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Concede relations resilient

EU Relations Resilient

Relations resilient

Hormats, US Economic, Energy, and Agricultural Affairs Secretary, 10
(Robert D., “THE U.S.-EUROPEAN RELATIONSHIP: PAST PERSPECTIVES AND FUTURE PROSPECTS,” State News Service, 10-1, LN, accessed 1-19-2011) beh
The U.S.-EU Economic Relationship Today  This same commitment to enhancing global prosperity through U.S.-EU cooperation is evident today. The U.S.-European economic relationship remains the central driver of the world economy. To put it in perspective, the value of U.S. goods and services exports to the EU is over five times the value of our exports to China. We think a lot about China, as it is growing in importance to the world economy, and of course it is, but is important to underscore that the U.S.-EU trade currently is much bigger than that of China.  From 2000 to 2009, over half of total U.S. foreign direct investment (FDI) was in Europe. The U.S.-German trading relationship alone is the fifth largest such relationship in the world. The stock of U.S. FDI in Brazil, Russia, India, and China (the BRICs) combined in 2008 accounted for only 7% of the total U.S. investment stock in the EU. The public does not have this impression from the popular press people think that trade and investment relationship is much bigger with China. So it is important to remind ourselves of the enormous interrelationship between the US and the EC.  These percentages and figures are likely to change as the economies of the BRICS and other emerging economies grow and as their role in the world commerce increases. But for the moment and for some time to come, they will underscore the enormous economic importance of Europe to the United States -- to American jobs, exports, profits, and overall prosperity.  Looking specifically at Germany, we find that this country is in fact the second largest European employer of Americans with 670,000 Americans working for German companies. And these are good paying jobs, with estimates of salaries 13-18 percent above the average.  We need to build on this strong transatlantic foundation as we continue to construct a new set of international economic rules and an architecture to meet today's challenges.  The United States and European Union need to work together on a number of levels strengthening our bilateral foundation for further trade and investment growth, spurring multilateral liberalization in our globalized world, and promoting good trade, regulatory, and IP policies in third countries, especially the major emerging economies.
Transatlantic relationship rooted in shared values – continues to remain strong

Hormats, US Economic, Energy, and Agricultural Affairs Secretary, 10
(Robert D., “THE U.S.-EUROPEAN RELATIONSHIP: PAST PERSPECTIVES AND FUTURE PROSPECTS,” State News Service, 10-1, LN, accessed 1-19-2011) beh

The United States seek to build a network of alliances and partnerships, regional organizations and global institutions that is durable and dynamic enough to help us meet todays challenges. We worked after the Second World War to construct the pillars of US-European cooperation that rebuilt destroyed lands and lifted millions of people out of poverty, and worked with Europe to build the GATT, IMF, World Bank. Now we must work together to build a global architecture that reflects and harnesses the realities of the 21st century, including helping to integrate emerging powers into an international community with clear obligations and expectations. Both Europe and the United States recognize this priority.  We have consistently turned to our closest allies in Europe, the nations that share our fundamental values and interests: democracy, pluralism, respect for different opinions, religious tolerance, a free press, a concern for those less fortunate than ourselves, and our commitment to solving common problems. We need to renew and deepen these alliances that are the cornerstone of global security and prosperity.  As Secretary Clinton recently affirmed, The bonds between Europe and America were forged through war and watchful peace, but they are rooted in our shared commitment to freedom, democracy and human dignity. Today, we are working with our allies to deal with all these issues and global challenges.  A core principle of our alliances is shared responsibility. The United States is proud it could play a role in the past working with Europe to build the post-war global order, and is proud to work with Europe today to help develop the capacity for the next 50 years to promote sustainable progress and prosperity. Our vision of the future is to build a global architecture in which Europe and Americans enjoy greater opportunities for prosperity and security for ourselves and our children and for others to have that same opportunity as well. Neither the U.S. nor Europe can do this alone. Together we have the best chance of succeeding, not just for ourselves but for the world that looks to us for political and moral leadership. 
Perm do Both

1. Mutually exclusive – impact assessments is an alternative strategy that rejects immediacy – either links to net benefit or severs – that’s Bratspies. Severance is a voter: makes offense impossible.

