AT – Dependence D: TF

Commercialization would be viable by 2020
Brito & Curl ’12 (DAGOBERT BRITO, RICE SCHOLAR at JAMES A. BAKER III INSTITUTE FOR PUBLIC POLICY PETERKIN and PROFESSOR OF POLITICAL ECONOMY at RICE UNIVERSITY, AND ROBERT F. CURL RICE SCHOLAR at the  JAMES A. BAKER III INSTITUTE FOR PUBLIC POLICY PITZER–SCHLUMBERGER PROFESSOR OF NATURAL SCIENCES EMERITUS, UNIVERSITY PROFESSOR EMERITUS ALLOCATION OF CARBON IN THE PRODUCTION OF LIQUID FUELS AND ELECTRICITY IN THE UNITED STATES, June 8, 2012, http://www.bakerinstitute.org/publications/BI-pub-BritoCurlAllocationOfCarbon-060812.pdf)

The development of a coal-to-liquids fuel industry is not merely speculative. Our calculations show that it is economically feasible and should be quite profitable if there are no constraints on carbon dioxide emissions. In fact, Energy Information Administration (EIA) projections show coal-to-liquids fuel coming online starting in 2020. 7 We fear the demonstration of an economically profitable coal-to-liquids technology would lead to its rapid expansion unless some mechanism is developed to regulate greenhouse gases from the production of oil. Additional crude from the Canadian oil sands could help stave off this undesirable development by reducing the price of crude oil. If our suggestion for mitigating the emissions from Canadian oil sands is followed, it could create a precedent for regulation of carbon dioxide from alternative sources of liquid fuels and deter the development of a coal-to-liquids industry. 


CTL would replace oil demand – even one plant massively reduces dependence
Ducote ‘9 (Nicholas is the Wyly junior fellow and H. Sterling Burnett is a senior fellow, with the National Center for Policy Analysis, 3/1/9, Turning coal into liquid fuel, http://www.ncpa.org/pub/ba656)

Benefit: Secure Energy Source. A number of nations produce fuel through the FT process. China, Qatar and South Africa lead the world in current production and new capacity under construction. [See the figure.] While Qatar turns natural gas into liquid fuel, both China and South Africa use coal. South Africa supplies 30 percent of its transportation fuel in this way. The United States has more coal than any other nation, with currently estimated reserves of 270 billion tons. CTL production utilizing coal would increase the nation's energy security. America uses approximately 1.1 billion tons of coal annually — or about 3 million tons per day. Given that it takes approximately one-half ton of coal to produce a barrel of CTL diesel: It would require 2.3 millions tons per day to replace all domestically refined diesel. That would increase annual coal demand by 839 million tons, or 83 percent. The increased demand would still leave America with nearly 100 years of coal reserves — but the supply is even greater, since the FT process can utilize “junk” coal that is unusable for most purposes. In addition to domestically refined fuel, America imports a substantial quantity of diesel and jet fuel. America imports 500,000 bpd of diesel and 20,000 bpd of jet fuel. One, average-sized CTL plant (50,000 bpd) could replace all imported jet fuel, or cut diesel imports by 10 percent.


Indirect Incentives

WM: DOD contracts are incentives – contextual evidence
Bartis ‘8 (James, senior policy researcher at the RAND Corporation. Bartis has more than 25 years of experience in policy analyses and technical assessments in energy and national security. His recent energy research topics include analyses of the international petroleum supply chain, assessments of alternative fuels for military and civilian applications, development prospects for coal-to-liquids and oil shale, energy and national security, Qatar's natural gas-to-diesel plants, Japan's energy policies, planning methods for long-range energy research and development, critical mining technologies, and national response options during international energy emergencies. Bartis joined the U.S. Department of Energy (DOE) in 1978 shortly after it was established, Before joining RAND, Bartis was vice president of Science Applications International Corporation and vice president and cofounder of Eos Technologies, Bartis received his Ph.D. in chemical physics from the Massachusetts Institute of Technology, Previous Positions: Vice President, Science Applications International Corporation; Vice President and Cofounder, Eos Technologies; Director, Policy and Planning Office of the Assistant Secretary for Fossil Energy, U.S. Department of Energy; Director, Divisions of Fossil Energy and Environment, Office of Policy and Evaluation, U.S. Department of Energy, PROJECT  AIR  FORCE  and
INFRASTRUCTURE, SAFETY, AND ENVIRONMENT, http://www.rentechinc.com/pdfs/RAND_MG754.pdf)

