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“United States Federal Government should” means the debate is solely about the outcome of a policy established by governmental means - other actions are extra-topical    s   

Ericson ‘03
(Jon M., Dean Emeritus of the College of Liberal Arts – California Polytechnic U., et al., The Debater’s Guide, Third Edition, p. 4)

The Proposition of Policy: Urging Future Action In policy propositions, each topic contains certain key elements, although they have slightly different functions from comparable elements of value-oriented propositions. 1. An agent doing the acting ---“The United States” in “The United States should adopt a policy of free trade.” Like the object of evaluation in a proposition of value, the agent is the subject of the sentence. 2. The verb should—the first part of a verb phrase that urges action. 3. An action verb to follow should in the should-verb combination. For example, should adopt here means to put a program or policy into action though governmental means. 4. A specification of directions or a limitation of the action desired. The phrase free trade, for example, gives direction and limits to the topic, which would, for example, eliminate consideration of increasing tariffs, discussing diplomatic recognition, or discussing interstate commerce. Propositions of policy deal with future action. Nothing has yet occurred. The entire debate is about whether something ought to occur. What you agree to do, then, when you accept the affirmative side in such a debate is to offer sufficient and compelling reasons for an audience to perform the future action that you propose. 

“Federal Government” means the central government in Washington D.C.

Encarta ‘2K
	(Online Encyclopedia, http://encarta.msn.com)
“The federal government of the United States is centered in Washington DC” 

It’s an exclusive term --- private actors like individual debaters aren’t topical

Hanson and Simmons ‘03
(Jim and Brian, Debate Coaches – Whitman College, “The Wording of the WMD Topic”, http://www.wcdebate.com/1policy/3-mentalov.htm)
[bookmark: _ftnref1][bookmark: _ftnref2][bookmark: _ftnref3]The term "the United States federal government" is the agent of action in the resolution. It limits the topic by making the resolutional actor the central government of the United States of America. It means that affirmatives cannot use the states, local governments, foreign governments or even private groups alone to establish a mental health policy—affirmatives must use the central government of the United States. The term federal government generally refers to the U.S. central government. For example, one definition for federal government is “the Government which, from its capital in the District of Columbia, directly legislates, administers, and exercises jurisdiction . . ."[1] However, other definitions of “federal government” leave room for affirmatives to use state and local action in addition to central federal government action. . " Black’s Law Dictionary defines Federal Government as “The system of government administered in a nation formed by the union or confederation of several independent states.”[2] Some might take this to mean the federal government is a system created by interconnections among various states thereby making interstate compacts topical action. Others will argue that federal government must be by the central government because it is the union of the states. One argument supporting this position is that the word "the" before federal government particularizes the agent of action in the resolution.[3] It is not any federal government, rather it is a specific federal government, the United States federal government, as the resolution states.

Smaller political units are not the Federal Government

Black’s Law ‘99
	(Dictionary, Seventh Edition, Ed. Garner)
Federal government 1. A national government that exercises some degree of control over smaller political units that have surrendered some degree of power in exchange for the right to participate in national political matters.

First net benefit: fairness – this interpretation is key to negative DAs and CPs that are based off of USFG action – not individuals

Fairness is a prerequisite to any other benefit to participating in debate
Speice and Lyle 3
(Speice, Patrick, Wake Forest ,and Lyle, Jim, debate coach at Clarion, 2003, “Traditional Policy Debate: Now More Than Ever”, Debaters Research Guide, http://groups.wfu.edu/debate/MiscSites/DRGArticles/SpeiceLyle2003htm.htm)FS
The structure of intercollegiate and high school debate builds on to this competitive framework. Judges not only answer a yes/no question regarding the resolution/plan, their decision generates a winner and a loser for the event. Judges assign winners, determine who does the better debating, and give speaker points and ranks to determine which teams are excelling more than others in advancing particular claims that provide an answer to the question asked by the resolution. And, the competitiveness of the activity extends across rounds as tournaments promote the better teams to elimination rounds and crown a champion. Participants at tournaments such as the Tournament of Champions and the National Debate Tournament are determined by evaluating competitive success across the entirety of the debate season. Debate, neither in an ultra-generic form nor the specific form that we participate in can be classified merely as discussion or dialogue. If it were decided that the promotion of education is of greater importance than preserving debate as a game, then the activity would begin to fall apart. Imagine that if instead of having two teams argue over competing viewpoints about a particular resolution/plan that debate instead asked debaters to simply inform the other participants of a different viewpoint regarding the plan. What would the activity look like then? Instead of hearing why the plan was good and bad, or why one policy alternative was better than another, we instead would hear why the plan is good, and why the plan reminded us of a story about one’s childhood. How would the judge evaluate such claims? If the desirability of the plan loses its importance and debate ceases to answer a yes/no question, what criteria should be used to resolve the “debate” (Smith, 2002)? While promoting intellectual development and enterprise are important components of the activity, the promotion of these values at the expense of the value of clash can only lead to the transformation of debate into discussion. In fact, it is not only that such a development spurs the loss of competitiveness, such a turn for the activity risks the loss of debate itself. Teams can begin to argue however they wish, and the “2 + 2 = 4” strategy becomes viable. What comes to matter then is word choice or performance. The result is a loss of depth of the education provided by the activity. Learning loses direction and begins to wander into the realm of acquiring random trivia. The entire purpose of having a policy resolution is rendered moot. Certainly one of the things most debaters enjoy about debate is that it really has no rules, however, if we decide to completely throw away “rules,” even as guiding principles, then the activity becomes something other than debate as an activity premised on fairness and competitive equity. Does any of this mean that there is no room for experimentation in the activity? Does any of this mean that there is no room for critical argumentation in debate, in policy debate? The answer to both questions is “No.” What this does suggest, however, is that before we adopt, and use, these newer debate practices we need to consider how these tools fit into the overall scheme of the activity and its goals. 

B. Topic education - Failure to debate concrete energy policy results in its depoliticization—that causes a technocratic fill in and destroys informed agency and informed decision-making in politics
Kuzemko 12
[Caroline Kuzemko, CSGR University of Warwick, Security, the State and Political Agency: Putting ‘Politics’ back into UK Energy, http://www.psa.ac.uk/journals/pdf/5/2012/381_61.pdf]
Both Hay (2007) and Flinders and Buller (2006) suggest that there are other forms that depoliticisation can take, or in the terminology of Flinders and Buller ‘tactics’ which politicians can pursue in order to move a policy field to a more indirect governing relationship (Flinders and Buller 2006: 296). For the purposes of understanding the depoliticisation of UK energy policy, however, two of Colin Hay’s forms of depoliticisation are most useful: the ‘… offloading of areas of formal political responsibility to the market…’ and the passing of policymaking responsibility to quasipublic, or independent, authorities (Hay 2007: 82-3). 1 What each of these forms of depoliticisation has in common is the degree to which they can serve, over time, to reduce political capacity by removing processes of deliberation and contestation, thereby reducing the ability for informed agency and choice. In that politics can be understood as being inclusive of processes of deliberation, contestation, informed agency and collective choice the lack of deliberation and capacity for informed agency would result in sub-optimal politics (Hay 2007: 67; cf. Gamble 2000; Wood 2011; Jenkins 2011). There seems little doubt that, with regard to energy as a policy area, the principal of establishing a more indirect governing system had become accepted by UK political elites. One of the very few close observers of UK energy policy from the 1980s to early 2000s claims that both Conservative and New Labour politicians had actively sought to remove energy from politics, making it an ‘economic’ subject: From the early 1980s, British energy policy, and its associated regulatory regime, was designed to transform a state-owned and directed sector into a normal commodity market. Competition and 1 "These"forms"are"referred"to"elsewhere"by"the"author"as"‘marketised’"and"‘technocratic’"depoliticisation"(Kuzemko" 2012b:").liberalization would, its architects hoped, take energy out of the political arena… Labour shared this vision and hoped that energy would drop off the political agenda…. (Helm 2003: 386) 2 As already suggested this paper considers the intention to depoliticise energy to have been reasonably successful. By the early 2000s the Energy Ministry had been disbanded, there was little or no formal Parliamentary debate, energy was not represented at Cabinet level, responsibility for the supply of energy had been passed to the markets, it was regulated by an independent body, and the (cf. Kuzemko 2012b). Furthermore, the newly formed Energy Directorate within the Department of Trade and Industry (DTI), which now had responsibility for energy policy, had no specific energy mandates but instead mandates regarding encouraging the right conditions for business with an emphasis on competition (Helm et al 1989: 55; cf. Kuzemko 2012b: 107). As feared by various analysts who write about depoliticisation as a sub-optimal form of politics, these processes of depoliticisation had arguably resulted in a lack of deliberation about energy and its governance outside of narrow technocratic elite circles. Within these circles energy systems were modelled, language was specific and often unintelligible to others, including generalist politicians or wider publics, and this did, indeed, further encourage a high degree of disengagement with the subject (cf. Kern 2010; Kuzemko 2012b; Stern 1987). Technical language and hiring practices that emphasised certain forms of economic education further isolated elite technocratic circles from political contestation and other forms of knowledge about energy. Arguably, by placing those actors who have been elected to represent the national collective interest at one remove from processes of energy governance the result was a lack of formal political capacity in this policy field. It is worth, briefly, at this point reiterating the paradoxical nature of depoliticisation. Whilst decisions to depoliticise are deeply political, political capacity to deliberate, contest and act in an issue area can be reduced through these processes. Depoliticisation has been an ongoing form of governing throughout the 20 th century it may (Burnham 2001: 464), however, be particularly powerful and more difficult to reverse when underpinned by increasingly dominant ideas about how best to govern. For example Hay, in looking for the domestic sources of depoliticisation in the 1980s and 1990s, suggests that these processes were firmly underpinned by neoliberal and public choice ideas not only about the role of the state but also about the ability for political actors to make sound decisions relating, in particular, to economic governance (Hay 2007: 95-99). Given the degree to which such ideas were held increasingly to be legitimate over this time period depoliticisation was, arguably, genuinely understood by many as a process that would result in better governance (Interviews 1, 2, 3, 15 cf. Hay 2007: 94; Kern 2010). This to a certain extent makes decisions to depoliticise appear both less instrumental but also harder to reverse given the degree to which such ideas become further entrenched via processes of depoliticisation (cf. Kuzemko 2012b: 61-66; Wood 2011: 7).

