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Notes
Amending NSP undermines cred – looks like flip flop – plan is doubling back on this

Args about why structurally cant be amended

How NASA would react to reinterp of NSP

Should is desirability nto certainty – doesn’t imply thigns have to be done

-
that’s why the perm arg has to be phrased very specifically

figure out how NSP works and how it’s drafted

Permutation
Permute – do the cp
“Resolved” doesn’t lock the aff into “certainty”:

Merriam Webster ‘9 (http://www.merriam-webster.com/dictionary/resolved)

# Main Entry: 1re·solve # Pronunciation: \ri-ˈzälv, -ˈzȯlv also -ˈzäv or -ˈzȯv\ # Function: verb # Inflected Form(s): resolved; re·solv·ing 1 : to become separated into component parts; also : to become reduced by dissolving or analysis 2 : to form a resolution : determine 3 : consult, deliberate 

Neither does “should”

Encarta World English Dictionary 2005 

(http://encarta.msn.com/encnet/features/dictionary/DictionaryResults.aspx?refid=1861735294)

 expressing conditions or consequences: used to express the conditionality of an occurrence and suggest it is not a given, or to indicate the consequence of something that might happen ( used in conditional clauses ) 
And it doesn’t sever immediacy

Online Plain Text English Dictionary ‘9 (http://www.onelook.com/?other=web1913&w=Resolve)

Resolve: “To form a purpose; to make a decision; especially, to determine after reflection; as, to resolve on a better course of life.” 
Can’t Solve – Time Frame 
Can’t solve – massive delays 

Space politics, 10
(“What will the new national space policy look like?,” 6/25/10, http://www.spacepolitics.com/2010/06/25/what-will-the-new-national-space-policy-look-like/)
With all the debate about the future of NASA, it’s easy to overlook the fact that the administration has also been busy crafting its overall national space policy, taking into account commercial, civil, and national security issues. That process has been ongoing for months and appears to be nearing completion. As SpacePolicyOnline.com reports, Secretary of the Air Force Michael Donley said Thursday that the policy will be released in the near future, giving responses ranging from “this summer” to “in the next couple of weeks”. That timeframe is not unexpected: at the National Space Symposium in Colorado in April, one official said that he expected the policy to come out this summer.
Can’t Solve – Implementation 

Implementing the CP fails – delays and confusion 
Foust, 11 – the editor and publisher of The Space Review
(Jeff, “The national space policy, one year later,” 6/27/11, the Space Review, http://www.thespacereview.com/article/1873/1)
The space community often treats the release of new policies as major milestones, the end of a long process largely conducted behind closed doors. A prime example was the release of the Obama Administration’s national space policy, one year ago this week. Immediately after its release, industry, media, and other observers closely examined both the language and tone of the policy, looking for what had changed and what had remained the same, congratulating the administration for its insights or lamenting the policy’s oversights (see “A change in tone in national space policy”, The Space Review, July 6, 2010). However, the release of a policy, while the end of one, largely private process, is more importantly the beginning of a much more public process: its implementation. Like the reports of countless blue-ribbon committees over the years that provided recommendations on the future of the nation’s space efforts, only to collect dust on bookshelves, policy documents run the risk of being little more than words on paper unless those words are backed by government actions. A year after the release of its overarching national space policy, what has the administration done to carry out this policy? A report card on implementing the policy A panel of experts from inside and outside government debated that question at a forum in Washington earlier this month held by the Secure World Foundation. Their assessment, not surprisingly, is that the administration’s implementation of the policy is very much a work in progress, with clear efforts underway in some areas but lacking in others. Marquez said the efforts of the administration, in concert with industry and foreign governments, to “fight off” LightSquared were an “A-plus moment for the implementation of the president’s space policy”. “Implementing the policy is far more difficult” than writing it, said Peter Marquez, who in his previous position as director of space policy for the National Security Council led the development of the national space policy. A new policy often comes in conflict with existing programs, a situation he analogized with a person who says he’ll start a diet tomorrow, only to have that plan run afoul of a business lunch or other exigency. “The president knows that full well when he signs on to the document: that that is my desire, but that sometimes desires don’t match up with reality.”
CP leads to confusion and inadequate funding – triggers the netbenefit and can’t solve 
Foust, 11 – the editor and publisher of The Space Review