Contractual Limitations. Currently, DoD contracts are limited by law (10 USC 2306b) to a duration of no more than ﬁve years 9 and a total amount of less than $500 million, unless speciﬁcally authorized otherwise by Congress. As such, DoD’s ability to provide incentives for private investments in early CTL plants is severely limited. Private investors would likely evaluate the viability of a CTL project using an operating life of at least 15 years; 30 years is not an uncommon planning factor. Only ﬁve years of protection against low world oil prices may not be suﬃcient to promote investment in CTL plants.  The $500 million ceiling limits contracting authority to fairly small amounts of coal-derived military fuels. For example, if the anticipated ﬁveyear average price of CTL fuels is $70 per barrel, the procurement-cost ceiling would limit procurement to less than 4,000 bpd. But such a procurement limit would provide a fairly weak incentive to pioneer commercial CTL plants that attempt to capture economies of scale by operating at much higher liquid-production rates. New legislative authority is needed if DoD and the U.S. Air Force are to overcome the limitations imposed on contract duration and size


Financial incentives include contract agreements 
Waxman, 98 – Solicitor General of the US (Seth, Brief for the United States in Opposition for the US Supreme Court case HARBERT/LUMMUS AGRIFUELS PROJECTS, ET AL., PETITIONERS v. UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, http://www.justice.gov/osg/briefs/1998/0responses/98-0697.resp.opp.pdf) 2  On November 15, 1986, Keefe was delegated “the authority, with respect to actions valued at $50 million or less, to approve, execute, enter into, modify, administer, closeout, terminate and take any other necessary and appropriate action (collectively, ‘Actions’) with respect to Financial Incentive awards.” Pet. App. 68, 111-112. Citing DOE Order No. 5700.5 (Jan. 12, 1981), the delegation defines “Financial Incentives” as the authorized financial incentive programs of DOE, “including direct loans, loan guarantees, purchase agreements, price supports, guaranteed market agreements and any others which may evolve.” The delegation proceeds to state, “[h]owever, a separate prior written approval of any such action must be given by or concurred in by Keefe to accompany the action.” The delegation also states that its exercise “shall be governed by the rules and regulations of [DOE] and policies and procedures prescribed by the Secretary or his delegate(s).” Pet. App. 111-113.


CI – incentives are the disbursement of public funds – solves limits
Webb, 93 – lecturer in the Faculty of Law at the University of Ottawa (Kernaghan, “Thumbs, Fingers, and Pushing on String: Legal Accountability in the Use of Federal Financial Incentives”, 31 Alta. L. Rev. 501 (1993) Hein Online) 

In this paper, "financial incentives" are taken to mean disbursements 18 of public funds or contingent commitments to individuals and organizations, intended to encourage, support or induce certain behaviours in accordance with express public policy objectives. They take the form of grants, contributions, repayable contributions, loans, loan guarantees and insurance, subsidies, procurement contracts and tax expenditures.19 Needless to say, the ability of government to achieve desired behaviour may vary with the type of incentive in use: up-front disbursements of funds (such as with contributions and procurement contracts) may put government in a better position to dictate the terms upon which assistance is provided than contingent disbursements such as loan guarantees and insurance. In some cases, the incentive aspects of the funding come from the conditions attached to use of the monies.20 In others, the mere existence of a program providing financial assistance for a particular activity (eg. low interest loans for a nuclear power plant, or a pulp mill) may be taken as government approval of that activity, and in that sense, an incentive to encourage that type of activity has been created.21 Given the wide variety of incentive types, it will not be possible in a paper of this length to provide anything more than a cursory discussion of some of the main incentives used.22 And, needless to say, the comments made herein concerning accountability apply to differing degrees depending upon the type of incentive under consideration. By limiting the definition of financial incentives to initiatives where public funds are either disbursed or contingently committed, a large number of regulatory programs with incentive effects which exist, but in which no money is forthcoming,23 are excluded from direct examination in this paper. Such programs might be referred to as indirect incentives. Through elimination of indirect incentives from the scope of discussion, the definition of the incentive instrument becomes both more manageable and more particular. Nevertheless, it is possible that much of the approach taken here may be usefully applied to these types of indirect incentives as well.24 Also excluded from discussion here are social assistance programs such as welfare and ad hoc industry bailout initiatives because such programs are not designed primarily to encourage behaviours in furtherance of specific public policy objectives. In effect, these programs are assistance, but they are not incentives.



Courts CP

Perm – do both – solves the link to politics
Pallitto and Waever 7 (Robert M. Pallitto, and Willian G. Waever, “Introduction: The Secret Presidency,” in Presidential Secrecy and the Law, 2007, p.14-15, googlebook)
 
A second theme we pursue is the abdication of judicial responsibility for oversight of executive branch actions and the failure to maintain separation of powers in the area of national security. Whenever national security concerns are raised, time and again the courts simply capitulate to presidential and executive branch desires. Federal judges are extremely reluctant to second-guess presidential claims that exposure of information, operations, and policies may imperil the United States. Sometimes this deference reaches remarkable levels, as when courts agree with the president that the revelation of the existence of a single car battery on an Air Force base or the admission into evidence of already published bank records jeopardizes national security." And courts are often more than merely passive participants in these efforts; sometimes they actively take part in their own emasculation through the creation of legal doctrines that safeguard presidential wishes. For example, the federal judiciary often explicitly or implicitly employs a doctrine known as the "mosaic theory" to prevent the exposure of executive branch activity. The disturbing feature of the mosaic theory, discussed further in chapter 3, is that it is most often used to prevent the disclosure of information that is neither classified nor directly connected with national security concerns, with the justification that individual bits of information, though unclassified, might collectively lead to a picture of United States activities or capabilities that would justifiably be made classified. Not surprisingly, the mosaic theory, among other legal doctrines, leads to abusive efforts by presidents to keep information secret to prevent embarrassment or the exposure of violations of the law. Courts have also shown a willingness to expand the privileges and immunities of the president based both on Article II powers and on separation of powers doctrine.