A focus on reforming policies is necessary to fix societal problems – other criticisms are irrelevant to the day-to-day affairs that we confront  
McClean, 01 – Adjunct Professor of Philosophy, Molloy College, New York
(David E., “The Cultural Left and the Limits of Social Hope,” Presented at the 2001 Annual Conference of the Society for the Advancement of American Philosophy, www.american-philosophy.org/archives/past_conference_programs/pc2001/Discussion%20papers/david_mcclean.htm, JMP)
There is a lot of philosophical prose on the general subject of social justice. Some of this is quite good, and some of it is quite bad. What distinguishes the good from the bad is not merely the level of erudition. Displays of high erudition are gratuitously reflected in much of the writing by those, for example, still clinging to Marxian ontology and is often just a useful smokescreen which shrouds a near total disconnect from empirical reality. This kind of political writing likes to make a lot of references to other obscure, jargon-laden essays and tedious books written by other true believers - the crowd that takes the fusion of Marxian and Freudian private fantasies seriously. Nor is it the lack of scholarship that makes this prose bad. Much of it is well "supported" by footnotes referencing a lode of other works, some of which are actually quite good. Rather, what makes this prose bad is its utter lack of relevance to extant and critical policy debates, the passage of actual laws, and the amendment of existing regulations that might actually do some good for someone else. The writers of this bad prose are too interested in our arrival at some social place wherein we will finally emerge from our "inauthentic" state into something called "reality." Most of this stuff, of course, comes from those steeped in the Continental tradition (particularly post-Kant). While that tradition has much to offer and has helped shape my own philosophical sensibilities, it is anything but useful when it comes to truly relevant philosophical analysis, and no self-respecting Pragmatist can really take seriously the strong poetry of formations like "authenticity looming on the ever remote horizons of fetishization." What Pragmatists see instead is the hope that we can fix some of the social ills that face us if we treat policy and reform as more important than Spirit and Utopia. Like light rain released from pretty clouds too high in the atmosphere, the substance of this prose dissipates before it can reach the ground and be a useful component in a discussion of medicare reform or how to better regulate a pharmaceutical industry that bankrupts senior citizens and condemns to death HIV patients unfortunate enough to have been born in Burkina Faso - and a regulatory regime that permits this. It is often too drenched in abstractions and references to a narrow and not so merry band of other intellectuals (Nietzsche, Bataille, Foucault, Lukács, Benjamin) to be of much use to those who are the supposed subject matter of this preternatural social justice literature. Since I have no particular allegiance to these other intellectuals, no particular impulse to carry their water or defend their reputations, I try and forget as much as I can about their writings in order to make space for some new approaches and fresh thinking about that important question that always faces us - "What is to be done?" I am, I think, lucky to have taken this decision before it had become too late. One might argue with me that these other intellectuals are not looking to be taken seriously in the construction of solutions to specific socio-political problems. They are, after all, philosophers engaged in something called philosophizing. They are, after all, just trying to be good culture critics. Of course, that isn't quite true, for they often write with specific reference to social issues and social justice in mind, even when they are fluttering about in the ether of high theory (Lukács, for example, was a government officer, albeit a minister of culture, which to me says a lot), and social justice is not a Platonic form but parses into the specific quotidian acts of institutions and individuals. Social justice is but the genus heading which may be described better with reference to its species iterations- the various conditions of cruelty and sadism which we wittingly or unwittingly permit. If we wanted to, we could reconcile the grand general theories of these thinkers to specific bureaucracies or social problems and so try to increase their relevance. We could construct an account which acts as a bridge to relevant policy considerations. But such attempts, usually performed in the reams of secondary literature generated by their devotees, usually make things even more bizarre. In any event, I don't think we owe them that amount of effort. After all, if they wanted to be relevant they could have said so by writing in such a way that made it clear that relevance was a high priority. For Marxians in general, everything tends to get reduced to class. For Lukács everything tends to get reduced to "reification." But society and its social ills are far too intricate to gloss in these ways, and the engines that drive competing interests are much more easily explained with reference to animal drives and fears than by Absolute Spirit. That is to say, they are not easily explained at all.

1NC

Interpretation—resolution lists six topical energies, oil, nat gas, coal, nuclear, solar, and wind

Violation—distributed generation systems include non-topical energies, the Aff doesn’t clarify “solar and wind” and thus could potentially use multiple other sources, we’ll list a few

Hydropower
ANL ’12 
(Argonne National Lab, http://teeic.anl.gov/er/lhhydro/restech/scale/index.cfm)
Low-head hydropower technology can be applied at varying scales, including utility-scale generation and distributed generation. What is Utility-Scale Low-Head Hydropower? Utility-scale low-head hydropower refers to plants that distribute power to consumers via the transmission grid. There are over 1,000 utility-scale low-head hydropower plants (i.e., facilities that operate with a water level difference of 30 feet or less and have an average annual generation of 1 megawatt (MW) or less) operating throughout the United States to provide electricity to consumers via the transmission grid. Currently, these facilities make up less than 1% of the U.S. hydropower market; however, continued growth of utility-scale low-head hydropower is expected, as renewable energy becomes a more important component of the U.S. energy mix. What is Distributed Low-Head Hydropower? Distributed generation is the generation of small-scale, low-head hydropower that is distributed and used over a local area. For example, individual farms, homes, or businesses may have their own low-head hydropower facilities. Distributed units are primarily microhydropower facilities (less than 100 kW), used for producing electricity. In many locations, excess electricity that is not used by the owner of a distributed low-head hydropower facility can be sold to the local utility and distributed for more widespread use.

Biofuels
Center for Social Inclusion ’12 
(Biofuels: Opportunities and Constraints To Community Energy Generation Briefing Paper Three of Black, Brown and GreenJuly 2012, http://www.centerforsocialinclusion.org/wp-content/uploads/2012/07/Biofuels.pdf)
Distributed generation favors biofuels because the feedstock is renewable, widely dispersed (not concentrated in one area of the country), and, unlike wind and solar, it’s not dependent on variable weather conditions. There is opportunity, especially in urban settings, to collect, dispose and transport waste feedstock to biorefinery facilities).

