’t/Won’t Bash
Won’t bash on day 1 – just rhetoric – industry insiders agree
CHINA DAILY  8 – 29 – 12  Zhang Yuwei in Tampa (China Daily), Romney's stance on China debated, By http://usa.chinadaily.com.cn/epaper/2012-08/29/content_15715636.htm

John Engler, a former Michigan governor and now president of the pro-trade Business Roundtable, said on Tuesday that the US must contend with other aspects of trade policy, including free-trade agreements with other countries. Currency undervaluation is "not just a China problem", he said.
"China is exacerbated because of the size of the trade volume that flows back and forth," Engler said during a panel discussion on trade inside the convention arena.
Romney has vowed several times during the campaign that he would label China a "currency manipulator" on his first day in office if he's elected.
Participants on the panel, which was organized by financial-news provider Bloomberg LP and the convention's Tampa Bay Host Committee, questioned that pledge, however. Several said Romney either wouldn't attempt to make such a move immediately as president or, more likely, that it's merely "campaign rhetoric".
"It would be a delicate challenge for the Romney administration," said Engler, adding that there are "many other urgent issues" than this. He wouldn't rule out that Obama's would-be successor might "look at" the idea once in office.


No Chinese overreaction. 
Median 11 (Analyst in Eurasia Group's Asia practice  [Michal Meidan, 10/18 Foreign Policy http://eurasia.foreignpolicy.com/posts/2011/10/18/beijings_fine_balance]

The Senate bill that aims to punish China for holding down the value of its currency and that is now in the hands of the House will not trigger a trade war between China and the United States (as feverish speculation has suggested). That said, as both Beijing and Washington head toward political transitions in 2012, politicians will have to take tough stances on sensitive issues to please domestic audiences-while trying to keep bilateral relations stable. Maintaining its footing between these sometimes opposing demands will become increasingly challenging for Beijing as its campaign season revs up. China's leaders aren't formally campaigning the way U.S. presidential candidates do, but jockeying for the country's top political positions is underway. Current leaders, as well as the younger crop they hope to promote, are therefore vulnerable to criticism from hardliners within the government, as well as from an increasingly nationalistic public. China's expanding economic clout, combined with a sense that American primacy has reached its end, is fuelling calls for more assertive responses to perceived provocations from Washington. In the run up to the Senate vote, Beijing therefore made every effort to lobby U.S. lawmakers to reject the bill. And once the bill had passed, Chinese politicians were compelled to express their displeasure vociferously. Government spokespeople slammed the bill as a protectionist move that could hinder the global economic recovery, while the state-run media denounced Washington's attempts to use the yuan as "a scapegoat for the U.S. politicians' incompetence." Now that Beijing's rhetorical dues to its people are paid, though, it is unlikely to rock the boat further. By retaliating with currency devaluation or a trade war, Beijing could embolden lawmakers in Washington to push the bill forward. Instead, Beijing reckons that as things stand there's only a slim chance that the bill will become law. Even if the bill moves forward, China's leaders will likely wait for President Barack Obama to either water it down or veto it altogether. That is, Beijing will give the White House a chance to uphold the tacit bilateral agreement to keep cool.





AT: O/V
High oil prices hurt the Russian economy --- demand destruction, inflation, and market volatility.
Hulbert 11 (Matthew, Senior fellow at the Center for Security Studies in Zurich, The Downside of High Oil Prices, February 2nd, http://www.themoscowtimes.com/opinion/article/the-downside-of-high-oil-prices/430204.html)