Court interference in military affairs ends deference and impairs effectiveness
Gilbert 98 (Michael H, Lieutenant Colonel, US Air Force, USAFA Journal of Legal Studies, 8 USAFA J. Leg. Stud. 197)
 
Today, the military institution stands as a force to be reckoned with by government leaders in the formation of national and military policy and strategy. Its size and penetration into every aspect of American life since the 1950s have made the military an unexpected influence over the nation's domestic and foreign policies. As an institution, the military wields pervasive influence that can thwart effective oversight by traditional legislative and bureaucratic processes normally relied upon by the legislative and executive branches. n28 The federal judiciary contributes to the military confidence of their authority by being unwilling to review cases presenting issues challenging military authority and control. Were the judiciary willing to pierce the seemingly impenetrable military shell, the military might not possess the same confidence. Reviewing the path taken by the Supreme Court to arrive at this point will illuminate the issue at hand.
 
Deference is key to readiness
Hudson 99 (Walter, Major, US Army, Military Law Review, March, 159 Mil. L. Rev. 1)

It is not thus simply the lack of judicial competence in military affairs, but the effects that the lack of competence may have that is an additional "friction" in the military environment. The problem in applying a standard of review similar to the kind used for civilian society is not just that the court may err, but the ramifications of such an error given the uncertainty of conflict. n240 An error in military policy making could impede military effectiveness and thereby jeopardize national security. n241 These judicial decisions put the courts squarely into the political arena. Judges unwittingly become "strategists" -- unelected and ill-equipped officials deciding matters of potentially ultimate importance.
 
Counterplan causes backlash and tanks legitimacy
Nzebile 4 (Jide Nzelibe, Bigelow Fellow and Lecturer in Law, University of Chicago Law School, “The Uniqueness of Foreign Affairs,” March 2004 89 Iowa L. Rev. 941)
 
Unlike in domestic constitutional controversies, it is also doubtful that the judiciary can draw on the popular underpinnings of its legitimacy should the political branches ignore its foreign affairs determinations. As one commentator has explained, the public appetite for judicial involvement in international issues is not particularly strong. 217 The judiciary's lack of popular legitimacy in foreign affairs is particularly understandable when the relevant controversy touches on matters of national security.As demonstrated above, in matters involving the domestic operations of the government, the court plays an important role in legitimizing the activities of the other branches, as well as providing a reliable mechanism for the resolution of disputes between private individuals. When matters touch on the very existence of the state, however, such as when the state faces an external threat, the justifications for judicial involvement correspondingly diminish. 218 Thus, far from getting popular support in the event of a confrontation with the political branches, it is more likely that the courts will face public criticism for intervening improperly in foreign affairs or jeopardizing national security.
 




AT – Malmstrom

No risk for program decline
Malmstrom ’12 (341st missile defense fact sheet, 5/4/12, http://www.malmstrom.af.mil/library/factsheets/factsheet.asp?id=4671)

The 341st Missile Wing is made up of a wing staff and five groups - the 341st Operations Group, 341st Maintenance Group, 341st Mission Support Group, 341st Security Forces Group and 341st Medical Group. ¶ The 341st Operations Group consists of more than 400 operators, administrators, chefs and facility managers and is composed of three missile squadrons, an operations support squadron, one helicopter squadron and a standardization and evaluation element. Each of the operations group's three missile squadrons are responsible for five Missile Alert Facilities and 50 Minuteman III ICBMs. The units of the 341st Operations Group include the 10th Missile Squadron, 12th Missile Squadron, 490th Missile Squadron, 341st Operations Support Squadron and the 40th Helicopter Squadron. ¶ The 341st Maintenance Group provides the maximum number of fully modernized, combat capable Minuteman III missiles and the command and control required to execute launch per higher command authority. The Air Force has made significant commitments to extend the service life of the ICBM force with nearly $6.2 billion committed to life-extension programs. Those commitments have worked their way down to the 341st Maintenance Group's level, resulting in tangible improvements to the combat capability of Malmstrom's Minuteman IIIs. The units of the 341st Maintenance Group include the 341st Missile Maintenance Squadron and the 341st Maintenance Operations Squadron. 



