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Growth sustainable and solves environmental decline- long-term innovation outweighs any short-term pollution 

Center for Economic Research No Date (“Economic Growth- Sustainable Development.”  http://www.cepr.org/pubs/bulletin/meets/2246.htm) 
There is no necessary conflict between economic growth and environmental protection, Ian Goldin told a London lunchtime meeting in a joint presentation with Partha Dasgupta (University of Cambridge) on 7 June. Indeed, exactly the opposite is true, he claimed: sustained economic growth is the key to improved environmental management. Goldin is Senior Economist at the European Bank for Reconstruction and Development and formerly Senior Economist at the World Bank and Principal Economist at the OECD. His presentation drew on The Economics of Sustainable Development, a volume he co-edited with Alan Winters (World Bank and CEPR), a joint project of the OECD Development Centre and CEPR, and published by Cambridge University Press.  The relationship between economic growth and indicators of air and water quality indicates that growth does not always contribute to environmental degradation. The connection is highly dependent on income levels: there seems to be a U-shaped relationship between income and environmental quality for most pollutants. Quality deteriorates in the early stages of growth but at higher levels of per capita income, it improves. The turning point varies according to the pollutant. For example, the levels of suspended solids and toxic metals in air and water increase rapidly as incomes approach middle income levels but then decrease. The link between income and pollution arises because the composition of output changes with growth in favour of newer, cleaner technologies. The political dimension is equally important: citizens in richer countries are more effective in articulating their demands for a cleaner environment. Democratization may assist countries in getting over the pollution hump: greater participation contributes to limiting local pollutants with a direct and immediate effect on health. By contrast, even the richest countries are only now acknowledging slower and more indirect threats, such as carbon dioxide emissions.
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Growth sustainable- growing economies are taking steps toward sustainable development, Indonesia proves 

Lifshitz 10 (Ian, Sustainability & Public Outreach Manager for Asia Pulp and Paper in North America. “Balancing Sustainability with Economic Development in Developing Countries- The Case Study of Indonesia.” Environmental Leader. http://www.environmentalleader.com/2010/05/28/balancing-sustainability-with-economic-development-in-a-developing-countries-–-the-case-study-of-indonesia/)

 Against this backdrop, Indonesia has established priorities to ensure sustainable development occurs. These priorities are economic development to alleviate poverty, social welfare and environmental protection, which includes protection of high conservation value forests, biodiversity, endangered species and actions to tackle climate change. As in the developed world, it requires the government, NGOs, consumers and the private sector to work together to take action on these priorities and ensure success. The Corporation’s Role in Sustainable Economy Building
Multinational corporations, NGOs and governments around the world each play a critical role in helping to solve the challenges of effecting societal improvements with natural resource preservation. This begins of course with job creation. In Indonesia, we know that the income multiplier effect for non-food agriculture, such as forestry is estimated at 2.30. For every $1 (USD) increase in non-food agriculture production, Indonesian incomes are estimated to rise by $2.30 (USD) . Indonesians employed by the forestry industry and those in ancillary industries enjoy a better quality of life, often preventing a slide into poverty when basic living costs outpace standard incomes. Corporations can also provide direct private investment in country programs that support education, skills-training, some provision of medical care, entrepreneurial community enterprises and disaster relief, which often make a dramatic and immediate impact in the lives of the people who need it most. Clearly, it’s important that the corporation evaluates where these investments are earmarked, but the fact remains that many organizations in the developing world are the true drivers of change and positive growth for populations who are otherwise underserved. Sustainability in Tandem with Economic Development While corporations making these and other economic development investments are critical drivers of growth in developing countries, their focus must also be rooted in drivers that in turn enhance sustainability. Irrespective of geography, the focus of a company’s sustainability program most readily ties to the company’s core business. Climate change is an increasingly pressing and critical global issue, which can only be addressed through a strong commitment to sustainability. Whether at the international, national or sub-national level, sustainability is everybody’s business. The global paper industry, like others, is in the process of making significant changes, which in turn opens the opportunity to reduce its environmental impact. Some forest companies operating in the Asia-Pacific region are deploying more efficient paper making technology, which allows them to produce on average, lower carbon emissions than most Northern European or American paper makers. What’s more, regional pulpwood plantations sequester 30 times more carbon than those found in other major paper-making geographies. Unlike other industries such as fossil fuel and mining, pulp and paper making is a 100 percent renewable, recyclable resource. Taking reforestation efforts one step further, in addition to supporting government and NGO-backed conservation reserves, corporations can also develop their own land conservation programs to protect and manage areas of significant biodiversity and/or cultural significance.
Growth sustainable 

Gage et al 2012 (Alea, Berkely Law, University of California, The Sustainable Cities Conference Series: Urban Housing, Economy Transit. Sustainable Economic Development Policy Overview. http://iurd.berkeley.edu/publications/policyoverviews/IURD-PO-01-2012.pdf) 
November 18, 2011, stakeholders in economic development from think tanks, government agencies, law firms, trade associations and universities around the state convened in a roundtable to discuss the topic of sustainable economic development in California. In order to start the conversation, participants identified a working definition. As put forth by UC Berkeley Emeritus Professor Michael Teitz, and modified in subsequent discussion, it read: Sustainable economic development enhances equitable local income and employment growth without endangering local fiscal stability, degrading the natural environment, or contributing to global climate change. It challenges the model of growth based on pure consumption rather than human happiness, takes into account long-term goals as well as short-term needs and is sensitive to local context and history. WHAT IS THE POLITICAL AND FISCAL CONTEXT?
The California fiscal crisis has left no state program intact, from law enforcement and education to redevelopment agencies, the primary entities coordinating economic development activities on the local level. At the same time, participants recognized the opportunity inherent in this period of crisis: AB 32, the most ambitious legislation in the country mandating reductions in carbon emissions, and SB 375, a far-reaching effort to align transportation investments, land use planning and affordable housing production on a regional scale. These provide a framework for new and coordinated approaches. The discussion identified three key elements to achieve the objectives of these legislative mandates, revitalize local economies and advance the state’s environmental and equity objectives. 
Economic growth sustainable- resources prove

Taylor, 1998- director of natural resource studies at the Cato Institute and senior editor of Regulation magazine (Jerry, “Sustainable Development: Common Sense or Nonsense on Stilts?”, September, http://www.thefreemanonline.org/features/sustainable-development-common-sense-or-nonsense-on-stilts/)

Is Barnett and Morse’s optimism regarding “just in time” delivery of new technologies and resource subsidies justified? Well, historical experience would certainly seem to justify their optimism. Those who find the theory counterintuitive betray a fundamental misunderstanding of the genesis of resources. Natural resources do not exist independent of man and are not materials we simply find and then exploit like buried treasure. On the contrary, they are created by mankind. As resource economist Thomas De Gregori points out, “humans are the active agent, having ideas that they use to transform the environment for human purposes. . . . Resources are not fixed and finite because they are not natural. They are a product of human ingenuity resulting from the creation of technology and science.”[10] The late David Osterfeld thus concluded that “since resources are a function of human knowledge and our stock of knowledge has increased over time, it should come as no surprise that the stock of physical resources has also been expanding.”[11] Obsessing on conserving present resources is akin to a farmer obsessing over conserving eggs rather than the chickens that lay them. The sustainable-development imperative betrays an ill-considered bias for natural as opposed to man-made capital. In truth, the wealth created by exploiting resources is often more beneficial than the wealth preserved by “banking” those resources for future use. Daniel Boggs has criticized the “rhetoric [that] says we didn’t inherit from our parents, we are borrowing from our children.” Argues Boggs: “This is usually designed to make us ashamed to use anything. Logically, it should also make us hate our parents for using up some of ‘our’ oil, or iron, or whatever. Yet, our parents did build this world for us.” He went on to point out that previous generations “created the resources that far more than replaced, in truth, what they used. And I am confident that we can do the same for our children. I would certainly rather have medicines and satellites and other technology than a few more billion tons of some rock or another.” It comes down to free choice, Boggs said. “We each can set our own economic time horizons. If we really think our grandchildren will be better off with shut-in oil wells than shares of IBM, we can buy them up and shut them in. But others should be free to make their own decisions.”

Dedevelopment thought is flawed and has caused waste; continued growth is possible.

Schauerhammer ’02 – Journalist (Ralf, “Why There Really Are No Limits to Growth”, 21st Century, Spring, http://www.21stcenturysciencetech.com/articles/Spring02/NoLimits.html)//MZ
Since the paradigm shift towards a zero-growth society, brought about by the forces behind the Club of Rome—aided and abetted by more than 30 years of conscious lies and propaganda2—billions of dollars have been thrown away upon ideologically motivated projects. A correction of the worst excretions of this paradigm shift is long overdue. But what should be the conceptual basis for this overdue correction, for an enduring improvement of the human economy in the biosphere? That is the question. First, let us ask ourselves, what made it so easy for the Club of Rome to pull off its desired paradigm shift? The trick they pulled in their notorious report, The Limits to Growth, was so transparent, that nobody should have fallen for it. The trick consisted of using the word “growth,” for something which is, in reality, only “multiplication.” It reminds one of the classic example of the lily pond, where the plant population doubles each week. After only one week it is completely full, and—Help! But that is not growth, it is no more than multiplication, which naturally finds its “limits” in the pond’s surface area. True growth includes a quality that transcends mere multiplication. The clearest example is the growth of a human being in the first year after the fertilization of the egg, from which he or she grows. In this process, it is not so much a question of multiplication of cells, but rather permanent differentiation, reorganization, and the development of new organs, which are the substance of true growth. The quality of change of the growth process becomes particularly obvious with the singular event known as birth. Yet, in principle, the same qualitative transformation is true for any growth process that is capable of maintaining itself over any length of time. Naturally, that is especially the case for economic processes. Why did almost all politicians, economists, and scientists fall for this simple trick? The reason lies in a deeply rooted flaw in the thinking process of the dominant free market economic doctrine, which makes its acolytes blind to the trick. Anyone who thinks that value is created by the parasitical buy-low-and-sell-high principle, does not understand true growth at all. Likewise, anyone who seeks to measure economic growth, as an accountant might, in fixed scalar units, such as tons of production, quantities of money, prices, amounts of energy, and so on, fails to see—just as does the Club of Rome—the decisive factor for judging the long-term, self-subsisting growth process of the economy, namely, the development of the creative power of labor. The essential dynamic of this qualitative development cannot by its very nature be captured by purely statistical methods, nor by so-called “nonlinear” mathematical models. It is this “dogmatic” problem which we will examine more closely here.

