
Overview
Space weapons outweigh—causes nuclear miscalculation because other states are unsure of how the U.S. will treat space, means it’s a question of how we interact, only peaceful space resolves those miscalculations

Space leadership is key to overall heg
Stone, 11. [Christopher, space policy analyst and strategist who lives near Washington DC., “ American leadership in space: leadership through capability,” Space Review -- March 14 -- http://www.thespacereview.com/article/1797/1]
When it comes to space exploration and development, including national security space and commercial, I would disagree somewhat with Mr. Friedman’s assertion that space is “often” overlooked in “foreign relations and geopolitical strategies”. My contention is that while space is indeed overlooked in national grand geopolitical strategies by many in national leadership, space is used as a tool for foreign policy and relations more often than not. In fact, I will say that the US space program has become less of an effort for the advancement of US space power and exploration, and is used more as a foreign policy tool to “shape” the strategic environment to what President Obama referred to in his National Security Strategy as “The World We Seek”. Using space to shape the strategic environment is not a bad thing in and of itself. What concerns me with this form of “shaping” is that we appear to have changed the definition of American leadership as a nation away from the traditional sense of the word. Some seem to want to base our future national foundations in space using the important international collaboration piece as the starting point. Traditional national leadership would start by advancing United States’ space power capabilities and strategies first, then proceed toward shaping the international environment through allied cooperation efforts. The United States’ goal should be leadership through spacefaring capabilities, in all sectors. Achieving and maintaining such leadership through capability will allow for increased space security and opportunities for all and for America to lead the international space community by both technological and political example. 

Turns proliferation—other countries will not trust the United States on proliferation policy if we’re perceived as belligerent on space policy, we’re also key to competitiveness, that’s the 1NC
Obama space policy protects deep-space exploration – Romney election guts NASA. 
Powers 12. [Scott, Orlando Sentinel data NASA and govt reporter, “Obama campaign to Romney on Space Coast: Where are you on space?” Orlando Sentinel -- August 10 -- http://blogs.orlandosentinel.com/news_politics/2012/08/obama-campaign-to-romney-on-space-coast-where-are-you-on-space.html]
The Obama officials touted the president’s space agenda, which has led to several recent milestones: SpaceX’s successful mission to send a capsule to the International Space Station in May; the announcement of a heavy-lift rocket that will be available before the end of the decade; developments toward a private U.S. astronaut space taxi service by 2015; extension of the International Space Station’s mission; and this week’s landing of the Curiosity Mars Rover on Mars.¶ Earlier this week, after Obama campaign spokesman Eric Jotkoff stated, “it becomes increasingly clear that Mitt Romney has no clear vision for NASA,” Political Pulse asked the Romney campaign for clearer definition of his space program.¶ The Romney campaign offered a possible interview with a high Romney official — which The Pulse did not pursue — but in lieu of that, Jeff Bechdel, Florida communications director for Romney for President, offered the following:¶ “Governor Romney recognizes the exciting opportunity that the commercial space industry offers for technological innovation and commerce. But while President Obama is allowing our national capabilities to erode, Governor Romney will provide the clear, decisive, and steadfast leadership the space program requires. As President, Romney will bring together leading officials, researchers, and entrepreneurs to establish clear goals and missions for NASA that fulfill its objectives of spurring innovation, pursuing exploration, and symbolizing American exceptionalism.”¶ Speaking to The Pulse after the EDC meeting, which was not open to the public or press, Kohlenberger said the president’s vision is to turn over most of lower-Earth orbit activities to the private sector so NASA can work on deep-space exploration, what he calls “the hard things.” One objective he pledged is to get as much of the private sector work done at or around Kennedy Space Center as possible, to try to generate jobs to replace the thousands lost when the space shuttle program retired last year.¶ He noted several announcements this year of private space programs Boeing, SpaceX and Sierra Nevada committing to do so, though their job prospects generally have numbered in the dozens or hundreds so far, not thousands. Still, Kohlenberger said the transition is under way toward more industry, and said it’s more than what could be expected in the reduced NASA budgets he said Romney is expected to propose.¶ “We’re seeing some great progress on both the commercial side and the hard things,” Kohlenberger said. “What’s really exciting is that the Space Coast isn’t just a launching pad for our new NASA space flights. It’s also a launching pad for new jobs, new industry and diversity of industry on the Space Coast to help build an economy that will last.¶ “As we go forward, space workers trying hard to put food on the table, they deserve an answer on what Mitt Romney will do to put forth a space program,” he challenged.

Extinction of Earth is inevitable – only Mars Colonization solves 
Schulze-Makuch and Davies 10 (Dirk Schulze-Makuch, Ph.D., School of Earth and Environmental Sciences, Washington State University and Paul Davies, Ph.D., Beyond Center, Arizona State University, “To Boldly Go: A One-Way Human Mission to Mars”, http://journalofcosmology.com/Mars108.html) 
There are several reasons that motivate the establishment of a permanent Mars colony. We are a vulnerable species living in a part of the galaxy where cosmic events such as major asteroid and comet impacts and supernova explosions pose a significant threat to life on Earth, especially to human life. There are also more immediate threats to our culture, if not our survival as a species. These include global pandemics, nuclear or biological warfare, runaway global warming, sudden ecological collapse and supervolcanoes (Rees 2004). Thus, the colonization of other worlds is a must if the human species is to survive for the long term. The first potential colonization targets would be asteroids, the Moon and Mars. The Moon is the closest object and does provide some shelter (e.g., lava tube caves), but in all other respects falls short compared to the variety of resources available on Mars. The latter is true for asteroids as well. Mars is by far the most promising for sustained colonization and development, because it is similar in many respects to Earth and, crucially, possesses a moderate surface gravity, an atmosphere, abundant water and carbon dioxide, together with a range of essential minerals. Mars is our second closest planetary neighbor (after Venus) and a trip to Mars at the most favorable launch option takes about six months with current chemical rocket technology.