Defense cuts will target nuclear modernization
Collina ’12 (Tom, Pentagon Considers New Nuclear Cuts, December 2011, http://www.armscontrol.org/act/2011_12/Pentagon_Considers_New_Nuclear_Cuts)

The Pentagon is looking at bringing the U.S. nuclear arsenal below the levels set in the 2010 New Strategic Arms Reduction Treaty (New START), as well as scaling back new weapon systems, administration officials said last month. Two separate policy reviews to be completed this year are leading the Department of Defense to consider new reductions to the U.S. nuclear arsenal. One review is looking for ways to reduce Pentagon budget growth by at least $450 billion over the next decade. This target is likely to double to more than $900 billion now that the congressional “super committee” has failed to produce a deficit reduction plan. The committee’s failure to reach agreement, announced Nov. 21, triggers automatic cuts in defense and other spending. The automatic cuts, known as sequestration, would not take effect until 2013. To save money, the Defense Department is re-evaluating its plans for fielding nuclear forces at levels set by New START—1,550 deployed strategic warheads based on 700 missiles and bombers, administration officials said in recent testimony.

That guts deterrence and increases the risk for nuclear war
Caves 10 (John P, Senior Research Fellow in the Center for the Study of Weapons of Mass Destruction at the National Defense University, January, Strategic Forum, No. 252, “Avoiding a Crisis of Confidence in the U.S. Nuclear Deterrent,” AD: 1/22/11) jl

Perceptions of a compromised U.S. nuclear deterrent as described above would have profound policy implications, particularly if they emerge at a time when a nuclear-armed great power is pursuing a more aggressive strategy toward U.S. allies and partners in its region in a bid to enhance its regional and global clout. A dangerous period of vulnerability would open for the United States and those nations that depend on U.S. protection while the United States attempted to rectify the problems with its nuclear forces. As it would take more than a decade for the United States to produce new nuclear weapons, ensuing events could preclude a return to anything like the status quo ante. The assertive, nuclear-armed great power, and other major adversaries, could be willing to challenge U.S. interests more directly in the expectation that the United States would be less prepared to threaten or deliver a military response that could lead to direct conflict. They will want to keep the United States from reclaiming its earlier power position. Allies and partners who have relied upon explicit or implicit assurances of U.S. nuclear protection as a foundation of their security could lose faith in those assurances. They could compensate by accommodating U.S. rivals, especially in the short term, or acquiring their own nuclear deterrents, which in most cases could be accomplished only over the mid- to long term. A more nuclear world would likely ensue over a period of years. Important U.S. interests could be compromised or abandoned, or a major war could occur as adversaries and/or the United States miscalculate new boundaries of deterrence and provocation. At worst, war could lead to state-on-state employment of weapons of mass destruction (WMD) on a scale far more catastrophic than what nuclear-armed terrorists alone could inflict.


2AC 
Relations low – laundry list
Nordic Intel 10/2 – Nordic Intel is based in Helsinki, Finland, and provides a professional research and analysis service focused on the Nordic Region and surrounding countries in Northern Europe, specifically: Denmark (including Greenland and the Faroe Islands), Finland (including the Åland Islands), Iceland, Norway, Sweden, Estonia, Russia (“Sources of tension between the United States and Russia,” http://nordicintel.com/sources-of-tension-between-the-united-states-and-russia/)

In recent Nordic Intel Insights we have sometimes referred to the ongoing tension between the United States and Russia as it relates to missile defence, policies towards Syria, Iran, Georgia and Venezuela, sanctions against Russian officials, NATO enlargement, intelligence operations and Russia’s military modernisation plan. In this article we summarise major sources of tension between the two countries to provide a better understanding of their troubled relationship which some analysts describe as a ‘New Cold War’.

