Topicality – Energy Production v K affs
1. Definitions

Incentives must be intentionally designed to increase production

Anastos, 8 – RESEARCHER, CROSS GOVERNMENT RESEARCH, POLICY AND PRACTICE BRANCH, OFFICE OF THE CHIEF INFORMATION OFFICER, MINISTRY OF LABOUR AND CITIZENS’ SERVICES (Douglas, “DO INCENTIVES WORK? CITIZEN INVOLVEMENT IN ACTIVITIES THROUGH INCENTIVE PROGRAMS”, 6/18, http://www.cio.gov.bc.ca/local/cio/kis/pdfs/incentive_programs.pdf) WHAT ARE INCENTIVES? The term ―incentive,‖ in its modern usage, was conceived in early twentieth century American debates of socialist economics and behavioural psychology. In the original context of industrial relations, psychologists regarded incentives as tools of labour control used in behavioural engineering experiments. Socialist economists adopted the notion that incentives might take the place of profit as a motivator in a planned economy with common ownership, and thereby correct deficiencies of automatic market forces (Grant, 2002). Today, incentives are broadly understood in a range of fields and contexts as devices designed to make one choice more attractive than any other alternative. According to Grant (2002), an incentive is “an offer of something of value, sometimes with a cash equivalent and sometimes not, meant to influence the payoff structure of a utility calculation so as to alter a person’s course of action”. (p. 111). Fundamentally, incentives seek to change the status quo by motivating an action that would not occur naturally or automatically. Though incentive programs often take the form of conditional rewards, commonly referred to as the “carrot and stick approach,” they differ from rewards in one important way. A reward or punishment, unlike an incentive or disincentive, is merited or deserved. Further, incentives are not synonymous with motivation, in the broad sense of the term, because they fail to account for action that is initiated by the individual or is understood as internally motivated (Grant, 2002). One final distinction, particularly in the corporate sense, is between the concepts of compensation and incentive. The former implies an equalization or redress of a balance, while an incentive is offered as a bonus to motivate one to produce beyond the usual expectation. Incentives, in other words, are intentionally designed to exceed an amount set by market forces. An incentive program is a trust-based arrangement between a provider and a consumer, something that Grant (2002) refers to as a negotiation made in the context of an authority relationship. Obreiter and Nimis (n.d.) comment on some of the common issues and patterns that arise in this relationship:  Roles: In general, the entity distributing the incentive acts as provider, while the recipient or consumer accepts the incentive with the condition of involvement of an activity. In such a situation, the incentive pattern imposes symmetrical roles.  Remuneration: Every incentive program introduces its own type of remuneration with the goal of directing actions. Again, the remuneration scheme is a two-way exchange, as recipients act based on the arrangements of the incentive program.  Trust: Trust and cooperation are essential components of an effective incentive program both for producers and for recipients. Recipients need to know that the program will continue to offer the incentive and producers need to know that participants in the program will follow through with their role in the program once they have received the incentive.  Scalability: Scalability refers to the number of agencies involved in the program as providers and the number of recipients collecting incentives. A large number of agencies involved in the program as providers may complicate implementation.  Implementation issues: A range of implementation issues arise when developing an incentive program. Many of these can be mitigated through attention to the above points.

Restriction means limits on the extent of something

WordNet in 2012 (http://www.thefreedictionary.com/restriction)

1.[image: Description: restriction - a principle that limits the extent of something]restriction - a principle that limits the extent of something; "I am willing to accept certain restrictions on my movements"


FOR indicates purpose

FOR (as a preposition) in Merriam Websters Dictionary 12 (http://www.merriam-webster.com/dictionary/for)

a —used as a function word to indicate purpose

Energy Production means increase of use of an energy

COAG 9 (Department of Climate Change on behalf of the Council of Australian Governments (COAG) Expert Group on Streamlining Greenhouse and Energy Reporting, "national Greenhouse and Energy Reporting Streamlining Protocol," http://www.climatechange.gov.au/~/media/publications/greenhouse-report/nger-streamlining-protocol.pdf) 
‘Energy production’ is defined in NGER Regulation 2.23: Production of energy, in relation to a facility, means any one of the following: (a) the extraction or capture of energy from natural sources for final consumption by or from the operation of the facility or for use other than in operation of the facility; (b) the manufacture of energy by the conversion of energy from one form to another form for final consumption by or from the operation of the facility or for use other than in the operation of the facility.

