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There are a bunch of holes in this aff that make it really easy to beat, even if you’ve never hit it before. For the first advantage, there’s tons of evidence that solar flares are really overhyped, etc., and if you just pound impact defense, you should be good there. The second advantage is pretty weak: just explain how there really hasn’t been any considerable effects as a result of low oxygen levels, and that the timeframe of their impacts would be crazy long. The third advantage doesn’t make any sense: they say that politicization of science is bad, but they politicize the DSCOVR program, so they get no access to it anyway. Also, just give the generic advantage straight turn that’s in the frontline: The case debate should be pretty easy.
When it comes to off-case arguments, there are a few good options. International Actor CP + Politics is definitely the ideal 2NR strat. There are 0 U.S. key warrants in the 1AC: In addition, their evidence talks about how both France and Ukraine have been contemplating launching this program. Since neither of those CPs link to Politics, it’s a net benefit. Either one of those 2 CPs + Politics solves the whole aff. Also, the Politics DA should preferably have a spending link: it would be a good way to access a blue dog internal since their inherency evidence talks about funding for the plan was cut because the funding was unpopular with conservatives.

The T violation of Development=/=Increase is pretty good, and should probably be read in the 1NC most of the time. It could be a good 2NR strat, but probably not the most ideal.
You could also run a Spending DA: it could go pretty well with the International Actor CPs as well.
The Earth-Monitoring Satellites CP is also an option: However, it links to the Spending + Politics DAs. Definitely don’t go for a combination of those things in the 2NR. 
There’s also an Advantage CP for Warming: However, it is probably not necessary, since the warming advantage is easily beatable anyway.
In my opinion, here are the best 2NR strats in order from 1 to 5, 1 being the best, then 2, etc.:
1. France CP + Politics DA

2. Ukraine CP + Politics DA

3. France CP + Spending DA
4. Ukraine CP + Spending DA

5. T – Development=/= Increase
Solar Flares F/L (1/5)
Solar Flares overhyped- empirically proven
Ian O’Neill, 6/21/08, founder and editor of Astroengine, “2012: No Killer Solar Flare”, http://www.universetoday.com/14645/2012-no-killer-solar-flare/
“Killer” solar flares have been observed on other stars. In 2006, NASA’s Swift observatory saw the largest stellar flare ever observed 135 light-years away. Estimated to have unleashed an energy of 50 million trillion atomic bombs, the II Pegasi flare will have wiped out most life on Earth if our Sun fired X-rays from a flare of that energy at us. However, our Sun is not II Pegasi. II Pegasi is a violent red giant star with a binary partner in a very close orbit. It is believed the gravitational interaction with its binary partner and the fact II Pegasi is a red giant is the root cause behind this energetic flare event. Doomsayers point to the Sun as a possible Earth-killer source, but the fact remains that our Sun is a very stable star. It does not have a binary partner (like II Pegasi), it has a predictable cycle (of approximately 11 years) and there is no evidence that our Sun contributed to any mass extinction event in the past via a huge Earth-directed flare. Very large solar flares have been observed (such as the 1859 Carrington white light flare)… but we are still here. In an added twist, solar physicists are surprised by the lack of solar activity at the start of this 24th solar cycle, leading to some scientists to speculate we might be on the verge of another Maunder minimum and “Little Ice Age”. This is in stark contrast to NASA solar physicist’s 2006 prediction that this cycle will be a “doozy”. This leads me to conclude that we still have a long way to go when predicting solar flare events. Although space weather prediction is improving, it will be a few years yet until we can read the Sun accurately enough to say with any certainty just how active a solar cycle is going to be. So, regardless of prophecy, prediction or myth, there is no physical way to say that the Earth will be hit by any flare, let alone a big one in 2012. Even if a big flare did hit us, it will not be an extinction event. Yes, satellites may be damaged, causing secondary problems such as a GPS loss (which might disrupt air traffic control for example) or national power grids may be overwhelmed by auroral electrojets, but nothing more extreme than that.
Solar Flares F/L (2/5)
Every report about the impact of solar flares has proven to be overstated
Bill Hudson, no date, astronomer at Fremont Peak Observatory, “Solar Flares”, http://www.2012hoax.org/solar-flares
Here are the facts: There are solar flares all of the time. The number of flares (and sunspots) varies over time in an approximate eleven-year cycle. The Sun was due to reach a maximum (called ’solar max’) in its 11 year cycle in 2011 or 2012. However, more recent observations have pushed this date off to sometime in 2013. New Scientist Article There is an article published on the New Scientist website, based on a report by NASA and the National Academy of Science in which a hypothetical massive solar storm causes a long-term disruption in the electrical power grid. While the report itself seems solid, the scenario portrayed in the article unfortunately uses the year 2012, adding fuel to the 2012 fire. Carrington Event The strongest solar storm on record is called the “Carrington Event” (after Richard Carrington who viewed and reported on the solar flare of September 1st). It occurred in late August and early September of 1859. From August 28th through September 4th, aurorae of unusual brilliance were observed throughout North and South America, Europe, Asia, and Australia, and were seen as far south as Hawaii, the Caribbean, and Central America in the Northern Hemisphere and in the Southern Hemisphere as far north as Santiago, Chile. A Carrington Event today Should such an event occur today, there would be massive disruption in electrical grids, possibly long term. What is needed is to beef up our early warning system, and to stockpile spares of critical components. However, the report paints a worst-case scenario where no warning is given, and the electrical grid operators do not have time to take precautions. The "South Atlantic Anomaly" Over the South Atlantic and parts of South America there is a 'weak spot' in the magnetic field[1]. This caused by the orientation of the earth's magnetic field. The magnetic poles are offset a bit from the axis of rotation, and this brings the Van Allen Belts a bit closer over this region. This creates an area where charged particles can penetrate deeper into the magnetosphere than they can in other areas. This anomaly was discovered at the dawn of the space age. Shortly after the first satellites flew, it was noticed that they encountered problems with the satellites over this area consistently. The "Giant Breach" in the magnetosphere NASA's five THEMIS (Time History of Events and Macroscale Interactions during Substorms) satellites were launched to investigate the near-earth space weather, the interaction between the earth's magnetic field and the charged particles streaming in from the Sun. On June 3, 2007 the five spacecraft flew through a breach in the magnetosphere just as it opened[2]. There were some important and 'game changing' discoveries made, including the fact that the polarity of the solar wind was aligned with the earth's. Conventional wisdom up to that point was that this should reinforce the magnetosphere, but instead it created a breach. Scientific investigations are still proceeding. It is important to recognize that this 'giant breach' was a transient event. There is no "giant hole" in the magnetosphere as a result of this event. NCAR Prediction in June 2006 In 2006, the National Center for Atmospheric Research issued a press release[4] indicating that the next solar cycle would be stronger than normal, as much as 30 to 50% stronger than the 2001 solar max. So far, we have a lousy record of predicting the intensity of solar maximum, and this report was no exception. It was based on a 'conveyer belt model' of the sun, and based its predictions on observations of sunspots in the previous cycle. NASA 
prediction in May 2009 However, the sun is behaving oddly, and nearly three years after the NCAR report, in May 2009, NASA released a new report[3] that says that "Solar Cycle 24 will peak, they say, in May 2013 with a below-average number of sunspots." Even if the original prediction was still valid, we still have this question: What relevance is it to us? The authors of the NCAR paper said that cycle 24 may be stronger than usual, and perhaps as strong as the 1956 solar max. Did we all die in 1956, or 1859 for that matter? No Killer Solar Flare Specifically, there is no prediction of a massive life-killing solar flare in 2012. Even more specifically, there is no evidence that our sun can produce a ‘Knowing’ type solar flare anytime soon. We know what stars like our sun are capable of by looking at other sun-like stars. If these stars were churning out massive CMEs like the movie ‘Knowing’ depicted, then we would see that in other stars… and we don’t. Bad Science We question the terminology used by the proponents of a strong solar flare in 2012. The sun is unpredictable, and it can send a massive coronal mass ejection in our direction at any point in time, regardless of the sunspot cycle. Specifically we question the clear implication that the sun is going to send a stronger solar flare at solar max than it would at the solar minimum. The "maximum" is the maximum amount of sunspots and other magnetic solar activity. It does not mean that the sun only sends out solar flares during solar max. In fact, the biggest geomagnetic storm ever recorded happened during a solar minimum. In addition, as Tony Darnell points out in this video the "Halloween Storms" of 2003 occurred 3 years after solar max. Likewise, the sun is perfectly capable of not generating a lot of solar flares or CMEs, even during solar max. Activity tends to be more frequent during solar max, but not necessarily stronger. Here is a nice graphic from the New York Times describing the SDO satellite. This is a good thing, it is always important to improve our knowledge of potential hazards. This does not mean that NASA is "worried about massive solar flares in 2012". Some people try to imply that wherever NASA puts missions it is 'worried' or 'concerned' about some threat. We see this frequently from various sources. As mentioned by Ian O'Neill in the comments, the annual threat from solar events is miniscule, and the worst that can generally happen is a disruption in power or communications. Conclusion In Conclusion, we have shown that predictions of a stronger than normal solar cycle are massively overstated.
Solar Flares F/L (3/5)

DSCOVR is unnecessary- We can detect solar flares without using DSCOVR
Steve Connor, 6/13/11, science editor for “The Independent”, “’Conrolled’ power cuts likely as Sun storm threatens national grid”, http://wattsupwiththat.com/2011/06/13/power-grid-worries-flaring-over-solar-flares/
This is quite alarming, but as Dr. Leif Svalgaard explained in his email tip to me, “…in this case, probably justified”. Here’s the story from the Independent: Officials in Britain and the United States are preparing to make controlled power cuts to their national electricity supplies in response to a warning of a possible powerful solar storm hitting the Earth. In an interview with The Independent, Thomas Bogdan, director of the US Space Weather Prediction Centre, said that controlled power “outages” will protect the National Electricity Grids against damage which could take months or even years to repair should a large solar storm collide with the Earth without any precautions being taken. … The aim of the joint US-UK collaboration is to improve solar weather forecasting to a point where it is possible to warn power companies of an imminent storm. There is a feeling that if a “category 5″ solar storm – the biggest of the five categories – were to be predicted, then taking the grid off-line before it is due to hit Earth and letting the storm pass would be better than trying to keep things running, he said.