Romney winning now – most qualified models. 
Caughey and Kelly 10-4. [Peter, David, CU-Boulder media relations, "Updated election forecasting model still points to Romney win, University of Colorado study says" University of Colorado Boulder Press Release -- www.colorado.edu/news/releases/2012/10/04/updated-election-forecasting-model-still-points-romney-win-university]
An update to an election forecasting model announced by two University of Colorado professors in August continues to project that Mitt Romney will win the 2012 presidential election.¶ According to their updated analysis, Romney is projected to receive 330 of the total 538 Electoral College votes. President Barack Obama is expected to receive 208 votes -- down five votes from their initial prediction -- and short of the 270 needed to win.¶ The new forecast by political science professors Kenneth Bickers of CU-Boulder and Michael Berry of CU Denver is based on more recent economic data than their original Aug. 22 prediction. The model itself did not change.¶ “We continue to show that the economic conditions favor Romney even though many polls show the president in the lead,” Bickers said. “Other published models point to the same result, but they looked at the national popular vote, while we stress state-level economic data.”¶ While many election forecast models are based on the popular vote, the model developed by Bickers and Berry is based on the Electoral College and is the only one of its type to include more than one state-level measure of economic conditions. They included economic data from all 50 states and the District of Columbia.¶ Their original prediction model was one of 13 published in August in PS: Political Science & Politics, a peer-reviewed journal of the American Political Science Association. The journal has published collections of presidential election models every four years since 1996, but this year the models showed the widest split in outcomes, Berry said. Five predicted an Obama win, five forecast a Romney win, and three rated the 2012 race as a toss-up.¶ The Bickers and Berry model includes both state and national unemployment figures as well as changes in real per capita income, among other factors. The new analysis includes unemployment rates from August rather than May, and changes in per capita income from the end of June rather than March. It is the last update they will release before the election.¶ Of the 13 battleground states identified in the model, the only one to change in the update was New Mexico -- now seen as a narrow victory for Romney. The model foresees Romney carrying New Mexico, North Carolina, Virginia, Iowa, New Hampshire, Colorado, Wisconsin, Minnesota, Pennsylvania, Ohio and Florida. Obama is predicted to win Michigan and Nevada.¶ In Colorado, which Obama won in 2008, the model predicts that Romney will receive 53.3 percent of the vote to Obama’s 46.7 percent, with only the two major parties considered.¶ While national polls continue to show the president in the lead, “the president seems to be reaching a ceiling at or below 50 percent in many of these states,” Bickers said. “Polls typically tighten up in October as people start paying attention and there are fewer undecided voters.”¶ The state-by-state economic data used in their model have been available since 1980. When these data were applied retroactively to each election year, the model correctly classifies all presidential election winners, including the two years when independent candidates ran strongly: 1980 and 1992. It also correctly estimates the outcome in 2000, when Al Gore won the popular vote but George W. Bush won the election through the Electoral College.

Romney surging in swing states. 
The Hill 10-5. ["Polls show Romney making headway in swing states" -- thehill.com/blogs/ballot-box/polls/260511-polls-show-romney-making-swing-state-charge]
A set of new swing-state polls show Mitt Romney making big gains in three critical battleground states just two days after the Republican nominee's widely-heralded debate performance.¶ The polls — from conservative-leaning Rasmussen and We Ask America — showed Romney closing the gap or leading in Ohio, Florida and Virginia, three states the GOP candidate would likely need to capture to win the White House. And they represent a dramatic reversal from last week, where polls showed President Obama with a commanding lead.

Dem turn out low now. 
Cavuto 10-1. [Neil, political commentator, “CAVUTO for October 1, 2012” CAVUTO -- lexis]
Meanwhile, ignore all the polls. Focus instead on how many might be going to the polls.¶ CAVUTO: Halftime, are Democrats the ones who are going to get throttled? Now, you don't see that certainly in most polls. But you do see it in the number of Democrats who, so far, aren't planning to go to those polls, because compared to this time in 2008, not a whole lot of jazzed Democrats in 2012, at least not nearly as many, in Ohio, 490,000 -- fewer folks registered compared to four years ago.¶ And 44 percent of them in Cleveland and surrounding Cuyahoga County where Democrats are a two to one advantage over Republicans. Another survey -- this one by a left-leaning think tank, Third Way, shows similar Democrat voter registration declines in Florida, Iowa and New Hampshire.¶ And that is not to say, the president still doesn't lead in polls in these states and might win big of these states -- just the Democrats' tepid get- out the vote campaign might not translate into victories in these states, not if their own troops don't even bother showing up.¶ And if passion is a factor, is the president a possible loser in swing states where he, right now, looks like a winner? Hard to say, this much is not. If the key to victory is jazzing your base, the president is not.

Romney leading in Ohio – newest polls. 
Tobin 10-5. [Jonathan, Senior Online Editor, "Did the Denver Debate Matter? Swing State Polls Say Yes as Romney Surges" Commentary -- www.commentarymagazine.com/2012/10/05/did-the-denver-debate-matter-swing-state-polls-say-yes-as-mitt-romney-surges/]
The poll of likely voters in three key swing states taken yesterday by We Ask America shows a remarkable swing in favor of Mitt Romney. Previous surveys by this firm as well as virtually every other pollster in Florida, Virginia and Ohio had shown Obama holding on to a firm lead. But according to the latest numbers, Romney has forged ahead in all three states. The Republican leads Obama by a margin of 49-46 percent in Florida, 48-45 percent in Virginia and 47-46 percent in Ohio. All three results are significant and very good news for the Republicans, but none more so than that in Ohio. Romney’s rebound after a tough few weeks in which his leads in Florida and Virginia had been turned into deficits is clear. Obama’s growing strength in Ohio had been moving it from a swing state to one that was starting to be considered to be firmly in the president’s column. Romney’s post-debate bounce has put it back into play on Real Clear Politics’ Electoral College map.

