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War turns environment
War destroys the environment

McNEELY  2002  (Jeffrey, Chief Scientist at IUCN, Conserving the Peace, www.iisd.org/pdf/2002/envsec_conserving_overview.pdf)
War, and preparations for it, has negative impacts on all levels of biodiversity, from genes to ecosystems. These impacts can be direct—such as hunting and habitat destruction by armies—or indirect, for example through the activities of refugees. Sometimes these impacts can be deliberate, and a new word has been added to the military vocabulary: “ecocide,” the destruction of the environment for military purposes clearly deriving from the “scorched earth” approach of earlier times. Westing (1976) divides deliberate environmental manipulations during wartime into two broad categories: those involving massive and extended applications of disruptive techniques to deny to the enemy any habitats that produce food, refuge, cover, training grounds and staging areas for attacks; and those involving relatively small disruptive actions that in turn release large amounts of “dangerous forces” or become self-generating. An example of the latter is the release of exotic micro-organisms or spreading of landmines (of which over 100 million now litter active and former war zones around the world—Strada, 1996).
Nuclear war destroys the environment

NISSANI 1992 (Moti, Professor at Wayne State, Lives in the Balance:  The Cold War and American Politics 1945-1991, http://www.is.wayne.edu/mnissani/pagepub/CH2.html)

There will be fewer people and less industrial and commercial activity long after the war, hence some serious environmental threats will be ameliorated. By killing billions and destroying industrial infrastructures, nuclear war might, for instance, halt or slow down the suspected trend of global warming. On balance, however, the war's overall environmental impact will almost certainly be on the negative side. Radioactive fallout will contaminate soils and waters. We shall probably learn to adjust to these new conditions, perhaps by shunning certain regions or by carrying radioactivity meters everywhere we go the way our ancestors carried spears. Still, this will lower the quality of human life. Nuclear explosions might create immense quantities of dust and smoke. The dust and smoke might blanket, darken, and cool the entire planet. Although the extent of the damage is unclear,24 it would be far more severe during the growing season-late spring and summer in the northern latitudes. One Cassandran and controversial prediction sounds a bit like the eerie twilight described in H. G. Wells' The Time Machine. This "nuclear winter" projection forecasts freezing summertime temperatures,25 temporary climatic changes (e.g., violent storms, dramatic reductions in rainfall), lower efficiencies of plant photosynthesis, disruption of ecosystems and farms, loss of many species, and the death of millions of people from starvation and cold. However, even these pessimists expect a return to normal climatic conditions within a few years.26a,27
*Air Pollution

Alt causes – Pakistan 

Clean Air Initiatives Last date cited 2006 (“Pakistan’s air pollution levels on the rise” http://www.cleanairnet.org/caiasia/1412/article-71432.html accessed 6/29/09) SC
'"/>
Air pollution levels in Pakistan’s highly populated cities are among the highest in the world. And the levels are on the rise, raising health concerns, says a Pakistan government report. The levels of ambient particulates, smoke particulates and dust, which cause respiratory diseases, are twice the world’s average and more than five times as high as that in industrialised and Latin American countries, says the Economic Survey of Pakistan 2005-2006, released in June. The survey found that pollution levels in Pakistan’s cities had either crossed safe limits or reached the threshold value, with the presence of suspended particulate matter (spm) in the ambient air being very high. The report says the major sources of spm in the country are vehicles, industry, burning of solid waste, brick kilns and natural dust. Growing energy demand, increasing industrial and domestic demand and a fast growing transport sector contribute to the pollution. In cities, widespread use of low quality fuel, combined with a dramatic expansion in the number of vehicles on roads, is a major contributor. The number of vehicles has jumped from 0.8 million to about 4.0 million in 20 years — an overall increase of over 400 per cent, the report says. Since 1980, a maximum growth has been seen in two-stroke vehicles and a 200 to 300 per cent increase in diesel trucks and buses. Suspended particles were primary pollutants with ground level ozone being a secondary pollutant, says Mohammad Aqib, coordinator of Pakistan Clean Air Network. Karachi alone has 35,000 registered and 25,000 unregistered two-stroke rickshaws plying on the roads. An estimated 500,000 rickshaws ply all over the country. 
Even US air pollution is impossible to keep in check with unilateral action let alone the global scope- Pollution blows into our country from others

Stricherz 4 (Vince, science author from the university of Washington’s office of News and Information “Dirty air from Asia can push U.S. air pollution to unhealthy levels” <http://news.bio-medicine.org/biology-news-2/Dirty-air-from-Asia-can-push-U-S--air-pollution-to-unhealthy-levels-2488-1/> February 13 accessed 6/29/09) SC

Increasing evidence clearly documents that air pollution from Asia can get caught up in an express transport system and cross the Pacific Ocean to the West Coast of North America in a matter of days.  Though such events happen infrequently, when large pockets of Asian pollution do make it across, the effects on air quality this side of the Pacific can be dramatic, said Daniel Jaffe, an environmental science professor at the University of Washington, Bothell.  The most pronounced effects can push the levels of atmospheric ozone and small particulates beyond limits set by the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, which raises health issues for those with respiratory problems, Jaffe said Friday during a presentation at the American Association for the Advancement of Science meeting in Seattle.  When particulates get as small as 10 microns, about one-tenth the width of a human hair, they are small enough to pass through the nose and into the respiratory system. At 2.5 microns or smaller they can begin to have noticeable health effects, particularly for people with conditions such as asthma.  "This clearly has health implications, but it's a rare event," Jaffe said. "How rare we don't know for sure, but from the record it looks like it's something on the order of three occurrences every five years."  One such event happened last summer, when pollution from Siberian forest fires crossed the Pacific and boosted levels of atmospheric ozone, an important summertime pollutant, at stations in Washington state and British Columbia. From May 27 through June 9, surface ozone levels exceeded the long-term average for May and June. On June 6, Enumclaw, Wash., about 35 miles southeast of Seattle, recorded an eight-hour average of 96 parts per billion, well beyond the EPA limit of 80 parts per billion. The data, which has not yet been published, indicates that the plume from the Siberian fires contributed about 15 parts per billion to that reading.  Another occurrence came in April 2001, when windstorms kicked up dust from the Gobi Desert in Mongolia and pushed it to more than 10,000 feet in altitude, where it could be captured by strong winds and pushed directly across the Pacific. In that event, reported last November in a paper published in the journal EOS Transactions, half the particulate matter was smaller than 2.5 microns and half was 2.5 to 10 microns.  Measurements were taken at 110 sites in the Interagency Monitoring Program for improved Visual Environments network, spread throughout the United States in relatively pristine environments, such as national parks and wildlife refuges. Readings on April 10, 2001, averaged across the country gave a value of nine micrograms per cubic meter for particulates 10 microns or smaller. By April 16, the average reached 16 micrograms, even though measuring stations tend to be far from industrial pollution sources.  "Clearly by April 16, that dust from Asia was all over the United States, and it didn't dissipate immediately," Jaffe said. "It didn't go back down to nine until May, and there were several pushes of it coming across."  Before 2001, particulate measurements from the 110 interagency network sites dating back to the mid-1980s show just one comparable event, in 1998.  Asian pollution comes across on winds pulled by a sort of high-speed conveyor belt, with a low-pressure system over the Aleutian Islands and a high-pressure cell near Hawaii acting like twin gears that propel the air mass. Various forces over the Pacific can affect the altitude at which the pollution enters North America, but eventually it drops low enough, between ground level and 3,500 feet, to have an impact on air quality.  In the 2001 event, the effects were more dramatic in some urban settings that already had much-higher background levels of particulate matter in the air, since they were substantially closer to industrial pollution sources. For instance, Tucson, Ariz., measured particulates of 10-microns or smaller at 85 micrograms per cubic meter on April 17 and 18, while Savannah, Ga., registered an 85 on April 20. Salt Lake City, Winston-Salem, N.C., and Aspen, Colo., all had measurements in the 70s at some point during the event, and Atlanta registered a 67 on April 20.  About half the particulates measured in those areas came from Asian dust and half came from local pollution sources, Jaffe said.  "If you were driving in this, you'd wonder what was going on. It's a noticeable aerosol loading," he said.  He noted that particulates of 2.5 microns or smaller can begin having health effects at concentrations of 40 micrograms per cubic meter. Since roughly half the particulates arriving from Asia were that small, that would mean cities where particulates of 10 microns or smaller registered 80 or above would have had enough small particulates for residents with respiratory problems to feel the effects.  Jaffe said the 2001 and 2003 events have given greater gravity to a phenomenon he first reported in 1998.  "It's gone from a geophysical curiosity to a point where we can now say that, 'Yes, this occurs at large-enough levels occasionally that it can affect our air quality,'" he said.  

*Amazon
Deforestation declining in the Amazon now:

Rhett Butler, 8/10/2007 (http://news.mongabay.com/2007/0810-amazon_deforestation.html)

Deforestation rates in the Brazilian Amazon for the previous year were the lowest on record, according to figures released by INPE, Brazil's National Institute of Space Research.  Preliminary estimates show that between August 1, 2006 and July 30, 2007, some 3,707 square miles (9,600 square kilometers) of rainforest were cleared, a 31 percent drop from 2006 when 5,419 sq ml (14,040 sq km) were lost (2006 figures were recently revised from 13,100 sq km). Deforestation rates have fallen sharply -- 65 percent -- since 2004 when 10,590 sq mi (27,429 sq km) were destroyed.

ARPA is solving Brazilian deforestation:

Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences, 9/7/2006 (http://www.ens-newswire.com/ens/sep2006/2006-09-07-02.asp)

WWF-Brazil is part of the Amazon Region Protected Areas (ARPA) initiative - a partnership between the Brazilian government, the World Bank, Global Environment Facility, German Development Bank and the Brazilian Biodiversity Fund - which has helped create more than 77,000 square miles of protected areas in the Amazon.  In June the partnership announced the protection of 7,335 square miles in the southern Amazon within the newly created Juruena National Park.  "Through ARPA we are creating parks and reserves in areas that risk being rapidly deforested," said Cláudio Maretti, head of WWF-Brazil's protected areas programme, which supports the ARPA initiative. "We are not only ensuring biodiversity conservation in perpetuity in these areas, but we are also bringing order to the land tenure chaos that leads to uncontrolled deforestation."

Beef exports destroying the Amazon now—they don’t solve:

Center for International Forestry Research, 4/2/2004 (http://www.mongabay.com/external/brazil_beef_amazon.htm)

Brazil's spectacular and growing success as a prime exporter of beef-volume of exports abroad have increased more than fivefold in the last six years-is responsible for much of the recent spike in the destruction of the Amazon rainforest, according to a study released today by one of the world's leading forestry research organizations. 

