[bookmark: _GoBack]2AC No War 
War is obsolete—economic partnerships, world organizations, and alliances check war—they take away the motivation conflict by nonviolent solutions—defense cuts and nuclear deterrence check means and motive—that’s Robb

And, it won’t escalate—nuclear deterrence means no armed state will go to war with another—empirics are on our side—not even Hitler waged a war he couldn’t win—that’s Drezner

Politics are a framing issue—apocalyptic rhetoric is used to get money and power devoted to low risk scenarios when diplomacy and government solutions can always solve problems—that’s Cohen
2AC Solar S
Both combined solve allows for smooth transition 
Pattison 10—Ph.D  is an IGERT doctoral fellow in Wind Science and Engineering at Texas Tech University (Chris, Solar Support for Wind Energy, windsystemsmag.com/article/detail/98/solar-support-for-wind-energy)
 
As most people know, the Texas Panhandle is an ideal place for wind energy. With Competitive Renewable Energy Zone (CREZ) high voltage transmission lines scheduled for completion by the end of 2012, wind power plants should begin to pepper the region. Texas Tech University is in the ideal location, boasting the only doctorate program in Wind Science and Engineering, and the only graduate certificate program in the wind energy industry. Here at the Wind Science and Engineering (WiSE) Research Center students are addressing “everything wind,” from tornados, hurricanes, and the damage they inflict to multifaceted wind energy research and education. Some current projects are titled Turbulent Far-Wake Development behind Wind Turbines, Innovative Gearbox Design for Reliability, Turbulence-Driven Gear and Bearing Test Systems, Quantifying Effects of Turbulence from Large-Scale Wind Energy Development on Local area Microclimate, and Firming Wind Energy with solar Photovoltaic (PV).¶ Independent system operators of various electrical grids have long been adept at handling the variability of the electric load. However, there is greater renewable energy penetration into the grids than ever before. Combining the variability of the electric load with the variability of intermittent generation sources such as solar and wind is creating a greater challenge for grid operators. By combining wind and solar PV on a utility scale, the uncertainty of generation is greatly reduced and a more reliable energy source is created.¶ On average wind energy is best at night, when the atmosphere is stable. While there are times when the wind does blow during daylight hours, wind energy tends to produce less during the day when the atmosphere is unstable due to solar heating. Solar PV energy is only available during the day, when the sun is shining and atmospheric mixing takes place. By combining these two inexhaustible and renewable resources, a single power plant can take advantage of Mother Nature and produce more-reliable and less-intermittent power.¶ Texas Tech operates one of the only 200-meter towers specifically utilized for atmospheric data collection as well as a 58-station MesoNet—learn more at www.mesonet.ttu.edu—that records a plethora of data above and below the surface at five-minute intervals for public use. By utilizing data from the 200-meter tower at heights equivalent to the blade-swept area of large wind turbines and the nearby Reese MesoNet station’s solar radiation data, times of intermittency can easily be identified. Currently in the early stages of research, analysis of the first six months of 2009—an average wind and solar year—has produced some interesting results.¶ For wind energy, times of intermittency were relatively small since the winter and spring months produce the best winds. A five-minute time scale is used since some electric grids will be converting to a “smart grid,” which utilizes increments of that same length. Over the first six months there were 640 occurrences of too-low or no wind which lasted from five minutes to one hour, 40 occurrences of no wind power production from one to two hours, 17 occurrences from two to three hours, 11 occurrences from three to four hours, and 19 occurrences of greater than four hours. A five-minute breakdown of nonproductive wind occurrences can be seen in (Figure 1).¶ Over the same time period in 2009, times of no solar energy, sunset to sunrise, ranged from nine to 14 hours. By combining the two data sets, the synergy is quite obvious. Times of no energy production from either wind or solar dropped by 50 percent or more for each time. Periods of no energy production from five minutes to an hour dropped to only 300 occurrences, from one to two hours occurred 18 times, two to three hours occurred 10 times, and greater than three hours only occurred 13 times. Figure 2 shows a five-minute time scale of the combined data.¶ Wind and solar’s combined output also shows their collective advantage. Given a one-megawatt wind turbine and one megawatt of solar panels placed immediately south of the turbine, they can both utilize the same pad mount transformer and electrical collection system, reducing installed costs. While periods greater than one megawatt did occur, they were only for short periods of time. For prolonged times of overproduction, either the wind power or solar power production would need to be curtailed to protect the transformer equipment. To take advantage of this dual “bonus” production, a larger transformer could be utilized. However, there would be greater energy loss when production would be lower than 50 percent of the transformer’s capabilities. The losses during low production times could be greater than the added production by utilizing the larger transformer.¶ During the winter months when wind energy is greatest and solar energy is at its lowest maximum, the colder temperatures would allow the transformer to be slightly “overtaxed” to capture more than the allowed energy without the transformer overheating and losing efficiency. During windy summer days, this would not be the case.¶ Figure 3 shows the synergy that wind and solar produce together. Expecting a smooth bell curve centered on 1,000 kilowatts, the data does not support this with a smooth transition. Instead, there is an abrupt change shown by the tremendous difference between the 900 and 950 kilowatt values and the 1,000 and 1,050 kilowatt values. These abrupt changes negated the standard curve with longer transitions over time and exemplified the benefit of combining wind and solar power together. As both the wind and solar production values should be evenly distributed, the greatest concentration of values should be toward the middle, with smaller “tails” located at the maximum and minimum values. Together, however, because of the “clock-time” of the recorded values, they match precisely, creating a large pronounced peak at one megawatt. This demonstrates how decreasing wind energy values during the morning hours matches with increasing solar energy values, as well as full solar energy during the day coupled with full wind energy during the night. This is similar to two gas-turbine engines operating in tandem, as one is turned up and down and the other is adjusted opposite the first. By pairing the two individual one-megawatt systems that have nearly opposite production phases, a gross capacity factor of 0.608 was attained when not curtailing either wind or solar.¶ By combining wind and solar power plants, the whole is greater than the sum of its parts, and the intermittency of renewable energy is significantly reduced. The Texas Panhandle has considerable amounts of both inexhaustible resources. Once the CREZ lines are operational, there is no reason not to see more reliable renewable energy power plants being constructed. The only question remaining is: Why not take advantage of Mother Nature?
at: land use
PV doesn’t trigger their land use/environment impacts 
DOE 12 Dept of Energy, Sunshot Study, Feb, “Sunshot Vision Study” http://www1.eere.energy.gov/solar/pdfs/47927_chapter7.pdf
Siting Challenges Siting and construction of utility-scale solar projects and associated transmission infrastructure requires extensive government and stakeholder review and approval. Potential improvements to siting processes for utility-scale projects and transmission are discussed in detail in Section 7.3. A number of initiatives have identified a large potential resource for utility-scale solar that can avoid developing the most environmentally sensitive areas while expediting development on less-sensitive areas. Although distributed solar technologies (rooftop PV) do not face the same land-use issues as utility-scale technologies, they do face siting challenges related to their use on residential and commercial buildings, including codes and permits, zoning ordinances, and restrictive covenants. Achieving the SunShot targets will require additional streamlining of distributed solar siting requirements and processes. In particular, a unified permitting process across different regions would facilitate expansion of the distributed solar market. Establishing strong solar access and rights laws would protect the rights of consumers to install solar energy systems.
2AC Adaptation Impact (With I/L In 1AC) (0:32)

Decentralized tribal renewables set a model for international climate action---causes international tribe-to-tribe cooperation to solve energy sovereignty---that solves tribal economic self-sufficiency and ADAPTATION to the INEVITABLE impacts of climate --- that’s Grossman
That solves ecological collapse that causes extinction---climate’s inevitable but tribal sovereignty solves the worst environmental impacts---that’s Ryser 


AND, Billions will die
Burke ‘8 - Senior Fellow & Director – Energy Security Project at the Center for a New American Security, 2008
Sharon, Catastrophic Climate Change over the next hundred years, In Climatic Cataclysm p. 161-2
In the catastrophic climate change scenario, situations like that in Somalia will be commonplace: there will be a sharp rise in failing and failed states and therefore in intrastate war. According to International Alert, there are forty-six countries, home to 2.7 billion people, at a high risk of violent conflict as a result of climate change. The group lists an additional fifty-six nations, accounting for another 1.2 billion people, that will have difficulty dealing with climate change, given other challenges.12 Over the next hundred years, in a catastrophic future, that means there are likely to be at least 102 failing and failed states, consumed by internal conflict, spewing desperate refugees, and harboring and spawning violent extremist movements. Moreover, nations all over the world will be destabilized as a result, either by the crisis on their borders or the significant numbers of refugees and in some cases armed or extremist groups migrating into their territories.¶ Over the course of the century, this will mean a collapse of globalization and transnational institutions and an increase in all types of conflict—most dramatically, intrastate and asymmetric. The global nature of the conflicts and the abruptness of the climate effects will challenge the ability of governments all over the world to respond to the disasters, mitigate the effects, or to contain the violence along their borders. There will be civil unrest in every nation as a result of popular anger toward governments, scapegoating of migrant and minority populations, and a rise in charismatic end-of-days cults, which will deepen a sense of hopelessness as these cults tend to see no end to misery other than extinction followed by divine salvation.¶ Given that the failing nations account for half of the global population, this will also be a cataclysmic humanitarian disaster, with hundreds of millions of people dying from climate effects and conflict, totally overwhelming the ability of international institutions and donor nations to respond. This failure of the international relief system will be total after 2040 as donor nations are forced to turn their resources inward. There will be a worldwide economic depression and a reverse in the gains in standards of living made in the twentieth and early twenty-first centuries.

Causes endless wars 
Armstrong ’12 – Prof of Indigenous Studies @ University of British Columbia-Okanagan 
On Our Own: Adapting to Climate Change – Finding and Internal and Intergovernmental Framework for an Adaptation Strategy, Jeanette Armstrong, Asserting Native Resilience: Pacific Rim Indigenous Nations Face the Climate Crisis, 2012, Oregon State University Press, Page 38
As Okanagan, our most essential responsibility is to bond our whole individual and communal selves to the land. Many of our ceremonies have been constructed for this. We join with the larger self and with the land, and rejoice in all that we are. ¶ The discord that we see around us, to my view from inside my Okanagan community, is at a level that is not endurable. A suicidal coldness is seeping into and permeating all levels of interaction. I am not implying that we no longer suffer for each other but rather that such suffering is felt deeply and continuously and cannot be withstood, so feeling must be shut off. ¶ I think of the Okanagan word used by my father to describe this condition, and I understand it better. An interpretation in English might be “people without hearts.”¶ Okanagans say that “heart” is where community and land come into our beings and become part of us because they are as essential to our survival as our own skin. ¶ When the phrase “people without hearts” is used, it refers to collective disharmony and alienation from land. It refers to those who are blind to self-destruction, whose emotion is narrowly focused on their individual sense of well-being without regard to the well-being of others in the collective. ¶ The results of this dispassion are now being displayed as nation-states continuously reconfigure economic boundaries into a world economic disorder to cater to big business. This is causing a tidal flow of refugees from environmental and social disasters, compounded by disease and famine as people are displaced in the expanding worldwide chaos. War itself becomes continuous as dispossession, privatization of lands, exploitation of resources, and a cheap labor force become the mission of “peace-keeping.” The goal of finding new markets is the justification for the westernization of “undeveloped” cultures. 

2AC T Restrictions Lift Prohibitions not Regulations

A) “Restriction” are limitations on the use of property

Texas Supreme Court ’10 
CAUSE NO. 08-01-18,007-CV-A, Final Judgment, http://www.supreme.courts.state.tx.us/ebriefs/12/12046401.pdf
"Restriction" is defined and commonly used to mean "[a] limitation (esp. in a deed) placed on the use or enjoyment of property." BLACK'S LAW DICTIONARY 1054 (7th ed. 2000).

b) Restrictions are the equivalent of conditions on action
Plummer 29 J., Court Justice, MAX ZLOZOWER, Respondent, v. SAM LINDENBAUM et al., Appellants Civ. No. 3724COURT OF APPEAL OF CALIFORNIA, THIRD APPELLATE DISTRICT100 Cal. App. 766; 281 P. 102; 1929 Cal. App. LEXIS 404September 26, 1929, Decided, lexis
The word "restriction," when used in connection with the grant of interest in real property, is construed as being the legal equivalent of "condition." Either term may be used to denote a limitation upon the full and unqualified enjoyment of the right or estate granted. The words "terms" and "conditions" are often used synonymously when relating to legal rights. "Conditions and restrictions" are that which limits or modifies the existence or character of something; a restriction or qualification. It is a restriction or limitation modifying or destroying the original act with which it is connected, or defeating, terminating or enlarging an estate granted; something which defeats or qualifies an estate; a modus or quality annexed by him that hath an estate, or interest or right to the same, whereby an estate may be either defeated, enlarged, or created upon an uncertain event; a quality annexed to land whereby an estate may be defeated; a qualification or restriction annexed to a deed or device, by virtue of which an estate is made to vest, to be enlarged or defeated upon the happening or not happening of a particular event, or the performance or nonperformance of a particular act.