Prefer our interpretation, extra T with energies is uniquely bad—

1) Limits—allows the Aff to claim multiple advantages and cases like Air Force biofuels and OTEC, we base our energy research off the clear demarcations of the resolution
2) Vagueness—we could read solar and wind DAs in the 1NC and they could just spike out of it in the 2AC, ruins pre-round preparation. They could claim an oil DA had no link because biofuels compliment oil

Topicality is a voting issue for jurisdiction


1NC


Solving fossil fuel dependence lowers oil prices

MCCARTHY ’12 – Staff writer, Daily Gamecock (McCarthy, Molly. “Renewable energy answer to high gas prices”. April 10, 2012. http://www.dailygamecock.com/viewpoints/item/4136-renewable-energy-answer-to-high-gas-prices)

Reduction in demand for oil will result in lower costs in future Are you outraged at our government and concerned with the country’s financial state because of the $4 per gallon gas prices? Don’t be. Many are quick to condemn those in power and take the price hike as a sign of national economic turmoil, when in reality, neither are to blame. In fact, it’s quite the opposite. Statistics show that as of April 9, the lowest gas prices of this millennium occurred in 2002, directly after an economic downturn, and saw a sharp drop in 2009, amid the worst recession since the Great Depression. This is due to the fact that gas prices rely heavily on the global market cycles of supply and demand. When people lose jobs, they stop driving to work, stop going on vacations and so on. Vacations and other travels are also why gas prices typically rise in the summer, but not solely. In the winter, gas companies use butane, a cheap additive that makes gasoline less expensive overall. Unfortunately, butane evaporates in the hot summer weather, so companies are forced to use more costly additives, which increases the price. Ironically, as more and more fossil fuels are burned, the longer warm seasons will last. So can the blame be placed on the Saudis and violence in the Middle East? Not exactly. Unknown to many, the top two suppliers of U.S. oil are actually Canada and Mexico, respectively. Drilling isn’t the answer either. Storage tanks in Oklahoma, the principal North American trading hub for crude oil, are overflowing. Oil tankers are actually being rented out for storage because we have nowhere to store the surplus. What we need is more refineries, which, as a multibillion-dollar project, wouldn’t exactly solve the demand for lower gas prices. The only answer for lowering gas prices lies in lowering the demand. Lowering the demand requires alternative energy. America needs to follow the lead of countries like Brazil and Scotland. Scotland now generates a third of its energy from renewable resources and aims to generate 100 percent by 2020. While Brazil already generates 85.4 percent of its energy from renewable resources, today it imports no oil at all.

Decreasing prices crushes the alternative energy transition and causes climate change

HUAG ’11 - Former Director at the International Energy Agency; educated at Harvard; chairs the Advisory Group on Energy of the EC and is Senior Research Advisor at the Oxford Institute of Energy Studies (Huag, Marianne. “Clean energy and international oil”. November 1, 2011. http://oxrep.oxfordjournals.org/content/27/1/92.abstract)

Developing and commercializing clean energy is one of the basic strategies to combat climate change. It involves the near total decarbonization of the power sector, the use of renewables and low-carbon fuels for heating and cooling, and last, but not least, the increasing substitution of oil in the transport sector. Hybrid, battery electric, and fuel-cell cars fuelled by clean power or hydrogen, together with sustainable biofuels and natural gas/CNG, are considered the most likely technologies that will reduce oil demand Such fundamental transformation of the energy sector evolves over time through coevolution of technologies, markets, institutions, and societal values. Despite the absence of a global price or tax for carbon, governments of the major economies worldwide are putting in place the building blocks for a transition to a low-carbon economy. The present emphasis is on support for RD&D and market diffusion for a wide range of technologies in different stages of technological maturity and provision of associated infrastructure. Policies, institutional support, industrial capacities, and renewable resource base vary widely among countries. We know that 10–20 years are needed to introduce the diversity of technologies and policy approaches that should be helpful during this formative stage of the transition to address different public concerns in different countries and search for best solutions in both a country-speciﬁc and a global context. Which energy mix of clean energy will evolve is highly uncertain. However, the broad based RD&D and infrastructure investments and commercial scaling up of clean technologies should narrow choices and reduce costs of substitutes for oil within the next 10–15 years and choices for new low-carbon vehicles in 20 years. In this evolving process of technology selections and industrial and policy engagement, the role of emerging economies as major investors in clean technology and cost-competitive producers will become crucial. What are the chances that the transformative dynamic towards clean energy is derailed again? A span of 10–20 years is a long time to introduce competitive choices for clean electricity, sustainable biofuels, clean hydrogen, alternative power trains, and the necessary infrastructure. Unforeseen and unforeseeable events will happen over such an extensive time span. Chernobyl changed the growth of nuclear power, decisively, Fukushima is jolting the nuclear renaissance, and a meteorite hit may invalidate the climate change threat for a century or more. However, the probability that a clean energy transition will unfold is very high. First, RD&D and niche market support has unleashed a wave of scientiﬁc interest and technological creativity to explore clean-fuel and end-use alternatives in all scientiﬁcally advanced countries. The assumption that competitive backstop technologies for oil will be ready to be scaled up within the 10–20-year period is not only plausible but very likely. Second, the institutional and policy support in favour of clean energy, while highly fragmented and imperfect, is creating vibrant industries with increasing competitive pressure for all technologies, and sustainability as an overarching core value. In brief, the trend to slowing oil demand growth appears irreversible in the absence of a ‘black swan event’. Can international oil inﬂuence the trend through price or quantity strategies, now, before the decline is imminent? Experience shows that, indeed, consistently cheap oil will slow both substitution and the development of alternatives. Theoretically, the world’s low-cost oil producers have the capacity to increase output and ﬂood the market for an extended period of time at low prices, as Sinn with his Green Paradox postulates. Such a major oil price drop could be passed on to the consumers. But governments and societies committed to clean energy could also take such an opportunity to internalize the cost of carbon and energy security, keep consumer petroleum product prices relatively stable, and incentivize the clean energy transition without large ﬁscal outlays. Low-cost producers would gain market share, but would not slow the substitution process. As a corollary, a quantitative strategy to limit crude oil output is likely to increase the expectation of scarcity and oil prices. Renewed oil price hikes would strengthen the commitment of governments to develop alternatives to oil and consumers’ willingness to pay for alternatives and help accelerate market readiness and market opportunities of backstop technologies for oil.

Warming is anthropogenic and causes extinction

DEIBEL ‘7 
Professor of IR at National War College, Foreign Affairs Strategy (Terry L. Deibel, “Conclusion: American Foreign Affairs Strategy Today Anthropogenic – caused by CO2”)

Finally, there is one major existential threat to American security (as well as prosperity) of a nonviolent nature, which, though far in the future, demands urgent action. It is the threat of global warming to the stability of the climate upon which all earthly life depends. Scientists worldwide have been observing the gathering of this threat for three decades now, and what was once a mere possibility has passed through probability to near certainty.  Indeed not one of more than 900 articles on climate change published in refereed scientific journals from 1993 to 2003 doubted that anthropogenic warming is occurring. “In legitimate scientific circles,” writes Elizabeth Kolbert, “it is virtually impossible to find evidence of disagreement over the fundamentals of global warming.” Evidence from a vast international scientific monitoring effort accumulates almost weekly, as this sample of newspaper reports shows: an international panel predicts “brutal droughts, floods and violent storms across the planet over the next century”; climate change could “literally alter ocean currents, wipe away huge portions of Alpine Snowcaps and aid the spread of cholera and malaria”; “glaciers in the Antarctic and in Greenland are melting much faster than expected, and…worldwide, plants are blooming several days earlier than a decade ago”; “rising sea temperatures have been accompanied by a significant global increase in the most destructive hurricanes”; “NASA scientists have concluded from direct temperature measurements that 2005 was the hottest year on record, with 1998 a close second”; “Earth’s warming climate is estimated to contribute to more than 150,000 deaths and 5 million illnesses each year” as disease spreads; “widespread bleaching from Texas to Trinidad…killed broad swaths of corals” due to a 2-degree rise in sea temperatures.  “The world is slowly disintegrating,” concluded Inuit hunter Noah Metuq, who lives 30 miles from the Arctic Circle. “They call it climate change…but we just call it breaking up.” From the founding of the first cities some 6,000 years ago until the beginning of the industrial revolution, carbon dioxide levels in the atmosphere remained relatively constant at about 280 parts per million (ppm). At present they are accelerating toward 400 ppm, and by 2050 they will reach 500 ppm, about double pre-industrial levels. Unfortunately, atmospheric CO2 lasts about a century, so there is no way immediately to reduce levels, only to slow their increase, we are thus in for significant global warming; the only debate is how much and how serous the effects will be. As the newspaper stories quoted above show, we are already experiencing the effects of 1-2 degree warming in more violent storms, spread of disease, mass die offs of plants and animals, species extinction, and threatened inundation of low-lying countries like the Pacific nation of Kiribati and the Netherlands at a warming of 5 degrees or less the Greenland and West Antarctic ice sheets could disintegrate, leading to a sea level of rise of 20 feet that would cover North Carolina’s outer banks, swamp the southern third of Florida, and inundate Manhattan up to the middle of Greenwich Village. Another catastrophic effect would be the collapse of the Atlantic thermohaline circulation that keeps the winter weather in Europe far warmer than its latitude would otherwise allow. Economist William Cline once estimated the damage to the United States alone from moderate levels of warming at 1-6 percent of GDP annually; severe warming could cost 13-26 percent of GDP. But the most frightening scenario is runaway greenhouse warming, based on positive feedback from the buildup of water vapor in the atmosphere that is both caused by and causes hotter surface temperatures. Past ice age transitions, associated with only 5-10 degree changes in average global temperatures, took place in just decades, even though no one was then pouring ever-increasing amounts of carbon into the atmosphere. Faced with this specter, the best one can conclude is that “humankind’s continuing enhancement of the natural greenhouse effect is akin to playing Russian roulette with the earth’s climate and humanity’s life support system. At worst, says physics professor Marty Hoffert of New York University, “we’re just going to burn everything up; we’re going to het the atmosphere to the temperature it was in the Cretaceous when there were crocodiles at the poles, and then everything will collapse.” During the Cold War, astronomer Carl Sagan popularized a theory of nuclear winter to describe how a thermonuclear war between the Untied States and the Soviet Union would not only destroy both countries but possible end life on this planet. Global warming is the post-Cold War era’s equivalent of nuclear winter at least as serious and considerably better supported scientifically. Over the long run it puts dangers form terrorism and traditional military challenges to shame. It is a threat not only to the security and prosperity to the United States, but potentially to the continued existence of life on this planet.  
Decreasing prices crushes the alternative energy transition and causes climate change