Multiple alternate causes to Amazonian deforestation:

Jim Lobe, 4/9/2004 (http://www.commondreams.org/headlines04/0409-05.htm)

The major culprits behind deforestation in the Amazon region include cattle-ranching, soybean farming, and subsistence agriculture, as well as logging, according to recent studies.

No impact—a) the Amazon is recovering and b) even if it was totally destroyed there’s no impact

NEW YORK POST 6-9-2005 (Posted at Cheat Seeking Missiles, date is date of post, http://cheatseekingmissiles.blogspot.com/2005/06/stop-global-whining-2.html)
"One of the simple, but very important, facts is that the rainforests have only been around for between 12,000 and 16,000 years. That sounds like a very long time but, in terms of the history of the earth, it's hardly a pinprick.  "Before then, there were hardly any rainforests. They are very young. It is just a big mistake that people are making.  "The simple point is that there are now still - despite what humans have done - more rainforests today than there were 12,000 years ago."  "This lungs of the earth business is nonsense; the daftest of all theories," Stott adds.  "If you want to put forward something which, in a simple sense, shows you what's wrong with all the science they espouse, it's that image of the lungs of the world.  "In fact, because the trees fall down and decay, rainforests actually take in slightly more oxygen than they give out.  "The idea of them soaking up carbon dioxide and giving out oxygen is a myth. It's only fast-growing young trees that actually take up carbon dioxide," Stott says.  "In terms of world systems, the rainforests are basically irrelevant. World weather is governed by the oceans - that great system of ocean atmospherics.  "Most things that happen on land are mere blips to the system, basically insignificant," he says.  Both scientists say the argument that the cure for cancer could be hidden in a rainforest plant or animal - while plausible - is also based on false science because the sea holds more mysteries of life than the rainforests.  And both say fears that man is destroying this raw source of medicine are unfounded because the rainforests are remarkably healthy.  "They are just about the healthiest forests in the world. This stuff about them vanishing at an alarming rate is a con based on bad science," Moore says.
*Bees
Honeybees are not key to survival

INTERNATIONAL HERALD TRIBUNE 5-2-2007 (http://www.iht.com/articles/ap/2007/05/03/healthscience/NA-SCI-US-Honeybees-Weird.php)
The scientist who wrote the paper, Stefan Kimmel, e-mailed The Associated Press to say that there is "no link between our tiny little study and the CCD-phenomenon ... anything else said or written is a lie." And U.S. Department of Agriculture top bee researcher Jeff Pettis laughs at the idea, because whenever he goes out to investigate dead bees, he cannot get a signal on his cell phone because the hives are in such remote areas. Also on the Internet is a quote attributed to Albert Einstein on how humans would die off in four years if not for honeybees. It is wrong on two counts. First, Einstein probably never said it, according to Alice Calaprice, author of "The Quotable Einstein" and five other books on the physicist. "I've never come across it in anything Einstein has written," Calaprice said. "It could be that someone had made it up and put Einstein's name on it." Second, it is incorrect scientifically, Pettis said. There would be food left for humans because some food is wind-pollinated.
No impact to honeybee dieoff

SMITH 2007 (Heather, Slate, July 13, http://www.slate.com/id/2170305/pagenum/2)
But is CCD such a tragedy? The honeybee may be the only insect ever extended charismatic megafauna status, but it's already gone from the wild (and it wasn't even native to North America to begin with). Sure, it makes honey, but we already get most of that from overseas. What about the $14.6 billion in "free labor"? It's more expensive than ever: In the last three years, the cost to rent a hive during the California almond bloom has tripled, from $50 to $150. Good thing the honeybee isn't the only insect that can pollinate our crops. In the last decade, research labs have gotten serious about cultivating other insects for mass pollination. They aren't at the point yet where they can provide all of the country's pollination needs, but they're getting there. This year the California Almond Board two-timed the honeybee with Osmia lignaria—the blue-orchard bee: Despite CCD, they had a record harvest.*
Impact is empirically denied—massive dieoffs have occurred in past

OLDROYD 2007 (Dr. Benjamin P. Oldroyd is with the Behaviour and Genetics of Social Insects Laboratory, School of Biological Sciences, University of Sydney, PLoS Biology, June, http://www.pubmedcentral.nih.gov/articlerender.fcgi?artid=1892840)
Some winter losses are normal, and because the proportion of colonies dying varies enormously from year to year, it is difficult to say when a crisis is occurring and when losses are part of the normal continuum. What is clear is that about one year in ten, apiarists suffer unusually heavy colony losses. This has been going on for a long time. In Ireland, there was a “great mortality of bees” in 950, and again in 992 and 1443 [3]. One of the most famous events was in the spring of 1906, when most beekeepers on the Isle of Wight (United Kingdom) lost all of their colonies [4]. American beekeepers also suffer heavy losses periodically. In 1903, in the Cache valley of Utah, 2000 colonies were lost to a mysterious “disappearing disease” following a “hard winter and cold spring” [5]. More recently, there was an incident in 1995 in which Pennsylvania beekeepers lost 53% of colonies [6].
Bees are useless
A) Wheat is key to global food consumption
CARTER 2001 (Colin Carter is with the Department of Agricultural and Resource Economics, UC Davis, CIMMYT World Wheat Overview and Outlook, www.cimmyt.org/Research/Economics/map/facts_trends/wheat00-01/pdf/wheat00-01_part3.pdf)
Wheat is the primary grain consumed by humans around the globe. About 75% of the world’s wheat is consumed directly, 15% is consumed indirectly in the form of animal products, and another 10% is used for seed and industrial use. The global consumption of wheat doubled in the last 30 years to reach nearly 600 million tons per year in recent years (Figure 1). Rising population and incomes, along with increased urbanization and its associated changing dietary patterns, caused consumption to increase by about 5.6 million tons yearly in the last decade. Future growth in wheat consumption is expected to originate mainly in developing countries, which also account for the recent growth in global wheat consumption. According to the United Nations, population is growing by about 1.5%/yr in developing countries, compared to almost zero growth, on average, in developed countries. In addition, urbanization is a phenomenon that is largely confined to the developing world.
*Biodiversity

1. Impact is empirically denied – years of species loss with no impact
ABC News 9 (“Biodiversity Crashing Australia – Wide,” ABC News Worldwide, http://www.abc.net.au/news/stories/2009/06/10/2594884.htm, AD: 6/30/09) AN

Australia has the worst record for mammal extinctions and near-extinctions of any developed nation in the world. And according to the latest national audit of Australian biodiversity, the nation is still losing plant and animal species on a continental scale. The Australian Terrestrial Biodiversity Assessment 2008 has been finished for nine months, but is yet to be officially released.  Environment minister Peter Garrett's office says it is out for peer review, but forest ecologist David Lindenmayer has told Radio National Breakfast that government attempts to turn back the tide of species losses are not working. "Biodiversity is not doing well in Australia, and it's continued to do very badly for quite some time," he said. "We are seeing massive crashes of mammal populations in northern Australia now, and we're not seeing those in southern Australia because essentially mammals have gone from huge areas of woodlands, and we are starting to see the bird populations crash." According to Mr Lindenmayer, not even 10 per cent of mammal population numbers that existed in northern Australia 10 to 15 years ago are left. In Victoria there are huge crashes in the number of birds. The Government has implemented a national biodiversity conservation strategy to try to reverse the trend.  

2. No Impact - Corporations innovation solves BioD loss
Thome 9 (Wolfgang H., Tourism reporter, “Kafred  Offers New Forest and Community Experience,”  East Africa Tourism Report, eTurbo News, http://www.eturbonews.com/10025/wolfgangs-east-africa-tourism-report, AD: 6/30/09) 
Former general manager of Uganda Heritage Trails, John Tinka, has now reappeared in the Fort Portal, Kibale area working at the Kibale Association for Rural and Environmental Development, in short KAFRED. The community-based association has amongst its objectives, the aim to conserve biodiversity at the community level, promote eco-friendly tourism practices, and assist the local community to engage in sustainable business ventures. The nearby Bigodi Wetland Sanctuary is the first manifestation of KAFRED’s community engagement and on offer are guided nature walks taking anywhere between a few hours to a full day and an interpretive nature and village walks where the daily life of a rural African community unfolds in front of visitor’s eyes. Traditional home-cooked meals, using fresh local ingredients, are also available for visitors, as are dance and drama sessions performed by local artists – this requires prior booking, however. The local women’s groups produce curio items and handicrafts for purchase by visitors, bringing much-needed cash into the villages, while some families are available to open their homes and offer tourists a home stay. The Tinka family is at the forefront of this trend, of course, knowing intimately well what is expected by tourist visitors from his previous work in creating the Buganda Heritage Trail in Central Uganda.   

3. Ecosystems are resilient:

Bruce Tonn, 11/1/2007 (http://www.accessmylibrary.com/coms2/summary_0286-33265107_ITM)

Theoretically, pursuing this goal could also be counter-productive in the long run. Presumably, through the process of evolution, collections of species evolve to create even more resilient ecosystems. Preventing evolution through maintenance of the status quo, then, would restrict earth-life's ability to adapt to new conditions and situations. Given that it is certain that conditions on earth will change--for instance, we know that the continents will continue to drift and alter ocean currents, which, in turn, could lead to devastating global climate change--preventing the evolution in the composition of the totality of earth-life could actually lower the probability that earth-life will be able to survive into the distant future under normal circumstances. Thus, futures sustainability requires the maintenance of functioning bioregions, not the biological status quo.
4. All ecosystems not critical to biodiversity:

Bruce Tonn, 11/1/2007 (http://www.accessmylibrary.com/coms2/summary_0286-33265107_ITM)

It should be clear, though, that protecting biodiversity does not mean that it is necessary that the status quo of all ecosystems on earth be maintained [13]. Taken literally, that is an impossible goal because there will always be fluctuations in species populations if only due to annual changes in weather and precipitation.