Best Interpretation:
A) Captures the benefits of outright prohibition by including statutory restrictions that make production more difficult but that are limited to those that include the possibility of complete prohibition
U.S. Code ‘5
25 U.S.C. § 3504 : US Code - Section 3504: Leases, business agreements, and rights-of-way involving energy development or transmission, 2005, 
An Indian tribe may grant a right-of-way over tribal land for a¶ pipeline or an electric transmission or distribution line without¶ review or approval by the Secretary if -¶ (1) the right-of-way is executed in accordance with a tribal¶ energy resource agreement approved by the Secretary under¶ subsection (e);¶ (2) the term of the right-of-way does not exceed 30 years;¶ (3) the pipeline or electric transmission or distribution line¶ serves -¶ (A) an electric generation, transmission, or distribution¶ facility located on tribal land; or¶ (B) a facility located on tribal land that processes or¶ refines energy resources developed on tribal land; and¶ (4) the Indian tribe has entered into a tribal energy resource¶ agreement with the Secretary, as described in subsection (e),¶ relating to the development of energy resources on tribal land¶ (including the periodic review and evaluation of the activities¶ of the Indian tribe under an agreement described in subparagraphs¶ (D) and (E) of subsection (e)(2)).¶ (c) Renewals¶ A lease or business agreement entered into, or a right-of-way¶ granted, by an Indian tribe under this section may be renewed at¶ the discretion of the Indian tribe in accordance with this section.¶ (d) Validity¶ No lease, business agreement, or right-of-way relating to the¶ development of tribal energy resources under this section shall be¶ valid unless the lease, business agreement, or right-of-way is¶ authorized by a tribal energy resource agreement approved by the¶ Secretary under subsection (e)(2).¶ (e) Tribal energy resource agreements¶ (1) On the date on which regulations are promulgated under¶ paragraph (8), an Indian tribe may submit to the Secretary for¶ approval a tribal energy resource agreement governing leases,¶ business agreements, and rights-of-way under this section.¶ (2)(A) Not later than 270 days after the date on which the¶ Secretary receives a tribal energy resource agreement from an¶ Indian tribe under paragraph (1), or not later than 60 days after¶ the Secretary receives a revised tribal energy resource agreement¶ from an Indian tribe under paragraph (4)(C) (or a later date, as¶ agreed to by the Secretary and the Indian tribe), the Secretary¶ shall approve or disapprove the tribal energy resource agreement.¶ (B) The Secretary shall approve a tribal energy resource¶ agreement submitted under paragraph (1) if -¶ (i) the Secretary determines that the Indian tribe has¶ demonstrated that the Indian tribe has sufficient capacity to¶ regulate the development of energy resources of the Indian tribe;¶ (ii) the tribal energy resource agreement includes provisions¶ required under subparagraph (D); and¶ (iii) the tribal energy resource agreement includes provisions¶ that, with respect to a lease, business agreement, or right-of-¶ way under this section -¶ (I) ensure the acquisition of necessary information from the¶ applicant for the lease, business agreement, or right-of-way;¶ (II) address the term of the lease or business agreement or¶ the term of conveyance of the right-of-way;¶ (III) address amendments and renewals;¶ (IV) address the economic return to the Indian tribe under¶ leases, business agreements, and rights-of-way;¶ (V) address technical or other relevant requirements;¶ (VI) establish requirements for environmental review in¶ accordance with subparagraph (C);¶ (VII) ensure compliance with all applicable environmental¶ laws, including a requirement that each lease, business¶ agreement, and right-of-way state that the lessee, operator, or¶ right-of-way grantee shall comply with all such laws;¶ (VIII) identify final approval authority;¶ (IX) provide for public notification of final approvals;¶ (X) establish a process for consultation with any affected¶ States regarding off-reservation impacts, if any, identified¶ under subparagraph (C)(i);¶ (XI) describe the remedies for breach of the lease, business¶ agreement, or right-of-way;¶ (XII) require each lease, business agreement, and right-of-¶ way to include a statement that, if any of its provisions¶ violates an express term or requirement of the tribal energy¶ resource agreement pursuant to which the lease, business¶ agreement, or right-of-way was executed -¶ (aa) the provision shall be null and void; and¶ (bb) if the Secretary determines the provision to be¶ material, the Secretary may suspend or rescind the lease,¶ business agreement, or right-of-way or take other appropriate¶ action that the Secretary determines to be in the best¶ interest of the Indian tribe;¶
B) No limits distinction – no way to distinguish the number of outright ban affs and affs that restrict property AND include chance of total prohibition

C) We effectively lift a total ban – there’s no sovereign Native energy production now 

d) Intent to define


They kill topic meaning – there are no direct federal prohibitions on wind and solar; only we can give meaning to every topic word; resolutional language is the only non-arbitrary way to set predictable limits 


We Meet “financial Incentives”
Gielecki et.al. ‘1 – Economist @ U.S. Energy Information Administration
Incentives, Mandates, and Government Programs for Promoting Renewable Energy, February 2001, Mark Gielecki, Fred Mayes, and Lawrence Prete, http://lobby.la.psu.edu/_107th/128_PURPA/Agency_Activities/EIA/Incentive_Mandates_and_Government.htm
Over the years, incentives and mandates for renewable energy have been used to advance different energy policies, such as ensuring energy security or promoting environmentally benign energy sources. Renewable energy has beneficial attributes, such as low emissions and replenishable energy supply, that are not fully reflected in the market price. Accordingly, governments have used a variety of programs to promote renewable energy resources, technologies, and renewable-based transportation fuels. (1) This paper discusses: (1) financial incentives and regulatory mandates used by Federal and State governments and Federal research and development (R&D), (2), (3) and (2) their effectiveness in promoting renewables.¶ A financial incentive is defined in this report as providing one or more of the following benefits:¶ A transfer of economic resources by the Government to the buyer or seller of a good or service that has the effect of reducing the price paid, or, increasing the price received, respectively;¶ Reducing the cost of production of the good or service; or,¶ Creating or expanding a market for producers. ¶ The intended effect of a financial incentive is to increase the production or consumption of the good or service over what it otherwise would have been without the incentive. Examples of financial incentives are: tax credits, production payments, trust funds, and low-cost loans. Research and development is included as a support program because its effect is to decrease cost, thus enhancing the commercial viability of the good(s) provided. (4) 

Reasonability





2AC Reg Neg 

cp is the aff b/c the plan allows them to determine implementation 

say no – consults industry who would say no b/c fed juices sweet deals for them and tribal control takes away their profits 

p cp Not Competitive:
“End” contextualizes as the completion of a process
Dictionary Dot Com ‘ 12, Last Updated 2012, http://dictionary.reference.com/browse/end
end¶ 1    [end] Show IPA¶ noun¶ 1.¶ the last part or extremity, lengthwise, of anything that is longer than it is wide or broad: the end of a street; the end of a rope.¶ 2.¶ a point, line, or limitation that indicates the full extent, degree, etc., of something; limit; bounds: kindness without end; to walk from end to end of a city.¶ 3.¶ a part or place at or adjacent to an extremity: at the end of the table; the west end of town.¶ 4.¶ the furthermost imaginable place or point: an island at the very end of the world.¶ 5.¶ termination; conclusion: The journey was coming to an end. ¶ 6.¶ the concluding part: The end of her speech had to be cut short because of time.¶ 7.¶ an intention or aim: to gain one's ends.¶ 8.¶ the object for which a thing exists; purpose: The happiness of the people is the end of government.¶ 9.¶ an outcome or result: What is to be the end of all this bickering?¶ 10.¶ termination of existence; death: He met a horrible end.¶ 11.¶ a cause of death, destruction, or ruin: Another war would be the end of civilization.¶ 12.¶ a remnant or fragment: mill end; ends and trimmings.¶ 13.¶ a share or part in something: He does his end of the job very well.¶ 14.¶ Textiles . a warp thread running vertically and interlaced with the filling yarn in the woven fabric.¶ 15.¶ Football .¶ a.¶ either of the linemen stationed farthest from the center.¶ b.¶ the position played by this lineman.¶ 16.¶ Archery . the number of arrows to be shot by a competitor during one turn in a match.¶ 17.¶ Cricket . a wicket, especially the one where the batsman is taking a turn.¶ 18.¶ a unit of a game, as in curling or lawn bowling.¶ 19.¶ Kantianism . any rational being, regarded as worthy to exist for its own sake.¶ 20.¶ either half of a domino.¶ 21.¶ Knots . the part of a rope, beyond a knot or the like, that is not used.¶ 22.¶ the end, Slang . the ultimate; the utmost of good or bad: His stupidity is the end. ¶ verb (used with object)¶ 23.¶ to bring to an end or conclusion: We ended the discussion on a note of optimism.¶ 24.¶ to put an end to; terminate: This was the battle that ended the war.¶ 25.¶ to form the end of: This passage ends the novel.¶ 26.¶ to cause the demise of; kill: A bullet through the heart ended him.¶ 27.¶ to constitute the most outstanding or greatest possible example or instance of (usually used in the infinitive): You just committed the blunder to end all blunders. ¶ verb (used without object)¶ 28.¶ to come to an end; terminate; cease: The road ends at Rome.¶ 29.¶ to issue or result: Extravagance ends in want.¶ 30.¶ to reach or arrive at a final condition, circumstance, or goal (often followed by up ): to end up in the army; to end as a happy person.¶ adjective¶ 31.¶ final or ultimate: the end result.¶ Idioms¶ 32.¶ at loose ends, without an occupation or plans; unsettled; uncertain: He spent two years wandering about the country at loose ends.¶ 33.¶ at one's wit's end, at the end of one's ideas or mental resources; perplexed: I'm at my wit's end with this problem. Also, at one's wits' end.¶ 34.¶ end for end, in reverse position; inverted: The cartons were turned end for end.¶ 35.¶ end on, with the end next to or facing: He backed the truck until it was end on with the loading platform.¶ 36.¶ end to end, in a row with ends touching: The pipes were placed end to end on the ground. ¶ 37.¶ go off the deep end, Informal . to act in a reckless or agitated manner; lose emotional control: She went off the deep end when she lost her job.¶ 38.¶ in the end, finally; after all: In the end they shook hands and made up.¶ 39.¶ keep / hold one's end up, to perform one's part or share adequately: The work is demanding, but he's holding his end up.¶ 40.¶ make an end of, to conclude; stop: Let's make an end of this foolishness and get down to work.¶ 41.¶ make ends meet, to live within one's means: Despite her meager income, she tried to make ends meet. Also, make both ends meet.¶ 42.¶ no end, Informal . very much or many: They were pleased no end by the warm reception.¶ 43.¶ on end,¶ a.¶ having the end down; upright: to stand a box on end.¶ b.¶ continuously; successively: They talked for hours on end.¶ 44.¶ put an end to, to cause to stop; terminate; finish: The advent of sound in motion pictures put an end to many a silent star's career. ¶ Origin:¶ before 900; Middle English, Old English ende; cognate with Old Frisian enda, Middle Dutch e ( i ) nde, Old Saxon endi, Old High German anti, G Ende, Old Norse endi ( r ), Gothic andeis end < Germanic *anthjá-; akin to Sanskrit ánta- end¶ Related forms¶ end·er, noun¶ Synonyms¶ 4. tip, bound, limit, terminus. 5. End, close, conclusion, finish, outcome refer to the termination of something. End implies a natural termination or completion, or an attainment of purpose: the end of a day, of a race; to some good end. Close often implies a planned rounding off of something in process: the close of a conference. Conclusion suggests a decision or arrangement: All evidence leads to this conclusion; the conclusion of peace terms. Finish emphasizes completion of something begun: a fight to the finish. Outcome suggests the issue of something that was in doubt: the outcome of a game. 7. See aim. 

BIA hijacks the CP---they’ll deny projects – proven by ptx link 
Unger 10—J.D. Candidate, Loyola Law School. M.A., Linguistic Anthropology, University of Texas at Austin (Kathleen, CHANGE IS IN THE WIND: SELF-DETERMINATION AND WIND POWER THROUGH TRIBAL ENERGY RESOURCE AGREEMENTS, http://www.tribesandclimatechange.org/docs/tribes_24.pdf)

Second, as regulatory activities are transferred from the federal government to tribes, the Bureau of Indian Affairs (BIA) bureaucracy may resist relinquishing control because of self-interested concerns over losing jobs and power. 90 This tendency is illustrated in the congressional attempt to shift control of programs to tribes under the ISDEAA. 91 This Act allowed tribes to contract with the BIA to manage programs previously managed by the BIA. 92 But the BIA often denied contracting requests, 93 and even when the BIA issued a contract, it dictated the form of program administration and required the tribe to obtain BIA concurrence in decision making. 94 In this way, the BIA retained significant control over tribal programs, and the federal bureaucracy thus greatly limited tribal self determination. 95 Similarly, when these conflicts arise in federal laws and regulations governing tribal resource development, they hamper the ability of tribes to truly take control of development in a self-determined way.96¶ The principle of self-determination informs federal American Indian policy in general and policy for tribal resource development in particular. However, the contrary impulse for the government to assert its power over tribes can be an obstacle to tribal self-determination even when the government affirms its commitment to that principle and to increasing tribes’ control over the course of development on their lands.