2. Intrinsic – adds non-binding review – in neither plan nor counterplan. Voting issue: allows them to fiat out of offense

3. Binding key-ad hoc voluntary measures doesn’t cause a spillover

Cole et al., UCLA School of Public Health, 2008

(Brian, “Building Health Impact Assessment (HIA) Capacity: A Strategy for Congress and Government Agencies”, December, http://www.prevent.org/data/files/initiatives/buildignhealthimpactassessmenthiacapacity.pdf, DOA: 8-18-12, ldg)

Some degree of institutionalization is necessary if HIA is to achieve its aim of guiding public policy decisions that more effectively promote the public’s health and well-being. This means more than merely conducting periodic ad hoc assessments in agencies already tasked with protecting the public’s health, such as the CDC. Health impact assessment needs to reach into areas of public policy decision-making where the health implications of policies are under-recognized. And, to be most effective, HIA needs to be conducted early in the policy development process, when recommended measures to protect health can most easily be integrated into policy proposals. Merely holding HIA up as a laudable, yet completely voluntary analytic tool, will not achieve the broad, regular utilization of HIA necessary to meaningfully transform the policy landscape. The eventual success of HIA will not be measured in terms of numbers of HIAs, technical sophistication, or even the sum of recommended mitigation measures protective of human health that are eventually accepted. Rather, the measure of the success of HIA will be its ability over time to increase general awareness and broad  action to promote the public’s health and well-being, regardless of whether an HIA is even conducted in a particular situation. 3 
4. Corporate interests co-opt non bindng measures. 

Bhatia et al., San Francisco Department of Public Health, 2009

(Rajiv, “Integrating human health into environmental impact assessment: an unrealized opportunity for environmental health and justice”, July/Aug, http://www.scielo.br/scielo.php?pid=S1413-81232009000400022&script=sci_arttext, DOA: 8-18-12, ldg)

Industry proponents should also be viewed as important potential collaborators in integrated HIA/EIA. Increasingly, internal corporate good-neighbor policies include requirements for both EIA and HIA and for comprehensive environment, health, and safety management plans to mitigate identified impacts68,69. Directives of the International Finance Corporation (2007) now contain explicit standards and guidance addressing human health. Power imbalances between small communities and large developers can compromise the efficacy of voluntary, corporate impact assessment and mitigation plans. But the use of community-driven, integrated HIA/EIA may offer local communities substantially more leverage in negotiating reasonable agreements. In Oakland, stakeholders, supported by the nonprofit Human Impact Partners70 have begun to develop a community-based practice of HIA that involves developers and that informs the city’s EIA process. In the Alaskan case example, BLM felt that it had limited regulatory authority to address several of the specific health concerns and instead suggested measures that would encourage developers to work directly with the impacted community and health authorities to develop health-focused mitigation. Since publication of the Northeast NPR-A draft EIA (Table 1), one multinational oil developer has approached the NSB to discuss collaboration on HIA and sustainable development planning. 
Perm do CP

1. Mutually exclusive –CP is distinct due to prior and legally binding review – it is a competing approach to status quo rubber stamping – that’s Bratspies.

Defer to field experts – they’re most knowledgeable, precise, and define the literature base that should determine competition – its critical to topic education

2. Severs certainty:

Resolved means firm in purpose

Random House Dictionary, 2009 

[Dictionary.com Unabridged Based on the Random House Dictionary, "resolved," http://dictionary.reference.com/browse/Resolved, mss]

re⋅solved [ri-zolvd]

–adjective

firm in purpose or intent; determined.

Mechanism mandates certainty – “increase” must be a mandate

HEFC 2004

(Higher Education Funding Council for England, “Joint Committee on the Draft Charities Bill Written Evidence”, June, http://www.publications.parliament.uk/pa/jt200304/jtselect/jtchar/167/167we98.htm, ldg)

9.1  The Draft Bill creates an obligation on the principal regulator to do all that it "reasonably can to meet the compliance objective in relation to the charity".[45] The Draft Bill defines the compliance objective as "to increase compliance by the charity trustees with their legal obligations in exercising control and management of the administration of the charity".[46] 9.2  Although the word "increase" is used in relation to the functions of a number of statutory bodies,[47] such examples demonstrate that "increase" is used in relation to considerations to be taken into account in the exercise of a function, rather than an objective in itself. 9.3  HEFCE is concerned that an obligation on principal regulators to "increase" compliance per se is unworkable, in so far as it does not adequately define the limits or nature of the statutory duty. Indeed, the obligation could be considered to be ever-increasing.
“Substantial” mean unconditional

Words & Phrases 64 

(40 W&P 759)

The words “outward, open, actual, visible, substantial, and exclusive,” in connection with a change of possession, mean substantially the same thing. They mean not concealed; not hidden; exposed to view; free from concealment, dissimulation, reserve, or disguise; in full existence; denoting that which not merely can be, but is opposed to potential, apparent, constructive, and imaginary; veritable; genuine; certain; absolute; real at present time, as a matter of fact, not merely nominal; opposed to form; actually existing; true; not including admitting, or pertaining to any others; undivided; sole; opposed to inclusive.
3. Severs immediacy – “should” means done now

Summer, Oklahoma Supreme Court, 1994

(Justice, “Kelsey v. Dollarsaver Food Warehouse of Durant”,http://www.oscn.net/applications/oscn/DeliverDocument.asp?CiteID=20287#marker3fn14, ldg)