This cuts to the crux of the problem. The misperception of political risk can be just as potent as the actual risks themselves for the market. If the Egyptian crisis is anything to go by, then geopolitical factors have not been properly priced in. The initial $6 price increase from the chaos in Cairo over the past few days will look like pocket change compared with where oil prices could go if the geopolitical situation in the Middle East explodes. High prices might sound like good news for producers like Russia that want to replenish state coffers and boost political egos, but they carry two major risks. The first is potential demand destruction. The assumption in 2008 that demand was inelastic was a grave miscalculation. Most leading oil producers were lucky to survive. Whether $100 per barrel will break the bank again remains to be seen, but with anemic growth in the West and inflationary pressures in the East, it would be foolhardy to assume that anything higher than $100 per barrel would be positive for the global economy. The second risk is that producers will rapidly lose control of the market if geopolitics starts dictating benchmark prices beyond fundamentals. Price hawks such as Iran, Algeria, Nigeria and Venezuela probably have no problem with that since they don’t have excess supply to put on the market anyway. But that’s not what Russia wants or needs right now. Market stability to increase upstream investment and arrest depletion rates should be the priority of the day, not adding more oil, so to speak, to the geopolitical fire. It remains to be seen whether Saudi Arabia will agree to put more oil on the market or continue to appease price hawks by maximizing receipts. Price signals have been deafeningly silent so far — blaming speculation over fundamentals is the line coming out of Riyadh. No doubt that’s partially true, but that’s the point. Speculators like nothing more than the risk of geopolitical calamity to make a killing. Egypt has sent a clear signal to producers — quell the market now, or it will politically emasculate you later. The last thing Moscow needs is heightened market volatility. The priority should be to stabilize the market, attract consistent upstream investment and arrest depletion to keep production above 10 million bpd. Russia should take note: Take the politics out of oil, or it will surely take its vengeance out on you.

High prices don’t transfer into the real economy. 
Kelly 11 (Lidia, Reporter @ Reuters, Russia's economy struggles for sustainable growth, May 18th, http://ibnlive.in.com/generalnewsfeed/news/russias-economy-struggles-for-sustainable-growth/691643.html)

Russia's economy is struggling to attain sustainable growth despite the surge in prices for its oil exports, data showed on Wednesday, pointing to another tough decision on official interest rates later this month. Industry output grew at its slowest rate in 18 months in April, while producer prices rose more than forecast and weekly consumer inflation, stuck at 0.1 percent, underlines the conflicting pressures on the central bank. Pledging to keep full-year inflation below 7.5 percent ahead of presidential elections in March 2012, the central bank is expected to continue tightening monetary policy -- but a sluggish economy will complicate its decision-making on how to control prices and manage rouble appreciation driven by high oil prices. Investors have been scrutinizing data for clues on the central bank's move after the regulator unexpectedly raised all key rates last month, including the benchmark refinancing rate. The latest data, including Monday's figures showing gross domestic product growing a weaker than expected 4.1 percent year-on-year despite surging oil prices, suggests that emerging Europe's largest economy is struggling. "We would have expected that given the high oil prices something of this would transfer to the real economy, but the big story is inflation, which is eating into the real income of consumers," said David Oxley, an emerging markets economist at Capital Economics in London. Crude has held above $100 per barrel for a third month in a row -- more than $30 above what had been initially assumed in the 2011 budget -- ensuring fresh cash inflows into the economy and propping up Russia's trade and current account surplus. The Economy Ministry said late last month that it was relying on industry to put the economy onto a sustainable path to 4.2 percent gross domestic product growth this year. "Manufacturing sectors of the industry will be the drivers of economic growth in 2011, with growth dynamics of 7.5 percent," the ministry said in a document describing economic scenarios. But while manufacturing grew 5.3 percent year-on-year in April, it was down 3.6 percent on the month, Wednesday's data from the Federal Statistics Service showed. Extraction of raw materials, including oil and gas, was also down on the month, after a period when rising crude prices encouraged production. "Industry in Russia strongly reacts to changes in external demand, but high oil prices are not enough any more and from the point of view of internal growth, expectations about growth in the second quarter come, first of all, from construction," said Natalya Orlova, an economist at Alfa-Bank. Construction was one of main drivers of Russia's stellar performance in the second half of the last decade, before the 2008 crisis brought a halt to virtually all projects. Oxley at Capital Economics said the upshot is that growth will likely pick up in the second half, with pre-election spending taking hold and the spike in inflation fading to take some of the pressure off the central bank. "We would not say it's terminal yet for Russia," he said. "In the run up to next year's elections it is a matter of time before consumer spending picks up."