Plan boosts key voters in Ohio
Peek ’11– Columnist @ Fiscal Times (Liz, (6-11 “Obama’s riskiest jobs-killer,” http://www.nypost.com/p/news/opinion/opedcolumnists/obama_riskiest_jobs_killer_jcCc1GTNgDfeOPAx4oJlVN)

The lost capacity will be replaced mainly by cheaper natural-gas plants, but the shift will require costly improvements to transmission facilities, expected to run more than a billion dollars in Ohio alone. Projected electric-rate hikes alarmed Ohio small businesses, which protested to the state’s Public Utility Commission. Those concerns seem justified, based on the results of a recent auction conducted by regional-grid manager PJM, which annually contracts for excess capacity three years out. Thanks to the plant closings, the auction prices in northern Ohio soared to $357 per megawatt, versus $136 per megawatt in PJM’s total area. These auction quotes don’t translate directly into retail prices, but they foretell the direction. Nor was the November rule the EPA’s only assault on coal. The agency also recently imposed carbon-dioxide emission standards that could effectively prohibit any new coal-plant construction. That ruling almost guarantees the nation will continue to shift electricity production from coal to natural gas. The current low price of gas is already tilting demand. In the first quarter, only 36 percent of our electricity production came from coal, down from 45 percent last year, with gas taking up most of the slack. This determination to kill coal is short-sighted. There’s no guarantee that natural-gas prices will stay at today’s 10-year low. The shale boom has pushed them down, but soaring demand could eventually push prices higher. The appetite for natural gas as a transportation fuel for large truck fleets or for export, for example, is just getting rolling. And (surprise!), now that natural gas is cheap, the same environmental groups behind the “war on coal” are now suddenly finding all sorts of (scientifically dubious) reasons to block natural-gas production. America has a 250-year reserve of inexpensive coal — in energy terms, roughly the equivalent of the Saudis’ oil reserves. With the nation seeking to reassert itself as a manufacturing powerhouse, why deny access to cheap power? The assault on coal is also risky for Obama. Ohio is a must-win for the president. State GOP chairman Bob Bennett notes that, for Vice President Joe Biden’s recent visit to the state, angry miners turned out spontaneously to protest the White House’s anti-coal policies — and “The GOP had nothing to do with that.” With the EPA’s rulings likely to cost the state jobs and hike electric bills, he says, “Obama gives people more reasons to vote for [Mitt] Romney every day.”

Ohio will determine the election. 
Silver, 12 -- 538 founder and chief analyst 
(Nate, "Aug. 29: So Much Depends Upon Ohio," fivethirtyeight, 8-29-12, fivethirtyeight.blogs.nytimes.com/2012/08/30/aug-29-so-much-depends-upon-ohio/, accessed 8-30-12, mss)

The broader point is simply that Ohio is so important to the electoral calculus that it’s good news for a candidate when a polling firm shows him doing relatively well there compared with the other states that it polls. Ohio has a 30 percent chance of being the tipping-point state, meaning that it would cast the decisive votes in the Electoral College. That’s as much as the next two states on the list, Florida and Virginia, combined. It’s also as much as Colorado, Nevada, Iowa, Pennsylvania, New Hampshire, Michigan and North Carolina combined. All of these states are competitive. But really, they exist along a continuum of electoral power rather than falling into binary categories of “important” and “unimportant.” Ohio is at the extreme end of that continuum. The reason our tipping-point calculus rates Ohio so highly is because it would usually suffice to provide Mr. Obama with a winning map, even if he lost many of those other states. If you give Ohio to Mr. Obama, plus all the states where the forecast model now estimates that he has at least 75 percent chance of winning, he’s up to 265 electoral votes. That means he could win any one of Colorado, Virginia, Iowa, Wisconsin, Florida or North Carolina to put him over the top.

Romney up in Virginia. 
The Hill 10-5. ["Polls show Romney making headway in swing states" -- thehill.com/blogs/ballot-box/polls/260511-polls-show-romney-making-swing-state-charge]
And in Virginia, both polling firms found Romney with an advantage. We Ask America gave Romney the greater edge, finding the Republican challenger leading the president 48-45 percent. Rasmussen, meanwhile, gave Romney a 49-48 percent lead.¶ Those surveys were the first polls since early September to give Romney a lead in that state. Romney and running mate Paul Ryan campaigned in Virginia on Thursday night, and both Obama and Romney were holding rallies in the state on Friday.¶ The candidates are tied at 47 in Virginia, according to the RCP average of polls.


Plan appeases Virginia
Feldmann ’12 (Linda, Staff writer for the Christian Science Monitor, “Four gambits Obama could try to boost election prospects,” 6/21/12, http://www.csmonitor.com/USA/Elections/2012/0621/Four-gambits-Obama-could-try-to-boost-election-prospects/Ease-up-on-coal-regulations)

Easing up Environmental Protection Agency regulation of coal-fired power plants would not be as grabby a maneuver as approving the Keystone XL pipeline or embracing the Simpson-Bowles deficit reduction plan. But if Obama were to make moves to ease new regulations on coal-fired plants, it could curry favor in parts of key battleground states – Ohio, Pennsylvania, and Virginia.  Advocates of reduced regulation argue that new federal mandates governing emissions from coal- and oil-fired plants will hurt the US economy as they cause energy prices to rise.  Last December, the EPA unveiled standards to limit mercury and other toxic emissions from the power plants. Supporters of the regulations say that the health benefits reduced air pollution. Opponents say that the rules could force the closure of some plants and threaten the reliability of the nation’s power grid.  On June 20, a Republican-led effort in the Senate failed to gather enough votes to scuttle the new regulations. Obama has touted the new rules, while promising flexibility to protect industry.  But if Obama wanted to ease some of the opposition he faces in coal country, he could take steps to dial back the regulations. That would likely be seen as a desperation move, after billing himself as the “green president.” But if it spells the difference between victory and defeat in Ohio and Virginia, it might be tempting. 

