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We enter into evidence this list of 16 different RULES AND REGULATIONS in addition to a list of things they COULD HAVE DONE to be topical – these 16 exist JUST in the SOLAR and WIND category – and they could have any of many multiple affs under each of the 16 regulations – TURN COMPUTER SCREEN TO JUDGE
DSIRE, 12 – Database of State Incentives for Renewables & Efficiency (Glossary, “Financial Incentives”
http://www.dsireusa.org/glossary/)

DSIRE organizes incentives and policies that promote renewable energy and energy efficiency into two general categories -- (1) Financial Incentives and (2) Rules, Regulations & Policies -- and roughly 30 specific types of incentives and policies. This glossary provides a description of each specific incentive and policy type.
FINANCIAL INCENTIVES (click to expand section)
  [image: hide] Corporate Tax Incentives
Corporate tax incentives include tax credits, deductions and exemptions. These incentives are available in some states to corporations that purchase and install eligible renewable energy or energy efficiency equipment, or to construct green buildings. In a few cases, the incentive is based on the amount of energy produced by an eligible facility. Some states allow the tax credit only if a corporation has invested a minimum amount in an eligible project. Typically, there is a maximum limit on the dollar amount of the credit or deduction. In recent years, the federal government has offered corporate tax incentives for renewables and energy efficiency. (Note that corporate tax incentives designed to support manufacturing and the development of renewable energy systems or equipment, or energy efficiency equipment, are categorized as “Industry Recruitment/Support” in DSIRE.)
  [image: hide] Grant Programs
States offer a variety of grant programs to encourage the use and development of renewables and energy efficiency. Most programs offer support for a broad range of technologies, while a few programs focus on promoting a single technology, such as photovoltaic (PV) systems. Grants are available primarily to the commercial, industrial, utility, education and/or government sectors. Most grant programs are designed to pay down the cost of eligible systems or equipment. Others focus on research and development, or support project commercialization. In recent years, the federal government has offered grants for renewables and energy efficiency projects for end-users. Grants are usually competitive.
  [image: hide] Green Building Incentives
Green buildings are designed and constructed using practices and materials that minimize the impacts of the building on the environment and human health. Many cities and counties offer financial incentives to promote green building. The most common form of incentive is a reduction or waiver of a building permit fee. The U.S. Green Building Council’s Leadership in Energy and Environmental Design (LEED) is a popular point-based certification program for green buildings. The LEED system awards points for site selection and development; material, energy and water efficiency; indoor air quality; innovation; and the application of renewable technologies. (Note that this category includes green building incentives that do not fall under other DSIRE incentive categories, such as tax incentives and grant programs.)
  [image: hide] Industry Recruitment/Support
To promote economic development and the creation of jobs, some states offer financial incentives to recruit or cultivate the manufacturing and development of renewable energy systems and equipment. These incentives commonly take the form of tax credits, tax exemptions and grants. In some cases, the amount of the incentive depends on the quantity of eligible equipment that a company manufactures. Most of these incentives apply to several renewable energy technologies, but a few states target specific technologies, such as wind or solar. These incentives are usually designed as temporary measures to support industries in their early years. They commonly include a sunset provision to encourage the industries to become self-sufficient.
  [image: hide] Loan Programs
Loan programs provide financing for the purchase of renewable energy or energy efficiency systems or equipment. Low-interest or zero-interest loans for energy efficiency projects are a common demand-side management (DSM) practice for electric utilities. State governments also offer low-interest loans for a broad range of renewable energy and energy efficiency measures. These programs are commonly available to the residential, commercial, industrial, transportation, public and/or non-profit sectors. Loan rates and terms vary by program; in some cases, they are determined on an individual project basis. Loan terms are generally 10 years or less. In recent years, the federal government has offered loans and/or loan guarantees for renewables and energy efficiency projects.
  [image: hide] PACE Financing
Property-Assessed Clean Energy (PACE) financing effectively allows property owners to borrow money to pay for renewable energy and/or energy-efficiency improvements. The amount borrowed is typically repaid over a period of years via a special assessment on the owner's property. In general, local governments (such as cities and counties) that choose to offer PACE financing must be authorized to do so by state law.
  [image: hide] Performance-Based Incentives
Performance-based incentives (PBIs), also known as production incentives, provide cash payments based on the number of kilowatt-hours (kWh) or BTUs generated by a renewable energy system. A "feed-in tariff" is an example of a PBI. To ensure project quality, payments based on a system’s actual performance are generally more effective than payments based on a system’s rated capacity. (Note that tax incentives based on the amount of energy produced by an eligible commercial facility are categorized as “Corporate Tax Incentives” in DSIRE.)
  [image: hide] Personal Tax Incentives
Personal tax incentives include income tax credits and deductions. Many states offer these incentives to reduce the expense of purchasing and installing renewable energy or energy efficiency systems and equipment. The percentage of the credit or deduction varies by state, and in most cases, there is a maximum limit on the dollar amount of the credit or deduction. An allowable credit may include carryover provisions, or it may be structured so that the credit is spread out over a certain number of years. Eligible technologies vary widely by state. In recent years, the federal government has offered personal tax credits for renewables and energy efficiency.
  [image: hide] Property Tax Incentives
Property tax incentives include exemptions, exclusions, abatements and credits. Most property tax incentives provide that the added value of a renewable energy system is excluded from the valuation of the property for taxation purposes. For example, if a new heating system that uses renewable energy costs more than a conventional heating system, the additional cost of the renewable energy system is not included in the property assessment. In a few cases, property tax incentives apply to the additional cost of a green building. Because property taxes are collected locally, some states have granted local taxing authorities the option of allowing a property tax incentive for renewables.
  [image: hide] Rebate Programs
States, utilities and a few local governments offer rebates to promote the installation of renewables and energy efficiency projects. The majority of rebate programs that support renewables are administered by states, municipal utilities and electric cooperatives; these programs commonly provide funding for solar water heating and/or photovoltaic (PV) systems. Most rebate programs that support energy efficiency are administered by utilities. Rebate amounts vary widely by technology and program administrator.
  [image: hide] Sales Tax Incentives
Sales tax incentives typically provide an exemption from, or refund of, the state sales tax (or sales and use tax) for the purchase of a renewable energy system, an energy-efficient appliance, or other energy efficiency measures. Several states have established an annual “sales tax holiday” for energy efficiency measures by annually allowing a temporary exemption – usually for one or two days – from the state sales tax.
RULES, REGULATIONS & POLICIES (click to expand section)
  [image: hide] Appliance/Equipment Efficiency Standards
Many states have established minimum efficiency standards for certain appliances and equipment. In these states, the retail sale of appliances and equipment that do not meet the established standards is prohibited. The federal government has also established efficiency standards for certain appliances and equipment. When both the federal government and a state have adopted efficiency standards for the same type of appliance or equipment, the federal standard overrides the state standard (even if the state standard is stricter).
  [image: hide] Building Energy Codes
Building energy codes adopted by states (and some local governments) require commercial and/or residential construction to adhere to certain energy standards. While some government entities have developed their own building energy codes, many use existing codes (sometimes with state-specific amendments), such as the International Energy Conservation Code (IECC), developed and published by the International Code Council (ICC); or ASHRAE 90.1, developed by the American Society of Heating, Refrigerating and Air-Conditioning Engineers (ASHRAE). A few local building energy codes require certain commercial facilities to meet green building standards.
  [image: hide] Contractor Licensing
Some states have adopted a licensing process for renewable energy contractors. Several states have adopted contractor licensing requirements for solar water heating, active and passive solar space heating, solar industrial process heat, solar-thermal electricity, and photovoltaics (PV). These requirements are designed to ensure that contractors have the necessary knowledge and experience to install systems properly. Solar licenses typically take the form of either a separate, specialized solar contractor’s license, or of a specialty classification under a general electrical or plumbing license.
  [image: hide] Energy Efficiency Resource Standards (EERS)
Energy efficiency resource standards (EERS) are state policies that require utilities to meet specific targets for energy savings according to a set schedule. EERS policies establish separate reduction targets for electricity sales, peak electric demand and/or natural gas consumption. In most cases, utilities must achieve energy savings by developing demand-side management (DSM) programs, which typically provide financial incentives to customers to install energy-efficient equipment. An EERS policy is sometimes coupled with a state’s renewables portfolio standard (RPS). In these cases, energy efficiency is typically included as a lower-tier resource.
  [image: hide] Energy Standards for Public Buildings
Many states and local governments, as well as the federal government, have chosen to lead by example by requiring new government buildings to meet strict energy standards. DSIRE includes policies that have established green building standards, energy-reduction goals, equipment-procurement requirements, and/or the use of on-site renewable energy. Many of these policies require that new government buildings (and renovated buildings, in some cases) attain a certain level of certification under the U.S. Green Building Council’s Leadership in Energy and Environmental Design (LEED) program. Equipment-procurement policies often mandate the use of the most efficient equipment, including equipment that meets federal Energy Star criteria. Policies designed to encourage the use of on-site renewables generally establish conditional requirements tied to life-cycle cost analysis.
  [image: hide] Equipment Certification Requirements
Policies requiring renewable energy equipment to meet certain standards serve to protect consumers from buying inferior equipment. These requirements not only benefit consumers; they also protect the renewable energy industry by keeping substandard systems out of the market.
  [image: hide] Generation Disclosure
Some states require electric utilities to provide their customers with specific information about the electricity that the utility supplies. This information, which generally must be shared with customers periodically, usually includes the utility's fuel mix percentages and emissions statistics. In states with restructured electricity markets, generation disclosure policies are designed to help consumers make informed decisions about the electricity and suppliers they choose. A few states that have not fully restructured their electricity markets require generation disclosure by utilities.
  [image: hide] Green Power Purchasing Policies
Government entities, businesses, residents, schools, non-profits and others can play a significant role in supporting renewable energy by buying electricity from renewable resources, or by buying renewable energy credits (RECs). Many state and local governments, as well as the federal government, have committed to buying green power to account for a certain percentage of their electricity consumption. Green power purchases are typically executed through contracts with green power marketers or project developers, through utility green power programs, or through community aggregation.
  [image: hide] Interconnection Standards
Interconnection standards specify the technical and procedural process by which a customer connects an electricity-generating to the grid. Such standards include the technical and contractual terms that system owners and utilities must abide by. State public utilities commissions typically establish standards for interconnection to the distribution grid, while the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission (FERC) has adopted standards for interconnection to the transmission level. Many states have adopted interconnection standards, but some states’ standards apply only to investor-owned utilities -- not to municipal utilities or electric cooperatives. (Several states have adopted interconnection guidelines, which are weaker than standards and generally apply only to net-metered systems.)
  [image: hide] Line Extension Analysis
When a prospective customer requests electric service for a home or facility that is not currently served by the electric grid, the customer usually must pay a distance-based fee for the cost of extending power lines to the home or facility. In some cases, it is cheaper to use an on-site renewable energy system to meet a prospective customer’s electricity needs. A few states require utilities to provide information regarding renewable energy options when a line extension is requested.
  [image: hide] Mandatory Utility Green Power Option
Several states require electric utilities to offer customers the option to buy electricity generated from renewable resources, commonly known as “green power.” Typically, utilities offer green power generated using renewable resources that the utilities own (or for which they contract), or they buy renewable energy credits (RECs) from a provider certified by a state public utilities commission.
  [image: hide] Net Metering
For electric customers who generate their own electricity, net metering allows for the flow of electricity both to and from the customer – typically through a single, bi-directional meter. When a customer’s generation exceeds the customer’s use, electricity from the customer flows back to the grid, offsetting electricity consumed by the customer at a different time during the same billing cycle. In effect, the customer uses excess generation to offset electricity that the customer otherwise would have to purchase at the utility’s full retail rate. Net metering is required by law in most U.S. states, but these policies vary widely.
  [image: hide] Public Benefit Funds
Most public benefit funds (PBFs) were developed by states during the electric utility restructuring era, in the late 1990s, to ensure continued support for renewable energy, energy efficiency and low-income energy programs. These funds are commonly supported through a very small surcharge on electricity consumption (e.g., $0.002/kWh). This charge is sometimes referred to as a "system benefits charge" (SBC). PBFs commonly support rebate programs, loan programs, research and development, and energy education programs.
  [image: hide] Renewables Portfolio Standards (RPS)
Renewable portfolio standards (RPSs) require utilities to use renewable energy or renewable energy credits (RECs) to account for a certain percentage of their retail electricity sales -- or a certain amount of generating capacity -- according to a specified schedule. (Renewable portfolio goals are similar to RPS policies, but renewable portfolio goals are not legally binding.) Most U.S. states have established an RPS. The term “set-aside” or “carve-out” refers to a provision within an RPS that requires utilities to use a specific renewable resource (usually solar energy) to account for a certain percentage of their retail electricity sales (or a certain amount of generating capacity) according to a set schedule.
  [image: hide] Solar & Wind Access Policies
Solar and wind access policies are designed to establish a right to install and operate a solar or wind energy system at a home or other facility. Some solar access laws also ensure a system owner’s access to sunlight. These laws may be implemented at both the state and local levels. In some states, access rights prohibit homeowners associations, neighborhood covenants and local ordinances from restricting a homeowner’s right to use solar energy. Easements, the most common form of solar access policy, allow for the rights to existing access to a renewable resource on the part of one property owner to be secured from an owner whose property could be developed in such a way as to restrict that resource. An easement is usually transferred with the property title. At the local level, communities use several policies to protect solar access, including solar access ordinances, development guidelines requiring proper street orientation, zoning ordinances that contain building height restrictions, and solar permits.
  [image: hide] Solar & Wind Permitting Standards
Permitting standards can facilitate the installation of wind and solar energy systems by specifying the conditions and fees involved in project development. Some local governments have adopted simplified or expedited permitting standards for wind and/or solar. “Top-of-the-stack” permitting (or fast-track permitting) saves system owners and project developers time and money. Some states have capped fees that local governments may charge for a permit for a solar or wind energy system. In addition, some states have developed (or have supported the development of) model wind ordinances for use by local governments.