Solves inevitable, guaranteed human extinction
Objective Observer 3. (“The Case for Colonizing Mars”, July, http://www.theobjectiveobserver.com/articles/space01.shtml)
Homo sapiens, human beings, have to be one of the least intelligent species on the planet. I realize that this statement flies in the face of most scientific evidence given the large brain capacity of homo sapiens, the use of tools by homo sapiens and the fact that homo sapiens can engage in abstract thought. However, all of these traits make it that much more unlikely and fantastic that homo sapiens as a species continue to largely ignore the colonization of Mars. One simple fact screams out for human beings to colonize Mars with all due haste. That fact makes it crystal clear that the Earth has a deplorable track record when it comes to its ability to support life. Consider that 99.9% of all species that have ever existed on planet Earth are extinct.



 Now, when you look at that fact, please also consider that this does not mean that .1% of species have survived since the dawn of time. The .1% figure simply represents species that have yet to go extinct. In other words, we happen to have some species alive and thriving on the Earth today. Those species by and large evolved relatively recently. Thus, the .1% figure is not really a survival rate but rather a percentage of all species that have ever existed on the Earth that currently happen to be alive. Another way of viewing this is in terms of survival rate as a function of time instead of as a function of species. If we were to look at all species that have existed during the last 10 years, the survival rate would be close to or at 100%. In other words, of all the species that have existed on planet Earth for the last 10 years, no extinctions have occurred. If we were to look at species that have existed for the last 1,000 years that 100% figure would drop slightly due to extinctions such as the dodo and the passenger pigeon. Looking at the survival rate species that have existed for the last 10,000 years, that 100% figure would be even less and as we go further and further back in time, the survival rate would approach or become zero. Therefore, we can state as a certainty that the longer a species exists on the Earth, the more likely it becomes that that species will become extinct and this continues until that species’ extinction is a certainty. What causes these extinctions? Irrelevant. I am not here to debate the cause of animal extinctions. There are many theories regarding why extinctions occur. The most popular today being that asteroids and/or comets randomly strike the Earth every millennia or so and serve as a first strike that initiates extinction. Asteroids and comets are currently blamed for many of Earth’s mass extinctions throughout its history. However, regardless of whether extinctions occur by asteroid, by comet or by some other as yet unknown device, the fact that 99.9% of species that have ever existed on the Earth are extinct remains the same. Consider also that human beings are on the top of the food chain, quite similar to dinosaurs in their day. Why is this relevant? Well, for one simple fact. Land extinctions tend to kill off the large, dominate animals at the top of the food chain while some of the smaller animals near the bottom of the food chain survive. Oddly enough, mass extinctions seem to happen in reverse in the ocean, the smaller animals at the bottom of food chain become extinct and the ones at the top of food chain tend to survive. This may actually explain why intelligence evolved first on land instead of in the oceans, but that is the subject of a different essay. Of course, one might argue that there has never been a species of animal on the Earth that was so intelligent, so diverse and so well adapted to its environment as are homo sapiens. Thus, the argument is that if there is going to be a species that survives a mass extinction, homo sapiens have the best chance. However, this argument is rather full of logical errors in reasoning. First, in terms of diversity and adaptation, homo sapiens rather pale in comparison to other successful organisms such as all of the species of dinosaurs. Second, there is absolutely no evidence that intelligence has anything to do with surviving a mass extinction. Thus, we have a few simple scientific facts that human beings have been quite aware of for several decades that make it perfectly clear to any reasonable mind that human beings WILL become extinct if they remain solely on planet Earth. And yet, human beings by and large are doing very little to colonize Mars. And by very little, I do not mean to denigrate those individuals that have written on this subject or those at NASA and other agencies around the world that are working right now on all of the problems associated with colonizing Mars. However, what I am proposing is to make the colonization of Mars a priority of the United States and world governments second only to national defense. This last argument is sure to spark protests and outrage from many different sectors I am sure. I can hear the arguments now. “We have enough problems to solve here on Earth first before we start trying to colonize other planets.” “Why not put resources into deflecting or destroying asteroids and comets instead of colonizing Mars?” “We do not have the technology to colonize Mars.” “Why not colonize the oceans?” Why not colonize the Moon?” “We have no evidence that colonizing Mars will avoid human extinction.” I will address each of the arguments in turn. “We have enough problems to solve here on Earth first before we start trying to colonize other planets.” This statement is very true, human society is fraught with all kinds of problems. However, all other problems pale in comparison to the extinction of the species. The reason is simple. If homo sapiens as a species becomes extinct, all other problems are irrelevant. “Why not put resources into deflecting or destroying asteroids and comets instead of colonizing Mars?” This one is quite simple. First, one should know that we probably only know of about 5% of the asteroids and/or comets that pose a severe threat to the Earth. If one of those asteroids within that 5% was going to hit the Earth, we would have some warning; maybe enough to come up with and successfully execute a plan to deflect it. However, for the other 95%, we would have little or no warning. Second, we do not know for a certainty that asteroids or comets cause mass extinctions. We have some pretty good evidence that points to this, but nothing certain. Mass extinctions might be caused by viruses or some as yet unknown device. The only certainty in preserving the human species is to expand beyond the bounds of planet Earth. “We do not have the technology to colonize Mars”. Yes we do. We are 100 or perhaps a 1,000 times more prepared today to tackle the problem of Mars colonization than we were to tackle the problem of landing on the moon. Our society is perhaps the best prepared it has ever been throughout its entire history to tackle such an exploration and colonization. Quite simply, we have the technology today to begin terraforming and permanently colonizing Mars. In addition, it has already been proven that when nations make certain well-defined goals and objectives top priority, the problem is solved with surprising rapidity. This can be seen with the development of the atomic bomb as well as the Apollo program to land on the moon. “Why not colonize the oceans?” This argument stems from the fact that ocean extinctions tend to occur in reverse of land extinctions. That is, the big, dominant animals at the top of the food chain tend to survive ocean mass extinctions. First, human beings are not native to the oceans and therefore, the normal “rules” would not apply. Second, big, dominant animals do go extinct in the oceans. Third, 99.9% of all species that have ever inhabited the earth, on land and on water have gone extinct. Expanding to an ocean environment does not change that fact. “Why not colonize the Moon?” Indeed, this seems reasonable. It gets our species off of planet Earth and the Moon is a lot closer than Mars. However, the Moon lacks the ability to support a self-sustaining human colony. A Moon colony would be much too dependent on Earth for its very existence. This does not mean that we should not pursue a permanent Moon colony. Indeed, a permanent Moon colony may be a crucial step in colonizing Mars. However, a Moon colony cannot serve as a replacement for Mars colonization. “We have no evidence that colonizing Mars will avoid human extinction.” This is absolutely true. However, we know for a fact that it is a certainty that if we remain solely on planet Earth we will go extinct. We also know that creating a self-sustaining colony on another planet is the best and perhaps only way to avoid extinction. And Mars is the most likely candidate within our solar system for colonization. 