5. GMO’s destroying biodiversity in the squo
Bello 9 (Walden, “A Critique of Orthodox Perspectives,” All Africa, Opinions, http://allafrica.com/stories/200906260740.html, AD: 6/30/09) 

Proponents of GMOs have not been able to alleviate worries that transgenic foods have the potential for creating unexpected reactions in humans unless these foods, which have never been seen before and thus not selected for human consumption by eons of evolution, are tested rigorously in accordance with the universally recognised precautionary principle. Neither have they been able to allay worries that non-target populations might be negatively affected by genetic modification aimed at specific pests, as in the case of Bt corn's impact on the monarch butterfly. Nor have they dispelled the very real threat of loss of biodiversity posed by GMOs. The risks are hardly trifling, as noted by one account: The effects of transgenic crops on biodiversity far extend the concerns already raised by monocropping under the Green Revolution. Not only is diversity decreased through the physical loss of species, but because of its 'live' aspect, it has the potential to contaminate, and potentially to dominate, other strains of the same species. While this may be a limited concern with respect to the contamination of another commercial crop, it is significantly more worrisome when it could contaminate and eradicate generations of evolution of diverse and subtly differentiated strains of a single crop, such as the recently discovered transgenic contamination of landraces of indigenous corn in Mexico.[3] 
6. Re-speciation will rapidly fill in the vacuum

McKinney 98
Michael L. McKinney, 1998, Biodiversity Dynamics : Niche Preemption and Saturation in Diversity Equilibria, Biodiversity Dynamics: Turnover of Populations, Taxa, and Communities, Chapter 1, Michael L. McKinney and James A. Drake, eds. http://www.earthscape.org/r3/mckinney/mckinney01.html

A key prediction of the niche preemption model is that, as incumbent occupants of niches are not dislodged by competition, then extinction of the incumbents by disturbances provides the main opportunity for replacement. As Roy (1996) discusses (and shows evidence for), speciation-rate disparities tend to drive changes in diversity composition during both background and mass extinctions. Mass extinctions provide widespread opportunities to occupy many ecological niches and so accelerate incumbent replacement (Patzkowsky 1995; Roy 1996).
*Coral

1. Non-unique – major coral loss now
Toon 8 (John, Manager of Georgia Tech Research and Publications “Diversity of plant-eating fishes may be key to recovery of coral reefs” <http://www.bio-medicine.org/biology-news-1/Diversity-of-plant-eating-fishes-may-be-key-to-recovery-of-coral-reefs-5278-4/> October 8 accessed 6/29/09) 
For endangered coral reefs, not all plant-eating fish are created equal. A report scheduled to be published this week in the early edition of the journal Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences suggests that maintaining the proper balance of herbivorous fishes may be critical to restoring coral reefs, which are declining dramatically worldwide. The conclusion results from a long-term study that found significant recovery in sections of coral reefs on which fish of two complementary species were caged.  Coral reefs depend on fish to eat the seaweeds with which the corals compete, and without such cleaning, the reefs decline as corals are replaced by seaweeds. Different fish consume different seaweeds because of the differing chemical and physical properties of the plants. "Of the many different fish that are part of coral ecosystems, there may be a small number of species that are really critical for keeping big seaweeds from over-growing and killing corals," explained Mark Hay, the Harry and Linda Teasley Professor of Biology at the Georgia Institute of Technology. "Our study shows that in addition to having enough herbivores, coral ecosystems also need the right mix of species to overcome the different defensive tactics of the seaweeds." By knowing which fish are most critical to maintaining coral health, resource managers could focus on protecting and enhancing the highest-impact species. In situations where local peoples depend on fishing, they might better sustain the reefs on which they depend by harvesting only less critical species.  "This could offer one more approach to resource managers," Hay added. "If ecosystems were managed for critical mixes of herbivorous species, we might see more rapid recovery of the reefs."   
2. Massive alt causes- pollution, overfishing, disease, and warming
Science Daily 5 (“Coral Reefs Declining—Not Just Overfishing” < http://www.sciencedaily.com/releases/2005/08/050830072609.htm> August 31 accessed  6/29/09) 
Coral reefs, the rainforests of the sea, feed a large portion of the world's population, protect tropical shorelines from erosion, and harbor animals and plants with great potential to provide new therapeutic drugs. Unfortunately, reefs are now beset by problems ranging from local pollution and overfishing to outbreaks of coral disease and global warming. Although most scientists agree that reefs are in desperate trouble, they disagree strongly over the timing and causes of the coral reef crisis. This is not just an academic exercise, because different answers dictate different strategies for managers and policymakers intent on saving reef ecosystems. The cover story published this month in Geology helps focus the debate. A team led by Richard Aronson of the Dauphin Island Sea Lab in Alabama took cores through reef frameworks in Belize to reconstruct the history of the reefs over the past several thousand years. Although some scientists have suggested that reefs began their decline centuries ago due to early overfishing, Aronson's team found that coral populations were healthy and vibrant until the 1980s, when they were killed by disease and high sea temperatures. The research effort was supported by the National Geographic Society, the Smithsonian Institution and the National Science Foundation. As Aronson points out, "Protecting fish populations is important in its own right, but it won't save the corals. Corals are being killed at an unprecedented rate by forces outside local control. Saving coral reefs means addressing global environmental issues--climate change in particular--at the highest levels of government."  

*Dead Zones
1. Status quo solves:  Fertilizer use declining now:

Gina Teel, 1/2/2009 (staff writer, Calgary Herald, http://www.canada.com/calgaryherald/news/calgarybusiness/story.html?id=aa4fcce7-90dc-4431-b104-2f5b3cff1df5)

The global economic recession is redefining norms everywhere and the agricultural sector is no exception.  It's become a place of extremes wherein reactive markets can eviscerate commodities in the blink of an eye, and where demand dynamics see farmers able to buy fertilizer holding out for fire-sale prices while those who want to buy can't, as access to credit has dried up.  The latter demand scenario has contributed to an unprecedented reduction in fertilizer use by farmers on a global basis this fall, which saw Calgary-based Agrium, North America's third-largest fertilizer producer, shut in production of nitrogen and phosphates earlier this month at some of its North America facilities.  Agrium isn't alone. Plants in the U. K. and the U. S. have announced shut-ins for nitrogen and for urea, as well as phosphates and, in Canada, potash. Globally, output of all three nutrients has been trimmed.  For Wilson, a veteran commodities career guy who's ridden out recessions before, "though none with such a precipitous drop," the biggest surprise of recent events was that the farmers would cut back on their fertilizer purchase this fall to the degree they have.  "It's unheard of,"Wilson said in a recent interview at Agrium's suburban Calgary headquarters.

2.  Plan doesn’t solve:  most dead zones not in the US:

Michael Bernstein, 3/29/2006 (http://www.eurekalert.org/pub_releases/2006-03/acs-oz032906.php)

Dead zones are developing along the coasts of the major continents, and they are spreading over larger areas of the sea floor, Wu says. The United Nations Environmental Programme estimates nearly 150 permanent and recurring dead zones exist worldwide, including 43 in U.S. coastal waters.

3.   Population growth and pollution causes of Gulf of Mexico dead zones—they don’t solve:

Tizon, 2004 staff, Los Angeles Times, 5/6/2004; Lexis 

Pollution brought on by rapid population growth and development has caused oxygen levels in the water to drop, rendering one large section of the canal a "dead zone."
The scene "is pretty frightening," said Ehrlich, 56.  The growing dead zone threatens not just sea life -- Hood Canal has one of the richest shellfish beds in Puget Sound -- but the entire ecosystem, a panoply of birds and mammals, forests, and a vast network of salmon-rich rivers and streams.  Also at stake is the canal's image as a pristine outpost, the last natural barrier protecting the Olympic Peninsula from the plagues of urban sprawl.  The canal makes up the peninsula's still-wild eastern edge, a watery shield against the westward push of people and machines.  Gov. Gary Locke warned recently that the canal could turn into a "dead sea." If that happened, Washington would lose "one of its great jewels," said state fishery biologist Duane Fagergren. The state also could see the effluence of sprawl trickle into the peninsula, one of the last great unspoiled areas in the West, he said.  Dead zones are created by large concentrations of people and the pollution they generate. Researchers have identified dead zones in Los Angeles Harbor, Chesapeake Bay and the Gulf of Mexico. 
*Monoculture

Monoculture is stable—it is just an extenstion of plant mono-dominance that occurs in nature

AVERY 2003 (Dennis, Founder of the Center for Global Food Issues, “Mimicking Nature to Eat Well,” March, http://www.cgfi.org/materials/articles/2003/mar_28_03.htm)
Tropical inter-planting is also ecologically alien to the lands where most of humanity lives. Why would eco-activists reject the ecological insights of the cereal farmers who created sustained human success throughout Asia (rice), the Near East (wheat), Europe (wheat), and most of the Americas (corn and later wheat)? Their agricultural systems clearly mimic naturally evolved stands of mono-dominant plants. The current eco-activist advice to abandon monocultures violates virtually every ecological precept.
U.N. program solves the impact to biological diversity worldwide—this will also create future cooperation

UNITED NATIONS 9-12-2007 (UN Press Release, http://www.scoop.co.nz/stories/WO0709/S00277.htm)
Delegates from 109 countries at a United Nations-backed conference have adopted the first internationally agreed framework, including financing for developing states, to halt the erosion of the genetic diversity of livestock, seen as crucial in mitigating the effects of global warming and protecting the world's food supply. "This is a milestone in international efforts to promote the wise management of the world's animal genetic resources for food and agriculture," UN Food and Agriculture Organization (FAO) Assistant Director-General for Agriculture and Consumer Protection José María Sumpsi told the closing session of the first International Technical Conference on Animal Genetic Resources in Interlaken, Switzerland. "It will provide the framework for action and international cooperation for many years to come. It is a visible sign of the urgency that all countries and regions give to ensuring the survival of these crucial resources, and to improving their use to achieve global food security and sustainable development."
Monocultures are natural and science proves they’re safe

WOOD 2002 (Dr. Dave, ecologist from UK who has lived in India for the past few years, “One Hand Clapping: Organic Farming in India,” December 12, http://www.cgfi.org/materials/articles/2002/dec_12_02_wood.htm)
The reality of monocultures is the exact opposite: all our important Old World cereals have immediate wild relatives growing in vast monodominant natural grasslands throughout Asia and Africa. These natural monocultures were a key source of gathered food before farming; seem to have been maintained and toughened by seasonal fire or flood disturbance (reducing functionally-surplus biodiversity); are the ecological antithesis of 'primeval forest'; and provide exact monoculture models to early farmers for tree-free cereal fields.  Thus there is sound applied ecology underpinning our cereal monocultures. The historical and robust ecological benefits of cereal monocultures directly derived from 'primeval grassland' continue to this day, providing most of our food [see the peer-reviewed Wood, D. and Lenné, J. 2001 Nature's Fields: a neglected model for increasing food production. Outlook on Agriculture 30, 165-174].
Seed banks solve the impact of monoculture