[bookmark: _GoBack]1NC – Framework 
A. Interpretation – The affirmative should defend the instrumental adoption of a policy reducing restrictions or increasing financial incentives for energy production in the US
B. Violation – they defend a method that isn’t a plan-oriented policy option 
Warming Topic Education – Students interrogating environmental issues is critical to developing sustainable solutions – Must also be coupled with policy advocacy in order to succeed 
Cotgrave and Alkhaddar 6 – Alison Cotgrave has a PhD in Sustainability Literacy, she is currently the Deputy Director of the School of the Built Environment and a researcher in construction education, she is also a Fellow of the Higher Education Academy, Rafid Alkhaddar has a PhD in Civil Engineering and currently teaches at the School of the Built Environment John Moores University in Liverpool as a Professor of Water and Environmental Engineering (March 2006, “Greening the Curricula within Construction Programmes,” Journal for Education in the Built Environment, Vol.1, Issue 1, March 2006 pp. 3-29, http://131.251.248.49/jebe/pdf/AlisonCotgrave1(1).pdf)
Environmental education  
Many writers have determined that the main aim of environmental education is to change attitudes, that will in turn change behaviour. As long ago as 1976, Ramsey and Rickson identified that it has long been known that the basis for many environmental problems is irresponsible behaviour. Without a doubt, one of the most important influences on behaviour is attitude, that in turn is influenced by education. Campbell Bradley et al. (1999) stress the need for trying to change young people’s environmental attitudes because young people ultimately will be affected by, and will need to provide, solutions to environmental problems arising from present day actions. As future policymakers, the youth of today will be responsible for ‘fixing’ the environment and they will be the ones who must be persuaded to act now in order to avoid paying a high price to repair damage to the environment in the future, if indeed it is repairable. Therefore it appears that effective environmental education, which changes the attitudes of young people, is crucial. The (then) Department for Education (DFE) report, commonly known as the ‘Toyne Report’ (DFE, 1993), concluded that as education seeks to lead opinion, it will do so more effectively if it keeps in mind the distinctive nature of its mission, which is first and foremost to improve its students’ understanding. Their concern may well be awakened as a result; but it must be a properly informed concern. This does not necessarily mean treating the environment as a purely scientific issue, but does mean that the respective roles of science and ethics need to be distinguished, and the complexities of each need to be acknowledged. Failure to do this may lead all too readily to an ‘environmentalism’ which, by depicting possibilities as certainties, can only discredit itself in the long run and feed the complacency which it seeks to dispel. McKeown-Ice and Dendinger (2000) have identified the fact that scientific knowledge and political intervention will not solve the environmental problem on their own, thus implying that something additional is required to change behaviour. As has already been discussed, behaviour changes can only occur if attitudes change and this can be achieved through education. As Fien (1997) identifies, environmental education can play a key role by creating awareness, and changing people’s values, skills and behaviour. Introducing environmental elements into the curriculum can therefore be seen as a potentially effective way of transferring knowledge. This should in turn improve attitudes that will lead to improvements in environmental behaviour. Graham (2000) believes that it is crucial that building professionals not only participate in the creation of projects that have low environmental impact, but equally it is important that they learn to conceive, nurture, promote and facilitate the kind of paradigm changes seen as necessary to create a sustainable society. There are however limitations as to what education can achieve on its own, for as Jucker (2002) believes, if we do not do everything we can to transform our political, economic and social systems into more sustainable structures, we might as well forget the educational part.