AT: Voters Minds Made Up/No Switching 

Extend 1NC Liasson – national and swing state polls show Obama is winning but it’s close – prefer our evidence because it assumes turn out, is comparative between GOP and Democratic outlooks and answers all their warrants for the election being locked up – small shifts matter. 
Obama ahead but it’s not locked up – Romney attacks on Obama policy are what determines the election. 
Condon 10-1. [Stephanie, political reporter, "Obama holds slight lead ahead of debate" CBS News -- www.cbsnews.com/8301-250_162-57523520/obama-holds-slight-lead-ahead-of-debate/]
Five weeks before Election Day and two days before the first presidential debate, a set of new polls shows that President Obama has a slight two-point edge over Mitt Romney nationally.¶ While both campaigns have tried to lower expectations for their respective candidate's debate performance, it's clear that conservatives expect Romney to use the debate to alter the campaign trajectory. The polls, meanwhile, show that there are also high expectations for Mr. Obama to perform well in the first debate.¶ In a new Washington Post-ABC News poll, Mr. Obama leads Romney among likely voters nationally, 49 percent to 47 percent. The poll shows Mr. Obama with a more comfortable lead in swing states, where he leads among likely voters 52 percent to 41 percent.¶ The Post poll gives Mr. Obama the advantage on nearly every major issue in the campaign, including taxes, social issues, women's issues, terrorism and ability to handle an "unexpected major crisis." On the critical issue of who voters trust to do a better job handling the economy, Mr. Obama and Romney are split at 47 percent for both.¶ Another poll, conducted for Politico and George Washington University, also shows Mr. Obama leading Romney among likely voters nationally, 49 percent to 47 percent.¶ Both the Politico and the Post surveys show Romney with a four-point lead among independents -- an edge that Romney will aim to build on Wednesday during the first presidential debate in Denver.¶ ¶ The Washington Post poll shows that most voters, 56 percent, expect Mr. Obama to prevail Wednesday night. Those expectations may work in Romney's favor, who "doesn't have to hit a home run," former House Speaker Newt Gingrich said Sunday on CBS' "Face the Nation."¶ "But Romney has to be, at the end of the debate Wednesday night, a clear alternative who is considered as a potential President by a majority of the American people," Gingrich continued.¶ On ABC's "This Week," former Mississippi Gov. Haley Barbour similarly said Romney has to offer a clear choice for voters.¶ "He has to get them back focused on the reality of Obama's policies, the failures of those policies, and then offer them what he would do and why that would be better for their families, their communities, and our country," he said. "Pretty simple. It's not rocket science."¶ The Washington Post's Chris Cillizza writes that Romney will have to step out of his comfort zone and go on offense against the president.¶ "It's clear that Romney is behind Obama nationally and in key swing states -- not so far behind he can't come back, but behind nonetheless -- and therefore needs to be the instigator," he wrote. "That's not a role Romney has been comfortable with in past debates. His attempts to go after McCain during the 2008 Republican primary debates often flopped, and Romney seemed uncomfortable playing too much offense in the brief moment when Texas Gov. Rick Perry (R) looked liked the 2012 front-runner."

Obama winning in polling averages—but it’s close
(assumes Rasmussen)
Silver 10-7. [Nate, polling savant, "Oct. 7: National Polls Show Signs of Settling" New York Times -- fivethirtyeight.blogs.nytimes.com/2012/10/07/oct-7-national-polls-show-signs-of-settling/?gwh]
Mitt Romney remains in a considerably stronger polling position than he was before last Wednesday’s debate in Denver. But the polls released on Sunday did not tell quite as optimistic a story for him as those in the debate’s immediate aftermath.¶ The four national tracking polls as published on Sunday were largely unchanged from their Saturday releases. Mr. Romney maintained a 2-point lead in the Rasmussen Reports tracking poll, but President Obama’s lead held at 2 points in an online poll published by Ipsos and at 3 points in the Gallup tracking poll. In the RAND Corporation’s online tracking poll, which lists its results to the decimal place, Mr. Obama’s lead declined incrementally, to 3.9 percentage points from 4.4 on Saturday.¶ Only the Rasmussen Reports tracking poll consists of interviews that were conducted entirely after the debatez, but the share of post-debate interviews is now large enough in the other polls that we can start to come to some inferences about the overall magnitude of Mr. Romney’s bounce.¶ My effort to do that is reflected in the chart below. I’ve compared the most recent reading in each poll to the average result that the poll showed in the period between the Democratic convention and the Denver debate. I’ve also listed the approximate share of interviews in each poll that post-dated the debate.¶ On average, the four tracking polls showed Mr. Obama with a 3.7 percentage point lead between the convention and the debate. The numbers did seem to fluctuate slightly during this period — with Mr. Obama polling especially well just after the release of the “47 percent” tape, but then fading a bit early last week, even before the debate. But in general the polls were fairly stable and seemed to reflect a near-term equilibrium for the campaign.¶ Based on the numbers that the tracking polls published on Sunday, however, Mr. Obama’s lead was down to just 1.7 percentage points on average — a net shift of 2 points toward Mr. Romney since the debate.¶ But that calculation potentially underestimates Mr. Romney’s gains since only about two-thirds of the interviews in these polls were conducted after the debate. If Mr. Romney gained 2 points based on two-thirds of the interviews being conducted after the debate, that would imply a 3-point gain for him based on the post-debate interviews alone.¶ A 3-point gain for Mr. Romney would be consistent with what candidates received following some of the stronger debate performances in the past. It would also make the national race very close. The FiveThirtyEight “now-cast” had Mr. Obama ahead by an average of about 4.5 percentage points between the conventions and the debate. (This is higher than the average result from the national tracking polls alone, which have been a pinch less favorable to Mr. Obama on balance than the broader consensus of surveys.) A 3-point gain for Mr. Romney would imply that Mr. Obama’s advantage is now only 1 or 2 points, putting Mr. Romney well within striking distance depending on how well the rest of the campaign goes for him and how accurate the polls turn out to be.¶ However, the fact that Mr. Romney did not make further gains in the polls on Sunday can be read as mildly disappointing for him. The way tracking polls work is to replace the oldest day of interviews with fresh interviews conducted the previous day. In the Sunday release of the polls, this meant that interviews from Saturday were replacing a day of interviewing from before the debate. The fact that the Saturday interviews that entered the polls were roughly as strong for Mr. Obama as the predebate day of interviews that they displaced is an encouraging sign for Mr. Obama — at least as compared with most of the polling news that he has received since the debate.