HUAG ’11 - Former Director at the International Energy Agency; educated at Harvard; chairs the Advisory Group on Energy of the EC and is Senior Research Advisor at the Oxford Institute of Energy Studies (Huag, Marianne. “Clean energy and international oil”. November 1, 2011. http://oxrep.oxfordjournals.org/content/27/1/92.abstract)

Developing and commercializing clean energy is one of the basic strategies to combat climate change. It involves the near total decarbonization of the power sector, the use of renewables and low-carbon fuels for heating and cooling, and last, but not least, the increasing substitution of oil in the transport sector. Hybrid, battery electric, and fuel-cell cars fuelled by clean power or hydrogen, together with sustainable biofuels and natural gas/CNG, are considered the most likely technologies that will reduce oil demand Such fundamental transformation of the energy sector evolves over time through coevolution of technologies, markets, institutions, and societal values. Despite the absence of a global price or tax for carbon, governments of the major economies worldwide are putting in place the building blocks for a transition to a low-carbon economy. The present emphasis is on support for RD&D and market diffusion for a wide range of technologies in different stages of technological maturity and provision of associated infrastructure. Policies, institutional support, industrial capacities, and renewable resource base vary widely among countries. We know that 10–20 years are needed to introduce the diversity of technologies and policy approaches that should be helpful during this formative stage of the transition to address different public concerns in different countries and search for best solutions in both a country-speciﬁc and a global context. Which energy mix of clean energy will evolve is highly uncertain. However, the broad based RD&D and infrastructure investments and commercial scaling up of clean technologies should narrow choices and reduce costs of substitutes for oil within the next 10–15 years and choices for new low-carbon vehicles in 20 years. In this evolving process of technology selections and industrial and policy engagement, the role of emerging economies as major investors in clean technology and cost-competitive producers will become crucial. What are the chances that the transformative dynamic towards clean energy is derailed again? A span of 10–20 years is a long time to introduce competitive choices for clean electricity, sustainable biofuels, clean hydrogen, alternative power trains, and the necessary infrastructure. Unforeseen and unforeseeable events will happen over such an extensive time span. Chernobyl changed the growth of nuclear power, decisively, Fukushima is jolting the nuclear renaissance, and a meteorite hit may invalidate the climate change threat for a century or more. However, the probability that a clean energy transition will unfold is very high. First, RD&D and niche market support has unleashed a wave of scientiﬁc interest and technological creativity to explore clean-fuel and end-use alternatives in all scientiﬁcally advanced countries. The assumption that competitive backstop technologies for oil will be ready to be scaled up within the 10–20-year period is not only plausible but very likely. Second, the institutional and policy support in favour of clean energy, while highly fragmented and imperfect, is creating vibrant industries with increasing competitive pressure for all technologies, and sustainability as an overarching core value. In brief, the trend to slowing oil demand growth appears irreversible in the absence of a ‘black swan event’. Can international oil inﬂuence the trend through price or quantity strategies, now, before the decline is imminent? Experience shows that, indeed, consistently cheap oil will slow both substitution and the development of alternatives. Theoretically, the world’s low-cost oil producers have the capacity to increase output and ﬂood the market for an extended period of time at low prices, as Sinn with his Green Paradox postulates. Such a major oil price drop could be passed on to the consumers. But governments and societies committed to clean energy could also take such an opportunity to internalize the cost of carbon and energy security, keep consumer petroleum product prices relatively stable, and incentivize the clean energy transition without large ﬁscal outlays. Low-cost producers would gain market share, but would not slow the substitution process. As a corollary, a quantitative strategy to limit crude oil output is likely to increase the expectation of scarcity and oil prices. Renewed oil price hikes would strengthen the commitment of governments to develop alternatives to oil and consumers’ willingness to pay for alternatives and help accelerate market readiness and market opportunities of backstop technologies for oil.

1NC

We advocate the entirety of the 1AC without the role of the ballot claim 
 
The call for the judge to evaluate the debate with a specific “role of the ballot” ignores the complexity of decision-making and demands the judge ignore his/her life experiences and agency
Wordlaw 10
(Wardlaw, Kim McLane,  Circuit Judge, United States Court of Appeals for the Ninth Circuit, 2010, “Umpires, Empathy, and Activism: Lessons from Judge Cardozo”, Notre Dame Law Review) FS
Judge Cardozo recognized that the law is not always a strike zone; that the facts of life are not always pitches; and that judges are not always umpires making objective calls between balls and strikes. He acknowledged that there are some areas in which the law is unclear or undeveloped and others in which reasonable jurists will disagree about its proper application to the facts.12 In these areas of the law, where much appellate litigation and most Supreme Court litigation takes place, judges must exercise judgment and discretion. Yet the judge-as-umpire construct, as recently deployed in political debate, fails to recognize the existence of either judgment or discretion. Only after we acknowledge that complications do exist within the law—that the act of judging defies simple metaphors and labels—may we engage in a serious discussion about what should be expected of our judges. Time and again, Judge Cardozo acknowledged that judges should be true to their sense of justice, shaped as it is by their own life experiences. It is as unrealistic as it is unwise to expect our judges to shed their humanity when they don their robes. Life experiences facilitate judges’ ability to appreciate the problems of the people on whose behalf they administer justice. The questions before our courts are too important and too complex to be addressed from a singular vantage point, and it is incumbent upon the judge to understand the views of others. Judge Cardozo’s recognition that one’s life experiences and sentiments of justice come to bear on the act of judging did not, by any means, render him an “activist.” To the contrary, he emphasized that our judges should be modest, ever vigilant of their role as public servants operating within the confines of the constitutional structure of which they share stewardship. He was as honest and candid in discussing his approach to judging as he was restrained in his view of the judge’s role in our democracy. His example undermines the politically popular assertion that empathy and activism are one and the same. “There has been a certain lack of candor,” Judge Cardozo wrote, “in much of the discussion of the theme [of judges’ humanity], or rather perhaps in the refusal to discuss it, as if judges must lose respect and confidence by the reminder that they are subject to human limitations.”13 That a judge is a fellow citizen, whose sense of justice is informed by his life experiences, should be embraced, not ignored—or, worse, chastised—especially when those life experiences facilitate one’s ability to understand the circumstances of others. 