DSIRE is the best source for incentive definitions
Gouchoe, 2k - North Carolina Solar Center Industrial Extension Service North Carolina State University (Susan, “Local Government and Community Programs and Incentives for Renewable Energy— National Report,” http://seg.fsu.edu/Library/casestudy%20of%20incentives.pdf The Database of State Incentives for Renewable Energy (DSIRE) serves as the nation’s most comprehensive source of information on the status of programs and incentives for renewable energy. The database tracks these programs at the state, utility, local, and community level. Established in 1995, DSIRE is an ongoing project of the Interstate Renewable Energy Council (IREC) and is managed by the North Carolina Solar Center with funding from the U.S. Department of Energy’s Office of Power Technologies. The first three phases of the DSIRE project—surveys of state financial incentives, state regulatory policies, and utility programs and incentives—have been completed. Information from these databases has been published in three previous reports: National Summary Report on State Financial Incentives for Renewable Energy (1997); National Summary Report on State Programs and Regulatory Policies for Renewable Energy (1998); and National Summary Report on Utility Programs and Incentives for Renewable Energy (1999). These reports summarize incentives, programs, and policies that promote active and passive solar, photovoltaics, wind, biomass, alternative fuels, geothermal, hydropower, and waste energy sources. Given the rapidly changing status of state activities, an updated report— National Summary Report on State Financial and Regulatory Incentives for Renewable Energy—has been produced concurrently with this report on local initiatives. While reports serve as a snapshot of the status of incentives and programs, constant revisions and additions to the database maintain DSIRE’s role as the most up-to-date, national clearinghouse of information on incentives and programs for renewable energy. Through DSIRE on Line, the DSIRE database is accessible via the web at: http://www.ncsc.ncsu.edu/dsire.htm. In 2001, federal incentives will be added to the database, thereby providing a complete and comprehensive database of renewable energy incentives at all levels—national, state, and local.

They explode the topic they allow for hundreds of specific species affs, any singular company and the list of total regulations is ENORMOUS – imagine the number of new affs 

Helman 12 (Obama's Energy Policy: Death By A Thousand Cuts, Christopher, http://www.forbes.com/sites/energysource/2012/03/06/obamas-energy-policy-death-by-a-thousand-cuts/) 
What sounds like the title of an Alfred Hitchcock movie is actually the Obama Administration’s strategy to kill America’s oil and natural gas production. And it should scare the living daylights out of us all. President Obama, Treasury Secretary Timothy Geithner, Interior Secretary Ken Salazar and Energy Secretary Steven Chu, have all made it clear they want to make fossil fuels more expensive. And after their failed attempt to crush fossil fuels in one fell swoop with cap and trade legislation, they’ve turned to federal agencies to impose a long list of selective and foolish regulations on America’s oil and natural gas producers. Of course each of these regulations on their own won’t be the death of fossil fuels. But combined, they’re setting the stage for a chilling ending that will mean the loss of millions of jobs, billions in tax revenue and weaker national security. Speaking of Hitchcock, let’s talk about birds. The Administration sued seven oil companies for the deaths of 28 birds in North Dakota. The maximum penalty per dead bird is a $15,000 fine and six months in jail. Meanwhile, the Administration is in the process of fast-tracking wind energy development across the United States and providing legal protection to wind operators that kill an estimated 440,000 birds a year. Fortunately, North Dakota Federal judge Daniel Hovland had the good sense to dismiss the complaint saying “To be consistent, the government would have to criminalize driving, construction, airplane flights, farming, electricity and wind turbines … and many other every day, lawful activities.” Sound absurd? There’s more. In 2010, the EPA slapped a remediation order on a natural gas producer in Texas while the state’s oil and gas regulation agency was still conducting tests regarding alleged water well contamination. After testing was complete, the contamination was found to be naturally occurring and in no way related to drilling. But the EPA’s arbitrary and shameful actions proved the agency can target any company at random and force them to clean up, at their own expense, a problem they had nothing to do with. And more costly regulations are on the horizon with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Services now considering the addition of 100 Texas species to the endangered species list. It’s estimated that one species alone, the dune sagebrush lizard, could cost oil and natural gas producers, and state and private royalty owners hundreds of millions of dollars over the next ten years. But perhaps most troubling could be the reporting of Greenhouse Gas (GHG) emissions on oil and gas facilities in the field. And at what cost? Training, consulting fees, data tracking and ultimate reporting will cost one large independent an estimated $10-$20 million per year. The EPA definitions and thresholds will encompass the smallest to the largest domestic producers.

The ONE SOLAR PROJECT anti-species aff exists 

Ball, Scholar in Residence at Stanford University's Steyer-Taylor Center for Energy Policy and Finance, 12 
(Jeffrey, wrote about energy and the environment for The Wall Street Journal, where he spent 14 years as a reporter, columnist, and editor, serving most recently as Environment Editor, “Tough Love for Renewable Energy: Making Wind and Solar Power Affordable,” Foreign Affairs. New York: May/Jun 2012. Vol. 91, Iss. 3; pg. 122, 12 pgs, proquest, accessed 5-24-12, CMM) Wind and solar power enjoy no such entrenched infrastructure. The challenge of making and installing the wind turbines and solar panels is just the start. Massive new transmission lines must be built to move large amounts of renewable electricity from the out-of-the-way places where it is generated to the metropolitan areas where it is consumed. This new equipment costs money, and it often stokes opposition from people who are not used to living near industrial-scale energy infrastructure of any sort. Along with other opponents, a group of landowners in Cape Cod, Massachusetts, for instance, has managed to delay the construction of an offshore wind farm that was proposed back in 2001. Even environmental activists often fight large renewable-energy projects, out of concern for local landscapes or animals. Last spring, the Obama administration temporarily halted construction on part of a solar project in the Mojave Desert because of concerns that it would harm endangered tortoises; the government later let the construction resume.


2nc - Not Regulations

We will offer a slew of evidence where the literature distinguishes between the two

Contextually true in Congress 

Thornberry 11 (3/11, Marc, “Thornberry Introduces Energy Bill to Increase Domestic Production, Drive Down Gas Prices) U.S. Congressman Mac Thornberry (R-Clarendon) this week introduced a new version of his bill to promote domestic energy production. H.R. 1023, the "No More Excuses Energy Act of 2011," encourages the production of all forms of domestic energy including oil and gas, nuclear, and alternative energy and fuels. "Rising gas prices like the ones we are seeing today are partly the result of bad policy decisions coming out of Washington, "said Rep. Thornberry. "Rather than more regulations and restrictions on energy production, we need a common-sense, comprehensive plan to reduce our dependence on foreign energy resources and increase production of all kinds of energy here at home. This bill does these things," he continued. "If the President is serious about boosting domestic production, this bill provides the blueprint to do that and is ready to go," Thornberry added.

And in Campaign literature

Heck 12 (http://heck4nevada.com/_blog/News/post/Congressman_Heck_Wants_Obama_To_Focus_On_Fuel_Prices/, “Congressman Heck Wants Obama To Focus On Fuel Prices) While President Obama was in Nevada promoting his expensive, long term plans for alternative energy, the campaign of Congressman Joe Heck reminded Nevadans that, while alternative energy sources are something to be considered for the long term, soaring gas prices are the greatest energy challenge facing the people of Nevada and America. "The President is touting his alternative approach to energy at a time when the average price for gas and for diesel fuel is over $4 per gallon," said Paul Enos, of the Nevada Trucking Association in a release sent out by the Heck Campaign. "Our industry is facing great challenges because the cost of fuel has increased so dramatically in the past four years." "Burdensome regulations and unreasonable restrictions on energy production are costing the people of Nevada and the businesses of Nevada every day," Enos said. "While developing alternative energy sources is important for the long term, we agree with Congressman Joe Heck that now, especially while our economy is struggling, the President and the nation need to be focused on efforts that will bring down gas prices." Like the rest of the nation, Nevada drivers have seen the price of gas skyrocket from the $1.80 a gallon it cost when Obama took office. The Heck release said the Congressman supports an "all of the above" approach to developing energy supplies but believes increasing domestic oil production has to remain a key to reducing the cost of gas.

