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2 planks to the counterplan
1 – eliminate expulsive land-use restrictions – this solves the “using black communities to dump waste” arguments – it disperses the problem on all people equally
2 – clean-up environmental waste – means people don’t get cancer because of nuclear waste in their backyard

.
Zoning is at the heart of environmental discrimination
Bullard – Emporia’s Author – 2002 – Ware Professor of Sociology and Director of the Environmental Justice Resource Center, Clark Atlanta University (Robert, “POVERTY, POLLUTION AND ENVIRONMENTAL RACISM: STRATEGIES FOR BUILDING HEALTHY AND SUSTAINABLE COMMUNITIES,” http://www.ejrc.cau.edu/PovpolEj.html)
Historically, exclusionary zoning (and rezoning) has been a subtle form of using government authority and power to foster and perpetuate discriminatory practices-including environmental planning. Zoning ordinances, deed restrictions, and other land-use mechanisms have been widely used as a "NIMBY" (not in my backyard) tool, operating through exclusionary practices. In Houston, Texas, the only major American city that does not have zoning, NIMBY was replaced with the policy of "PIBBY" (place in blacks back yard). The city government and private industry targeted landfills, incinerators, and garbage dumps for Houston's black neighborhoods for more than five decades. Black neighborhood were rendered "invisible." [37] Racism lowered residents' property values, accelerated physical deterioration, and increased disinvestments in the community. A similar discriminatory facility siting pattern have been discovered in people of color communities across the United States. [38]

Legal remedy is sufficient to solve zoning laws
Bullard – Emporia’s Author – 2002 – Ware Professor of Sociology and Director of the Environmental Justice Resource Center, Clark Atlanta University (Robert, “POVERTY, POLLUTION AND ENVIRONMENTAL RACISM: STRATEGIES FOR BUILDING HEALTHY AND SUSTAINABLE COMMUNITIES,” http://www.ejrc.cau.edu/PovpolEj.html)
Design a Holistic Approach to Environmental Protection. The environmental justice movement has set out clear goals of eliminating unequal enforcement of environmental, civil rights, and public health laws, differential exposure of some populations to harmful chemicals, pesticides, and other toxins in the home, school, neighborhood, and workplace, faulty assumptions in calculating, assessing, and managing risks, discriminatory zoning and land-use practices, and exclusionary policies and practices that limit some individuals and groups from participation in decision making. Many of these problems could be eliminated if existing environmental, health, housing, and civil rights laws were vigorously enforced in a nondiscriminatory way.

No accountability for cleanup in the squo – focus on risk reduction is key
DOE ‘2
Top-to-Bottom Review of the EM Program – US DOE
In this context, the Secretary of Energy directed that a review of the EM program be undertaken. In response, the Assistant Secretary for Environmental Management created the Top-to-Bottom Review Team (Team) in August 2001. The Team was tasked to conduct a programmatic review of the EM program and its management systems, with the goal of quickly and markedly improving program performance. The results of the Team’s review make clear that there is a systemic problem with the way EM has conducted its activities: the EM program’s major emphasis has been on managing risk, rather than actually reducing risk to workers, the public, and the environment. Since the program’s inception in 1989, more than $60 billion has been spent without a corresponding reduction in actual risk.
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The 2ac had 3 answers – 
Nonunique

Our link ev is bad

Aff solves

Waste  Yucca dumping, 
Netzer et al 2011 – Nina Netzer is in charge of the working line International Energy and Climate Policy within the Dialogue on Globalization program at FES headquarters in Berlin (“The end of nuclear energy? International perspectives after Fukushima,” Friedrech Ebert Stiftung, Dialogue on Globalization)
Unfortunately, in the case of nuclear energy production, the risk of future disaster is inherently difficult to quantify because it is not known when or if a disaster will happen, and if one does happen, it is unclear what a worst-case scenario will look like . What is easier to quantify, is that more nuclear energy produced means more nuclear waste to be processed and stored, which places a strain on future generations, as they will have to deal with the costs associated with our current consumption . The fact remains that finding a place to store nuclear waste in a country with a decentralised governmental structure such as the United States remains extremely difficult, as was made evident by the political battle over the Yucca Mountain Repository site in Nevada . 4 Many of the arguments for or against nuclear power centre around value-based judgments regarding the possible dangers associated with nuclear energy production . This is evidenced by the variety of opinions regarding nuclear power in the United States and the varying positions that different nations took in response to the nuclear disaster in Chernobyl and have taken in response to the more recent disaster in Japan . The situation regarding the future of nuclear energy production in the United States is complicated by political factors such as the perceived negative effect that a shift to renewables would have on the United States economy . Moving forward, the current debates over the budget, the deficit, and the fragile economic recovery will dominate the discussion and have profound impacts on the future of energy production in the United States . Whether this will lead to a shift to greater renewable energy production depends largely on the ability of the United States government to adopt forward-thinking policies that will wean its dependence from fossil fuels and nuclear power and towards a more sustainable energy future .