4 The legal question to be resolved by the court is whether the word "should"13 in the May 18 order connotes futurity or may be deemed a ruling in praesenti.14 The answer to this query is not to be divined from rules of grammar;15 it must be governed by the age-old practice culture of legal professionals and its immemorial language usage. To determine if the omission (from the critical May 18 entry) of the turgid phrase, "and the same hereby is", (1) makes it an in futuro ruling - i.e., an expression of what the judge will or would do at a later stage - or (2) constitutes an in in praesenti resolution of a disputed law issue, the trial judge's intent must be garnered from the four corners of the entire record.16  ¶5 Nisi prius orders should be so construed as to give effect to every words and every part of the text, with a view to carrying out the evident intent of the judge's direction.17 The order's language ought not to be considered abstractly. The actual meaning intended by the document's signatory should be derived from the context in which the phrase to be interpreted is used.18 When applied to the May 18 memorial, these told canons impel my conclusion that the judge doubtless intended his ruling as an in praesenti resolution of Dollarsaver's quest for judgment n.o.v. Approval of all counsel plainly appears on the face of the critical May 18 entry which is [885 P.2d 1358] signed by the judge.19 True minutes20 of a court neither call for nor bear the approval of the parties' counsel nor the judge's signature. To reject out of hand the view that in this context "should" is impliedly followed by the customary, "and the same hereby is", makes the court once again revert to medieval notions of ritualistic formalism now so thoroughly condemned in national jurisprudence and long abandoned by the statutory policy of this State. [Continues – To Footnote] 14 In praesenti means literally "at the present time." BLACK'S LAW DICTIONARY 792 (6th Ed. 1990). In legal parlance the phrase denotes that which in law is presently or immediately effective, as opposed to something that will or would become effective in the future [in futurol]. See Van Wyck v. Knevals, 106 U.S. 360, 365, 1 S.Ct. 336, 337, 27 L.Ed. 201 (1882). 

Fiat should be certain and unconditional:

Neg ground – key to every disad – politics, relations, etc. rely on implementation – allowing conditionality means the Aff can shift to avoid our best case arguments – makes them a moving target

Aff ground – guarantees durability and makes debates about “should”, not “would” – otherwise the Aff would always lose on rollback

4. Severs normal means- current impact statements rubber stamp environmental issues
Bratspies, CUNY law professor, 2010

(Rebecca, “The Intersection Of International Human Rights And Domestic Environmental Regulation”, 8-20, http://papers.ssrn.com/sol3/papers.cfm?abstract_id=1662576, DOA: 8-18-12, ldg)

The National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) recognized "the profound impact of man‘s activity on . . . the natural environment . . . .‖50 Additionally, NEPA announced ―a national policy which will encourage productive and enjoyable harmony between man and his environment; [and] to promote efforts which will prevent or eliminate damage to the environment . . . .‖51 To that end, NEPA explicitly commits the federal government to, ―1. fulfill the responsibilities of each generation as trustee of the environment for succeeding generations; [and] 2. assure for all Americans safe, healthful, productive, and esthetically and culturally pleasing surroundings . . . .‖52 NEPA requires that the federal government consider the environmental consequences of its actions before making major decisions. Although it has been interpreted to create only procedural rather than substantive environmental rights, these rights are still significant. You have the right to demand that the environmental consequences of government activities be given due consideration. As part of this process, you are entitled to information necessary to facilitate your participation in this process, a right clearly related to the emerging international environmental norms about access to information. These rights can be enforced in a court of law.53 The Clean Air Act requires that national ambient air quality standards be set at a level that protects the public‘s health and welfare.54 In doing so, the Act prohibits anyone from putting anything into the air that will harm the health or welfare of others. The Act also requires that states create, implement, and  enforce plans for ensuring that this ban on harmful substances in the air is achieved.55 The statutory language thus creates specific, nondiscretionary duties on the federal government and places obligations on the state to deliver clean air to its citizens and residents in order to protect their health, community, and property. The interested public has the right to go to court to demand that the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) promulgate such rules.56 The public also has the justiciable rights to participate in the rulemaking process,57 and to demand that polluters comply with the law.58 The Clean Water Act similarly invokes public health as the reason for limiting toxic pollutants in our water.59 Indeed, the Clean Water Act identifies eliminating all pollution of United States‘ waters as a national goal.60 Like the Clean Air Act, it creates rights that can be enforced in court.61 Again, you have the justiciable right to demand that the required standards be promulgated and implemented. These statutes arguably guarantee substantive rights to individuals and communities, and create the possibility of individual juridical enforcement of those rights, should the government fail to do so in its representative capacity. Note how similar these rights are to aspects of the emerging environmental norms of access to information and advanced informed consent that are part of the putative right to a healthy environment. Statutory rights are not the same as human rights, because there are still issues of standing62 that complicate access to the courts; nevertheless, they are claimable rights that individuals currently hold against their government.  Yet, rights can be fickle, subject to interpretation, and prone to dilution. Some argue that these environmental rights have largely been read out of the domestic environmental statutes. NEPA, in particular, has been interpreted to create only procedural, rather than substantive rights.63 As a result, its putative role as an ―environmental Magna Carta‖64 and as a ―national charter for protection of the environment‖65 has been thwarted. At the same time, unambiguous environmental commitments in the Clean Water Act, the Clean Air Act, and other environmental statutes have been interpreted creatively to diminish environmental rights into mere ―interests‖ that can be weighed against costs and other ―interests.‖ More fundamentally, the doctrines of standing,66 and political question,67 have been used to limit the scope of who can access the courts in order to claim these rights. Emerging international law environmental norms might be a way to reestablish these environmental rights, qua rights, into United States‘ environmental law. In short, a human rights focus might help us rethink our current understanding of United States‘ regulatory regimes for the environment. However, an attribute that U.S. environmental statutes share with each other and with human rights norms is that they identify humans as the center of the environmental protection enterprise. 