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

State engagement is a better method to solve the aff – refusal to engage in the methodical politics of democratic citizenship makes their impacts inevitable 
Dietz 94
(Mary G. Dietz, Professor of Political Science and Gender Studies Program at Northwestern University, “’THE SLOW BORING OF HARD BOARDS’: METHODICAL THINKING AND THE WORK OF POLITICS”, American Political Science Review, Vol. 88, No. 4 December 1994, http://www.jstor.org/stable/pdfplus/2082713.pdf)
Earlier, in considering the means-end category in politics, I suggested that everything hinges upon the action context within which this mode of thinking takes place. I now want to suggest that there is a richer conceptual context-beyond utilitarian objectification, rational capitalist accumulation, and/or Leninism-within which to think about the category of means and ends. Weil offers this alternative in her account of methodical thinking as (1) problem- oriented, (2) directed toward enacting a plan or method (solutions) in response to problems identified, (3) attuned to intelligent mastery (not domination), and (4) purposeful but not driven by a single end or success. Although Weil did not even come close to doing this herself, we might derive from her account of methodical thinking an action concept of politics. Methodical politics is equally opposed to the ideological politics Hannah Arendt deplores, but it is also distinct in important respects from the theatrical politics she defends. Identifying a problem-or what the philosopher David Wiggins calls "the search for the best specification of what would honor or answer to relevant concerns" (1978, 145)-is where methodical politics begins.26 It continues (to extrapolate from Weil's image of the methodical builders) in the determination of a means-end sequel, or method, directed toward a political aim. It reaches its full realization in the actual undertaking of the plan of action, or method, itself. To read any of these action aspects as falling under technical rules or blueprints (as Arendt tends to do when dealing with means and ends) is to confuse problem solving with object making and something methodical with something ideological. By designating a problem orientation to political activity, methodical politics assigns value to the activity of constantly deploying "knowing and doing" on new situations or on new understandings of old ones. This is neither an ideological exercise in repetition nor the insistent redeployment of the same pattern onto shifting circumstances and events. The problem orientation that defines methodical politics rests upon a recognition of the political domain as a matrix of obstacles where it is impossible to secure an ideological fix or a single focus.  In general, then, methodical politics is best under- stood from the perspective of "the fisherman battling 880 American Political Science Review Vol. 88, No. 4 against wind and waves in his little boat" (Weil 1973, 101) or perhaps as Michael Oakeshott puts it: "In political activity . . . men sail a boundless and bottomless sea; there is neither harbour for shelter nor floor for anchorage, neither starting-place nor ap- pointed destination" (1962, 127).27 Neither Weil's nor Oakeshott's is the perspective of the Platonist, who values chiefly the modeller who constructs his ship after pre-existing Forms or the pilot-philosopher who steers his craft to port by the light of immutable Forms fixed in a starry night. In both of the Platonic images (where the polis is either an artifact for use or a conveyance to safe harbor), a single and predictable end is already to hand. Neither Weil's nor Oakeshott's images admit any equivalent finality. The same is true of methodical politics, where political phenomena present to citizens-as the high sea presents to the sailor-challenges to be identified, demands to be met, and a context of circumstances to be engaged (without blueprints). Neither the assurance of finality nor the security of certainty attends this worldly activity. In his adamantly instrumental reading of politics in the ancient world, M.I. Finley makes a similar point and distinguishes between a problem orientation and patterned predictability by remarking upon the "iron compulsion" the Greeks and Romans were under "to be continuously inventive, as new and often unantic- ipated problems or difficulties arose that had to be resolved without the aid of precedents or models" (1983, 53). With this in mind, we might appreciate methodical politics as a mode of action oriented toward problems and solutions within a context of adventure and unfamiliarity. In this sense, it is compatible with Arendt's emancipatory concept of natality (or "new beginnings") and her appreciation of openness and unpredictability in the realm of human affairs. There are other neighborly affinities between methodical and theatrical politics as well. Both share a view of political actors as finite and fragile creatures who face an infinite range of possibilities, with only limited powers of control and imagination over the situations in which they are called upon to act. From both a methodical and a theatrical vantage point, this perpetual struggle that is politics, whatever its indeterminacy and flux, acquires meaning only when "knowing what to do and doing it" are united in the same performance (Arendt, 1958a, 223). Freedom, in other words, is realized when Plato's brilliant and devious conceptual maneuver is outwitted by a politics that opposes "the escape from action into rule" and reasserts human self-realization as the unification of thought-action in the world (pp. 223-25). In theatrical politics, however, the actual action content of citizen "knowing and doing" is upstaged by the spectacular appearance of personal identities courageously revealed in the public realm. Thus Plato's maneuver is outwitted in a bounded space where knowing what to do and doing it are disclosed in speech acts and deeds of self-revelation in the company of one's-fellow citizens. In contrast, methodical politics doggedly reminds us that purposes themselves are what matter in the end, and that citizen action is as much about obstinately pursuing them as it is about the courage to speak in performance. So, in methodical politics, the Platonic split between knowing and doing is overcome in a kind of boundless navigation that is realized in purposeful acts of collective self-determination. Spaces of appearances are indispensable in this context, but these spaces are not exactly akin to "islands in a sea or as oases in a desert" (Arendt 1970, 279). The parameters of methodical politics are more fluid than this, set less by identifiable boundaries than by the very activity through which citizens "let realities work upon" them with "inner concentration and calmness" (Weber 1946, 115). In this respect, methodical politics is not a context wherein courage takes eloquent respite from the face of life, danger (the sea, the desert), or death: it is a daily confrontation wherein obstacles or dangers (including the ultimate danger of death) are transformed into prob- lems, problems are rendered amenable to possible action, and action is undertaken with an aim toward solution. Indeed, in these very activities, or what Arendt sometimes pejoratively calls the in order to, we might find the perpetuation of what she praises as the for the sake of which, or the perpetuation of politics itself (1958a, 154). To appreciate the emancipatory dimension of this action concept of politics as methodical, we might now briefly return to the problem that Arendt and Weil think most vexes the modern world-the deformation of human beings and human affairs by forces of automatism. This is the complex manipulation of modern life that Havel describes as the situation in which everything "must be cossetted together as firmly as possible, predetermined, regulated and controlled" and "every aberration from the prescribed course of life is treated as error, license and anarchy" (1985, 83). Constructed against this symbolic animal laborans, Arendt's space of appearances is the agonistic opposite of the distorted counterfeit reality of automatism. The space of appearances is where individuality and personal identity are snatched from the jaws of automatic processes and recuperated in "the merciless glare" of the public realm (Arendt 1969, 86). Refigured in this fashion, Arendtian citizens counter reductive technological complexes in acts of individual speech revelation that powerfully proclaim, in collective effect, "This is who we are!" A politics in this key does indeed dramatically defy the objectifying processes of modern life-and perhaps even narratively transcends them by delivering up what is necessary for the reification of human remembrance in the "storybook of mankind" (Arendt 1958a, 95). But these are also its limits. For whatever else it involves, Arendtian politics cannot entail the practical confrontation of the situation that threatens the human condition most. Within the space of appearances, Arendt's citizens can neither search for the best specification of the problem before them nor, it seems, pursue solutions to the problem once it is identified, for such activities involve "the pursuit of a definite aim which can be set by practical considerations," and that is homo faber's prerogative and so in the province of "fabrication," well outside the space of appearances where means and ends are left behind (pp. 170-71). Consequently, automatism can be conceptualized as a "danger sign" in Arendt's theory, but it cannot be designated as a problem in Arendt's politics, a problem that citizens could cognitively counter and purposefully attempt to resolve or transform (p. 322). From the perspective of methodical politics, which begins with a problem orientation, automatism can be specified and encountered within the particular spaces or circumstances (schools, universities, hospitals, factories, corporations, prisons, laboratories, houses of finance, the home, public arenas, public agencies) upon which its technological processes intrude. Surely something like this is what Weil has in mind when she calls for "a sequence of mental efforts" in the drawing up of "an inventory of modern civilization" that begins by "refusing to subordinate one's own destiny to the course of history" (1973, 123-24). Freedom is immanent in such moments of cognitive inventory, in the collective citizen-work of "taking stock"-identifying problems and originating methods-and in the shared pursuit of purposes and objectives. This is simply what it means to think and act methodically in spaces of appearances. Nothing less, as Wiggins puts it, "can rescue and preserve civilization from the mounting irrationality of the public province, . . . from Oppression exercised in the name of Management (to borrow Simone Weil's prescient phrase)" (1978, 146). 