Empirically denied: Growth is not unsustainable. Economic collapse has resulted in further growth.

Mead 2009 – Senior Fellow in U.S. Foreign Policy at the Council on Foreign Relations (Walter Russell, The New Republic, “Only Makes You Stronger”, 2/4, http://www.tnr.com/politics/story.html?id=571cbbb9-2887-4d81-8542-92e83915f5f8&p=2)

And yet, this relentless series of crises has not disrupted the rise of a global capitalist system, centered first on the power of the United Kingdom and then, since World War II, on the power of the United States. After more than 300 years, it seems reasonable to conclude that financial and economic crises do not, by themselves, threaten either the international capitalist system or the special role within it of leading capitalist powers like the United Kingdom and the United States. If anything, the opposite seems true--that financial crises in some way sustain Anglophone power and capitalist development. Indeed, many critics of both capitalism and the "Anglo-Saxons" who practice it so aggressively have pointed to what seems to be a perverse relationship between such crises and the consolidation of the "core" capitalist economies against the impoverished periphery. Marx noted that financial crises remorselessly crushed weaker companies, allowing the most successful and ruthless capitalists to cement their domination of the system. For dependency theorists like Raul Prebisch, crises served a similar function in the international system, helping stronger countries marginalize and impoverish developing ones.

No Transition

No Mindset Shift

Empirically proven- economic collapse does not undermine the capitalist system, it actually reinforces it 

Mead 9 – Senior Fellow in U.S. Foreign Policy at the Council on Foreign Relations  (Walter Russell, The New Republic, “Only Makes You Stronger”, 2/4, http://www.tnr.com/politics/story.html?id=571cbbb9-2887-4d81-8542-92e83915f5f8&p=2)

Perhaps--but the long history of capitalism suggests another possibility. After all, capitalism has seen a steady procession of economic crises and panics, from the seventeenth-century Tulip Bubble in the Netherlands and the Stop of the Exchequer under Charles II in England through the Mississippi and South Sea bubbles of the early eighteenth century, on through the crises associated with the Napoleonic wars and the spectacular economic crashes that repeatedly wrought havoc and devastation to millions throughout the nineteenth century. The panics of 1837, 1857, 1873, 1893, and 1907 were especially severe, culminating in the Great Crash of 1929, which set off a depression that would not end until World War II. The series of crises continued after the war, and the last generation has seen the Penn Central bankruptcy in 1970, the first Arab oil crisis of 1973, the Third World debt crisis of 1982, the S&L crisis, the Asian crisis of 1997, the bursting of the dot-com bubble in 2001, and today's global financial meltdown. And yet, this relentless series of crises has not disrupted the rise of a global capitalist system, centered first on the power of the United Kingdom and then, since World War II, on the power of the United States. After more than 300 years, it seems reasonable to conclude that financial and economic crises do not, by themselves, threaten either the international capitalist system or the special role within it of leading capitalist powers like the United Kingdom and the United States. If anything, the opposite seems true--that financial crises in some way sustain Anglophone power and capitalist development. Indeed, many critics of both capitalism and the "Anglo-Saxons" who practice it so aggressively have pointed to what seems to be a perverse relationship between such crises and the consolidation of the "core" capitalist economies against the impoverished periphery. Marx noted that financial crises remorselessly crushed weaker companies, allowing the most successful and ruthless capitalists to cement their domination of the system. For dependency theorists like Raul Prebisch, crises served a similar function in the international system, helping stronger countries marginalize and impoverish developing ones. Setting aside the flaws in both these overarching theories of capitalism, this analysis of economic crises is fundamentally sound--and especially relevant to the current meltdown. Cataloguing the early losses from the financial crisis, it's hard not to conclude that the central capitalist nations will weather the storm far better than those not so central. Emerging markets have been hit harder by the financial crisis than developed ones as investors around the world seek the safe haven provided by U.S. Treasury bills, and commodity-producing economies have suffered extraordinary shocks as commodity prices crashed from their record, boom-time highs. Countries like Russia, Venezuela, and Iran, which hoped to use oil revenue to mount a serious political challenge to American power and the existing world order, face serious new constraints. Vladimir Putin, Hugo Chavez, and Mahmoud Ahmadinejad must now spend less time planning big international moves and think a little bit harder about domestic stability. Far from being the last nail in America's coffin, the financial crisis may actually resuscitate U.S. power relative to its rivals. The biggest loser of the financial crisis thus far seems to have been Russia, a country that stormed into 2008 breathing fire and boasting of its renewed great-power status. 

No transition- financial crises serve to cement capitalism in great powers 

Mead 9 – Senior Fellow in U.S. Foreign Policy at the Council on Foreign Relations  (Walter Russell, The New Republic, “Only Makes You Stronger”, 2/4, http://www.tnr.com/politics/story.html?id=571cbbb9-2887-4d81-8542-92e83915f5f8&p=2)

Every crisis is different, but there seem to be reasons why, over time, financial crises on balance reinforce rather than undermine the world position of the leading capitalist countries. Since capitalism first emerged in early modern Europe, the ability to exploit the advantages of rapid economic development has been a key factor in international competition. Countries that can encourage--or at least allow and sustain--the change, dislocation, upheaval, and pain that capitalism often involves, while providing their tumultuous market societies with appropriate regulatory and legal frameworks, grow swiftly. They produce cutting-edge technologies that translate into military and economic power. They are able to invest in education, making their workforces ever more productive. They typically develop liberal political institutions and cultural norms that value, or at least tolerate, dissent and that allow people of different political and religious viewpoints to collaborate on a vast social project of modernization--and to maintain political stability in the face of accelerating social and economic change. The vast productive capacity of leading capitalist powers gives them the ability to project influence around the world and, to some degree, to remake the world to suit their own interests and preferences. This is what the United Kingdom and the United States have done in past centuries, and what other capitalist powers like France, Germany, and Japan have done to a lesser extent. In these countries, the social forces that support the idea of a competitive market economy within an appropriately liberal legal and political framework are relatively strong. But, in many other countries where capitalism rubs people the wrong way, this is not the case. On either side of the Atlantic, for example, the Latin world is often drawn to anti-capitalist movements and rulers on both the right and the left. Russia, too, has never really taken to capitalism and liberal society--whether during the time of the czars, the commissars, or the post-cold war leaders who so signally failed to build a stable, open system of liberal democratic capitalism even as many former Warsaw Pact nations were making rapid transitions. Partly as a result of these internal cultural pressures, and partly because, in much of the world, capitalism has appeared as an unwelcome interloper, imposed by foreign forces and shaped to fit foreign rather than domestic interests and preferences, many countries are only half-heartedly capitalist. When crisis strikes, they are quick to decide that capitalism is a failure and look for alternatives. So far, such half-hearted experiments not only have failed to work; they have left the societies that have tried them in a progressively worse position, farther behind the front-runners as time goes by. Argentina has lost ground to Chile; Russian development has fallen farther behind that of the Baltic states and Central Europe. Frequently, the crisis has weakened the power of the merchants, industrialists, financiers, and professionals who want to develop a liberal capitalist society integrated into the world. Crisis can also strengthen the hand of religious extremists, populist radicals, or authoritarian traditionalists who are determined to resist liberal capitalist society for a variety of reasons. Meanwhile, the companies and banks based in these societies are often less established and more vulnerable to the consequences of a financial crisis than more established firms in wealthier societies. As a result, developing countries and countries where capitalism has relatively recent and shallow roots tend to suffer greater economic and political damage when crisis strikes--as, inevitably, it does. And, consequently, financial crises often reinforce rather than challenge the global distribution of power and wealth. This may be happening yet again. None of which means that we can just sit back and enjoy the recession. History may suggest that financial crises actually help capitalist great powers maintain their leads--but it has other, less reassuring messages as well. If financial crises have been a normal part of life during the 300-year rise of the liberal capitalist system under the Anglophone powers, so has war. 

XT No Transition

No transition shift, they have no solvency.

Aligica ‘3 - Fellow @ Mercatus Center at George Mason U. and Adjunct Fellow @ Hudson Institute, (Paul, “The Great Transition and the Social Limits to Growth: Herman Kahn on Social Change and Global Economic Development”, April 21, http://rs.reviewhudson.org/index.cfm?fuseaction=publication_details&id=2827)//MZ

First of all Kahn pointed that the sheer social and demographic context is against the limits to growth approach. "The social limits to growth are simply not, for the time being, likely to be as restrictive as much current discussion suggests. At least 90 percent of the world's population rejects such arguments" (Kahn, 1979, 24). As these people become more affluent, their worldviews and values may change and their opposition to growth may increase. As the world gets richer, the marginal utility of increased wealth may diminish. However Kahn was convinced that even if much better arguments were advanced in favor of social limits to growth, most people would be willing to take chances. He was certain that once the Multifold Trend set into motion the Great Transition, things were difficult if not impossible to stop. Stopping things would mean if not to engage in an experiment to change the human nature, at least in an equally difficult experiment in altering powerful cultural forces: "We firmly believe that despite the arguments put forward by people who would like to 'stop the earth and get off,' it is simply impractical to do so. Propensity to change may not be inherent in human nature, but it is firmly embedded in most contemporary cultures. People have almost everywhere become curious, future oriented, and dissatisfied with their conditions. They want more material goods and covet higher status and greater control of nature. Despite much propaganda to the contrary, they believe in progress and future" (Kahn, 1976, 164). As regarding the critics of growth that stressed the issue of the gap between rich and poor countries and the issue of redistribution, Kahn noted that what most people everywhere want was visible, rapid improvement in their economic status and living standards, and not a closing of the gap (Kahn, 1976, 165). The people from poor countries have as a basic goal the transition from poor to middle class. The other implications of social change are secondary for them.
Turn- A denial of growth only allows the problems of growth to fester. Only by continuing to grow can we solve these problems.