Normal means should govern competition: its based in literature, predictable for both sides, and fair because they only have to defend one process of action
5. Results in anti-topical action-CP could result in net more regulation. 
Solvency – 2NC/1NR EXTN

CP solves better:

Ev doesn’t assume HIA integration into the EIS process- solves the shortcomings because it provides regulatory legitimacy- that’s Bratspies- answers their one shot deal evidence because they conceded that this integration sets the standard for future policies- means the process will snowball via culture shifting.

Yes spillover

2. Greater awareness creates demand 

Collins et al., PhD and CDC's Associate Director for Program, 2009

(Janet, “Health Impact Assessment A Step Toward Health in All Policies”, 7-15, http://www.humanimpact.org/doc-lib/finish/14/17, DOA: 8-18-12, ldg)

Health is determined not only by genetics and personal choices but also by policies and environmental factors. Public health and medicine need to engage more proactively in policy decisions, and HIAs provide a great vehicle for doing so. In addition, greater awareness and use of HIAs could be achieved if legislators, funders, donors, and foundations would incorporate HIAs in the planning of projects they support. For example, the World Bank requires HIAs as part of their large development efforts, 9 and bills encouraging or requiring the use of HIAs have been introduced at the federal level as well as in a number of states. 10 The challenge ahead is to increase the demand for the routine use of HIAs, both within and outside the EIS process, and to increase the capacity of health professionals and others to conduct HIAs. To promote this goal, the Robert Wood Johnson Foundation, with the Pew Charitable Trusts, will launch a national initiative in fall 2009 to demonstrate the value of HIAs as a tool to provide policymakers with the information they need to make decisions that improve health. 
3. CP increases coordination and appreciation-leads to more in the future.

Cole et al., UCLA School of Public Health, 2008

(Brian, “Building Health Impact Assessment (HIA) Capacity: A Strategy for Congress and Government Agencies”, December, http://www.prevent.org/data/files/initiatives/buildignhealthimpactassessmenthiacapacity.pdf, DOA: 8-18-12, ldg)

The value of HIA goes beyond bringing sound, credible information to bear on specific policy decisions. Perhaps even more important is HIA’s broader, more diffuse effects on how agencies function. Each HIA incrementally contributes to the evolution of agency practices by deepening an appreciation of the “upstream determinants of health” among officials in non-health agencies, elected officials overseeing those agencies, and public stakeholders, 46,47,48 just as EIA has increased awareness of environmental issues across sectors and helped agencies anticipate and plan for potential environmental effects earlier, more effectively, and more efficiently. 49,50 Finally, HIA also can help build working relationships and alliances for health promotion among stakeholders and across sectors that persist even after completion of work on a particular policy or project. 46,47
4. Binding signal of CP spills over

Cole et al., UCLA School of Public Health, 2007

(Brian, “Health Impact Assessment: A Tool to Help Policy Makers Understand Health Beyond Health Care”, Annual Review of Public Health Vol. 28, April, Annual Reviews, ldg)

Although interest in HIA in the United States has surged in recent years, U.S. examples of HIAs are still rare (19). The gap between interest and practice may be attributed partly to a lack of practitioners trained in HIA. This gap may also be due in part to a lack of precedent and imperatives for HIA. However, the term is increasingly used by public health leaders and planners and in some form is on the agenda of many public health and planning conferences. The UCLA Health Impact Assessment Group and the National Association of City and County Health Officers (NACCHO), in conjunction with the Centers for Disease Control and Prevention, have begun training public health agency staff and their counterparts in other agencies in the fundamentals of HIA methodologies. A Congressional bill introduced in 2006 (75) included requirements for HIA for certain kinds of federal projects and policies. Despite the growing momentum, HIA is still a tool whose highest value applications are still being defined. Its use to advance the goals of population health is not always technically feasible, valuable, or easily understood, nor is it the best approach to address all policy questions. 
Solvency
1. Public participation-gives the project legitimacy and nullifies future backlash that will derail the deal.