Even NASA is admitting that they over-exaggerated their predictions about solar flares
Michael Cooney, 2/17/11, contributor for Layer 8, “NASA tamps down massive solar flare impact hype”, http://www.networkworld.com/community/blog/nasa-tamps-down-massive-solar-flare-impact-hy
While some of the coverage of the massive Valentine's Day solar flare made it sound like the world was coming to an end, or darn close to it. NASA's website this afternoon played another likely more realistic tune: "The particle cloud produced by the Valentine's Day event appears to be rather weak and is not expected to produce any strong effects at Earth other than perhaps some beautiful aurora in the high northern and southern latitudes on Feb. 17."
Solar Flares F/L (4/5)

Solar Flares have been overhyped by scientists, the media
Ian O’Neill, 1/11/10, founder and editor of AstroEngine, “Warning: Over-Hyped Title Alert: But It’s A Frackin’ SUPERNOVA!”, http://www.astroengine.com/2010/01/but-its-a-frackin-supernova/
I’m not kidding, last week was a huge mess of a supernova doomsday circus. It was like whispering “there’s a bomb under your chair” to the person next to you in a crowded theater and then watching the resulting flood of people slam into the fire escape. It was internet chaos. And there was no stopping it. I am of course talking about the first, great doomsday scare of 2010: T Pyxidis. Luckily for me, the first headline I saw was in the UK’s Telegraph that read “Earth ‘to be wiped out’ by supernova explosion.” Uh oh, that title sounds rather definite. Immediately, the bullshit sensor in my brain was tripped so I stopped flicking through the embarrassing excuse for a UK newspaper and had a read. According to the article, some star (that I can’t pronounce) was “set to self-destruct” (as a big hairy supernova), a little over 3,000 light years away. Global chaos will therefore ensue. The ozone layer will be stripped away… and the Earth will be “wiped out.” (I still can’t work out how the Earth will be “wiped out.”) I’m only picking on the Telegraph.co.uk as my skepticism knives were already sharpened after a series of idiotic woo-fueled articles (here, here and here) the website has played host to in recent months, but they weren’t the only news outlet to go batshit crazy with the “WE’RE ALL GONNA DIE” angle. But who was really to blame for this mess? After all, the media was just the messenger, they must have gotten their lead from somewhere. Ah yes, the scientists… what did those guys really say? You can find out how I got to the bottom of the science behind the hype in my Discovery News article “Will Earth ‘Be Wiped Out’ by a Supernova?” but cutting to the chase, it turns out that the scientists may have been a little hasty in their attempt to make international headlines. As my mate Phil Plait mentions in his excellent write up (about my write up) of the T Pyxidis debacle on Bad Astronomy, this isn’t just a simple case of media hype, a lot of the blame should lay with Edward Sion et al. from Villanova University in Philadelphia. Sure, some of the numbers didn’t add up (mistakes happen), but issuing a press release with a huge wad of inaccurate doom wrapped inside is pretty irresponsible. Have a read for yourself: An interesting, if a bit scary, speculative sidelight is that if a Type Ia supernova explosion occurs within [that distance] of Earth, then the gamma radiation emitted by the supernova would fry the Earth, dumping as much gamma radiation (~100,000 erg/square centimeter) into our planet [sic], which is equivalent to the gamma ray input of 1000 solar flares simultaneously. –Excerpt from the Villanova press release, “THE LONG OVERDUE RECURRENT NOVA T PYXIDIS: SOON TO BE A TYPE Ia SUPERNOVA?” “…fry the Earth”? Come on, that’s not even an accurate scientific term about what would happen if we were hit by a surge of gamma-rays. What’s wrong with saying “…the Earth would be at the receiving end of a Death Ray”? If you’re going to do the job of the tabloid press, hyping up your own research before the tabloid press has even read the release, you may as well be accurate. And speaking of accuracy, my colleague Ray Villard was at the AAS and confirmed that Sion’s numbers were out by a factor of 10. “A supernova would have to be 10 times closer [to Earth] to do the damage described,” Ray said. Although I was tough on the Telegraph in my Discovery News article (let’s face it, with an inaccurate and inflammatory title like that, they had it coming), in this case I think the main issue lies with Sion and co. Why over-hype your research to get attention, when the research was interesting enough without declaring doomsday? By me even writing about the subject again, I think I just answered my own question.

Solar Flares F/L (5/5)

There are many alternative causes to radiation leaks, such as fires-their Capiello ’11 card concedes this
Peninsula Clarion, 1/5/01, daily newspaper of Alaska’s Kenai Peninsula, “Fire causes small radiation leak at North Pole test lab”, http://peninsulaclarion.com/stories/010501/ala_010501ala0130001.shtml
Authorities secured an area around the Mappa Inc. laboratory here after an early morning fire caused a small radiation leak and destroyed an estimated $500,000 in equipment. Radiation levels inside the building Thursday were measured at 430 micro-roentgens per hour. Normal background levels were said to be between 10- and 17 micro-roentgens. Officials said they didn't consider the radiation to be a threat to anyone, but planned to be cautious. ''If you were to stand there at the edge of the building, you would have to stand there for at least 10 hours, more toward 100 hours, to get an exposure equivalent to a chest X-ray,'' said Brad Hahn, an emergency response program director with the state Department of Environmental Conservation. A security guard was hired, nonetheless, to prevent public access, Hahn said. ''Right now, we don't know much, so we're playing it safe,'' Hahn told the Fairbanks Daily News-Miner. Co-owner Chris Mack said about $60,000 of renovations had been completed over the past month. ''It's unbelievable,'' Mack said while walking around the burned out shell of the roughly 30-by-100 building. Only some walls and a skeletal roof remained of the father-and-son business. The state was waiting for help from the National Response Center to decide what needs to be done for cleanup. Technicians with the state Department of Health and Social Services and the federal Nuclear Regulatory Commission were to examine the scene Friday. The radiation was believed to have come from some soil density meters with radioactive cores. The fire caused the outer shell of at least one of the meters to melt, allowing the radiation to leak, officials said. The company uses the meters to test cement and asphalt strength. Firefighters with the North Star Volunteer Fire Department arrived at about 5:15 a.m. to find the building engulfed by flames. Crews concentrated on keeping the fire from spreading to a 1,000-gallon fuel tank and a 100-gallon propane tank at the back of the building, Deputy Fire Chief Jerry Hanson said. No one was in the building at the time of the blaze. The cause of the fire is not yet known, but Hanson believes it started in the center of the building.

Their Hecht ’11 evidence concedes that although solar flares are empirically bad, they don't cause extinction, collapse of the economy, or severe resource scarcity. They already happened in 1859, 1921, 1989, and as recent as 2003.
Oxygen F/L (1/2)
Their Brand ’07 evidence is completely unspecific to DSCOVR: It only talks about how microbes could possibly detect bacterial genes and doesn’t talk about any possibility of replicating them: means they have to access to their impacts even if they are true
There are very few areas of critically low oxygen levels- the creatures there can survive them anyway
James A. Childress and Brad A. Seibel, 3/24/98, Department of Ecology, Evolution, and Marine Biology and Marine Science Institute, University of California, “Life At Stable Low Oxygen Levels: Adaptations Of Animals To Oceanic Oxygen Minimum Layers”, http://jeb.biologists.org/content/201/8/1223.full.pdf
Zones of minimum oxygen level are found at intermediate depths in most of the world’s oceans and, although the oxygen partial pressures of these ‘oxygen minimum layers’ in some regions are only a fraction of a kilopascal, populations of pelagic metazoans exist there (Schmidt, 1925; Sewell and Fage, 1948; Banse, 1964). These oxygen minimum layers (OMLs) are pelagic habitats with stable conditions of continuously low oxygen level and low temperature at intermediate depths (400–1000m depth) over vast areas. Where the OMLs intersect continental margins, stable low- oxygen conditions are also found in the benthic habitat. The oceanic oxygen minima differ from other hypoxic aquatic habitats in that very low oxygen levels are stable over long periods and large areas, while other aquatichypoxic habitatsare typically short-lived, transient stages in the progression to anoxia where the region of hypoxia is quite small. One result of this is that OML inhabitants have dramatic adaptations for aerobic metabolism which often exceed those found in animals from other hypoxic habitats. 

Lower Oxygen levels have little or no effect on creatures
James A. Childress and Brad A. Seibel, 3/24/98, Department of Ecology, Evolution, and Marine Biology and Marine Science Institute, University of California, “Life At Stable Low Oxygen Levels: Adaptations Of Animals To Oceanic Oxygen Minimum Layers”, http://jeb.biologists.org/content/201/8/1223.full.pdf
Perhaps the most striking observation is that, over a very wide range of oxygen contents and partial pressures (down to approximately 0.20mll−1or 0.63kPa), there is apparently no effect of the low oxygen levels on the biomasses of midwater organisms and relatively little effect even on the distributions of major taxa and of many particular species (Banse, 1964). This is especially noteworthy because these oxygen contents are far below those normally considered hypoxic in shallower habitats (4–13kPa) and are beyond the aerobic abilities of most shallower-living species. However, there is evidence that, even at these oxygen partial pressures, which do not reduce the animal biomass, particular species may be excluded while others may be limited to low-oxygen conditions (Pickford, 1946; Gibbs and Hurwitz, 1967; Roper, 1969; Brinton, 1979).
There are alternative causes to raising oxygen levels, such as planting trees
Anne-Marie Helmenstine, 4/26/11, PhD in environmental chemistry, “How Much Oxygen Does One Tree Produce?”, http://chemistry.about.com/od/environmentalchemistry/f/oxygen-produced-by-trees.htm
The atmosphere of the Earth has a different composition from that of other planets in part due to the biochemical reactions of Earth's organisms. Trees and plankton play a big role in this. You've probably heard that trees produce oxygen, but have you ever wondered how much oxygen that is? You'll hear a range of numbers and ways of presenting them because the amount of oxygen produced by a tree depends on the species of tree, its age, its health, and also on the tree's surroundings. According to the Arbor Day Foundation, "a mature leafy tree produces as much oxygen in a season as 10 people inhale in a year." Here are some other quoted figures regarding the amount of oxygen produced by a tree: "A single mature tree can absorb carbon dioxide at a rate of 48 lbs./year and release enough oxygen back into the atmosphere to support 2 human beings." - McAliney, Mike. Arguments for Land Conservation: Documentation and Information Sources for Land Resources Protection, Trust for Public Land, Sacramento, CA, December, 1993 "One acre of trees annually consumes the amount of carbon dioxide equivalent to that produced by driving an average car for 26,000 miles. That same acre of trees also produces enough oxygen for 18 people to breathe for a year." - New York Times " A 100-ft tree, 18" diameter at its base, produces 6,000 pounds of oxygen." - Northwest Territories Forest Management "On average, one tree produces nearly 260 pounds of oxygen each year. Two mature trees can provide enough oxygen for a family of four." - Environment Canada, Canada's national environmental agency "Mean net annual oxygen production (after accounting for decomposition) per hectare of trees (100% tree canopy) offsets oxygen consumption of 19 people per year (eight people per acre of tree cover), but ranges from nine people per hectare of canopy cover (four people/ac cover) in Minneapolis, Minnesota, to 28 people/ha cover (12 people/ac cover) in Calgary, Alberta." - U.S. Forest Service and International Society of Arboriculture joint publication