Zey ’97 – Ph. D. in Sociology, Professor at Montclair State University, Department of Management (Michael G., “The Macroindustrial Era: A New Age of Abundance and Prosperity”, The Expansionary Institute, March-April, http://www.zey.com/Featured_2.htm) //MZ

This brings me to one of my major points about the necessity of growth. A recurring criticism of growth - be it industrial, economic, or technological - centers around its negative consequences. A good example of this is the tendency of economic and industrial growth to generate pollution. However, I contend that growth invariably provides solutions to any problems it introduces. The following examples will illustrate my point. Although economic growth can initially lead to such problems as pollution and waste, studies show that, after a country achieves a certain level of prosperity, the pendulum begins to swing back toward cleaner air and water. In fact, once a nation's per capita income rises to about $4,000 (in 1993 dollars), it produces less of some pollutants per capita. The reason for this is quite simple: Such a nation can now afford technologies such as catalytic converters and sewage systems that treat and eliminate a variety of wastes. According to Norio Yamamoto, research director of the Mitsubishi Research Institute, "We consider any kind of environmental damage to result from mismanagement of the economy." He claims that the pollution problems of poorer regions such as eastern Europe can be traced largely to their economic woes. Hence he concludes that, in order to ensure environmental safety, "we need a sound economy on a global basis." Thus, the answer to pollution, the supposed outgrowth of progress, ought to be more economic growth. Such economic growth can be accelerated by any number of actions: the transfer of technology, the sharing of scientific know-how, and economic investment. The World Bank estimates that every dollar invested in developing countries will grow to $100 in 50 years. As their wealth increases, these countries can take all the necessary steps to invest in pollution-free cars, catalytic converters, and other pollution-free technologies, such as the cleanest of all current large-scale energy sources, nuclear power. They can also afford to invest in bioremediation - the utilization of viruses to literally eat such impurities as oil spills and toxic waste. Russia is actively growing and exporting microorganisms that eat radioactive and metallic wastes from such sources as uranium, plutonium, magnesium, and silver. In this exciting new epoch of human development, the Macroindustrial Era, the primary emphasis will be on the production of material goods and tangible products. And this will only occur by the development and application of advanced technologies and the dissemination of scientific knowledge. Of course, to achieve these goals a nation must have an "expansionary" culture that fosters progress and technological improvement and facilitates the development and nurturance of the workers and scientists who must be the creators of the new technology of the Macroindustrial Era. Such a society will have a strong sense of purpose and a vision of the future to serve as its goal and as a guidepost for advancement.

Nobody will ever agree to emissions caps that dedev would require, instead only development can solve for warming.

Montgomery and Bate 5 – (W. David Montgomery, Vice President of Charles River Associates, Ph.D. in Economics from Harvard, principal lead author on the Second Assessment Report of the IPCC, and Roger Bate, Founder and Director of the Environmental Unit at the Institute of Economic Affairs, February 2005, “A (MOSTLY) PAINLESS PATH FORWARD: REDUCING GREENHOUSE GASES THROUGH ECONOMIC FREEDOM,” in CLIMATE CHANGE POLICY AND ECONOMIC GROWTH: A WAY FORWARD TO ENSURE BOTH, online: http://www.iccfglobal.org/pdf/MasterDocPolicyBook2.pdf)//MZ
The current global environmental initiative to reduce emissions is failing. It appears unlikely that policymakers will convince developing countries to do something they have no inclination to do: namely, to sign up for mandatory greenhouse gas caps that they rightly perceive will have large economic costs. A successful policy would reconcile these nations’ understandable desire for development with policies that will help reduce carbon intensity. To achieve this, policymakers could focus U.S. and international programs on measures that will encourage developing countries to change the fundamental economic conditions that simultaneously inhibit economic progress and keep greenhouse gas emissions high. Improving economic freedom is necessary if we are to ensure the proper functioning of traditional aid programs that support investment in cleaner energy technologies. Otherwise, these projects are fighting a losing battle against an inhospitable economic and regulatory environment. As they have in the past, they will remain white elephants that exist for as long as they are paid for by donor countries. Raising the level of economic freedom will be sufficient for most desirable outcomes, as the clear association between economic freedom and energy efficiency suggests. However, to achieve this, countries must establish the proper institutions that will promote the inflow of FDI and diffusion of new technology. Until that happens, developed countries can provide the necessary financial support on the condition of demonstrated market reform. Improved efficiency will have beneficial affects on GDP and carbon per dollar of GDP. Whether it lowers emissions overall is not the subject of this chapter and book. However, at least helping developing countries to improve their economic growth may make them more trustful of U.S. and global policymakers when these countries are pressured to enact Kyotostyle emissions limits.

Growth Good - Disease

2ac Growth Good - Disease

Poor economic conditions cause disease 

Hamburg 2008 – MD, FDA Commissioner (Margaret, "Germs go global", http://healthyamericans.org/assets/files/GermsGoGlobal.pdf)

A number of societal factors contribute to the emergence and re-emergence of infec- tious disease. Poverty, lack of access to health care, poor sanitation, unsafe water, and a lack of proper hygiene all contribute to the expanding impact of infectious diseases.

Overcrowded and poor living conditions make people living in poverty especially vul- nerable to communicable diseases such as TB and cholera. Limited access to health care and
medicine
can
render
other wise
treatable conditions such as malaria and TB fatal for those living in poverty. Urban decay and squalid living conditions and the presence of vermin also contribute to the spread of infec- tions, such as plague. Meanwhile, contami- nated water and inadequate sewage treatment systems in impoverished nations contribute to the spread of infectious diseases like cholera.60

Poor nutrition and compromised immune systems are also key risk factors for several major
diseases
including
lower
respirator y infections, TB, and measles. There is increasing evidence that suggests that mal- nutrition is the underlying reason for increased susceptibility to infectious dis- eases especially in children. At the same time, infections, especially those associated with diarrhea, can lead to malnutrition in young children, so that diarrheal illness is both a cause and an effect of malnutrition.
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Diseases can only be cured in times of economic growth under a capitalist mindset 

Hamburg 2008 – MD, FDA Commissioner (Margaret, "Germs go global", http://healthyamericans.org/assets/files/GermsGoGlobal.pdf)

If the demand for new diagnostics, therapeu- tics and vaccines to combat emerging infec- tions is so urgent, why has industry not answered the call? The answer requires a clos- er look at market forces and business strategy.

The development of new medical technolo- gies is a long and expensive process. Pharmaceutical industry standards for new drug development are a good example. These standards predict, on average, a 10-year development period from drug discovery to licensure at a price tag around $1 billion.106
A significant proportion of the time and fund- ing required comes in advanced develop- ment. In addition, the expected failure rate is high; only 10 percent of candidate drugs in Phase I trials ever make it to licensure.107 In order to maintain profitability in a highly competitive market, pharmaceutical and biotechnology companies must minimize the risk of development while maximizing the reward (profit) potential for products. Risk is minimized by spreading it among multiple drug candidates, pursuing class analogs similar to already successful prod- ucts, and utilizing existing and proven sys- tems for developing and manufacturing. Reward is maximized by targeting diseases with proven high returns. Generally drugs treating chronic and highly prevalent dis- eases create the best sales opportunities. Unfortunately, most countermeasures for emerging infectious diseases present an unfavorable risk-reward balance for industry. 
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By investing and forming the transportation industry we can revitalize the economy, otherwise the impact is extinction.

Land, 9 – PhD, philosopher and economist at the Thunen Institute in Bollewick. (Rainer, “A New Pareadigm: The New Deal of the 1930s,” 10/30, http://www.indybay.org/newsitems/ 2009/10/30/18627196.php)//MZ
The way of continued deregulation of the financial system and inflation of money capital led unavoidably to financial crises like the present crisis. All three ways can only postpone without solving the problem of the limits of the Fordist type of economic development. The only logical possible solution would be the transition to a resource-efficient and environmentally compatible type of economic development. Renouncing on economic development would not be a way out because it would sanction the status quo. The environmental problems existing today and unsolvable without another type of industry will continue and cause the death of today’s humanity. Renouncing on economic development would mean renouncing on the future technologies with which environmental destruction could be avoided and environmental problems at least partly repaired. Renouncing on growth urged again and again would also not be a solution. The current path of population growth will lead to a stabilization of the world population at nine to ten billion people by 2050 (currently seven billion). Renouncing on increased production of food, consumer goods and services meant less and less had to be consumed per capital year after year. Thus people of developed countries must lose more and more so people in the third world can win. At the end everyone suffers distress. The only alternative is a new combination of development and growth, an economic development where growing production goes along with declining resource consumption (energy, raw materials and emissions) and environmentally compatible industry arises. Renouncing on development and renouncing on growth would be fatal like growth without development or development without growth. The alternative is another path of economic development, growth based on another principle of economic development and invention and extension of a new type of industry. If such a change of direction occurs, a greater investment boom and development push would occur than the boom after the Second World War that led to the genesis of Fordist participation capitalism. 