Links to ptx—their ev is about agencies not getting blame—Obama does the plan—he also nominates agencies
notice and comment means no solve b/c results in public saying no --- subjugates native communities 
Judge Royce C. Lamberth 5, United States District Judge, 229 F.R.D. 5; 2005 U.S. Dist. LEXIS 13757; 62 Fed. R. Serv. 3d (Callaghan) 319, July 12, 2005, lexis
At times, it seems that the parties, particularly Interior, lose sight of what this case is really about. The case is nearly a decade old, the docket sheet contains over 3000 entries, and the issues are such that the parties are engaged in perpetual, heated litigation on several fronts simultaneously. [**2] But when one strips away the convoluted statutes, the technical legal complexities, the elaborate collateral proceedings, and the layers upon layers of interrelated orders and opinions from this Court and the Court of Appeals, what remains is the raw, shocking, humiliating truth at the bottom: After all these years, our government still treats Native American Indians as if they were somehow less than deserving of the respect that should be afforded to everyone in a society where all people are supposed to be equal.¶ For those harboring hope that the stories of murder, dispossession, forced marches, assimilationist policy programs, and other incidents of cultural genocide against the Indians are merely the echoes of a horrible, bigoted government-past that has been sanitized by the good deeds of more recent history, this case serves as an appalling reminder of the evils that result when large numbers of the politically powerless are placed at the mercy of institutions engendered and controlled by a politically powerful few. It reminds us that even today our great democratic enterprise remains unfinished. And it reminds us, finally, that the terrible power of government, and the frailty [**3] of the restraints on the exercise of that power, are never fully revealed until government turns against the people.¶ The Indians who brought this case are beneficiaries of a land trust created and maintained by the government. The Departments of the Interior and Treasury, as the government's Trustee-Delegates, were entrusted more than a century ago with both stewardship of the lands placed in trust and management and distribution of the revenue generated from those lands for the benefit of the Indians. Of course, it is unlikely that those who concocted the idea of this trust had the Indians' best interests at heart--after all, the original General Allotment Act that created the trust was passed in 1887, at a time when the government was engaged in an "effort to eradicate Indian culture" that was fueled, in part, "by a greed for the land holdings of the tribes[.]" Cobell v. Babbitt ("Cobell V"),91 F. Supp. 2d 1, 7-8 (D.D.C. 1999). But regardless of the motivations of the originators of the trust, one would expect, or at least hope, that the modern Interior department and its modern administrators would manage it in a way that reflects our modern understandings [**4] of how the government should treat people. Alas, our "modern" Interior department has time and again demonstrated that it is a dinosaur--the morally and culturally oblivious hand-me-down of a disgracefully racist and imperialist government that should have been buried a century ago, the last pathetic outpost of the indifference and anglocentrism we thought we had left behind.


Conditionality is a voting issue—destroys 2AC strategic flexibility which is the arc of clash and education in debate—magnified by multiple worlds—depth is key to debate’s political value—multiple CPs removes the squo as a logical option and causes late developing debates – reject the team to set a precedent 

not intrinsic – plan + notice and comment 
CP’s a VI 

Aff ground---we get our offense based on what the plan does, not how it passes---they steal 100% of the 1AC forcing us to impact turn the NB---“immediacy” and “certainty” aren’t enough to generate 2AC offense
Unlimiting---the nature of the CP is inherently unpredictable because it’s not intrinsically tied to our solvency mechanism---there are hundreds of conditions or process changes or agents they could consult that overstretch our research burden and undermine preparedness for all debates

The CP is federal second-guessing of Native policy which means it doesn’t solve any of the case 
Kronk 12—Assistant Professor, Texas Tech University School of Law (Elizabeth, Tribal Energy Resource Agreements: The Unintended "Great Mischief for Indian Energy Development" and the Resulting Need for Reform, 29 Pace Envtl. L. Rev. 811)

[*834] Potentially in response to these concerns, on June 11, 2003, Senator Bingaman introduced an amendment to add the mandatory environmental review provisions to the then-pending TERA provisions. n87¶ Senator Campbell opposed Senator Bingaman's proposed amendment, explaining that "in my view, the Bingaman amendment would literally strip tribes of 30 years of that direction of self-determination and would circumvent the trust responsibilities this Government has to tribes because it would force the statutory equivalent of NEPA on all decisions they make with their own land." n88 Senator Domenici shared Senator Campbell's concerns regarding the mandatory provisions in Senator Bingaman's proposed amendment, adding that "the amendment before us takes the unprecedented step of applying the NEPA process to the Indian tribes just as if they were the Federal Government. This amendment goes well beyond current environmental regulations and adds unnecessary regulations and costs to the tribal energy project." n89¶ Accordingly, the legislative history demonstrates commentators' concern about potential encroachments into tribal sovereignty and costs associated with the imposition of mandatory environmental review through the TERA provisions. These issues may explain in part tribes' ongoing reluctance to enter into TERAs. ¶ E. Waiver of Federal Government's Liability¶ ¶ As identified above, another concern of several commentators on the then-pending TERA provisions related to the waiver of federal government liability to third parties or tribes related to matters arising after approval of a TERA. On June 5, 2003, Senator Campbell explained the purpose of the liability waiver in the then-pending TERA provisions:¶ [*835] ¶ ¶ Section 2604 provides that the United States will not be liable to any party, including a tribe, for losses resulting in the terms of any lease agreements or right-of-way executed by the tribe pursuant to the approved TERA, which makes sense; Liability follows responsibility. If a tribe makes the leasing decisions, it should certainly be held responsible. If the United States continues to make the leasing decisions, it will continue to be held responsible. If Indian self-determination means anything, it means the right of tribes to make their own decisions and their responsibility to the tribes to live with those decisions. n90¶ ¶ Despite Senator Campbell's sentiments, concerns regarding this provision pervade the legislative history. Senator Bingaman acknowledged that the TERA provision waiving the federal government's liability was controversial, in stating that "there are concerns with language in the bill that limits the liability of the Federal Government with respect to leases and rights-of-way approved by tribes under the citing provisions of the bill." n91 Chairman Vernon Hill shared this concern, explaining that given the government's pervasive role in energy development in Indian country, tribes would be unlikely to release the federal government from liability until the implications of the streamlined process were clear. n92 President Joe Shirley, Jr., shared and expounded upon the concerns raised by Chairman Hill, explaining that:¶ ¶ Both bills [submitted by Senator Bingaman and Senator Campbell] stipulate a waiver of federal liability, regardless of the degree of managerial control exercised by the federal government in Indian energy development... .¶ ¶ ¶ While these bills purport to put tribes in the driver seat of decision making, they continue to empower the federal government to act as the traffic cop who is authorized to put its hand out to stop a tribe's car from moving. Both bills ultimately [*836] preserve the federal government's final authority over energy leases. Such final authority constitutes the lead role. This scheme, wherein a cabinet Secretary has prescriptive control over decisions regarding Indian energy development, but no subsequent liability, is an abdication of the federal trust responsibility that is patently unfair to tribes. n93


Negs are for a year—means cn S certainty
2AC State K / Sovereignty / Alfred 

Their critique is our argument --- the federal government controls title to Native land which results in power centralization --- we challenge conventional notions of sovereignty by allowing for communal land management 
Permutation is key --- political struggle for land-return must work through colonial institutions 
Corntassel 12—University of Victoria, Canada (Jeff, Re-envisioning resurgence: Indigenous pathways to decolonization and sustainable self-determination, Decolonization: Indigeneity, Education & Society 1;1:86-101)

Being Indigenous today means struggling to reclaim and regenerate one’s relational, place-based existence by challenging the ongoing, destructive forces of colonization. Whether through ceremony or through other ways that Indigenous peoples (re)connect to the natural world, processes of resurgence are often contentious and reflect the spiritual, cultural, economic, social and political scope of the struggle. As Mohawk scholar Taiaiake Alfred (2009) points out in his extensive study on the psychological and physical impacts of colonialism on Indigenous peoples within a Canadian context, “...colonialism is best conceptualized as an irresistible outcome of a multigenerational and multifaceted process of forced dispossession and attempted acculturation – a disconnection from land, culture, and community – that has resulted in political chaos and social discord within First nations communities and the collective dependency of First Nations upon the state” (p. 52). This disconnection from our lands, cultures and communities has led to social suffering and the destruction of families and yet “...the real deprivation is the erosion of an ethic of universal respect and responsibility that used to be the hallmark of indigenous societies” (Alfred, 2009, p. 43). When considering how colonization systematically deprives us of our experiences and confidence as Indigenous peoples, the linkages between colonialism, cultural harm, and the disintegration of community health and well-being become clearer. Furthermore, this is a spiritual crisis just as much as it is a political, social, and economic one.
Despite Prime Minister Harper’s assertions, that “we” in Canada “have no history of colonialism” (Ljunggren, 2009), contemporary colonialism continues to disrupt Indigenous relationships with their homelands, cultures and communities. One of our biggest enemies is compartmentalization, as shape-shifting colonial entities attempt to sever our relationships to the natural world and define the terrain of struggle. For example, policymakers who frame new government initiatives as “economic development” miss the larger connections embedded within Indigenous economies linking homelands, cultures and communities. By focusing on “everyday” acts of resurgence, one disrupts the colonial physical, social and political boundaries designed to impede our actions to restore our nationhood. In order to live in a responsible way as selfdetermining nations, Indigenous peoples must confront existing colonial institutions, structures, and policies that attempt to displace us from our homelands and relationships, which impact the health and well-being of present generations of Indigenous youth and families. Indigenous resurgence means having the courage and imagination to envision life beyond the state.

Wind power is necessary to end domination---action is necessary to combat colonialism  
Bosworth 10—Honors Projects Environmental Studies Department, Macalester College (Kai, Straws in the Wind: Race, Nature and Technoscience in Postcolonial South Dakotan Wind Power Development, http://digitalcommons.macalester.edu/cgi/viewcontent.cgi?article=1007&context=envi_honors&sei-redir=1&referer=http%3A%2F%2Fscholar.google.com%2Fscholar%3Fstart%3D10%26q%3D%2522Technologies%2Bof%2BExistence%2522%26hl%3Den%26as_sdt%3D0%2C14#search=%22Technologies%20Existence%22)

Furthermore, discourses of wind power, colonialism, and science are enmeshed in an emergent international network of indigenous environmental politics. Casas-Cortés et al. (2008) and Powell (2006) show that indigenous social movements involve new productions of knowledge about colonialism and renewable energy politics. Articulations of “energy justice” involve different forms of expertise and travel along long networks, while being modified to fit within personal and collective experiences. But they are also open-ended, creating multiplicities of knowledge rather than confining them. Organizations like Honor the Earth, the Intertribal Council on Utility Policy, and the Indigenous Environmental Network are all a part of these developments. The practices of these organizations, along with many individuals “blur boundaries between generations, tribal affiliations, ethnic identifications, and the frontiers between humans, animals, spirits, machines, nature, and culture” (Casas-Cortés et al. 2008, 30). These narratives are, of course, involved in networks of power, and are connected to other state institutions like the Department of Energy, NASA, and various foundations. This emergent network of Native-led nonprofits, individuals, scientific and state institutions is a complication to heavier assessments of postcolonial technoscience, although it too could be seen as relying upon essentialist notions of indigeneity and nature (Tallbear 2002). Although extended engagement with this network is certainly needed before any broad claims can be sustained, I personally find hope in many of its diverse articulations, including the Rosebud wind projects.¶ The Mashpee and Aquinnah Wampanoag people living in Massachusetts have engaged in wind power in a different way. These tribes have opposed the construction of the extremely controversial Cape Wind, a large wind power project to be developed off the shore of Cape Code, MA. The development of Cape Wind has been extremely contentious, as many Cape Cod residents vehemently oppose the development. In 2010, the Wampanoag filed for the protection of the unmarred horizon, which is important to their belief system. The National Park Service further ruled that the site was eligible for listing on the National Register of Historic Places, creating controversy about whether the spiritual or cultural importance outweighs the public benefit. In April of 2010, the Cape Wind project was approved by the federal government. The Cape Wind project isn’t the first time in which indigenous values and livelihoods have clashed with public benefit or essentialist notions of environmentalism (for example, Braun 2002, Wainwright and Robertson 2002), nor the first time in which wind power projects have created conflict in Native American communities (see LaDuke 2002). Still, the high-profile Cape Wind case challenges the essentialist notion that all Native Americans have the same relationship with renewable energy.¶ Each of these examples, along with the Rosebud projects above, challenge us to think about what role sovereignty, self-sufficiency, and difference play in our reactions to global climate change. Who should be allowed to determine climate and energy solutions? What power should local sovereignty or governance have, even beyond indigenous articulations? And ultimately, whose responsibility is it to change such large structures as our energy production and consumption? It is my hunch that there are participatory governance mechanisms that can help produce more sustainable and more just systems of energy production, but they will always be sticky and will always be embedded in history and power (see Sclove 1995).¶ The Little Soldier and Owl Feather War Bonnet projects demonstrate the ways in which a multiplicity of narratives, actors, and alliances are involved in development projects. These networks rely upon historical settlement patterns, ownership and property structures, discourses of indigeneity, development, sovereignty, self-sufficiency, and nature, as well as, of course, the decisions made by the individuals and groups of people involved. But the situations and networks that emerge are contingent and never determined or final; there is always room for maneuver and intervention. With other wind projects are already in development on the Rosebud Sioux Reservation, it is unclear whether the Owl Feather War Bonnet project will be completed, and if so, in what form. As I argued in Chapter 3, the project has faced difficult electricity markets, transmission infrastructure, ownership structures, conflicting values, and changing policies. Each of these events makes it increasingly harder to develop a multimillion dollar wind power project in a reservation context.¶ The troubles faced by the tribe call into question the imposition of a particular normative model of development, further endorsed by the DOE’s Tribal Energy Guide, which was examined in Chapter 5. The Tribal Energy Guide, along with numerous public representations, present wind power and Native Americans as essentially compatible systems, rather than contextually-embedded actors. The malleability of the Ecological Indian image into new systems of environmentalism shows its cultural weight. But who is allowed to articulate or represent indigeneity, or for that matter, ecology? What are the material effects of the updated version of the Ecological Indian, and how much room for maneuver and positioning does this stereotype afford? And perhaps most interestingly, how is it possible to produce romantic images of Ecological Indians in the same context as federal and state tax and ownership policies that discourage Native American ownership of wind power?¶ The history of settlement and colonialism presented in Chapter 4 raises more questions about the role of nature, capital, and the state in US history. Further engagement with archival material and oral history is necessary before any broad statements could be made about race and wind development in turn-of-the-century South Dakota. However, it is clear that notions of race and nature, governance structures, and property regimes of this period trace through to contemporary neocolonial politics. Yet it is unclear how exactly these systems are reproduced, and especially and this detail remains for further study.¶ This thesis has dealt primarily with an examination of the texts of the Little Soldier and Owl Feather War Bonnet wind projects that circulate on the internet. These texts are important, but they tell only partial stories about the assemblage of wind power projects. Details about the process of development, conflicts among various actors, public sentiment, and the ethnography performed do not always circulate well. Comprehensive ethnographic interviewing of project developers, local individuals, and government officials could help elucidate my questions while raising new ones. Furthermore, the fact that this project has engaged primarily with texts belies the fact that livelihoods are at stake. Engagement with individuals, institutions, and communities is an integral part of useful and productive academic research, which would benefit this project. ¶ There are many straws in the wind of South Dakota. There are possibilities for justice and possibilities for neocolonialism. There are messy possibilities wrapped up in the technology of wind turbines, in the powerlines that already criss-cross the prairies of South Dakota. There are possibilities for different articulations of indigeneity, challenges and reproductions of old narratives and productions of new ones. This thesis has elucidated particular moments of the ongoing process of creating possibilities for development and the foreclosure of others. Yet, as Donna Haraway writes, “The point is to make a difference in the world, to cast our lot for some ways of life and not others. To do that one must be in the action, be finite and dirty, not transcendent and clean” (1997, 36). At this point in wind development on the Rosebud Reservation and others in South Dakota, it is too soon to say that wind power development must follow any particular path. It is my hope that space can be created for assemblages of wind power that further work against reproductions of racism and colonialism.
 