Removing the judge’s personal agency prevents empathy so perspective-taking becomes impossible. 
Nielson and Weinberg 12
(Nielson, Laura Beth, Associate Professor of Sociology and Law & Director of Legal Studies at Northwestern, and Weinberg, Jill D., MA from U. Chicago and PhD candidate at Northwestern, 2012, “EXAMINING EMPATHY: DISCRIMINATION, EXPERIENCE, AND JUDICIAL DECISIONMAKING”, Southern California Law Review, Vol. 85:313, http://weblaw.usc.edu/why/students/orgs/lawreview/documents/SCalLRev85_Weinberg.pdf) FS
Although judges may decide cases mechanically or politically, the empathetic perspective suggests that judges do not completely abandon their experiences when deciding cases. There are instances in which an individual’s personal background influences how she perceives social situations. As Justice Sotomayor suggests, living in the United States as a Latina tends to include different life experiences, resultant attitudes, and world views. Perhaps as proponents and critics suggest, judges acknowledge the importance of law, yet add life experience resulting from shared kinds of experiences.32 Given this, we contend “empathy” (by which we mean the world views of judges that are formed, at least in part, by the social location they occupy), plays a crucial role in cases that are more emotionally charged and morally consequential, as viewed differently from controversies that are not (e.g., federalism and takings clause matters).33 We believe that empathy and politically motivated decisionmaking are not synonymous, but scholars are quick to conflate the two. The empathethic perspective also comes from the Critical Race Theory tradition, which suggests that a diverse judiciary greatly shapes judicial decisionmaking, legal analysis, and, by extension, the law itself.34 Specifically, judges who hail from different social or cultural backgrounds may provide a more nuanced understanding of facts, evidence, and credibility determinations than judges who lack such experience. While the jurisprudential discourse in this area is significant,35 there has been little empirical work to move beyond the anecdotal or doctrinal accounts. To support this claim, we draw from the extensive literature in psychology that examines the influence of individual background on how individuals respond to questions about the presence or absence of discrimination. While psychologists define empathy in a variety of ways, the general definition suggests that empathy is an emotion that becomes activated by imagining or observing another person’s particular situation.36 Often (but not always), by observing or imagining the other person’s emotions in a particular context, an empathetic response is generated because of “perspective taking.”37 In other words, empathy is a stand-alone emotion, but there can be an element of vicarious emotion as well. Empathy is different from sympathy, in which a person merely imagines the experiences of another. In contrast, a person experiencing empathy is aware and actually sensitive to the state or condition of another.38 Empathy has been shown to have a substantial impact on decisionmaking. For example, previous research shows that individuals who empathize with victims have a greater willingness to help that individual.39 Whether a person is more or less empathetic depends on common membership in a social category or group.40 Often these differences are based on race41 and gender42 categories.

Loss of empathy prevents understanding the narratives and perspectives of others—social science proves
Nielson and Weinberg 12
(Nielson, Laura Beth, Associate Professor of Sociology and Law & Director of Legal Studies at Northwestern, and Weinberg, Jill D., MA from U. Chicago and PhD candidate at Northwestern, 2012, “EXAMINING EMPATHY: DISCRIMINATION, EXPERIENCE, AND JUDICIAL DECISIONMAKING”, Southern California Law Review, Vol. 85:313, http://weblaw.usc.edu/why/students/orgs/lawreview/documents/SCalLRev85_Weinberg.pdf) FS
Given the disparities in summary judgment outcomes, how can we promote an agenda of judicial diversity while maintaining the consistency and predictability of the adversarial system and the rule of law? We believe that social science research can help judges learn to be more empathetic, and, in turn, better positioned to have a better understanding of their cases. Specifically, psychology research on empathetic induction consistently shows improved attitudes toward members of marginalized groups.110 This research not only shows a growing awareness for victims,111 but also helps individuals to understand members of stigmatized groups.112 However, teaching individuals to be more empathetic varies based on intragroup and intergroup characteristics.113 Research reports that group membership can moderate the impact of empathetic induction; individuals with different group membership exhibit less empathy than those who are similarly situated.114 Notwithstanding these findings, the research in this area consistently shows that empathetic induction helps individuals recognize more nuanced, situational narratives that are distinct from their own.115 


Their role of the ballot argument overextends the political by claiming that this debate space represents something more than a competition for a win. Arguing that the ballot carries discursive significance is the same logic as the discourse theory of citizenship which claims every action is political
Rufo and Atchison, 2011
(Ken Rufo, Ph.D. in Rhetoric from the University of Georgia, Jarrod Atchison, Ph.D. in Rhetoric from the University of Georgia, Review of Communication,  Vol. 11, No. 3, July 2011, pp. 193215)
Laclau (1996) has written about the inherent emptiness at the heart of the hegemonic formulation, and here we would suggest that the political as a conceptual edifice enjoys the same fundamental insolvency. For Laclau, these empty signifiers exist ‘‘because any system of signification is structured around an empty place resulting from the impossibility of producing an object, which, nonetheless, is required by the systematicity of the system’’ (p. 40). An empty signifier structures the relations between agents that comprise the larger system via their relation to each other, but does so while supplying none of the substance that structures those relations. As such, the political has ceased to be a regional category ... the political is, in some sense, the anatomy of the social world, because it is the moment of the institution of the social ... which involves, as we know, the production of empty signifiers in order to unify a multiplicity of heterogeneous demands in equivalential chains. (Laclau, 2005, p. 154)  Understood this way, it would be a mistake to think that the political is constituted by an aggregate of individual components: policy makers, citizens, civic institutions, and so on. Instead, the political provides a constitutive conceptual umbrella that then makes possible the thinking of the citizen as that entity, that idiot, that is always already both a member of the body politic and its inadequate and life-threatening missing piece. To summarize, the best way to reconcile the various disciplinary deployments of the citizen thus far culled from the pages of our communication journals is to understand the citizen as epiphenomenal. This is to say that the citizen operates/appears discursively as an after effect of our thinking of the political, or put differently, that the political body produces the individual citizen as a function of its own incompleteness, rather than being the as-yet-incomplete project of a multitude of quasi-functioning citizens. This explanation provides a way of understanding citizens and citizenship commensurate with the use of these terms in our own discipline’s research efforts; the question of whether or not this reflects some objective determination about the contours of politics can be left for others to decide. 

They continue…..

Asen’s argument proceeds from an acknowledgment of the participation gap we noted previously, and the attendant concerns that American democracy is under threat from an absence of citizen participation. Too often, Asen avers, these discourses key on accounts of what qualifies as citizenship and then proceed to inquire whether these qualities or practices are present in sufficient numbers to indicate a healthy political order. For Asen (2004), this approach dooms itself to failure and obsolescence: ‘‘Rather than asking what counts as citizenship, we should ask: how do people enact citizenship?’’ (p. 191). By focusing on how people enact citizenship, Asen suggests, we can develop a process-oriented, discourse theory of citizenship that sees citizenship as a series or mode of public engagement(s), rather than the specific and rarefied domain of a few privileged acts. Citizens can thus enact their citizenship through practices as diverse as voting, which Asen dubs the ‘‘quintessential act of citizenship’’ (p. 205), blogging, conversing with neighbors, buying a particular cup of coffee, and so on. And the ‘‘so on’’ goes on and on and on;  as Asen puts it, a ‘‘mode cannot be contained easily. As a mode citizenship cannot be restricted to certain people, places or topics’’ (p. 195). Hence, the major motivation behind Asen’s work: to think and affirm political subjectivity in a way that minimizes or even precludes the exclusion of citizens from the possibility of public engagement (pp. 192194). He writes that ‘‘a discursive conception of citizenship may offer one case ... of an affirmative articulation of public subjectivity’’ (p. 192). This begs certain questions about the nature of subjectivity, intention, and agency, of course*questions Asen believes are answered or addressed, in part, by the idea of process and modality. In addition, Asen also makes plain his interest in theorizing ‘‘subjectivity through citizenship, ’’ a claim that effectively circumscribes some of the larger debates about subjectivity by placing them within the context of the process of public engagement in a ‘‘democratic’’ articulation of the political.  And we should make clear that, for Asen, the larger horizon against which citizenship is to be understood is that of public engagement and democracy. 6 Asen (2004) writes of situating democracy via the discourse theory of citizenship; he writes of democratic renewal and of democracy’s spirit manifesting ‘‘in its most quotidian  enactments’’ (p. 196). Drawing on Dewey’s notion that ‘‘democracy’s the idea of community life itself, ’’ Asen explains that a democracy means that individuals participate, groups work together to liberate ‘‘individual potential, ’’ and that ‘‘human interaction’’ in its broadest sense ‘‘secures democracy’’ (2004, p. 197; 2002, p. 345). The discourse theory of citizenship is at the same time a theorizing (or presupposition) about the nature of the political itself, at least in as much as the political is understood as being broadly democratic, and as an invocation or extrapolation of publicness from what might otherwise be private circumstances (e.g., choosing a consumer good or debating with neighbors over dinner). 