XT Solves War

Growth solves war.

Adler 8 –Professor of Law and Director of the Center for Business Law and Regulation at Case Western Reserve University School of Law (Jonathan H., “Green Bridge to Nowhere,” The New Atlantis, Fall 2008, online: http://www.thenewatlantis.com/publications/greenbridge-to-nowhere)//MZ

Two studies question whether economic interdependence promotes peace, arguing that previous research has not adequately considered the endogeneity of trade. Using simultaneous equations to capture the reciprocal effects, they report that trade does not reduce conflict, though conflict reduces trade. These results are puzzling on logical grounds. Trade should make conflict less likely, ceteris paribus, if interstate violence adversely affects commerce; otherwise, national leaders are acting irrationally. In re-analyzing the authors‘ data, this article shows that trade does promote peace once the gravity model is incorporated into the analysis of conflict. Both trade and conflict are influenced by nations‘ sizes and the distance separating them, so these fundamental exogenous factors must be included in models of conflict as well as trade. One study errs in omitting distance when explaining militarized disputes. The other does not adequately control for the effect of size (or power). When these theoretically informed changes are made, the pacific benefit of trade again appears. In new simultaneous analyses, the article confirms that trade promotes peace and conflict contemporaneously reduces commerce, even with extensive controls for traders‘ rational expectations of violence. Previous studies that address the endogeneity of trade by controlling for the years of peace—as virtually all have done since 1999—have not overstated the benefit of interdependence. Commerce promotes peace because violence has substantial costs, whether these are paid prospectively or contemporaneously.

Market competition good for innovation and peace

Gartzke, 5 – associate professor of political science at Columbia University and author of a study on economic freedom and peace contained in the 2005 Economic Freedom of the World Report (Erik, “Future Depends on Capitalizing on Capitalist Peace,” 10/18, Windsor Star, http:// www.cato.org/pub_display.php?pub_id=5133)//MZ
Prosperity in modern societies is created by market competition and the efficient production that arises from it. This new kind of wealth is hard for nations to "steal" through conquest. In days of old, when the English did occasionally storm Calais, nobles dreamed of wealth and power in conquered lands, while visions of booty danced in the heads of peasant soldiers. Victory in war meant new property. In a free market economy, war destroys immense wealth for victor and loser alike. Even if capital stock is restored, efficient production requires property rights and free decisions by market participants that are difficult or impossible to co-ordinate to the victor's advantage. The Iraqi war, despite Iraq's immense oil wealth, will not be a money-maker for the United States. Economic freedom is not a guarantee of peace. Other factors, like ideology or the perceived need for self-defence, can still result in violence. But, where economic freedom has taken hold, it has made war less likely. Research on the capitalist peace has profound implications in today's world. Emerging democracies, which have not stabilized the institutions of economic freedom, appear to be at least as warlike - perhaps more so - than emerging dictatorships. Yet, the United States and other western nations are putting immense resources into democratization even in nations that lack functioning free markets. This is in part based on the faulty premise of a "democratic peace." It may also in part be due to public perception. Everyone approves of democracy, but "capitalism" is often a dirty word. However, in recent decades, an increasing number of people have rediscovered the economic virtues of the "invisible hand" of free markets. We now have an additional benefit of economic freedom - international peace. The actual presence of peace in much of the world sets this era apart from others. The empirical basis for optimistic claims - about either democracy or capitalism - can be tested and refined. The way forward is to capitalize on the capitalist peace, to deepen its roots and extend it to more countries through expanding markets, development, and a common sense of international purpose. The risk today is that faulty analysis and anti-market activists may distract the developed nations from this historic opportunity.

Limiting growth is bad- it is socially and psychologically impossible and prevents finding solutions 

Aligica ‘3 (Paul, Fellow @ Mercatus Center at George Mason U. and Adjunct Fellow @ Hudson Institute, “The Great Transition and the Social Limits to Growth: Herman Kahn on Social Change and Global Economic Development”, April 21, http://www.hudson.org/index.cfm?fuseaction=publication_details&id=2827)

Indeed Kahn made what today is considered to be the standard case for growth: growth is moral, feasible and desirable. But more important he turned the table on the limits to growth agenda demonstrating the social, psychological and institutional limits to any attempt to arbitrarily limit growth. First of all Kahn pointed that the sheer social and demographic context is against the limits to growth approach. "The social limits to growth are simply not, for the time being, likely to be as restrictive as much current discussion suggests. At least 90 percent of the world's population rejects such arguments" (Kahn, 1979, 24). As these people become more affluent, their worldviews and values may change and their opposition to growth may increase. As the world gets richer, the marginal utility of increased wealth may diminish. However Kahn was convinced that even if much better arguments were advanced in favor of social limits to growth, most people would be willing to take chances. He was certain that once the Multifold Trend set into motion the Great Transition, things were difficult if not impossible to stop. Stopping things would mean if not to engage in an experiment to change the human nature, at least in an equally difficult experiment in altering powerful cultural forces: "We firmly believe that despite the arguments put forward by people who would like to 'stop the earth and get off,' it is simply impractical to do so. Propensity to change may not be inherent in human nature, but it is firmly embedded in most contemporary cultures. People have almost everywhere become curious, future oriented, and dissatisfied with their conditions. They want more material goods and covet higher status and greater control of nature. Despite much propaganda to the contrary, they believe in progress and future" (Kahn, 1976, 164). As regarding the critics of growth that stressed the issue of the gap between rich and poor countries and the issue of redistribution, Kahn noted that what most people everywhere want was visible, rapid improvement in their economic status and living standards, and not a closing of the gap (Kahn, 1976, 165). The people from poor countries have as a basic goal the transition from poor to middle class. The other implications of social change are secondary for them. Thus a crucial factor to be taken into account is that while the zero-growth advocates and their followers may be satisfied to stop at the present point, most others are not. Any serious attempt to frustrate these expectations or desires of that majority is likely to fail and/or create disastrous counter reactions. Kahn was convinced that "any concerted attempt to stop or even slow 'progress' appreciably (that is, to be satisfied with the moment) is catastrophe-prone". At the minimum, "it would probably require the creation of extraordinarily repressive governments or movements-and probably a repressive international system" (Kahn, 1976, 165; 1979, 140-153).  The pressures of overpopulation, national security challenges and poverty as well as the revolution of rising expectations could be solved only in a continuing growth environment. Kahn  rejected the idea that continuous growth would generate political repression and absolute poverty. On the contrary, it is the limits-to-growth position "which creates low morale, destroys assurance, undermines the legitimacy of governments everywhere, erodes personal and group commitment to constructive activities and encourages obstructiveness to reasonable policies and hopes". Hence this position "increases enormously the costs of creating the resources needed for expansion, makes more likely misleading debate and misformulation of the issues, and make less likely constructive and creative lives". Ultimately "it is precisely this position the one that increases the potential for the kinds of disasters which most at its advocates are trying to avoid" (Kahn, 1976, 210; 1984).

The technological revolution makes limiting growth impossible 

Aligica ‘3 (Paul, Fellow @ Mercatus Center at George Mason U. and Adjunct Fellow @ Hudson Institute, “The Great Transition and the Social Limits to Growth: Herman Kahn on Social Change and Global Economic Development”, April 21, http://www.hudson.org/index.cfm?fuseaction=publication_details&id=2827)

Kahn pointed to yet another deep structural factor working against the limits to growth movement: the technological revolution. For him civilization has made a "Faustian bargain": a historical commitment to science, technology and industry. Science and technology helped Western civilization remove poverty, illiteracy, hunger and short life spans for the majority of people and created for them instead relative affluence, longer life expectancy and a sense of increasing power. But once the technological revolution started stopping its course is almost impossible: "Mankind is involved in a process that probably cannot voluntarily and safely be stopped, or prematurely slowed down significantly, even if there are good arguments for doing so." He maintained that "on balance and with some exceptions (for example, nuclear proliferation), the arguments are heavily against deliberate policies to halt or slow down the basic long-term technological trend, even if it could be done with safety. Indeed, we would prefer to accelerate some aspects of this trend, while being prudent and generally watchful in order to prevent or reduce the impact of the baneful possibilities" (Kahn, 1976, 164). Therefore it is probably a waste of time to think ideologically about stopping progress (much less social change) and foolish to regret that much of the physical environment and many established institutions must change. 

Limits to growth arguments are immoral, unethical, and inherently flawed – the literature is written by a small, elite group whose position relies on the fact that they are higher class and not subjected to the problems of the developing world. 