Wolsink, Amsterdam geography professor, 2010

(Maarten, “Contested environmental policy infrastructure: Socio-political acceptance of renewable energy, water, and waste facilities”, Environmental Impact Assessment Review Volume 30, Issue 5, September 2010, Pages 302–311, ScienceDirect, ldg)

In the example case of the IPWA (InterProvincial Windfarm Afsluitdijk) we see this reflected. The case is analysed based on actor and process data and a survey conducted among the individuals who are most committed to the Wadden region, which is an internationally significant and ecologically sensitive landscape (Wolsink, 2010). This project was an interesting hybrid between onshore and offshore wind power. Within policy-making circles it is often suggested that siting wind farms offshore could solve the problems encountered onshore. This idea is extremely naïve; siting issues offshore are just as relevant as onshore (Jay, 2008). This large wind farm project failed, because it was projected in the Wadden Sea. There has been a comprehensive EIA study, but as is the practice in the Netherlands, the participation in that process remained limited to some tiers of government and the energy company Nuon. As appraisal in terms of SIA is only voluntary, the most important NGO and the obvious stakeholder to include in the process, the Wadden Vereniging, was excluded. This national environmental organisation aiming to protect the Wadden area was not involved in planning the IPWA, and neither was any local or regional “sense of ownership” created (Warren and McFadyen, 2010). As neither any other important societal stakeholder was included in the process, the approach reinforced a relationship distrust between NGO's and the public on one side, and the energy organisations and government on the other (Mumford and Gray, 2010). This case clearly demonstrates the adverse consequences of planning a wind farm in a top–down and centralised manner. The approach excluded crucial actors, also excluding the knowledge and values represented by those marginalised actors. The ignorance about existing options for securing conditional support was sustained. The developers never learned that the landscape type of the site, in the WaddenSea, is a landscape which sorely needs to be protected. That choice was the strongest reason for the WaddenVereniging to oppose the project, whereas the survey among its members who fully identify themselves with the ecologically sensitive WaddenSea, showed that wind turbines alongside the Afsluitdijk (the 32 km long dyke separating WaddenSea and IJsselmeer) would nevertheless have been acceptable to a clear majority (Wolsink, 2010). The developers never learned about this feasible option, because their process was not designed for deliberation. Eventually, the WaddenVereniging applied its strategic political influence and the proposed project was cancelled. The WaddenSea wind farm failure shows that institutional conditions that support the involvement of civil society must be created. Application of SIA principles could have helped the project to succeed, but clear socio-political acceptance of such necessary measures is absent among government agencies and other actors in the energy markets and spatial planning realm. Despite strong rhetoric, Dutch wind power policy has been very inconsistent over more than two decades (Breukers and Wolsink, 2007) and the socio-political acceptance of effective measures among policy makers and the incumbent energy sector, has clearly been far below the level of Germany for example (Agterbosch and Breukers, 2008). 
2.Equity-review would maintain intergenerational equity-that solves overexploitation and deploying risky technology that would make the project end in environmental disaster-that’s Bratspies
3. At worst minor repairs boost solvency.

Wernham, MD and Health Impact Project director, 2011

(Aaron, “Health Impact Assessment: A Tool That Can Build A Healthier America”, 1-5,http://thehealthcareblog.com/blog/2011/01/05/health-impact-assessment-a-tool-that-can-build-a-healthier-america/, DOA: 8-18-12, ldg)
Yet officials in transportation and other sectors like energy, agriculture or housing do not routinely identify and address the health implications of their decisions. One way to address this shortcoming is a powerful approach called a health impact assessment (HIA), which is being used worldwide to identify unintended health risks and unnecessary costs. At the same time, HIAs build in solutions aimed at keeping people healthy. For example, collaboration between city planners and health officials on an HIA for a proposed housing development in Colorado has led to new measures that will minimize the impact of pollution from local roadways and offer residents greater opportunities for exercise, all with a minimum investment of time and expense. 