Solvency
Renewable volatility makes the grid unsustainable- responses are failing
Campbell ’11 [Chris, former Chief Strategy Officer for BPL Global, where he was responsible for developing and implementing the corporate strategy for rollout of BPLG’s integrated smart grid platform for distributed energy resources, former CEO of Connected Energy Corp, “Renewable Integration: Solving the Volatility of a Smart Grid,” June 27, http://www.renewableenergyworld.com/rea/news/article/2011/06/renewable-integration-solving-the-volatility-of-a-smart-grid]

In addition to frequency regulation and spinning reserve, advanced energy storage technology, including lithium ion battery systems, helps facilitate the increased penetration of renewable energy sources to the grid. Energy storage addresses the inherent variability of wind and solar, which is one of the key remaining hurdles to renewable adoption within the current power infrastructure. With the increased penetration of renewable generation, the grid is experiencing a shift from predictable dispatchable generation to variable non-dispatchable generation. This adds a new level of uncertainty and volatility to the grid that causes an array of problems as the relative proportion of variable generation vs. traditional dispatchable generation increases. Since generation from renewable sources is unpredictable, it becomes difficult to schedule and manage traditional generation assets to compensate. Renewable sources also tend to be geographically concentrated and isolated, causing problems related to transmission constraints. Furthermore, the continuous change in generation results in imbalances and volatility, increasing the area control error (ACE), which measures the generation and demand imbalance usually on a second-by-second basis. Grid and renewable operators are struggling to respond to these changes. Options such as adding additional gas turbines to compensate for the variability of renewables are being discussed, but these are imperfect solutions given that they essentially counteract the benefits and purpose of deploying renewable sources. Wind farm operators can curtail their output to reduce the impact, but doing so forgoes generation and reduces the value of wind output. 


Advantage





Life comes first ----- the catastrophic is a distinct concept

Fried ’94 (Charles Fried “Rights and Wrongs as Absolute.”  Absolutism and Its Consequentialist Critics. , p. 76. Ed. Haber 1994)

Even within such boundaries we can imagine extreme cases where killing an innocent person may save a whole nation. In such cases it seems fanatical to maintain the absoluteness of the judgment, to do right even if the heavens will in fact fall. And so the catastrophic may cause the absoluteness of right and wrong to yield, but even then it would be a non sequitur to argue (as consequentialists are fond of doing) that this proves that judgments of right and wrong are always a matter of degree, depending on the relative goods to be attained and harms to be avoided. I believe, on the contrary, that the concept of the catastrophic is a distinct concept just because it identifies the extreme situations in which the usual categories of judgment (including the category of right and wrong) no longer apply. At the other end of the spectrum, there is the concept of the trivial, the de minimis where the absolute categories do not yet apply. And the trivial also does not prove that right and wrong are really only a matter of degree. It is because of these complexities and because the term absolute is really only suggestive of a more complex structure, that I also refer to the norms of right and wrong not as absolute but as categorical.

Not defending consequences replicates totalitarian disregard for life – sacrificing responsibility for morality turns case
Isaac 2 (Jeffrey C., Prof of Polisci and Director of the Center for the Study of Democracy and Public Life @ Indiana U, “Hannah Arendt on human rights and the limits of exposure, or why Noam Chomsky is wrong about the meaning of Kosovo,” AD: 12/20/09) jl
What does Arendt mean here? She does not attribute primary responsibility, either causal or moral, for the rise of totalitarianism to these intellectuals, who were basically without power. But she does imply that they were guilty of a serious intellectual and indeed ethical failure, connected to the fact that while brilliant they were also cynical. Disgusted with bourgeois hypocrisy and its double standards, they abandoned standards altogether. Revolted by the impoverishment of social relationships, they abandoned all sense of genuine solidarity with fellow citizens or human beings. It was not simply that they lacked any clear sense of the actual consequences of their rage against liberalism. They also failed to offer, or to stand by, any moral values. They were enemies of hypocrisy rather than partisans of liberty. They lacked any "sense of reality"--any sense of their responsibility for the common world inhabited by men and women, and any sense of the role of their own ideas as potential sources of human good or evil.  The theme of the conjunction of intellect and evil recurs again in the concluding sections of Origins, this time in connection not with the irresponsibility of intellectuals as such, but with the relentless logic of totalitarian ideologies. There is, she argues, not simply a dogmatism but a cruelty inherent in the totalistic explanations furnished by such ideologies. Such cruelty derives from the complete independence of totalitarian ideologies from "all experience." Totalitarian thinking reduces all that is unique, novel, or contingent to the simple terms of its own purported truth. All experience becomes reducible to the terms of that truth, and is forced, not simply politically but also intellectually, to conform to these terms. This accounts for what Arendt considers the most terrifying feature of totalitarian thought, its "stringent logicality." Ideological thinking, she argues, "orders facts into an absolutely logical procedure which starts from an axiomatically accepted premise, deducing everything else from it; that is, it proceeds with a consistency that exists nowhere in the realm of reality" (Arendt, 1973: 471).  The ideologue, Arendt maintains, demands a consistency that is inconsistent with "the realm of reality." She does not deny that logic is a method of ordering concepts, or that consistency may be an intellectual virtue. But she maintains that such consistency is not and cannot be a defining quality of the world. The world is too complex, too pluralistic, to admit such consistency. It consists of the disparate experiences, beliefs, and convictions of diverse individuals and groups. And it consists of complex situations that admit of difficult and often tragic choices. The demand for consistency in such a world is too monistic. It is an intellectual conceit--and a conceit specific to intellectuals--to imagine that inconsistency or contradiction is the world's most profound problem, and that the resolution of such inconsistency by logical methods is the most important intellectual-cum-political task. For the elimination of inconsistency may well threaten the elimination of situational ambiguities and differences of opinion that are endemic to the human condition. And, more to the point, the world's most profound problem is not inconsistency or ambiguity or even hypocrisy. It is the infliction of harm and suffering on humans by other humans, and the consequent denial of elemental human dignity to the vulnerable and dispossessed. It is, in short, the denial of freedom to human beings. The "stringent logicality" of ideological thinking not only fails to make this suffering a primary concern; it actually exacerbates this suffering, through its own cruel lack of political responsibility, and through its tendency to gravitate toward cruel and unsavory causes that seem noble because of their relentless ideological consistency (see Shklar, 1984).  I want to be clear about this. Arendt is talking about totalitarian ideologies, principally Nazism and Stalinism. She is not arguing that all of those who turn "logicality" into a supreme virtue are quasi totalitarians. But in criticizing totalitarian modes of thinking, she also makes a more general point: that "strict logicality," whatever its intellectual merits, can be hostile to other and more important human values. Intellectuals, she believes, are peculiarly liable to ignore this, for they often inhabit an imaginary world of pure ideality, in which ideas, especially their own ideas, predominate. This is the peculiar unworldliness of the intellectual. It is the source of much brilliance. But if intellectuals want to be social critics then they must become worldly, They must appreciate the irreducible complexity and plurality of the world (see Arendt, 1971: 50-54).