Oxygen F/L (2/2)
Plants will revitalize oxygen levels
B.C. Wolverton, 2009, former NASA research scientist, “Secrets of Longevity”, http://www.secrets-of-longevity-in-humans.com/oxygen-producing-plants.html
Green oxygen producing plants are abundant in nature, especially in forests, jungles and coastal regions by the ocean (seaweeds, algae and marine phytoplankton make up the overwhelming majority of the worlds oxygen producing plants). If you've ever spent time in or near these settings, you'll know how refreshing and revitalizing they are! Oxygen and the air it is contained in, could be considered the most crucial nutrient to the human body because life can only last mere minutes without it. Every cell in the body uses oxygen for fuel (as well as glucose). Brain function quickly drops when it is not supplied with adequate oxygen. If it falls too low to quickly, a stroke can occur. Cancers and many pathogenic diseases are destroyed by oxygen, which is why hyperbaric oxygen chambers are used as such powerful life saving tools. These chambers can also reverse all the side effects of a stroke if a person who has just suffered from one is placed into one within an hour or so. The ratio of oxygen to other molecules in the Earth's atmosphere has been dropping over several decades. The majority of this problem is due to air pollution increasing and less to the fact that the forests and jungles of the world are being reduced by clear cutting (which should still be stopped). Areas of higher pollution, such as cities, have a lower percentage of oxygen in the air. I hope that these oxygen facts help illustrate the importance of bringing both oxygen producing plants as well as air cleaning plants into your home for life-span development. This NASA Clean Air Study found that oxygen producing plants can be used to both produce oxygen as well as remove common harmful chemicals from the air and break them down into harmless organic byproducts into the soil, which the plants then use as food! These chemicals that are harmful to human health are off-gassed from common household items and products. Some of these items and the chemicals they release are found in synthetic carpets (releases formaldehyde), petroleum products (release benzene), toys, chemical cleaners, paint, furniture with synthetic components and everything else that is synthetic! All air cleaning plants will of course always produce oxygen, but here are some of the top ones that happen to have a high conversion rate of carbon dioxide (the waste product humans and animals exhale and that plants inhale) to oxygen. The major benefit of adding oxygen producing plants to your living and work space is an increase of productivity due to the maintenance of healthy oxygen levels in the blood.
Warming F/L (1/4)
Their evidence indicates that politicization of science is bad and kills science and cancer research, but they politicize the DSCOVR program by advocating it to Congress: turns their entire warming advantage
Global Warming good: it could enhance agricultural production
Thomas Gale Moore, Winter 1995, Senior Fellow at the Hoover Institute, “Global Warming: A Boon to Humans and Other Animals”, http://www.stanford.edu/~moore/Boon_To_Man.html
A warmer climate would produce the greatest gain in temperatures at northern latitudes and much less change near the equator. Not only would this foster a longer growing season and open up new territory for farming but it would mitigate harsh weather. The contrast between the extreme cold near the poles and the warm moist atmosphere on the equator drives storms and much of the earth's climate. This difference propels air flows; if the disparity is reduced, the strength of winds driven by equatorial highs and Arctic lows will be diminished. Warmer nighttime temperatures, particularly in the spring and fall, create longer growing seasons, which should enhance agricultural productivity. Moreover, the enrichment of the atmosphere with CO2 will fertilize plants and make for more vigorous growth. Agricultural economists studying the relationship of higher temperatures and additional CO2 to crop yields in Canada, Australia, Japan, northern Russia, Finland, and Iceland found not only that a warmer climate would push up yields, but also that the added boost from enriched CO2 would enhance output by 17 percent.[11] Researchers have attributed a burgeoning of forests in Europe to the increased CO2 and the fertilizing effect of nitrogen oxides.[12] Professor of Climatology Robert Pease writes that we may now be living in an "icehouse" world and that a warming of about two degrees Celsius, which is what his model indicates, may actually make the earth more habitable. The higher temperatures combined with more carbon dioxide will favor plant and crop growth and could well provide more food for our burgeoning global populations. Geologic history reveals that warmer global temperatures produce more, not less, precipitation, a fact reflected by a recent scientific investigation that shows the Greenland ice-cap to be thickening, not melting. So much for the catastrophic prediction that our coastlines will be flooded by a rise in sea level from polar meltwaters.[13] The United States Department of Agriculture in a cautious report reviewed the likely influence of global warming on crop production and world food prices. The study, which assumed that farmers fail to make any adjustment to mitigate the effects of warmer, wetter, or drier weather -- such as substituting new varieties or alternative crops, increasing or decreasing irrigation -- concludes that: The overall effect on the world and domestic economies would be small as reduced production in some areas would be balanced by gains in others, according to an economic model of the effects of climate change on world agricultural markets. The model ... estimates a slight increase in world output and a decline in commodity prices under moderate climate change conditions.[14] [Emphasis added.]
Global Warming is beneficial and a natural effect
Sophie Borland, 9/14/07, writer for The Telegraph, “Global Warming is ‘good and not our fault’”, http://www.telegraph.co.uk/news/uknews/1563054/Global-warming-is-good-and-is-not-our-fault.html
Global warming is an entirely natural phenomenon and its effects can even be beneficial, according to two leading researchers. Recent climate change is not caused by man-made pollution, but is instead part of a 1,500-year cycle of warming and cooling that has happened for the last million years, say the authors of a controversial study. Dennis Avery, an environmental economist, and Professor Fred Singer, a physicist, have looked at the work of more than 500 scientists and concluded that it is very doubtful that man-made global warming exists. They also say that temperature increase is actually a good thing as in the past sudden cool periods have killed twice as many people as warm spells. Mr Avery, a senior research fellow at the Hudson Institute, an independent US think-tank, said: "Not all of these researchers who doubt man-made climate change would describe themselves as global warming sceptics but the evidence in their studies is there for all to see. At stake is nothing less than the survival of human civilisation 19 Nov 2006 Al Gore faces inconvenient truth about his own energy use 28 Feb 2007 "Two thousand years of published human histories say that the warm periods were good for people. "It was the harsh, unstable Dark Ages and the Little Ice Age that brought bigger storms, untimely frost, widespread famine, plagues and disease." In contrast, they say there is evidence that wildlife is flourishing in the current warming cycle with corals, trees, birds, mammals and butterflies adapting well. In addition, sea-levels are not rising dramatically and storms and droughts have actually been less severe and frequent. The authors claim that the change is not man-made because the most recent period of global warming took place between 1850 and 1940 when there were far less CO2 emissions than today.

Warming F/L (2/4)
Global Warming helps the economy: turns their econ impact
Gavin Aronsen, 2/17/11, Mother Jones fact checker, “Montana Rep: Global Warming Good for the Economy”, http://motherjones.com/blue-marble/2011/02/montana-rep-global-warming-good-economy
This week, global warming is getting some love from Montana State Rep. Joe Read, a Republican, who has introduced legislation claiming that "global warming is beneficial to the welfare and business climate" of his state. Yes, that's the same state where Glacier National Park is currently melting. Scientists predict that the park's glaciers could disappear by 2030 or even sooner. Read, who believes that global warming is natural and not caused by humans, did not immediately return a call requesting comment. He did, however, speak with Think Progress's Brad Johnson and expressed par-for-the-course GOP skepticism about the science behind climate change: The science is driven by grant money. It’s all on the side for writing studies that global warming is happening. There’s nothing on the side that says I wish to write a paper that global warming is not an issue. Money has been flowing into the grant purse. He also told Johnson that he's opposed to "pushing the agenda of global warming," which is "about directing levies and fees for carbon credits so the federal government gets an income source" and "potentially could destroy the economy of Montana and the United States." State Rep. Mike Phillips, a Democrat and vice chairman of the Fish, Wildlife and Parks committee, told Mother Jones that "the whole notion that we will somehow benefit from climate change is absolutely ludicrous and this bill is a waste of the Legislature's time."
Politicization of science is inevitable when the government is funding science programs: means they don’t have access to their warming advantage since they provide funding for DSCOVR
William Happer, 2003, physicist who has specialised in the study of optics and spectroscopy.[1] He is the Cyrus Fogg Brackett Professor of Physics at Princeton University, “Harmful Politicization of Science”, http://media.hoover.org/sites/default/files/documents/0817939326_27.pdf
Politicization is inevitable when governments provide funding for science. The public expects to get something back from the science they support——for example, better health, national secu- rity, jobs. This normal politicization does no harm and may even be good for science and society. But politicization taken to the extreme can be very harmful. In extreme politicization, govern- ments or powerful advocacy groups use science and scientists who share or beneﬁt from the politicization to drive science out of technical decisions and to promote a nonscientiﬁc agenda.
Global Warming is non-existent: the effects have been overblown

