Case
Bottlenecks
SMRs solve bottlenecks and accidents
Ringle 10 John, Professor Emeritus of Nuclear Engineering at Oregon State University, "Reintroduction of reactors in US a major win", November 13, robertmayer.wordpress.com/2010/11/21/reintroduction-of-reactors-in-us-a-major-win/
Small nuclear reactors will probably be the mechanism that ushers in nuclear power’s renaissance in the U.S.¶ Nuclear plants currently supply about 20 percent of the nation’s electricity and more than 70 percent of our carbon-free energy. But large nuclear plants cost $8 billion to $10 billion and utilities are having second thoughts about how to finance these plants.¶ A small modular reactor (SMR) has several advantages over the conventional 1,000-megawatt plant:¶ 1. It ranges in size from 25 to 140 megawatts, hence only costs about a tenth as much as a large plant.¶ 2. It uses a cookie-cutter standardized design to reduce construction costs and can be built in a factory and shipped to the site by truck, railroad or barge.¶ 3. The major parts can be built in U.S. factories, unlike some parts for the larger reactors that must be fabricated overseas.¶ 4. Because of the factory-line production, the SMR could be built in three years with one-third of the workforce of a large plant.¶ 5. More than one SMR could be clustered together to form a larger power plant complex. This provides versatility in operation, particularly in connection with large wind farms. With the variability of wind, one or more SMRs could be run or shut down to provide a constant base load supply of electricity.¶ 6. A cluster of SMRs should be very reliable. One unit could be taken out of service for maintenance or repair without affecting the operation of the other units. And since they are all of a common design, replacement parts could satisfy all units. France has already proved the reliability of standardized plants.¶ At least half a dozen companies are developing SMRs, including NuScale in Oregon. NuScale is American-owned and its 45-megawatt design has some unique features. It is inherently safe. It could be located partially or totally below ground, and with its natural convection cooling system, it does not rely on an elaborate system of pumps and valves to provide safety. There is no scenario in which a loss-of-coolant accident could occur.
Warming
Nuclear power is essential to combating global warming -- electricity generation makes up a huge amount of GHG emissions, and it spills over to reduce emissions in the transportation sector. 
WNA, ‘7
[World Nuclear Association, “Nuclear Energy: Meeting the Climate Change Challenge,” http://www.world-nuclear.org/climatechange/nuclear_meetingthe_climatechange_challenge.html]
Climate change poses the greatest environmental threat of the 21st century and challenges us to radically revise our energy supply systems. Nuclear energy is essential to any credible strategy for significant reductions in global greenhouse gas emissions. Today more than two-thirds of the world’s electricity consumption is met by fossil fuel generation. This electricity generation from coal, oil and gas is responsible for a third of all anthropogenic carbon dioxide emissions. Energy is and will continue to be a primary engine for human and economic development. It is vital for every aspect of modern life: heat, light, mobility, communications, clean water, agricultural and industrial capacity. Over the next twenty five years global electricity demand is expected to double. By the middle of the 21st century that demand could be three or four times larger than that of today. Growth is inevitable and necessary, as the world economy evolves and countries seek to improve the quality of life of their citizens. Meeting the increasing demand for electricity will require a mix of energy resources, with low or non-emitting sources, including nuclear power, taking an increasingly predominant role. Nuclear energy already makes a substantial environmental contribution to generating electricity. Today nuclear power plants operating in over thirty countries produce 15% of the world’s electricity, avoiding the emission of over two billion tonnes of carbon dioxide each year. This saving equals more than 20% of global CO2 emissions from power generation. Extensive studies have shown that the full lifecycle emissions from nuclear power are similar to most forms of renewable generation, and many times lower than electricity generation from fossil fuels. Nuclear technologies can be used in areas other than the generation of clean low carbon electricity. A number of nuclear reactors have already been used to power desalination plant, a role that will become increasingly important as the world’s water resources become scarcer. Nuclear technologies can also be able to reduce emissions in the transport sector by providing electricity to recharge battery-powered vehicles or by producing hydrogen for fuel cells. Nuclear power plant designed to generate high temperature heat will be able supply process heat, enabling industry to reduce its reliance on fossil fuels. Nuclear Energy and the UNFCCC Negotiations Nuclear power is currently used by over 30 countries around the world. More than twenty additional countries are actively considering the use of nuclear energy in the future. The IPCC have recommended that all countries should give serious consideration to nuclear power as a means of reducing greenhouse gas emissions. There should be no place for arbitrary exclusions or restrictions on the type of project eligible for the Kyoto Mechanisms or Nationally Appropriate Mitigation Actions. All technologies should be considered on an equal basis.  


Neolib
Their Kotz evidence says the crisis should be seen – relies on visual metaphors
Singling out ableism as a project that needs to be rejected makes it inevitable
Turmusani 5 [Majid Turmusani (Researcher specializing in disability and development issues. Disability World Issue no. 26 Decemeber - February 2005]
There were also criticisms that disability had not been  mainstreamed into  development, that there had not been enough attention paid to adjusting policy in  line with the shift from a social welfare  to a human rights approach and that the  overall policy had to be overhauled to take into account the new international aid  instruments for the poorest countries, such as SWAPs (Sector Wide Approaches) and PRSPs (Poverty Reduction Strategy Papers).   If such apparently highly developed disability policies as Finland’s are found wanting, especially with respect to the development and practical application of a  human rights approach, we might assume that these, as well as similar and more profound shortcomings, are to be found elsewhere.   An important issue raised by the Finnish and USAID studies, and one that seems to apply to almost every agency, is the failure to mainstream disability into  development policy, despite stated intentions in some cases. Although far more  detailed research would be needed to confirm this, the Finnish and US experiences,  if even close to representative, imply that in the vast majority of cases any  disability focus continues to be on the traditional areas of health or special  education, relatively small-scale projects funded through NGOs, and (with some notable exceptions) undertaken within a social-welfare, rather than a meaningful human rights, framework (even if human rights  language  is  used).  In  this  process disabled  people  continue  to  be  objects  of  care  rather  than  being  given  the opportunity to take action on their own behalf. 