There’s a voters decided/no vote switching warrant, I’ll answer that and the last arg they make here—
Now is the key time in the election. 
Miller 10-4. [S.A., National politics correspondent, "AMERICA DECIDES Bitter rivals on the road again Bam, Rom rush to swing states after debate" New York Post -- lexis]
It's time to take this show on the road. ¶ Coming off last night's first presidential debate in Denver, President Obama and Mitt Romney head right back to the campaign trail today, hitting the swing states of Virginia, Colorado and Wisconsin. ¶ This is the start of crunch time in the presidential race. ¶ With a little more than four weeks until Election Day, the candidates will be touring practically nonstop. They'll dart from one swing state to the next to rally supporters and win over prized undecided voters. ¶ At the same time, the campaigns will intensify their TV ad blitzes in battleground states, especially Florida, Ohio, Virginia, Iowa, Colorado and Nevada. 

Not responsive to our link arg- it’s not vote switching- that’s OUR argument- proves it’s a question of turnout
Turn out is comparatively most important factor – empirics and polls. 
Daily Kos 12. [“New Pew poll says 2012 is a base turnout election” June 22 -- http://www.dailykos.com/story/2012/06/22/1102172/-New-Pew-poll-says-2012-is-a-base-turnout-election]
From this week's Pew poll:¶ Levels of engagement and enthusiasm in the political bases are particularly important factors in 2012 given how few voters are open to persuasion. Nearly eight-in-ten registered voters say they have made up their minds about who to vote for this year with “no chance” that they will change. Just 21% say they are undecided about their vote choice or that they may change their mind before Election Day.¶ The relatively small size of the “swing” vote is typical of elections that involve incumbent presidents; in June of 2004, 21% of voters were also swing voters. By comparison, in both 2000 and 2008, about a third of voters were identified as swing voters.¶ The swing vote comprises three groups: the 9% of voters who either just lean to Obama in their vote preference (3%) or support Obama but say there is a chance they might vote for Romney (6%), the 7% of voters who either just lean to Romney in their vote preference (3%) or support Romney but say there is a chance they might vote for Obama (5%), and the 5% of voters who have no preference between the two candidates at all.¶ Pew goes on to note what we know to be true: The vast majority of opinions about Barack Obama are well formed. There is little chance to change those views one way or the other for the vast majority of the electorate. On that front, they note good news for Obama and Romney.¶ As some of us have been saying for a long time (since 2010 kos has been correctly touting the Harry Reid reelection as the real bellwether), this is a base turnout election. There aren't that many folks who are truly on the fence. The key to victory is turnout of the Democratic base. Like Harry Reid did despite having a tidal wave of negative numbers against him.¶ It should be repeated that this election is looking like 2004 at this point: a somewhat weakened incumbent president driving through a sharply divided electorate for a close victory. Turnout of his base was the key to George W. Bush's close victory over John Kerry.

Turn out is the key to a Romney win. 
Klein 9-26. [Ezra, Bloomberg columnist, "Why undecided voters won't be deciding this election" Bloomberg -- www.bloomberg.com/news/2012-09-26/why-undecided-voters-won-t-be-deciding-this-election.html]
The misjudgment makes sense as an act of psychological projection. To people personally invested in politics, the homestretch of the campaign appears loaded with the kind of political information that could change voter opinions. There are debates, a flood of ads, inevitable gaffes, the crush of election news -- maybe even an October surprise or two.¶ But undecided voters are precisely those least likely to tune in to the debates, which helps explain why debates typically have little effect on elections. They’re the least likely to care about a gaffe -- or even to know when one has occurred. They’re more likely to throw out political mail and tune out political ads. If they live in a swing state, they’ve already been buffeted by -- and proved immune to -- months of commercials and phone messages.¶ Vavreck has been tracking a group of 44,000 voters since December 2011. When she started, 94 percent were already leaning toward a candidate. Of the 6 percent who were truly undecided, 33 percent now say they’re going with Mitt Romney and 37 percent with President Barack Obama. The ranks of the original undecided voters were partially replenished by voters who had expressed a preference in 2011 but have since grown uncertain. Of the new undecideds, slightly more were Romney supporters in 2011 than were Obama supporters, but the total numbers are small.¶ There’s little reason to believe that undecided voters in this campaign will break sharply toward one candidate. The votes of the undecideds seem to be roughly evenly split, and if any big news happens between now and the election, they’re likely to be the last to know about it, and the least interested in following up on it. If Obama is going to turn this into a rout, or if Romney is to salvage a win, it will probably require changing minds that are already made up, or increasing (or suppressing) turnout among base voters.¶ In other words, don’t expect the votes of the mythical undecideds to actually be decisive. It’s likely to be the decided who will, well, decide.

Voters just started paying attention and media spotlight is intensified
Garofoli 9-8. [Joe, journalist, "Critical time in presidential campaign" San Francisco Chronicle -- www.sfgate.com/politics/joegarofoli/article/Critical-time-in-presidential-campaign-3850847.php]
Americans will choose their next president in less than two months and the race is a statistical dead heat as it enters the season that matters most: The one where Americans who are not political geeks start paying attention.¶ The race will turn on how voters feel about the economy. Should President Obama be re-elected because it is headed in the right direction - 30 consecutive months of private sector job growth after precipitous losses during the George W. Bush presidency - or should GOP nominee Mitt Romney take the wheel because unemployment has been above 8 percent for more than three years, the longest stretch since the Great Depression?¶ RealClearPolitics.com's average of major polls shows 62 percent of Americans feel the country is headed in the wrong direction.¶ Coming out of a fortnight of back-to-back political party conventions that ended last week, each side has little room for error as the spotlight intensifies - and September is traditionally the cruelest months for gaffes. It was in September 2008 when GOP vice presidential nominee Sarah Palin became a running joke on "Saturday Night Live" after positing that being the governor of Alaska enhanced her foreign policy credentials because her state was so close to Russia.