Don’t let the perfect be the enemy of the good 
Royster 12—Professor of Law and Co-Director, Native American Law Center, University of Tulsa College of Law (Judith, Tribal Energy Development: Renewables and the Problem of the Current Statutory Structures, 31 Stan. Envtl. L.J. 91)

There is no perfect solution to streamlining renewable energy  [*128]  development. The "best" approach, certainly, would be for tribes to develop the capacity and capability to engage in energy development directly, without the need to invoke any federal statutory authority. While several tribes are moving in that direction, it is an unrealistic short-term expectation for most tribes. For the near future, at least, the vast majority of Indian tribes seeking to develop their renewable energy resources will need to partner with non-Indian companies in one form or another. Renewable energy development on tribal lands will thus be dependent on statutory authority and, most likely, on secretarial approval at some point in the development process. The proposals that follow address these two concerns. First, I propose a fairly simple amendment to the Indian Mineral Development Act that would allow tribes to take active roles in the development of their renewable energy resources. And second, I propose a few suggestions for streamlining the secretarial approval process under the IMDA. These suggestions are necessarily imperfect. Like many of the recent statutes and proposed pieces of legislation, they represent a step in the right direction. But they are equally subject to the criticism that they don't go far enough. However, these proposals are offered in the spirit of what perhaps can be done, not what should be done. And offered as well with the belief that continued progress toward tribal self-determination in energy development is preferable to immobility pending a perfect solution.

No link---the plan subverts contemporary capitalist development by rendering it submissible to Native culture---the K inscribes a false distinction b/w modern and traditional that effaces Natives 
O’Neill 4—Associate Professor, Utah State (Collen, Rethinking Modernity and the Discourse of Development in American Indian History, an Introduction, http://www.upcolorado.com/excerpts/9780870818592.pdf)

Modernity is a culturally specific, historical construct, yet the concept remains stubbornly reified as some sort of natural historical phenomenon. As Joseph Gusfield described in 1967, “We cannot easily separate modernity and tradition from some specific tradition and some specific modernity, some version which functions ideologically as a directive. The modern comes to the traditional society as a particular culture with its own traditions.” 39 The use of universal categories of capitalist development defines a particular kind of historical narrative. Theoretical paradigms that posit subsistence ways of life against proletarian experiences and the traditional versus the modern render historically invisible economic systems that do not fit within those dualistic parameters. Recognizing the coexistence of modernity and tradition within the same historical time and space and refusing to think of culture as purely a terrain of resistance reveals a much more complicated and compelling story. As historian Kathy Walker suggests from her study of Chinese peasants, “Alternative pasts indicate a counter-appropriation of history that simply cannot be reduced to a logic of capitalist development or universalized modernity. They must be explained on their own terms.” 40 Reaching for historical specificity does not mean ignoring the bigger picture or abandoning the work of capitalist theory. On the contrary, moving beyond the “discourse of development,” to use Arturo Escobar’s term, means creating new theoretical models to help make sense out of the multiple histories that are bound to emerge once we remove the paradigmatic blinders.¶ American historians can learn a great deal from scholars studying the ways rural peoples in the Third World have shaped and been shaped by capitalist development. Peasant and subaltern studies scholars have chipped away at assumptions that had previously characterized peasant societies as undifferentiated, or “traditional,” and peasant uprisings as reactive and conservative. In effect, they opened Marx’s “sack of potatoes” to look inside. What they found were complex societies divided along wealth, gender, and age hierarchies and united by kinship and other socially constructed identities. Third World social scientists found that peasants, a social category once defined as “precapitalist,” existed within capitalist structures as well as on the periphery of the world system. These scholars wondered how the internal dynamics of peasant cultures mediated their interactions with the world economy, how they resisted absorption into the capitalist market, as well as how they accommodated to it. This type of scholarship produced a nuanced view that expanded definitions of resistance beyond collective uprising and revolution to oppositional popular culture, nationalism, gender antagonism, and subtle subversion encoded in “hidden transcripts.” 41 Still, revealing the agency of historical actors does not necessarily shed light on the power structures within which they operate. However, these types of studies revealed how complex the dance between power structures and historical agents can be. 42 ¶ NATIVE PATHWAYS: COMMERCIAL INCORPORATION¶ The capitalist market has taken its toll on American Indian communities, particularly since incorporation has usually meant a devastating loss of land and other natural resources—elements of central economic and cultural significance. Yet the way indigenous communities recovered in the twentieth century shows a creative engagement with the market. By contesting the terms of incorporation, either as laborers or as tribal capitalists, American Indians are challenging the cultural assumptions of modernity itself.¶ Native Pathways reflects much of the exciting scholarship done by Third World scholars since the mid-1980s. This volume helps to flesh out what historian Florencia Mallon has described as “that skeleton historians call the development of capitalism.” She examines how Andean peasants used “traditional relationships” to shape their villages’ transition to a capitalist economy, and in the process those “weapons of the weak” transformed the villagers and their communities. 43 Paul Rosier’s chapter on Blackfeet oil leasing demonstrates the importance of understanding the “culture of political economy” implicit in the incorporation of indigenous societies into the capitalist market economy. Even though American Indians do not dictate the terms of their incorporation, they may in fact shape its impact. For example, Rosier shows that the revenue earned from oil leasing did not necessarily subvert Blackfeet culture///.






 Instead, tribal members incorporated it into their established cultural practices, such as giveaways, which helped to “mitigate against incipient class conflict” through a redistribution of tribal income. Cultural practices changed, but they remained no less Blackfeet in their reincarnation.¶ Whereas cultural practices might temper the effects of incorporation, Tressa Berman describes ways informal women’s networks served as a buffer against the surrounding capitalist market, helping to “spread the risks of survival across households.” American Indian women on the Fort Berthold Reservation intermixed their production for the market with ceremonial use so that those realms have become interdependent. Mandan, Hidatsa, and Arikara women pooled resources such as commodity food issued by the federal government, wages, or star quilts and redistributed them for ceremonial purposes or to aid kin who were in need. As a result, Berman states, “[in] both their structural adaptation and their community-based resistance the core cultural life remains intact, such that new strategies emerge from the maintenance of traditional practices.”¶ David Arnold’s chapter on Tlingit fishermen describes a similar cultural dynamic. Although development of a commercial salmon industry in southeastern Alaska drew Tlingits into the market economy, it did not necessarily undermine their subsistence practices. Indeed, customary fishing traditions and seasonal cannery work allowed Tlingits to retain some autonomy from the market. And like the Blackfeet, the revenue they earned in the commercial market and from wages in the canneries could be redistributed through ceremonial activities and community feasts.¶ David La Vere’s analysis of the Kiowa-Comanche-Apache Business Committee in the early twentieth century shows a similar use of “tradition” to build, protect, and enhance tribal resources. In this example, kinship obligations remained central to the goals of the Business Committee “as a way of navigating the white man’s road.” In this vein, the council developed a process of adopting people into the tribes—a well-worn tradition among the Comanche and the Kiowa—as a way to build tribal membership and resources. Jeffrey Shepherd’s history of the Hualapai describes a similar dynamic. Like the wealthier peasants Mallon describes in Yanamarca Valley, who drew on their influence at the village level to fashion a system of wage-based, commercial agricultural from a kinship-based system, participation in the market economy as labor contractors provided Hualapai elites with a new avenue of power and prestige. According to Shepherd, incorporation into the market economy actu-ally encouraged tribal cohesion and strengthened Hualapai identity instead of eroding it. 44¶ The history of American Indians’ relationship to the developing capitalist market involves multiple strands of analysis. Although it is important to think about how Indians responded to the cultural and economic demands of incorporation and how they fashioned strategies that rejected the incipient cultural logic of twentieth-century capitalism, the more compelling story involves the new institutions they created out of the conflict. Duane Champagne’s chapter raises these issues in important ways. As he suggests, although American Indians formed tribal governments under pressure from the federal government, those tribal councils did not always behave in the ways the federal government had hoped. He argues that in fact, many “[t]ribal governments continue to operate within the holistic orientations of native community life. Unlike U.S. society, institutional relations among economy, community, kinship, and politics are not separated.” For example, whereas the federal government created many of the modern tribal councils in an effort to extract valuable natural resources such as oil, timber, or other resources Western capitalists coveted, the tribal councils became something else indeed. Champagne’s examples show that American Indians embraced capitalism yet developed a system that embodies native values. As American Indians have been drawn into the capitalist economy, they have also been able to transform the institutions originally intended to control and exploit them.¶ Jessica Cattelino’s and Nicolas Rosenthal’s chapters on gaming offer interesting examples of what tribal capitalism looks like. Although American Indian sovereignty and the morality of gaming dominate the public debate, how and why those operations are “different” from the gaming establishments in Las Vegas or Atlantic City are often overlooked. Yet as Cattelino and Rosenthal demonstrate, American Indians have crafted a new pathway of development. For the most part, American Indians have crafted capitalist endeavors that redistribute and redirect profits for community benefit. The success of gaming is unparalleled. However, these chapters show that gaming did not emerge in a vacuum. The Seminoles and the southern California tribes developed gaming enterprises as one in a long line of development initiatives. 


2AC Immigration 
India relations are resilient---not decided by a single issue
Indian Express 11 – Indian Express, April 29th, 2011, "No single issue can decide Indo-US relation: Roemer" www.indianexpress.com/news/no-single-issue-can-decide-indous-relation-roemer/783485
After both its fighters failed to make it to India's multi-billion dollar deal, the US on Friday said even though it is deeply disappointed, no single issue can decide the Indo-US relation.¶ "We respect Indian procurement process but we are deeply disappointed... But I am forever an optimist and positive. No single issue can decide the Indo-US relation. Our partnership is resilient and global in nature. It will make us inextricable in coming decades," US Ambassador to India Timothy J Roemer said here.¶ He was addressing a gathering of the US Chamber of Commerce to India.¶ His statement comes a day after India announced the rejection of its two aircraft - Boeing's F-18 and Lockheed Martin's F-16, from multi billion dollar 126 Medium-Multi Role Combat Aircraft (M-MRCA) deal, in which European Eurofighter and French Rafale have been shortlisted for final selection.¶ The US Ambassador has resigned a day after India informed America about its decision to reject American fighters.¶ Addressing the gathering Roemer said, "The US India partnership is on a trajectory that knows no limits. We are entering a golden age in our relations that will result in us creating economic opportunities for our citizens and ensuring safe and secure communities throughout the world."¶ He further talked about the Indo-US partnership in areas of health, education, trade, energy and agriculture.¶ Calling his two year-long stint in India as an "extraordinarily successful and rewarding" period, Roemer said, "Our two countries are collaborating and partnering in almost every field of human endeavour."

Numerous factors pound the link
1. Obama’s streamlining leasing regs now—that triggers any natives and renewables backlash—that’s DOI 12
2. Wind PTC extension ensures future fights—that’s Mikalonis
Bipartisan support for the plan --- uses Native alt energy for job creation, streamlining government, and poverty alleviation
Bracken Hendricks 11 is a senior fellow and Jorge Madrid is a research associate for the Energy Policy Team at the Center for American Progress; Van Jones is the founding president of Rebuild the Dream, an initiative to restore good jobs and economic opportunity, “Obama & GOP should cut red tape blocking tribe’s green energy,” 2-1-11, http://grist.org/article/2011-01-31-obama-gop-should-cut-red-tape-blocking-tribes-green-energy-2/
President Obama’s second State of the Union address set forward a bipartisan framework aimed at unleashing a clean energy revolution in America. Touching on everything from solar and wind power (hooray!), to nuclear power, to “clean” coal (sigh), the president seemed to leave no stone unturned in his quest for actionable solutions.
But unfortunately, he did omit one major point of potential bipartisan cooperation — one that could greatly accelerate our nation’s transition to a clean energy economy. The Department of Energy estimates that wind power from tribal lands could satisfy 14 percent of total U.S. electricity demand [PDF], and the tribal solar resources could generate 4.5 times the total amount of energy needed to power the entire country.
Remarkably, however, as of today only one commercial-scale renewable energy project operates in all of Indian country. This is because of the incredible amount of federal red tape choking off the green energy opportunities on tribal lands. Many tribes are eager to partner with private sector developers to build large-scale clean energy projects. Such enterprises could be profitable, while respecting tribal values of environmental stewardship. They could also help keep families together by providing good jobs on the reservations.
Unfortunately, many of these sorely-needed investments never come to fruition. A long-standing backlog of catch-22 requirements, crazy-making rules, and outdated laws cause projects to stall in Indian country. Policy barriers slow development and make financing cost-ineffective.
Obama and the GOP should join forces to remove the bureaucratic barriers to rapid renewable energy deployment on Native American lands. Each party has a major incentive to act decisively — and enthusiastically. Democrats love renewable energy and lament Native American poverty. Republicans hate federal bureaucracy and love entrepreneurship. A united effort could boost clean energy; create jobs on reservations; open the door to new investment and entrepreneurial opportunities; reduce federal bureaucracy and; move America closer to energy independence.