Amplifies cycles of nuclear colonialism
Endres 2009 – Associate Professor of Communication at the University of Utah (Danielle, “The Rhetoric of Nuclear Colonialism: Rhetorical Exclusion of American Indian Arguments in the Yucca Mountain Nuclear Waste Siting Decision,” Communication and Critical/Cultural Studies Vol. 6, No. 1, March 2009, pp. 39-60)
Now, with over 60 years of uranium mining, nuclear weapons production and nuclear power, we face a high-level nuclear waste crisis. Once again, power brokers have looked to exploit American Indian lands, resources and peoples. In the twenty year process of researching and authorizing a federal high-level nuclear waste repository site, only sites on American Indian land were seriously considered. In addition to the Yucca Mountain site, American Indian nations were also targeted for temporary waste storage through the now-defunct Monitored Retrievable Storage (MRS) program.17 And recently, a proposal by Private Fuel Storage (PFS) and the Skull Valley Goshutes to temporarily store nuclear waste at Skull Valley Goshute reservation was defeated by Skull Valley activists working with the State of Utah against the Skull Valley government and PFS.18 The struggle over the Yucca Mountain nuclear waste site is, as Kuletz pointed out, a continuation of struggles against nuclear colonialism: ‘‘Indian protests over the use of Yucca Mountain as a high-level nuclearwaste dump cannot be seen as an anomaly. Rather, they are a part of a persistent pattern of resistance to military occupation and nuclear activity.’’19 Although we do not yet know the health and environmental effects of permanent nuclear waste storage, nuclear colonialism is not just about health and environmental devastation. It also intersects with sovereignty, nuclearism and colonialism, to which I now turn.


a/t: uniqueness

our ev makes an overall claim – nuclear is down overall now

link controls uniqueness
a/t: no link

I agree our evidence doesn’t say the aff stops exports – that’s the opposite of our link
Nuclear secrecy is stopping the government from exporting technology because they’re worried someone will steal it

The aff amends the Atomic Energy Act
Papandrea 2008 – Assistant Professor, Boston College Law School (“Lapdogs, Watchdogs, and Scapegoats: The Press and National Security Information,” 83 Ind. L.J. 233)
The Atomic Energy Act of 1954 protects the secrecy of information relating to nuclear energy and weapons. n261 Because the secrecy provisions of this Act are identical to those contained in the Atomic Energy Act of 1946, it is essential to look at the legislative history of the 1946 Act for guidance.

Amending the AEA restores US nuclear competitiveness
Kadak 2010 – past president (1999-2000) of ANS and advisor to the ANS Special Committee on Nuclear Non-Proliferation. He is a Professor of the Practice in the Nuclear Engineering Department of the Massachusetts Institute of Technology (Andrew C., “Observations on U.S. nuclear export control policies,” http://ansnuclearcafe.org/2010/12/06/observations-on-u-s-export-control-policies/)
Having recently attended a Pillsbury and Nuclear Energy Institute seminar on “Export Controls for the Nuclear Renaissance,” it became clear to me why the United States is losing its leadership position in nuclear energy: The bureaucracy is winning the war over effectiveness of policy and nonproliferation. The Atomic Energy Act of 1954 was written at a time when we were the dominant nuclear technology owner and efforts were made to keep it so. In the last 57 years, much has changed in that landscape that makes this law, as it pertains to export controls, ineffective in restraining the proliferation of nuclear weapons, but also in America’s ability to compete in the world market. What did I learn at this meeting? I learned that we have a set of laws and regulations that are not even clear to the enforcers. Who are the delegated agencies responsible for export controls? Quite a few: the U.S. Department of Commerce’s Export Administration, the Nuclear Regulatory Commission, the Department of Energy’s National Nuclear Security Administration, and the State Department. If that was not enough, the nuclear island and the balance-of-plant operations are separately regulated as are the scientists’ and engineers’ ability to speak to each other. The additional requirements under the complicated regulatory regime include obtaining 10 CFR Part 810 approvals from the DOE, 10 CFR Part 110 approvals from the NRC, and compliance with Commerce Department export regulations found in 15 CFR Parts 730-774. ﻿Navigating the export control regulatory maze Even before we can sell our products and services to a nation and begin to navigate the maze of export control agencies and regulations, we must first obtain congressional approval according to Section 123 of the Atomic Energy Act. This poses an additional restriction and burden on our companies that other nations do not have. These congressional and State Department approvals are being used to extract perceived nonproliferation benefits while other nations have no such restrictions. This deters nations that are Non-Proliferation Treaty signatories from dealing with U.S. firms since they have other options where no such pressures exist, which again denies U.S. firms access to markets.

a/t: our aff solves

no this is a link turn – the aff might resolve some specific instances of environmental discrimination but comes at the cost of a massive nuclear increase worldwise