No they’re not. 
Trende 9-20. [Sean, Senior Elections Analyst, "State of the Race, Part 2: Why Romney Wins" Real Clear Politics -- www.realclearpolitics.com/articles/2012/09/20/state_of_the_race_part_2_why_romney_wins_115513-2.html]
8) People haven’t made up their minds. Finally, it is important to remember that all the claims about people’s minds being set in stone don’t jibe with what respondents tell pollsters. Table 3 shows when voters have made up their minds over the past four elections. Though the percentage of late-undecideds is diminishing, unless there is a major drop-off this cycle, we can safely say that the decisions of a fairly wide swath of the electorate are not yet firm.

Voters can break one way or other even in final weeks
CNN 12. ["CNN Electoral Ma: Seven states up in the air in fight for White House" June 4 -- politicalticker.blogs.cnn.com/2012/06/04/cnn-electoral-map-seven-states-up-in-the-air-in-fight-for-white-house/]
The map currently indicates that seven states are true toss-ups. Those states are Colorado (9 electoral votes), Florida (29), Iowa (6), Nevada (6), New Hampshire (4), Ohio (18) and Virginia (13). Eighty-five electoral votes are up for grabs in those seven states.¶ Four states currently lean towards Obama: Michigan (16), New Mexico (5), Pennsylvania (20) and Wisconsin (10). Four states currently lean towards Romney: Arizona (11), Indiana (11), Missouri (10), and North Carolina (15).¶ "Elections generally break one way late, meaning if you head into the final weeks with six toss-ups, four or five - and sometimes all - break with the winner. And so that could well happen this time. But if you look at the map today, this looks a lot more like Bush vs. Gore than it does Obama vs. McCain," says CNN Chief National Correspondent John King, anchor of "John King, USA."¶ "It's no surprise that Florida and Ohio are toss-ups and potential 'deciders' - they traditionally play that role in presidential politics. What is fascinating is the number of plausible scenarios under which one or two of the 'smaller' battlegrounds could prove decisive," King added. "Iowa and New Hampshire, for example - what a delicious storyline if it all ends in the states where it began. Colorado and Virginia are relative newcomers to the 'swing state' role, and now critical to what amounts to a multi-dimensional chess game."¶ Overall, 15 states right now are either toss-ups or lean towards either the president or Romney.¶ "The 2012 presidential election likely will be decided by these 15 key states, worth a total of 183 electoral votes," CNN Political Research Director Robert Yoon says. "Determining what qualifies as a battleground state is not an exact science, but it's a rough mix of several criteria, including polling, past election results, the state's political, demographic, and economic trends; whether the campaigns and parties will devote resources to the state, such as ad spending, candidate visits, field offices, and staff, and the presence of other high-profile races on the ballot. CNN's Electoral Map will take into account all these factors, as well as its own reporting and analysis."



Voters are open to switching --- most recent polling proves.
Page, 9/19/2012 (Susan, Poll: In 2-point presidential race, Romney trips over 47%, USA Today, p. http://www.usatoday.com/news/politics/story/2012-09-18/obama-romney-swing-states-poll/57803524/1)
That history might leave the impression that the electorate is so firmly set in their choices that there is nobody open to persuasion, despite news developments on everything from the unemployment rate to Middle East violence, and in the face of an estimated half a trillion dollars spent so far on TV ads in the swing states. But the new poll finds a surprising number of voters not yet firmly aligned with one side or the other. More than one in five registered voters say they don't know who they are going to vote for or that there is at least the possibility they will change their minds. Romney supporters are slightly more set in their choice: 21% of Obama's supporters and 14% of Romney's supporters say there is "some" or a "slight" chance they will switch their vote.
Doesn’t assume the link- the plan injects a new issue that would fundamentally change the outcome- voters can still easily switch based on developments
Ettinger 12. [Yoram, Chairman of Special Projects at the Ariel Center for Policy Research. Formerly the Minister for Congressional Affairs to Israel’s Embassy in Washington, DC, "Obama’s Steep Uphill Reelection Battle" June 12  -- http://www.jewishpress.com/indepth/analysis/yoram-ettinger-obamas-steep-uphill-reelection-battle/2012/06/12/]
12. The history of US politics suggests that, in most campaigns, incumbents – rather than challengers - win/lose elections.¶ Irrespective of the long-term and severe economic crisis, and regardless of the results of the June 5, 2012 Wisconsin election, November is still five months away. That is sufficient time for unexpected developments – including significant blunders by Obama and Romney - which could determine the outcome of the election either way.

AT: Energy Not Key
Kingston—Romney will make it an election issue, will bring it up on voters minds
Energy key election issue. 
Skorobogatov 12. [Yana, intern @ StateImpact Texas – a collaboration of public radio stations focused on environmental and energy issues coordinated by NPR,“Poll: Consumers favor domestic energy production, natural gas” State Impact -- April 10 -- http://stateimpact.npr.org/texas/2012/04/10/poll-consumers-favor-domestic-energy-production-natural-gas/]
Americans will likely take their views on energy issues to the voting booth this November, according to a new national poll by The University of Texas at Austin. The survey found that 65 percent of respondents considered energy to be an important presidential issue.

The GOP will attack Obama on energy. 
Belogolova 12. [Olga, energy and environment policy reporter, “Insiders: Outreach to Oil Industry Won't Help Obama” National Journal -- May 17 -- lexis]
Insiders said that energy issues will continue to be a sticking point in this election to the very end. "Energy is one of the president's biggest vulnerabilities. From Solyndra to 'cap and tax,' the administration has pursued one energy flop after another. The president's campaign team must agree, since their first ad was a defensive spot on their energy record, and the follow-up was a campaign swing through the country's energy heartland," said another Insider. "Republicans are going to continue to pound away on the president's energy record to make sure he doesn't get away with trying to mask it."