Henry J. Reske and Ashley Martella, 1/22/11, writers for NewsMax, “Author Larry Bell: Greed Fuels Global Warming Hoax”, http://www.newsmax.com/InsideCover/larry-bell-global-warming/2011/01/22/id/383607
Truth is exposing the charade of global warming’s scare tactics, professor and author Larry Bell tells Newsmax.TV. Bell, whose new book labels the warming argument a hoax based partly on greed, credits the reality check to a couple of factors, including a good dose of common sense. “One is people are looking out the window and noticing that the weather always changes and has been changing and getting cooler actually for the last 10 or 12 years,” Bell said during an exclusive interview. Another was the release in 2009 of thousands of hacked e-mails and other documents from the University of East Anglia’s Climatic Research Unit, “that basically revealed what most people a lot of scientists had known for a long time — that there were a lot of shenanigans going on, to put it in their words,” said Bell, an architecture professor at the University of Houston. Global-warming skeptics seized on the material from the university in Norwich, England, as evidence of collusion that advocates of the warming story manipulated data to advance their agenda. In a bit of whimsy, with a touch of sarcasm, Bell devoted his book, “Climate of Corruption: Politics and Power Behind the Global Warming Hoax,” to global warming champion Al Gore. “Dedicated to Al Gore, whose invention of the Internet made this book possible and whose invention of facts made it necessary,” the dedication page proclaims. Bell sees no grand conspiracy behind the global warming hoax but instead a collection of common interests shared by those who would benefit from misinformation, such as those who oppose fossil fuels and offshore drilling. “A number of common interests,” he said, “not the least of which is that this is an enormous multibillion-dollar climate industry that goes away if there’s no one frightened.” Ideology is pushing global warming with constant rounds of stories about weather extremes, such as the recent holiday blizzard that struck the Northeast, he said. “You know the weather’s always changing, and you can’t take one season, one event,” Bell said. “First of all, you have to look at it globally . . . You can’t really generalize from that, but the big driver in climate appears to be in the short-term stage the ocean changes which occur on fairly regular cycles and changes in solar activity. And from those predictions, it looks like we are in for a pretty cold few decades at least that’s the indication.”
Warming F/L (3/4)

Global Warming is a hoax
Gregory Fegel, 11/30/09, science writer for pravada.ru, “’Climategate’ Exposes the Global Warming Hoax”, http://english.pravda.ru/science/earth/30-11-2009/110832-climategate-0/
The Internet has been abuzz throughout the past week with the news of what everyone is calling ‘Climategate’ -- a major scandal involving leaked emails and data from the Climatic Research Unit (CRU) at the University of East Anglia (UEA). Located in the town of Norwich in the United Kingdom, the Climatic Research Unit is a primary center for the ‘science’ that supports the theory of Global Warming. The CRU provides ‘scientific’ advice and guidance to the United Nation’s Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change (IPCC). On November 17th an anonymous whistleblower downloaded email and data files from computers at the Climatic Research Unit and, using a Internet server based in Russia, posted them on a ‘Global Warming skeptic’ website called The Air Vent. Soon thereafter the files were forwarded to numerous other ‘skeptic’ websites and news outlets. The leaked files include more than 1,000 emails and about 3,000 documents, and they provide abundant evidence of falsification of data among the scientists at the forefront of promoting the theory of Global Warming. The leaked emails consist of correspondence between many of the top researchers in the field of climate science and Global Warming, including CRU’s Director Phillip Jones and his assistant, Keith Briffa; Michael Mann at Pennsylvania State; Malcolm Hughes at the University of Arizona; Kevin Trenberth at the National Center for Atmospheric Research; James Hansen at NASA’s Goddard Institute of Space Studies; and James Holdren, US President Barack Obama’s new ‘Science Czar’. The authenticity of the leaked emails and documents has been verified by Phillip Jones of CRU, Kevin Trenberth, and others. The emails and documents reveal that the scientists at the CRU and their colleagues in the USA not only falsified their data to ‘prove’ Global Warming, they also collaborated to prevent qualified scientists who disagreed with the theory of Global Warming from publishing or participating in the ‘peer reviews’ process. The belief in Global Warming among scientists is not a consensus; it is a dictatorship. The whistleblower who downloaded and posted the CRU files worked under the username ‘FOIA’, a reference to the Freedom of Information Act (FOIA) in the United States. The CRU has repeatedly refused FOIA requests for release of the data on which their computer models and onclusions about Global Warming are based. Obstruction of the release of information under the FOIA is a crime in both the UK and the USA, nd the guilty scientists can be punished with fines or jail time. In the UK, former Chancellor Lord Lawson has called for an ndependent public inquiry into the facts of the CRU’s falsification of data to support the theory of Global Warming. In the USA, Republican Senator James Inhofe of Oklahoma announced that he will launch an investigation into the Climategate scandal. Inhofe’s office has sent letters to the scientists involved and to federal agencies warning them to “retain (related) documents.” In Australia this week, ten Labour Party MPs (Members of Parliament) resigned their seats in protest of their government’s support of the proposed Emissions Trading Scheme (ETS), an equivalent of the European Union Emissions Trading Scheme and the pending Cap and Trade legislation in the USA. ‘Climategate’ is not an ordinary case of falsifying data by a few rogue scientists. The fraudulent theory of Global Warming has provided the basis for an international political movement which has the stated goal of completely restructuring the entire global economy based on that fraudulent theory. ‘Global Warming’ is a con game perpetrated by dishonest scientists and the government and corporate leaders who provide the corrupt scientists with opportunities for advancement. If we fail to stop the further politicization and institutionalization of the fraudulent theory of Global Warming, we will most certainly experience a future of ‘science’ controlled by government decree and of a world government that facilitates the operations of corporate industries while imposing severe restrictions and arbitrary taxes on the general public. That is a future which would fully justify resistance and rebellion among the international populations who will be the victims of this massive global fraud. If we fail to stop this fraudulent enterprise by legal means, we will certainly have a future of global oppression based on fraud, with its attendant institutionalized crimes, and whatever popular backlash might eventually result.
Warming F/L (4/4)

Global Warming is a lie
Jon Basil Utley, 12/12/09, Senior Fellow with the Atlas Economic Research Foundation and the Mises Institute, “Why the Global Warming Hoax?”, http://www.amconmag.com/blog/2009/12/12/why-the-global-warming-hoax/
The major unanswered question are the motives behind all the lies, exaggerations, cover-ups, and suppression of opposing views. The scientists’ actions can be understood in part because of all the fame, luxury meetings, and millions of dollars of government money they received to promote their agenda—namely, (1) that the world was warming and (2) that human beings were responsible. If sunspots were responsible for the warming cycles, then there would be little justification for government money to subsidize the scientists to find ways to stop it. Similarly, many big corporations saw billions in government “carbon” subsidies for windmills, research, and such, so they supported the theories as well. They could sucker the taxpayers while making for themselves an image of concerned citizens helping to “save the world.” (See Climate Money–$79 Billion So Far and Trillions To Come from the Science and Public Policy Institute.) For comparison, think also of the way many businesses supported the lies about ethanol saving energy–with billions of dollars in subsidies for ethanol production. The whole hype was another hoax. Historians one day will write in awe of America’s unbelievable waste of money and resources during the Bush-Obama years. The crazy big-media hype was mainly for the same old reason newsboys used to shout “FIRE!” or “MURDER!” The “end of the world” is always a good topic to pique readers’ and TV viewers’ interest. Circulation and money drive big media. Everyone would pay to learn about coming disasters. Remember how, a little while ago, they were telling us that more and stronger hurricanes would be coming every year. However, there were some real brains with other motives for promoting the lies. Extreme environmentalism has become the new socialism, an excuse for dictatorial rule to limit consumption and justify highly centralized government power “to save humanity.” Below is a list of quotes from leading leftists. There were brains behind it all, the old socialists looking for a new justification for government takeover of the economy, for a “planned” economy which they would plan and manage. Man-made global warming became the substitute agenda for Leftists who had been discredited by Reaganomics and the collapse of communism.
Topicality - Increase =/= Create – 1NC

A. Interpretation: Increasing requires a pre existing premium to determine the exact increase

Jeremiah Buckley et all, (attorney Amicus Curiae Brief, Safeco Ins. Co. of America et al v. Charles Burr et al) 2006. 

http://supreme.lp.findlaw.com/supreme_court/briefs/06-84/06-84.mer.ami.mica.pdf)

First, the court said that the ordinary meaning of the word “increase” is “to make something greater,” which it believed should not “be limited to cases in which a company raises the rate that an individual has previously been charged.”  435 F.3d at 1091.  Yet the definition offered by the Ninth Circuit compels the opposite conclusion.  Because  “increase” means “to make something greater,” there must necessarily have been an existing premium, to which Edo’s  actual premium may be compared, to determine whether an “increase” occurred.  Congress could have provided that “ad-verse action” in the insurance context means charging an amount greater than the optimal premium, but instead chose to define adverse action in terms of an “increase.”  That def-initional choice must be respected, not ignored.  See Colautti v. Franklin, 439 U.S. 379, 392-93 n.10 (1979) (“[a] defin-ition which declares what a term ‘means’ . . . excludes any  meaning that is not stated”).  Next, the Ninth Circuit reasoned that because the Insurance Prong includes the words “existing or applied for,” Congress intended that an “increase in any charge” for insurance must “apply to all insurance transactions – from an initial policy of insurance to a renewal of a long-held policy.”   435 F.3d at 1091.  This interpretation reads the words “exist-ing or applied for” in isolation.  Other types of adverse action described in the Insurance Prong apply only to situations where a consumer had an existing policy of insurance, such as a “cancellation,” “reduction,” or “change” in insurance.    Each of these forms of adverse action presupposes an already-existing policy, and under usual canons of statutory  construction the term “increase” also should be construed to  apply to increases of an already-existing policy.  See Hibbs v.  Winn, 542 U.S. 88, 101 (2004) (“a phrase gathers meaning from the words around it”) (citation omitted).  