Alt shift now, nuke competitiveness deters
Netzer et al 2011 – Nina Netzer is in charge of the working line International Energy and Climate Policy within the Dialogue on Globalization program at FES headquarters in Berlin (“The end of nuclear energy? International perspectives after Fukushima,” Friedrech Ebert Stiftung, Dialogue on Globalization)
Unfortunately, in the case of nuclear energy production, the risk of future disaster is inherently difficult to quantify because it is not known when or if a disaster will happen, and if one does happen, it is unclear what a worst-case scenario will look like . What is easier to quantify, is that more nuclear energy produced means more nuclear waste to be processed and stored, which places a strain on future generations, as they will have to deal with the costs associated with our current consumption . The fact remains that finding a place to store nuclear waste in a country with a decentralised governmental structure such as the United States remains extremely difficult, as was made evident by the political battle over the Yucca Mountain Repository site in Nevada . 4 Many of the arguments for or against nuclear power centre around value-based judgments regarding the possible dangers associated with nuclear energy production . This is evidenced by the variety of opinions regarding nuclear power in the United States and the varying positions that different nations took in response to the nuclear disaster in Chernobyl and have taken in response to the more recent disaster in Japan . The situation regarding the future of nuclear energy production in the United States is complicated by political factors such as the perceived negative effect that a shift to renewables would have on the United States economy . Moving forward, the current debates over the budget, the deficit, and the fragile economic recovery will dominate the discussion and have profound impacts on the future of energy production in the United States . Whether this will lead to a shift to greater renewable energy production depends largely on the ability of the United States government to adopt forward-thinking policies that will wean its dependence from fossil fuels and nuclear power and towards a more sustainable energy future .