PIC Out of React
We embrace the affirmative’s use of Quare theology – we are not fans of the REACT movement
The REACT organization  WANTS 3 Demands

FROM THEIR WEBSITE

http://ej4all.org/organizations.php?area=South&id=33

REACT is a grassroots organization of residents living near or at the fence lines of a cluster of 11 chemical plants commonly referred to as Rubbertown. The organization was established in April of 2003 as a campaign of the Justice Resource Center and became an independent organization later that year. REACT is fighting for:
· Strong laws to stop toxic air pollution from chemical plants
· The protection of residents in the event of a leak, fire or explosion in a chemical plant or railcar.
· Full disclosure and easy access to information concerning the impact of Rubbertown on residents living nearby
DEMAND 2 – has already been addressed – the city has changed its early warning plans

Matt Strottman 3/30/11
(Hello Louisville, MetroSafe Takes Responsibility For Updating Rubbertown's RCALL System)

Louisville's MetroSafe communications center has taken control of Rubbertown's RCALL system. The action was taken after a failure by Carbide Industries to notify area residents in a timely manner about the March 21 plant explosion. The RCALL system was originally created to notify Rubbertown residents of emergencies related to the large industrial plants concentrated in the area. Prior to MetroSafe taking control of RCALL, updates were made by industries in Rubbertown to warn residents of potential hazards or emergencies. Usually, the RCALL system is updated within 30 minutes of a situation where public notification is needed. The RCALL line was not updated for nearly 90 minutes after the March 21 Carbide Industries explosion, prompting Louisville Mayor Greg Fischer to recommend that MetroSafe assume responsibility for updating RCALL. “We've reviewed the events [of the Carbide Industries explosion] because I wanted to personally ensure that the city did everything in its power to make certain that residents were given timely and accurate information,” Fischer said. "[Metrosafe's updating of RCALL] will ensure that there is no lag time in communication. MetroSafe operators can react in real time and record messages on the RCALL line so the public may call for details.” MetroSafe is looking into purchasing an updated system that will not only update Rubbertown residents of potential hazards, but also inform Louisville residents city-wide of important developments. Officials want the new system to implement text messaging as an alternate means of notification. MetroSafe is currently updating the RCALL system daily with the latest information. The RCALL number is 502-574-2580.

These very laws DRIVES QUALITY jobs away from Louisville

Earl Hartlege a 72 year old self-employed demolition man from Rubbertown who defends that the industry might be a necessary evil

Meador reports in 2010 (March 17, 2010 Rubbertown bouncing back? A push to reinvent the city’s most toxic neighborhood BY JONATHAN MEADOR, http://leoweekly.com/news/rubbertown-bouncing-back)