4. Leads to future policies that solve better. 

Bhatia et al., San Francisco Department of Public Health, 2009

(Rajiv, “Integrating human health into environmental impact assessment: an unrealized opportunity for environmental health and justice”, July/Aug, http://www.scielo.br/scielo.php?pid=S1413-81232009000400022&script=sci_arttext, DOA: 8-18-12, ldg)

The case examples also illustrate that the integrated HIA/EIA can result in new policies, regulatory measures, or project designs that protect and promote health. In the case of Trinity Plaza, for example, documenting the potential impacts of displacement on health through the EIA process led the developer to modify the project design to include affordable housing units for existing tenants, mitigating the impact in advance of the EIA. The analysis of roadway air quality impacts in the Eastern Neighborhoods EIA is currently being translated into citywide planning and zoning regulations. In Alaska, integrated HIA/EIA led to the proposed adoption of new regulatory measures to monitor environmental and health indicators and to require HIA and site-specific mitigation for future development proposals. It also initiated a multilateral policy discussion regarding how to promote long-term socioeconomic stability and community well-being. The power of this approach is being recognized by diverse community and social justice groups. In Oakland, California, for example, tenants’ advocates familiar with the San Francisco experience used public health evidence to articulate how a policy to facilitate the conversion of apartments to condominiums might lead to increased traffic, crowding, poor sanitation, and homelessness, thus requiring an EIA61. On this basis, advocates successfully argued for the city council to send the condo conversion policy back for further study and revision. In Alaska, tribes are now successfully bringing the issue of health into the regulatory process for a number of large industrial proposals. 
Congress Says No

This ev is about EPA regulations, not about EIS-HIA integration.
They like it-consensus building

Percival, Maryland law professor, 1997

(Robert, “Regulatory Evolution and the Future of Environmental Policy”, 1997 U Chi Legal F 159, lexis, ldg)

Those who make a serious effort to "rethink regulation" ultimately will recognize that far more fundamental environmental progress could be accomplished by changing the nation's energy, agricultural, and transportation policies to make them more responsive to environmental concerns. The nation's tax system levies the vast majority of taxes on labor and capital rather than on waste and pollution. 215 However, fundamental reforms in tax  [*197]  or energy policy are quickly dismissed as politically unrealistic. Much more effort should be devoted to considering why such policies are so unattractive politically and what, if anything, can be done to change the political dynamics. The enactment of consensus food safety and safe drinking water legislation in 1996 demonstrates continuing bipartisan support for environmental protection. It also demonstrates that legislative gridlock can be overcome when measures are perceived to provide some benefits to both industry and environmental interests that traditionally have been antagonistic. The enactment of further environmental legislation may require the use of consensus-building processes that foster compromises necessary to overcome legislative gridlock.
Solvency – A2: Delays

1. No impact-no difference between doing the plan this month or next month.

2. Links equally to the plan-DOE sucks

Brunell, Association of Washington Businesses, 2012

(Don, “Washington View: Energy policy, clean-coal technology key to state’s future”, 1-2, http://www.columbian.com/news/2012/jan/03/energy-policy-clean-coal-technology-key-to-states/?print, DOA: 8-23-12, ldg)

Progress on clean-coal technology in the U.S. has been painfully slow. The Future Gen project in Illinois was announced by President George W. Bush in 2003 as a public-private partnership to build the world’s first near zero-emissions, coal-fueled power plant. The 275-megawatt plant was intended to demonstrate the feasibility of producing electricity and hydrogen from coal, while capturing and permanently storing carbon dioxide underground. Almost nine years later, nothing has been built. In fact, the plant design has yet to be approved. The project has been stalled by political and bureaucratic delays, as well as Department of Energy changes in financing and design that prompted some private funders to back out of the project. 
3. No delays - empirics prove 
Dreher, Georgetown Environmental law and policy institute deputy executive director, 2005
(Robert, “The Political Assault on the National Environmental Policy Act,” http://www.law.georgetown.edu/gelpi/research_archive/nepa/NEPAUnderSiegeFinal.pdf, DOA: 9-13-12, ldg)

Finally, the evidence does not support the argument that the NEPA review process causes inordinate delays in decision-making. For example, studies by the Federal Highway Administration (“FHWA”) show that environmental reviews take up only a quarter of the total time devoted to planning and constructing a major highway project, hardly a disproportionate commitment for projects that will make permanent changes to the landscape. 43 The significant delays that sometimes occur in highway projects are generally due to other causes, such as lack of funding, the low priority assigned to a project by the sponsoring state transportation agency, or significant local disagreements over the merits of the project. 44 A comprehensive survey conducted by the Natural Resources Council of America of agency NEPA implementation confirmed that NEPA is not a major cause of project delays: In none of the twelve agencies reviewed during this study did NEPA emerge as the principal cause of excessive delays or costs. Instead, the NEPA process was often viewed as the means by which a wide range of planning and review requirements were integrated. Other administrative and Congressional requirements were sometimes cited as resulting in lengthy delays in decision making, which persons outside the agencies attributed to NEPA. 45
4. CP solves by incorporating the public

HIP 2010

(Health Impact Project, “Health Impact Assessment: Bringing Public Health Data to Decision Making”, December, http://www.healthimpactproject.org/resources/policy/file/health-impact-assessment-bringing-public-health-data-to-decision-making.pdf, DOA; 8-18-12, ldg)