Aligica ‘3 (Paul, Fellow @ Mercatus Center at George Mason U. and Adjunct Fellow @ Hudson Institute, “The Great Transition and the Social Limits to Growth: Herman Kahn on Social Change and Global Economic Development”, April 21, http://www.hudson.org/index.cfm?fuseaction=publication_details&id=2827)

At this junction of his debate with the limits to growth movement, Kahn had a choice between engaging into a protracted debate about the state of the system and analyzing the movement in itself as a social phenomenon in an effort to reveal its deeper social and cultural roots and to make it better understood. He chose the second. The most important contribution in this respect was that he identified and exposed the limits to growth ideology as a cultural contradictions phenomenon of advanced industrial societies. His assessment was blunt: "Arguments in the already developed countries that continued growth is harmful to the world are largely accepted only by relatively small esoteric and elite groups or reflect the narrow self-interests of the already rich countries, or of the already rich sectors of the developed countries" (Kahn, 1979, 495). If economic development were not feasible, it would be immoral as well as undesirable to argue in favor of it. Many critics of further economic development truly believe it to be unfeasible, but their moral and intellectual positions are weakened because their beliefs rest not only on loose reasoning and analysis but also reflect un-assumed interests and partiality. To explain this thesis he introduced the notion of "elective affinities". In his view, the limits to growth position was so shallow that in order to understand the sources of its strengths we need to resort to what have been called "elective affinities," the concept that "it is easy for people to accept assumptions, characterizations, or analyses that happened to entail conclusions that did not interfere with their self-interests or values and even easier if the acceptance tended to further these self-interests and values" (Kahn, 1979, 495). Kahn argued that much of the strength of the various limits-to-growth movements and of the self-perceived moral superiority is grounded in elective affinities and not in objective facts or analyses. In fact there is a high correlation of all of these concepts with membership in upper-middle class in the affluent capitalist nations generally, and with membership in the liberal New Class (as defined by Daniel Bell) in particular (Kahn, 1979, 496). Kahn noted that although most of the current no-growth advocates argue for a redistribution of resources as opposed to continued growth as a means of improving the current quality of life, many of these "reformers" do not mean what they say. Their position is defined by the fact that "they already have a high standard of living and do not see any real future gain for themselves if others improve their economic standards-although they may not recognize these as their true feelings" (Kahn, 1976, 166). These are upper middle class people who may express legitimate and illegitimate reasons of their opposition to growth but that sociologically are anchored in a specific social and economic environment without having a very clear view about how dependent and conditioned by it they are. But whatever the reasoning of the "haves" may be, the "have-nots" have a different social background and it is unlikely they could simply give up their ambitions to more affluence just because people that are already experiencing affluence want to. As a result they are likely to be hostile to those who try to stop them even if there is a good cause for doing so. Kahn was not only convinced that rapid worldwide economic development is feasible and desirable but also that indifference or hostility to such economic development is callous and immoral by any ethical standard. Anyway continued world economic development was so feasible that it could proceed even with the opposition of the middle class people from advanced capitalist nations. He had no doubt that it would take longer and involve greater costs, but the process was unstoppable.

The “limits to growth” movement is made up radical demagogues who blame their nation’s problems on everything but their own incompetence 

Aligica ‘3 (Paul, Fellow @ Mercatus Center at George Mason U. and Adjunct Fellow @ Hudson Institute, “The Great Transition and the Social Limits to Growth: Herman Kahn on Social Change and Global Economic Development”, April 21, http://www.hudson.org/index.cfm?fuseaction=publication_details&id=2827)

The problem with this movement was that it developed too rapidly. Without suggesting that the limits of the kind supported are necessarily undesirable in the long run, Kahn argued that the premature emergence of a movement supporting them is counterproductive. Thus the movement should be thought as a "cultural contradictions of economic growth", in tone with Daniel Bell's "cultural contradictions of capitalism". Above all, Kahn's main concern was that the limits-to-growth movement could became a problem in the developing world. For him the issue of those regions of the world that hadn't reached the threshold of affluence was critical. The limits to growth movement confuses the political elites in the developing countries, the students from the developing world enrolled at universities in developed nations, and the various progressive and liberal groups. These are precisely those social elements that should be the promoters of growth and development in those regions. Instead of focusing on concrete problems, solutions and polices that would improve immediately the quality of life of their people, these elites are induced to waste their time arguing whether economic progress is being an evil to be avoided, or a weakness that one lives with but controls (Kahn, 1979, 222). Moreover the movement "politicizes and distorts the real issues" playing in the hand of left or right wing demagogues who are "blaming their nations' problems on everything but their own incompetence". Kahn was convinced that the medium- and long-range prospects for successful economic development for all nations "are much brighter than commonly perceived", and that "the single most important way to improve the prospects further would be for this to become widely recognized". 

No environmentalist actually believes in the evil of growth, growth can recognize and eliminate its problems.

Scorse, 6 - Associate Professor Chair of the International Environmental Policy Program Monterey Institute of International Studies Institute (Jason, “Confusing capitalism with industrialization,” 8/2, http://www.grist.org/article/confusing-capitalism-withindustrialization/)//MZ
It is within capitalist and market-based societies that we have the greatest ability to change trajectories in production, bring new technologies on line, and respond to shifts in consumer demand. These are keys to a future where the environment is better protected. It is not guaranteed within capitalist societies, but the potential is always there if the political will exists to ensure that the negative environmental effects of industrialization are taken into account by producers so that incentives exist to shift towards cleaner technologies. I suggest that environmentalists refine their arguments. If they are opposed to industrialization then they need to be very precise about this, since with malls, television, and mass consumerism also comes electricity, heating, better diets, longer life span, and an overall much improved standard of living. It is one thing to oppose wanton environmental destruction, but another to oppose material progress altogether. In addition, if one is committed to ideas of freedom and liberty then one has to recognize that it is often difficult to separate the “bad” products of industrialization from the “good,” since last time I checked most environmentalists weren’t living with just the basics for survival.

Growth Good - Environment

2ac Growth Good - Environment

Growth is good; provides innovation and technology that solves the environment and disease – and low growth exacerbates environmental issue
Reich 2010 (Robert Bernard, August 17th served as the 22nd United States Secretary of Labor under President Bill Clinton, from 1993 to 1997. Reich is currently Chancellor's Professor of Public Policy at the Goldman School of Public Policy at the University of California, Berkeley, a former Harvard University professor and the former Maurice B. Hexter Professor of Social and Economic Policy at the Heller School for Social Policy and Management at Brandeis University, http://robertreich.org/post/968048444)
Economic growth is slowing in the United States. It’s also slowing in Japan, France, Britain, Italy, Spain, and Canada. It’s even slowing in China. And it’s likely to be slowing soon in Germany. If governments keep hacking away at their budgets while consumers almost everywhere are becoming more cautious about spending, global demand will shrink to the point where a worldwide dip is inevitable. You might ask yourself: So what? Why do we need more economic growth anyway? Aren’t we ruining the planet with all this growth — destroying forests, polluting oceans and rivers, and spewing carbon into the atmosphere at a rate that’s already causing climate chaos? Let’s just stop filling our homes with so much stuff. The answer is economic growth isn’t just about more stuff. Growth is different from consumerism. Growth is really about the capacity of a nation to produce everything that’s wanted and needed by its inhabitants. That includes better stewardship of the environment as well as improved public health and better schools. (The Gross Domestic Product is a crude way of gauging this but it’s a guide. Nations with high and growing GDPs have more overall capacity; those with low or slowing GDPs have less.)Poorer countries tend to be more polluted than richer ones because they don’t have the capacity both to keep their people fed and clothed and also to keep their land, air and water clean. Infant mortality is higher and life spans shorter because they don’t have enough to immunize against diseases, prevent them from spreading, and cure the sick.In their quest for resources rich nations (and corporations) have too often devastated poor ones – destroying their forests, eroding their land, and fouling their water. This is intolerable, but it isn’t an indictment of growth itself. Growth doesn’t depend on plunder. Rich nations have the capacity to extract resources responsibly. That they don’t is a measure of their irresponsibility and the weakness of international law. How a nation chooses to use its productive capacity – how it defines its needs and wants — is a different matter. As China becomes a richer nation it can devote more of its capacity to its environment and to its own consumers, for example. The United States has the largest capacity in the world. But relative to other rich nations it chooses to devote a larger proportion of that capacity to consumer goods, health care, and the military. And it uses comparatively less to support people who are unemployed or destitute, pay for non-carbon fuels, keep people healthy, and provide aid to the rest of the world. Slower growth will mean even more competition among these goals. Faster growth greases the way toward more equal opportunity and a wider distribution of gains. The wealthy more easily accept a smaller share of the gains because they can still come out ahead of where they were before. Simultaneously, the middle class more willingly pays taxes to support public improvements like a cleaner environment and stronger safety nets. It’s a virtuous cycle. We had one during the Great Prosperity the lasted from 1947 to the early 1970s. Slower growth has the reverse effect. Because economic gains are small, the wealthy fight harder to maintain their share. The middle class, already burdened by high unemployment and flat or dropping wages, fights ever more furiously against any additional burdens, including tax increases to support public improvements. The poor are left worse off than before. It’s a vicious cycle. We’ve been in one most of the last thirty years. No one should celebrate slow growth. If we’re entering into a period of even slower growth, the consequences could be worse.
XT Solves Environment – Efficiency

A strong economy is essential to the advancement of the human race, even though energy is being used more, it is also becoming more efficient.

Dyke ’11 – VP for communication with the Lignite Energy Council (Steven Van, “Strong economy good medicine”, The Bismarck Tribune, 8/7, http://bismarcktribune.com/news/columnists/strong-economy-good-medicine/article_dd87322a-bf7e-11e0-98b9-001cc4c03286.html)//MZ

Critics of coal-based electricity often attempt to link human health solely to the quality of the environment. While clean air and water are important, several other factors contribute to improved health, which in turn have led to longer life expectancy. The average life expectancy in the United States increased by 31 years from 1900 to 2010. In North Dakota, the average age of death in 2010 was 77.5 years, which is up from 71.6 years just 30 years ago. No doubt about it, Americans are living longer - and living better lives than ever before. With affluence afforded by living in the United States, Americans tend to spend more on health care, and medical care is better because of stronger medicines. We also eat a more nutritious diet and take precautions to decrease the likelihood of premature deaths from heart disease, cancer and strokes. Americans are also demanding more electricity than ever before, not only at home but also at work. Computers in office buildings and programmable robotics in manufacturing are examples of how America is putting electricity to work and making workers more productive. The importance of a strong economy to human health is an issue that cannot be disregarded. Researcher M. Harvey Brenner, Ph.D., has stated that employment and economic growth are the most important factors relating to length of life. Brenner, who is a senior professor of epidemiology at the Berlin University of Technology, and also a professor at the Johns Hopkins University School of Public Health, says that "full employment equals lower mortality rates." Low cost, reliable power from coal-based electric generating stations has closely tracked the growth in the U.S. economy. In the United States, coal-based power plants account for 45 percent of all the electricity generated on a yearly basis. In the Upper Midwest region, which includes Minnesota and North Dakota, the percentage of coal-based electricity is even higher - roughly two-thirds. Since the passage of the Clean Air Act in 1970, the amount of coal-based electricity generated in the United States has increased by 180 percent. When taking into consideration the coal-based electricity sector's emissions reductions, combined with increased output, there has been about an 83 percent reduction in criteria pollutants over the past 40 years. This reduction has been made through the investment in several technologies to reduce emissions, including electrostatic precipitators, scrubbers and baghouses. Coal-based electricity is more affordable than power generated from natural gas or oil. It is more reliable than some renewable sources, such as wind and solar. It also doesn't have the long-term waste storage issues associated with nuclear power. Currently, we have both a clean environment and an expanding energy supply to power our growing, fast-paced economy. However, through over-regulation, the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency can markedly change the economic situation by increasing the price of electricity and decreasing its reliability to the detriment of homeowners and businesses alike. Americans can help this economy continue to grow and produce jobs by keeping coal-based electricity a part of tomorrow's energy mix.