Immigration is dead on arrival---won’t pass and won’t solve
Epstein 2-16 – Jennifer Epstein, February 16th, 2013, "Rubio: Reported Obama immigration plan 'dead on arrival'" www.politico.com/politico44/2013/02/rubio-reported-obama-immigration-plan-dead-on-arrival-157209.html
Sen. Marco Rubio said Saturday that President Barack Obama's immigration plan will be "dead on arrival" on Capitol Hill if it looks like the proposal reported by USA Today.¶ “If actually proposed, the president’s bill would be dead on arrival in Congress, leaving us with unsecured borders and a broken legal immigration system for years to come," said Rubio, who's seen as a key figure in pushing a bipartisan immigration bill through the Senate.¶ A White House spokesman told POLITICO earlier Saturday that the administration continues to support a bipartisan plan from the Hill and has not produced a final bill to send to Congress.¶ Rubio's statement is combative, faulting the administration for releasing a proposal without getting Republican input. “It’s a mistake for the White House to draft immigration legislation without seeking input from Republican members of Congress," Rubio said. "President Obama’s leaked immigration proposal is disappointing to those of us working on a serious solution."¶ "The president’s bill repeats the failures of past legislation," he continued. "It fails to follow through on previously broken promises to secure our borders, creates a special pathway that puts those who broke our immigration laws at an advantage over those who chose to do things the right way and come here legally and does nothing to address guest workers or future flow, which serious immigration experts agree is critical to preventing future influxes of illegal immigrants."¶ “Much like the president’s self-described stopgap deferred action measure last year, this legislation is half-baked and seriously flawed," Rubio added. "It would actually make our immigration problems worse and would further undermine the American people’s confidence in Washington’s ability to enforce our immigration laws and reform our broken immigration system.

Expanding the tax base is bipartisan.
WT 11—Washington Times, http://mobile.washingtontimes.com/neighborhood/arena/2011/aug/20/road-solvency-entitlement-tax-reform-and-tough-dec/
Finally, tax reform. With one of the highest corporate tax rates in the modern world, at 35%, there's no wonder we are often frustrated by the export of jobs overseas as large firms relocate to more favorable tax climates. If Congress wants to get serious about job creation, the place to start is the tax code. It needs to be fairer, simpler, and flatter. By lowering rates and closing loopholes, we can expand the tax base and actually increase federal revenues.¶ Don't think we could muster the support to do it? Never fear. This common sense tax policy already has bipartisan support. The Clinton Commission, otherwise known as the Simpson-Bowles Commission, suggested that income tax rates be reduced to three brackets at 8, 14 and 24% respectively.

PC’s bankrupt and isn’t key to immigration
Hirsh 2/7 Michael Hirsh is chief correspondent for National Journal. Hirsh previously served as the senior editor and national economics correspondent for Newsweek. Hirsh has appeared many times as a commentator on Fox News, CNN, MSNBC, and National Public Radio. He has written for the Associated Press, The New York Times, The Washington Post, Foreign Affairs, Harper’s, and Washington Monthly, and authored two books. “There’s No Such Thing as Political Capital,” 2013, http://www.nationaljournal.com/magazine/there-s-no-such-thing-as-political-capital-20130207?page=1
On Tuesday, in his State of the Union address, President Obama will do what every president does this time of year. For about 60 minutes, he will lay out a sprawling and ambitious wish list highlighted by gun control and immigration reform, climate change and debt reduction. In response, the pundits will do what they always do this time of year: They will talk about how unrealistic most of the proposals are, discussions often informed by sagacious reckonings of how much “political capital” Obama possesses to push his program through.¶ Most of this talk will have no bearing on what actually happens over the next four years.¶ Consider this: Three months ago, just before the November election, if someone had talked seriously about Obama having enough political capital to oversee passage of both immigration reform and gun-control legislation at the beginning of his second term—even after winning the election by 4 percentage points and 5 million votes (the actual final tally)—this person would have been called crazy and stripped of his pundit’s license. (It doesn’t exist, but it ought to.) In his first term, in a starkly polarized country, the president had been so frustrated by GOP resistance that he finally issued a limited executive order last August permitting immigrants who entered the country illegally as children to work without fear of deportation for at least two years. Obama didn’t dare to even bring up gun control, a Democratic “third rail” that has cost the party elections and that actually might have been even less popular on the right than the president’s health care law. And yet, for reasons that have very little to do with Obama’s personal prestige or popularity—variously put in terms of a “mandate” or “political capital”—chances are fair that both will now happen.¶ What changed? In the case of gun control, of course, it wasn’t the election. It was the horror of the 20 first-graders who were slaughtered in Newtown, Conn., in mid-December. The sickening reality of little girls and boys riddled with bullets from a high-capacity assault weapon seemed to precipitate a sudden tipping point in the national conscience. One thing changed after another. Wayne LaPierre of the National Rifle Association marginalized himself with poorly chosen comments soon after the massacre. The pro-gun lobby, once a phalanx of opposition, began to fissure into reasonables and crazies. Former Rep. Gabrielle Giffords, D-Ariz., who was shot in the head two years ago and is still struggling to speak and walk, started a PAC with her husband to appeal to the moderate middle of gun owners. Then she gave riveting and poignant testimony to the Senate, challenging lawmakers: “Be bold.”¶ As a result, momentum has appeared to build around some kind of a plan to curtail sales of the most dangerous weapons and ammunition and the way people are permitted to buy them. It’s impossible to say now whether such a bill will pass and, if it does, whether it will make anything more than cosmetic changes to gun laws. But one thing is clear: The political tectonics have shifted dramatically in very little time. Whole new possibilities exist now that didn’t a few weeks ago.¶ Meanwhile, the Republican members of the Senate’s so-called Gang of Eight are pushing hard for a new spirit of compromise on immigration reform, a sharp change after an election year in which the GOP standard-bearer declared he would make life so miserable for the 11 million illegal immigrants in the U.S. that they would “self-deport.” But this turnaround has very little to do with Obama’s personal influence—his political mandate, as it were. It has almost entirely to do with just two numbers: 71 and 27. That’s 71 percent for Obama, 27 percent for Mitt Romney, the breakdown of the Hispanic vote in the 2012 presidential election. Obama drove home his advantage by giving a speech on immigration reform on Jan. 29 at a Hispanic-dominated high school in Nevada, a swing state he won by a surprising 8 percentage points in November. But the movement on immigration has mainly come out of the Republican Party’s recent introspection, and the realization by its more thoughtful members, such as Sen. Marco Rubio of Florida and Gov. Bobby Jindal of Louisiana, that without such a shift the party may be facing demographic death in a country where the 2010 census showed, for the first time, that white births have fallen into the minority. It’s got nothing to do with Obama’s political capital or, indeed, Obama at all.¶ The point is not that “political capital” is a meaningless term. Often it is a synonym for “mandate” or “momentum” in the aftermath of a decisive election—and just about every politician ever elected has tried to claim more of a mandate than he actually has. Certainly, Obama can say that because he was elected and Romney wasn’t, he has a better claim on the country’s mood and direction. Many pundits still defend political capital as a useful metaphor at least. “It’s an unquantifiable but meaningful concept,” says Norman Ornstein of the American Enterprise Institute. “You can’t really look at a president and say he’s got 37 ounces of political capital. But the fact is, it’s a concept that matters, if you have popularity and some momentum on your side.”¶ The real problem is that the idea of political capital—or mandates, or momentum—is so poorly defined that presidents and pundits often get it wrong. “Presidents usually over-estimate it,” says George Edwards, a presidential scholar at Texas A&M University. “The best kind of political capital—some sense of an electoral mandate to do something—is very rare. It almost never happens. In 1964, maybe. And to some degree in 1980.” For that reason, political capital is a concept that misleads far more than it enlightens. It is distortionary. It conveys the idea that we know more than we really do about the ever-elusive concept of political power, and it discounts the way unforeseen events can suddenly change everything. Instead, it suggests, erroneously, that a political figure has a concrete amount of political capital to invest, just as someone might have real investment capital—that a particular leader can bank his gains, and the size of his account determines what he can do at any given moment in history.

Obama will XO immigration reforms
Lillis 2-16 – Mike Lillis, February 16th, 2013, "Dems: Obama can act unilaterally on immigration reform" thehill.com/blogs/regwatch/administration/283583-dems-recognize-that-obama-can-act-unilaterally-on-immigration-reform
President Obama can – and will – take steps on immigration reform in the event Congress doesn't reach a comprehensive deal this year, according to several House Democratic leaders.¶ While the Democrats are hoping Congress will preclude any executive action by enacting reforms legislatively, they say the administration has the tools to move unilaterally if the bipartisan talks on Capitol Hill break down. Furthermore, they say, Obama stands poised to use them.¶ "I don't think the president will be hands off on immigration for any moment in time," Rep. Xavier Becerra (D-Calif.), the head of the House Democratic Caucus, told reporters this week. "He's ready to move forward if we're not."¶ Rep. Joseph Crowley (N.Y.), vice chairman of the Democratic Caucus, echoed that message, saying Obama is "not just beating the drum," for immigration reform, "he's actually the drum major."¶ "There are limitations as to what he can do with executive order," Crowley said Wednesday, "but he did say that if Congress continued to fail to act that he would take steps and measures to enact common-sense executive orders to move this country forward."¶ Rep. Raul Grijalva (D-Ariz.), who heads the Congressional Progressive Caucus, said there are "plenty" of executive steps Obama could take if Congress fails to pass a reform package. "The huge one," Grijalva said, is "the waiving of deportation" in order to keep families together.¶ "Four million of the undocumented [immigrants] are people who overstayed their visas to stay with family," he said Friday. "So that would be, I think, an area in which … there's a great deal of executive authority that he could deal with."¶ The administration could also waive visa caps, Grijalva said, to ensure that industries like agriculture have ample access to low-skilled labor.¶ "Everybody's for getting the smart and the talented in, but there's also a labor flow issue," he said.

Multiple fights coming and pound the DA
**Hagel, Guns, Immigration, Budget and Brennan
Zengerle 2/14 Patricia, Reuters, "Republicans block vote on Obama's defense nominee, Hagel", 2013, www.reuters.com/article/2013/02/15/us-obama-nominations-hagel-idUSBRE91C1K320130215
The struggle over Hagel's nomination is one of many battles raging between Obama's Democrats and Republicans in Congress, including disputes over gun control, immigration rules and dealing with huge budget deficits.¶ Hagel broke from his party as a senator by opposing former President George W. Bush's handling of the Iraq War, angering many Republicans. Some Republicans have also raised questions about whether Hagel is sufficiently supportive of Israel, tough enough on Iran or capable of leading the Pentagon.¶ His performance at his confirmation hearing before the Senate Armed Services Committee also drew harsh criticism. Even some Democrats have said he appeared unprepared and at times hesitant in the face of aggressive questioning.¶ The panel voted 14-11 along party lines on Tuesday to advance Hagel's nomination to the full Senate.¶ Republican Senator John McCain, for example, had said he opposed procedural tactics to block the vote on Hagel, but changed his mind in order to press the White House to release more information on Benghazi.¶ "As far as we are concerned on this issue, there are other questions. We feel the intervening week and a half is sufficient time to get those questions answered," McCain told a news conference with fellow Republican Senators Lindsey Graham and Kelly Ayotte, who have been among the most vocal Hagel critics.¶ Republicans said that Reid brought the uncertainty on himself by trying to rush Hagel's confirmation. Obama nominated Hagel on January 7 and his hearing before the Armed Services panel took place on January 31.¶ Democrats said the time frame was not unusually short. They also noted that many of Hagel's most vocal opponents served with him during his two terms as senator from Nebraska from 1997 to 2009 and knew him well.¶ The confirmation of another of Obama's national security nominees, John Brennan for CIA director, also faces a delay as the White House and lawmakers joust over the release of sensitive documents, including some related to Benghazi.