And State Assembly races - 

Williams 12 (6/5, http://www.smartvoter.org/2012/06/05/ca/state/race/caasm78/questions.html Candidate for Member of the State Assembly; District 781). How will you prioritize the budget choices the Legislature must make to align the state’s income and spending? -Reduce taxes and regulation and repeal restrictions on energy production to promote economic growth and increase tax base. -Reform collective bargaining and pensions.

Even Rick Perry thinks so

Casey 11 Perry: Domestic energy production key for next president Lauren Casey, Franklin College Statehouse Bureau Wednesday, October 12, 2011, http://www.hspainfo.net/print.asp?SectionID=57&SubSectionID=237&ArticleID=7394Texas governor and GOP president hopeful Rick Perry came to Indianapolis on Wednesday with a message for Hoosiers: Jumpstart the economy through energy independence. Perry criticized President Barack Obama’s administration for regulations and restrictions on energy production that he said are standing in the way of both jobs and energy independence. “The next president needs to open up domestic lands to use our own resources and we know that we have the technology today to do it in an environmentally safe way,” said Perry. “This president would rather listen to an environmental activist than the people in this country who need jobs.”

Regulations, subsidies and taxes all distinct from restrictions

Norman 12 (Orange County Register, Calif. ranks 6th in energy costs, June 6th, 
http://www.ocregister.com/articles/energy-357671-costs-states.html) Almost three-fourths (72%) of small business owners recently polled said that higher gas prices are impacting their businesses, and 43% said that their business might not survive if energy prices continue to rise. The cost of fuel and of electricity are impacted by many factors, the report notes, including government restrictions on energy production, instability in such oil-producing regions as the Middle East and North Africa, value of the dollar, resource availability, government regulations and subsidies and taxes. "Energy cost differentials between states speak to the competitiveness of each state in terms of attracting and keeping businesses," the report says.
AT: Nuclear Energy Now Thumpers

Nuclear energy will actually decline in the squo
Biello ’12 (David Biello, Award-winning journalist writing primarily about the environment and energy. I’ve been writing for Scientific American since November 2005 and have written on subjects ranging from astronomy to zoology for both the Web site and magazine. I’ve been reporting on the environment and energy since 1999—long enough to be cynical but not long enough to be depressed. I am the host of the 60-Second Earth podcast, a contributor to the Instant Egghead video series and author of a children’s book on bullet trains. I also write for publications ranging from Good to Yale e360, speak on radio shows such as WNYC’s The Takeaway, NHPR’s Word of Mouth, and PRI’s The World as well as host the duPont-Columbia award winning documentary “Beyond the Light Switch” for PBS, “Nuclear Reactor Approved in U.S. for First Time Since 1978”, http://www.scientificamerican.com/article.cfm?id=first-new-nuclear-reactor-in-us-since-1978-approved&page=2, February 9, 2012, LEQ)

NEW CONSTRUCTION: The U.S. government approved plans to build two new nuclear reactors of a new design in Georgia. Significant work has already taken place, including beginning the construction of the reactor vessel's bottom as seen here. Image: Courtesy of Southern Co. Years of shifting and smoothing Georgia red clay paid off today, as the U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission (NRC) voted to allow construction of two new nuclear reactors (pdf) at the Plant Vogtle nuclear power station near Augusta. Atlanta–based utility giant Southern Co. will soon have permission to complete construction and operate two AP1000 type nuclear reactors designed by Westinghouse. But what were initially lauded as the first reactors of a nuclear renaissance when proposed are more likely to be the exceptions that prove the rule of no new nuclear construction in the U.S. Only this twin set of reactors in Georgia, another pair in South Carolina and the completion of an old reactor in Tennessee are likely to be built in the U.S. for at least the next decade. "We won't build large numbers of new nuclear plants in the U.S. in the near term," says Marvin Fertel, president of the Nuclear Energy Institute, a lobbying group for the nuclear industry. The problem is twofold: electricity demand in the U.S. is not growing and natural gas, which can be burned to generate electricity, is cheap. As a result, utilities are building more natural gas–burning turbines rather than more expensive nuclear power plants. "Today, you ought to build gas," Fertel admits. But "you don't want to build only gas." That may become even truer as old coal-fired power plants are forced to retire by new pollution rules and/or natural gas prices rebound. Given the long lead times required to gain permits and actually build a nuclear power plant, however, five new reactors may be as many as the U.S. will see erected during this decade. "If they are built, I suspect all of them are post-2020," says Fertel of other reactor applications awaiting NRC review. In fact, the only reason utilities in Georgia and South Carolina are building the new reactors is because the governments in those states have allowed them to pre-charge customers for their cost. Southern Co. is already charging customers $3.73 per month for the reactors' construction, expected to cost roughly $14 billion, and may receive a more than $8-billion loan guarantee from the federal government. In the absence of a national government policy that puts a premium on electricity generation that results in fewer emissions of greenhouse gases, there is little incentive to build nuclear power plants in the U.S. "If we get back to the carbon discussion, that will have an effect on new plants that are built," argues Bill Johnson, CEO of Progress Energy, one of the utilities filing for a construction license but with no plans to actually build a nuclear power plant in the near future. "Nuclear can't compete today. Other than the Watts Bar unit No. 2 in Tennessee, which will simply be the completion of a reactor that started construction in the 1970s, the four new plants will all employ a novel design—the AP1000. They will be the first to employ so-called passive safety features, or technology that kicks in with or without human intervention. In the case of the AP1000 that means cooling water sits above the reactor core and, in the event of a meltdown like the ones at Fukushima Daiichi, will flow via gravity into the core to cool it with the automatic opening of a heat-sensitive valve. Furthermore, although the thick steel vessel containing the nuclear reactor is encased in a shell of 1.2-meter-thick concrete, that shell is itself surrounded by a building that is open to the sky. Should the concrete containment vessel begin to heat up during a meltdown, natural convection would pull cooling air inside. The NRC initially rejected that open-air building for a lack of structural strength. The U.S. regulator argued that it would not withstand a severe shock such as an earthquake or airplane impact because it was initially planned to be built from prefabricated concrete and steel modules to save money. The NRC approved a modified design (pdf) in December that employs more steel reinforcement, among other changes. Nevertheless, NRC Chairman Gregory Jaczko voted against approving the license for the two reactors at Vogtle today unless they incorporated a "binding obligation that these plants will have implemented the lessons learned from the Fukushima accident before they operate." The commission also required more inspection and testing of the explosive-opened valves that would allow venting in case of an accident. Already, the Shaw Group facility in Lake Charles, La., a nuclear equipment supplier, has begun churning out gear for the new nuclear power plants. A "mini skyscraper," in the words of Westinghouse CEO Aris Candris, has been built at Vogtle to allow for final assembly of the modules that will reach the site by truck or rail. "Both sites are as ready as you can be," he adds. "Rebar is sitting outside the hole ready to go." A global revival of interest in nuclear power technology remains underway, despite the April 2011 meltdowns at Fukushima Daiichi in Japan. China is already building four AP1000s and more than 20 other reactors currently—and many other countries are considering new plant construction, from the Czech Republic to India. But in the U.S., even just to maintain the current fleet of 104 reactors, which provide 20 percent of the nation's electricity supply, would require building as many replacement reactors by 2030. In fact, nuclear power production may shrink in the U.S. before it grows. Aging reactors, even with life extensions of another two decades, will begin to drop off the grid in coming years. "Twenty years is the blink of an eye for 100 gigawatts. The time is now to begin to deploy new nuclear," says David Christian, CEO of Virginia-based utility Dominion Generation, although his company has no plans to do so before the end of the decade. "We're in danger of missing that window."
And the DOE funding is susceptible to cuts- will be gutted
Yurman ’12 (Dan Yurman, Dan Yurman publishes Idaho Samizdat, a blog about nuclear energy, and is a frequent contributor to ANS Nuclear Café, “Competition heats up for DOE SMR funding”, http://ansnuclearcafe.org/2012/04/20/competition-heats-up-for-doe-smr-funding/, April 20, 2012, LEQ)

The race to win $452 million in cost-shared funding from the U.S. Department of Energy (DOE) for licensing and technical support to bring a small modular reactor (SMR) to market by 2022 got a new entry on April 19. Westinghouse has partnered with Ameren (NYSE:AEE) to submit a proposal based on the reactor vendor’s design of a 225-MW SMR. The proposal won enthusiastic support from elected officials, including Missouri Gov. Jay Nixon, with the promise of high-paying manufacturing jobs to build the components for the reactors in Missouri. Nixon called it a “transformational economic development opportunity.” A consortium composed of Westinghouse, Ameren, and regional electrical utilities will prepare the proposal to submit to the DOE. The cost-share agreement covers a five-year period and would involve equal spending by the winning team and the government up to $904 million. The government may make two awards splitting the funds among developers. The Westinghouse SMR is a 225-MW light water reactor design based on the firm’s 1100-MW AP1000, which achieved design certification from the U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission (NRC) last December. Westinghouse is building four units in China, and in 2012 began construction of four units in the United States—two in Georgia and two more in South Carolina. Westinghouse SMR conceptual design diagram If Westinghouse wins the DOE funding, it could submit combined license applications to build and operate, over time, up to five of its SMRs with Ameren in Missouri—eventually providing the equivalent of a single AP1000 reactor. Kate Jackson, chief technology officer for Westinghouse, said in a statement that the first unit would be built and ready to enter revenue service within 24 months of receiving an NRC license. Westinghouse SMR summary table of specifications Change in strategy for Ameren Until recently, Ameren had been pursuing a legislative strategy of seeking to change a 1976 Missouri law that banned CWIP. The acronym means “construction work in progress” and it defines a rate mechanism that would, if authorized, allow a utility to charge customers for the costs of an early site permit, licensing, and construction of a new reactor as they come in. Ameren has twice tried and failed to win legislative approval to overturn the 1976 law. In 2012, on the third iteration, Ameren sought cost recovery just for the early site permit (ESP) in hopes that the legislature might be more amenable. That tactic appeared to be working. On March 8, the Missouri House committee on utilities passed a bill supporting the more limited concept. The bill, introduced by Rep. Jeanie Riddle (R-Mokane), provides for up to $45 million to be recovered for an application for an ESP. Ameren President Warner Baxter told the Kansas City Star on April 20, however, that the firm is suspending its drive for CWIP and instead is focusing on its new partnership with Westinghouse. Greenhouse gases by the way Even so, opponents of the effort to bring SMRs to Missouri lined up to sound off. The Union of Concerned Scientists (UCS) told the Kansas City Star that the new KCP&L 850-MW coal-fired power plant cost $2 billion, or $2,350/Kw—about half the estimated price of the Westinghouse SMR at $5,000/Kw. Ironically, Ellen Vancko, the UCS spokesperson, said that natural gas plants might be cheaper and faster to build. The issue of greenhouse gas emissions wasn’t mentioned in the report of her remarks. Crowded field for DOE dollars Competition to the bid by Westinghouse to win the DOE money will most likely come from other developers of SMRs using light water reactor technology. Babcock & Wilcox is developing a 180-MW unit and has an agreement for cost-shared licensing and development with the Tennessee Valley Authority for two units at the utility’s Clinch River site in Tennessee. B&W already has its own manufacturing supply chain in Ohio and Indiana. NuScale recently announced it would develop a unit for testing and licensing purposes at the DOE’s Savannah River Site. The DOE is not providing any money for the project, which will operate as a paying tenant at the lab. NuScale is partnering with NuHub, a South Carolina economic development organization to pursue the new build. Further afield there are several efforts to develop fast reactors as SMRs, including Hyperion, which recently went through a management reorganization and re-branded itself as Gen4 Energy. It is working with a venture capital firm in Denver to commercialize a 25-MW design first developed at Los Alamos National Laboratory. The DOE says that it will make a decision by September 2012 on how it will award the funds. While the agency has the first of five years of funding in hand, future funding will depend on the decisions in appropriation bills of a deficit-minded Congress. The outcome of the presidential election and possible changes in the House and Senate will all play in the mix to determine whether the DOE will be able to deliver on a five-year funding commitment.