Lobbies ensure energy is front and center in the election. 
Dlouhy 12. [Jennifer, Washington correspondent, “Big Oil raises voice as election nears” Houston Chronicle -- August 14 -- http://www.chron.com/business/article/Big-Oil-raises-voice-as-election-nears-3788595.php]
With less than three months until Election Day, the American Petroleum Institute is stepping up its advertising in key battleground states with a goal of making sure voters are thinking about energy policy when they head to the polls.¶ The new round of print and online ads by Big Oil's top trade group will target voters in Colorado, Florida, North Carolina, Ohio and Virginia - battlegrounds that could help determine who lives in the White House for the next four years.¶ Institute President Jack Gerard said the group wants to encourage a "realistic, robust debate" about energy issues - and get politicians to commit to substantive action.

Economy wont’ determine this election. 
The Week 12. [“What's behind President Obama's swing-state surge? 6 theories” August 1 -- http://theweek.com/article/index/231400/whats-behind-president-obamas-swing-state-surge-6-theories]
6. The economy is no longer a major factor ¶ "Usually voter preferences of an incumbent candidate track closely with the trajectory of the economy," but that's not happening this year, says Josh Kraushaar at The National Journal. It's possible that voters feel neither candidate can fix the economy's problems, and are instead voting on other factors, such as likability. "If so, that's an indictment of the Romney campaign's strategy to run exclusively on the economy, to the exclusion of other issues." Indeed, Romney is practically a stranger to most voters despite this being his second presidential run, says Beth Fouhy at The Associated Press, and he is now only now "starting to introduce himself in earnest" — before Obama's "efforts to define him in a negative light cripple his candidacy."

AT: Incentives Now



No new nuclear incentives now—political and regulatory hurdles
Domenici and Miller 9/18
(Pete V. Domenici and Dr. Warren F. "Pete" Miller, Jr., “Maintaining U.S. Leadership in Global Nuclear Energy Markets”, Bipartisan Policy Center, 9-18-2012, http://bipartisanpolicy.org/library/report/maintaining-us-leadership-global-nuclear-energy-markets)

Most recent nuclear policy discussions have focused on specific financing and deployment challenges for Generation III+ nuclear reactors. In the current fiscal and political climate, efforts to further increase financial incentives for nuclear energy likely must overcome significant hurdles. BPC’s Nuclear Initiative therefore focused on finding insights into comprehensive approaches to improve federal energy policy so that it can more effectively (1) address the spectrum of challenges facing nuclear power in the United States with the aim of preserving the safe use of nuclear energy as a reliable source of domestic low-carbon Maintaining U.S. Leadership in Global Nuclear Energy Markets electricity and (2) support U.S. technological and diplomatic leadership on international nuclear issues.

No new nuclear incentives—GOP opposition and election year politics
Nuclear Street 9/17
(House Republicans Target Loan Guarantees, http://nuclearstreet.com/nuclear_power_industry_news/b/nuclear_power_news/archive/2012/09/17/house-republicans-target-loan-guarantees-091701.aspx)
On Friday the House of Representatives passed a bill that would end the Department of Energy's loan guarantee program. While the No More Solyndras Act was named for the failed solar panel manufacturer and followed Republicans' 18-month investigation into its $535 million loan, the legislation would also prohibit the Department of Energy from issuing loan guarantees for new nuclear plants. The ban would apply to all projects with applications submitted after 2011 and would require projects applying earlier to receive additional approval from the Treasury Department. Presumably, that would include the $8.3 billion loan guarantee for Southern Co.'s $14 billion expansion at Plant Vogtle. Its loan guarantee was conditionally granted in 2010, although negotiations between Southern and DOE are expected to continue into the end of this year. The House voted 245-161 to approve the measure, with 22 Democrats and all but four Republicans voting in favor, The Hill reported. The bill's odds of becoming law are next to zero, as the legislation lacks support in the Senate. Nonetheless, the legislation demonstrates broad conservative opposition to federal loan guarantees for energy projects in an election year when both the White House and control of the Senate are up for grabs.

AT: Don’t Affect Key States/Link Debate
Group the link debate here—

Our broad links speak to this—the plan upsets key voters and diminishes turnout because they perceive nuclear power as unsafe NIMBY, that’s the CSI evidence. Prefer it-it cites aggregate polls
More ev
CFR 12. [Council on Foreign Relations, “Public Opinion on Global Issues: Chapter 13b: US Opinion on Energy Security -- January 18]
Approaches to Energy Supply—Nuclear Energy¶ Fewer than half of Americans want to put a greater emphasis on building nuclear power plants, and since the Fukushima nuclear disaster a clear majority is opposed to building new nuclear power plants. However, most Americans do not want to abandon nuclear energy, and when building nuclear plants has been presented as being part of an effort to reduce reliance on oil and coal, or mitigate climate change, a majority has supported it.¶ Americans are not enthusiastic about nuclear energy. In a 2008 WPO poll, only 42 percent wanted the United States to put more emphasis on building nuclear power plants than it already does, a result similar to the 40 percent average support for this idea among the twenty-one nations polled.42¶ A 2005 GlobeScan poll found that just 40 percent of Americans favored building new nuclear plants, slightly more than the average of 28 percent among all eighteen countries polled. 43¶ In the ongoing aftermath of the Fukushima Daiishi nuclear disaster following the earthquake and tsunami in Northern Japan in March 2011, American opinion on nuclear power grew more negative. An ABC News/Washington Post Poll found 64 percent were opposed to “building more nuclear power plants at this time.” This represents an 11 point increase from 2008’s 53% majority opposition.44 It is unclear how long this spike in opposition will last.

They hate loan guarantees specifically
CSI 12. [Civil Society Institute, “SURVEY: AMERICANS NOT WARMING UP TO NUCLEAR POWER ONE YEAR AFTER FUKUSHIMA” March 7 -- http://www.civilsocietyinstitute.org/media/030712release.cfm]
72 percent of Americans do not "think taxpayers should take on the risk for the construction of new nuclear power reactors in the United States through billions of dollars in new federal loan guarantees for new reactors." This level of opposition was nearly identical to the 73 percent opposition level reported in the March 2011 survey.