The odor creeping in through the rolled-down windows of Earl Hartlege’s pick-up truck smells sweet at first, like a bag of Jolly Ranchers left to melt on an engine block. We’re driving down Bells Lane on a cloudy Wednesday afternoon, surrounded by massive chemical manufacturing plants, landfills and bombed-out vacant lots. As we pass the gigantic orb-silos of the Zeon Chemicals plant — the site of a nasty spill that Hartlege says occurred decades ago, covering the entire two-lane road in poisonous slush — the odor takes an overpowering turn for the worse. “Whew,” says Hartlege, wincing. “That’s a lovely smell, ain’t it?” “Oh God,” I mutter, clasping the bridge of my nose in pain. “It’s worse than a janitor’s closet out here.” Welcome to Rubbertown, west Louisville’s most polluted neighborhood. Hartlege, a self-employed demolition man, has lived here for all of his 72 years, and has witnessed the area’s gradual transformation from rural community to industrial juggernaut to decaying industrial wasteland, the latter of which has become a multi-generational source of ills and illness. A new study commissioned by the Metro Economic Development Cabinet is poised to change Rubbertown’s landscape once more. Philadelphia-based Interface Studio LLC — an urban planning and design firm — has been charged with input from local residents, business leaders and the land itself in a bid to ferry the blighted nabe into a much better tomorrow. Two weeks ago, the public was invited to the Nia Center’s Economic Opportunity Campus for a sneak peek at this study. However, aside from about 20 area residents and only one mayoral candidate — the ever-ebullient Tyler Allen — the city-at-large has taken a pass, which is understandable if you know a little about Rubbertown’s often-neglected history. “I wanted to hear about the study because Rubbertown is a part of our community that doesn’t get its due attention” says Allen, “and is a part of the community that the next mayor will have to pay more attention to.”
Until only recently (i.e., after the late Rev. Louis Coleman agitated for years on the neighborhood’s behalf and forced the city-at-large to pay attention), Rubbertown and its fetid emanations had evaded the radars of city officials, environmental regulators and pretty much anyone who hasn’t had the pleasure of living next door to a DuPont foundry — which makes the comprehensive nature of Interface’s report all the more remarkable. “The balance we’re trying to strike is making sure those companies have a role to play in the area such that they support existing businesses or fill a particular niche,” says Scott Page, principal designer at Interface Studio. “It’s also important that those companies don’t bring in any undue impacts that would upset residents.” Although a great many chemical plants have begun a slow exodus from Rubbertown over the years — “Those were good paying jobs,” says Hartlege — the area still accounts for about 2,500 jobs in the manufacturing, transportation,warehousing and utility industries, making for a tricky balance between employment and quality of life when considering any future developments. And regarding developments, the study finds that a great deal of Rubbertown’s real estate isn’t being utilized to its fullest capacity, as 43 percent is classified vacant/undeveloped — a figure that also includes landfills and chemical/ash ponds. Furthermore, 34 percent is designated as industrial, with only 10 percent as residential. “The one universal concern from the community is that they don’t want another Dow, or ‘Insert Chemical Company Name Here’ moving into the neighborhood,” says Page. “The concern is that we already have enough chemical companies, so I think there’s a lot of common ground,” between those like Hartlege who lament the lack of industrial jobs, and other residents who see industry as a burden, not a benefit. Degradation and overuse of existing transportation infrastructure has put undue stress on the area’s handful of main traffic arteries, including Bells Lane, Campground Road and Algonquin Parkway, which feed into the neighborhood’s main thoroughfare, Cane Run Road. The resulting conditions are bad for pedestrians, motorists and businesses alike. The study so far recommends a significant overhaul of Cane Run to expand its existing road and bike lanes, install sidewalks, and streamline existing signage so as to better designate the area’s industrial zones. The study also revealed that a huge chunk of Rubbertown’s chemical-heavy zones don’t have access to Metropolitan Sewer District pipelines. Meanwhile, the nearby Morris Forman wastewater treatment plant only operates at 50 percent of its total capacity. According to Page, the construction of open-air culverts would do little to direct the flow of toxic run-off as the terrain is so flat that the “water” would largely do what it’s doing now: nothing. He says the lack of adequate sewage infrastructure does little to encourage investment of any kind. Most interesting is the study’s detailed socioeconomic data, which basically illustrates the realities of living life in an industrial wasteland — people just don’t want to stick around, and those who do are worsened by it. In 1990, 10,699 people called Rubbertown home, compared to 8,234 last year. In addition, educational attainment remains startlingly below Jefferson County standards, as only 5 percent of residents have a bachelor’s degree and only 68 percent have attained a high school diploma. Page says the study won’t be finalized until May, and he promises there will be plenty more for the community to chew on. In the meantime, the study in its current state does not address what are perhaps two of the most pressing issues in Rubbertown. One is gauging whether Metro Louisville’s Air Pollution Control District’s pollution reduction program, aka STAR, has been as effective as the city has claimed. The other issue — raised by Tyler Allen during the Nia Center meeting — lies in examining where the workers of the Rubbertown chemical plants actually live. He argued that if the chemical plants don’t employ area residents in any significant number, then there’s little reason to believe those plants are best serving the needs of the community. “I think it would be important to know,” says Allen. “Especially if we’re trying to figure out how to move this community forward. If the industry isn’t benefiting the people, then we should maybe reexamine the industry.” As for Hartlege, he has mixed feelings about the future of his neighborhood. He can remember a time before the plants and the pollution, when the area was called “Beantown,” so named for the farmers who lived and worked in the area. Although he’d like to see the land return to that use, he thinks it would be unwise to completely run industry out of Rubbertown. “We taxed the hell out of (industry) so they’re taking all of their jobs with them,” he says. “What you have to realize, unfortunately, is industry might be a necessary evil.” 

These jobs are well-paying for thousands who DO NOT HAVE COLLEGE DEGREES

RUBBERTOWN CORRIDOR ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT STRATEGY 10 – A coalition of Community members and business leaders 10 

 (RUBBERTOWN CORRIDOR ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT STRATEGY ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS PROJECT PARTNERS ADVISORY COMMITTEE THE RUBBERTOWN CORRIDOR ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT STRATEGY WAS FUNDED BY GENEROUS GRANTS FROM LOUISVILLE METRO GOVERNMENT, GREATER LOUISVILLE INC, AND LOUISVILLE CHEMISTRY PARTNERSHIP. SPECIAL THANKS TO: Louisville Metro Government, Economic Development Department Bruce Traughber, Susan Hamilton, April Jones Greater Louisville Inc, the Metro Chamber of Commerce Eileen Pickett, Christina Shadle The Louisville Chemistry Partnership Greg Brotzge Earl Beason, West Louisville resident Arnita Gadson, Kentucky Environmental Quality Commission John Gant , General Manager at Carbide Industries Tom Gettelfinger, Zeon Chemicals Carl Hilton, West Jefferson County Community Task Force (WJCCTF) Brad Karas, American Synthetic Rubber Corp. Alice Simpson, The Lubrizol Corporation Leonard Watkins , West Louisville resident and former City Councilman)