B. Violation: the aff creates a new program instead of increasing a pre existing one

C. Vote neg-

Predictability: letting the aff create new programs explodes limits on the topic by allowing for hundreds of unpredictable programs to be implemented 

Education: implementation of new programs results in a lack of real world education because the programs don’t have to exist in the squo 

Topicality is a voting issue for predictability and education

T- Increase =/= Create 2NC Extensions

A. Extend interpretation: the Buckley et al 6 card cites that a pre existing premium is required in order to determine if an increase occurred- our interpretation is the most fair because our definition encompasses all degrees of increase except from the starting point of zero

Increase requires pre-existence

Brown (US Federal Judge for the US district court for the district of Oregon) 2003. (Elena Mark and Paul Gustafson, Plaintiffs vs. Valley Insurance Company and Valley Property and Casualty, defendants)
FCRA does not define the term "increase." The plain and ordinary meaning of the verb "to increase" is to make something greater or larger. 4 Merriam-Webster's  [**22]   Collegiate Dictionary 589 (10th ed. 1998). The "something" that is increased in the statute is the "charge for any insurance." The plain and common meaning of the noun "charge" is "the price demanded for something." Id. at 192. Thus, the statute plainly means an insurer takes adverse action if the insurer makes greater (i.e., larger) the price demanded for insurance. An insurer cannot "make greater" something that did not exist previously. The statutory definition of adverse action, therefore, clearly anticipates an insurer must have made an initial charge or demand for payment before the insurer can increase that charge. In other words, an insurer cannot increase the charge for insurance unless the insurer previously set and demanded payment of the premium for that insured's insurance [**23]  coverage at a lower price. 

Prefer the brown evidence over their counter interpretation- he is a US federal judge and is qualified to make such assessments

B. extend violation: the aff creates a new program instead of increasing a pre existing one

C. Predictability: hundreds of programs could be implemented by the aff- infinitely regressive- the neg has no way to prepare for all of them; that’s bad for fairness because explosion of aff limits means the neg can never be prepared

Education: real world education is the best internal link into education- using squo programs means we learn about how the space industry operates – this results in the best topic specific education- we learn about actual programs not hypotheticals
Case list of topical affs under our interpretation are: Advances Composition Explorer (ACE), Aeronomy of Ice in the Mesosphere (AIM), Aqua, Brilliant Pebbles

Potential abuse is a voting issue – we shouldn’t be forced to research and debate unpredictable affirmatives 

Politics Links (1/2)
Spending on space exploration would be controversial

 [Eric Hedman. Chief Technology Officer @ Logic Design Corporation. “The politics and ethics of spending money on space exploration.” December 19, 2005. http://www.thespacereview.com/article/520/1] AC

“We shouldn’t spend money on space exploration until we’ve solved our problems here on Earth”. If I had a nickel for every time I’ve heard or read the previous sentence or variations of it, I would have a very big pile of nickels. I just heard it again recently. It is the kind of reasoning that would have Christopher Columbus still waiting for the go ahead on his expeditions.Spending on space exploration frequently triggers strong emotions on both sides of the questions. In my mind it triggers the question, “What is the appropriate level of spending on NASA?”

When I was in grade school and inspired by the Apollo program, Asimov’s Foundation Trilogy, and Clarke’s 2001: A Space Odyssey; I assumed that by the turn of the millennium space travel would be far more advanced than it currently is. Space travel isn’t the only technology that didn’t meet expectations. As Avery Brooks asked in an IBM commercial back at the turn of the millennium, “Where are the flying cars? I was promised flying cars.” Twenty-five years ago many people assumed we would have solved the problem of generating power using nuclear fusion by now.

Predictions of the level of technology advancement in specific fields are notoriously inaccurate for a number of reasons. Unexpected problems, bad decisions, and insufficient funding are probably three of the biggest reasons when technology doesn’t advance as we expect. It is apparent that many people are apparently not satisfied with the progress that has been made in space exploration. I have to admit that I am one of them. Since the launch of Discovery in the return to flight, several major newspapers around the country have run op-ed pieces and editorials about what should happen with the space shuttle and its replacement. Some people are suggesting that the shuttle program should end right now with the money being diverted to accelerate the development of the Crew Exploration Vehicle (CEV). Some are even suggesting that we abandon the ISS and hand it over to our international partners…
I would like to see NASA get a significant extra boost in spending to get past the transition from flying the shuttle to the CEV. I doubt that anything of great significance will happen in this area. Given that realization, Michael Griffin and his staff have to make hard decisions as to what will be the most effective way to spend the amount allotted. The President and Congress have to use their judgment as to how money gets allocated to each agency with spending guidelines and missions. Like any compromise and negotiated deals, there will always be people unhappy with the outcome. Proponents and agencies need to always fight for more because if they don’t, they will get less because there is always an alternative use for the money they get.

Politics Links (2/2)

New Spending creates massive backlash amongst majority of Republicans who want to cap spending limits, destroys any chance of passing Debt Ceiling. 

Tina Korbe, Conservative Columnist and commentator; in the Center for Media and Public Policy – 4/13/2011 - http://blog.heritage.org/2011/04/13/sen-ron-johnson-debt-ceiling-debate-should-net-spending-cap/
While some members of Congress still attempt to unscramble all the details of the six-month spending deal struck by leadership last week, Sen. Ron Johnson (R-Wis.) said he’s already steeling himself for the next big debate.“This whole CR skirmish — and that’s about all it is — is just setting us up for what I think is the really big fight and that’s over the debt ceiling,” Johnson said yesterday at The Bloggers Briefing.Speaking at Heritage shortly before his maiden Senate speech, the freshman senator from Oshkosh said the upcoming discussion about the debt ceiling offers spending-conscious members of Congress an unparalleled opportunity to negotiate major cuts and necessary spending caps.“I think our maximum of leverage really is around that debt ceiling,” he said. “The Democrats in the Senate … they’re going to be forced to vote for that debt ceiling increase or they’re going to shut the government down. The only way they’re going to get support from the Republicans like me is if they establish those hard spending caps.”Known for his business background and private-sector perspective, Johnson prides himself on his true status as a “citizen-legislator.” He said the president’s weak position throughout the spending debate has evoked a certain realism in him.“If we had a president right now who was leading,” he said, “we could maybe accomplish something in the next year and a half. I haven’t seen that. I’m not necessarily confident that’s going to happen. So, unfortunately, unless we get enough Senate Democrats to go along with us to establish hard spending caps, this is going to be kicked down to the 2012 election and that’s what that election is going to be about.”Johnson personally favors a constitutional amendment to limit the size of spending in relation to GDP, in addition to a statute to do the same. Rep. Mike Pence (R-IN) has introduced such an amendment, while Sen. Bob Corker (R-TN) has proposed legislation to statutorily reduce spending.But whatever the mechanism, Johnson said, spending caps are essential to solve the debt problem — the big picture that most preoccupies Johnson.“The absolute first step has to be establishing that hard spending cap,” he said. “To me, deficits, out-of-control spending, high unemployment, a sluggish economy — those are all symptoms of the root cause. To me, the root cause absolutely is the size, the scope — I’m talking about all the things the government is involved in that it never should have gotten involved in, all the regulatory overreach — and the cost of government. I’m looking for hard spending caps that actually address and attack that root cause.”
Republicans are on board debt ceiling raise due to budget cuts – spending would devastate support

Bryan Yurcan. Journalist @ Christian Post.“House to Vote on Spending Bill in Debt Row.” July 19, 2011. http://www.christianpost.com/news/house-to-vote-on-tea-party-inspired-spending-bill-52497/>] AC

The House of Representatives is sett o day to vote on a spending plan that would raise the debt ceiling another $2.4 trillion but also require deep and immediate spending cuts. Republican Leaders will present the “cut, cap, and balance” plan, which would allow the federal government to borrow an additional $2.4 trillion to pay its debts, in exchange for $111 billion in spending cuts in the upcoming budget year,which begins Oct. 1.The deal will also require another $6 trillion in cuts over the coming decade, proponents of the bill have said.
Their Brinton 7/12 Inherency evidence states that spending on the DSCOVR program was unpopular, especially with conservatives: Putting the funding back into the program would only anger conservatives
France CP (1/2)
CP Text: The Government of France should increase funding for the DSCOVR program (Not sure of the exact wording of the plan text-will edit the CP text when the plan text comes out)
Their Anderson ’07 evidence indicates that France is already considering doing the plan at a reduced cost: no solvency deficit
France CP 1NC (2/2)

France is a major economic power: they would easily have the technology and capabilities to enact the plan