[bookmark: _Toc174446752][bookmark: _Toc175370618]Putin
[bookmark: _GoBack]Putin cannot capitalize on high oil prices. 
Tsvetkova 11 (Maria, Russia Analyst @ Reuters, Putin's approval rating falls to lowest since 2005, March 24th, http://in.reuters.com/article/2011/03/24/idINIndia-55846320110324)

Prime Minister Vladimir Putin's approval rating fell in March to the lowest level since mid 2005 on perceptions of economic stagnation a year before Russia's presidential vote, the Levada-Center pollster said on Thursday. Putin remains Russia's most popular politician but his rating fell to 69 percent from 73 percent in February while President Dmitry Medvedev's rating fell to 66, the lowest since he took office in 2008, from 69 percent. The declines in approval are likely to perturb the Kremlin's political managers ahead of the March 2012 presidential election. Putin and Medvedev have said they will decide later this year on which of them will stand in the election. Levada-Center's deputy director, Alexei Grazhdankin, said the poll ratings were falling on perceptions that vast revenues from high oil prices were not reaching the population and that Russia's leadership lacked ambitious economic aims.

1AR---Adventurism
High oil prices cause Russian adventurism. 
Mufson 7 (Steven, Staff Writer @ the Washington Post, Oil Price Rise Causes Global Shift in Wealth, November 10th http://www.washingtonpost.com/wp-dyn/content/article/2007/11/09/AR2007110902573_pf.html)

Russia, the world's No. 2 oil exporter, shows oil's transformational impact in the political as well as the economic realm. When Vladimir Putin came to power in 2000, less than two years after the collapse of the ruble and Russia's default on its international debt, the country's policymakers worried that 2003 could bring another financial crisis. The country's foreign-debt repayments were scheduled to peak at $17 billion that year. Inside the Kremlin, with Putin nearing the end of his second and final term as president, that sum now looks like peanuts. Russia's gold and foreign-currency reserves have risen by more than that amount just since July. The soaring price of oil has helped Russia increase the federal budget tenfold since 1999 while paying off its foreign debt and building the third-largest gold and hard-currency reserves in the world, about $425 billion. "The government is much stronger, much more self-assured and self-confident," said Vladimir Milov, head of the Institute of Energy Policy in Moscow and a former deputy minister of energy. "It believes it can cope with any economic crisis at home." With good reason. Using energy revenue, the government has built up a $150 billion rainy-day account called the Stabilization Fund. "This financial independence has contributed to more assertive actions by Russia in the international arena," Milov said. "There is a strong drive within part of the elite to show that we are off our knees." The result: Russia is trying to reclaim former Soviet republics as part of its sphere of influence. Freed of the need to curry favor with foreign oil companies and Western bankers, Russia can resist what it views as American expansionism, particularly regarding NATO enlargement and U.S. missile defense in Eastern Europe, and forge an independent approach to contentious issues like Iran's nuclear program. The abundance of petrodollars has also led to a consumer boom evident in the sprawling malls, 24-hour hyper-markets, new apartment and office buildings, and foreign cars that have become commonplace not just in Moscow and St. Petersburg but in provincial cities. Average income has doubled under Putin, and the number of people living below the poverty line has been cut in half.