DA’s not intrinsic: a rational policymaker can do the plan and pass immigration


Plan has bipartisan Congressional and public support
Elizabeth Ann Kronk 12, Assistant Professor, Texas Tech University School of Law.  J.D., University of Michigan School of Law; B.S., Cornell University, Texas Tech University School of Law, “Tribal Energy Resource Agreements: The Unintended “Great Mischief for Indian Energy Development” and the Resulting Need for Reform,” Pace Environmental Law Review, Volume 29, Issue 3. Spring 2012. http://digitalcommons.pace.edu/cgi/viewcontent.cgi?article=1705&context=pelr
Today, escaping stories of political acrimony seems  impossible.  Despite this intense atmosphere, the majority of  Americans seem to agree that finding new sources of energy is a  national priority.1  These same citizens also believe that the  United States is failing to adequately develop its domestic energy  resources.2  President Obama has made statements on numerous  occasions indicating his strong support for the development of  new energy sources, especially alternative energies.3    The  GOP  also supports energy independence.4  Such widespread support  for the development of domestic energy resources may exist5 because the issue directly relates to national security.6    As  the  foreign regions that the United States has typically relied upon  for fossil fuels become increasingly unstable,7 domestic energy  resources must remain available in order to support the  American populace and economy.  In response to these opinions  and pressures, the United States is already actively engaged in  diversifying its energy asset portfolio and searching for domestic  sources of energy.8  “As David Rothkopf, a Carnegie Endowment scholar, recently noted, ‘Making America the world’s greenest  country is not a selfless act of charity or naïve moral indulgence.   It is now a core national security and economic interest.’”9
Given this need to grow and to diversify the American energy  portfolio and an American public that generally supports  developing domestic energy resources, politicians are increasingly  likely to look domestically to incorporate a variety of sources and  types of energy into America’s energy portfolio.  When looking for  potential domestic energy resources, Indian country10 stands  out.11  Former Senator Ben Nighthorse Campbell made the  connection between the need for domestic energy production and  Indian country when he stated:  I think America has to kick the habit on depending on foreign  energy and start producing more of its own energy.  One answer to our energy future is in the domestic production, and I just  don’t mean in ANWR either. . . .    . . . Indian-owned energy resources are still largely  undeveloped – 1.81 million acres are being explored or in  production, but about 15 million more acres of energy resources  are undeveloped. . . .    There are 90 tribes that own significant energy resources,  both renewable and nonrenewable.12
Former Senator Campbell is not alone in his belief that  substantial energy resources exist within Indian country.  “The  Bureau of Indian Affairs estimates that while Indian land  comprises only five percent of the land area in the United States,  it contains an estimated ten percent of all energy resources in the  United States.”13  With regard to traditional energy sources,  “Native American reservations contain large reserves of oil and  gas.  There are an estimated 890 million barrels of oil and natural  gas liquids, and 5.5 trillion cubic feet of gas on tribal lands.”14  In  addition to traditional energy resources, Indian country also has  substantial potential for development of alternative energy  resources.  In particular, there is huge potential for wind15 and  solar16 energy development within certain regions of Indian  country.  As a result, “Indian tribes stand in a unique nexus  between renewable energy resources and transmission of  electricity in key areas of the West.”17
Recognizing the potential key role that tribes will play in the  development of the country’s energy resources, both the  Department of Energy (DOE) and some in Congress recognize  that Indian tribes should be included in plans to develop these  energy resources.18  As a result, “[w]hile the movement toward  energy independence is an important opportunity for tribes, the  present political climate also offers tremendous opportunities for  tribes to use their renewable resources to enter into the powerproducer market and play an important role in regional and  national energy planning.”19 
Mirroring this desire, many tribes are also becoming  interested in energy development opportunities:  Perhaps more importantly, tribes are beginning to perceive  renewable energy development in a positive light, as something that is consistent with tribal culture and values.  Many tribal  leaders now see renewable energy as a vehicle for economic  development in areas that may no longer be (or never were)  suitable for agricultural development.    Some  also  see  this  as  a  way for tribes to play a positive role in the nation’s energy  future.20 Accordingly, energy development in Indian country is attractive  to the federal government.  It both advances the federal interests  discussed above, and provides some tribes a method to achieve  economic diversification, promote tribal sovereignty and selfdetermination, and provide employment and other economic assistance to tribal members.

Public’s key to the agenda
Campbell 11 (James E., Distinguished Professor of Political Science and Chair of the Department and the University of Buffalo, “Political Forces on the Obama Presidency: From Elections to Governing”, http://www.polsci.buffalo.edu/documents/ObamaPresidencyChapter4.pdf)
Since neither the ideological base of a party not its supporters in the center can be ignored-—and since both have different demands—presidents must arrive at some balance between them. In no small part, the success of presidents in governing depends on their success in striking the right balance between governing to please their party’s base and governing to please the political center. Like every presidency before his, this is the challenge for Obama’s presidency. Its success in governing the nation, as well as the possibility of a second term, may hinge on how well the president strikes the right balance between appealing to his liberal base and simultaneously to his supporters in the political center. The principal reason why a president’s success in office depends on his ability to maintain the support of the president’s electoral coalition (the combined partisan base and centrist supporters) is that this is also his governing coalition. Since political views are generally stable, a president should expect to receive most of his support while in office from the same quarters that supported him in his election. As a consequence, the success of a president in office depends to a great extent on his ability to maintain both the support of his base and the center. Just as the president’s electoral success depended on maintaining his electoral coalition, his success in governing depends on maintaining the support of that same coalition. In effect, there is no bright line between the politics of governing and the politics of elections. In its most basic sense, the “permanent campaign” to maintain the president’s constituency of supporters from election to office and on to the next election is fundamental to presidential politics.


Winner’s win---prefer recent and qualified evidence
Hirsh 2/7 Michael, chief correspondent for National Journal; citing Ornstein, a political scientist and scholar at the American Enterprise Institute and Bensel, gov’t prof at Cornell, "There's No Such Thing as Political Capital", 2013, www.nationaljournal.com/magazine/there-s-no-such-thing-as-political-capital-20130207
But the abrupt emergence of the immigration and gun-control issues illustrates how suddenly shifts in mood can occur and how political interests can align in new ways just as suddenly. Indeed, the pseudo-concept of political capital masks a larger truth about Washington that is kindergarten simple: You just don’t know what you can do until you try. Or as Ornstein himself once wrote years ago, “Winning wins.” In theory, and in practice, depending on Obama’s handling of any particular issue, even in a polarized time, he could still deliver on a lot of his second-term goals, depending on his skill and the breaks. Unforeseen catalysts can appear, like Newtown. Epiphanies can dawn, such as when many Republican Party leaders suddenly woke up in panic to the huge disparity in the Hispanic vote.¶ Some political scientists who study the elusive calculus of how to pass legislation and run successful presidencies say that political capital is, at best, an empty concept, and that almost nothing in the academic literature successfully quantifies or even defines it. “It can refer to a very abstract thing, like a president’s popularity, but there’s no mechanism there. That makes it kind of useless,” says Richard Bensel, a government professor at Cornell University. Even Ornstein concedes that the calculus is far more complex than the term suggests. Winning on one issue often changes the calculation for the next issue; there is never any known amount of capital. “The idea here is, if an issue comes up where the conventional wisdom is that president is not going to get what he wants, and he gets it, then each time that happens, it changes the calculus of the other actors” Ornstein says. “If they think he’s going to win, they may change positions to get on the winning side. It’s a bandwagon effect.”

Obama’s aggressively pushing alt energy now  
REF 1-23, Renewableneergyfocus.com, “Obama opens door for renewable energy push in US”, http://www.renewableenergyfocus.com/view/30393/obama-opens-door-for-renewable-energy-push-in-us/

In his inaugural speech for his second term in office, U.S. President Barack Obama has upped the ante, promising to show global leadership on climate change and support the development of clean energy...
In his speech, Obama said he would double the production of alternative energy in the next three years. He added that his administration would focus on efficiency as a way to reduce energy demand, by modernising more than 75 percent of federal buildings and improving the energy efficiency of 2 million American homes.
It was the most Obama had said on climate change for some time, and it was a stronger affirmation of the science underlying climate change than Obama has offered on other occasions: "Some may still deny the overwhelming judgment of science, but none can avoid the devastating impact of raging fires and crippling drought and more powerful storms," Obama said.
On renewable energy, Obama spoke with an almost religous zeal: "The path towards sustainable energy sources will be long and sometimes difficult. But America cannot resist this transition; we must lead it. We cannot cede to other nations the technology that will power new jobs and new industries - we must claim its promise. That is how we will maintain our economic vitality and our national treasure - our forests and waterways; our croplands and snowcapped peaks".
Reaction
Not surprisingly, the speech has been widely heralded by clean energy groups: The Sierra Club commended Obama “for his vision of an economic recovery plan that recognises the vital role of clean energy.”
The American Wind Energy Association and the Solar Energy Industries Association issued a joint statement saying the two organizations “applaud President-elect Obama’s aggressive goal of doubling the production of alternative energy in the next three years.”

Adding new immigrants not key---immigration and visas are already increasing
Porter 2-5 – Eduardo Porter, writer for the New York Times, February 5th, 2013, "Immigration Reform Issue: The Effect on the Budget" www.nytimes.com/2013/02/06/business/immigration-reform-issue-the-effect-on-the-budget.html?pagewanted=all&pagewanted=print
Yet immigration reform today means something quite different than it did in 2007. Notably, the elements needed to stop the flow of illegal immigrants north are much less important to the enterprise. The Obama administration has already spent huge amounts of money on border enforcement. Today, border policing costs about $18 billion a year — nearly 50 percent more than it did in 2006. And deportations have soared. What’s more, illegal immigration has slowed to a trickle, as Mexico has grown more robustly than the United States. The illegal immigrant population has even been shrinking in the last few years. And it may continue to do so as the Mexican population of prime migration-age people stops growing.¶ Also, many employers have already gotten some of what they wanted: the number of workers entering the United States on temporary visas for low-end jobs in agriculture and other industries has increased sharply.¶ “The discussion is in a different environment,” said Gordon H. Hanson, an expert on the economics of immigration at the University of California, San Diego. “The flow of new immigrants is not the story anymore.”

Plan bipart + Barasso likes 
Brown 10 -- AP (Matthew, Indian tribes to Congress – Streamline energy development, www.buffalopost.net/?p=8525#more-8525)

American Indian leaders on Thursday asked Congress to streamline the development of energy projects on tribal lands by curbing some federal oversight and providing incentives for companies to strike deals with reservations.¶ Reservations from Oklahoma to Montana and Alaska sit atop large amounts of oil, natural gas and coal. Others in wind-swept regions of the Northern Plains and on the West Coast have huge renewable energy potential.¶ But existing government rules make it easier for energy companies to pursue projects on non-tribal land, some members of Congress and tribal leaders say. As a result, tribes often miss out on the chance to develop their natural resources.¶ “Tribes in some of the poorest counties in America have vast renewable energy resources that can help them overcome poverty,” said Joe Garcia, Chairman of the All Indian Pueblo Council of New Mexico.¶ Garcia and other tribal representatives want the Senate Indian Affairs Committee to intervene through legislation proposed by Sen. Byron Dorgan, the North Dakota Democrat who chairs the committee.¶ The tribes want to eliminate federal drilling fees, pare down the Interior Department’s bureaucracy, and shield tribes from state and local taxes on energy projects.¶ Dorgan’s bill has yet to be introduced.¶ The tribal leaders’ requests were welcomed Thursday by both Democrats and Republicans.¶ “Energy development means jobs,” said Sen. John Barrasso, a Wyoming Republican. “It means income for families. It means paying the heating bill.”¶ Nationwide, energy royalties paid to tribes through the federal government totaled more than $334 million in 2008, the most recent year with figures available. That was down sharply from 2007, driven largely by a drop in oil and gas prices.¶ More than 2 million acres of tribal land have been developed for oil, gas and coal, according to the government. Estimates show 15 million acres more have the same potential, with additional land suited for wind, solar and other renewable energy projects.¶ In 2005, Congress tried to promote development by making it easier for tribes to enter agreements with private companies.¶ Witnesses at Thursday’s hearings said those changes weren’t enough. They also criticized changes instituted since 2005, such as a $4,000 fee for drilling on public lands – including reservations, which are held in federal trust.

Barrasso’s key
RCP 12 – Real Clear Politics, “Top 10 Rising Power Players in the New Congress,” 05.22.12, 08:14 AM CDT

Barrasso became vice chairman of the Senate Republican Conference when Alaska Sen. Lisa Murkowski resigned after launching an independent write-in campaign to retain her Senate seat. As the fifth-highest-ranking member of the Republican caucus, he'll play a key role in devising the party's strategy in the next Congress.
Additionally, he has and will continue to be a leading voice in the debate over health care reform. An orthopedic surgeon, Barrasso has been outspoken against the reform bill passed last year, and as the Republicans contemplate launching efforts to defund or repeal the bill, Barrasso is sure to be a central player in the party's efforts to influence opinion both in Congress and across the country.