HIA can build community support and reduce opposition to a proposed project. By ensuring that decisions are made with full attention to community concerns, HIA helps reduce conflicts that can delay projects. For example, an Alaska Native community considered litigation over plans to allow oil and gas lease sales in their traditional hunting areas. Instead, the Bureau of Land Management (BLM) worked with the local government to complete an HIA, which resulted in new protections that addressed community concerns while still allowing development to go forward. Owing in part to the success of this HIA, an environmental impact statement associated with the lease sales was never challenged in court. Since then, the BLM has begun using HIA more commonly in similar planning and permitting decisions. 6 
Perm in other energy projects

It’s intrinsic, can’t fiat other energy consultations, their interpretation allows utopian fiating out of DAs, mpx, and CPs, makes it impossible to be neg because it allows a magic creation of new advantages.  
No Long Term Solvency

Yes long term solvency, the plan is passed immediately after the review, they misunderstand the nature of the CP, after the legislation, it’ll be passed.

No Heg

Heg prevents great power war- maintaining a large gap solves alliances, prevents balancing and mutes great power conflicts- the alternative leads to zero-sum competition for power that triggers great power wars- history proves- that’s Zhang. 

Also key to the aff because it’s key to signal US as a desirable trading partner- means key to cooperative resiliency.
Collapse goes nuclear and causes extinction- AND strong US military de-escalates all conflict- prevents the aff impacts
Barnett, Naval War College Warfare Analysis & Research professor, 11

(Thomas, “The New Rules: Leadership Fatigue Puts U.S., and Globalization, at Crossroads”, 3-7-11, http://www.worldpoliticsreview.com/articles/8099/the-new-rules-leadership-fatigue-puts-u-s-and-globalization-at-crossroads, DOA: 10-9-11, ldg)

Let me be more blunt: As the guardian of globalization, the U.S. military has been the greatest force for peace the world has ever known. Had America been removed from the global dynamics that governed the 20th century, the mass murder never would have ended. Indeed, it's entirely conceivable there would now be no identifiable human civilization left, once nuclear weapons entered the killing equation. But the world did not keep sliding down that path of perpetual war. Instead, America stepped up and changed everything by ushering in our now-perpetual great-power peace. We introduced the international liberal trade order known as globalization and played loyal Leviathan over its spread. What resulted was the collapse of empires, an explosion of democracy, the persistent spread of human rights, the liberation of women, the doubling of life expectancy, a roughly 10-fold increase in adjusted global GDP and a profound and persistent reduction in battle deaths from state-based conflicts. That is what American "hubris" actually delivered. Please remember that the next time some TV pundit sells you the image of "unbridled" American military power as the cause of global disorder instead of its cure. With self-deprecation bordering on self-loathing, we now imagine a post-American world that is anything but. Just watch who scatters and who steps up as the Facebook revolutions erupt across the Arab world. While we might imagine ourselves the status quo power, we remain the world's most vigorously revisionist force. As for the sheer "evil" that is our military-industrial complex, again, let's examine what the world looked like before that establishment reared its ugly head. The last great period of global structural change was the first half of the 20th century, a period that saw a death toll of about 100 million across two world wars. That comes to an average of 2 million deaths a year in a world of approximately 2 billion souls. Today, with far more comprehensive worldwide reporting, researchers report an average of less than 100,000 battle deaths annually in a world fast approaching 7 billion people. Though admittedly crude, these calculations suggest a 90 percent absolute drop and a 99 percent relative drop in deaths due to war. We are clearly headed for a world order characterized by multipolarity, something the American-birthed system was designed to both encourage and accommodate. But given how things turned out the last time we collectively faced such a fluid structure, we would do well to keep U.S. power, in all of its forms, deeply embedded in the geometry to come.
Enviro not key

Yes key- new environmental catastrophe means the hegemon must adapt to global concerns or become irrelevant in the international sphere- kills trade, cooperation and internal link turns the aff’s solvency because it terminally kills new cooperative efforts

Environmental leadership is the crucial determinant of US primacy—more important than power projection or force posture 

Carstens, U.S. Army Garrison Wiesbaden commander, 2001

(David, “Bringing Environmental and Economic Internationalism into US Strategy”, http://www.carlisle.army.mil/USAWC/parameters/Articles/01spring/carstens.htm, DOA: 8-21-12, ldg)