MSU Solvency
US SMR leadership is declining – only removing NRC licensing restrictions solves
Tucker 11 (William, energy writer for the American Spectator, "America’s Last Nuclear Hope," March 2011, http://0101.nccdn.net/1_5/28c/010/2c9/America-s-Last-Nuclear-Hope-Tucker-TAS.pdf-http://0101.nccdn.net/1_5/28c/010/2c9/America-s-Last-Nuclear-Hope-Tucker-TAS.pdf)

So why isn't there more coordination between the civilian and military efforts? In fact there is some. The first commercial reactor built at Shippingport, Pennsylvania, in 1957 was actually a submarine reactor "beached" by Admiral Rickover's Navy. Since then hundreds of nuclear technicians trained in the Navy have gone on to find jobs in the nuclear industry. One reason most new reactors are now being planned in the South is the large presence of Navy veterans. But beyond that, the Navy's long experience with nuclear does not seem to build anyone's confidence that the technology can be handled in the civilian field. Instead, the great impediment to all this is the Nuclear Regulatory Commission, the gargantuan Washington bureaucracy that regularly wins awards as the "best place to work in the federal government" yet seems unable to deliver on its main purpose, which is to issue licenses for nuclear reactors. The NRC last issued a license for a nuclear reactor in 1976. No one knows if it will ever issue one again. One utility, Southern Electric, has received permission to begin site clearance at the Vogtle plants 3 and 4 in Georgia. But the Vogtle plants will be Westinghouse AP1000s, a model for which the NRC has not yet issued design approval, let alone permission to build particular projects. Four AP1000s are already well under construction in China, with the first scheduled to begin operation in 2013. Yet here the NRC is still trying to figure out how to protect the reactor from airplanes. Even though the containment structure is strong enough to withstand a direct hit from a commercial jet, the NRC asked Westinghouse to put up a concrete shield to protect adjacent buildings. Then after Westinghouse had completed the revision, the NRC decided the shield might fall down in an earthquake. Further revisions are still pending. When Hyperion first approached the NRC about design approval for its small modular reactor in 2006, the NRC essentially told it to go away -- it didn't have time for such small potatoes. Since then the NRC has relented and sat down for discussions with Hyperion last fall. Whether the approval process can be accelerated is still up for grabs, but at least there has been a response from the bureaucracy. OR COURSE, the NRC is only responding to the lamentations and lawsuits from environmentalists and nuclear opponents who have never reconciled themselves to the technology, even though nuclear's carbon-free electricity is the only reliable source of power that promises to reduce carbon emissions. If a new reactor project does ever make it out of the NRC, it will be contested in court for years, with environmental groups challenging the dotting of every i and crossing of every t in the decision-making. It will be a miracle if any proposal ever makes it through the process.

It turns investor confidence- independently turns case- pushes people instead towards LARGE reactors
Spencer and Loris ’11 (Jack Spencer is Research Fellow in Nuclear Energy in the Thomas A. Roe Institute for Economic Policy Studies, and Nicolas D. Loris is a Research Associate in the Roe Institute, “A Big Future for Small Nuclear Reactors?”, February 2, 2011, LEQ)

These systemic problems generally fall into three categories: 1. Licensing. The Nuclear Regulatory Commis- sion (NRC) is ill prepared to build the regulatory framework for new reactor technologies, and no reactor can be offered commercially without an NRC license. In a September 2009 interview, former NRC chairman Dale E. Klein said that small nuclear reactors pose a dilemma for the NRC because the commission is uneasy with new and unproven technologies and feels more comfortable with large light water reactors, which have been in operation for years and has a long safety record.11 The result is that enthusiasm for building non-light-water SMRs is generally squashed at the NRC as potential customers realize that there is little chance that the NRC will permit the project within a time- frame that would promote near-term invest- ment. So, regardless of which attributes an SMR might bring to the market, the regulatory risk is such that real progress on commercialization is difficult to attain. This then leaves large light water reactors, and to a lesser extent, small ones, as the least risky option, which pushes potential customers toward that technology, which then undermines long-term progress, competition, and innovation. 
The governments inability to resolve waste hampers market demand– this precludes expansion of SMR’s
Spencer and Loris ’11 (Jack Spencer is Research Fellow in Nuclear Energy in the Thomas A. Roe Institute for Economic Policy Studies, and Nicolas D. Loris is a Research Associate in the Roe Institute, “A Big Future for Small Nuclear Reactors?”, February 2, 2011, LEQ)

2. Nuclear Waste Management. The lack of a sustainable nuclear waste management solution is perhaps the greatest obstacle to a broad expansion of U.S. nuclear power. The federal government has failed to meet its obligations under the 1982 Nuclear Waste Policy Act, as amended, to begin collecting nuclear waste for disposal in Yucca Mountain. The Obama Administration’s attempts to shutter the existing program to put waste in Yucca Mountain without having a backup plan has worsened the situation. This outcome was predictable because the current program is based on the flawed premise that the federal government is the appropriate entity to manage nuclear waste. Under the current system, waste producers are able to largely ignore waste management because the federal government is responsible. The key to a sustainable waste management policy is to directly connect financial responsibility for waste management to waste production. This will increase demand for more waste-efficient reactor technologies and drive innovation on waste-management technologies, such as reprocessing. Because SMRs consume fuel and produce waste differently than LWRs, they could contribute greatly to an economically efficient and sustainable nuclear waste management strategy. 

Key to quick market creation
Spencer and Loris ’11 (Jack Spencer is Research Fellow in Nuclear Energy in the Thomas A. Roe Institute for Economic Policy Studies, and Nicolas D. Loris is a Research Associate in the Roe Institute, “A Big Future for Small Nuclear Reactors?”, February 2, 2011, LEQ)

• Build expertise at the Nuclear Regulatory Commission. The NRC is built to regulate large light water reactors. It simply does not have the regulatory capability and resources to efficiently regulate other technologies, and building that expertise takes time. Helping the NRC to develop that expertise now would help bring new technologies into the marketplace more smoothly. Congress should direct and resource the NRC to develop additional broad expertise for liquid metal-cooled, fast reactors and high- temperature, gas-cooled reactors. With its exist- ing expertise in light water technology, this additional expertise would position the NRC to effectively regulate an emerging SMR industry. 




***Pakistan Coup/Collapse***
No Pakistani collapse
AP 10 (“Pakistan's stability, leadership under spotlight after floods and double dealing accusations,” August 6th, http://www.foxnews.com/world/2010/08/06/pakistans-stability-leadership-spotlight-floods-double-dealing-accusations/, EMM)

Not for the first time, Pakistan appears to be teetering on the edge with a government unable to cope. Floods are ravaging a country at war with al-Qaida and the Taliban. Riots, slayings and arson are gripping the largest city. Suggestions are flying that the intelligence agency is aiding Afghan insurgents. The crises raise questions about a nation crucial to U.S. hopes of success in Afghanistan and to the global campaign against Islamist militancy. Despite the recent headlines, few here see Pakistan in danger of collapse or being overrun by militants — a fear that had been expressed before the army fought back against insurgents advancing from their base in the Swat Valley early last year. From its birth in 1947, Pakistan has been dogged by military coups, corrupt and inefficient leaders, natural disasters, assassinations and civil unrest. Through it all, Pakistan has not prospered — but it survives. “There is plenty to be worried about, but also indications that when push comes to shove the state is able to respond," said Mosharraf Zaidi, an analyst and writer who has advised foreign governments on aid missions to Pakistan. "The military has many weaknesses, but it has done a reasonable job in relief efforts. There have been gaps in the response. But this is a developing a country, right?" The recent flooding came at a sensitive time for Pakistan, with Western doubts over its loyalty heightened by the leaking of U.S. military documents that strengthened suspicions the security establishment was supporting Afghan insurgents while receiving billions in Western aid. With few easy choices, the United States has made it clear it intends to stick with Pakistan. Indeed, it has used the floods to demonstrate its commitment to the country, rushing emergency assistance and dispatching helicopters to ferry the goods. The Pakistani government's response to the floods has been sharply criticized at home, especially since President Asif Ali Zardari departed for a European tour. With so many Pakistanis suffering, the trip has left the already weak and unpopular leader even more vulnerable politically. The flooding was triggered by what meteorologists said were "once-in-a-century" rains. The worst affected area is the northwest, a stronghold for Islamist militants. Parts of the northwest have seen army offensives over the last two years. Unless the people are helped quickly and the region is rebuilt, anger at the government could translate into support for the militants. At least one charity with suspected links to a militant outfit has established relief camps there. The extremism threat was highlighted by a suicide bombing in the main northwestern town of Peshawar on Wednesday. The bomber killed the head of the Frontier Constabulary, a paramilitary force in the northwest at the forefront of the terror fight. With authorities concentrating on flood relief, some officials have expressed concern that militants could regroup. The city of Karachi has seen militant violence and is rumored to be a hiding place for top Taliban and al-Qaida fighters. It has also been plagued by regular bouts of political and ethnic bloodletting since the 1980s, though it has been calmer in recent years. The latest violence erupted after the assassination of a leading member of the city's ruling party. More than 70 people have been killed in revenge attacks since then, paralyzing parts of the city of 16 million people. While serious, the unrest does not yet pose an immediate threat to the stability of the country. Although the U.S. is unpopular, there is little public support for the hardline Islamist rule espoused by the Taliban and their allies. Their small movement has been unable to control any Pakistani territory beyond the northwest, home to only about 20 million of the country's 175 million people.