Obama winning Ohio—it’s close 
Frontrunner 10-8. ["Romney campaign looking stronger in state polls" -- lexis]
The situation is similar in Ohio. A Rasmussen Reports poll of 500 likely voters taken October 4 shows Obama leading Romney 50%-49%. A WeAskAmerica poll of 1,200 likely Ohio voters taken October 4 shows Romney leading Obama 47%-46% with Johnson drawing 1%. Polls over the prior week had shown the President with a lead ranging from 4 points to 9 points.
Energy policy key to Obama in Ohio. 
Parsons and Mehta 12. [Christi, Seema, LA Times reporters, “Obama, Romney talk energy in battleground states” LA Times -- August 15 -- http://www.latimes.com/news/nationworld/nation/la-na-campaign-energy-20120815,0,6543383.story]
At the Romney rally in Beallsville, in eastern Ohio, displeasure with Obama's energy policy was palpable, from signs nearby that read "Save Eastern Ohio. Fire Obama" to GOP Senate candidate Josh Mandel's fiery remarks.¶ Liberals, Obama and other Democrats, Mandel said, "think coal is a four-letter word. I tell you this afternoon, for any of these folks trying to stand between us and affordable, reliable energy, we have four words for them: 'Over our dead bodies!' "¶ Like Iowa, Ohio is a crucial battleground state that Obama won in 2008 and Romney hopes to claim. Romney's appearance here was not only an appeal to voters whose families have worked in the industry for generations, but to working-class voters who supported Obama four years ago but are frustrated by his tenure.

Ohio will determine the election. 
Cohen 12. [Micah, 538 News Assistant, “Readers See Obama Slightly Ahead, With Ohio Crucial for Romney” Five Thirty Eight -- June 14 -- http://fivethirtyeight.blogs.nytimes.com/2012/06/14/readers-see-obama-slightly-ahead-with-ohio-crucial-for-romney/#more-31256]
Iowa and Ohio were the two states that seemed to cause the most disagreement. Indeed, Ohio is as close to too-close-to-call as any state in FiveThirtyEight’s projections, which give Mr. Obama a 51 percent chance to win there. But of the four maps predicting a Romney victory, all four have Mr. Romney winning Ohio, suggesting readers see it as a virtual necessity for him. According to the FiveThirtyEight model, there is a 20.4 percent chance that Ohio provides the winning electoral vote, placing it second to Virginia among FiveThirtyEight’s top tipping point states. MGD, a reader in New York, agreed: “If Romney takes Ohio, he has a good chance. If Obama takes Ohio, it’s 99 percent game over for Romney.”

Independents want reduction in nuclear power – linked to business interest corruption. 
Shahan 12. [Zach, Site Director & Publishing Services Manager at Important Media, “76% of Americans Want Clean Energy Instead of Nuclear, Natural Gas, & Coal” Clean Technica -- May 15 -- http://nuclear-news.info/2012/06/04/usa-public-opinion-wants-clean-energy-connects-nuclear-with-corrupt-politics/]
The ORC International survey, conducted for the nonprofit and nonpartisan Civil Society Institute (CSI), found that 76% of Americans (58% of Republicans, 83% of Independents, and 88% of Democrats) want to see ”a reduction in our reliance on nuclear power, natural gas and coal, and instead, launch a national initiative to boost renewable energy and energy efficiency.” (And who knows what the remaining 24% are smoking?)¶ Not only that, the public has clearly picked up on the fact that corrupt politics is a key reason we don’t have more of that. 82% of Americans (69% of Republicans, 84% of Independents, and 95% of Democrats) agree with this statement: “The time is now for a new, grassroots-driven politics to realize a renewable energy future.

Obama win Florida but it’s close. 
Man 10-2. [Anthony, political writer, "Florida voters split, but think Obama will win: poll" Sun Sentinel -- articles.sun-sentinel.com/2012-10-02/news/fl-florida-poll-debate-20121002_1_obama-or-romney-florida-voters-tight-race]
A Florida poll released on the eve of Wednesday's debate shows President Barack Obama and Republican Mitt Romney effectively tied in the Sunshine State — with most voters concluding Obama will end up winning the election.¶ The Suffolk University/WSVN-Ch. 7 poll shows Obama with 46 percent of the vote and Romney with 43 percent. The poll's margin of error is plus or minus 4 percentage points, which means the two are running neck and neck.¶ Florida has enough undecided voters and people who favor one candidate but might change their minds that the state and its 29 electoral votes — more than 10 percent of the total needed to win the presidency — could go for Obama or Romney.
Florida independents swing the election. 
Smith 12. [Adam, political editor, “Democrats, GOP expect Florida to be a battleground state again in 2012” Tampa Bay Times -- March 27 -- http://www.tampabay.com/news/politics/national/democrats-gop-expect-florida-to-be-a-battleground-again-in-2012/1159952]
A common myth about Florida's 2008 results is that Obama won mainly by firing up the Democratic base. He did that, but Republicans still had stronger turnout than Democrats, who turned out at about the same rate as in 2000. More than anything, Obama won by winning moderate and independent voters who invariably decide Florida races. The TV ad he ran over and over again was about cutting taxes for the middle class. Exit polls in 2008 found that Obama beat McCain by 7 percentage points among independent voters and 16 points among self-described moderates. "He won the state because he had a great ground game, which I think we will again, and because he appealed to the broad middle,'' said Steve Schale of Tallahassee, who ran Obama's Florida campaign. "If it's a neutral or decent electorate for us, there's no reason to think Barack Obama won't be plenty competitive." The last credible Florida poll was taken in January by Quinnipiac University. It found voters overall, and specifically independent voters, gave the president a split job approval rating, with 47 percent approving of his performance and 49 percent disapproving. Forty-eight percent said the president did not deserve another term, and 45 percent said he did. "He's been coming to the middle lately because he realizes the way he started out it would be tough for him to get re-elected,'' said Florida GOP chairman David Bitner. "The independent vote in Florida will be the one that determines Obama will not be serving another four years."

Obama winning Virginia but it’s close. 
Witt 10-3. [Ryan, graduate of Washington University Law School in St. Louis and has extensive experience teaching government and politics,, "The most recent swing state polls ahead of tonight's Romney versus Obama debate" Examiner -- www.examiner.com/article/the-most-recent-swing-state-polls-ahead-of-tonight-s-romney-versus-obama-debate]
Virginia¶ Electoral Votes: 13¶ Most Recent Poll: Obama 48%, Romney 46% (NBC/WSJ 10/1)¶ RCP Average: Obama 47.8%, Romney 44.3%¶ Average of Polls from Last Week: Obama 47.8%, Romney 44.3%¶ Nate Silver Probability Analysis: 78.0% chance of Obama win¶ Changes Since Last Update: President Obama leads by two points in the most recently released poll, but Obama's lead in the Real Clear Politics average went down by 0.2 points since the last update. Still, Nate Silver increased Obama's chances for victory by 4.9 percent.