You’re responsible for the plan’s consequences – moral rules should be suspended in catastrophic situations
Shafer-Landau 97 (Russ, Prof of Philosophy at the U of Wisconsin, July, Ethics, Vol 104, No. 4, AD: 11/16/09) jl
Even Nozick, a staunch absolutist, allows that cases of "catastrophic moral horror" may require suspension of absolute side constraints.(18) Attention to the dire consequences that may be brought about by allegiance to absolute rules needn't move us to the consequentialist camp--it didn't incline Ross or Nozick in that direction, for instance. But it does create a presumptive case against absolutism. Absolutist responses to the argument standardly take one of two forms. The first is to reject premise (1) and deny that absolutism generates tragic consequences, by arguing that a set of suitably narrowed absolutist rules will not require behavior that results in "catastrophic moral horror." The second response is to reject premise (2) and defend the moral necessity of obedience even if tragic consequences ensue. Rejecting Premise (1) Consider the first strategy. This is tantamount to a specificationist program that begins by admitting that the standard candidates--don't kill, lie, cheat, commit adultery--cannot plausibly be construed as absolute rules. Just as we had to narrow their scope if we were to show them universally relevant, so too we need to narrow the scope of such properties to show them universally determinative. The question, though, is how far, and in what way, this added concreteness is to be pursued. The double dangers that the absolutist must avoid at this juncture are those of drawing the grounding properties too broadly, or too narrowly. Rules drawn too narrowly will incorporate concrete details of cases in the description of the grounding properties, yielding a theory that is particularist in all but name. The opposite problem is realized when we allow the grounding properties to be drawn broadly enough as to be repeatably instantiated, but at the cost of allowing the emerging rules to conflict. Some middle ground must be secured. How could we frame an absolute rule that enjoined just the actions we want, while offering an escape clause for tragic cases? There seems to be no way to do this other than by appending a proviso to the rule, to the effect that it binds except where such obedience will lead to catastrophic consequences, very serious harm, horrific results. Because of the great variety of ways in which such results can occur, there doesn't seem to be any more precise way to specify the exceptive clause without reducing it to an indefinitely long string of too-finely described scenarios. Is this problematic? Consider an analogous case. Someone wants to lose weight and wants to know how long to maintain a new diet. A dietician offers the following advice: "Cut twenty percent of your caloric intake; this will make you thinner, but also weaker. If you reach a point where you've gotten too thin and weak, increase your calories." The dietician's advice is flawed because it doesn't give, by itself, enough information to the person trying to follow it. It's too general. The qualified moral rule is similarly uninformative. If abiding by the rule will occasion harmful results, one wants to know how harmful they have to be to qualify as too harmful. The rule doesn't really say--`catastrophic' is just a synonym for `too harmful'. Such a rule is crucially underspecific, and this undermines efforts to apply it as a major premise in deductive moral argument. This lack of specificity results from an absence of necessary and sufficient conditions that could determine the extension of the concept "catastrophic consequences."(19) Efforts to remove this underspecificity by providing a set of definitional criteria typically serve only to falsify the resulting ethical assessments; imagine the futility of trying to precisely set out in advance what is to count as catastrophic consequences. Rendering the notion of "catastrophic" more precise seems bound to yield a rule that omits warranted exceptions. Or it may cover all such exceptions, but at the cost of making the exceptive clause so fine-grained that it will be nothing less than an indefinitely long disjunction of descriptions of actual cases that represent exceptions to the general rule. Neither option should leave us very sanguine about the prospects of specifying absolute rules so as to ensure that such rules can be obeyed without occasioning catastrophic consequences. Rejecting Premise (2) The alternative for the absolutist is to stand fast and allow that morality requires adherence to rules that will sometimes yield catastrophic horrors. There is no inconsistency in taking such a stand. But the ethic that requires conduct that is tantamount to failure to prevent catastrophe is surely suspect. Preventing catastrophe is presumptively obligatory. The obligation might be defeasible, but absolutists have yet to tell the convincing story that would override the presumption. Imagine that you are a sharpshooter in a position to kill a terrorist who is credibly threatening to detonate a bomb that will kill thousands. If you merely wound him, he will be able to trigger the firing mechanism. You must kill him to save the innocents. Suppose that in obedience to an absolutist ethic you refrain from shooting. The terrorist detonates the bomb. Thousands die. Something must be said about the agent whose obedience to absolute rules occasions catastrophe. It is possible that an absolutist ethic will blame you for doing your duty. Possible, but unlikely. Absolutists who allow that obedience to their favored rules may occasion catastrophe typically seek ways to exculpate those whose obedience yields tragic results. The standard strategy is to endorse some version of the doctrine of double effect, or the doctrine of doing and allowing. The former says  that harms brought about by indirect intention may be permissible even though similar harms brought about by direct intention are forbidden. The latter says that bringing about harm through omission or inaction may be permissible even though similar harms brought about by positive action are forbidden. The motivating spirit behind both doctrines is to legitimate certain kinds of harmful conduct, to exculpate certain harm doers, and to forestall the possibility that absolute rules might conflict. The truth of either doctrine would ensure that agents always have a permissible option to pursue--namely, obedience to an absolute moral rule.(20) Quite apart from the fact that these doctrines have yet to be adequately defended,(21) their adequate defense would still leave us short of a justification of the absolute rules that are to complement them. Neither of these doctrines is itself a defense of absolutism; rather, they are really "helping doctrines," whose truth would undermine the inevitability of conflict among absolute rules. We may always have a permissible option in cases where we must choose between killing and letting die, intending death or merely foreseeing it, but this by itself is no argument for thinking that the prohibition on intentionally killing innocents is absolute.



Alt fails –
		a.	Individual rejection fails – political reform is key.
Giroux, Prof of Comm @ McMaster, 2004 p. 153 (Henry, The Terror of Neoliberalism)

Refusing to separate learning from social change, he constantly insisted that we fail theory when we do not firmly grasp what we mean by the political, and that theorizing a politics of and for the twenty-first century is one of the most challenging issues facing the academy. He urged us to enter into a dialogue with ourselves, our colleagues, and our students about politics and the knowledge we seek to produce together, and to connect such knowledge to broader public spheres and issues. He argued that the role of engaged intellectuals is not to consolidate authority but to understand, interpret, and question it.’8 According to Said, social criticism has to be coupled with a vibrant self-criticism, the rejection “of the seductive persuasions of certainty,”9 and the willingness to take up critical positions without becoming dogmatic or intractable. What is particularly important about Said’s work is his recognition that intellectuals have a special responsibility to promote a state of wakefulness by moving beyond the language of pointless denunciations. Accordingly, he refused to view the oppressed as doomed actors or power as simply a crushing form of oppression. For Said, individuals and collectivities had to be regarded as potential agents and not simply as victims or ineffectual dreamers. It is this legacy of critique and possibility, of resistance and agency, that infuses his work with concrete hope and offers a wealth of resources to people in and outside the academy who struggle on multiple fronts against the rising forces of authoritarianism both home and abroad.

b.	Only international factors can affect neoliberalism.
Henk Overbeek, associate  professor  in  international  relations  at  the  Free University,  Amsterdam, “Neoliberalism  and  the Regulation  of  Global  Labor  Mobility,” May 2002, The Annals of the American Academy of Political and Social Sciences, JSTOR

These  neoliberal forms of mobility controls will not disappear with political changes in countries at the receiving end. Because of their inclusion into regional frameworks of integration, these mechanisms become locked in, and it would be extremely costly, both economically and politically, not to respect them (Gill 1998). Accordingly, states become more accountable to external than to internal forces. States are made responsible for maintaining the direction or the orientation taken by the regional system and to upholding the principles or social purpose of the agreements signed. Both the Budapest Process and the Puebla Process have developed mechanisms to strengthen these tendencies and to monitor the compliance of the participating states. Particular emphasis is placed in both contexts on the selective criminalization of migration.


Case of Macon, Georgia Landfill proves that exclusively local focus stops success – can’t mobilize political change

Caren and Tucker 9 (Mediating success and failure: The outcomes of local environmental justice struggles Neal Caren neal.caren@unc.edu University of North Carolina, Chapel Hill Tuneka Tucker tktucker@email.unc.edu University of North Carolina, Chapel Hill, http://www.unc.edu/~ncaren/workingpapers/files/WP_Environmental_Justicer.pdf) 

In 1986, Mullins Tree Service proposed placing a landfill in African American neighborhood of Macon, Georgia. Initially, the neighborhood association had some success, when it rallied 150 residents to a hearing arguing that that the proposed landfill was inappropriate for a largely residential area and would unduly burden the residents based on their race, as the Macon-Bibb County Planning and Zoning Commission voted against the facility. The following month, however, Mullins returned with a revised application, which the commission approved. The residents responded by suing the County, arguing that the African American sections of Macon county had a long history of being targets for the siting of locally undesirably land uses, and this was just the most recent incident. A series of judges rejected their claims over the next two years, however, as residents had introduced no evidence that this particular decision was based on race. The landfill opened in 1989. The neighborhood association never gained political support for its cause, either among local elected officials, national politicians, or any environmental or environmental justice organization. The struggle was fought, and lost, locally. 



No impact – market rationality precludes the genocidal mentality that Santos analyzes.
Ratner – 84 (Leonard, prof., of law at USC, Hofstra Law Journal, Spring, p. 753-54)

Some nonutilitarians derive the possibility of a monstrous utilitarian result from the premise that the social benefit of monstrous conduct could conceivably exceed the social harm. In such a case, they insista utilitarians must either approve the monstrous conduct or cease to be utilitarians.  The premise, however, is fallacious.  First, if such a case is conceiveable, nonutilitarians have the burden of conceiving it, and the conception must be viable, .i.e., consistent with reality and in sufficient detal to permit a utilitarian cost benefit analysis.  The fulfillment consequences of fanciful or conclusory assumptions cannot be ascertained.  Second, the required utilitarian evalution resolves the pseudo dilemma. Conduct that reduces long-run per capital fulfillment is indisputably objectionable, whether or not labeled “monstrous.”  Conduct that is necessary to such fulfillment, i.e., to facilitate long-run human survival, is not socially perceived as monstrous.