Alt energy transition solves poverty
Sharan et al 7
(Jamil Masud, Diwesh Sharan, and Bindu N. LohaniE, NERGY FOR A LL : A DDRESSING THE E NERGY , E NVIRONMENT , AND P OVERTY N EXUS IN A SIA, Asia Development Bank, ADB is an international development finance institution whose mission is to help its developing member countries reduce poverty and improve the quality of life of their people. Headquartered in Manila, and established in 1966, ADB is owned and financed by its 67 members, of which 48 are from the region and 19 are from other parts of the globe, April 2007, http://74.125.47.132/search?q=cache:jUzBu96ZvqIJ:www.adb.org/Documents/Books/Energy-for-All/energy-for- all.pdf+%22fossil+fuel%22+Energy+consumption+disproportionately+impact+hurts+minorities+environment&cd=17&hl=en&ct=clnk&gl=us)
Energy Poverty  60.  Along with the monetary dimension of poverty, energy inputs are a critical determinant of  poverty and development. Energy services make possible basic human needs to be met: cooked food, comfortable living temperatures, lighting, use of appliances, piped water and  sewage systems, modern health care, educational and communication aids, and swift  transportation. Energy is also essential for production, income, and employment generation in  agriculture, manufacturing, commerce, mining, and service industries. The energy dimension of  poverty—“energy poverty” can be defined as “the absence of sufficient choice in accessing  adequate, affordable, reliable, high-quality, safe and environmentally benign energy services to  support economic and human development.” 17 While increased access to modern energy inputs  does not ensure development in and of itself, its absence can severely curtail the means and  opportunities for human and economic growth—universal access to adequate, reliable and  efficient forms of energy is therefore a necessary but insufficient condition for development and  poverty reduction.  61.  The link between energy poverty and income poverty is apparent from the following  considerations which are elaborated upon more fully later:  • The poor typically pay more for their daily energy needs in the form of inefficient and  potentially harmful fuels, and are therefore less able to accumulate the financial  resources to graduate up to efficient fuels or devices that have higher up-front or  capital costs.  • Traditional biomass fuels in particular, favored by the poor because of their lower  first-use costs, can have deleterious health effects when used indoors, for instance,  for cooking purposes and are time and labor intensive to procure and use. Because  of its scarcity or inconvenience, biomass users also seldom boil water for drinking  purposes. Such fuel utilization can drive up healthcare costs and detract from more  productive, income-generating use of available work hours, reducing a household’s  net disposable income.  • Biomass use can also lead to unsustainable harvesting practices and serious  environmental consequences, effects that are more immediately felt by the poor  besides also driving up their future fuel costs further.  • Women bear the brunt of inefficient energy use, as they are often the main users of  fuel for cooking and invariably responsible for its laborious collection. This not only  deprives poor households of potentially one half of their income-earning capability,  but also detracts from mothers’ vital role in child rearing.  • Children, especially girls, deprived of proper care and often co-opted into fuel  gathering, are even more susceptible to poor health as well as being unable to have  the time and facilities for education, such as proper lighting, thus greatly reducing  their future prospects for gainful employment.  The vast majority (86%) of the world’s population living with little or no access to modern  energy services are the 2.8 billion rural poor in developing countries. As noted, they largely  depend on traditional fuels consisting of wood, dung, and crop residues for their basic cooking,  lighting, and heating needs. Four out of every five people of the 1.6 billion in the world today  without access to electricity live in rural areas, mainly in South Asia and Sub-Saharan Africa.  Even the small numbers of the rural poor who do have access to modern energy supplies, such  as kerosene, liquefied petroleum gas (LPG), and electricity, invariably can often only afford to  use these sparingly because of their higher cost and typically intermittent supply, a situation  shared by the urban poor as well. Poor people in developing countries regularly spend up to a  third or a quarter of their cash income on meeting their rudimentary daily energy needs. It is  therefore not surprising that the incidence of poverty, ill health, and economic distress is also  much higher and persistent among the rural population compared with urban dwellers in  developing countries.  63.  However, because perceived economic priorities and migratory trends often favor urban  and industrial growth, this deprived population continues to be subjected to official neglect and  disproportionately low levels of energy and development investments in most countries. Indeed,  demographic trends are an important consideration in understanding the persistence of energy  poverty among the rural poor. The increase in world population from the 2006 level of  6.54 billion to almost 9.1 billion in 2050 will occur almost entirely (99.1%) in the developing  countries. By 2030, the developing countries’ population will have grown to 86% of the world  figure, up from 81% at present, with Asia continuing to account for almost 60% of it. However,  the rural population in Asia is expected to remain approximately at the present figure due to  rapid urbanization in the region, thereby reducing its share from a third to slightly over a quarter  of world population in 2030—but still a significant 2.2 billion people in absolute terms. The large  increase in Asia’s urban population, which in 2030 will exceed the rural figure, can only be  expected to further augment historical, political, and administrative biases against the rural  development agenda, reducing the prospects for a renewed emphasis on ameliorating rural  poverty, while at the same time increasing the ranks of the urban and peri-urban poor who also  have limited energy access. This is further complicated by the onset of epidemics in significant  Asian populations, such as AIDS and avian influenza, to which the poor are particularly  vulnerable and which can seriously further erode the capacity of the rural population to escape  destitution.  