Independents swing Virginia
The Hotline 12. [“Sorry Norfolk, You Lose. Now get off my property” August 3 -- lexis]
Allen, on the race: "Independent voters will be really crucial. The Republicans will be with us. Most of the Democrats will be on the other side although we'll get some Democrat votes in southwest Virginia. But the independents matter. ... We know it's a tight race. Virginia is a key battleground. Virginia is now really pivotal in determining who is going to be a majority in the Senate, as well as in the presidential race. We realize it's going to be, really, about 10 percent undecided. Then, it's going to be about 6 then it's going to get to the 2 percent of those undecided independents" (8/2).

Virginia is the key
Silver 12. [Nate, total badass, chief pollster for NYT’s 538 election polling center, kind of a big deal, “Election Forecast: Obama Begins With Tenuous Advantage” June 7 -- http://fivethirtyeight.blogs.nytimes.com/2012/06/07/election-forecast-obama-begins-with-tenuous-advantage/]
The model suggests that the campaigns might do best to concentrate their resources. As much as campaign operatives love to talk about how they are expanding the map, contemplating unusual parlays of states in which they reach 270 electoral votes, the election is very likely to come down to a mere handful of states. In many ways, the relative ordering of the states is more predictable than how the election as a whole will play out. The term the model uses for these key states is tipping point states, meaning that they could tip the balance between winning and losing in an election that came down to the final vote. Foremost among these tipping point states are Ohio and Virginia. In 2008, both states had a very slight Republican lean relative to the rest of the country. However, the economy is comparatively good in each state, and Mr. Obama’s polling has held up reasonably well in them, putting them almost exactly in balance. Mr. Obama is given just slightly over 50 percent odds of winning each one, just as he is given a very slight overall lead in our national projection. But if Mr. Obama’s national standing slips, he would probably lose his lead in those states as well.
AT: Romney Supports Nuclear Power/Indistinct Obama

Romney will backtrack on policy issues to beat Obama – debate proves he’ll be effective – puts him in line with voters. 
Heilemann et al 10-3. [John, journalist for New York magazine, Mike Murphy, Republican political consultant, Charlie Rose, journalist, “Analysis of Presidential Debate” The Charlie Rose Show -- lexis]
I thought that you saw, you know, to go back to the old trope, you know people mocked around the campaign when the etch-a-sketch comment was made by Eric Fehrnstrom back at the end of the primaries. But the truth is --¶ CHARLIE ROSE: He`s going to write a new script is what he said.¶ JOHN HEILEMANN: Yes and the Obama campaign thought well, that`s what they expected to happen. And that`s actually why they thought Romney was a dangerous candidate was that he would etch-a-sketch 

and that you know he wouldn`t be -- he would go back to being what the previous incarnation of him was which is not a hard-right, base-loving, base-enthusiasm driving candidate.¶ He would be a pragmatic moderate Massachusetts Governor. And that would be a dangerous candidate for them to have to run against. We haven`t seen that in Mitt Romney. And on a succession of issues all night tonight, that was the Mitt Romney that he was trying to portray. It`s come very late in this campaign but, it is -- and I think the Obama campaign thought well if we haven`t seen it so far there is -- we`re not going to get to see it. He`s not going to try to revive that image tonight. But that`s what he tried to do and I think it was one of the reasons President Obama was off his game.¶ The other reason and you`ll hear this a lot I think over the next 12 or 24 hours but he goes back to the Kerry-Bush example. You know incumbent presidents, they come out for this first debate -- it`s been a long time since Barack Obama has had a debate, it`s been four years. And in the last four years since he last left the stage with John McCain at that third debate in October of 2008, there is almost no one who`s argued with him.¶ NORAH O`DONNELL: Yes.¶ JOHN HEILEMANN: Under any circumstance. He has been -- he has been, he has had four years of yes men, nodding their head and agreeing with everything he says. And you get up on that stage and you`re rusty to begin with and then you have someone who is up there who is right in your face.¶ (CROSSTALK)¶ CHARLIE ROSE: You mean, nobody goes -- nobody goes into the Oval Office and says Mr. President you got it wrong.¶ JOHN HEILEMANN: You got it wrong, you are wrong about everything --¶ (CROSSTALK)¶ JOSH TYRANGIEL: Well, well if they do that --¶ (CROSSTALK)¶ MIKE MURPHY: You could -- you could feel it. You know it`s a lot easier in debate perhaps to say Mitt that`s the stupidest answer I`ve ever heard you sound like a rich idiot. It`s hard to say Mr. President you just put me to sleep with that boring lecturing answer.¶ JOHN HEILEMANN: Right.¶ MIKE MURPHY: And as an old campaign hack it read to me a very weak debate threat. So it`s interesting now to think about what their internal spasm is going to be.¶ CHARLIE ROSE: Ok.¶ MIKE MURPHY: First of all they`re going to give Biden a bayonet next week and tell him to carve, you know, Ryan up. And I`m not sure Biden will be that good at.¶ CHARLIE ROSE: Yes.¶ MIKE MURPHY: It is not his natural demeanor.¶ CHARLIE ROSE: Yes.¶ MIKE MURPHY: So we could have an overreaction Biden show.¶ CHARLIE ROSE: Yes.¶ MIKE MURPHY: And second I think, there`s one point about -- and I agree totally with what John said about, you saw what the country did, the guy who won Massachusetts tonight. They`ve been afraid in the Romney campaign to do that because they`re very sensitive, in my view --¶ (CROSSTALK)¶ CHARLIE ROSE: Yes.¶ MIKE MURPHY: -- oversensitive to the criticism from the base. I think the base is going to be silent tomorrow because they tasted losing for a week. Tonight they`re tasting winning and I think you`re going to see Republican Party get very much on board a winner now. And if that continues, Romney will be Romney, the one we saw tonight which I think is actually the most authentic Romney.¶ The Obama guys may litigate flip-flopping. But as an old rule of politics when you`re flipping toward the voters you`re doing OK. So I think they got a real opportunity now and we`ll see what the next week looks like it`s going to tell us a lot.

[bookmark: _GoBack]