XT Solves Environment – Clean Tech

Economic freedom and growth ensure clean energy technology and reduction in pollution
Montgomery and Bate 5 – W. David Montgomery, Vice President of Charles River Associates, Ph.D. in Economics from Harvard, principal lead author on the Second Assessment Report of the IPCC, and Roger Bate, Founder and Director of the Environmental Unit at the Institute of Economic Affairs, (February 2005, “A (MOSTLY) PAINLESS PATH FORWARD: REDUCING GREENHOUSE GASES THROUGH ECONOMIC FREEDOM,” in CLIMATE CHANGE POLICY AND ECONOMIC GROWTH: A WAY FORWARD TO ENSURE BOTH, online: http://www.iccfglobal.org/pdf/MasterDocPolicyBook2.pd)
Improving economic freedom is necessary if we are to ensure the proper functioning of traditional aid programs that support investment in cleaner energy technologies. Otherwise, these projects are fighting a losing battle against an inhospitable economic and regulatory environment. As they have in the past, they will remain white elephants that exist for as long as they are paid for by donor countries.
Raising the level of economic freedom will be sufficient for most desirable outcomes, as the clear association between economic freedom and energy efficiency suggests. However, to achieve this, countries must establish the proper institutions that will promote the inflow of FDI and diffusion of new technology. Until that happens, developed countries can provide the necessary financial support on the condition of demonstrated market reform.

Growth results in green tech that saves the environment from collapse

Anderson, 2004- the executive director of the Property and Environment Research Center, a John and Jean de Nault senior fellow at Stanford University's Hoover Institution, and adjunct professor at the Stanford Graduate School of Business. (Terry Lee, “Why Economic Growth is Good for the Environment”, April 19, http://www.perc.org/articles/article446.php)

 

In the March 2004 issue of Scientific American, National Aeronautics and Space Administration global-warming expert James Hansen notes that greenhouse gas emissions and global-warming projections are "consistently pessimistic." Hansen suggests that projections do not take into account the lower carbon dioxide and methane emissions that have resulted from technological advancements. He explains that the lower carbon dioxide emissions result from increased energy efficiency following the energy crisis in the 1970s and the lower methane emissions, from technological changes in agriculture. Hansen's essay concludes on an optimistic note, saying "the main elements [new technologies] required to halt climate change have come into being with remarkable rapidity." This statement would not have surprised economist Julian Simon. He saw the "ultimate resource" to be the human mind and believed it to be best motivated by market forces. Because of a combination of market forces and technological innovations, we are not running out of natural resources. As a resource becomes more scarce, prices increase, thus encouraging development of cheaper alternatives and technological innovations. Just as fossil fuel replaced scarce whale oil, its use will be reduced by new technology and alternative fuel sources. Market forces also cause economic growth, which in turn leads to environmental improvements. Put simply, poor people are willing to sacrifice clean water and air, healthy forests, and wildlife habitat for economic growth. But as their incomes rise above subsistence, "economic growth helps to undo the damage done in earlier years," says economist Bruce Yandle. "If economic growth is good for the environment, policies that stimulate growth ought to be good for the environment." The link between greenhouse gas emissions and economic prosperity is no different. Using data from the United States, Professor Robert McCormick finds that "higher GDP reduces total net [greenhouse gas] emissions." He goes a step further by performing the complex task of estimating net U.S. carbon emissions. This requires subtracting carbon sequestration (long-term storage of carbon in soil and water) from carbon emissions. Think of it this way: When you build a house, the wood in it stores carbon. In a poor country that wood would have been burned to cook supper or to provide heat, thus releasing carbon into the atmosphere. McCormick shows that economic growth in the United States has increased carbon sequestration in many ways, including improved methods of storing waste, increased forest coverage, and greater agricultural productivity that reduces the acreage of cultivated land. Because rich economies sequester more carbon than poor ones, stored carbon must be subtracted from emissions to determine an economy's net addition to greenhouse gas emissions. McCormick's data show that "rich countries take more carbon out of the air than poorer ones" and that "the growth rate of net carbon emission per person will soon be negative in the United States." Put differently—richer may well be cooler. Global-warming policy analysts agree that greenhouse gas regulations such as those proposed at Kyoto would have negative impacts on the economy. Therefore, as McCormick warns, we should take great care that regulations in the name of global warming "not kill the goose that lays the golden eggs."

Economic growth solves environmental decline – current tech can solve

Piontkivska 2k (Iryna, Master of Arts in Economics. “Is Economic Growth a Cause or Cure for the Environmental Degradation: Testing Environmental Kuznet’s Curve Hypothesis.” Kiev-Mohyla Academy. http://kse.org.ua/uploads /file/library/2000/Piontkivska.pdf) 

The results reported here imply that first, the effect of economic growth on the environment is subject to environmental Kuznets curve, which suggests that rising per capita income can be accompanied by improvements in air quality; second, improvements in environmental management play an important role in this outcome. Environmental quality is conditional upon such non-income factors as environmental awareness and public initiative, environmental regulation effectiveness. However, non-income determinants of environmental quality do not destroy the pure income effect. Thus, individual demand for environmental quality may rise with income. And this increase may be stronger than demand for other goods and services, the production and consumption of which generate pollution. Since environmental quality is a public good, the effective demand for it requires strong environmental institutions. It was found that more effective environmental regulation contributes to pollution reduction. Other things being equal, better environmental regulation tends to decrease sulfur dioxide emissions in transition countries. This gives rise for rather useful implication for Ukraine. Recent evidence suggests that the year 2000 could be the first year of positive economic growth in the history of independent Ukraine. So, by implementing proper environmental policy Ukraine has a potential to lower environmental price of economic growth. Finally, it is worth citing Grossman and Krueger (1995) who stress that "low- income countries of today have a unique opportunity ...to avoid some mistakes of earlier growth experiences. With the increased environmental awareness of environmental hazards and the development in recent years of new technologies that are cleaner than ever before, we might hope to see the low-income countries turn their attention to preservation of the environment at earlier stages of development than has previously been the case" (p.372). However, to address environmental problems effectively strong institutions should be developed so that policies that are justified on economic grounds can complement those for environmental protection. The key role for environmental institutions is to provide incentives rather than direct regulations to protect environment. In transition countries the use of economic incentives, enhanced penetration of new technologies, increased public awareness and understanding of environmental problems and its consequences as well as promotion of energy efficiency are important pollution prevention measures that could deliver the desirable outcomes in terms economic growth and natural environment.

Economic growth creates new green tech, and international trade spreads this tech over the globe

Stagl, 1999- Head of the Vienna University of Economics and Business Administration (Sigrid, “DELINKING ECONOMIC GROWTH FROM ENVIRONMENTAL DEGRADATION? A LITERATURE SURVEY ON THE ENVIRONMENTAL KUZNETS CURVE HYPOTHESIS”, August, http://www.wu.ac.at/inst/vw1/gee/papers/gee!wp06.pdf)

Improved technology not only signifies increased productivity in the manufacture of old products but also the development of new products. With regards to the environment this distinction is important, as new solutions may lead to even higher improvements in material and energy efficiency. On the other hand, unknown new problems can emerge this way (e.g., use of new toxins).

With international trade, technological innovation is even more important than in a closed market economy. Developed countries must continually innovate, not just to grow but even to maintain their real incomes. For developing countries transfer of technology, in addition to its direct benefits, brings the indirect benefit of improved terms of trade (Krugman 1990). Diffusion of technology prevents economic late-comers from requiring the same levels of materials and energy inputs per unit of GDP than older industrialized countries have needed in the past. International trade enhances diffusion of technology. Some authors suggested that this might allow developing countries to "dive through" the EKC. With regard to the technique effect there are many examples of more efficient resource use, substitutions between resources, and containment of wastes. The most dramatic are the reduction of SO2 in Japan, West Germany and France by the installment of flue-gas desulphurization equipment (Germany), a switch to nuclear power (France), and a combination of the two (Japan). Both alternatives however have secondary environmental effects (quarrying and transport of large quantities of limestone for flue-gas desulphurization, waste disposal, radioactive emissions, and risk of accidents for nuclear power) (Ekins 1997). Thus, when appraising benefits from advances in technology these secondary effects should always be incorporated into an environmental assessment.

XT Solves Environment – Studies/Empirics

Economic growth solves environmental decline 

Grossman and Krueger ’94 (Gene and Alan, National Bureau of Economic Research. “Economic Growth and the Environment. February 1994). 
We have examined the reduced-form relationship between national GOP and various indicators of local environmental conditions using panel data from the Global Environmental Monitoring System. Our indicator variables relate to urban air pollution and contamination in river basins.
While admittedly these measures cover relatively few dimensions of environmental quality, our study is the most comprehensive possible given the limited availability of comparable data from different countries.