Extremists have no support
Hamid 7 (Shadi, Director of Research – Project on Middle East Democracy and Associate – Truman National Security Project, “The Nuclear Scenario in Pakistan”, Democracy Arsenal, 12-27, http://www.democracyarsenal.org/2007/12/the-nuclear-sce.html)

Well, yes it might be. But the chances of the 'nuclear scenario' actually happening is so slim that treating it as the overriding policy question is, at best, a diversion and distraction from the real risks Pakistan faces. How exactly did this become the conventional wisdom? On one hand, you have Al-Qaeda and other associated terrorist groups. Al-Qaeda - I hope I am stating the obvious - is not going to take over the Pakistani government anytime soon. Extremist groups have the capability to terrorize the population, assassinate leaders, and destablize the country, but there are few indications that they have made enough inroads into the military or ISI to threaten an actual internal coup. The other possibility is that the various Islamist parties might somehow come to power through free elections. Maybe this is what people are really referring to when they talk about an "Islamist takeover," a term which has long been a staple of Middle East-related fearmongering, and one that has been employed to great effect by the Muslim world's predominantly secular (and often brutal) dictators, including many of our allies. Well, the chances of this scenario occurring are even slimmer. Islamist parties in Pakistan have not made much an effort to moderate (in contrast to their Arab and Turkish counterparts), and they are, in fact, a frightening bunch. However, they do not command significant support in a country dominated by well-established secular parties. Their peak electoral support is around 15%, give-or-take. In other words, not much of a threat. With all that said, we are talking about the Muslim world, an area of the world that tends to surprise when surprises are least expected and not particularly welcome. So I could be wrong. But the point remains that we shouldn't overexaggerate the threat of nuclear oblivion ushered in by Pakistan's Islamic extremists. And then there's the other question of why Islamic extremists have been able to wreak so much havoc in the first place. Didn't Mush promise us he would defeat the extremists or something? Oh, wait. Every dictator in the Muslim world promises us that. And, every time, we end up dissapointed. 


   2NC Pakistan Collapse

More evidence - Pakistan has had horrible instability since its formation
Chari, 5/2 (PR, Visiting Professor @ IPCS, “Pakistan’s Strategic Stability – Analysis,” 2011, http://www.eurasiareview.com/pakistans-strategic-stability-analysis-02052011/, EMM)

The seeds of Pakistan’s demise were sown at its birth. The ‘truncated and moth-eaten’ Pakistan, which emerged after the Partition of British India in 1947, was a geo-political monstrosity with its two ethnically disparate wings being separated by India. Additionally, there were four other factors inherent within the Pakistani polity that portended its future instability, which have continued to fester.  First, Pakistan’s governance continues to vacillate between civilian and military rule. No doubt, its citizens tried to shrug off military rule twice in the recent years. For instance, Bhutto came to power in 1971 and the discredited Pakistani Army returned to its barracks after losing East Bengal (Bangladesh). Thereafter, a popular lawyers-civil society movement overthrew President (General) Musharraf in 2008 when he sought to gag the judiciary. The tragedy is that on both these occasions the civilian leaders revealed such remarkable incompetence, disunity and malfeasance that Pakistani citizens welcomed back military rule in 1971 and the current Zardari-Geelani combine teeters on the brink of ouster.  Second, Pakistan remains unable to decide what kind of a state it wishes to be. Its dilemma of choosing between a state pursuing moderate Islam with its South Asian characteristics and a state adhering to the Wahabi code of Islamic orthodoxy linked to external Saudi roots continues unresolved. Indeed, this contention has worsened with Pakistan becoming the target for bomb attacks by radicalized Islamic militants, suicide bombers and other extremists equally along with the NATO and American forces in Afghanistan.  Third, Pakistan has essentially become a closed society; its governing elites comprise the land-owning classes, large business houses, armed forces and civilian bureaucracy with no space for entry by aspirants from the middle classes. The result is an atrophied feudal society, ill-equipped to deal with its problems in a rapidly changing international system. This is clearly reflected in the rentier Pakistani economy, which is permanently dependent on external assistance. In consequence, Pakistan’s foreign policy choices have become hostage to its need for external sustenance, which translates into ‘cleverness’ substituting for either principle or consistency.  Fourth, Pakistan’s foreign and defence policy have also become hostage to the Pakistan Army – the real ruler of Pakistan – which ensures it relevance by casting India in the permanent role of an adversary. This in turn guarantees the Pakistan Army preemptive access to large budgetary allocations, despite the parlous state of the national economy. Further on, the evocative Kashmir issue is being kept alive by the Pakistan Army to continue its hostility towards India, and ensure its preeminence in the national polity. 

More evidence - strong army checks
Bandow 9 - Senior Fellow @ Cato, former special assistant to Reagan (11/31/09, Doug, “Recognizing the Limits of American Power in Afghanistan,” Huffington Post, http://www.cato.org/pub_display.php?pub_id=10924)

From Pakistan's perspective, limiting the war on almost any terms would be better than prosecuting it for years, even to "victory," whatever that would mean. In fact, the least likely outcome is a takeover by widely unpopular Pakistani militants. The Pakistan military is the nation's strongest institution; while the army might not be able to rule alone, it can prevent any other force from ruling. Indeed, Bennett Ramberg made the important point: "Pakistan, Iran and the former Soviet republics to the north have [has] demonstrated a brutal capacity to suppress political violence to ensure survival. This suggests that even were Afghanistan to become a terrorist haven, the neighborhood can adapt and resist." The results might not be pretty, but the region would not descend into chaos. In contrast, warned Bacevich: "To risk the stability of that nuclear-armed state in the vain hope of salvaging Afghanistan would be a terrible mistake." 

Empirics go neg
Stolar 7 (Alex Jr., Peace Fellow in the South Asia Program – Stimson Center, “The Implications of Unrest in Pakistan for Nuclear Security”, 5-18, 
http://www.stimson.org/southasia/?SN=SA200705181263)

It has been a very painful week in Pakistan. On May 12th, over forty died when violence broke out in Karachi between political factions supporting and opposing President Musharraf. Three days later, a suicide bomber entered a hotel restaurant in Peshawar and detonated the explosives strapped to his body, killing at least twenty persons. Recent turbulence has renewed fears that Pakistan’s nuclear weapons and materials may be vulnerable to breakdowns in command and control or theft. The good news is that these nightmare scenarios are unlikely to occur during the current political unrest. The bad news is that Pakistan’s domestic unrest will continue and grow worse without the restoration of a representative government, and that extremists have many ways to further destabilize Pakistan. Are Pakistan’s bombs safe? In theory, Pakistan’s nuclear weapons could be vulnerable to theft, illicit transfer, or unintentional use if the army’s discipline and command and control structure faltered. Concerns about the security of Pakistan’s weapons are greatest in the West when Pakistani politics enter a rough patch and during leadership changes. Fortunately, these worst case scenarios are highly unlikely. Pakistan has been through worse passages of political unrest. Intimidation, politically-driven violence, and sectarian strife are all too common in Pakistani politics. If past experience is any guide, the current unrest will not lead to anarchy or chaos in Pakistan. The vast majority of Pakistanis desire a moderate and stable state, and the army has an institutional interest to prevent the breakdown of national authority and cohesion. Pakistan’s weapons were secure during previous periods of political instability, and they are likely to remain the most protected national assets during the current unrest. There are no signs of a breakdown in command and control in the Pakistan Army.



China is collapsing now- hard landing
Moore 9/21 (Elaine Moore, Financial Times, Bloomberg, “China: Crouching trader, slowing dragon”, http://www.ft.com/intl/cms/s/0/d4d4aafa-f8d4-11e1-8d92-00144feabdc0.html#axzz273leP6VX, September 21, 2012)

Running out of steam: Chinese construction companies are reporting losses and the country's stock market is falling Investors pinning their hopes of global recovery on China received a nasty shock this summer. The world’s second-largest economy announced that economic growth in the second quarter of the year had slowed to 7.6 per cent, the weakest since early 2009. More Although the rate of growth is still far higher than that in many countries, commentators expressed concern that the slowdown could herald a hard landing. Chinese construction groups are already reporting losses and the country’s stock market is falling, while the government is making public commitments about stabilising the economy. David Morrison, senior market strategist at GFT Markets, says China’s economic prospects have broad implications for investors, whether or not they are directly exposed to Chinese stocks. He says: “A wobble in the data from Beijing sends commodity prices tumbling, the big energy firms and miners see a sell off and the FTSE – which these stocks now account for about 30 per cent of – comes ratcheting down, too. In other words, the health of the Chinese economy has implications far beyond its local stock markets.” To put the growth of China and its role in the global economy into context think of a country that is building sites the size of Wales, suggests Angus Campbell of Capital Spreads. “We are still heavily dependent on the population of China buying our goods and so it is in our interests that its economy continues to boom.” The UK’s benchmark equity index, the FTSE 100, is full of mining and energy stocks that derive much of their revenue from China, he adds. If China cannot sustain its growth then it will have a severe effect on global economies and companies. If markets do slide then investors should be thinking about ways to protect themselves, say advisers. GFT’s Mr Morrison says: “Obviously keeping abreast of the news agenda is prudent – markets at the moment seem happy to drift higher in the absence of any real news before typically being knocked back when facts emerge.” Traders who are worried about a severe Chinese slowdown and its effects globally should consider taking short positions in some of the large global indices such as the FTSE or the Hang Seng, suggests Mr Campbell. But the sting in the tail of China’s phenomenal growth has always been uncertainty, and the present economic data are no different, says Shai Heffetz, managing director of InterTrader. “There are plenty of ifs and buts in China’s economic mix, which clouds any investor’s view about what may be around the corner in the next few months.” With no real growth expected in Europe or the US, Chinese equities could be undervalued he says, even if China’s economy is not as strong as it was. The Hang Seng China Enterprises index trades on about eight times estimated earnings compared with more than 13 times for the S&P 500. For those who believe in the China growth story a potential trade might be to buy one of the main Chinese indices while taking a short position on the S&P 500, suggests Mr Heffetz.
   XT: Low Now
China is slowing- worse since 1999- recent studies
Johnson and Bruce 9/20 (Steven C. Johnson and Andy Bruce, Reuters, “U.S. factories struggle, Europe and China slump”, http://www.reuters.com/article/2012/09/20/us-global-economy-idUSBRE88J0UK20120920, September 20, 2012)