Neoliberalism not oppressive or exploitive – empirically proven
Bhagvati ‘4 (University Professor at Columbia University and Senior Fellow in International Economics at the Council on Foreign Relations [JagdishBhagwati, “In Defense of Globalization”. 2004. Overview, http://www.cfr.org/publication/6769/in_defense_of_globalization.html]

JagdishBhagwati takes conventional wisdom—that globalization is the cause of several social ills—and turns it on its head. Properly regulated, globalization, he says, is the most powerful force for social good in the world. Drawing on his unparalleled knowledge of international economics, Bhagwati dismantles the antiglobalization case. He persuasively argues that globalization often leads to greater general prosperity in an underdeveloped nation: it can reduce child labor, increase literacy, and enhance the economic and social standing of women.And to counter charges that globalization leads to cultural hegemony, to a bland “McWorld,” Bhagwati points to several examples, from literature to movies, in which globalization has led to a spicy hybrid of cultures. Often controversial and always compelling, Bhagwati cuts through the noise on this most contentious issue, showing that globalization is part of the solution, not part of the problem. Anyone who wants to understand what’s at stake in the globalization wars will want to read In Defense of Globalization. The first edition of In Defense of Globalization addressed the critiques that concerned the social implications of economic globalization.Thus, it addressed questions such as the impact on women’s rights and equality, child labor, poverty in the poor countries, democracy, mainstream and indigenous culture, and the environment. Professor Bhagwati concluded that globalization was, on balance, a force for advancing these agendas as well.Thus, whereas the critics assumed thatglobalizationlacked a human face, itactually had a human face. He also examined in depth the ways in which policy and institutional design could further advance these social agendas, adding more glow to the human face.
Neolib is key to heg
Cafruny 8 (Alan, Henry Platt Bristol Professor of International Affairs, PhD, “The Imperial Turn and the Future of Us Hegemony: Terminal Decline or Retrenchment?” March 25th, 2008, http://www.allacademic.com//meta/p_mla_apa_research_citation/2/5/2/1/0/pages252105/p252105-3.php)

The role played by U.S. structural financial power in the construction of Europe’s neoliberal project has been analyzed by many scholars (Helleiner, 1994; Gowan, 1999; Seabrooke, 2001; Baker, 2003); Panitch and Gindin, 2005; Cafruny and Ryner, 2007a; Ryner, 2007). However, the relationship between neoliberalism and geopolitics has received less attention. In the first part of this chapter I discuss the role of U.S. military power as it has served, in tandem with U.S. structural financial power, to consolidate the turn to neoliberalism in Europe. Beginning in the mid-1990s the United States transformed NATO from a containment-oriented and defensive alliance to an instrument designed to promote the forward expansion of American power across the European continent and into central Asia. This reinforced Europe’s geopolitical dependence on the United States and buttressed neoliberal social forces across the continent. In the second part of the chapter I consider the long-range possibilities for the United States and Europe in view of growing challenges to U.S. power in both its geoeconomic and geopolitical dimensions. The uncertain status of the dollar is the natural accompaniment to relative industrial decline and the transnationalization of production even as U.S. hegemony has been prolonged through financial deregulation and a resultant series of bubbles. In this context the Bush administration’s policy of geopolitical advance and militarization, designed in part to maintain its hold over global energy resources, is a compensatory strategy (Harvey, 2003) that has, however, encountered substantial costs and risks. Notwithstanding the deepening crisis of the U.S. imperium, the possibilities for a European challenge are sharply circumscribed by its subordinate participation within a U.S.-led neoliberal transnational financial order and its related inability to develop an autonomous regional security structure. U.S. power in both its structural financial and military dimensions has been central to the construction and consolidation of a European neoliberalism. It has not, however, led to transnational class formation or the suppression of inter-imperialist rivalry either at the Atlantic level or within the European Union. Neoliberal ideology cements national capitalist classes together in an organic alliance under a declining but still minimally hegemonic U.S. superpower. From within the framework of this intersubjective agreement the United States continues to provide collective goods in the form of liquidity, trade openness, and military security, albeit very much on its own terms as it externalizes its own problems and social contradictions into the international system. In the eurozone mercantilist rivalry has been displaced from the sphere of national monetary policy to “structural labor reform” and, intermittently, fiscal policy. AFTER THE COLD WAR: INTERREGNUM AND RESTORATION OF U.S. COERCIVE SUPREMACY IN EUROPE 3

Heg decline causes nuclear great power conflict - empirical studies prove 
Khalilzad 11 (Zalmay, Former US Ambassador to Afghanistan, Iraq, and the UN and Former Director of Policy Planning @ the DOD, “The Economy and National Security,” February 8th, http://www.nationalreview.com/articles/259024/economy-and-national-security-zalmay-khalilzad?page=3)

The stakes are high. In modern history, the longest period of peace among the great powers has been the era of U.S. leadership. By contrast, multi-polar systems have been unstable, with their competitive dynamics resulting in frequent crises and major wars among the great powers. Failures of multi-polar international systems produced both world wars.  American retrenchment could have devastating consequences. Without an American security blanket, regional powers could rearm in an attempt to balance against emerging threats. Under this scenario, there would be a heightened possibility of arms races, miscalculation, or other crises spiraling into all-out conflict. Alternatively, in seeking to accommodate the stronger powers, weaker powers may shift their geopolitical posture away from the United States. Either way, hostile states would be emboldened to make aggressive moves in their regions. 




Neoliberalism solves environmental collapse.
Christmann and Taylor ‘1 American businessman and the head of a privately held multinationalcompany, Professor Christmann specializes in research of the globaleconomy (Petra and Glen, Globalization and the environment:Determinants of firm self-regulation in China. Journal ofInternational business studies, 32(3), 439-458, ABI/INFORM)http://papers.ssrn.com/sol3/papers.cfm?abstract_id=277452]

In contrast, globalization proponents contend that lower barriers to trade and foreign investment encourage firms to transfer environmental technologies and managemement systems from countries with stricter environmental standards to developing countries, which lack access to environmental technologies and capabilities (Drezner, 2000).  Governmental failure to protect the environment, it is suggested in this line of argument, might also be ameliorated through self-regulation of environmental performance by firms in developing countries.Self-regulation refers to a firm’s adoption of environmental performance standards or environmental management systems (EMS) beyond the requirements of governmental regulations.  Globalization can increase self-regulation pressures in several ways.  First, globalization increases MNEs’ investment in developing countries where their subsidiaries can be expected to self-regulate their environmental performance more than domestic firms do.  MNEs can transfer the more advanced environmental technologies and management systems developed in response to more stringent regulations in developed countries to their subsidiaries.  MNEs also face pressures from interest groups to improve their worldwide environmental performance.  Second, globalization might contribute to environmental performance as a supplier-selection criterion, which also pressures domestic firms in developing countries to self-regulate environmental performance…Globalization does not necessarily have negative effects on the environment in developing countriesto the extend suggested by the pollution-haven and industrial-flight hypotheses.  Our study suggests that globalization increases institutional and consumer pressures on firms to surpass local requirements, even when they may be tempted by lax regulations and enforcement in countries offering themselves as pollution havens (Hoffman, 1999; Rugman and Verbeke, 1998).

Environmental collapse causes extinction
Khoshoo ’97 (T. N. KHOSHOO, Secretary of the Department of Environment of India, ’97 (Conservation and Economic Evaluation of Biodiversity, ed. P Phushpangadon, K Ravi, V Santhogh, p. 414)

There are two major functions of biodiversity.  Firstly, the stability of the biosphere depends on it, which leads to stability of climate, water, soil, chemistry of air, and health of the biosphere.  Secondly, the species on which the human race depends for food, fodder, fuel, fibre, medicine, etc., by and large exist in Vavilovian Centres of Diversity and Origin (Vavilov, 1951) which are located mostly in the tropics and subtropics (Khoshoo, 1991).  These species constitute the basis of modern agriculture, horticulture, animal husbandry, fisheries, forestry, medicinals, fibre, many industrial products, etc.  Apart from these, there is the possibility of using many species in the future.  Thus conservation of biodiversity is not only critical to the health of the planet as a whole but also to the well being of all species including humankind.  Last but not least, there are also ethical and aesthetic aspects of biodiversity conservation.
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