TDS 2009, Travel Document Systems, “France Economy”, http://www.traveldocs.com/fr/economy.htm
With a GDP of $2.66 trillion, France is the world’s fifth-largest economy. It has substantial agricultural resources, a large industrial base, and a highly skilled work force. A dynamic services sector accounts for an increasingly large share of economic activity and is responsible for nearly all job creation in recent years. Real GDP fell by 2.5% in 2009. While growth picked up in the course of 2009, with 1.2% growth in the third quarter and 2.0% in the fourth quarter, it slowed down through the first quarter of 2010 (0.1%). The European Commission, Organization for Economic Cooperation and Development (OECD), and International Monetary Fund (IMF) have forecast GDP growth between 1.3% and 1.7% by the end of 2010; they estimated slightly higher growth for 2011, between 1.5% and 2.1%. Government economic policy aims to promote investment and domestic growth in a stable fiscal and monetary environment. Creating jobs and reducing the high unemployment rate has been a top priority. The unemployment rate in metropolitan France increased to 9.5% in the first quarter of 2010, up from 9.2% in the third quarter of 2009. France joined 10 other European Union countries in adopting the euro as its currency in January 1999. Since then, monetary policy has been set by the European Central Bank in Frankfurt. On January 1, 2002, France, along with the other countries of the euro zone, dropped its national currency in favor of euro bills and coins. Despite significant reform and privatization over the past 15 years, the government continues to control a large share of economic activity: Government spending, at 55.6% of GDP in 2009, is among the highest in the G-7. The government continues to own shares in corporations in a range of sectors, including banking, energy production and distribution, automobiles, transportation, and telecommunications. In 2008, in a move to advance France's competitiveness, the National Assembly passed four bills introduced by the French government to modernize the economy and improve the labor market. In October 2007, under President Nicolas Sarkozy's impetus, overtime work beyond the 35-hour work week was exempted from income taxes and payroll taxes, a move to encourage work and to increase work time. In July 2009, meanwhile, the French Parliament approved a controversial bill allowing more businesses to stay open on Sundays. Membership in France's labor unions accounts for approximately 5% of the private sector work force and is concentrated in the manufacturing, transportation, and heavy industry sectors. Most unions are affiliated with one of the competing national federations, the largest and most powerful of which are the communist-dominated General Labor Confederation (CGT), the Workers' Force (FO), and the French Democratic Confederation of Labor (CFDT). France has been very successful in developing dynamic telecommunications, aerospace, and weapons sectors. With virtually no domestic oil production, France has relied heavily on the development of nuclear power, which now accounts for about 80% of the country's electricity production. Trade France is the second-largest trading nation in Western Europe (after Germany). France ran a $61.2 billion trade deficit in goods (Customs basis) in 2009. Total trade in goods for 2009 amounted to $1.006 trillion, over 53% of GDP, 61% of which was with the other EU-27 countries. In 2009, U.S.-France trade in goods and services totaled $154 billion. U.S. industrial chemicals, aircraft and engines, electronic components, telecommunications, computer software, computers and peripherals, analytical and scientific instrumentation, medical instruments and supplies, and broadcasting equipment are particularly attractive to French importers. Total French trade of goods and services was $1.276 trillion in 2009. Principal French exports to the United States are aircraft and engines, beverages, electrical equipment, chemicals, cosmetics, and luxury products. France is the eighth-largest trading partner of the United States. Agriculture France is the European Union's leading agricultural exporter, accounting for about 17% of all agricultural land within the EU-27. The share of agriculture value-added in GDP has shown a steady decline since the early 1980s, representing less than 1.2% of France's GDP in 2009. Agricultural production not including subsidies fell 8.5% from the preceding year to €60.6 billion ($80 billion) in 2009. Northern France is characterized by large grain farms. Dairy, pork, poultry, and apple production is concentrated in the western region. Beef production is located in central France, while the production of corn, fruits, vegetables, and wine ranges from central to southern France. France is expanding its forestry and fishery industries. France remains extremely cautious about the cultivation of genetically modified (GM) plants at the domestic and EU levels. France is a proponent of the European preference principle and is attentive to protecting its interests in further agricultural trade liberalization at the EU and World Trade Organization (WTO) levels. France is the world's second-largest agricultural producer, after the United States. The destination of 70% of its exports is other EU member states. Wine and beverages, wheat, meat, and dairy products are the principal exports. The United States, the sixth-largest exporter to France in recent data, faces stiff competition from domestic production, other EU member states, and third countries. 
The Net Benefit is Politics: This CP solves their whole aff since there are no U.S. key warrants in the 1AC: Doesn’t link to politics because the USFG won’t care about what France is doing
France CP 2NC Extensions

This CP completely solves the aff: the aff provides no reason why the U.S. is key to do the plan: means we solve all their advantages

And Extend the Net Benefit: We won’t link to politics because the American government is uninvolved
Perm can’t solve: Powerful conservatives such as Bill O’Reilly have proposed boycotts on French products: U.S.-France cooperation would anger conservatives, so perm links to politics

Bill O’Reilly, 2/18/05, reporter for Fox News, host of ‘O’Reilly Factor’, “Renewed Call to Boycott France”, http://www.foxnews.com/on-air/oreilly/2005/02/18/renewed-call-boycott-france
When are we Americans going to wise up? How many times does the French government, led by Jacques Chirac (search), have to put all of us in danger before we get the picture? France is helping worldwide terrorism. Here's the latest. France has said no to Secretary of State Rice, who asked the Chirac government to designate Hezbollah (search) as a terrorist group. If France would do that, Hezbollah could not raise money in Europe, which it is now doing through various charitable fronts. There is no question Hezbollah is a terrorist group. It was responsible for killing more than 200 U.S. Marines in Lebanon (search) back in 1983. And since then has murdered thousands of civilians primarily in and around Israel. The secretary general of Hezbollah, a guy named Hassan Nasrallah, has openly stated that the group's slogan is "death to America." Hezbollah's head of security, a guy named Imad Mugniyah, met at least once with bin Laden and has a $5 million price tag on his head put there by the U.S. government. Hezbollah is funded and harbored by Iran and Syria. And even the new Palestinian leadership wants them branded a terrorist group because they oppose any peaceful solution vis-a-vis Israel. Jacques Chirac won't call Hezbollah terrorists. When is enough enough, ladies and gentlemen? When will the American people realize that Chirac and his minions are putting this country and millions of other of people in danger? So I am again calling for all responsible people not to buy French products, not to travel to France, and to contact the French embassy in Washington, and let them know Chirac's conduct is unacceptable. Now President Bush travels to Europe on Sunday. He'll meet with Chirac in Brussels. The administration continues to tell us things are improving regarding France. Don't believe it. Until we see the French government do something to help in the war on terror, we should consider that country hostile to our safety. And so, the boycott of France is on. Bumper stickers are available on www.billoreilly.com. Get a bunch of them. Spread the word. France is helping Hezbollah and other terrorists. Until that stops, we're not buying their stuff. No spin, no whine. And that's The Memo.
Ukraine CP 1NC
CP Text: The Government of Ukraine should increase funding for the DSCOVR program (Not sure of the exact wording of the plan text-will edit the CP text when the plan text comes out)

Their Anderson ’07 evidence indicates that France is already considering doing the plan at a reduced cost: no solvency deficit

Ukraine’s economy is prospering today: they would be able to get the necessary assistance to do the plan from neighboring countries if necessary

AIT 2002, Advanced International Translations, “Economy of Ukraine”, http://www.stranslation.com/Ukrainian_Translation/economy_of_ukraine.htm
Ukraine has many of the components of a major European economy -- rich farmlands, a well-developed industrial base, highly trained labour, and a good education system. At present, however, the economy remains in poor condition. While Ukraine registered positive economic growth in both 2000 and 2001, these came on the heels of 8 straight years of sharp economic decline. As a result, the standard of living for most citizens has declined more than 50% since the early 1990s, leading to widespread poverty. The macro economy is stable, with the hyperinflation of earlier in the decade having been tamed. Ukraine's currency, the hryvnia, was introduced in September 1996, and has remained fairly stable. The economy started growing in 2000, and growth has continued. GDP grew nearly 6% in 2000 and 9% in 2001. Inflation has been moderate, with 6% in 2001. While economic growth is likely to continue in 2002, Ukraine's long-term economic prospects are dependent on acceleration of market reforms. The economy remains burdened by excessive government regulation, and while small and medium enterprises have been largely privatized, much remains to be done to restructure and privatize key sectors such as energy and telecommunications. Ukraine is rich in natural resources. It has a major ferrous metal industry, producing cast iron, steel, and steel pipe, and its chemical industry produces coke, mineral fertilizers, and sulfuric acid. Manufactured goods include metallurgical equipment, diesel locomotives, and tractors. It also is a major producer of grain and sugar and possesses a broad industrial base, including much of the former USSR's space industry. Although oil reserves are largely exhausted, it has important energy sources, such as coal and natural gas, and large mineral deposits. Ukraine encourages foreign trade and investment. The parliament has approved a foreign investment law allowing Westerners to purchase businesses and property, to repatriate revenue and profits, and to receive compensation in the event that property is nationalized by a future government. However, complex laws and regulations, poor corporate governance, weak enforcement of contract law by courts, and corruption all continue to stymie large-scale foreign direct investment in Ukraine. While there is a functioning and fairly well-regulated stock market, the lack of protection for minority shareholder rights severely restricts portfolio investment activities. Total foreign direct investment in Ukraine is approximately $4.9 billion (4.9 G$) as of October 2002, which, at $101 per capita, is still one of the lowest figures in the region. Most Ukrainian trade is still with countries of the former Soviet Union, principally Russia. An overcrowded world steel market threatens prospects for Ukraine's principal exports of non-agricultural goods such as ferrous metals and other steel products. Although exports of machinery and machine tools are on the rise, it is not clear if the rate of increase is large enough to make up for probable declines in steel exports. Ukraine imports 90% of its oil and most of its natural gas. 

The Net Benefit is Politics: This CP solves their whole aff since there are no U.S. key warrants in the 1AC: Doesn’t link to politics because the United States Federal Government won’t care about what Ukraine is doing

Ukraine CP 2NC Extensions (1/3)
This CP completely solves the aff: the aff provides no reason why the U.S. is key to do the plan: means we solve all their advantages

And Extend the Net Benefit: We won’t link to politics because the American government is uninvolved
Ukraine CP 2NC Extensions (2/3)
AT: Perm
US-Russia relations improving- Libya, START, Iran

