

Incentives now
Kramer 12
David Kramer, Physics Today, Sept 2012,  Romney, Obama surrogates spell out candidates’ energy policies, www.physicstoday.org/resource/1/phtoad/v65/i9/p20_s1
Both candidates favor growth in nuclear energy, and both support loan guarantees to back the initial deployment of advanced reactors. Stuntz said Romney would take steps to lower the cost of building new plants, “whether that means modular reactors that can be approved and rolled out in more cookie-cutter fashion . . . or whether that means smaller reactors.” The Obama administration’s support for nuclear power is evident from the $7 billion loan guarantee from DOE to back construction of two new reactors at an existing nuclear power plant in Georgia, Reicher noted. “There’s serious money going into small modular reactors and serious policy work going on in how to reform the licensing process” at the Nuclear Regulatory Commission to expedite approval.


Newest surveys go aff
Westenhaus 9/30/12 
Brian, editor of the popular energy technology site New Energy and Fuel, "Confidence in Nuclear Power is on the Rise Again," http://oilprice.com/Alternative-Energy/Nuclear-Power/Confidence-in-Nuclear-Power-is-on-the-Rise-Again.html-http://oilprice.com/Alternative-Energy/Nuclear-Power/Confidence-in-Nuclear-Power-is-on-the-Rise-Again.html, AM
The Nuclear Energy Institute announced a September telephone survey in a press release suggesting almost two thirds of U.S. adults favor the use of nuclear energy as one of the ways to provide electricity in the United States. This latest survey found that Americans strongly favoring nuclear energy outnumber those strongly opposed by a two-to-one ratio, 29% versus 14%. The new numbers improve on a poll conducted in September 2011, six months after the Fukushima accident, when 62% of American favored nuclear energy, with 35% opposed. The new survey shows confidence is improving. Just over three quarters of respondents agree that nuclear energy facilities operating in the United States are ‘safe and secure,’ while only 19% think they are not. Eighty percent of Americans opposed to 16% believe “we should learn the lessons from the Japanese accident and continue to develop advanced nuclear energy plants to meet America’s growing electricity demand.” In a shock to the political system and the anti nuclear crowd a large majority (81%) of those surveyed favor the renewal of operating licenses of facilities that continue to meet federal safety standards, while 74% believe electric utilities should prepare now so they will be ready to build new nuclear power plants in the next decade if needed
.


Sequestration coming – causes massive defense cuts
Rector 9/17, Gene, staff writer at the warner robins patriot [“White House releases 'shocking' sequestration report” 9/17, http://warnerrobinspatriot.com/bookmark/20175089-White-House-releases-shocking-sequestration-report]
As a result, the Pentagon is facing a reduction of $54.7 billion beginning in fiscal year 2013, according to the White House report, creating a 9.4 percent reduction in discretionary accounts for each of the service branches. The Air Force cuts would include $5.2 billion in operations and maintenance; $2.7 billion in research, development, test and evaluation; $2 billion in aircraft procurement and $167 million in military construction. Although the White House has exempted military personnel accounts, civilian personnel would be especially hard hit with cuts of eight percent virtually across the board. The report also outlined a $3.3 billion cut in the defense health account. The White House said the Defense Department would be able to shift funds to protect critical warfighting and readiness accounts, but the department would see a declines for non-deployed units, delays in investment, cutbacks in equipment repairs, declines in military research and development and reductions in base services for military families. House Armed Services Committee Chairman Rep. Howard “Buck” McKeon, R-Calif., took strong exception to that analysis, saying the report paid lip service to the dire national security implications. “The report reveals a shocking lack of planning that brought sequester to the table in the first place,” McKeon is quoted in a statement released by his office. He pointed out that President Obama has already ordered a $487 billion cut in defense spending over the next ten years totally independent of sequestration. “Now, with just over three months until a second half-trillion dollars in cuts are imposed, (there is) no proposal from the president to avert them and no predictability on how OMB will apply the cuts,” the HASC chairman noted. “The commander in chief appears to be willing to leave the military without either resources or strategy.”

Massive cuts EVEN IF no sequestration
Rector 9/17, Gene, staff writer at the warner robins patriot [“White House releases 'shocking' sequestration report” 9/17, http://warnerrobinspatriot.com/bookmark/20175089-White-House-releases-shocking-sequestration-report]
“The report reveals a shocking lack of planning that brought sequester to the table in the first place,” McKeon is quoted in a statement released by his office. He pointed out that President Obama has already ordered a $487 billion cut in defense spending over the next ten years totally independent of sequestration.





Oil dependency wrecks the budget
Erickson ’12 (Brent Erickson, Executive Vice President, Industrial & Environmental Division, Biotechnology Industry Organization, “DoD Should Lead on Energy Security”, http://energy.nationaljournal.com/2012/05/powering-our-military-whats-th.php, May 21, 2012, LEQ)
Over-reliance on foreign oil creates unnecessary budget risks that can reduce our nation’s military readiness. In a time of severe budget constraints, it makes no sense to leave our military at the mercy of foreign oil producers and their control of world oil prices. American companies are working hard to commercialize advanced biofuels that can help the military meet it fuel needs domestically. If we want a robust domestic biofuels industry, then the U.S. military should help lead the way to energy and national security. Because the United States is so reliant on foreign oil, we are effectively allowing other countries to determine whether we build ships and planes and how much training our troops receive. We’ve already seen the U.S. military forced to shift its budget to pay for skyrocketing fuel costs. In 2011, the Pentagon paid $148 per barrel for oil, a 26 percent increase in cost from the previous year. To pay this unplanned higher cost, the DoD had to shift $3.6 billion in its annual budget. That shift came at the cost of new equipment and training for our troops, reducing military readiness. But suppose the opposite had occurred, with the Pentagon planning for oil to be higher in price and seeing the price drop. Would the Pentagon be able to again shift its budget back to the purchase of equipment and troop training? It’s unlikely. U.S. military operations are demanding more and more energy, as the Pentagon seeks to protect U.S. soldiers with more heavily armored equipment. The volatility of world oil prices and its impact on the U.S. budget is a severe threat to our national security. Yet, some Members of Congress continue to block the military from taking a leading role in achieving energy security.
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