The Rubbertown companies contribute a great deal to the local economy of West Louisville and the regional economy of Greater Louisville. The following nine companies – including the some of the largest plants in Rubbertown- directly employ nearly 1,400 people* – including managers, engineers, operators, maintenance, and clerical support – from both Kentucky and Indiana. Their combined payroll exceeds $130 million annually. •Carbide Industries – 120 employees and annual payroll of $7 million. •Dow Chemical – 120 employees and annual payroll of $22 million. •DuPont – 150 employees, plus 100 contractors and annual payroll of $13 million •Arkema – 73 employees and annual payroll of $6.3 million •Hexion – 223 employees and annual payroll of $17 million. •Lubrizol – 125 employees and annual payroll of $10.5 million. •Zeon Chemical – 110 employees and annual payroll of $19 million. •American Synthetic Rubber Co. – 350 employees In addition to the Rubbertown companies’ direct jobs and wages (with many of these jobs paying more than $20/hour and available to those without a college degree), there are indirect and induced jobs and wages created by businesses which supply goods and services to these companies (truck drivers, barge pilots, railroad engineers, and warehouse workers), and by the spending of direct and indirect employees. This “multiplier”, as determined by AECOM Economics, means that for every job that exists in Rubbertown, another 4.4 are supported in connection with it. This multiplier effect translates to approximately 6,030 additional jobs – a grand total of 7,400 good jobs that Rubbertown industries support in the Greater Louisville region.

Rubbertown is at a crossroads – an open business climate is critical to RE-INVESTMENT that

RUBBERTOWN CORRIDOR ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT STRATEGY 10 – A coalition of Community members and business leaders 10 

 (RUBBERTOWN CORRIDOR ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT STRATEGY ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS PROJECT PARTNERS ADVISORY COMMITTEE THE RUBBERTOWN CORRIDOR ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT STRATEGY WAS FUNDED BY GENEROUS GRANTS FROM LOUISVILLE METRO GOVERNMENT, GREATER LOUISVILLE INC, AND LOUISVILLE CHEMISTRY PARTNERSHIP. SPECIAL THANKS TO: Louisville Metro Government, Economic Development Department Bruce Traughber, Susan Hamilton, April Jones Greater Louisville Inc, the Metro Chamber of Commerce Eileen Pickett, Christina Shadle The Louisville Chemistry Partnership Greg Brotzge Earl Beason, West Louisville resident Arnita Gadson, Kentucky Environmental Quality Commission John Gant , General Manager at Carbide Industries Tom Gettelfinger, Zeon Chemicals Carl Hilton, West Jefferson County Community Task Force (WJCCTF) Brad Karas, American Synthetic Rubber Corp. Alice Simpson, The Lubrizol Corporation Leonard Watkins , West Louisville resident and former City Councilman)


The West Louisville chemical manufacturing complex known as Rubbertown is at a crossroads. Once surrounded by undeveloped land and isolated from the City of Louisville, Rubbertown manufactured vital war material for the U.S. government. Over the years, the Corridor transitioned to commercial chemical manufacturing embedded within a network of established communities. This proximity has generated friction as nearby communities have taken issue with the chemical plants’ emissions, truck traffic and aging infrastructure. Yet, with plants owned by two of the world’s three largest chemical manufacturers (Dow Chemical and DuPont), the district directly employs more than 1,400 people (and supports another 7400 jobs in the region), with a combined annual payroll of $130 million. Despite the widely-touted decline of American manufacturing, these jobs – often stable, high-paying union jobs with benefits – remain one of this country’s most accessible pathways to the middle class for those without a college education. As an urban industrial district, the key to Rubbertown’s survival and success into the future will be balance. Rubbertown companies are subject to global and regional economic forces and shaped by the local business climate – such as the costs associated with the STAR program to reduce harmful air toxics. But Rubbertown also benefits from its urban setting in terms of location, access, workforce and infrastructure. Balancing the needs of businesses competing in an increasingly global marketplace with the responsibilities of good neighbors will be the challenge moving forward for Rubbertown. Metro Government and GLI want to help. Together with the consultant team, the Louisville Chemistry Partnership, and the west Jefferson County community, we aim to achieve a balanced strategy – using sustainability as the guiding principle by which Rubbertown can be transitioned toward a more ecologically, socially and economically viable neighbor far into the future. KEY FINDINGS Issues related to enviornmental concerns are a significant factor for the district. The implementation of the STAR program is evidence of the depth of concern related to air pollution in West Louisville. The Corridor suffers from a negative image and perceptions of contamination and pollution. However, the quality of life for both residents and employees in Rubbertown is also marred by deficient infrastructure - crowded, narrow roads, little lighting or sidewalks, dangerous crossings, and lack of river access. The companies themselves are vulnerable to the conditions that are contributing to the continued decline of traditional manufacturing sectors nationwide. However, specialization, adaptibility and responsiveness to growth industries have kept many Rubbertown companies afloat - and even competitive - through the recent economic downturn. While utility service is not uniformly available, especially in the southern half of the study area, the transportation infrastructure – interstate access, freight rail, river barge facilities – is excellent. Development-ready property is relatively scarce in Rubbertown due to a combination of contamination, soils, lack of sewer or road infrastructure and other environmental factors. However, a detailed Corridor land inventory indicates that there is a significant amount of vacant and underutilized land as well as “slack space” (unused portions of active industrial properties) that may offer opportunities for redevelopment if strategic investments are made and proactive policies are put in place. Finally, as indicated in the market analysis, there is significant demand for warehouse space in the immediate vicinity of the Rubbertown Corridor. Metro government – in addition to state and federal authorities – is eager to support domestic manufacturing and distribution due to good jobs and revenue stream they provide, and reduced reliance on foreign imports. The opportunity exists to leverage the physical and market potential of Rubbertown to retain and expand jobs while also improving the quality of life for residents and employees. This plan should be considered the first step in a long conversation about Rubbertown’s future and seeks to set the foundation for a renewed vision for the Corridor. GOALS The public process of stakeholder engagement for the Economic Development Strategy, including interviews, focus groups, advisory committee meetings, and project partner meetings, has resulted in a broad articulation of goals and objectives that have come to serve as a guidepost for Rubbertown recommendations. These goals and objectives are focused on further balancing the priorities of industrial uses with those of the residential neighborhoods that have co-existed in the study area for generations.
1nc – Case turns
Turn – Urban Poverty – Environmental justice is the new White Man’s Burden designed to stifle re-allocation in power – their movement is nothing more than paternalism  