NATIONAL BIOLOGICAL INFORMATION INFRASTRUCTURE 2007 (“Ex situ Conservation of Agricultural Genetic Resources,” Last Modified 10-15, http://www.nbii.gov/portal/server.pt?open=512&objID=406&&PageID=590&mode=2&in_hi_userid=2&cached=true)
Genetic diversity is preserved through a variety of in situ (in position or in-field) agricultural practices described above. In addition, there are a number of organizations that enlist teams of local farmers to grow native varieties, particularly those that are threatened by extinction due to lack of modern-day use. There are also local, national and international efforts to preserve agricultural genetic resources through ex situ (off-site) methods such as seed and sperm banks. Some of the major germplasm storage efforts include: * The Consultative Group on International Agricultural Research (CGIAR) is a consortium of International Agriculture Research Centers (IARC) and others that each conduct research on and preserve germplasm from a particular crop or animal species. The CGIAR and the IARCs are funded by donor countries (including a significant contribution from the United States), private foundations, and international and regional organizations. The CGIAR holds one of the world's largest ex situ collections of plant genetic resources in trust for the world community. It contains over 500,000 accessions of more than 3,000 crop, forage, and agroforestry species. The collection includes farmers' varieties and improved varieties and, in substantial measure, the wild species from which those varieties were created - CGIAR website, 2003 * National germplasm storage centers including the U.S. Department of Agriculture's National Center for Genetic Resources Preservation, India's National Bureau of Animal Genetic Resources (NBAGR), the Taiwan Livestock Research Institute, and the Australian Network of Plant Genetic Resource Centres. * Organizations such as the World Resources Institute (WRI) and the World Conservation Union (IUCN) are non-profit organizations that provide funding and other support to ex situ and in situ conservation efforts.
*Oceans
(_/_) Massive conservation efforts solving now

Gina Goodhill. Wednesday, January 7, 2009. Bush moves to conserve the Pacific Ocean. http://www.sfgate.com/cgi-bin/article.cgi?f=/c/a/2009/01/06/EDIJ1542A9.DTL
Kudos to President Bush for protecting an additional 195,274 square miles of ocean area in the Pacific on Tuesday.  Just as the national paark system in America created a ripple effect around the world, with over 100 countries adopting similar systems, President Bush's decision may have sparked the beginning of a worldwide ocean conservation movement.  Regardless of his past environmental policy, this decision is a major victory for the environment and a defining moment of Bush's presidency.

(_/_) Massive reservations check species loss

Juliet Eilperin. Jan 6, 2009. Bush to Protect Three Areas in Pacific. http://www.washingtonpost.com/wp-dyn/content/article/2009/01/06/AR2009010602107.html
President Bush today announced he is creating three new marine national monuments in the Pacific Ocean today, a move that will help preserve sprawling sea and island ecosystems and cement the one aspect of his legacy that has won praise, sometimes grudgingly, from many environmentalists. Bush's decision to safeguard far-flung areas totaling 195,280 square miles, which comes just two weeks before he leaves office, underscores his contradictory environmental record. While he has resisted imposing mandatory curbs on greenhouse gas emissions linked to climate change and has opened large areas of the nation to drilling, mining and other use of resources, by the end of his term he will have protected more ocean than any person in history. Invoking powers of the Antiquities Act of 1906 that are used to protect statues and cultural sites, Bush today sharply restricted oil and gas exploration and commercial fishing around numerous remote islands in the central and western Pacific that have long been U.S. possessions. Scientists identified them as biologically and geologically rich areas. The monuments, which together are equal in size to Spain, include regions teeming with sharks and other top marine predators, along with vibrant coral and hydrothermal vents. The protected areas "will allow for research, free passage, and recreation -- including the possibility of recreational fishing one day," Bush said while announcing his decision today. "For seabirds and marine life, they will be sanctuaries to grow and thrive.”


*Oil Dependency
 (--) Even under best case conditions, the time frame to their advantage is 2030:

Benjamin K. Sovacool, 2007 ( Virginia Polytechnic Institute and State University).  Energy Policy, Volume 35, Issue 11, November 2007.  “Solving the oil independence problem: Is it possible?”  http://www.sciencedirect.com/science?_ob=ArticleURL&_udi=B6V2W-4P83D8S-2&_user=804065&_coverDate=11%2F30%2F2007&_rdoc=1&_fmt=high&_orig=search&_origin=search&_sort=d&_docanchor=&view=c&_acct=C000043840&_version=1&_urlVersion=0&_userid=804065&md5=06cac3fa03b4c79f8f6d3df3981f2c14&searchtype=a
As currently discussed in political circles, oil independence is unattainable—lacking coherent meaning and wedding policymakers to the notion that they can never accomplish it. Contrary to this thinking, more than a dozen different sets of technologies and practices could increase domestic supply and reduce demand for oil to the point of making the US functionally independent from oil price shocks. However, achieving this goal demands concerted action to expand and diversify conventional domestic oil supplies, reduce overall demand in the transportation and buildings sector, and continue to develop alternative fuels. If policymakers undertook such actions today, the US could become oil independent by 2030.
(--) Subsidies for Big Oil prevents renewables transition—they don’t solve their advantage

Deep Patel, 1/18/2008 (http://www.renewableenergyworld.com/rea/news/podcast?id=51169) 

Why is the government so involved in our "free markets"? The subsidies that the government has given Big Oil is the reason renewables never became competitive to Oil in the first place. The government is the reason for the creation of the power of Big Oil; they used our own tax money to create an oligopoly which is now controlling the most critical element to life, energy. If renewables had a fair environment to compete in, Big Oil would not be as powerful as they are at the current moment.
(--) No viable market contender to oil on the horizon—the fossil fuel economy is huge, mature, subsidized, pervasive, entrenched, and as well groomed as Ed Lee:

Charles Weiss and William B. Bonvillian, 2009 (director of Massachusetts Institute of Technology’s Washington office).  “Stimulating a Revolution in Sustainable Energy Technology.”  July-August 2009.  Accessed Sept 30, 2010 at 
http://www.environmentmagazine.org/Archives/Back%20Issues/July-August%202009/Weiss-Bonvillian-full.html
An initial rationale for such a program is that market mechanisms alone, such as a carbon charge (a cap-and-trade regime or carbon tax), cannot stimulate the development and deployment of energy technologies fast enough to meet the urgent national need, nor can it overcome the built-in bias in favor of technologies based on fossil fuels. Fossil fuels are convenient and cheap if externalities like war and environment are excluded. The fossil fuel economy is huge, mature, heavily subsidized, pervasive, adept at fending off competition, deeply entrenched in the economy and the political system, and sustained by public expectation of cheap energy. Except in limited circumstances, a new energy technology must compete at scale with existing technology from the moment of its market launch, a daunting prospect. As a result, any innovation in energy technology faces an uneven playing field.
(--) Technology alone can’t solve oil dependence:

Benjamin K. Sovacool, 2007 ( Virginia Polytechnic Institute and State University).  Energy Policy, Volume 35, Issue 11, November 2007.  “Solving the oil independence problem: Is it possible?”  http://www.sciencedirect.com/science?_ob=ArticleURL&_udi=B6V2W-4P83D8S-2&_user=804065&_coverDate=11%2F30%2F2007&_rdoc=1&_fmt=high&_orig=search&_origin=search&_sort=d&_docanchor=&view=c&_acct=C000043840&_version=1&_urlVersion=0&_userid=804065&md5=06cac3fa03b4c79f8f6d3df3981f2c14&searchtype=a
Such a synergistic approach would present immense obstacles. When President George W. Bush (2006) stated that “America is addicted to oil … The best way to break this addiction is through technology,” he was only partly right. Some of the tools required for oil independence have been around for decades, and instruments such as fuel economy standards and alternative fuels are well known. Getting them fully accepted is the challenge. Policymakers must move beyond the idea that technology will automatically solve the country's energy problems and come to address the remaining social, economic, and political barriers.
*Oil Shocks

Multiple checks to the impact of oil shocks:

Economist, 2011 (March 3, 2011, “The 2011 oil shock,” http://www.economist.com/node/18281774)

So far, the shocks to supply have been tiny. Libya’s turmoil has reduced global oil output by a mere 1%. In 1973 the figure was around 7.5%. Today’s oil market also has plenty of buffers. Governments have stockpiles, which they didn’t in 1973. Commercial oil stocks are more ample than they were when prices peaked in 2008. Saudi Arabia, the central bank of the oil market, technically has enough spare capacity to replace Libya, Algeria and a clutch of other small producers. And the Saudis have made clear that they are willing to pump.
Even large shocks don’t cause major crises- 2010 proves

Shapiro 2-9-11 [Robert, chairman and co-founder of Sonecon, LLC, a private firm that provides advice and analysis to senior executives and officials of U.S. and foreign businesses, governments, and non-profit organizations and former Under Secretary of Commerce for Economic Affairs from 1997 to 2001, “The Real Economic Implications of the Uprising in Egypt,” http://ndn.org/blog/2011/02/real-economic-implications-uprising-egypt]

But in order to threaten the U.S. and global recoveries, an oil price spike would have to be both very large and persistent -- for at least four-to-six months. Before this year’s unrest gripped Tunisia and Egypt, oil prices in 2010 had risen by about 27 percent. That cost the United States an additional $72 billion for oil imports, an extra $70 billion for the EU’s oil imports, and $27 billion more for Japan. That’s not peanuts, but it was still just ripples for economies of their size. Saudi Arabia is the only country with the capacity to engineer and maintain a price spike sufficient to wreck real economic havoc – as it has the capacity to prevent any other oil-producing country from trying to do the same. 
Oil reserves and OPEC check the impact of any shocks

Everly 2-21-11 [Steve, staff writer for the Kansas City Star, “Crisis in Libya brings worries, but not a panic, over oil prices,” http://www.kansascity.com/2011/02/21/2672823/libyan-crisis-brings-oil-worries.html#ixzz1Gyb6G6Zh]