64.  Thus, the challenge of rapid human development of the world’s poor must clearly focus,  in large measure, on increasing access to modern energy supplies for the rural population and  on increasing per capita consumption levels for both the urban and rural poor in the developing  world. The remainder of this section will explore the role and nature of energy use among the  rural and urban poor in more detail, in order to expose its relevance to economic deprivation  and environmental degradation—a relationship that invariably results in a self-perpetuating and  endemic “poverty trap” for the great majority of the people living in such circumstances.  Inferior Supplies  65.  It is estimated that the 2.4 billion poor currently relying on traditional biomass fuels will  increase to 2.6 billion by 2030 if present trends continue. Figure 39 shows the high levels of  dependence on traditional fuels in many developing Asian countries. But such traditional energy  resources barely help meet minimum standards of living even among the poor who depend on  them. While it is estimated that approximately 1,040 MJ of useful energy per capita per year is  required to meet basic household cooking, lighting and space heating needs—translating into  about 8 to 10 gigajoule (GJ) per capita of primary energy when biomass conversion inefficiency  is taken into account—the majority of rural households in Asia fall below even this basic  consumption level. Since informal or traditional biomass fuels are collected at little or no  LL monetary expense outside of the commercial energy market, they usually fall outside national  accounts and therefore render the rural energy issue largely invisible. Such data invisibility is  another factor contributing to the absence of rural energy supply from development priorities,  budgetary allocations, and policy responses.  Traditional fuels also have serious adverse implications that make them a poor  substitute for modern energy supplies and further disadvantage the rural populations that rely  on them excessively for their needs, while posing grave sustainability concerns as populations  rise and the resource base diminishes. In particular, the use of woody biomass helps  exacerbate deforestation, with potentially serious environmental costs—deterioration of land  productivity and stability, increased instances of flooding and silting of water resources, and the  destruction of natural habitats and ecological balance, to name a few—all of which impact the  immediate rural setting most severely, in addition to their other downstream consequences. The  diversion of crop residues and animal waste for burning rather than soil conditioning or feeding  animals can reduce the fertility of land and livestock on which rural livelihoods depend. Biomass  combustion in traditional cookstoves results in the release of concentrated air pollutants, such  as respirable particulate matter (PM), carbon monoxide (CO), nitrogen oxides (NO x ), and  various carcinogenic compounds. Approximately 1.6 million women and children, mostly in rural  communities in the developing world, die prematurely from indoor air pollution caused by  burning traditional solid fuels in poorly ventilated dwellings, which also causes 40 million new  cases of chronic bronchitis reported each year, as well as less well-documented cases of eye  infections, low birth weight, and cancer. The time and energy spent in collecting, storing, and  using traditional fuels is a considerable drain on human productivity, especially among women  and children, which could instead be spent on more economically or intellectually gainful tasks.  This has direct implications on infant care and child rearing, education and literacy, gender  development, and the ability of rural households to engage in increased and higher income-  generating activities. Finally, the lack of modern energy substitutes precludes the restructuring  of rural economies that would be necessary to enable them to participate more fully in  mainstream economic activities and employment opportunities, and thus help alleviate poverty  on a wider scale more rapidly.  67.  The discussion above suggests an inverse correlation between traditional biomass use  and desirable demographic indicators, especially for women and children who are considered to be the most vulnerable. An example of such a correlation is shown in Figure 40 which, although  not a proof of causality, underlines the observed consequences and assumptions consistent  with such biomass fuel use. Additional such negative relationships between biomass use and  social indicators, such as child malnourishment, school enrolment ratios, female employment,  maternal health, healthcare expenditures, and environmental factors, such as deforestation, that  have a direct bearing on sustainable human development can be surmised, although a detailed  analysis is currently not available.  The main characteristics of rural energy use need to be understood before attempting to  devise appropriate strategies for helping the indigent break out of the vicious cycle fueled by  such energy poverty: unsustainable and unproductive energy use that saps the fecundity of the  sustaining environment, perpetuates economic privation, and undermines the already feeble  endogenous capacity of the poorest to overcome debilitating poverty, disease, and illiteracy.  69.  In rural settings of the developing world, households are the major energy consumers,  accounting for roughly 85% of total use, comprising mostly of traditional fuels for cooking and  heating. Depending on the level of mechanization, agricultural use accounts for 2%–8% of the  total energy consumption (excluding human and animal power), mainly in the form of  commercial energy (diesel and electricity) to power farm equipment and water pumps. Kerosene  and electricity, where available, are principally used for the 2%–10% energy required for lighting  purposes, while a much smaller fraction of the latter powers small household appliances. This  pattern usually presents challenges in rural electrification projects, which have to be able to  meet relatively high peak loads for small durations (e.g., evenings), while the overall demand  profile remains uneconomically low for the rest of the day. Rural industries, at the cottage and  village level, consume less than 10% of the aggregate rural energy demand in most developing  countries, typically in the form of electricity and biomass (wood and crop residues).  