Our claim is proven by robust statistical studies. 
Applebaum 11 (Anne, Former editor @ the Economist & The Washington Post, Columnist for the Washington Post and Slate, When oil prices rise, Russia has freedom over a barrel, January 4th, http://www.washingtonpost.com/wp-dyn/content/article/2011/01/03/AR2011010304070_pf.html)

The judge had already postponed the verdict without explanation ("The court does not explain itself," said a spokesman). Before reading it, he barred journalists and the defendant's family from the courtroom. No one should have been surprised, therefore, when Mikhail Khodorkovsky - the Russian oil baron who once defied the Kremlin - received a further six years in prison last week, on top of the eight he's served. This time, he was sentenced for "stealing" an impossible quantity of oil, the same oil he has already been accused of selling without paying taxes. In fact, nobody pretended that the Khodorkovsky verdict was anything but a political statement, one of a series of gestures the Russian government has made to its own public and to the rest of the world in recent weeks. The blocking of corruption investigations; the expressions of support for the brutal and violent "elections" in neighboring Belarus; the deaths of journalists; all of these seem designed to contradict the distinctly friendlier, reformist language that the Russian president, Dmitry Medvedev, was using until recently. A mere two years ago, Medvedev had even denounced Russia's culture of "legal nihilism" - a phrase some construed as a reference to the Khodorkovsky case. Why the change of tone? Why now? Many complex theories have been hatched to explain it. This being Russia, none can be proved. But perhaps the explanation is very simple: Oil is once again above $90 a barrel - and the price is rising. And if that's the reason, it's nothing new. In fact, if one were to plot the rise and fall of Soviet and Russian foreign and domestic reforms over the past 40 years on a graph, it would match the fall and rise of the international oil price (for which domestic crude oil prices are a reasonable proxy) with astonishing precision.  To see what I mean, begin at the beginning: In the 1970s, oil prices began to rise significantly, along with the then-Soviet Union's resistance to change. The previous decade (with oil prices at $2 or $3 a barrel, not adjusted for inflation) had been one of flux and experimentation. But after OPEC pushed prices up in the 1970s, oil revenue poured in - and the Soviet Union entered a period of internal "stagnation" and external aggression. Soviet leader Leonid Brezhnev invested heavily in the military, halted internal reforms and in 1979 (when oil was at $25 a barrel) - invaded Afghanistan.  Brezhnev was eventually followed by Yuri Andropov, who had the good fortune to run the Soviet Union when oil prices were still high (at his death, in 1984, they averaged $28 a barrel). Andropov could thus afford both an internal crackdown on dissidents and a continued tense relationship with the West. But Andropov was followed by Mikhail Gorbachev, who took over just as prices plunged. In 1986 (with oil down to $14 a barrel), he launched his reform programs, perestroika and glasnost. By 1989 (when oil was still only at $18) he allowed the Berlin Wall to fall, freed Central Europe and ended the Cold War.  Prices fluctuated, but they did not really rise again in the 1990s (plunging as low as $11 in 1998), the years when Boris Yeltsin was still trying to be best friends with Bill Clinton, the Russian media were relatively free and there was still talk, at least, of major economic reforms. But in 1999 (when oil prices rose to $16 a barrel), Yeltsin's prime minister, Vladimir Putin, launched the second Chechen war, the West bombed Belgrade, and the mood in Russia turned distinctly anti-Western once again.  The fortunate Putin took over as president in 2000, at the start of a long and seemingly inexorable rise in oil prices. Indeed, Gorbachev's calls for internal reform were long forgotten by 2003 (when oil prices were creeping up to $27 a barrel). The days when Yeltsin pushed for Russia to join Western institutions were a distant memory by 2008, when Russia invaded Georgia (and oil was at $91 a barrel).  The new Russian president, Dmitry Medvedev, did try to sound nicer in 2009 (when oil prices averaged about $53 a barrel), leaving Putin, now the prime minister again, grumbling in the background. Medvedev locked a draconian treason law, invited democracy activists to the Kremlin, denounced the Belarusan dictator and even seemed to some to have liberalized Russian television just a bit.  But now it is 2011, Putin is very much in the foreground, and Khodorkovsky has just been sentenced by a kangaroo court. As I write these words, oil is at $92.25 a barrel.  Is this analysis too simplistic? Sure it is. But I haven't yet heard a better explanation. 