On Monday, foreign oil companies pulled employees out of Libya amid mixed reports about how much the unrest has affected oil production. If those supplies disappeared, the largest disruption would be suffered by Europe, which imports 80 percent of Libya’s oil. The United States takes only 5 percent. The strategic oil reserves in both Europe and the U.S. are more than ample to replace short-term interruptions. The U.S. has emergency stockpiles to meet the country’s demand for oil for 80 days. Also, commercial oil inventories are well above normal. The disruption could be further reduced by the Organization of the Petroleum Exporting Countries, which has more capacity to produce oil than it now uses. Production capacity is the ability to ship more oil without having to explore and drill for more supplies. That surplus capacity is 4.65 million barrels a day, or about triple Libya’s production. In the past, OPEC has used its surplus capacity when there were serious disruptions, including when Iraq invaded Kuwait. But for now, Saudi Arabia, which by itself has 80 percent of the world’s surplus production capacity, doesn’t believe intervention is necessary. 
Even if there are oil shocks, the impact is very small

Gyaanomics 2-24-11 [Global finance coverage news service, “How big is the 2011 oil price shock?” http://gyaanomics.wordpress.com/2011/02/24/how-big-is-the-2011-oil-price-shock-ft-blog-gavyn-davies/] 

What would happen next depends on several factors. Multiplier effects from the initial drop in spending would worsen the impact, as would any tightening in monetary policy needed to control the inflationary effects of higher oil prices. Therefore the effect could be larger than 1 per cent of GDP. And the damage would vary quite widely between economies. For example, the higher energy intensity of emerging economies means that a $20 per barrel price increase would cost them about 1.1 per cent of GDP, compared with 0.8 per cent in the developed world. Among developed economies, the US would lose most (0.95 per cent of GDP) while European countries like Germany would benefit from their lower energy intensity and would therefore lose least (0.52 per cent of GDP). It is important, though, to remember that none of these effects would do much damage unless they were expected to last for quite a long time. Otherwise, consumers would just dip into their savings to finance what they expected to be temporary increases in energy expenses. Therefore the severity of any oil price shock should be judged not only by the size of the short term spike in oil prices, but also by its duration. In the graph below, I measure the possible size of the “oil shock” by taking the annual change in the 12 month moving average of the global oil price, based on three different assumptions of the course of oil prices from now to the end of 2011. These are: (i) the status quo at $100 per barrel; (ii) a fairly pessimistic case in which oil prices rise to $120 per barrel and stay there all year; and (iii) an optimistic case in which prices fall back to $80 per barrel, where they were expected to be before recent political disruptions.  It is clear that on the optimistic case, the 2011 oil shock would be a very minor one, and even in the middle case, the oil shock would be only of similar magnitude to what was observed in 2005-2006, when the global economy continued steaming ahead with a GDP growth rate of about 5 per cent. However, on the pessimistic case, the $40 a barrel annual rise in oil prices, persisting for about a year, could cut global GDP growth by about 2 per cent, and that would be very hard for the world economy to cope with. How likely is it that oil prices could rise to $120 per barrel and then stay there for the better part of a full year? In my opinion, this is not particularly likely – unless Saudi Arabia explodes. Then, as they say, all bets are off. 

*Ozone

Your Ozone Impacts are empirically denied, it’s all hype founded on flawed evidence recorded in the 80’s and the 90’s

Lieberman 07

Ben Lieberman, a senior policy analyst at the Heritage Foundation, September 19, 2007, Washington Times, p ln

The international treaty to protect the ozone layer turns 20 this year. But is there really much reason to celebrate?  Environmentalists have made many apocalyptic predictions over the last several decades. Virtually none has come to pass. Yet each time, the greens and their political allies proclaim victory, arguing their preventive prescriptions averted disaster.  Such is the case with the 1987 Montreal Protocol On Substances That Deplete The Ozone Layer (Montreal Protocol). The lurid predictions of ozone depletion-induced skin cancer epidemics, ecosystem destruction and others haven't come true, for which Montreal Protocol proponents congratulate themselves.  But in retrospect, the evidence shows ozone depletion was an exaggerated threat in the first place. As the treaty parties return to Montreal for their 20th anniversary meeting it should be cause for reflection, not celebration, especially for those who hope to repeat this "success story" in the context of global warming.  The treaty came about over legitimate but overstated concerns that chlorofluorocarbons (CFCs, a then-widely used class of refrigerants) and other compounds were rising to the stratosphere and destroying ozone molecules. These molecules, collectively known as the ozone layer, shield the Earth from excessive ultraviolet-B radiation (UVB) from the sun. The Montreal Protocol's provisions were tightened in 1990 and again in 1992, culminating with a CFC ban in most developed nations by 1996.  So what do we know now? As far as ozone depletion is concerned, the thinning of the ozone layer that occurred throughout the 1980s apparently stopped in the early 1990s, too soon to credit the Montreal Protocol. A 1998 World Meteorological Organization (WMO) report said: "Since 1991, the linear [downward] trend observed during the 1980s has not continued, but rather total column ozone has been almost constant."  However, the same report noted that the stratospheric concentrations of the offending compounds were still increasing through 1998. This lends credence to the skeptical view, widely derided at the time of the Montreal Protocol, that natural variations better explain the fluctuations in the global ozone layer.  More importantly, the feared increase in ground level UVB radiation has also failed to materialize. Keep in mind that ozone depletion, in and of itself, doesn't really harm human health or the environment. It was the concern that an eroded ozone layer will allow more of the sun's damaging UVB rays to reach the Earth that led to the Montreal Protocol. But WMO concedes no statistically significant long-term trends have been detected, noting earlier this year that "outside the polar regions, ozone depletion has been relatively small, hence, in many places, increases in UV due to this depletion are difficult to separate from the increases caused by other factors, such as changes in cloud and aerosol." In short, the impact of ozone depletion on UVB over populated regions is so small it's hard to detect.  Needless to say, if UVB hasn't gone up, then the fears of increased UVB-induced harm are unfounded. Indeed, the much-hyped acceleration in skin cancer rates hasn't been documented. U.S. National Cancer Institute statistics show malignant melanoma incidence and mortality, which had been undergoing a long-term increase that predates ozone depletion, has actually been leveling off during the putative ozone crisis.  Further, no ecosystem or species was ever shown to be seriously harmed by ozone depletion. This is true even in Antarctica, where the largest seasonal ozone losses, the so-called Antarctic ozone hole, occur annually. Also forgotten is a long list of truly ridiculous claims, such as the one from Al Gore's 1992 book "Earth in the Balance" that, thanks to the Antarctic ozone hole, "hunters now report finding blind rabbits; fisherman catch blind salmon."  Overall, the Montreal Protocol isn't making these bad consequences go away - they were never occurring in the first place.  

Ozone depletion inevitable

TIMES EDUCATIONAL SUPPLEMENT 1-16-2004

Without this protection, there would be little life on Earth. So, ozone is formed by UV, destroyed by UV, and in the process it protects us from UV. What this means is that there is an "ozone balance" -a state in which ozone is being created and destroyed at equal rates -which keeps the ozone layer in being. The balance is naturally fragile and fluctuating, and anything that upsets it and increases the rate of ozone destruction is potentially life-threatening -hence the worry, since the 1980s, about the effect of the release into the atmosphere of chlorofluorocarbons (CFCs), such as those used in aerosols, refrigerators and air conditioners. These interfere with the ozone balance by promoting complex chemical reactions that speed up the breakdown of ozone. The problem is aggravated by the fact that CFCs were used for many years in the belief that they were inert, with no environmental penalties. Their very stability, however, means that even after they have been phased out, they will remain in the atmosphere for a long time.
*Oxygen

No impact to oxygen—even if every tree in the world was burned oxygen levels would remain high

NOWAK et al 2007 (David J. Nowak, Project Leader, USDA Forest Service, Northern Research Station 5 Moon Library; Robert Hoehn, Biological Science Technician, USDA Forest Service Northern Research Station 5 Moon Library; Daniel E. Crane, Information Technology Specialist USDA Forest Service Northern Research Station 5 Moon Library.  Arboriculture & Urban Forestry, May, http://nrs.fs.fed.us/pubs/jrnl/2007/nrs_2007_nowak_001.pdf)
The reason the oxygen production value of urban trees is insignificant has to do with the large amount of oxygen within the atmosphere (approximately 21% of the atmosphere’s volume is oxygen). As stated by Miller (1979): “We have a large number of serious ecological problems, but suffocation from lack of oxygen is not one of them (Broecker 1970; SCEP 1970). The oxygen content of the atmosphere remains essentially constant with the oxygen consumed by all animals, bacteria, and respiration processes roughly balanced by the oxygen released by land and sea plants during photosynthesis. The present atmospheric oxygen content seems not to have changed since 1910 (SCEP 1970). Furthermore, because air is about 20 percent oxygen, the total supply is immense (Broecker 1970).” Our atmosphere has such an enormous reserve of oxygen that even if all fossil fuel reserves, all trees, and all organic matter in soils were burned, atmospheric oxygen would only drop a few percent (Broecker 1996). Also, waters of the world are the main oxygen generators of the biosphere; their algae are estimated to replace ≈90% of all oxygen used (Encyclopaedia Britannica 1994). Thus, although urban trees do produce significant amounts of oxygen, it is not a significant ecologic benefit given the global nature of oxygen and the sheer volume of oxygen in the atmosphere.
*Pesticides (Endocrine disruptors)

No impact to endocrine disruptors:  their evidence is just panic and public hysteria:

Breithaupt 2004 (Holger, PhD from U. Düsseldorf Institute of Enzyme Technology, EMBO
Reports, "A cause without a disease", 5:1,
http://www.nature.com/embor/journal/v5/n1/full/7400063.html)

Endocrine disruptors—or 'gender benders' as they are often referred to by the public—have become the focus of environmentalists and public health advocates who decry a slow poisoning of humans and the environment by the chemical and consumer goods industries. The term is a rather broad label for substances that are able to interfere with hormone receptors or hormonal pathways in the cell. Endocrine disruptors have caused serious public concern, because their interaction with the hormone system could potentially wreak havoc with prenatal and early development and affect a wide variety of organs. Theo Colborn, a researcher for the World Wildlife Fund, painted a bleak picture of their effects at a 2001 meeting of the US Department of the Interior: "... these chemicals can undermine the development of the brain, and intelligence and behaviour, and the endocrine, immune and reproductive systems. ... there is now a growing collection of studies revealing that some of these chemicals can affect our children's ability to learn, to socially integrate, to fend off disease and to reproduce" (Colborn, 2001).  However, as public fear mounted, the evidence for a creeping epidemic caused by endocrine disruptors in the environment remained elusive  In fact, early observations on wild and laboratory animals showed that some compounds that are able to interact with receptor molecules, in particular with the oestrogen receptor, exert effects on the reproductive system of these animals. These observations were accompanied by reports on the increasing incidence of breast and prostate cancer and declining male fertility, and it was only a matter of time before the press took up the issue and parents became concerned about this slow poisoning of their children. However, as public fear mounted, the evidence for a creeping epidemic caused by endocrine disruptors in the environment remained elusive. Although most scientists now acknowledge that many substances can have an effect on the human endocrine system, more recent analysis has shown that many of the claims about health effects were either exaggerated or based on flawed analysis of observations. As Stephen H. Safe, Professor of Veterinary Physiology and Pharmacology and of Biochemistry and Biophysics at Texas A&M University (College Station, TX, USA) put it: "The hypothesis is okay, but we don't even have a problem."