Environmental Linkages  70.  In addition to rapid population growth in conditions of economic stagnation, poverty  levels are greatly exacerbated by environmental degradation. As mentioned, unsustainable  biomass harvesting for energy production denudes rural landscapes of available foliage cover,  accelerates deforestation, and diverts organic matter away from conditioning the soil and  feeding livestock. This in turn reduces agricultural productivity and incomes because of lowered  yields and more frequent crop failures, reduces land value due to erosion and loss of fertility,  and degrades water resources through soil runoff and loss of retentive capacity. The resulting  loss of rural livelihoods forces the poor to migrate to urban centers in search for employment,  often with ill-suited skills that only help increase the ranks of the urban poor and result in  increased environmental pressures on already strained urban resources. Similarly, settlements  tend to move into coastal and forested areas in search of better resources, greatly threatening  their fragile ecosystems. As these lands become denuded and further marginalized, the  condition of the poor migrants worsens, and they have to resort to occupations of decreasing  productivity that only deepens their poverty. The fragility of marginal rural lands in Asia has  caused the numbers of the landless rural poor to increase substantially, making the problem of  alleviating their poverty even more intractable.  71.  These linkages between poverty and environmental degradation have been postulated  for some time. 18 Empirical observations seem to suggest that a number of indicators of  environmental quality first deteriorate and later improve as per capita incomes rise. This  inverted U-shaped pollution-income trend is termed the “Environmental Kuznets Curve (EKC)”  (Figure 41), after the similar relationship between income distribution and per capita income  identified by Simon Kuznets in 1955. It can be explained by the assumption that unfettered  economic development is intrinsically detrimental for the environment, so that as poor countries  develop, they place an increasing burden on their physical and ecological resources. However,  as nations become wealthier (and environmental concerns become more prominent and  tangible), they are willing and able to devote a part of their incomes to cleaning up some of the  impacts of growth, thereby helping reverse the decline. 19 As anecdotal evidence, the case of  urban pollution can be cited: while the large cities of Asia continue to suffer from deteriorating  environmental conditions as they grow, their more developed counterparts in the industrialized  world are today much cleaner than they were, say, 20 years ago. 72.  More rigorously, a Kuznets relationship has been reported between per capita income  and, inter alia, specific environmental parameters: emissions of sulfur dioxide (SO 2 ),  particulates, NO x and CO, carbon dioxide (CO 2 ), chlorofluorocarbons (CFCs); various indicators  of water quality, including faecal coliform, biological and chemical oxygen demand (BOD and  COD) and arsenic; and deforestation. 20 Based on such analysis, it has been concluded by  several researchers that developing countries will automatically become cleaner as their  economies grow. Others have argued the inevitability of the poorest countries to become more  polluted as they develop. Still others have concluded that while some of environmental  indicators may indeed follow such a deterministic inverse U-shaped EKC, others (especially  pollutants with non-local effects) may not, and that some of the initial damage done may remain  permanently irreversible.  While the degree to which poverty and environmental degradation exacerbate each  other may be the subject of continuing debate, several important conclusions can nevertheless  be drawn about the nexus. First, that poor, developing countries do not normally have the  additional resources, financial or technical, to ensure clean development, and therefore suffer  potentially avoidable adverse environmental consequences of their growth. Second, that the  local environmental impacts of such development—industrial and vehicular emissions, water  pollution, land degradation, deforestation, etc.—affect the poorest directly and can often  increase economic stress on them. Third, that while, in the long term, conditions may eventually  improve, the turning point in the EKC may come at much elevated levels of income—i.e., much  later in the development cycle—or not at all. Therefore, effective environmental protection  strategies adopted at the outset would not only insulate the most vulnerable from additional  poverty pressures, but would also carry long-term implications for the sustenance of natural  resources—at least to the degree that some of the potential losses may not be temporary but  inherently irrecoverable (i.e., the peak of the EKC curve may lie above the ecological threshold,  as for the upper curve in (Figure 41). It may also be the case that developing countries could  bypass some of the more polluting paths of economic growth by resorting earlier to cleaner,  efficient technologies or fuels, thereby reducing the environmental footprint of their development  activities. For instance, it is noted later that several developing countries currently have a higher  level of renewable energy supply (particularly hydro, but also increasingly wind) in their national  energy mix compared with many developed countries at equivalent stages of their growth. In  such instances, their relevant Kuznets curves may peak earlier or flatten somewhat.  74.  