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.


Economic concerns outweigh the environment or climate change. 
Drajem 11. [Mark, reporter, "Green vote cools toward Obama riskign a replay of Gore-Nader" Bloomberg -- www.bloomberg.com/news/2011-08-31/green-vote-cools-to-obama-over-pipeline-concerns.html]
Obama faces voters more concerned with the lagging economy than melting glaciers or rising oceans, according to opinion surveys.¶ Support among Americans for tackling climate change fell to 46 percent in October from 61 percent in July 2006, according to the Pew Research Center. Americans do support the issues Obama has embraced, such as raising fuel efficiency standards and spending more on mass transit, the poll found. The survey taken Oct. 13 to Oct. 18 had a margin of error of plus-or-minus 2.5 percentage points.¶ Obama’s strategists may be thinking “who cares about the environment when the economy is this dark,” Eric Schaeffer, executive director of the Environmental Integrity Project in Washington and a former EPA official, said in an interview.



Biofuels
Plan halts military biofuels
Snider ’11 (Annie, House panel approves lifting ban on DOD buying fuel made from coal, tar sands, 5/12/11, http://www.eenews.net/eenewspm/2011/05/12/archive/4?terms=liquid+coal)

The House Armed Services Committee approved a version of the defense spending bill early this morning that includes an amendment by Texas Republican Mike Conaway to exempt DOD from the fuel prohibition, which was mandated in 2007 by Section 526 of the Energy Independence and Security Act. "This amendment is not about alternative fuels versus conventional fuels, or securing oil from our largest supplier, or even the thousands of jobs and billions of dollars that could potentially be generated in the process," Conaway said. "It is really about the Department of Defense and their mission: defending liberty and protecting freedom both at home and abroad." The move deals a hard blow to biofuel producers. DOD's aggressive alternative energy goals represent an enormous opportunity for those companies trying to scale up and lower the price of their fuels. Without Section 526, they face an uphill battle in winning lucrative DOD contracts.


Key to prevent rising food prices and famine
Hornby, ’12 (Catherine, 8/10/12, http://www.huffingtonpost.com/2012/08/10/us-should-change-biofuel-_n_1764735.html,  )

The U.N.'s food agency stepped up the pressure on the United States on Friday to change its biofuel policies because of the danger of a world food crisis, arguing the importance of growing crops for food over their use for fuel. Global alarm over the potential for a food crisis of the kind seen in 2007/08 has escalated as drought in the U.S. midwest has sent grain prices to record highs, fuelling a 6 percent surge in the UN Food and Agriculture Organisation's July food price index. The FAO's Director-General Jose Graziano Da Silva wrote in the Financial Times on Friday that competition for a U.S. corn crop that has been ravaged by the worst drought in 56 years was only going to intensify. "Much of the reduced crop will be claimed by biofuel production in line with U.S. federal mandates, leaving even less for food and feed markets," he wrote in an editorial. "An immediate, temporary suspension of that mandate would give some respite to the market and allow more of the crop to be channelled towards food and feed uses," he said in the high profile yet indirect message to Washington. Under the five-year-old Renewable Fuels Standard (RFS), U.S. fuel companies are required to ensure that 9 percent of their gasoline pools are made up of ethanol this year, which means converting some 40 percent of the corn crop into the biofuel. The U.S. Department of Agriculture on Friday slashed its estimates for the size of the corn crop by more than expected, sending corn futures prices, already up 60 percent since June, to a fresh all-time high. A mix of high oil prices, growing use of biofuels, speculation on commodity markets and export restrictions pushed up prices of food in 2007/08, sparking violent protests in countries including Egypt, Cameroon and Haiti. David Hallam, director of the FAO's trade and markets division, told Reuters that biofuels policies needed to become more flexible to help prevent new food crises developing. "One idea is you have some kind of price trigger so that as maize prices rise then the mandates adjust," he said, adding that the FAO wanted to reopen debate on biofuels policies. WAIVER The FAO has joined a growing and diverse chorus calling for an unprecedented waiver or suspension of the RFS. This week, 25 U.S. Senators urged the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) to adjust the mandate, while the chief executive of grains giant Cargill said the free market should dictate biofuels use. Livestock producers, which are forced to bid against ethanol producers to secure costlier grain for feed, were first to ask for relief. However, the EPA has yet to receive an official petition for a waiver, which can only come from a fuel blender or a state governor, according to the legislation. FAO officials have warned of the potential for a food crisis to develop if countries resort to the kind of export restraints and panic buying that aggravated price surges in 2007/08. "It is vitally important that any unilateral policy reactions from countries, whether importers or exporters, do not further destabilise the situation," Graziano Da Silva wrote in the newspaper. Charity Oxfam has warned that rising food prices could drag millions of people around the world into conditions of hunger and malnourishment, in addition to nearly one billion who are already too poor to feed themselves. While the RFS program faces growing criticism, it also has strong support from Farm Belt politicians in an election year and has been a core part of President Obama's energy plan. Some say suspending it would do little to relax demand. Waiving the mandate could have several unintended effects, such as dampening investment in cellulosic and other advanced biofuels that could cut dependence on food crops for making fuel, or damage the market for dried distillers' grains, an ethanol byproduct sold as a livestock feed. In 2008, Texas Governor Rick Perry petitioned the EPA to cut the mandate in half for that year. The EPA refused, but in doing so it made clear that future petitions would have to prove that the RFS itself was causing severe economic harm. 