Even proponents of the theory that endocrine threatened human health have recanted their views:

Breithaupt 2004 (Holger, PhD from U. Düsseldorf Institute of Enzyme Technology, EMBO
Reports, "A cause without a disease", 5:1,
http://www.nature.com/embor/journal/v5/n1/full/7400063.html)

Richard Sharpe, one of the original authors of the endocrine disruptor hypothesis, also acknowledged that "the threat [to human health] is minimal." In fact, a series of studies that closely investigated the original publications claiming an increase in breast and prostate cancer and a decline in male fertility found that this is not so. "We now know that this is absolutely not true," Safe said about health advocates who warn that endocrine disruptors could cause a worldwide epidemic of disorders and diseases. According to Witorsch, many of the original epidemiological analyses were flawed and lacked confounding factors.
Academic researchers can’t reproduce the supposed human health effects of endocrine disruptors:

Breithaupt 2004 (Holger, PhD from U. Düsseldorf Institute of Enzyme Technology, EMBO
Reports, "A cause without a disease", 5:1,
http://www.nature.com/embor/journal/v5/n1/full/7400063.html)

In 1996, Colborn, together with science writers Dianne Dumanoski and John Peterson Myers, compiled these observations into the book Our Stolen Future and drew a straight line between the effects observed in wild animals and human health effects, including breast and prostate cancer and decreasing male fertility caused by decreasing sperm counts, cryptorchidism (where one or both testicles fail to descend from the body) and hypospadias (deformation of the phallus). Often compared to Rachel Carson's Silent Spring, Colborn's book had an enormous impact on public opinion and triggered intense media coverage about the suspected epidemic of cancers and male infertility. The media obtained further ammunition when Fred vom Saal and co-workers at the University of Missouri (Columbia, MO, USA) showed that bisphenol A (BPA), a commonly used compound found in many plastics, caused abnormal prostate growth and decreased sperm production in rats at doses far lower than those considered to be safe (Nagel et al, 1997; vom Saal et al, 1998). Patricia Hunt at Case Western Reserve University (Cleveland, OH, USA) observed that BPA caused severe aberrations of the meiotic cell division in mouse oocytes in up to 40% of all cases (Hunt et al, 2003). Although industrial and academic researchers have so far failed to reproduce vom Saal's findings, his work has become the main argument for public health advocates who seek to ban chemicals such as BPA because they can exert their toxic effects at extremely low doses.  In fact, a series of studies that closely investigated the original publications claiming an increase in breast and prostate cancer and a decline in male fertility found that this is not so.  
*Pollution

Ignore their pollution arguments—fear of pollutant risks would justify wiping out all of humanity and perfect safety is impossible

SIMON 96 (Julian, Robert H. Smith School of Business, University of Maryland, The Ultimate Resource II:  People, Materials, and Environment, http://www.rhsmith.umd.edu/faculty/jsimon/Ultimate_Resource/)
A safety-minded person might say, "With regard to pollutant X, perhaps the additional risk that is induced by a larger population is a small one. But would it not be prudent to avoid even this small possibility?" This question is related to the issue of risk aversion discussed in the section on nuclear energy in chapter 13. To state the problem in its most frightening form: In an advanced technological society there is always the possibility that a totally new form of pollution will emerge and finish us all before we can do anything about it. Though the incidence of general catastrophes to the human race has decreased from the time of the Black Death onwards, and though I'd bet that it is not so, the risk may have begun to increase in recent decades - from atomic bombs or from some unknown but powerful pollution. But the present risk of catastrophe will only be known in the future, with hindsight. The arguments in Part I about non-finite natural resources cannot refute the possibility of some explosive unknown disaster. Indeed, there is no logical answer to this threat except to note that life with perfect security is not possible - and probably would not be meaningful. It might make sense to control population growth if the issue were simply the increased risk of catastrophe due to population growth, and if only the number of deaths mattered, rather than the number of healthy lives lived. A flaw in this line of reasoning is revealed, however, by pushing it to its absurd endpoint: One may reduce the risk of pollution catastrophe to zero by reducing to zero the number of persons who are alive. And this policy obviously is unacceptable to all except a few. Therefore we must dig deeper to learn how pollution ought to influence our views about population size and growth.
Pollution is overhyped—instinctive aversion to waste has prevented rational assessments

SIMON 96 (Julian, Robert H. Smith School of Business, University of Maryland, The Ultimate Resource II:  People, Materials, and Environment, http://www.rhsmith.umd.edu/faculty/jsimon/Ultimate_Resource/)
Perhaps there is an instinctive esthetic reaction to wastes as there seems to be to snakes or blood.  Revulsion to excrement is seen in the use of such words as "crap" for anything we do not like.  It may be that this instinct makes it difficult for us to think about pollution in a cool and calculating fashion.  Indeed, nowadays washing dishes pertains mainly to esthetics rather than disease, though we "feel" that uncleanness is unhealthy.     Another relevant analogy is that pollution is like sin; none is the ideal amount.  But in economic thinking the ideal amount of pollution is not zero.   It is no easier to wean environmentalists from the ideal of no radiation and no trace of carcinogens than it was to persuade the Simon kids that we should simply dilute the dirt to an acceptable extent.  This mind-set stands in the way of rational choice on the path to the reduction of pollution.
The environment is getting cleaner—pollution only looks bad because our standards are higher

SIMON 96 (Julian, Robert H. Smith School of Business, University of Maryland, The Ultimate Resource II:  People, Materials, and Environment, http://www.rhsmith.umd.edu/faculty/jsimon/Ultimate_Resource/)

What about more recent trends? Is our environment getting dirtier or cleaner?  Shifts in the pollutions that attract people's attention complicate the discussion of trends in the cleanliness of our environment.  As we have conquered the microorganism pollutions that were most dangerous to life and health - plague, smallpox, malaria, tuberculosis, cholera, typhoid, typhus, and the like - lesser pollutions have come to the fore, along with improvements in technical capacity to discern the pollutants.  And some new pollutions have arisen.
No impact to pollution—we panic over nothing

SIMON 96  (Julian, Robert H. Smith School of Business, University of Maryland, The Ultimate Resource II:  People, Materials, and Environment, http://www.rhsmith.umd.edu/faculty/jsimon/Ultimate_Resource/)
The extraordinary improvement in the cleanliness of the environment may be discerned from the types of pollutants that Americans now worry about - substances of so little harm that it is not even known whether they are harmful at all. Alar was a notorious false alarm, as was DDT (discussed in chapter 18 on false environmental scares). In 1992 alarm was raised over crabmeat from Canada, and anchovies from California, which supposedly contain an acid that might cause Alzheimer's disease. The substance in question is a natural one, and has always been there. We are only aware of it because, as the New England District Director of the Food and Drug Administration said when commenting on this issue, "There is equipment today that allows you to find a whole lot of nasty things in the food we eat". This does not imply that these substances hurt us. "The U.S. has a zero pathogen tolerance."  
No impact to solid waste—landfills solve

SIMON 96 (Julian, Robert H. Smith School of Business, University of Maryland, The Ultimate Resource II:  People, Materials, and Environment, http://www.rhsmith.umd.edu/faculty/jsimon/Ultimate_Resource/)
   5. If all the U.S. solid waste were put in a landfill dug 100 yards deep or piled 100 yards high - less than the height of the landfill on Staten Island within the boundaries of New York City - the output for the entire 21st century would require a square landfill only 9 miles on a side. Compaction would halve the space required. Compare this 81 square miles to the 3.5 million square miles of U.S. territory. The area of the U.S. is about 40,000 times larger than the required space for the waste. Nine miles square is a bit less than the area of Abilene, Texas, the first city in the alphabetical list, and a bit more than the area of Akron, Ohio, the second city alphabetically. If each state had its own landfill, the average state would require only about 1.5 square miles to handle its next century's entire waste. I chose the period of a hundred years because that is ample time for scientists to develop ways of compacting and converting the wastes into smaller volumes and products of commercial value - twice as long as the time since we got rid of household coal ash.
*Phytoplankton

It’s inevitable

A) Ozone depletion inevitable
TIMES EDUCATIONAL SUPPLEMENT 1-16-2004

Without this protection, there would be little life on Earth. So, ozone is formed by UV, destroyed by UV, and in the process it protects us from UV. What this means is that there is an "ozone balance" -a state in which ozone is being created and destroyed at equal rates -which keeps the ozone layer in being. The balance is naturally fragile and fluctuating, and anything that upsets it and increases the rate of ozone destruction is potentially life-threatening -hence the worry, since the 1980s, about the effect of the release into the atmosphere of chlorofluorocarbons (CFCs), such as those used in aerosols, refrigerators and air conditioners. These interfere with the ozone balance by promoting complex chemical reactions that speed up the breakdown of ozone. The problem is aggravated by the fact that CFCs were used for many years in the belief that they were inert, with no environmental penalties. Their very stability, however, means that even after they have been phased out, they will remain in the atmosphere for a long time.
B) Destroys phytoplankton
DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION 2007 (Montgomery County MD DEP, “Ground Level Ozone,” August 13, http://www.montgomerycountymd.gov/deptmpl.asp?url=/content/dep/aq/ozone.asp)

As the stratospheric ozone layer is depleted, higher UV-b levels reach the earth’s surface. Increased UV-b can lead to more cases of skin cancer, cataracts, and impaired immune systems. Many of our essential crops, such as corn, barley, hops, wheat and soybeans, may become damaged, decreasing their yield. Phytoplankton, a plant in the ocean, also is affected. Depletion of this important link in the marine food chain could reduce the number of fish in the ocean. It also can increase the level of carbon dioxide in the atmosphere because phytoplankton absorbs carbon dioxide in their food and energy making processes.
*****Warming Frontline

1. massive structural barriers to international law that block sharing innovations

Andrews 10 –
[Apr 10, http://www.theecologist.org/trial_investigations/477823/could_open_source_technologies_help_us_solve_climate_change.html
Shane Tomlinson works for think-tank E3G, leading a programme called 'Systems for Change'. He’s a specialist in the intellectual property issues surrounding low carbon technology transfer. He believes that there are a number of practical steps that can be taken to improve the current situation. 'There is a need for nations to develop an ambitious technology framework in the UNFCCC which can deliver solutions for a globalised world,' he says. 'This should focus on agreeing a new international technology mechanism in Cancun; quadrupling public research and development support by 2020; and resolving differences on IPR in a pragmatic manner that reaffirms the flexibilities already available in international law and agrees to both protect and share innovations.' To move the debate forward in the policy arena, open source must become a legally definable term. At present, the more mature open source hardware initiatives (such as Opencores) are largely focused on digital technologies, with licenses (such as the GNU Public License) borrowed from the world of software. Some existing hardware initiatives are using the popular ‘Creative Commons’ set of licenses, which are often used for software, but are also used extensively for writing, photos and other creative works. Given the large number of proprietary components that often make up a technology, it’s far from clear whether it would be feasible to simply apply a Creative Commons license across the board for low carbon technologies.