Contrary to the alarmist cries of some environmental groups, we find no evidence that economic growth does unavoidable harm to the natural habitat. Instead we find that while increases in GDP may be associated with worsening environmental conditions in very poor countries, air and water quality appears to benefit from economic growth once some critical level of income has been reached. The turning points in these inverted U-shaped relationships vary for the different pollutants, but in almost every case they occur at an income of less than $8,000 (1985 dollars). For a country with an income of $10,000, the hypothesis that further growth will be associated with deterioration of environmental conditions can be rejected at the 5 percent level of significance for many of our pollution measures. Several points need to be emphasized concerning the interpretation of our findings.
First, even for those dimensions of environmental quality where growth seems to have been associated with improving conditions, there is no reason to believe that the process has been an automatic one. In principle, environmental quality might improve automatically when countries develop if they substitute cleaner technologies for dirtier ones, or if there is a very pronounced effect on pollution of the typical patterns of structural transformation. Our methodology does not allow us to reject these hypotheses, or even to investigate the means by which income changes influence environmental outcomes. However, a review of the available evidence on instances of pollution abatement (see, e.g., OECD, 1991) suggests that the strongest link between income and pollution in fact is via an induced policy response; as nations or regions experience greater prosperity, their citizens demand that more attention be paid to the non-economic aspects of their living conditions. The richer countries, which tend to have relatively cleaner urban air and relatively cleaner river basins also have relatively more stringent environmental standards and stricter enforcement of their environmental laws than the middle income and poorer countries, many of which still have pressing environmental problems to address. Second, it is possible that downward sloping and inverted U-shaped patterns mlght arise because, as countries develop, they cease to produce certain pollution-intensive goods, and begin instead to import these products from other countries with less restrictive environmental protection Jaws. 

Growth good, helps environment- Environmental Kuznets Curve proves

Lee et al, 2005- Lee and Koo are the heads of the Division of Economics and International Trade at Kangwon National University. Chung is the head of the Environment and Sustainable Development Division of the UNESCAP. (Hyun-hoon, Rae Kwon Chung, Chung Mo Koo, “On the Relationship between Economic Growth and Environmental Sustainability”, March 26, http://www.unescap.org/esd/environment/mced/documents/materials/EG_ES.pdf)

 

The relationship between economic growth and the environment is controversial. Traditional economic theory posits a trade-off between economic growth and environmental quality. Since the early 1990s, however, the rapidly expanding empirical and theoretical literature on the Environmental Kuznets Curve (EKC) has suggested that the relationship between economic growth and the environment could be positive and hence growth is a prerequisite for environmental improvement. The EKC depicts the empirical pattern that at relatively low levels of income per capita, pollution level (and intensity) initially increases with rising income, but then reaches a maximum and falls thereafter. For example, the air in London, Tokyo and New York was far more polluted in the 1960s than it is today. The same pattern has held in other major cities in many advanced countries. Thus, the EKC shows that the relationship between economic growth and pollution is an inverse U shape. Grossman and Krueger (1991, 1994) and the World Bank (1992) are the pioneering studies which brought the EKC to public attention. Grossman and Krueger’s (1991) study explored the relationship between economic growth and pollution measures for air quality, and their (1994) study focused on water quality. Since its discovery, much statistical evidence on the EKC has accumulated for many other pollution measures. There have also been many attempts to derive the EKC theoretically. The dominant theoretical explanation is that when GDP increases, the greater scale of production leads directly to more pollution, but, at a higher level of income per capita, the demand for health and environmental quality rises with income which can translate into environmental regulation, in which case there tend to be favorable shifts in the composition of output and in the techniques of production.
Economic growth key to help environment; income and GDP studies prove

Stagl, 1999- Head of the Vienna University of Economics and Business Administration (Sigrid, “DELINKING ECONOMIC GROWTH FROM ENVIRONMENTAL DEGRADATION? A LITERATURE SURVEY ON THE ENVIRONMENTAL KUZNETS CURVE HYPOTHESIS”, August, http://www.wu.ac.at/inst/vw1/gee/papers/gee!wp06.pdf)

Displacement instead of abatement of pollution is an alternative explanation, or at least another aspect which put the view of the increasing demand for environmental quality as a consequence of increased income. Saint-Paul (1994) suggests that poor countries are likely to be net exporters and rich countries to be net importers of pollution-intensive goods. Also Stern et al. (1996) have suggested that the observed inverted U-curves may be the result of changes in international specialization: poor countries may attract ‘dirty’ and material intensive production while richer countries specialize in ‘clean’ and material extensive production, without altering consumption patterns. If this is the case, environmental effects are being displaced from one country to another, rather than reduced. Stern et al. (1996) pointed out that “the assumption that changes in trade relationships associated with development have no effect on environmental quality” severely restricts the explanatory power of the conclusions drawn from EKC analyses. In fact, import substitution related reductions in environmental pressure should not be counted as an environmental gain. This is why de Bruyn and Opschoor (1997) chose consumption instead of production as an indicator of throughput. Not only did Hettige et al (1992) find that toxic intensity decreased with openness of the economy, but also that the growth rate of the toxic intensity of manufacturing increased in the poorest countries. While toxic intensity had grown most quickly in high-income countries during the 1960s, this pattern was sharply reversed “[d]uring the 1970s and 1980s, after the advent of stricter OECD environmental regulation, ... toxic intensity in LDC manufacturing grew most quickly” (Hettige et al. 1992:479). This is consistent with the displacement hypothesis. Also Low and Yeats (1992) agree with the displacement hypothesis at a moderate degree. Also Hettige et al. (1997) found that Asian LDCs displaced OECD economies as the world’s largest generator of industrial water pollution. However, it should be mentioned here that most empirical studies on displacement factors (e.g., Tobey 1990) have found rather limited evidence of displacement due to environmental regulation, at least at the moderate levels of current regulations. These findings need not be inconsistent, if polluting industries are at the same time characterized by factors more relevant for displacement (e.g., labor intensity, tax sensitivity). Thus, it could be that ‘dirty’ companies do not leave high-income countries because of the stricter environmental regulations, but they still do migrate to lower-income countries which happen to have lower environmental standards. Hettige et al. (1997) showed that pollution and labor intensities decline continuously with respect to output, and at almost exactly the same rate, as income increases. “Thus, sectoral pollution/labor ratios remain approximately constant during the development process” (p.3).

In conclusion, the composition effect and the displacement effect seem not to be independent. And insofar as the composition effect is due to displacement, later developing countries will not be able to benefit from it, for lack of other countries to which environmentally intensive activities can be displaced (Ekins 1997).

Economic growth helps the environment, empirics prove

Stagl, 1999- Head of the Vienna University of Economics and Business Administration (Sigrid, “DELINKING ECONOMIC GROWTH FROM ENVIRONMENTAL DEGRADATION? A LITERATURE SURVEY ON THE ENVIRONMENTAL KUZNETS CURVE HYPOTHESIS”, August, http://www.wu.ac.at/inst/vw1/gee/papers/gee!wp06.pdf)

The empirical analyses are based on data for various sources. Mostly data used in the empirical tests are drawn from cross-sections of countries at particular points of time and increasingly pooled data. Most prominently GEMS water and air pollution data from UNEP have been used. Other sources include the United Nations Statistical Yearbook, the World Resources Institute, FAO Production Yearbook, WHO’s Health For All Global Indicator’s database, IEA, EPA for U.S. data, different sources for micro- data etc. Economic data (GDP per capita and trade) come mostly from the Penn World Table (Summers and Heston 1993) or the World Bank.

Grossman/Krueger (1995) regress the level of ambient concentrations of urban air and water pollution on a cubic in GDP, lagged values of the polynomial, a time trend, population density, and indicators for the nature of the surrounding area. The find that ”while increases in GDP may be associated with worsening environmental conditions in very poor countries, air and water quality appears to benefit from economic growth once some critical level of income has been reached.” In the empirical analysis they used data from 42 countries between 1979 and 1990 such a relationships for SO2, suspended particulate matter, the oxygen regime in river basins (dissolved oxygen, BOD, COD), heavy metals in water (cadmium, arsenic, mercury, nickel), and fecal contamination of rivers.

A microeconomic example can illustrate how the EKC relationship may work. Kahn (1998) investigated whether household’s annual transport emissions increase with income or not. While richer households may create more vehicle emissions because they own more vehicles and drive more, poorer household may pollute because they use high polluting vintages and maintain them less well. He finds evidence for an inverted U-shaped emission/income relation.

In the World Bank Development Report (1992) strong delinking of SOx, lead and particulates for all OECD countries since 1970, and for NOx was reported. Also case studies for individual countries, like for the Netherlands revealed reductions in some emissions (CFC’s –46 percent, NH3 –16 percent, SO2 – 20 percent) (RIVM 1993). Shafik (1994) finds that forest cover loss exhibits a weak inverted U-shaped relationship with income; Cropper and Griffiths (1994) identify such a pattern for Africa and Latin America, but not for Asia. Shafik and Bandyopadhyay (1992) observe an inverted U-shaped relationship between total and annual deforestation and national income for a sample of 77 countries between 1961 and 1986. With regards to material and energy intensities several studies reveal decreasing tendencies in a range of OECD countries, especially since 1970 (e.g., Chesshire 1986 for energy and Tilton 1990 for materials). Using cross-sectional US county data Wang et al. (1998) find that a EKC relationship holds using assessed risk to toxic hazardous waste exposure. And Hilton and Levinson (1998) identify an EKC for automotive lead pollution. They note, however, that lead emissions and lead content declined, even holding income constant. This suggests that some important technological changes took place. Carson et al. (1997) noted that the initial level of air toxic emissions matters which may be due to the fact that it is less expensive on a per-capita unit-of-pollution basis to clean up dirty plants than clean ones.