However, these lessons are not entirely understood or uniformly interpreted, and their  implications can be significant. Many of the fastest developing economies, mostly in Asia, have  taken the EKC message as a rationale for allowing development to override the environment, as  the “cleaning up” will happen eventually anyway. Furthermore, if the EKC model is correct, the  scale of the pollution threat facing developing countries is formidable. According to the World  Bank, the average per capita GDP in 2002 was $449 in 59 low-income countries and $1,786 in  52 lower-middle income countries. 22 These countries are thus far from the mean peak pollution  point on the EKC curve of $5,000, and apparently condemned to endure increasing pollution  levels and natural resource depletion for decades to come. Moreover, empirical data indicate  that pollution costs in these countries are already at alarming levels. For example, World Bank  estimates of mortality and morbidity from urban air pollution in India and the PRC suggest  annual losses in the range of 2%–3% of GDP. 23 Under the Kuznets environmental hypothesis,  the prospects for developing Asia, therefore, could be extremely dire.  75.  Apart from the impact of development and the environmental damage on local air and  water quality, ecosystems, rural livelihoods, and the sustaining capacity of agricultural lands as  a consequence of an over-reliance on traditional biomass fuels, the use of modern energy  brings with it its own set of macro and global issues, especially as a result of the worldwide  consumption of polluting fossil fuels. These impacts, and their effect on the poor, are discussed  separately later in the next section.  Affordability and Use  76.  The composition of energy use varies significantly across different geographical areas  as well as environmental and climatic conditions. Consumption patterns have also been  observed to be greatly influenced by income levels, with the poorest consuming almost all  energy for cooking and those progressively better off using increasing proportions for lighting,  water and space heating, refrigeration and cooling, and recreational needs, roughly in that  order. Per capita energy consumption may also initially drop as incomes rise and the use of  more efficient fuels and appliances becomes possible. Besides fuel availability and costs,  personal and cultural preferences can also strongly influence energy choices and consumption  patterns, even among the poorest, particularly for cooking and lighting where convenience and  quality perceptions are often paramount. Thus, household choices among energy carrier options  are influenced by economic considerations as well as attitudes and the attributes of the  available alternatives, with income being the main determinant.  77.  The additional economic and financial considerations affecting energy use include the  fixed and variable components of fuel cost. These can be further influenced by service charges  (e.g., monthly charges for electricity and gas connections), lump sum payments for bulk fuel  purchases, and the need for up-front security deposits or equipment payments (e.g., for LPG  cylinders). A household’s liquidity and wealth dictates the division between these cost elements  and its readiness to forgo present consumption in favor of future benefits—e.g., a household  with low income and high costs of borrowing or diverting amounts or from other needs may be  unwilling or unable to finance the up-front capital costs of efficient energy, even if the inferior  alternative has higher lifecycle costs. Since modern energy services and efficient devices  usually involve higher initial costs, the poor inevitably end up with less efficient energy choices  that have harmful side effects as well as high opportunity costs of labor and time involved in  collection activities.  78.  Therefore, energy use by the poor in developing countries represents a precarious  balance between meeting basic survival needs, largely through recourse to cheap or “free”  traditional fuels. Most poor seem to aspire for greater access to commercial energy supplies as  their incomes allow but which, on the whole, remains persistently well below the levels required  to substantially improve per capita consumption rates. Improved energy supplies and devices  that ensure greater efficiency of use, on the other hand, can translate into substantial increases  in the purchasing power of the poor. Studies have shown that such an increase in available  resources among low-income groups would almost entirely be spent on better satisfying basic  needs for food, shelter, clothing, health, education, and additional fuel. Cost-effective  improvements in energy supply can thus have powerful poverty reduction consequences.  79.  The issue of affordability of modern energy supplies perhaps lies at the heart of the  problem. Without such means, there cannot be adequate levels of demand to make the  necessary supply infrastructure economically viable, which in turn shields such deprived  communities and individuals from reasonable opportunities for personal development and  economic betterment. The case of electricity is a particularly pertinent one, as electrification is  considered a sine qua non of modern human existence and all forms of economic and industrial  activity, and as its direct relationship with human development indices, examined earlier,  demonstrates. Figure 42 shows data for selected countries in the Asia and Pacific region for  2000, comparing per capita electricity consumption in these countries with their average  household electricity tariffs. While it is not surprising that per capita electricity use is the  lowest—and well below the 4,000 kWh/capita threshold discussed earlier—in the least  developed countries and rises to twice this level for higher income countries, it can be seen that  this bears little relationship to nominal retail tariffs in these countries (e.g., Singapore’s per  capita use in 2000 was 27 times that of Sri Lanka with similar climatic conditions, although the  tariff in the latter was 40% lower). A more interesting relationship emerges if the tariff is taken as a proportion of the average per capita income (or GDP): in this case, as the cost of electricity in  proportion to average income decreases (calculated in nominal terms, multiplied by a  normalization factor, and shown as red bars in the figure) across the countries from the left to  the right, the per capita electricity consumption (dark blue bars) increases.   