(Jeff, “The national space policy, one year later,” 6/27/11, the Space Review, http://www.thespacereview.com/article/1873/1)
In other areas of the policy, though, the administration has made little progress to date. The government “has not done a very good job at the SSA [space situational awareness] portions and orbital debris directives that are in the national space policy,” Marquez said. While SSA is critical to safe and responsible space operations—one of the central tenets of the overall policy—it’s not adequately funded, he said. Export control reform is another area that has seen little progress, given disagreements between the White House and Congress. “I don’t really know if there’s going to be any move forward on export control,” he said. “I think we’re doing a good job with implementing the policy,” Marquez said. “I think we’re doing the right things and it’s moving in the right direction.” Marquez also noted some mixed messages about another aspect of the policy, involving “mission assurance” of space capabilities. While key military officials have expressed their support for this, he said, they may not be interpreting that concept the same way as originally intended. “When the term ‘mission assurance’ was put into the policy, my intent was not to mean assuring the satellite’s function,” he said. “That was the last thing in my mind. What was really meant there was to assure the satellite’s reason for being.” In other words, if that space-based system failed, there was some backup system, be it in space or on the ground, to carry out that role. “So far we’ve been wrapped around the axle of how to gold-plate a satellite so that it functions in all conditions, and that was the wrong approach.” While NASA policy, specifically its human spaceflight plans, predated the overall national space policy by several months, Marquez addressed its implementation as well. “The NASA rollout was about as bad as it possibly gets,” he said of the decision to unveil those plans as part of the agency’s budget request in February 2010. “It’s still very vague as to what the actual direction is,” he said, an issue which he says is not the fault of NASA but instead the White House. “I just don’t think the White House gave appropriate leadership for an agency that was crying for it.”

No Net Benefit
NSP has no influence on international or domestic perceptions—there’s no impact to the CP

Foust, 11 – the editor and publisher of The Space Review

(Jeff, “The national space policy, one year later,” 6/27/11, the Space Review, http://www.thespacereview.com/article/1873/1)
“Everything that happened in this last year, and everything that’s going to happen in the next year, is completely independent of that national space policy,” said Palowitch. His rationale is that it takes years to plan and carry out major space programs, and thus a new policy has little effect on programs already in some phase of development and operations. “Changes do not happen rapidly in space.” Government activities in the last year, from the surge in national security satellite launches to the impending retirement of the Space Shuttle, had their roots in decisions made long before the policy’s release, he noted, while commercial activities are largely independent of national space policy and are based on economic rationales. Even discussion about the EU Code, he argued, had their basis outside of the policy. “Everything that happened in this last year, and everything that’s going to happen in the next year, is completely independent of that national space policy,” said Palowitch. “Changes do not happen rapidly in space.” Palowitch also offered a corollary to his argument about the independence of actions from the national space policy: “our actions, our reactions, and our inaction has been the actual policy that we have shown for the past year and will do for the next year.” That’s particularly true regarding international perceptions of US policy, he said. “What we did action-wise over the year was 1,000 times more important than what we actually wrote down on a piece of paper.”

Every administration since the 70s has issued its goals for space policy without change—the netbenefit is empirically denied 
Grego and Wright 10 (Laura and David, “Obama's Space Policy: What Will It Mean For International Cooperation?”

http://www.ucsusa.org/nuclear_weapons_and_global_security/space_weapons/policy_issues/obama-national-space-policy.html)

The Obama administration is expected to release its National Space Policy sometime in the next few weeks. Since the mid-1970s, each administration has issued this public summary of its main principles and goals for using space. Historically they have been very general, with few, if any, specific prescriptions for programs. The Obama document will supersede the Bush administration’s policy, which was issued in 2006.
When the Obama administration releases the 2010 policy, attention is likely to focus on its implications for changes at NASA and the future of the piloted spacecraft program, an issue that has generated some controversy over the past six months. More important at an international level, however, will be indications of how the Obama administration intends to approach space security issues. If the administration’s public statements are any indication, the new policy likely will represent a return to a more international approach to space; a more balanced view of civil, commercial and military uses of space; and a greater openness to arms control and cooperative solutions to international space security issues.