The Native lobby is powerful and empirically can force vote-switching
Gale Courey Toensing, 12, “States and Feds Race to Get Internet Gaming Legislation; Indian Country Must Be Prepared,” United South & Eastern Tribes, Inc., 4/2/2012, 
http://www.usetinc.org/newsandannouncements/12-04-02/States_and_Feds_Race_to_Get_Internet_Gaming_Legislation_Indian_Country_Must_Be_Prepared.aspx

The clock is ticking toward the lame-duck sessions of Congress in the crucial weeks after the presidential election this November. Experts say that’s when there will be the greatest risk—and greatest opportunity—for the nations, because that’s when legislation is most likely to be pushed through. During such a session at the end of 2010, Washington was abuzz over Sen. Harry Reid’s (D-Nevada) efforts to attach an online poker bill to a must-pass appropriations bill. Reid’s proposal would have harmed Indian gaming tribes and given a huge advantage to some of his biggest backers in the commercial gaming industry in Nevada. After a groundswell of opposition from the National Congress of American Indians (NCAI), Reid backed down.¶ Reid’s bill would have hurt tribal gaming and tribal sovereignty by, among other things, imposing federal taxes on tribal governments that operate internet poker and separating the gaming operator from the gaming regulator, thereby limiting the tribal government’s role and authority. Perhaps the most bizarre provision would have excluded any tribe earning less than five percent of total U.S. gaming revenue from participating in the initial launching of Internet gaming, cutting dozens of small Indian casinos out of the market.¶ The buzz about Internet gaming legislation has quieted to whispers in D.C. lately, but the issue is still very much alive, says Tom Rodgers, a Blackfeet Nation citizen and owner of Carlyle Consulting, a lobbying firm that represents Indian tribes. “This is the quiet before the storm,” he says. “Our job representing Indian country is to be prepared, and even though it’s as quiet as a Sunday morning now, the storm is coming and if you’re not prepared, if you’re not informed and if you haven’t done your due diligence and worked through all the permutations, unintended consequences and the collateral damage, then you haven’t done your job.” The worst possible collateral damage, he says, is that tribes would be completely shut out of the market if they aren’t ready to negotiate. Being ready means knowing in advance what needs to be included in any online gaming legislation in order to protect tribal interests.¶ Once the tribes have the answers they need on how best to protect Indian country, the next step is to engage in the political process. “What are you doing to carry your message to the people running for office?” Rodgers says. “Are you reminding those already there of their obligations to support Indian country? Indian country can influence the vote in a lot of places and may even be dispositive in several states. What are you doing about getting out the vote?” He says the best approach is for all of Indian country to reach a consensus and act in unity, and that strategy is best achieved through large tribal organizations like the NCAI and the National Indian Gaming Association (NIGA).
Self D is broadly bipart 
Cornell and Kalt 10—Ph.D. Director Professor of Sociology and of Public Administration and Policy Faculty Associate, Native Nations Institute—AND—Ford Foundation Professor of International Political Economy, Emeritus, Co-Director Harvard Proj. on American Indian Econ. Development (Stephen and Joseph, American Indian Self-Determination The Political Economy of a Successful Policy, http://nni.arizona.edu/pubs/jopna-wp1_cornell&kalt.pdf)

It is our hypothesis that the survival of the U.S. federal policy of Indian self-determination through self-governance over the last four decades is rooted in a double appeal that it has for both the general electorate and their U.S. Congressional and Executive Branch representatives. Stated directly, self-determination has had enduring appeal to both American political liberals and conservatives, albeit for substantially different reasons. Indian self-determination accords with the views commonly found on the liberal, or “left”, end of the U.S. political spectrum (e.g., as represented by federal officials elected as representatives of the Democratic Party), which support relatively strongly the civil rights of ethnic minorities and often see it as proper that such minorities be compensated for past-wrongs committed by the majority society. At the same time, for the conservative, or “right,” end of the U.S. political continuum (as more often embodied in the Republican Party), the descriptions above make it clear that American Indian self-determination and self-governance hold appeal because of their strong components of “bootstrapping” self-sufficiency and self-reliance. Moreover, from the conservative perspective, these policies are attractive in so far as they constitute local, albeit Indigenous, communities taking authority away from the federal government and devolving authority to local government.¶ The policy history set out below finds that Indian self-determination has quite consistently garnered bi-partisan support. Indeed, the key self-determination legislation in the 1970s (i.e., Public Law 95-638) was first passed during the presidency of Republican Richard Nixon and emanated directly from an Executive Order of President Nixon. It was signed into law by Republican President Gerald Ford. However, the antecedents of these actions are seen in prior moves by Democratic administrations and are found in the radical left, militant political activism of the distinctly Native version of the civil rights movement of the 1960s. Analyzing the party affiliations of the sponsors of Congressional legislation introduced to (a) improve conditions among Indian communities through increased federal spending and (b) promote tribal self-determination in the U.S. House and Senate over 1973-2010, we find that Republican legislators are decidedly tilted toward the latter. Democratic legislators are disproportionately represented in the Congressional support for spending on Indian affairs.




2AC Hogget K of DA

The DA is an anxiety ridden excuse to ignore internal colonization---their arguments are paranoid ramblings 
Hoggett 4—prof of politics and co-dir. of Center for Psycho-Social Studies, U West England. Degree in social psychology, U Sussex—AND—Dr. Simon Clarke—prof of psycho-social studies and co-dir. of the center. (The Empire of Fear: The American Political Psyche and the Culture of Paranoia, http://www.btinternet.com/~psycho_social/Vol5/JPSS5-PHSC1.htm)