No impact and their rhetoric makes it inevitable
Barnes 92 (Colin, Professor of Disability Studies and Director of the Centre for Disability Studies in the Department of Sociology and Social Policy at the University of Leeds, England, “DISABLING IMAGERY AND THE MEDIA An Exploration of the Principlesfor Media Represenations of Disabled People,” http://www.leeds.ac.uk/disability-studies/archiveuk/Barnes/disabling%20imagery.pdf)

The link between impairment and all that is socially unacceptable was first established in classical Greek Theatre. !9 Today there are a number of cultural stereotypes which perpetuate this linkage. However, these depictions are not mutually exclusive, frequently one will be linked to another. This is particularly the case with fictional characterisations. The disabled person as evil, for example, is often combined with the disabled person as sexually degenerate. The point is that the overall view of disabled people is decidedly negative and a threat to the well- being of the non-disabled community. 2. The Disabled Person as Pitiable and Pathetic This has recently been reinforced by the alarming growth of TV charity shows such as 'Children in Need' and 'Telethon' - programmes which encourage pity so that the non-disabled public can feel bountiful. It is a regular feature of popular fiction; overtly dependent disabled people are included in storylines to depict another -character's goodness and sensitivity. The disabled person is frequently portrayed as especially endearing to elicit even greater feelings of sentimentality - as opposed to genuine compassion. Examples include Tiny Tim in Charles Dickens's 'Christmas Carol', and Porgy in George Gershwin's opera 'Porgy and Bess'. Another famous example is the story of John Merrick 'The Elephant Man' -now a hugely successful stage play and film. Both recount the tale of how Merrick, a man of 'normal' intelligence but with profoundly 'abnormal' physical features, is first kept captive in a fairground freakshow, and later rescued and 'cared' for by Sir Frederick Treves -an able-bodied member of the Victorian middle class. The careful recreation of Merrick's public humiliation at the hands of unscrupulous non-disabled men in both productions extract from the audience feelings of pity and distress. At the same time, they are reminded that disabled people's well-being is dependent solely upon the benevolence of others -in this case Sir Frederick Treves. This is a recurrent theme in all media depictions of disability. This entirely negative view of disabled people appears regularly in the news media - both on television and in the press. Pictures of disabled individuals, frequently children, in hospitals or nursing homes are repeatedly flashed across our TV screens perpetuating the myth that disability is synonymous with illness and suffering. Recent research shows that most reports about disabled people in TV news programmes and documentaries are about medical treatments and impairment related cures.20 Besides stimulating sympathy this constant repetition of the medical approach to impairment helps to divert the public's attention away from the social factors which cause disability. Often the language used in these emotive broadcasts creates a mood of sentimentality which is both patronising and offensive to disabled people. While many reporters use 'neutral' terminology such as 'people with disabilities' or 'disabled people', their reports still have an unmistakably sentimental tone because they insist on referring to disabled people as 'plucky', 'brave', 'courageous', 'victims' or 'unfortunate'. Derogatory terms like 'cripple' or 'dummies' are never used but TV news stories often include depersonalised expressions such as 'the disabled' and 'the handicapped' -phrases which cause offence because they rob disabled people of their humanity, and so reduce them to objects.  Moreover, despite the NUJ's efforts to eliminate disablism in the print media a similar situation exists with the press. Editors and journalists like brevity so disablist language is common in newspapers and magazines. Indeed, one well known journalist - Keith Waterhouse, the 'Columnist of the Year' -has in 'The Derby Evening Telegraph' on 23 January 1992 publicly attacked what he terms 'politically correct language' claiming it emanates not from 'the disabled themselves but from their self appointed minders'. But even when reporters avoid offensive vocabulary their efforts can be thwarted by space conscious sub-editors and the' quality' papers are sometimes as guilty as the tabloids. Recent examples from 'The Independent' and 'The Sun' illustrate the point. On 24 September 1991 both papers contained stories about epilepsy. The Independent's article, albeit a much longer piece, contained several references to 'epileptics' -an adjective for a type of seizure, not a person, and offensive to people with epilepsy -whereas the Sun's contained no such references. Both newspapers had contacted the British Epilepsy Association (BEA) before publication. The Independent reporter rang to check the BEA's 'phone numbers but refused to discuss the content of the article. The Sun reporter discussed the content and produced copy in line with the BEA's suggestions.21 It should be noted here that this is one of the few occasions when contacting an impairment specific charity has proved useful. Also news stories about health and about fundraising events depicting disabled people as pitiable, passive and dependent regularly crop up in British newspapers -accounting for about two thirds of all coverage.22 In many cases these reports are grossly inaccurate and damaging to disabled people. Moreover, there is a tendency for journalists to patronise disabled people by referring to them by their first name rather than by their full title as in most stories about non-disabled people. 
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