2. Developing nations will not model the U.S. on climate change

Barton 7

 (Rep. Joe Barton, April 23 2007, “What To Do About Global Warming (Hint It Isn’t Cap And Trade Policy)”, Barton is ranking member of the House Energy and Commerce Committee, (http://thehill.com /leading-the-news/what-to-do-about-global-warming-hint--it-isnt-cap-and-trade-policy-2007-04-23.html)

The irony is that when U.S. environmental policies chase companies out of America, the global environment doesn’t prosper. Developing countries always swap clean air for economic growth. China’s coal production, for example, is as explosive as its economic growth, and the Chinese add a 500-megawatt coal-fired powerplant every week. We also heard that decisions in China about where and what kind of power plants to build are decentralized, effectively uncontrolled, and we learned that less than 5 percent of China’s coal-fired electricity plants are even fitted with ordinary sulfur dioxide control equipment. Even for the ones with SO2 scrubbers, it’s an open question whether those with the equipment actually use it. Some say if America just sets the example, everybody else will follow. But a real pollutant, sulfur dioxide, is a fine indicator of how good-example strategy doesn’t work at all. America has been scrubbing sulfur dioxide out of smokestacks for more than 20 years because it’s a real pollutant, but China still refuses.

3.  Warming is a natural cycle

Kazan 9
Casey, MIT Team Asks: Is Global Warming Part of a Natural Cycle?. The Daily Galaxy.  http://www.dailygalaxy.com/my_weblog/2009/06/is-global-warming-part-of-earths-natural-cycle-mit-team-says-yes.html 

A team of MIT scientists recorded a nearly simultaneous world-wide increase in methane levels -the first increase in ten years. What baffles the team is that this data contradicts theories stating humans are the primary source of increase in greenhouse gas. It takes about one full year for gases generated in the highly industrial northern hemisphere to cycle through and reach the southern hemisphere. Since all worldwide levels rose simultaneously throughout the same year, however, it is probable that this may be part of a natural cycle - and not the direct result of man's contributions.
4. We’re too far gone

Hyndman 8
Natural hazards and disasters By Donald Hyndman, David W. Hyndman.  GoogleBooks.  

Warming of the atmosphere causes more evaporation from the oceans, increasing the water vapor content in the atmosphere and thereby causing still more global warming – an unfortunate feedback effect.  The feedback associated with water vapor is thought to roughly double the warming effect from the carbon dioxide increases alone.  Warming of the oceans is a trend that cannot easily be reversed warm oceans could be cooled only if the atmosphere above them were significantly cooler.  Unfortunately, the oceans are such a huge heat sink, covering about two-thirds of the Earth’s surface.  We can’t easily cool the atmosphere enough to begin cooling the oceans.  Even with reduction in manmade CO2 emissions, atmospheric amounts would not level off for about 200 years, and temperatures would continue to increase for another 200 years.  Even with no further manmade emissions, it would take hundreds to thousands of years to cool our environment to levels of a century ago.  
5. Humans can adapt

Lomberg ’10 [Bjorn, head of the Copenhagen Consensus Center, 3/19, “Cars, Bombs, and Climate Change,” http://www.lomborg.com/dyn/files/news_news/186-file/BL%20op-ed%202010%20March%2012%20Cars,%20Bombs,%20CC.pdf]

They have a point. If we actually face, as Al Gore recently put it, “an unimaginable calamity requiring large-scale, preventative measures to protect human civilization as we know it,” then no price would be too high to pay to stop global warming in its tracks. But are the stakes really that high? The answer is no. Even the worst-case scenarios proposed by mainstream climate scientists – scenarios that go far beyond what the consensus climate models predict – are not as bad as Gore would have us believe. For example, a sea-level rise of five meters – more than eight times what the United Nations’ Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change expects, and more than twice what is probably physically possible – would not deluge all or even most of mankind. Of course, such a rise would not be a trivial problem. It would affect about 400 million people, force the relocation of 15 million, and imply costly protection of the rest. But it would certainly not mean the end of the world. Estimates show that the cost in terms of adaptation would be less than 1% of global GDP. In other words, the price of unchecked global warming may be high, but it is not infinite.

6. No Dangerous Warming - Climategate and Russian data prove

Delingpole ’09 [James, Telegraph writer, 12-16, "Climategate goes SERIAL," Telegraph, http://blogs.telegraph.co.uk/news/jamesdelingpole/100020126/climategate-goes-serial-now-the-russians-confirm-that-uk-climate-scientists-manipulated-data-to-exaggerate-global-warming/]

Climategate just got much, much bigger. And all thanks to the Russians who, with perfect timing, dropped this bombshell just as the world’s leaders are gathering in Copenhagen to discuss ways of carbon-taxing us all back to the dark ages. Feast your eyes on this news release from Rionovosta, via the Ria Novosti agency, posted on Icecap. (Hat Tip: Richard North) A discussion of the November 2009 Climatic Research Unit e-mail hacking incident, referred to by some sources as “Climategate,” continues against the backdrop of the abortive UN Climate Conference in Copenhagen (COP15) discussing alternative agreements to replace the 1997 Kyoto Protocol that aimed to combat global warming. The incident involved an e-mail server used by the Climatic Research Unit (CRU) at the University of East Anglia (UEA) in Norwich, East England. Unknown persons stole and anonymously disseminated thousands of e-mails and other documents dealing with the global-warming issue made over the course of 13 years. Controversy arose after various allegations were made including that climate scientists colluded to withhold scientific evidence and manipulated data to make the case for global warming appear stronger than it is. Climategate has already affected Russia. On Tuesday, the Moscow-based Institute of Economic Analysis (IEA) issued a report claiming that the Hadley Center for Climate Change based at the headquarters of the British Meteorological Office in Exeter (Devon, England) had probably tampered with Russian-climate data. The IEA believes that Russian meteorological-station data did not substantiate the anthropogenic global-warming theory. Analysts say Russian meteorological stations cover most of the country’s territory, and that the Hadley Center had used data submitted by only 25% of such stations in its reports. Over 40% of Russian territory was not included in global-temperature calculations for some other reasons, rather than the lack of meteorological stations and observations. The data of stations located in areas not listed in the Hadley Climate Research Unit Temperature UK (HadCRUT) survey often does not show any substantial warming in the late 20th century and the early 21st century. The HadCRUT database includes specific stations providing incomplete data and highlighting the global-warming process, rather than stations facilitating uninterrupted observations. On the whole, climatologists use the incomplete findings of meteorological stations far more often than those providing complete observations. IEA analysts say climatologists use the data of stations located in large populated centers that are influenced by the urban-warming effect more frequently than the correct data of remote stations. The scale of global warming was exaggerated due to temperature distortions for Russia accounting for 12.5% of the world’s land mass. The IEA said it was necessary to recalculate all global-temperature data in order to assess the scale of such exaggeration. Global-temperature data will have to be modified if similar climate-date procedures have been used from other national data because the calculations used by COP15 analysts, including financial calculations, are based on HadCRUT research. What the Russians are suggesting here, in other words, is that the entire global temperature record used by the IPCC to inform world government policy is a crock. As Richard North says: This is serial. 
Ext #1  – can’t solve innovation sharing

Extend our Andrews evidence – it’s one of their 1AC authors, and it indicates that there are structural barriers in international legal codes that make the dissemination of new technologies – specifically those related to climate change – nearly impossible. 

Also from your 1AC author – licensing changes key – you can’t access innovation sharing

Andrews 10 –
[Apr 10, http://www.theecologist.org/trial_investigations/477823/could_open_source_technologies_help_us_solve_climate_change.html

It’s very easy to get bogged down in the details of specific projects, or particular policy concerns. Indeed, some may define the whole UN process as a huge bog of details and there are few people apart from lawyers who get excited about specific licensing arrangements. But on a macro level, reducing the barriers to technology development and adoption is vital to enabling carbon reduction. Open source principles could hold the key. And aside from crunching the numbers of carbon reduction, on a more human level it could also unlock forces of individual and community empowerment currently lacking in the climate change debate.
Ext #2 – no one will model

Extend our Barton evidence – he’s a senior fellow at the Brookings Institute  - he indicates that China, India, and the developing world dwarf the US in carbon emission.  Furthermore, none of them will get on board with cutting emmissions – they all care too much about development to stop polluting.  