Dramatic events such as the end of the Cold War, the turn of the century, and now a new presidency offer opportunities for the United States to reconsider its national security policy.[1] The notion that the focus should be limited to defending against an emerging peer competitor or rogue state is flawed, however, and current analyses of emerging threats are generally too narrowly defined. Internal regional strife, not power-projecting challengers to US primacy, will likely spark the crises of the 21st century for which US strategy must be prepared. A tidal wave of public outcry over the deteriorating state of regional economies and the global environment is rushing toward the shores of the world's most powerful nations. In an era in which there are few imminent threats to US security, government as well as corporate leaders praise the superpower status of our nation. In such times it is not surprising that labor and environmental reform issues are often placed on the back burner. Nevertheless, these are the issues that will take center stage in the coming decades. From its current position of vast global power, the United States can either choose to meet this challenge head on, or be overcome by it. My intent is not to dismiss the current theories of strategy, but rather to add to them. Four such strategies (and many variations on these) compete for relevancy in the current public debate: neo-isolationism, selective engagement, cooperative security, and primacy.[2] The implications of each are normally outlined in a traditional analysis of foreign affairs in which there exists a constant competition for power between states. Although this tradition continues, the real danger the world now faces "stem[s] not from conflicts between countries but from conflicts within them."[3] Such internal strife over distribution of wealth, labor inequality, scarcity of resources, and declining environmental conditions will spill over into neighboring states, creating chaos. The new grand strategy of the United States, therefore, needs to respond to regional internal weaknesses, not to the external strengths of perceived rogue and competitor states. [continues] With the rising inequality brought on by globalization comes a torrent of economic, labor, and environmental problems which, if left unchallenged, will fuel the fires of regional crisis in the 21st century. For the global market to survive, nations need to collectively establish and maintain economic, labor, and environmental policies that provide for the common good. Such standards also need to be collectively enforced with the same zeal as is currently reserved for defense against armed attack. In the eyes of the world, American leadership diminishes every time we choose not to act upon a potentially devastating human crisis. To the contrary, successful actions in support of regional economic and environmental well-being bolster confidence in American leadership at home and abroad. Further, immediate action today may prevent the wars of tomorrow, especially in those areas where imminent chaos is most pronounced. The United States cannot afford to look away from global economic and environmental despair, saving its strength for the "big fight." The future US grand strategy, if not entirely based on environmental and economic internationalism, should expand the definition of US interests to include global economic reform and environmental standards enforcement. The greatest danger America faces is neither China nor Iraq. It is indifference to this emerging crisis.
Certainty/Uncondo Key

1. No link-CP doesn’t put people’s money in limbo, reviews are inevitable-CP is just binding and substantive.

Not sure how we’re uncertain if the plan is passed immediately and fully after the review, also answers your unconditional argument.

Integration solves

Bhatia et al., San Francisco Department of Public Health, 2009

(Rajiv, “Integrating human health into environmental impact assessment: an unrealized opportunity for environmental health and justice”, July/Aug, http://www.scielo.br/scielo.php?pid=S1413-81232009000400022&script=sci_arttext, DOA: 8-18-12, ldg)

Despite the statutory support for including health in EIA, the often contentious and adversarial atmosphere surrounding EIA poses a potential barrier to the addition of health issues. Project proponents may resist health analysis because of fear that such analysis is being motivated primarily by opposition to a project and the desire to avoid confrontation, and potential legal challenges may limit the interest of regulators 7,27 .  In our experience, however, establishing a mutually respectful interdisciplinary collaboration can mitigate such barriers. In the Eastern Neighborhoods example, SFDPH responded to the concerns of the SFDCP about methodologic consistency by developing analytic methods for noise and air quality impacts and suggesting citywide significance standards. Consequently, the SFDCP accepted much of the subsequent analysis without argument, which shifted the focus of discussions to the feasibility of potential mitigations and design alternatives. In Alaska, after a legal review by agency solicitors, the federal regulatory agencies acknowledged that evidence based public health information presented by affected communities could not be ignored. In the cooperative relationship that developed, NEPA analysts greeted the additional health information with enthusiasm, commenting that it improved the EIA and helped to give context to other aspects of the analysis, focus the process on the needs of the stakeholders, and reduce the acrimony often present between the agencies and local communities.  Industry proponents should also be viewed as important potential collaborators in integrated HIA/EIA. Increasingly, internal corporate good neighbor policies include requirements for both EIA and HIA and for comprehensive environment, health, and safety management plans to mitigate identified impacts 68,69 . Directives of the International Finance Corporation (2007) now contain explicit standards and guidance addressing human health. Power imbalances between small communities and large developers can compromise the efficacy of voluntary, corporate impact assessment and mitigation plans. But the use of community-driven, integrated HIA/EIA may offer local communities substantially more leverage in negotiating reasonable agreements. In Oakland, stakeholders, supported by the nonprofit Human Impact Partners have begun to develop a community-based practice of HIA that involves developers and that informs the city’s EIA process. In the Alaskan case example, BLM felt that it had limited regulatory authority to address several of the specific health concerns and instead suggested measures that would encourage developers to work directly with the impacted community and health authorities to develop health-focused mitigation. Since publication of the Northeast NPR-A draft EIA (Table 1), one multinational oil developer has approached the NSB to discuss collaboration on HIA and sustainable development planning. 
EIS Now

Not on the plan, and not integrated into HIA- stopped producing plutonium in the 1980s and never bought it from EU proves UQ of the CP.
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