Financial Times 6/15/11 [“Foreign relations: Improved US ties point to a new era,” http://www.ft.com/cms/s/0/7cf18c82-9623-11e0-8256-00144feab49a.html#axzz1PmaTpMB7]
The sight of a relaxed President Dmitry Medvedev chatting over hamburgers with his US counterpart Barack Obama on a visit to the US last year was a sign of just how much relations between the two countries have warmed in the past three years. A more tangible sign of the improvement since the US “reset” of relations, and Moscow’s shift to a more pragmatic foreign policy, was Moscow’s abstention at the UN Security Council in March on a motion allowing western intervention in Libya. In days gone by, it might have been expected to exercise its veto. That was the latest in a series of concrete advances. These have included: the new Start treaty on reducing strategic nuclear weapons; Russian backing for a UN resolution tightening sanctions on Iran; and a deal permitting Nato shipments to Afghanistan across Russian territory.
Perm can’t solve: The U.S. already supported Ukraine’s admission to NATO despite Russian objections
Ellen Barry, 7/21/09, contributor for the New York Times, “Biden Says U.S. Still Backs Ukraine in NATO”, http://www.nytimes.com/2009/07/22/world/europe/22biden.html_r=1&ref=world
KIEV, Ukraine — Vice President Joseph R. Biden Jr. said Tuesday that the United States would continue to support Ukraine’s bid to join NATO despite Russia’s objections. Mr. Biden’s visit to the region — taking place only two weeks after President Obama’s summit meeting with President Dmitri A. Medvedev of Russia — was intended to ease fears in Georgia and Ukraine over whether the Obama administration might withdraw support for their pro-Western governments to improve ties with Russia. Russian officials have been increasingly angered by deepening Western alliances in what it terms its “zone of privileged interests,” and especially the proposed expansion of NATO to include Ukraine and Georgia, which were once part of the Soviet Union. Mr. Biden made it clear that the United States remained enthusiastic about the proposal. “If you choose to be part of Euro-Atlantic integration, which I believe you have, then we strongly support that,” Mr. Biden said after a meeting with the Ukrainian president, Viktor A. Yushchenko. “We do not recognize — and I want to reiterate it — any sphere of influence. We do not recognize anyone else’s right to dictate to you or any other country what alliances you seek to belong to or what bilateral relationships you have.” The visit gave substance to the American view of the reinvigorated relationship with Russia. While Russian leaders are willing to cooperate on arms control and the military effort in Afghanistan, they see American policy on Russia’s borders as the real test of whether Washington is taking a new approach. Mr. Biden laid out a different vision: as other cooperative ventures with Russia proceed, he said, competition in the post-Soviet regions will fade away — to the benefit of everyone, including Georgia and Ukraine. “The more substantive relationship we have with Moscow, the more we can defuse the zero-sum thinking about our relations with Russia’s neighbors,” he said. In Moscow, a Foreign Ministry spokesman called on the United States to consider the historical and cultural ties between Russia and its post-Soviet neighbors. The spokesman, Andrei Nesterenko, said it was Ukraine’s sovereign right to choose its allies, but he noted that “it is important that this is implemented transparently, without any ‘backdoor games’ and not at the cost of somebody else’s interests.” In a briefing after the talks here, Antony J. Blinken, Mr. Biden’s national security adviser, said he hoped that Russia would view American policy as an effort to build a “multipartner world” and to shore up the stability of the entire region. “We’re not trying to build our own sphere of influence,” he said. “The partnerships aren’t being built against anyone. They’re being built for the purpose of addressing common challenges that Russia also faces.” “I don’t have any guarantee that that’s how it’s going to play out,” he added. In truth, NATO membership for Georgia and Ukraine seems far off. Mr. Yushchenko, an emphatically pro-Western leader who has championed NATO membership, is not expected to win a presidential election in January. The front-runners, Yulia V. Tymoshenko and Viktor F. Yanukovich, are less enthusiastic about NATO membership, as is much of Ukraine’s population. A senior American official said Ukraine had not always shown an eagerness for NATO membership or an American-led military modernization. In June, the United States canceled a military exercise planned with Ukraine because the Parliament did not pass legislation required to authorize the exercise. A similar parliamentary vote was shelved in 2006, amid anti-American and anti-NATO protests. The push for NATO accession has been more central in Georgia, where Mr. Biden is scheduled to visit Wednesday. Georgia has been seeking muscular advocacy from the United States and Europe since the war last August. But the war hurt Georgia’s prospects for joining NATO, with some members, especially Germany, flatly opposing it as unnecessarily provocative to Russia. On Sunday, President Mikheil Saakashvili of Georgia told The Wall Street Journal that hopes of joining NATO were “almost dead.” Georgian officials said that Mr. Saakashvili had been quoted incompletely; they told the local media that his real message was that “if Russia reached its goal and managed to block the chances of Georgia to join the alliance, it would be a great tragedy for our country.”

Ukraine CP 2NC Extensions (3/3)

AT: Perm
Increasing US Russia Relations key to solve prolif, nuclear terrorism and nuclear use

Perry and Scowcroft, ’09 (William and brent, Chairs CFR, april, “US Nuclear Weapons Policy”) 

Despite nearly universal opposition, North Korea has developed a small nuclear arsenal, and Iran appears to be following in its footsteps. Other states, particularly in the Middle East, are starting nuclear power programs modeled after that of Iran. The proliferation of nuclear weapons and fissile materials is thus dangerously close to a tipping point. Beyond this danger, there are still tens of thousands of nuclear weapons in the world. If just one of these thousands of weapons fell into the hands of terrorists, it could be detonated with catastrophic results. So, although the old danger of a massive nuclear exchange between great powers has declined, a new risk looms of a few nuclear detonations being set off by a terrorist group or a nuclear-capable rogue state, or of a nuclear power making a tragic mistake. The threat of nuclear terrorism is already serious, and, as more nations acquire nuclear weapons or the fissile material needed for nuclear weapons, it will increase. Of course, the detonation of a relatively primitive nuclear bomb in one American city would not be equivalent to the type of nuclear exchange that was feared during the Cold War. Nonetheless, the results would be catastrophic, with the devastation extending well beyond the staggering fatalities. The direct economic losses would amount to many hundreds of billions of dollars, but the indirect economic impact would be even greater. The social and political effects are incalculable, especially if the detonation were in Washington, DC, and disabled a significant part of the U.S. government. The terror and disruption would be beyond imagination. High priority should be accorded to policies that serve to prevent such a catastrophe, specifically programs that reduce and protect existing nuclear arsenals and that keep new arsenals from being created. All such preventive programs, by their nature, have international dimensions. Their success depends on the United States being able to work cooperatively with other countries, most notably Russia. That such international cooperation can be successful is illustrated by the Nunn-Lugar Cooperative Threat Reduction Program in the 1990s. U.S.-Russian efforts on that program led to thousands of nuclear weapons and their launchers being dismantled and thus made the world safer. But unless U.S.-Russia relations improve, it is difficult to imagine those two governments cooperating on future programs that require such a high level of mutual trust.
Proliferation causes nuclear war

Victor Utgoff, Summer 2002, Survival, vol 44, no. 2, ProQuest

In sum, widespread proliferation is likely to lead to an occasional shoot-out with nuclear weapons, and that such shoot-outs will have a substantial probability of escalating to the maximum destruction possible with the weapons at hand. Unless nuclear proliferation is stopped, we are headed to a world that will mirror the American Wild West of the late 1800s. With most, if not all, nations wearing nuclear ‘six-shooters’ on their hips, the world may even be a more polite place than it is today, but every once in a while we will all gather on a hill to bury the bodies of dead cities or even whole nations.

Terrorism leads to extinction

Sid-Ahmed 04 (Mohamed, Egyptian Political Analyst, 8/26/04¸ “Extinction!”)

What would be the consequences of a nuclear attack by terrorists? Even if it fails, it would further exacerbate the negative features of the new and frightening world in which we are now living. Societies would close in on themselves, police measures would be stepped up at the expense of human rights, tensions between civilisations and religions would rise and ethnic conflicts would proliferate. It would also speed up the arms race and develop the awareness that a different type of world order is imperative if humankind is to survive. But the still more critical scenario is if the attack succeeds. This could lead to a third world war, from which no one will emerge victorious. Unlike a conventional war which ends when one side triumphs over another, this war will be without winners and losers. When nuclear pollution infects the whole planet, we will all be losers.

Earth-Monitoring Satellites CP 1NC (1/2)
CP Text: The United States Federal Government should increase the number of earth-monitoring satellites beyond the Earth’s mesosphere