India will not cut emissions which will hurt its development

Transnational Institute 7

June 7
 (A worldwide fellowship of committed scholar-activists, (http://www.tni.org/detail_page.phtml?act_id=16949) ET

India is likely to cut a sorry figure on climate change issues during and after the G8 summit at Heiligendamm in Germany. s the world's fifth largest emitter of greenhouse gases (GHG) and one of its fastest growing economies, India will come under intense pressure both from the European Union and the United States to cut its emissions. But India will doggedly refuse to make any time-bound commitment to reducing them, and strongly resist legally binding caps. t press briefings on the eve of Prime Minister Manmohan Singh's visit to Germany --ironically, on World Environment Day -- senior officials made it clear that New Delhi sticks to its stand that it is the developed world which caused climate change through its industrial activities; the onus to reverse the damage lies on the developed countries. Singhsaid: "Due care must be taken not to allow growth and development prospects in the developing world to be undermined or constrained." Singh emphasized the "principle of common but differentiated responsibility and respective capabilities between the developed and developing world". his is shorthand for demanding that the industrialized countries cough up the bulk of the costs for reversing climate change. Singhadded: "...more and not less development is the best way for developing countries to address themselves to the issue of preserving the environment and protecting the climate." his means India will demand special concessions for the developing countries like patent-free technology transfer in respect of "clean energy", and financial assistance, including venture capital funding, to make a transition towards reduced greenhouse gas emissions."With such a stonewalling and negative approach, India won't emerge from the G-8 meeting smelling of roses," says Himanshu Thakkar, South Asia coordinator of Dams, Rivers and People, which looks closely at climate change issues and which recently highlighted the contribution of India's large dams to releases of methane, a potent greenhouse gas 
China’s CO2 emissions means stabilizing atmospheric CO2 is impossible 

GCC 8 

Mar 11 -8, (http://www.greencarcongress.com/2008/03/new-analysis-co.html) ET

The growth in China’s carbon dioxide emissions is far outpacing previous estimates, making the goal of stabilizing atmospheric greenhouse gases much more difficult, according to a new analysis by economists at the University of California, Berkeley, and UC San Diego. The authors of the study, Maximillian Auffhammer, UC Berkeley assistant professor of agricultural and resource economics, and Richard Carson, UC San Diego professor of economics, based their findings upon pollution data from China’s 30 provincial entities. Previous estimates, including those used by the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change, say the region that includes China will see a 2.5 to 5% annual increase in CO2 emissions, the largest contributor to atmospheric greenhouse gases, between 2004 and 2010. The new UC analysis puts that annual growth rate for China to at least 11% for the same time period. The study is scheduled for print publication in the May issue of the Journal of Environmental Economics and Management, but is now online. The researchers’ most conservative forecast predicts that by 2010, there will be an increase of 600 million metric tons of carbon emissions in China over the country’s levels in 2000. This growth from China alone would overshadow the 116 million metric tons of carbon emissions reductions pledged by all the developed countries in the Kyoto Protocol. (The protocol was never ratified in the United States, which was the largest single emitter of carbon dioxide until 2006, when China took over that distinction, according to numerous reports.) Put another way, the projected annual increase in China alone over the next several years is greater than the current emissions produced by either Great Britain or Germany. Based upon these findings, the authors say current global warming forecasts are “overly optimistic,” and that action is urgently needed to curb greenhouse gas production in China and other rapidly industrializing countries. Auffhammer said this paper should serve as an alarm challenging the widely held belief that actions taken by the wealthy, industrialized nations alone represent a viable strategy towards the goal of stabilizing atmospheric concentrations of carbon dioxide. Making China and other developing countries an integral part of any future climate agreement is now even more important. It had been expected that the efficiency of China’s power generation would continue to improve as per capita income increased, slowing down the rate of CO2 emissions growth. What we’re finding instead is that the emissions growth rate is surpassing our worst expectations, and that means the goal of stabilizing atmospheric CO2 is going to be much, much harder to achieve.
No modeling for warming
Barton 7

 (Rep. Joe Barton, April 23 2007, “What To Do About Global Warming (Hint It Isn’t Cap And Trade Policy)”, Barton is ranking member of the House Energy and Commerce Committee, (http://thehill.com /leading-the-news/what-to-do-about-global-warming-hint--it-isnt-cap-and-trade-policy-2007-04-23.html)

The irony is that when U.S. environmental policies chase companies out of America, the global environment doesn’t prosper. Developing countries always swap clean air for economic growth. China’s coal production, for example, is as explosive as its economic growth, and the Chinese add a 500-megawatt coal-fired powerplant every week. We also heard that decisions in China about where and what kind of power plants to build are decentralized, effectively uncontrolled, and we learned that less than 5 percent of China’s coal-fired electricity plants are even fitted with ordinary sulfur dioxide control equipment. Even for the ones with SO2 scrubbers, it’s an open question whether those with the equipment actually use it. Some say if America just sets the example, everybody else will follow. But a real pollutant, sulfur dioxide, is a fine indicator of how good-example strategy doesn’t work at all. America has been scrubbing sulfur dioxide out of smokestacks for more than 20 years because it’s a real pollutant, but China still refuses.

Ext #3 – Warming is natural cycle

Extend # 3 – Warming is a natural cycle – the Kazan evidence cites a study done by MIT scientists who discovered a simultaneous increase in gasses globally – this disproves the notion that increases in greenhouse gasses are manmade.

Furthermore, multiple data sets prove our argument is true

Kazan 9
Casey, MIT Team Asks: Is Global Warming Part of a Natural Cycle?. The Daily Galaxy.  http://www.dailygalaxy.com/my_weblog/2009/06/is-global-warming-part-of-earths-natural-cycle-mit-team-says-yes.html 

The primary concern now is that while the collected data in 2007 reflects a simultaneous world-wide increase in emissions, how relevant are any of the data findings at this late date? One thing does seem very clear, however; science is only beginning to get a focus on the big picture of global warming. Findings like these tell us it's too early to know for sure if man's impact is affecting things at "alarming rates." We may simply be going through another natural cycle of warmer and colder times - one that's been observed through a scientific analysis of the Earth to be naturally occurring for hundreds of thousands of years.
Ext #4 – Too far gone

Extend the Hyndman evidence – we’re too far gone to turn the tide in the warming battle – this evidence indicates that even if global emission rates were cut to zero today, it would still be hundreds of thousands of years before warming went back to “safe” levels.  

No cushion left to wiggle out of warming – we’re too far gone

Spratt 11
David, Rethinking a “safe climate”: have we already gone too far? David Spratt on the Latest Hansen et Sato Paper.  http://www.climatesoscanada.org/blog/2011/02/17/rethinking-a-safe-climate-have-we-already-gone-too-far-david-spratt-on-the-latest-hansen-et-sato-paper/

It is hard to argue that anything above the Holocene maximum (of around 0.5 degrees above the pre-industrial temperature) can preserve a safe climate, and that we have already gone too far. The notion that 1.5C is a safe target is out the window, and even 1 degree looks like an unacceptably high risk. NASA climate chief James Hansen says: At current temperatures, no “cushion” left to avoid dangerous climate change “… even small global warming above the level of the Holocene begins to generate a disproportionate warming on the Antarctic and Greenland ice sheets.”
We’re to far gone – sea level changes prove we’re already in rapid feedback warming

Spratt 11
David, Rethinking a “safe climate”: have we already gone too far? David Spratt on the Latest Hansen et Sato Paper.  http://www.climatesoscanada.org/blog/2011/02/17/rethinking-a-safe-climate-have-we-already-gone-too-far-david-spratt-on-the-latest-hansen-et-sato-paper/

“Earth today is poised to experience strong amplifying polar feedbacks in response to moderate additional warming.” We are perhaps already a few tenths of a degree above the Holocene maximum, and the system seems to be in the early stages of rapid change. It is widely expected Arctic sea-ice will be totally lost in summer with a few years to a decade or so, perhaps at less than 1C or warming. Very few scientists think Greenland would be stable in an Arctic with little or no summer sea-ice, and opinion is split as to whether it is past its tipping point already.
MPX Inevitable – can’t solve for global warming it is going to continue for the next 1000 years 

Soloman et al 2008 
(Susan, NOAA scientist, December16, “Irreversible climate change due to carbon dioxide emissions”, http://www.pnas.org/content/early/2009/01/28/0812721106.abstract)   

In a rather startling study, National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration (NOAA) scientists stake the claim that even if it were possible to stop all pollutants from entering the atmosphere from here forward, the damage caused by them is done – and will continue to be done for 1,000 years.  Study author Susan Solomon and her colleagues paint a bleak outlook for the future if manmade climate change is true.    Published in Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences said that while the damaging effects of some pollutants such as methane and nitrous oxide can be reversed in the short term, that isn’t the case with carbon dioxide (CO2).  The authors say that CO2 emissions are set to “irreversibly change the planet” and there is “no going back.”  Oceans are currently absorbing much of the planet’s heat as well as the excess CO2 and at some point both the heat and CO2 will be released into the atmosphere.  That process will last for hundreds of years according to Solomon.   People have imagined that if we stopped emitting carbon dioxide that the climate would go back to normal in 100 years or 200 years. What we're showing here is that's not right. It's essentially an irreversible change that will last for more than a thousand years.  
Don’t buy their try or die claims- warming is irreversible and we can’t contain it

Soloman et al ’08 [Susan, NOAA scientist, December 16, “Irreversible climate change due to carbon dioxide emissions”, http://www.pnas.org/content/early/2009/01/28/0812721106.abstract]

It is sometimes imagined that slow processes such as climate changes pose small risks, on the basis of the assumption that a choice can always be made to quickly reduce emissions and Fig. 4. Illustrative irreversible climate changes as a function of peak carbon dioxide reached. (Upper) Best estimate of expected irreversible dry-season precipitation changes for the regions shown in Fig. 3, as a function of the peak carbon dioxide concentration during the 21st century. The quasi-equilibrium CO2 concentrations shown correspond to 40% remaining in the long term as discussed in the text. The precipitation change per degree is derived for each region as in Fig. 3; see also Fig. S3. The yellow box indicates the range of precipitation change observed during typical major regional droughts such as the ‘‘dust bowl’’ in North America (32). (Lower) Corresponding irreversible global warming (black line). Also shown is the associated lower limit of irreversible sea level rise (because of thermal expansion only based upon a range of 0.2– 0.6 m/°C), from an assessment across available models (5). Smaller values (by
30%) for expected warming, precipitation, and thermal sea level rise would be obtained if climate sensitivity is smaller than the best estimate while larger values (by
50%) would be expected for the upper end of the estimated likely range of climate sensitivity (49) thereby reverse any harm within a few years or decades. We have shown that this assumption is incorrect for carbon dioxide emissions, because of the longevity of the atmospheric CO2 perturbation and ocean warming. Irreversible climate changes due to carbon dioxide emissions have already taken place, and future carbon dioxide emissions would imply further irreversible effects on the planet, with attendant long legacies for choices made by contemporary society. Discount rates used in some estimates of economic trade-offs assume that more efficient climate mitigation can occur in a future richer world, but neglect the irreversibility shown here. Similarly, understanding of irreversibility reveals limitations in trading of greenhouse gases on the basis of 100-year estimated climate changes (global warming potentials, GWPs), because this metric neglects carbon dioxide’s unique long-term effects. In this paper we have quantified how societal decisions regarding carbon dioxide concentrations that have already occurred or could occur in the coming century imply irreversible dangers relating to climate change for some illustrative populations and regions. These and other dangers pose substantial challenges to humanity and nature, with a magnitude that is directly linked to the peak level of carbon dioxide reached. 