 (Reuters) - U.S. manufacturing suffered its weakest quarter in three years and conditions at European businesses worsened, surveys showed on Thursday, while China's economy continued to lose momentum. The data shed more light on the difficult task facing global policymakers, particularly in Europe and the United States, who have tried to increase growth with aggressive monetary stimulus. The U.S. manufacturing sector closed out its worst three months in September since the third quarter of 2009, according to financial information firm Markit. Export orders fell for a fourth month running as demand from Europe and Asia faded, with September's slide the steepest in nearly a year. Markit's flash U.S. manufacturing purchasing managers index remained stuck at 51.5 this month, unchanged from August. "Manufacturing isn't looking good," said David Sloan, economist at 4Cast Ltd in New York, adding that "the global situation is a restraint on the U.S. economy. "Certainly, there is not going to be much growth in Europe. Growth in Asia, and China in particular, is slowing down, so U.S. growth is going to have to be domestically generated." The weak data fed global growth worries, driving investors to sell euros and flock to safer currencies like the dollar and the yen. The euro tumbled to a one-week low against the dollar and slid more than 1 percent against the yen. Stocks around the world fell in sync with the euro. Another report showed factory activity in the Mid-Atlantic region fell for a fifth straight month, though the rate of contraction slowed. In an example of how slowing growth is hurting corporations, Norfolk Southern Corp. (NSC.N), the third-largest U.S. rail operator, cut its profit forecast, citing reduced coal and merchandise shipments, late on Wednesday. The reduced outlook from Norfolk Southern followed a warning from FedEx Corp. (FDX.N), the world's second-largest package delivery company, which lowered its fiscal 2013 forecast on Tuesday. FedEx said its earnings could fall as much as 6 percent for the year as a weakening economy gives its customers a reason to use lower-priced and slower shipping options. EARLY FALLOUT FROM THE FISCAL CLIFF Complicating things further for U.S. companies were worries about the nearly $600 billion worth of spending cuts and tax hikes set to take effect in 2013, known as the "fiscal cliff." Children's publisher Scholastic Corp. (SCHL.O) said second-quarter revenue fell 17 percent as schools delayed spending in preparation for fiscal contraction in 2013. The U.S. economy expanded at a sluggish 1.7 percent rate in the second quarter, but economists worry that the looming fiscal cliff as well as the slowdown in manufacturing may have slowed growth even more between July and September. The Federal Reserve said last week it will hold interest rates at zero until mid-2015 and would buy mortgage-backed bonds monthly until the job market improves substantially. MORE STIMULUS LIKELY IN EUROPE, CHINA There was little indication that the European Central Bank's plan to buy the government bonds of troubled euro-zone states has boosted confidence among the euro zone's businesses. Markit's composite euro-zone purchasing managers index fell to 45.9 in September from 46.3, and Markit said it suggested the euro-zone economy could shrink by roughly 0.6 percent in the third quarter ending this month. "The fall in the PMI is another reminder that the ECB's new asset-purchase program is not an answer to all of the region's problems," said Ben May, European economist at Capital Economics, in a research note. "The euro-zone recession looks set to deepen in the latter part of the year." Export-driven Asian economies struggled again in September. The China HSBC manufacturing PMI inched up in September to 47.8 from August's nine-month low of 47.6, suggesting the world's second-largest economy remains on track for a seventh quarter of slowing annual growth. "In order to convert hopes into reality and avoid an outright hard landing, the Chinese authorities have to step up again their accommodative efforts on both the fiscal and the monetary side," said Nikolaus Keis, an economist at UniCredit. China's economic slowdown is expected to reach its nadir this quarter, with a recovery of momentum delayed until the final quarter, leaving growth for 2012 likely to fall below 8 percent - a level last seen in 1999, a Reuters poll showed last week. <ECILT/CN> European and Chinese leaders were meeting in Brussels to discuss trade and Europe's debt crisis. European manufacturers performed slightly better than economists had hoped this month, while the downturn in Germany, the euro zone's largest economy, also eased a bit. "Whether or not that will last is the big question. We're not altogether hopeful about that," Markit chief economist Chris Williamson said. However, trouble for French factories and service-oriented businesses increased at a faster pace than expected. Altogether, the surveys bolstered expectations that the ECB will cut its main interest rate in October to a new record low. "Further macroeconomic stimulus - including a weaker euro and an ECB rate cut - is likely to be needed to put the region on a path of sustained growth and hence ensure the survival of (the euro zone)," said Martin van Vliet, an economist at ING. (Additional reporting by Chris Reese in New York; Editing by Clive McKeef and Jan Paschal)

Slowing now- their evidence is flawed
Sechler 9/18 (Bob Sechler, WSJ, “FedEx Is Downbeat on Chinese Economy”, http://online.wsj.com/article/SB10000872396390443816804578003933876146570.html, September 18, 2012)

The head of FedEx Corp. FDX -1.99% on Tuesday sounded a warning about the fate of China's export-driven economy as the world's largest air package shipper cut its forecast for global growth in 2012 and 2013. Fred Smith, the company's chief executive, said the economic weakness in Europe and the U.S. had slowed global trade, with product launches by tech-industry stalwarts such as Apple Inc. AAPL -0.48% and Microsoft Corp. MSFT +1.28% providing only a temporary lift. Enlarge Image Reuters A FedEx delivery truck in New York City. Some China observers "completely underestimate" the impact of slowing exports despite the country's domestic stimulus efforts, Mr. Smith said during a conference call with analysts after the company reported a slip in fiscal first-quarter profit. Mr. Smith's comments echo recent concerns expressed by other prominent executives. Andrew Liveris, chief executive of Dow Chemical Co., DOW -0.26% last week cautioned that destocking by Chinese clients was continuing, while small and medium-sized enterprises were suffering from a liquidity crunch. "They really are hurting, and bankruptcies are starting to occur," said Mr. Liveris at an investor event. FedEx and rivals including United Parcel Service Inc. UPS -2.24% have invested heavily in building the infrastructure to handle Chinese exports, and the two companies recently won approval to launch domestic parcel delivery services in the country. FedEx is hoping for a "surge volume event" as Apple prepares for sales of its new iPhone 5 this week, shipping them as fast as it can by air from factories in China. Spencer Jakab reports on Markets Hub. Photo: AP. Both companies have already trimmed the amount of flying to the U.S. as the volume of consumer electronics, auto parts and other goods that make them closely watched economic bellwethers has fallen, in part because of competition from cheaper ocean shipping options. The weakness of the global economy and the broader changes in trade flows will see FedEx next month detail a shake-up of its express-delivery network. "We see the [U.S.] economy not improving from here," FedEx Chief Financial Officer Alan Graf said Tuesday. He noted that its outlook for growth in U.S. gross domestic product next year has been given "a significant haircut"—to 1.9%, from an anticipated 2.4% just three months ago. Its forecast for global GDP growth next year was cut to 2.7% from 3% previously. Related Reading Heard on the Street: FedEx Ships Bad News on Trade Earlier: FedEx Just Can't Wait for iPhone 6, 7, 8... MarketBeat: FedEx's Downbeat Results: It's the Economy Mr. Smith blamed "policy choices" in the U.S., China and Europe for causing global trade to decelerate even faster than GDP, with U.S. stimulus efforts adding to the pressure on fuel costs by pushing investors into commodities. FedEx, based in Memphis, Tenn., has been moving to trim costs for much of the past year—primarily in its big express segment—but it made clear Tuesday that the benefits haven't come quick enough to offset the weak economy. The company lowered its full-year earnings view, now expecting between $6.20 and $6.60 a share, down from an already disappointing forecast of $6.90 to $7.40 in June. For its current quarter ending in November, FedEx forecast per-share earnings of between $1.30 and $1.45, below the consensus estimates of $1.67 from analysts surveyed by Thomson Reuters. Mr. Smith and other FedEx executives on Tuesday repeatedly deferred questions regarding the company's strategy to their Oct. 10 investor meeting in Memphis. Broadly speaking, however, they said they will unveil a plan that cuts significant costs from the express unit while directing customers who don't need premium, time-sensitive shipping to more appropriate options. "I think you'll be surprised at the magnitude" of the changes, Mr. Smith told analysts, although he objected to the use of the word "restructuring" to describe the plan. "We're not going to lay off people and we're not going to take some draconian steps," he said. UPS in July undershot earnings expectations and cut its own full-year profit forecast, saying customer confidence has been rattled by the European debt crisis and the U.S. "fiscal cliff" looming early next year. For the period ended Aug. 31, FedEx reported a profit of $459 million, or $1.45 a share, down from year-earlier earnings of $464 million, or $1.46 a share. Revenue grew 2.6% to $10.79 billion, topping analysts' projections of $10.7 billion. Operating margin narrowed to 6.9% from 7%. Revenue from the express-shipping business—by far the company's largest top-line contributor—edged up 0.6% to $6.63 billion. The segment's operating income sank by 28%, as daily package volume fell 5% in the U.S. but rose 1% abroad on improvement in Europe and Asia. Still, FedEx chalked up the slight increase in total international export volume largely to big gains in its relatively low-priced services. Volume in its international economy segment climbed 13% compared with a 2% volume decline in its international priority service. The company's ground-shipping segment posted an 8.1% increase in revenue to $2.46 billion. Operating profit was up 9.3% as average daily volume grew 5%, driven by growth both FedEx Home Delivery and business-to-business services. Also Tuesday, FedEx said it will increase shipping rates by an average of 3.9% for domestic, export and import services in the U.S. starting Jan. 7, 2013.