XT Turn – Low Growth Bad

Turn – Bad economies hurt the environment.

Carmichael ’09 – Journalist (Ben, “A Bad Economy Makes For A Bad Environment”, Huffington Post, 4/14, http://www.huffingtonpost.com/ben-carmichael/a-bad-economy-makes-for-a_b_186309.html)//MZ

As the markets have gone down, long-held assumptions have been thrown up into the air. Economic theories, and not just the value of our homes and our retirement accounts, are coming undone. In some cases, that may just be a good thing. Consider the argument that climate change solutions, no matter what you may think about the science, are simply too costly. This has long been a stock argument of the political right. Indeed, it was one of the publicly stated reasons President George W. Bush chose not to ratify the Kyoto Protocol. The logic is fairly simple. Because greenhouse gas emissions are so deeply embedded in our purchases and productivity, people have argued that a strong climate response will require a weakening of our economy. It's been presented as a choice: you can have either a stable climate, or you can have economic growth. Now choose. It is true that carbon is deeply embedded in our processes of production and consumption. For this reason, steps towards de-carbonizing any of the G-20 countries will be expensive. And yet, the declining economy has proven two things about the argument that one must choose between either a robust economy or a vital ecology: it is both politically persistent and demonstrably false. This is not a good sign, for our environment or our politicians. Consider the carbon market in the UK. As shares across global economy have plummeted, so too has the price of carbon. Last summer, it cost around €31 for CO2 on the EU carbon market. That price recently fell to nearly €8. Today, it's at €11. Why is that? Carbon markets are effective only in markets where demand is stable or rising. If demand for energy falls, as it has recently, the number of carbon credits far exceed demand. As a result, the price of carbon falls and energy companies are provided with the short-term incentive to burn dirty fossil fuels. The result is a reduction in investment in clean technology and a rise in pollution. As Julian Glover wrote recently for The Guardian, "A collapsing carbon market makes mega-pollution cheap." If you rely on market-based solutions to climate change, a declining economy will mean declining emission standards. Strong demand should yield gradual emission reductions in a carbon market, but even then it's no substitute for strong government policy. Consider the current state of political action on climate policy in the U.S. Despite Preisdent Obama's proposed national cap-and-trade program, as well as his intent to provide leadership at the upcoming climate negotiations in Copenhagen, most signs indicate that action will come later than originally thought, if at all. It seems unlikely that a national cap-and-trade program will be passed this year in the US. Cap-and-trade remains a divisive issue, and one which upsets natural party alliances. In this case, it's still not clear how the cap-and-trade lobby will overcome political opposition that has, historically, been strong, and that has only strengthened with the economic downturn. Rep. James Sensenbrenner (R-Wis.) the ranking member on the Select Committee on Energy Independence and Global Warming, goes so far as to call the bill the "American Comprehensive Economic Suicide Act." Consider also the rate of investment in renewable energy technology. In recent years, companies that either produce or install products like wind, solar and geothermal units have been growing at a breakneck pace. An article in the NY Times last August quoted Bridgette Oliver of ClimateMaster, the US's largest manufacturer of ground-source heat pump equipment. "Between 2005 and 2007, our revenue increased by 200 percent," she said. "Our employees increased by 176 percent." 

 
Growth Good – Value to Life

2ac Growth Good – V2L

A world without growth or capitalism kills value to life

Butters, 2007- Ph.D., President – Nebraska Council on Economic Education, Assistant Professor of Economics – University of Nebraska at Lincoln (Roger B., “Teaching the Benefits of Capitalism”, http://www.hillsdale.edu/images/userImages/afolsom/Page_6281/Butters.pdf)

When Thomas Hobbes made his now famous statement that the life of man was solitary, poor, nasty, brutish, and short he could not have been more correct. Indeed, the same pronouncement at any time in the previous 7,000 years of human history would have been accurate. Hobbes lived in a world of abject, grinding poverty, limited human rights, and stagnant societies. It is true that there had been several bright spots for the human race but these were generally short‐lived and quickly forgotten. And even the bright spots really only served to shine light on the wretched state of the majority of mankind. Hobbes could reflect on Classical Greece or the rise of Egypt or even reflect on the rise of Rome or the more recent voyages of the Spanish and Portuguese. He may or may not have known about the rise of the Chinese Empire and the great voyages of discovery that occurred from Asia to Africa and even the Americas. But he clearly understood that although small groups or classes of individuals had been able to escape poverty, the majority of mankind throughout history could only hope for a life of toil, sickness, privation and death.

Hobbes’s statement, although an accurate reflection of the past and present, was ill timed. As he spoke dramatic changes in the fabric of human existence were taking place. In the fourteenth century the Black Death left Europe with abundant amounts of capital and land and very few laborers to use it. With more resources per person, real wages and standards of living began to rise. As the real wage of labor rose, the traditional Lord‐Serf relationship was broken. Serfs began to acquire and improve property instead of simply farming it as tenants. As incomes and property ownership rose among the masses they began to demand improved property law and enforcement mechanisms. Along with rising wealth, cities began to grow and commerce began to flourish. With the advent of increased commerce and the entrepreneurial class, societies increasingly shifted to money-based transactions and away from traditional barter which made increased specialization in production possible. A little more than a hundred years after Hobbes, Adam Smith found himself sitting in Scotland amazed at the changes he was observing around him and throughout England. Put simply, people were getting rich and it was not just the connected or social elites that were getting rich, the commoner was becoming wealthy too.

XT Growth Good – V2L

Capitalism ensures value to life, for it best evolves with human rights

Butters, 2007- Ph.D., President – Nebraska Council on Economic Education, Assistant Professor of Economics – University of Nebraska at Lincoln (Roger B., “Teaching the Benefits of Capitalism”, http://www.hillsdale.edu/images/userImages/afolsom/Page_6281/Butters.pdf)

Slavery, abuse, murder, and any other crime against a person is ultimately a violation of the right they have to security in themselves and their property. It is unsurprising that capitalist societies tend to be free societies where men and women of various races all enjoy a similar franchise. Capitalism ennobles the human spirit by protecting the individual from competitive violence and coercive force. It provides the structure for people to pursue their best interests. The concept of human rights has evolved in tandem with the concept of property rights. Being able to understand the ownership of a thing is straightforward due to the tangible nature of property. Once a society can develop the rights to something tangible it can progress to developing rights for intangibles. The intangible rights of life, liberty and the pursuit of happiness are the natural outgrowth of understanding the universal right to security in one’s possessions, person and thoughts. Indeed, property rights are the only human rights because if we can arbitrarily deprive an individual of her possessions we can deprive her of everything else. It is interesting to note that intellectual property rights are not recognized in nations were private property is insecure. Tangible property must be secure before people can understand the need to secure intangible property.

Collapse of capitalism results in poverty, ecological disasters, and eventually extinction

Butters, 2007- Ph.D., President – Nebraska Council on Economic Education, Assistant Professor of Economics – University of Nebraska at Lincoln (Roger B., “Teaching the Benefits of Capitalism”, http://www.hillsdale.edu/images/userImages/afolsom/Page_6281/Butters.pdf)

For a more practical comparison consider why private bathrooms are clean, and public ones are not. Better yet, why are Maine Lobsters plentiful and orange roughy aren’t? – Property rights. Why are cows thriving and tigers vanishing? Property rights. For cows people have a direct incentive to preserve, protect and improve. For tigers the only incentive is to use the resource before someone else does. Why are elephants and other endangered species on the rebound in some African countries? Property rights. By letting villages own the animals they have an incentive to preserve, protect and improve, and as a result the animals are thriving. Rather than calling poachers when a rhinoceros decimates your corn field, you care for the animal, make sure it has several young and then auction the right to shoot it to a wealthy game hunter. The animals are preserved, the population is maintained, the village receives increased wealth and a private individual has a unique experience. By defining the property right we have gone from extinction and poverty to trade and wealth and at the end of the day there are more, not fewer rhinoceroses. The tragedy of the commons is one of the most valuable and pervasive examples of what happens when property rights are poorly defined and unenforced. What is the benefit of capitalism? It provides us with property rights that create the incentives to preserve, protect and improve. It is not surprising that the greatest ecological disasters have all occurred in societies without strong social institutions that protect property.

Growth Good – Agriculture 

2ac Growth Good - Agriculture

Transportation infrastructure and economic growth solves famine 

The Independent 05 [“The Solution to Famine in Africa is Organic Farming Not GMOs,” Posted 6/27/05, pg. http://www.organicconsumers.org /ge/ famine062705.cfm]

He maintains that genetically modified organisms (GMOs) remove control from local farmers. He speaks for a growing number who believe that Africa should return to natural, sustainable methods of agriculture better suited to its people and environment.

Can one man hope to stand against governments and the huge multinationals? Visiting London, Berhan appears to be a frail - if nattily dressed - sexagenarian. But our conversation reveals his determination, intelligence and encyclopedic memory, combining to create an indomitable force.

Asked why bad harvests seem to have a greater impact on Ethiopia than its neighbours, he has a simple yet stark response. "It's largely because of the lack of infrastructure," he says. "The road system in Ethiopia has doubled in the past 10 years, but is still very poor.

"Ethiopia is still an agrarian society, and there isn't one such country that hasn't had famines," he adds. "The reasons are clear: some years you have plenty and others not enough. If you don't have the technological and financial capacity and the infrastructure to store in good years, you can't make provision for the bad. People here depend entirely on the crops they produce in their fields, so when one season fails, the result is famine." Born in 1940, Berhan graduated in 1963 from Addis Ababa University and took a doctorate at the University of Wales in 1969. Later posts as dean of science at Addis Ababa, keeper of the National Herbarium and director of the Ethiopian Conservation Strategy Secretariat kept him in touch with the agricultural needs of Ethiopia's people.