It is necessary therefore to focus upon this dark side of the new Promethean for this is a figure wracked by guilt and anxiety concerning the destructive consequences of his creative powers. First there is internal destruction. In a recent bestseller, The Culture of Fear: Why Americans are Afraid of the Wrong Things, Barry Glassner (1999) investigates a range of social anxieties which have beset the American psyche, from panics about smack and gunslinging black teenagers to scares about satanic abuse and internet addiction. The book is a rich description of some of the fears that haunt the contemporary American psyche but it is ultimately disappointing for it offers little insight into the deeper cultural anxieties that the American media so cleverly exploits. What Glassner highlights, without ever examining, is the internal destruction consequent upon the American mode of development. The USA is a grossly unequal society and one in which structural inequality remains steadfastly mapped onto questions of race and class. Right at the end of his book Glassner briefly examines the source of the moral panics he has described, suggesting that they are `oblique expressions of concern about problems Americans know to be pernicious but have not taken decisive action to quash – problems such as hunger, dilapidated schools, gun proliferation, and deficient health care for much of the US population’ (Glassner p.209). No more vivid expression of this social divisiveness can be found than in statistics regarding prison populations. According to recent Home Office (2000) figures, Britain, the worst offender in Europe, has a prison population of 72,000, equivalent to 139 per 100,000 people (Norway has 59). But the US tops the table with 686 per 100,000 (compared to China’s 111 and Brazil’s 133). The US prison population currently stands at 1.96 million people, an astronomical figure, the overwhelming proportion of whom are black men, and the US government spends more on imprisonment than on higher education! Contrary to the belief that the US exemplifies an effective multicultural society what we see is a severely restricted multiculturalism in which racial divisions, focusing upon the exclusion of African-Americans and Latinos, are more entrenched than ever. This has led some commentators to suggest that the US’s failure to understand global inequality and its incomprehension at the rage that many peoples feel towards it is an expression of its own inability to understand the sharpness of its own internal differences (Shapiro 2003). But social disintegration in the US is not just mapped along racial lines. As the effects of decades of neo-Liberal social and fiscal policies accumulate it is increasingly clear that in the US the concept of a `safety net’, central to the post-war settlement in western type democracies, has all but disappeared. As a consequence, and this has been glimpsed in some of Richard Sennett’s (1998) recent work, failure can now have catastrophic psychological and material effects even upon the American middle classes. The result seems to be a form of `moral isolationism', which is spreading through American society, a feeling that there is no-one and no-thing to rely upon. And whilst associationism, despite Putnam’s (2000) gloomy prognostications, still seems to be a strong feature of civic culture in the USA, with a few exceptions, such as strong faith communities, this offers little consolation when the chips are really down. In the absence of collective solutions to shared risk Americans fall back upon themselves. But this is not healthy individualism but social anomie, an isolationism fueled by those survival anxieties which were first glimpsed by Christopher Lasch (1985). There exists a second reservoir of guilt and anxiety, which is intimately connected to the destructive creativity of the American Prometheus. This can be traced back to the hideous and monstrous child that America, more than any other, nurtured from conception through to realisation. A monstrous child, Little Boy by name, which was unleashed upon the ordinary civilians of Hiroshima. The first of countless thousands of such children which, along with consequences of other monstrous biological and chemical conceptions, now constitute the exterminating logic of modernity. Let us not forget who unleashed the first Weapon of Mass Destruction and the imprint that this act must have left upon the collective psyche of the perpetrator. Within a few years a whole genre of sci-fi American B movies, paperbacks and comics was flourishing in which the theme of mutation was a constant motif (Jancovich 1996). This was the return of the repressed, or, rather, the annihilated. A whole culture of paranoia was developing; partly fueled by the Cold War, a culture that remains a potent dimension of the American psyche to this day. Richard Hofstadter (1979) described how this culture of paranoia infused American politics. Describing the paranoid style of the American politician, Hofstadter argues that whilst retaining some of the characteristics of the clinical paranoiac - overheated, oversuspicious, overaggressive, grandiose, and apocalyptic in expression – this character does not perceive that the hostile and conspiratorial world is necessarily directed at him. Rather he sees all that is bad and evil directed at his nation, his culture and his way of life (Hofstadter, p.4). This has been typical of new right politics for many years and, for example, has resulted in persecutory immigration policies designed to protect ways of life that are often fictitious and based in phantasy. In a recent essay, Jason Cowley (2001) argues that this culture, despite its religiosity, `is essentially an entertainment culture, addicted to narratives of catastrophe’ in everything from film right through to computer games. Sat astride the pinnacle of this culture is Tom Clancy, the best-selling, Reagan-adoring writer of fiction such as the Sum of all Fears which presciently described the hijacking by Arab militants of civilian planes which were then used as weapons against the American people. Fiction becomes fact. America looks into the mirror of the world and sees an enemy, an enemy which if not contained will spread. Thus the `domino theory’, given vivid expression by Harry.S. Truman who succeeded Roosevelt as US President in 1944, a `theory’ which justified American intervention in Greece, Turkey and countless Latin American countries during the Cold War, inspired the Vietnam tragedy and now `the War on Terror’ in which a febrile Islam is imagined to be spreading rhizome-like around the edges of the `free world’. But who is this enemy if not Thanatos, Little Boy and all his heirs, the dark echoes of the idealisation of the American way of life - a variety and quantity of weapons of mass destruction which are now, like China’s citizens, almost beyond enumeration? In 2000 American defence expenditure stood at $295bn, this exceeded the combined expenditure of the rest of the world by almost $30bn. This year, 2003, it is set to rise by a further 14%, the biggest leap in over two decades, as a new generation of tactical nuclear weaponry, outlined in Rumsfeld’s `nuclear posture review’ of the previous year, is actively contemplated by the National Nuclear Security Agency (Guardian 2003). Despite the caution of John Quincy Adams, America’s sixth president, not to go `in search of monsters to destroy’, Rumsfeld and Co. are clearly bent on fostering the conditions that will keep this species sustainable for decades to come (and the US defence industry by the way). Such an overwhelming degree of military superiority betrays not just the extent of American ambitions for global hegemony but also the extent of America’s fear. Returning to Riviere, she notes how depressive anxiety gives rise to its own special defence, the manic defence. In place of vulnerability there is omnipotence and specifically an attitude of contempt and depreciation for the relationships upon which the narcissist depends. Listening to Richard Perle and other architects of the Project for the New American Century this contempt – for the United Nations, `Old Europe’ and countries which cannot or will not embrace the neo-conservative brand of modernisation – is explicit and worn with smirking pride. Contemplating the demise of the UN after the war on Iraq, Perle notes that `whilst the chatterbox on the Hudson will continue to bleat’ what will die `is the fantasy of the UN as the foundation of the new world order’ (Perle 2003). He then unleashes an apparently clinical demolition of the repeated failure of the Security Council to act against breaches of international law without providing even the faintest of hints that in truth it has been the US which has most consistently used its veto on the Security Council – nine times in all since 1990 against the four vetos cast by the other four members combined during the same period. And whilst we’re on the subject of inaction in the face of breaches of international law we’d do well to remember that over the last thirty years the USA has vetoed 34 UN resolutions on Israel and has consistently supported Israel’s routine violations of UN resolution 242 to which the US is a signatory. What we have here is both cold cunning – there is no room for the UN as a countervailing source of authority in `the Project’ – and a paranoia about the world which has become so routine that it is not even aware of itself. Allusions to `threat’ and `security’ run like a thread throughout the brief manifesto of the Project, that is, its `Statement of Principles’. But what makes this paranoia, instead of a rational fear response to the real threats that exist to American hegemony around the world? The massive overkill, the self-fulfilling nature of so many American interventions, the uncanny knack that American foreign policy has displayed of making its worst fears come true, the classic paranoid conviction that one is the misunderstood victim and never the perpetrator, the complete inability to perceive how ones own `defensive actions’ are experienced by the other as provocation and threat – wherever we look, the `arms race’ with the Soviet Union, the run-up to the Cuban Missile Crisis, fear of communist contagion in S.E Asia and Latin America, the current `war on terrorism’ and `containment’ of N.Korea we see the same mixture of provocation, ineptness and misunderstanding. In his recent book on paranoia, David Bell (2003) notes how the fears that the paranoid is subject to are the echo of what has become alien(ated). In this way Melanie Klein adds a twist to our understanding of alienation by insisting that what we project into the world forever threatens to return and haunt us. Bell notes how films such as Alien and The Conversation vividly depict this. Indeed Klein argues that through projective identification the other can become subject to control by self, in subtle ways becoming nudged and coerced into enacting what is put into them. In this way paranoia can become self-fulfilling and it really does seem as if the world is out to get you. God’s chosen people Estimates suggest that well over 60% of the citizens of the USA engage in religious worship on a regular basis – in Britain the figure is more like 7%. Christian fundamentalism has become particularly powerful in the USA since the late 1960’s, perhaps as the backlash towards 60’s `godlessness’. But these fundamentalist movements seem to be simply the tip of the iceberg that is modern American religiosity. Indeed, as Karen Armstrong (2001) noted, the concept of `fundamentalism’ was first coined to characterise the emergence of charismatic religious movements in N.America at the beginning of the twentieth century. In fact God and America have walked hand in hand ever since the Founding Fathers. This has found a powerful and consistent expression in the politics of the United States, and particularly in its foreign policy, where analysts have coined the phrase `American exceptionalism’ to describe the belief that `the United States is an extraordinary nation with a special role to play in human history’ (McCrisken 2001). Almost from the beginning of the occupation by European settlers N.America has been construed as a promised land and its citizens a chosen people. The New World was, in this sense contrasted with the Old, a world of famine, war and intolerance from which many of these settlers had fled. McCrisken provides countless indications of this exceptionalist belief system from George Washington to Bill Clinton but all are characterised by certain common suppositions – that America is the land of the free, that its intentions are inherently benevolent, that inside every non-American there is an American struggling to get out and, perhaps most importantly given the War on Terror and the occupation of Iraq, that the US is the embodiment of universal human values based on the rights of all mankind – freedom, democracy and justice. Weinberg (1935) described this in terms of the belief in `manifest destiny’ which gave successive administrations in the nineteenth century the sense of America’s special mission to bring freedom to the peoples of the world, as in the Mexican War or the Spanish-American War which led to the `liberation’ of Cuba. Today the sense of manifest destiny is no less strong but now it is garbed in the cloak of `modernisation’ – the belief that all societies pass through certain stages of development (from traditional to modern) and that the West, and particularly the United States, is the common endpoint towards which all peoples must irresistibly move. Of course, this is Fukuyama’s `end of history’ and it is perhaps no surprise to find him to be (along with Rumsfeld, Wolfowitz & Co.) one of the 25 signatories to the Statement of Principles (written in June 1997) of the Project for the New American Century – the neo-Conservative manifesto which now directs American and British foreign policy. The point about all this is that this very idealisation of America by Americans, its self-identification with virtue, contributes enormously both to its innocence and to its arrogance. There is often a real generosity of spirit and a friendly naivete which strikes the non-American (at least the English ones) when encountering an American citizen. One thinks of the countless jokes about the American as an `innocent abroad’ captured in the image of the gawping American tourist. But there is also the arrogance added to this, an arrogance which leads even hard nosed strategists to assume that invading troops need know nothing about the peoples that they are about to `liberate’, a mistake which had tragic consequences in Somalia and is now being repeated in Iraq. Moreover this is an arrogance which leaves Americans with such a strong sense that they have virtue on their side, and it is this that has provided the fertile ground for the splitting and paranoia which has been such a feature of the American view of the world since the Second World War. Again, if we return to Hofstadter's ideas about American politics we can see this paranoid belief in a vast and sinister conspiracy which is set out to undermine and destroy a way of life. Indeed for Hofstadter, `the paranoid spokesman sees the fate of this conspiracy in apocalyptic terms - he traffics in the birth and death of whole worlds, whole political orders, whole systems of human values. He is always manning the barricades of civilization’ (Hofstadter 1979, p.29). Three decades on and this still sounds very familiar. One thinks of the `fighting talk’ of George Bush in the war on Iraq, in the fight against the Axis of Evil, and the struggle against global terrorism - fighting terror with terror, the talion morality of the paranoid schizoid position, destroying and re-creating political systems, acting as the purveyor of civilization to the world. This then, is a world in which American society has been called upon to resist the spreading evils, first of communism, now of militant Islam. Moreover, it has been this splitting of good and evil which fueled the rise of McCarthyism in the 1950’s and which is threatening American civil liberties today. Injured narcissism In 'Notes on Some Schizoid Mechanisms' Melanie Klein (1946) describes the destructive and controlling nature of the narcissistic state of mind. A typical feature of paranoid object relations is their narcissistic nature, for in reality the objects to which the paranoid individual or group relates are representations of their alienated selves. Moreover the narcissistic relationship has strong obsessional features, and in particular the need to control others, to remain omnipotent and all powerful. David Bell develops this theme in his commentary on Mike Davis’s recent NLR article (Davis 2001) in which he notes that the resort, following September 11th, to increasingly pervasive forms of security and control within the USA actually contributes the very anxiety these measures seek to address. Bell argues, `the grandiose demand for complete security creates ever more, in our minds, enemies endowed with our own omnipotence who are imagined as seeking to control us’ (Bell, p.37). But what happens when this narcissism is injured, omnipotence punctured? In the real world, as opposed to the world of the imaginary, this attitude of omnipotence is repeatedly subject to disconfirmation. McCrisken (2003) refers to the `Vietnam syndrome’ as a defining element of American foreign policy since the 1970’s, something which formed the backdrop to the first Gulf War through which it reached a partial and incomplete resolution. Vietnam was a trauma for the USA in two ways. The American claim to have a monopoly on virtue was destroyed by successive scandals, atrocities and outrages, in fact they were revealed to be as savage as any other occupying power. Jean-Paul Sartre (1968) famously argued that the war waged by America on Vietnam was implicitly genocidal. Indeed for Sartre, the war in Vietnam signified a new stage in the development of imperialism - 'it is the greatest power on earth against a poor peasant people. Those who fight it are living out the only possible relationship between an over-industrialized country and an under-developed country, that is to say, a genocidal relationship implemented through racism' (p.42). Worse still, they lost the war, against one of the most economically backward societies imaginable the might of American military power came to nought. The impact of Vietnam was such that the USA virtually avoided direct military involvement for twenty five years, preferring indirect involvement (encouraging and equipping Iraq versus Iran, Afghanistan versus the Soviet Union) or direct engagement in situations such as tiny Grenada where they could hardly lose. The Vietnam Syndrome also encouraged the development of an approach to warfare which gave maximum emphasis to the use of air power and the avoidance of ground troops, something exemplified by the intervention in Kosovo and, later, Afghanistan. We can also understand the Vietnam Syndrome in terms of Freud’s work on trauma and his notions of repetition and working through. Trauma (whether loss of limb or sexual abuse) is an attack upon the narcissistic organisation of the psyche/body, it is experienced as loss which is irreparable. But loss can be managed sufficiently for a life to move on, and for this to occur a place in the psyche/culture needs to be found in which some of the shock, rage, horror and grief can be addressed symbolically. And for a while in the 1970’s elements of the liberal American intelligentsia were able to initiate such a process through critical self-analysis, literature, film and music. But a quite different response, based upon a manic form of denial, was waiting in the wings. Freud notes how a child may engage in the repetition of traumatic experience in an attempt to magically overcome it by reversing the subject/object relationship, by becoming master rather than victim. But this is a `working through’ by enactment, an attempt to `act upon’ reality rather than understand it. Thus the `action movie’ and the `action hero’ of the Hollywood movies which began in the 1970’s featuring Schwarzenegger, Jean Claude Van Damme, and, later, Bruce Willis. But, more seriously, we can also see the same process of `working through’ in terms of the search to re-enact in reverse the humiliation of Vietnam but this time with the US as master. The first Gulf War only partially accomplishes this, Saddam remains unfinished business for many of the neo-conservatives gathering with Rumsfeld and Wolfowitz in the late 1990’s. It is in this context that we can understand September 11th . For September 11th was a second huge narcissistic injury for the USA and the current war on Iraq is a further attempt at `working through’. As by now is absolutely clear (and openly admitted by Wolfowitz) the existence of Weapons of Mass Destruction in Iraq was the pretext for an intervention which had quite different motives. These motives were partly strategic (oil, the need to find an alternative to Saudi Arabia as a forward base for US forces in the region) but they were also partly simply about the reassertion of American power against a more fulfilling target than the Taliban in Afghanistan. They set about `finishing the job’ begun by Bush Snr and achieving `closure’, closing the narcissistic wound opened up by Vietnam and never properly healed. Psychotic Anxieties, Splitting and September 11th If we think psychoanalytically about the events leading up to the war on Iraq, then the starting point is the twin towers - September 11th . Its not easy to forget the horror of that day. There was no absence of bodies then. Horrific scenes of people jumping out of windows, running for life, mangled and dismembered corpses. On September 11th we witnessed true annihilation, not a film, just annihilation. As Cowley (2001) acutely observed, `Islamic terrorists appropriated the destructive impulses of American entertainment culture, making of a nation’s apocalyptic fantasies a terrifying actuality, as if they were attempting to speak to the Americans in their own language’. This was a massive attack on the security of the American nation. As Hanna Segal (2002) noted, the trauma of the terrorist attack had an added dynamic 'the crushing realisation that there is somebody out there who actually hates you to the point of annihilation'. It is now commonplace to say that the USA lost its innocence on September 11th. But what it really lost was its embrace of the imaginary. Until that day the American psyche had been consumed by a helpless fascination with a fictional threat, or rather a series of fictional threats; on September 11th they received the shock of the real. `Welcome to the world’ some people said. Suddenly Americans became as vulnerable as the rest of us. The immediate response to September 11th was bewilderment and incredulity. Again, as Segal noted, the question on most American lips was `why’? It is a common reaction for people in trauma situations to think that people are out to get them, ‘in the case of the terrorist attacks it is actually a true fact. One’s worst nightmares come true’. Segal added another dimension - the symbolism of the twin towers and the Pentagon. This is very important if we are to try and understand the meanings and motivations behind the war on Iraq. So, the symbolism equates to ‘we are all-powerful, with our weapons, finance, high tech - we can dominate you completely’. The suicide bombers destroyed this omnipotence. As Segal noted: we were pushed into a world of terror versus terror, disintegration and confusion. The shock was followed by mourning and barely contained anxiety. The president of the United States of America appeared on global television networks as `the child adult’, a little boy lost. At first he seemed quite inadequate to the part that was being demanded of him. It almost looked like he wanted to run – asking, `why me’? For weeks the USA was gripped by a wave of panics about anthrax and other impending attacks. But traces of American triumphalism were being quickly reasserted. The flags which, from Maine to Arizona, first hung from poles and windows in grief quickly transmuted into a sign of strength and resolution, and later, to bellicosity. This other mood could also be discerned in homage to the courage of fire crews and emergency service personnel and to the passengers who overcame the hi-jackers on the fourth plane (`let’s roll’). But rage took time to gather. Many liberals and leftists in Europe anticipated an outpouring of vengeful rhetoric from the Republicans, but it did not come. Rather, the response was surprisingly measured and multilateral. And whilst many opposed the war of the `coalition against terror’ against Afghanistan, at least the connection with September 11th seemed obvious – Al Quaeda was clearly being protected by the Taliban regime. It was only when this phyric victory had been swiftly achieved that a shift, symbolised by the `Axis of Evil’ speech in January 2002, into a more paranoid and in-your-face triumphalist discourse began. The question of weapons of mass destruction became central to the moral and ethical charge for war. Was there any proof of their existence? The weapons inspectors could find none, yet we were told time after time that clear evidence existed, even though the documents cited had very little credibility. Again, as Hofstadter noted, the typical procedure of higher paranoid scholarship is to start by accumalating facts, or what appear to be facts to establish 'proof' that a conspiracy exists - the paranoid mentality seeks a coherence that reality cannot provide. Indeed for Hofstadter, `what distinguishes the paranoid style is not, then, the absence of verifiable facts (though it is occasionally true that in his extravagant passion for facts the paranoid occasionally manufactures them), but rather the curious leap in imagination that is always made at some critical point in the recital of events.’ (Hofstadter 1979, p.39). The deployment of reason and strategic cunning becomes unpinned by the apocalyptic vision of paranoid politics. Destroying the Bad Object Classically, in a paranoid schizoid state, manic defenses are called into play. The splitting of good and bad, processes of idealisation and denigration, as we have seen, lead us to perceive the world in dichotomous relationships between good and bad. The bad object/other becomes the fixation point of our anger, fear, rage and paranoia. Excessive projection leaves the individual in mortal fear of an attack from the bad object. Thus we try and destroy this object, lest it comes back to destroy us. The question arises though, as to what happens when these destructive forces are unable to find a satisfactory object. Despite the measured and multi-lateral nature of the intervention there was still something murderous and retaliatory about the attack on the people of Afghanistan. An attack based in the talion morality of the paranoid schizoid position - an eye for an eye. The problem with the war in Afghanistan against the Taliban was there was no sense of gratification and the lust to get equal was never satisfied. There are several reasons for this. First, the bombing of Afghanistan simply wasn’t enough to either exact revenge, or to demonstrate the power of the Apocalypse - you cannot bomb the stone age back into the stone age even though, as Sartre (1968, p.40) had noted over thirty years earlier, this had already been attempted in Vietnam with disastrous effects. Second, Bin Laden disappeared, vaporised - there was no bad object to destroy. Finally, the exercise of military might, of unadulterated power had nothing to be powerful over - power only exists if people are the objects of that power. Instead we seemed to have an increasingly paranoid American population and its government on the one hand and disappearing enemy bodies on the other. And then came the `Axis of Evil’ speech and a further ratcheting up of the spiral of splitting, projection, paranoid phantasy, and defensive offence. White House rhetoric began providing florid depictions of a world divided between good and evil in which there was no `in between’, `you are either with us or you are against us’. Fakhry Davids (2002) notes that the events of September 11th were brought home vividly to us by the wall to wall media coverage - the shocking images of the planes crashing into the twin towers of the World Trade Centre, and then its collapse. Psychically unbearable events, argues Davids, call into play powerful defences whose aim is to protect us from perceived danger. For Davids, the extent to which the event has been reframed in stereotyped racist terms is apparent everywhere, ‘the problem has now been reduced to a conflict between the enlightened, civilised, tolerant, freedom loving, clean living democrat versus the bearded, robed, Kalashnikov bearing bigoted, intolerant, glint in the eye fundamentalist fanatic, or viewed from the other side, the humble believer with God on his side versus the infidel armed with all the worldly might of the devil’ (Davids 2002, p.362). For Davids, it is difficult for us to find neutral ground - you are either with us, or against us - which side are you on? This reduction of a complex situation into black and white, good and bad is a paranoid solution to intense anxiety which reinforces the self-idealisation which we have seen lies at the heart of American exceptionalism. As Davids notes, such a world view makes us feel that we know who we are, and may justify actions that make us feel better. The problem is that we don’t face the problem. 