Alford 08 (Mr. Alford is the co-founder, President/CEO of the National Black Chamber of Commerce.  Environmental Justice:  The New “White Man’s Burden”) 

Oh, how wicked the webs they weave can be. The power structure will go to great lengths to maintain power or even gain more power. Psyc hological warfare and diversions have proven through the years to be the best methods of controlling the masses and maintaining ill gotten power shares. One of the biggest tools used over people of color through the centuries is the so called “White Man’s Burden”. According to the American Heritage Dictionary, White Man’s Burden is defined: “The supposed or presumed responsibility of white people to govern and impart their culture to nonwhite people, often advanced as a justification for European colonialism.” Post colonial Africa and Jim Crow, the cliques within the political structures of the United States have introduced various forms of the “Burden” via diversions. The success of the Civil Rights Movement and subsequent Civil Rights Act of 1964 and the Voting Rights Act of 1965 was just too overbearing for some segments of our power base. The emergence of a Black middle class, educated and self sufficient, with representation at all levels of local, state and federal government definitely created a “power flush”. One thing became very clear to both the conservative and liberal power camps. The progress created by these two milestones must be slowed down. Formal civil rights enforcement must be steered away from the economic impact of policy. 1 / 3 Conservatives headed by Edwin Mease of the Reagan Administration came up with the great idea of concentrating the Justice Department’s Office of Civil Rights (the main custodian of civil rights enforcement in the land) on the Americans with Disabilities Act, ADA. So for the administrations of Reagan (2), Bush #41 (1) and Bush #43 (2), this very important office was neutered to concentrating on pushing ADA zoning laws and public access for the severely handicapped. Civ il Rights were virtually put on hold, at least, crippled. After the Carter Administration was run out of power, liberals felt that they, too, must find a diversion from true civil rights enforcement. The Clinton Administration started by capitulation. He betrayed the Civil Rights Community by turning on his commitment to appoint Lani Guinier as Deputy Attorney General for Civil Rights. The community settled for Deval Patrick (now Governor of Massachusetts and Obama supporter) who did a brilliant job with what he had to work with but he, too, became disappointed and eventually resigned. Along with Mr. Patrick, Secretary of Labor Reich also left and his replacement was anything but a true warrior to civil rights despite the person’s historical background. Rodney Slater, Secretary of Transportation, cancelled Executive Order 11246 (affirmative action guidelines written by President John F. Kennedy) within the Federal Highway Administration. The liberals needed a diversion –quick and dirty- to masquerade the obvious. They soon found it in something known today as Environmental Justice. As the Americans with Disabilities Act was and is used as a replacement for true civil rights enforcement by conservatives, Environmental Justice is the liberal diversion. Environmental Justice is the biggest sham in modern day political leadership. It addresses “minority communities” and presents itself as the protector of them. Never mind about civil rights aka economic development, job creation and proactive policy. Environmental Justice seeks to limit progress in minority communities via inertia through excess regulation, bureaucracy and adverse policy in regards to infrastructure and economic progress. It acts like it is there to protect us from evil corporate America and young and new Black entrepreneurs. It demands to stop all industrial activity and progress that might cause another economic shift in the demographics of our communities. As you read this, there are two pieces of legislation which will further Environmental Justice and push back our potential gains via civil rights enforcement. Senator Durbin (D-IL) has introduced Senate Bill 642 which will codify the original Bill Clinton Executive Order 12898 establishing Environmental Justice as an entity to address. This would put the Justice Department’s responsibilities for civil rights enforcement further into the hole. It would shift to the Environmental Protection Agency. From the US Department of Justice (the laws of the land) to the EPA, a quasi agency for the environment not civil rights, this is so counter to real civil rights enforcement. Our economic future will whither on the vine. At the same time, Senator Hillary Clinton (D – NY) has introduced Senate Bill 2549. This would further establish the new found muscle at the EPA and further tone down the enforcement of civil rights at the Justice Department. Once again, they will order the Congressional Black Caucus to step aside and the Civil Rights Community to turn a blind eye and accept federal grants (“30 pieces of silver” ala Judas). The diversion is creating a formidable infrastructure if we allow this to go on. It’s time for new leadership and a return to the tried and proven Civil Rights Act enforcement.