Equities falling
Cao 9/20 (Belinda Cao, Business Week, “Unicom Leads Chinese Slump as PMI Signals Contraction”, http://www.businessweek.com/news/2012-09-20/unicom-leads-chinese-slump-as-pmi-signals-contraction, September 20, 2012)

Chinese equities fell to the lowest level in a week in New York, led by telecommunication companies, after a manufacturing index (HSCEI) signaled production may contract for an 11th month. The Bloomberg China-US Equity Index (CH55BN) of the most-traded Chinese shares in the U.S. sank 1.6 percent to 91.27 yesterday. China Unicom (CHU) plunged the most in three months and China Telecom Corp. retreated after the two operators reported slower growth in mobile users in August. Macau Casino operator Melco Crown Entertainment Ltd. (MPEL) traded at the widest discount (MPEL) to its Hong Kong stock in eight weeks following Las Vegas Sands Corp. (LVS)’s plans to add a fifth resort in the city. The preliminary reading for a China purchasing managers’ index by HSBC Holdings Plc and Markit Economics was 47.8. If confirmed, the gauge will post its longest streak below the expansion-contraction dividing line of 50 in the survey’s eight- year history. Third-quarter growth for the world’s second- largest economy may slow to 7.4 percent from 7.6 percent in the previous three months, according to the median estimate of 23 economists surveyed by Bloomberg. “The performance of Chinese stocks reflects a weak outlook for the Chinese economy,” Qinwei Wang, an economist at Capital Economics Ltd., said by phone yesterday from London. “Not only this HSBC PMI, but many other figures came out disappointing us over the past few months. Economists have been reducing their growth projections this year.” The iShares FTSE China 25 Index Fund (FXI), the biggest Chinese exchange-traded fund in the U.S., tumbled 1.6 percent to $34.52, the biggest decline in eight days. Most U.S. stocks fell yesterday while the Standard & Poor’s 500 Index (SPX) was little changed at 1,460.26 as data from Japan and Europe also indicated that a global economic slowdown is worsening. Capital Economics’ Forecast Capital Economics lowered its forecast for China’s 2012 economic expansion to 7.6 percent, from 8 percent at the beginning of the year, Wang said, adding the real growth rate may turn out to be slower than the government’s final headline figure, at about 7 percent. “However, stocks still have a chance to see a mild rebound by year-end,” he said. American depositary receipts of China Unicom sank 4.4 percent to $16.25, the biggest drop since June 21. Unicom, China’s second-largest wireless carrier, added 3.4 million mobile subscribers in August, from 3.41 million in July, it said Sept. 19 on its website. Total users of its services increased 3.9 million last month, from 4.2 million in July. China Telecom, which operates the third-biggest wireless network in the country, dropped 2.1 percent to $58.98. China Mobile Ltd. (941) retreated 0.9 percent to $54.49. Melco Crown Drops China Telecom added 2.5 million mobile subscribers in August, from a net addition of 2.7 million in the prior month, according to figures it reported yesterday. That was the slowest growth since February 2011. The Chinese economy is going to have a “hard landing,” hit by its over-reliance on exports and monetary tightening measures taken in 2010 and 2011, said Gary Shilling, president of A. Gary Shilling & Co., in an interview with Bloomberg Television yesterday. Melco Crown’s ADRs slid 3.4 percent to $12.8, the biggest loss since July 24. The receipts, each representing three shares in the company, traded 4.1 percent lower than its Hong Kong stock, the widest discount since July 23. Sands, one of Melco’s competitors in Macau, the only city in China where casinos are legal, plans to invest at least $2.5 billion to build the new casino complex, with $1.5 billion in bank loans, Sands Chief Operating Officer Michael Leven said at a press briefing yesterday in the city. Dangdang, Ctrip Slide E-Commerce China Dangdang Inc. (DANG), China’s largest online book retailer, sank 5.7 percent to $5.14, the steepest slump in two months. Online travel agency Ctrip.com International Ltd. (CTRP) retreated 4.7 percent to a three-week low of $17.70, after jumping 5.6 percent the previous day. ADRs of China Life Insurance Co. (LFC), the nation’s biggest insurer, dropped 1.7 percent to a one-week low of $43.43. Yanzhou Coal Mining Co. fell 2.3 percent to $15.18. The two are among 49 dual-listed Chinese companies found by the nation’s regulators to have internal control problems. China Life had defects in managing its sales force and evaluating software needs, the Finance Ministry and the China Securities Regulatory Commission said in a joint statement yesterday.

Lowest since 2009- Japanese conflict
Lim 9/20 (Weiyi Lim, “China Stocks Fall to Lowest Level Since 2009 on Japan Row, Data”, http://www.businessweek.com/news/2012-09-19/china-s-stock-index-futures-fall-before-manufacturing-report, September 20, 2012)

China’s stocks slumped, dragging down the benchmark index to the lowest level since February 2009, after a report on manufacturing signaled a contraction and escalating tensions with Japan threatened trade. Dongfeng Automobile Co., which makes light trucks in China with Nissan Motor Co., slumped to the lowest level since November 2008 as a Japanese auto group said protests over disputed islands will hurt sales of the nation’s cars in China. Jiangxi Copper Co. and Aluminum Corp. of China Ltd., the biggest copper and aluminum producers, led declines for metal stocks after a HSBC Holdings Plc and Markit Economics survey showed factory output may contract for an 11th month in September. The Shanghai Composite Index (SHCOMP) fell 2.1 percent to 2,024.84 at the close, the most among Asia’s benchmark indexes. The CSI 300 Index (SHSZ300) dropped 2.2 percent to 2,195.95, with eight of 10 industry groups losing more than 2 percent. The Hang Seng China Enterprises Index (HSCEI) of Chinese companies traded in Hong Kong slid 1.3 percent. The Bloomberg China-US 55 Index (CH55BN) added 1.4 percent. “There’s concern the islands incident may escalate and exports may be impacted,” Xu Shengjun, an analyst at Jianghai Securities Co. in Shanghai, said by phone today. “The economic data don’t look good. The stock market won’t improve in the near term with these concerns.” The Shanghai Composite has fallen 8 percent this year amid speculation concern the government isn’t loosening monetary policy or introducing stimulus policies fast enough to counter the slowdown in the economy. The gauge is valued at 9.3 times estimated earnings, compared with the 17.5 average since Bloomberg began compiling the weekly data in 2006. Trade Concerns The Shanghai index is headed for a fifth week of losses in six weeks amid concern tensions between China and Japan over disputed islands risk bilateral trade that has tripled in the past decade to more than $340 billion. China and Japan are the world’s second- and third-biggest economies. The recent plunge in stocks reflects concern about possible deteriorating trade between China and Japan, Gao Ting, chief China strategist at UBS Wealth Management, said at a media briefing in Shanghai today. “It’s one of the important factors impacting the market now,” Gao said. “China’s machinery and textile industries may be affected most as they have a big proportion of their exports going to Japan.” Guangzhou Automobile Group Co., which has joint ventures with Toyota Motor Corp. and Honda Motor Co., dropped 3.8 percent to 5.28 yuan, a record low. Dongfeng Automobile retreated 1.8 percent to 2.70 yuan, the lowest close since Nov. 12, 2008. Flash PMI China should make all possible preparations in regard to its territorial dispute with Japan over islands in the East China Sea, including for military conflict and “even war,” Wang Xiaoxuan, director of the Naval Research Institute of the People’s Liberation Army, wrote in the China Daily today. China CSSC Holdings Ltd., China’s largest listed shipbuilder, surged 6.4 percent to 21.10 yuan. The preliminary reading was 47.8 for a purchasing managers’ index released today by HSBC and Markit Economics. It compares with the 47.6 final reading last month and if confirmed would extend the gauge’s longest streak below the expansion- contraction dividing line of 50 in the survey’s eight-year history. The report, called the Flash PMI, suggests Premier Wen Jiabao may need to roll out more stimulus to reduce the risk he will miss the year’s economic-growth target for the first time since taking office in 2003. Barclays Plc and Morgan Stanley are among banks estimating that China’s expansion will cool to 7.5 percent, which would be the weakest pace since 1990. Coal Producers Jiangxi Copper declined 3.8 percent to 21.89 yuan, the biggest drop since July 30. Aluminum Corp. of China slumped 2.8 percent to 4.96 yuan, a record low. Copper futures fell 1.2 percent in London, while tin sank 2.7 percent. “The recent rally has damped demand on the spot market as more poor manufacturing data showed the economy isn’t turning better,” Xie Xiaoming, an analyst at Shengda Futures Co., said from Guangzhou. China Shenhua Energy Co., the biggest coal producer whose Hong Kong-listed shares were cut to underperform at Jefferies Group Inc., slid 2.8 percent to 21.28 yuan, leading a gauge of energy producers to the biggest decline among industry groups. China’s top coal-producing regions have cut August output as an economic slowdown and more imports curbed local prices to near the lowest level in 34 months. “As far as we are concerned, the market has already discounted the economic slowdown in China,” Joseph Portelli, chief investment officer at FMG (Malta) Ltd., said in an interview yesterday. “The Chinese central bank will do everything it possibly can to stimulate the Chinese economy going into this political cycle.”


The environment is self-correcting - degradation won’t cause extinction
Gordon 95 (Richard, Professor of Mineral Economics @ Penn State University, “Ecorealism Exposed,” Regulation,
http://www.cato.org/pubs/regulation/regv18n3/reg18n3-readings.html)

Easterbrook's argument is that although environmental problems deserve attention, the environmental movement has exaggerated the threats and ignored evidence of improvement. His discontent causes him to adopt and incessantly employ the pejoratively intended (and irritating) shorthand "enviros" to describe the leading environmental organizations and their admirers. He proposes-and overuses-an equally infelicitous alternative phrase, "ecorealism," that seems to mean that most environmental initiatives can be justifited by more moderate arguments. Given the mass, range, and defects of the book, any review of reasonable length must be selective.  Easterbrook's critique begins with an overview of environmentalism from a global perspective. He then turns to a much longer (almost 500- page) survey of many specific environmental issues. The overview section is a shorter, more devastating criticism, but it is also more speculative than the survey of specific issues.  In essence, the overview argument is that human impacts on the environment are minor, easily correctable influences on a world affected by far more powerful forces. That is a more penetrating criticism than typically appears in works expressing skepticism about environmentalism. Easterbrook notes that mankind's effects on nature long predate industrialization or the white colonization of America, but still have had only minor impacts. We are then reminded of the vast, often highly destructive changes that occur naturally and the recuperative power of natural systems. 
Status quo solves
Berg 8 (Chris, Columnist – The Age, “Isn't All This Talk of an Apocalypse Getting a Bit Boring?”, The Age, 1-27, 
http://www.theage.com.au/news/opinion/isnt-all-this-talk-of-an-apocalypse-getting-a-bit-boring/2008/01/26/12011 57736917.html)

But there are substantial grounds for optimism — on almost every measure, the state of the world is improving. Pollution is no longer the threat it was seen to be in the 1970s, at least in the developed world. Changes in technology, combined with our greater demand for a clean environment, have virtually eliminated concerns about pungent waterways and dirty forests. Legislation played some role in this, but as Indur Goklany points out in his recent study, The Improving State of the World, the environment started getting better long before such laws were passed. Goklany reveals that strong economies, not environment ministers, are the most effective enforcers of cleanliness in our air and water. Indeed, the world's 10 most polluted places are in countries where strong economic growth has historically been absent — Russia, China, India and Kyrgyzstan have not really been known for their thriving consumer capitalism. Other indices, too, show that humanity's future is likely to be bright. Infant mortality has dramatically declined, as has malnutrition, illiteracy, and even global poverty. And there are good grounds for hope that we can adapt to changing climates as well. History has shown just how capable we are of inventing and adapting our way out of any sticky situation — and how we can do it without crippling our economies or imposing brutal social controls. Environmental alarmists have become more and more like those apocalyptic preachers common in the 19th century — always expecting the Rapture on this date and, when it doesn't come, quickly revising their calculations. Optimism is in too short supply in discussions about the environment. But four decades after The Population Bomb, if we remember just how wrong visions of the apocalypse have been in the past, perhaps we will look to the future more cheerfully.
Accidents will never occur- safeguards, no use or lose pressures, and rational leaders all prevent them and history proves the scenario is science fiction
Quinlan 9 (Sir Michael Quinlan, Former Permanent Under-Secretary of State UK Ministry of Defense, Thinking About Nuclear Weapons: Principles, Problems, Prospects, p. 63-69, The book reflects the author's experience across more than forty years in assessing and forming policy about nuclear weapons, mostly at senior levels close to the centre both of British governmental decision-making and of NATO's development of plans and deployments, with much interaction also with comparable levels of United States activity in the Pentagon and the State department)