Kills billions and causes global war
Brown, 9 (Lester R, - founder of the Worldwatch Institute and the Earth Policy Institute “Can Food Shortages Bring Down Civilization?” Scientific American, May)

[bookmark: _GoBack]The biggest threat to global stability is the potential for food crises in poor countries to cause government collapse. Those crises are brought on by ever worsening environmental degradation One of the toughest things for people to do is to anticipate sudden change. Typically we project the future by extrapolating from trends in the past. Much of the time this approach works well. But sometimes it fails spectacularly, and people are simply blindsided by events such as today's economic crisis. For most of us, the idea that civilization itself could disintegrate probably seems preposterous. Who would not find it hard to think seriously about such a complete departure from what we expect of ordinary life? What evidence could make us heed a warning so dire--and how would we go about responding to it? We are so inured to a long list of highly unlikely catastrophes that we are virtually programmed to dismiss them all with a wave of the hand: Sure, our civilization might devolve into chaos--and Earth might collide with an asteroid, too! For many years I have studied global agricultural, population, environmental and economic trends and their interactions. The combined effects of those trends and the political tensions they generate point to the breakdown of governments and societies. Yet I, too, have resisted the idea that food shortages could bring down not only individual governments but also our global civilization. I can no longer ignore that risk. Our continuing failure to deal with the environmental declines that are undermining the world food economy--most important, falling water tables, eroding soils and rising temperatures--forces me to conclude that such a collapse is possible. The Problem of Failed States Even a cursory look at the vital signs of our current world order lends unwelcome support to my conclusion. And those of us in the environmental field are well into our third decade of charting trends of environmental decline without seeing any significant effort to reverse a single one. In six of the past nine years world grain production has fallen short of consumption, forcing a steady drawdown in stocks. When the 2008 harvest began, world carryover stocks of grain (the amount in the bin when the new harvest begins) were at 62 days of consumption, a near record low. In response, world grain prices in the spring and summer of last year climbed to the highest level ever. As demand for food rises faster than supplies are growing, the resulting food-price inflation puts severe stress on the governments of countries already teetering on the edge of chaos. Unable to buy grain or grow their own, hungry people take to the streets. Indeed, even before the steep climb in grain prices in 2008, the number of failing states was expanding [see sidebar at left]. Many of their problem's stem from a failure to slow the growth of their populations. But if the food situation continues to deteriorate, entire nations will break down at an ever increasing rate. We have entered a new era in geopolitics. In the 20th century the main threat to international security was superpower conflict; today it is failing states. It is not the concentration of power but its absence that puts us at risk. States fail when national governments can no longer provide personal security, food security and basic social services such as education and health care. They often lose control of part or all of their territory. When governments lose their monopoly on power, law and order begin to disintegrate. After a point, countries can become so dangerous that food relief workers are no longer safe and their programs are halted; in Somalia and Afghanistan, deteriorating conditions have already put such programs in jeopardy. Failing states are of international concern because they are a source of terrorists, drugs, weapons and refugees, threatening political stability everywhere. Somalia, number one on the 2008 list of failing states, has become a base for piracy. Iraq, number five, is a hotbed for terrorist training. Afghanistan, number seven, is the world's leading supplier of heroin. Following the massive genocide of 1994 in Rwanda, refugees from that troubled state, thousands of armed soldiers among them, helped to destabilize neighboring Democratic Republic of the Congo (number six). Our global civilization depends on a functioning network of politically healthy nation-states to control the spread of infectious disease, to manage the international monetary system, to control international terrorism and to reach scores of other common goals. If the system for controlling infectious diseases--such as polio, SARS or avian flu--breaks down, humanity will be in trouble. Once states fail, no one assumes responsibility for their debt to outside lenders. If enough states disintegrate, their fall will threaten the stability of global civilization itself.