That’s the key IL to the 1AC
Bryant 95 (Bunyan Bryant, Professor in the School of Natural Resources and Environment, and an adjunct professor in the Center for Afro-American and African Studies at the University of Michigan, 1995, Environmental Justice: Issues, Policies, and Solutions, p. 209-212)
Although the post-World War II economy was designed when environmental consideration was not a problem, today this is no longer the case; we must be concerned enough about environmental protection to make it a part of our economic design. Today, temporal and spatial relations of pollution have drastically changed within the last 100 years or so. A hundred years ago we polluted a small spatial area and it took the earth a short time to heal itself. Today we pollute large areas of the earth – as evidenced by the international problems of acid rain, the depletion of the ozone layer, global warming, nuclear meltdowns, and the difficulties in the safe storage of spent fuels from nuclear power plants. Perhaps we have embarked upon an era of pollution so toxic and persistent that it will take the earth in some areas thousands of years to heal itself. To curtail environmental pollutants, we must build new institutions to prevent widespread destruction from pollutants that know no geopolitical boundaries. We need to do this because pollutants are not respectful of international boundaries; it does little good if one country practices sound environmental protection while its neighbors fail to do so. Countries of the world are intricately linked together in ways not clear 50 years ago; they find themselves victims of environmental destruction even though the causes of that destruction originated in another part of the world. Acid rain, global warming, depletion of the ozone layer, nuclear accidents like the one at Chernobyl, make all countries vulnerable to environmental destruction.  The cooperative relations forged after World War II are now obsolete. New cooperative relations need to be agreed upon – cooperative relations that show that pollution prevention and species preservation are inseparably linked to economic development and survival of planet earth. Economic development is linked to pollution prevention even though the market fails to include the true cost of pollution in its pricing of products and services; it fails to place a value on the destruction of plant and animal species. To date, most industrialized nations, the high polluters, have had an incentive to pollute because they did not incur the cost of producing goods and services in a nonpolluting manner. The world will have to pay for the true cost of production and to practice prudent stewardship of our natural resources if we are to sustain ourselves on this planet. We cannot expect Third World countries to participate in debt-for-nature swaps as a means for saving the rainforest or as a means for the reduction of greenhouse gases, while a considerable amount of such gases come from industrial nations and from fossil fuel consumption. Like disease, population growth is politically, economically, and structurally determined. Due to inadequate income maintenance programs and social security, families in developing countries are more apt to have large families not only to ensure the survival of children within the first five years, but to work the fields and care for the elderly. As development increases, so do education, health, and birth control. In his chapter, Buttel states that ecological development and substantial debt forgiveness would be more significant in alleviating Third World environmental degradation (or population problems) than ratification of any UNCED biodiversity or forest conventions. Because population control programs fail to address the structural characteristics of poverty, such programs for developing countries have been for the most part dismal failures. Growth and development along ecological lines have a better chance of controlling population growth in developing countries than the best population control programs to date. Although population control is important, we often focus a considerable amount of our attention on population problems of developing countries. Yet there are more people per square mile in Western Europe than in most developing countries. “During his/her lifetime an American child causes 35 times the environmental damage of an Indian child and 280 times that of a Haitian child (Boggs, 1993: 1). The addiction to consumerism of highly industrialized countries has to be seen as a major culprit, and thus must be balanced against the benefits of population control in Third World countries.  Worldwide environmental protection is only one part of the complex problems we face today. We cannot ignore world poverty; it is intricately linked to environmental protection. If this is the case, then how do we deal with world poverty? How do we bring about lasting peace in the world? Clearly we can no longer afford a South Africa as it was once organized, or ethnic cleansing by Serbian nationalists. These types of conflicts bankrupt us morally and destroy our connectedness with one another as a world community. Yet, we may be headed on a course where the politically induced famine, poverty, and chaos of Somalia today will become commonplace and world peace more difficult, particularly if the European Common Market, Japan, and the United States trade primarily among themselves, leaving Third World countries to fend for themselves. Growing poverty will lead only to more world disequilibrium to wars and famine – as countries become more aggressive and cross international borders for resources to ward off widespread hunger and rampant unemployment. To tackle these problems requires a quantum leap in global cooperation and commitment of the highest magnitude; it requires development of an international tax, levied through the United nations or some other international body, so that the world community can become more involved in helping to deal with issues of environmental protection, poverty, and peace. Since the market system has been bold and flexible enough to meet changing conditions, so too must public institutions. They must, indeed, be able to respond to the rapid changes that reverberate throughout the world. If they fail to change, then we will surely meet the fate of the dinosaur. The Soviet Union gave up a system that was unworkable in exchange for another one. Although it has not been easy, individual countries of the former Soviet Union have the potential of reemerging looking very different and stronger. Or they could emerge looking very different and weaker. They could become societies that are both socially and environmentally destructive or they can become societies where people have decent jobs, places to live, educational opportunities for all citizens, and sustainable social structures that are safe and nurturing. Although North Americans are experiencing economic and social discomforts, we too will have to change, or we may find ourselves engulfed by political and economic forces beyond our control. In 1994, the out-sweeping of Democrats from national offices may be symptomatic of deeper and more fundamental problems. If the mean-spirited behavior that characterized the 1994 election is carried over into the governance of the country, this may only fan the flames of discontent. We may be embarking upon a long struggle over ideology, culture, and the very heart and soul of the country. But despite all the political turmoil, we must take risks and try out new ideas – ideas never dreamed of before and ideas we thought were impossible to implement. To implement these ideas we must overcome institutional inertia in order to enhance intentional change. We need to give up tradition and “business as usual.” To view the future as a challenge and as an opportunity to make the world a better place, we must be willing to take political and economic risks. The question is not growth, but what kind of growth, and where it will take place. For example, we can maintain current levels of productivity or become even more productive if we farm organically. Because of ideological conflicts, it is hard for us to view the Cuban experience with an unjaundiced eye; but we ask you to place political differences aside and pay attention to the lyrics of organic farming and not to the music of Communism. In other words, we must get beyond political differences and ideological conflicts; we must find success stories of healing the planet no matter where they exist – be they in Communist or non-Communist countries, developed or underdeveloped countries. We must ascertain what lessons can be learned from them, and examine how they would benefit the world community. In most instances, we will have to chart a new course. Continued use of certain technologies and chemicals that are incompatible with the ecosystem will take us down the road of no return. We are already witnessing the catastrophic destruction of our environment and disproportionate impacts of environmental insults on communities of color and low-income groups. If such destruction continues, it will undoubtedly deal harmful blows to our social, economic, and political institutions. As a nation, we find ourselves in a house divided, where the cleavages between the races are in fact getting worse. We find ourselves in a house divided where the gap between the rich and the poor has increased. We find ourselves in a house divided where the gap between the young and the old has widened. During the 1980s, there were few visions of healing the country. In the 1990s, despite the catastrophic economic and environmental results of the 1980s, and despite the conservative takeover of both houses of Congress, we must look for glimmers of hope. We must stand by what we think is right and defend our position with passion. And at times we need to slow down and reflect and do a lot of soul searching in order to redirect ourselves, if need be. We must chart out a new course of defining who we are as a people, by redefining our relationship with government, with nature, with one another, and where we want to be as a nation. We need to find a way of expressing this definition of ourselves to one another. Undeniably we are a nation of different ethnic groups and races, and of multiple interest groups, and if we cannot live in peace and in harmony with ourselves and with nature it bodes ominously for future world relations. Because economic institutions are based upon the growth paradigm of extracting and processing natural resources, we will surely perish if we use them to foul the global nest. But it does not have to be this way. Although sound environmental policies can be compatible with good business practices and quality of life, we may have to jettison the moral argument of environmental protection in favor of the self-interest argument, thereby demonstrating that the survival of business enterprises is intricately tied to good stewardship of natural resources and environmental protection. Too often we forget that short-sightedness can propel us down a narrow path, where we are unable to see the long-term effects of our actions. The ideas and policies discussed in this book are ways of getting ourselves back on track. The ideas presented here will hopefully provide substantive material for discourse. These policies are not carved in stone, nor are they meant to be for every city, suburb, or rural area. Municipalities or rural areas should have flexibility in dealing with their site-specific problems. Yet we need to extend our concern about local sustainability beyond geopolitical boundaries, because dumping in Third World countries or in the atmosphere today will surely haunt the world tomorrow. Ideas presented here may irritate some and dismay others, but we need to make some drastic changes in our lifestyles and institutions in order to foster environmental justice. Many of the policy ideas mentioned in this book have been around for some time, but they have not been implemented. The struggle for environmental justice emerging from the people of color and low-income communities may provide the necessary political impulse to make these policies a reality. Environmental justice provides opportunities for those most affected by environmental degradation and poverty to make policies to save not only themselves from differential impact of environmental hazards, but to save those responsible for the lion’s share of the planet’s destruction. This struggle emerging from the environmental experience of oppressed people brings forth a new consciousness – a new consciousness shaped by immediate demands for certainty and solution. It is a struggle to make a true connection between humanity and nature. This struggle to resolve environmental problems may force the nation to alter its priorities; it may force the nation to address issues of environmental justice and, by doing so, it may ultimately result in a cleaner and healthier environment for all of us. Although we may never eliminate all toxic materials from the production cycle, we should at least have that as a goal.  