these movements will utilize civil disobedience  - this reduces success – Buttonwillow proves

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

Two observed cases were best described as members of the set of cases without political allies, who used disruptive tactics, and were facing a new hazard. Both of these were failures. We illustrate this pathway with a brief description of the struggles of the Padres Hacia Una Vida Mejor organization based in Buttonwillow, CA as detailed in Sherman (2003) and Cole and Foster (2001). When some Latino residents of Buttonwillow, a small city in largely white and rural Kern County, California, heard rumors of a proposed expansion of a local hazardous waste facility in 1992, they were quick to form a new organization. Keeping with one of the central themes of the environmental justice movement of community participation, organizers were particularly interested in having the landfill application translated into Spanish. Conservative, Anglo county commissioners who lived far from Buttonwillow had little desire to comply. Residents of the state were then debating the relative merits of Proposition 187, which would restrict the rights of many immigrants, increasing the salience of these translation demands among both Anglo commissioners, Latino Buttonwillow residents. As both organizing and media coverage of the issue focused on the availability of bilingual environmental impact statements, non-Latino 25 Buttonwillow residents, black and white alike, who constituted roughly half the population, showed little enthusiasm for the organized translation efforts. While Padres Hacia Una Vida Mejor found little political support, they did have organizing assistance from Greenpeace and legal assistance from the California Rural Legal Assistance Foundation. The former helped organize some protests, but the resulting arrest of a Greenpeace organizer for planning civil disobedience by authorities quickly dampened local enthusiasm for confrontational tactics. Instead, after losing at the County Commission, residents turned to the courts. While the won an initial victory on procedural grounds, subsequent federal rulings went against them, and the community demobilized. Combined, these two paths to failure highlight how the absence of political allies greatly reduces the chances for local organizations to win. In general, environmental justice organizations win either through favorable state or federal agency rulings, or through favorable court rulings. Absent political allies, movements are left to the courts, where, in generally they have had little luck, especially with justice-based claims. This effect seems magnified when facing a new grievance, which might because the builders of the locally undesirably land uses are often targeting—or are being wooed by—sympathetic officials. As such, community groups working to fight these new grievances are facing an uphill battle

Turn – Jobs – EJ movement stops jobs where they are needed – the ENVIRONMENT is overblown

Timpf 12 Environmental justice: A new movement to restrict your movement Read more:http://times247.com/articles/39environmental-justice-part-i-how-civil-rights-can-control-a-transit-project5#ixzz25kU6rZ3g, Katherine

The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency defines environmental justice as "the fair treatment and meaningful involvement” of people, regardless of race, “with respect to the development, implementation and enforcement of environmental laws, regulations, and policies." At the State of Environmental Justice Conference held April 4-5 in Crystal City, Va., people from both the public and private sectors met to discuss how to increase the role of this concept in federal policy — a concept they admitted was broad. "It covers inner infrastructure, it covers government, it covers public health, it covers social equity, it covers public participation," said Glenn Robinson, director of the Environmental Justice in Transportation Project at Morgan State University in Baltimore. But Paul Driessen, a senior fellow at the Center for the Defense of Free Enterprise, a nonpartisan think tank based in Bellevue, Wash., warned against using a buzzword such as “environment” to push policy. “If somebody says, 'This is going to protect the environment,' lots of folks are reluctant to stand up and ask any questions about that. But I don't think they've given a very good review of the negative effects,” he said. For years, special-interest groups like Greenpeace and the Sierra Club have changed the American business landscape under the premise of advancing environmental justice. But in many cases, those changes have done more harm than good for the people they are designed to protect. Mr. Driessen recounted a case from 1998, when Shintech Inc. had planned to build a plastics factory in the poor, black community of Convent, La. Sierra Club activists opposed it, raising fears that dioxins from the factory could lead to increased cancer rates among minority residents there. EPA denied approval of a construction permit, so the company built its factory in a largely white community in nearby Plaquemine instead. The company had been expected to bring 2,000 jobs to Convent, Mr. Driessen said. Not only did those people lose the chance for employment, but they also lost the health care benefits that would have come with those jobs. “You are denying people the jobs and better living standards and better health that comes from that,” he said. “Where is the environmental justice in denying them access" to those things? Peter Kirsanow, a member of the U.S. Commission on Civil Rights and of Project 21, a network of black conservatives, remembers speaking with residents of Convent. “Folks were very upset, a lot of folks that had come from hundreds of miles away,” he said. “A lot of do-gooders came in, were successful in shutting down the plant, and scores of families who depended on the plant for their livelihoods were left without jobs.” The Sierra Club never actually had to prove its cancer claims to prevent the factory from being built. In fact, the Louisiana Department of Environmental Quality said in a July 1997 environmental impact statement that “dioxins were never detected … from these manufacturing facilities.” 
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