Even if initial nuclear use did not quickly end the fighting, the supposition of inexorable momentum in a developing exchange, with each side rushing to overreaction amid confusion and uncertainty, is implausible. It fails to consider what the situation of the decision-makers would really be. Neither side could want escalation. Both would be appalled at what was going on. Both would be desperately looking for signs that the other was ready to call a halt. Both, given the capacity for evasion or concealment which drive modern delivery platforms and vehicles can possess, could have in reserve significant forces invulnerable enough not to entail use-or-lose pressures. (It may be more open to question, as noted earlier, whether newer nuclear weapon possessors can be immediately in that position; but it is within reach of any substantial state with advanced technological capabilities and attaining it is certain to be a high priority in the development of forces.) As a result, neither side can have any predisposition to suppose, in an ambiguous situation of fearful risk, that the right course when in doubt is to go on copiously launching weapons. And none of this analysis rests on any presumption of highly subtle or pre-concerted rationality. The rationality required is plain. The argument is reinforced if we consider the possible reasoning of an aggressor at a more dispassionate level. Any substantial nuclear armoury can inflict destruction outweighing any possible prize that aggression could hope to seize. A state attacking the possessor of such an armoury must therefore be doing so (once given that it cannot count upon destroying the armoury pre-emptively) on a judgment that the possessor would be found lacking in the will to use it. If the attacker possessor used nuclear weapons, whether first or in response to the aggressor’s own first use, this judgment would begin to look dangerously precarious. There must be at least a substantial probability of the aggressor leaders’ concluding that their initial judgment had been mistaken—that the risks were after all greater than whatever prize they had been seeking, and that for their own country’s survival they must call off the aggression. Deterrence planning such as that of NATO was directed in the first place to preventing the initial misjudgment and in the second, if it were nevertheless made, to compelling such a reappraisal. The former aim had to have primacy, because it could not be taken for granted that the latter was certain to work. But there was no ground for assuming in advance, for all possible scenarios, that the chance of its working must be negligible. An aggressor state would itself be at huge risk if nuclear war developed, as its leaders would know. It may be argued that a policy which abandons hope of physically defeating the enemy and simply hopes to get him to desist is pure gamble, a matter of who blinks first; and that the political and moral nature of most likely aggressors, almost ex hypothesi, makes them less likely to blink. One response to this is to ask what is the alternative—it can be only surrender. But a more hopeful answer lies in the fact that the criticism is posed in a political vacuum. Real-life conflict would have a political context. 
The economy is resilient
Lamy ’11(Pascal Lamy  is the Director-General of the World Trade Organization. Lamy is Honorary President of Paris-based think tank Notre Europe. Lamy graduated from the prestigious Sciences Po Paris, from HEC and ÉNA, graduating second in his year of those specializing in economics. “System Upgrade” BY PASCAL LAMY | APRIL 18, 2011)

The bigger test came with the 2008-2009 Great Recession, the first truly global recession since World War II. When the international economy went into free fall, trade went right along with it. Production and supply are today thoroughly global in nature, with most manufactured products made from parts and materials imported from many other countries. These global value chains have a multiplier effect on trade statistics, which explains why, as the global economy contracted by 2 percent in 2009, trade volume shrank by more than 12 percent. This multiplier effect works the other way around as well: Growth returned to 4.6 percent and trade volume grew by a record 14.5 percent over the course of 2010. Projections for trade in 2011 are also strong, with WTO economists predicting that trade volume will rise 6.5 percent during the current year. This sharp rebound in trade has proved two essential things: Markets stayed open despite ever-stronger pressures to close them, and trade is an indispensible tool for economic recovery, particularly for developing countries, which are more dependent on trade. Shortly after the crisis broke out, we in the WTO began to closely monitor the trade policy response of our member governments. Many were fearful that pressures to impose trade restrictions would prove too powerful for governments to resist. But this is not what happened. Instead, the system of rules and disciplines, agreed to over 60 years of negotiations, held firm. In a series of reports prepared for WTO members and the G-20, we found that governments acted with great restraint. At no time did the trade-restrictive measures imposed cover more than 2 percent of world imports. Moreover, the measures used -- anti-dumping duties, safeguards, and countervailing duties to offset export or production subsidies -- were those which, in the right circumstances, are permissible under WTO rules. I am not suggesting that every safeguard measure or countervailing duty imposed during those difficult days was in compliance with WTO rules, but responses to trade pressures were generally undertaken within an internationally agreed-upon framework. Countries by and large resisted overtly noncompliant measures, such as breaking legally binding tariff ceilings or imposing import bans or quotas. As markets stayed open, trade flows began to shift, and countries that shrugged off the impact of the crisis and continued to grow -- notably China, India, and Brazil -- became ever-more attractive markets for countries that were struggling, including those in Europe and North America. Trade has been a powerful engine for growth in the developing world, a fact reflected in the far greater trade-to-GDP ratios we see there. In 2010, developing countries' share of world trade expanded to a record 45 percent, and this trend looks set to continue. Decisions made in Brasilia, Beijing, and New Delhi to open their respective economies to trade have been instrumental in enabling these countries to lift hundreds of millions of people out of poverty.

No impact to econ collapse; recession proves.
Thomas P.M. Barnett, senior managing director of Enterra Solutions LLC, “The New Rules: Security Remains Stable Amid Financial Crisis,” 8/25/2009, http://www.aprodex.com/the-new-rules--security-remains-stable-amid-financial-crisis-398-bl.aspx

When the global financial crisis struck roughly a year ago, the blogosphere was ablaze with all sorts of scary predictions of, and commentary regarding, ensuing conflict and wars -- a rerun of the Great Depression leading to world war, as it were. Now, as global economic news brightens and recovery -- surprisingly led by China and emerging markets -- is the talk of the day, it's interesting to look back over the past year and realize how globalization's first truly worldwide recession has had virtually no impact whatsoever on the international security landscape. None of the more than three-dozen ongoing conflicts listed by GlobalSecurity.org can be clearly attributed to the global recession. Indeed, the last new entry (civil conflict between Hamas and Fatah in the Palestine) predates the economic crisis by a year, and three quarters of the chronic struggles began in the last century. Ditto for the 15 low-intensity conflicts listed by Wikipedia (where the latest entry is the Mexican "drug war" begun in 2006). Certainly, the Russia-Georgia conflict last August was specifically timed, but by most accounts the opening ceremony of the Beijing Olympics was the most important external trigger (followed by the U.S. presidential campaign) for that sudden spike in an almost two-decade long struggle between Georgia and its two breakaway regions. Looking over the various databases, then, we see a most familiar picture: the usual mix of civil conflicts, insurgencies, and liberation-themed terrorist movements. Besides the recent Russia-Georgia dust-up, the only two potential state-on-state wars (North v. South Korea, Israel v. Iran) are both tied to one side acquiring a nuclear weapon capacity -- a process wholly unrelated to global economic trends. And with the United States effectively tied down by its two ongoing major interventions (Iraq and Afghanistan-bleeding-into-Pakistan), our involvement elsewhere around the planet has been quite modest, both leading up to and following the onset of the economic crisis: e.g., the usual counter-drug efforts in Latin America, the usual military exercises with allies across Asia, mixing it up with pirates off Somalia's coast). Everywhere else we find serious instability we pretty much let it burn, occasionally pressing the Chinese -- unsuccessfully -- to do something. Our new Africa Command, for example, hasn't led us to anything beyond advising and training local forces. So, to sum up: * No significant uptick in mass violence or unrest (remember the smattering of urban riots last year in places like Greece, Moldova and Latvia?); * The usual frequency maintained in civil conflicts (in all the usual places); * Not a single state-on-state war directly caused (and no great-power-on-great-power crises even triggered); * No great improvement or disruption in great-power cooperation regarding the emergence of new nuclear powers (despite all that diplomacy); * A modest scaling back of international policing efforts by the system's acknowledged Leviathan power (inevitable given the strain); and * No serious efforts by any rising great power to challenge that Leviathan or supplant its role. (The worst things we can cite are Moscow's occasional deployments of strategic assets to the Western hemisphere and its weak efforts to outbid the United States on basing rights in Kyrgyzstan; but the best include China and India stepping up their aid and investments in Afghanistan and Iraq.) Sure, we've finally seen global defense spending surpass the previous world record set in the late 1980s, but even that's likely to wane given the stress on public budgets created by all this unprecedented "stimulus" spending. If anything, the friendly cooperation on such stimulus packaging was the most notable great-power dynamic caused by the crisis. Can we say that the world has suffered a distinct shift to political radicalism as a result of the economic crisis? Indeed, no. The world's major economies remain governed by center-left or center-right political factions that remain decidedly friendly to both markets and trade. In the short run, there were attempts across the board to insulate economies from immediate damage (in effect, as much protectionism as allowed under current trade rules), but there was no great slide into "trade wars." Instead, the World Trade Organization is functioning as it was designed to function, and regional efforts toward free-trade agreements have not slowed. Can we say Islamic radicalism was inflamed by the economic crisis? If it was, that shift was clearly overwhelmed by the Islamic world's growing disenchantment with the brutality displayed by violent extremist groups such as al-Qaida. And looking forward, austere economic times are just as likely to breed connecting evangelicalism as disconnecting fundamentalism. At the end of the day, the economic crisis did not prove to be sufficiently frightening to provoke major economies into establishing global regulatory schemes, even as it has sparked a spirited -- and much needed, as I argued last week -- discussion of the continuing viability of the U.S. dollar as the world's primary reserve currency. Naturally, plenty of experts and pundits have attached great significance to this debate, seeing in it the beginning of "economic warfare" and the like between "fading" America and "rising" China. And yet, in a world of globally integrated production chains and interconnected financial markets, such "diverging interests" hardly constitute signposts for wars up ahead. Frankly, I don't welcome a world in which America's fiscal profligacy goes undisciplined, so bring it on -- please! Add it all up and it's fair to say that this global financial crisis has proven the great resilience of America's post-World War II international liberal trade order.
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