Their Center for a New American Security ’11 card states that the only reason earth-monitoring satellites aren’t solving now is that there aren’t enough of them: increasing the amount of earth-monitoring satellites would solve
Earth-Monitoring Satellites solve: provide geospatial data and radar imaging, monitor environmental change, and verify international treaties
ENS, 1/4/01, Environment News Service, is an environmental news agency which provides a press release distribution service, World-Wire in addition to original stories, “Europe to Launch New Earth Monitoring Satellites”, http://www.ens-newswire.com/ens/jan2001/2001-01-04-03.html
A powerful new European weather satellite to be launched early next year will strengthen environmental monitoring in Europe and 45 African, Caribbean and Pacific countries. After 23 years of service, the European Organization for the Exploitation of Meteorological Satellites (EUMETSAT) is preparing to change its main weather satellite Meteosat. January 2002 is the scheduled launch date for the first satellite in the Meteosat Second Generation series (MSG). The new satellites are designed to provide much improved images of changing weather over Europe and Africa every 15 minutes for the next 12 to 15 years. The network of countries will receive better and more timely information for natural disaster early warning, improved food security, better health management, more efficient water use and safer transport. MSG-1 will transmit more than 20 times as much information as Meteosat does today. Environment monitoring will be strengthened and both desertification and climate change effects will be tracked with ever greater precision. MSG-1 will have 12 channels of data instead of Meteosat's current three. It will broadcast twice as often and with finer resolution to give clearer images of rapidly developing local storm activity. MSG-1 will be launched by an Ariane rocket from Kourou in French Guiana in early 2002. It will be the first of three similar geostationary satellites expected to maintain constant watch on Earth's weather from the same position as its predecessors, 36,000 kilometers (22,320 miles) above the equator at 0� Longitude over the Gulf of Guinea. This image was taken by Meteosat over West Africa and the Eastern Atlantic. One can see large dust clouds travelling westwards out to the Atlantic Ocean. Designed to benefit the European countries which commissioned the satellite, MSG will also provide, in accordance with EUMETSAT's data policy, an abundance of free data to African, Caribbean and Pacific Ocean countries suitable for a wide range of environmental management purposes. The new 1.64 billion Euro satellite program, a part of the global monitoring network, will be operated and managed by EUMETSAT. The three satellites are being manufactured by a European industrial consortium led by Alcatel Space Industries, France, under the responsibility of the European Space Agency. During the last 15 years, the Meteosat weather satellite has become an integral part of the operation of global meteorology, and essential in support of the operational activities of about 50 national meteorological services in Africa. Currently 120 receiving stations of different types are active in Africa. Under the Euro program, they will all be replaced by the new integrated receiving stations, giving access to much more accurate and more frequent data. In addition to routine weather forecasting, national meteorological services in Africa will be able to use MSG data to strengthen their current operational services and to develop new applications such as improved air traffic control and security of marine transportation. Meteosat-5 observed a May 1999 cyclone in the Indian Ocean which caused the death of more than 1500 people in Pakistan. The new capabilities of the MSG satellites, including fire monitoring, will enhance the capacity of weather services to monitor atmospheric, terrestrial and aquatic environments. Severe weather warning, as with tropical cyclones affecting Madagascar, will be much easier with good satellite data, says the World Meteorological Organization (WMO). Professor G.O.P. Obasi, secretary-general of the WMO, told the EUMETSAT User Forum in Kampala, Uganda last September, "The services provided by meteorological satellites for the provision of observational data and for the exchange of information have become indispensable. I would therefore like to call upon all concerned, especially development partners to redouble their efforts to ensure the success of the project." An 11 million euro project to prepare receiving countries to make the best use of the new MSG satellites starts this year and will continue through 2005. Forty-five African, Caribbean and Pacific countries and four regional centers in Africa will be provided with equipment, training and application support to obtain and use data from the new satellite. The preparation project is supported financially by the European Commission, and will be managed by the Kenya Meteorological Department.
Earth-Monitoring Satellites CP 1NC (2/2)
Earth-Monitoring Satellites solve: other countries have been pushing for them
UN News Centre, 10/4/10, “UN chief emphasizes use of broadband Internet to accelerate development”, http://www.un.org/apps/news/story.asp?NewsID=36332&Cr=telecom&Cr1
Secretary-General Ban Ki-moon today stressed the need to harness the power of broadband Internet access to accelerate progress towards the achievement of the development goals intended to alleviate poverty and speed up social and economic advancement in poorer countries. “Experience has shown that greater access to broadband technologies has meant faster progress towards all the MDGs [Millennium Development Goals],” Mr. Ban said in a message to the Plenipotentiary Conference of the United Nations International Telecommunications Union (ITU), which got under way today in Guadalajara, Mexico. “The Internet drives trade, commerce and even education. Telemedicine is improving health care. Earth-monitoring satellites are being used to address climate change issues. And green technologies are promoting cleaner cities. “Last month the Broadband Commission for Digital Development – a distinguished group of government officials, businesspeople and content developers, brought together under the leadership of ITU and UNESCO [UN Educational Scientific and Cultural Organization] – offered a blueprint, and I look forward to working with all partners in bringing it to life,” the Secretary-General said. Mr. Ban praised ITU’s central role in the development of the global communications system for 145 years, stressing its invaluable contribution as member of the UN system for the past 60 years. “From the birth of telegraph to radio, television, satellite communication and the Internet, the ITU has been at the forefront of ‘Connecting the World,’” the Secretary-General said. He noted that there are currently five billion mobile cellular subscriptions worldwide, and almost two billion people with Internet connection, pointing out that the work of the ITU, its member States, and its “sector members” continues to show how powerful a partnership for development can be when it is based on transparency, openness and cooperation. “But despite important headway in expanding the benefits of information and communication technology, there is much work ahead. As was emphasized at last month’s Millennium Development Goals Summit in New York, while the digital divide has narrowed, it has far from disappeared,” the Secretary-General said. “Your work in developing the next generation of communications networks, ensuring cyber-security, and putting the power of ICT [Information and Communication Technologies] networks to good use in disaster relief and mitigation is vitally important to us all,” he added. Speaking at the opening session of the conference, Hamadoun Touré, ITU Secretary-General, urged delegates to be “bold and visionary” in reaching agreements that will provide a sound platform for the development of information and communication technologies and services for the decade ahead. The Plenipotentiary is the quadrennial global conference that decides strategy for the ITU, the UN agency for ICTs responsible for allocating global radio spectrum, creating the technical standards that fuel all ICT networks, and developing and implementing strategies to bridge the “digital divide” between people in developed countries and those living in regions with less access to information technology. “We are here to shape the future. Not just the future of the ITU, but the future of the ICT sector – which now influences every other business sector worldwide, and which now reaches into the lives of almost everyone on the planet. And the future – to quote the great Mahatma Gandhi – depends on what we do in the present,” said Mr. Touré. The event, which will end on 22 October, is hosted by Mexico’s Ministry of Communications and Transport. It will welcome around 2,400 participants from some 190 ITU member States, sector members and observer organizations.

Earth-Monitoring Satellites CP 2NC Extensions

This CP solves for their Warming Advantage: Our ENS ’01 card clearly states that Earth-Monitoring Satellites will be able to monitor climate change more effectively than the DSCOVR satellites

Also, Extend that their Center for a New American Security ’11 card says that Earth-Monitoring Satellites would solve better if there were more of them: wipes out their advantage
Perm can’t solve because it links to politics: conservatives would be furious if we were to fund both Earth-Monitoring Satellites and the DSCOVR program: Their Brinton 7/12 evidence concedes that the DSCOVR program is unpopular because of funding: adding a new program would only make it worse
Possible Advantage CP For Warming: Will put it in after the Advantage CP group finishes it

Spending Links (1/2)
Congress unwilling to fund DSCOVR – too expensive

Brinton ’11 (Turner Brinton, staff writer for Space News, 7/12/11, “House Panel Denies Funding for Pair of NOAA Satellite Projects,” pg online @ http://www.spacenews.com/civil/110718-house-panel-denies-funding-for-dscovr-cosmic-2-missions.html)
In its 2011 budget request, NOAA sought $9.5 million to ready the long-shelved DSCOVR spacecraft for launch and $3.7 million to initiate development of COSMIC-2. Congress was unable to pass any of the 12 traditional federal spending bills for 2011 and instead passed an all-in-one spending bill that held most federal spending to 2010 levels. Funding was generally not provided for so-called new start programs such as DSCOVR and COSMIC-2.  DSCOVR was originally outfitted with two climate sensors — a camera and a reflected solar radiance sensor — that would continuously monitor the Earth from the first Lagrange point some 1.6 million kilometers from Earth. The spacecraft was almost ready for launch in 2001 when the mission was abruptly canceled and put into storage at NASA’s Goddard Space Flight Center in Greenbelt, Md.  NOAA in 2008 funded a study to determine whether the spacecraft could take over for NASA’s aging Advanced Composition Explorer, said Robert Smith, NASA’s DSCOVR project manager. The Advanced Composition Explorer since 1997 has provided advance warning of coronal mass ejections and other solar events that have the potential to harm satellites and disrupt radio frequency communications. The satellite was designed to operate for only five years.  If funds to refurbish DSCOVR are provided, the plan is to launch the satellite in January 2014, Smith said in a July 7 interview. The total cost to refurbish the satellite and prepare it for launch is between $63 million and $65 million, NOAA spokesman John Leslie said in a July 7 email.  The Air Force, which is keenly interested in the space weather data DSCOVR would provide, agreed to pay for the satellite’s launch vehicle. The service requested $135 million for this purpose in 2012, but a defense spending bill passed July 8 by the House Appropriations Committee did not include this funding. The Air Force planned to allow new entrants such as Hawthorne, Calif.-based Space Exploration Technologies Corp. to compete for the launch, government and industry sources said.

Space launches historically costly

Radford ’11 (Tim Radford, freelance journalist, 6/30/11, “NASA’s costly space ride,” pg online @ http://www.guardian.co.uk/commentisfree/cifamerica/2011/jun/30/nasas-costly-space-ride)

The investment in each launch was colossal. The solid rocket boosters alone burn fuel at the rate of 5,000kg a second at each launch and the temperatures inside the shuttle's main engine get high enough to make iron boil. And the vessel had to take with it everything humans might need to survive in space, every time.  But reusable did not mean cheap. Every flight into space involved stress and abrasion as the machine tore through the air on the way up, and then went from sub-zero temperatures in orbit to more than 1,500C as it hit the atmosphere on the way down. As the fleet aged, the pit stops became longer and launches less frequent.  Two scientists at the University of Colorado calculated an average cost for each launch of $1.2bn. Nasa – begetter and guardian of the International Space Station, the Hubble space telescope and the yet to be launched James Webb space telescope – already has more financial demands than it can meet. President Obama cancelled plans for a new manned mission to the moon; the long-promised manned mission to Mars now looks very distant.  Once Atlantis returns, it will join its fellow survivors Discovery and Endeavour as US museum exhibits. And when the crew aboard the ISS need any more tea and sugar, or fuel and fresh air, these will be delivered by a Russian robot Progress cargo vehicle, or a European Space Agency automated transfer vehicle, neither of which is reusable. For years to come, the only carrier available to get people to and from the space station will be the Russian Soyuz, descendant of a line launched in 1966.  The space shuttle broke all records; but in the end it all but broke Nasa.

Spending Links (2/2)

Launch costs for any future plans are rising-bad financial environment

Space News ’10 (12/16/10, “Rising Costs Cast Shadow on NASA Planetary Program,” pg online @ http://www.spacenews.com/civil/101216-costs-cloud-planetary-program.html)

While 2011 is expected to be a banner year for NASA’s planetary science program with three missions scheduled for launch, future initiatives are threatened by budget uncertainties and a dramatic spike in the price of launch vehicles, according to an agency official.  “This is a really difficult financial environment,” Jim Green, NASA’s director of planetary science, said Dec. 15 at a meeting of the American Geophysical Union here.  Rides into orbit for NASA’s 2011 planetary missions, the Mars Science Laboratory (MSL), the Juno mission to Jupiter and the Moon-bound Gravity Recovery and Interior Laboratory (GRAIL), were purchased under the first NASA Launch Services contract. That contract, which does not include specific quantities of rockets to be purchased or delivery dates, sets prices for launch vehicles and related services for NASA’s planetary, Earth observing, exploration and scientific satellites.  In September, NASA awarded a second set of Launch Services contracts to Denver-based Lockheed Martin Space Systems, Orbital Sciences Corp. of Dulles, Va., Space Exploration Technologies (SpaceX) of Hawthorne, Calif., and United Launch Alliance of Littleton, Colo. Prices in the second NASA Launch Services contract round are “significantly higher” than the prices in the first, Green said. He declined to be specific.  “We are surprised at how extensive those cost increases are,” he said. “You start to wonder where we go from here. How do we get out of low Earth orbit on a regular basis?”

Economic downturn makes spending more on space impossible

LA Times ’11 (5/9/11, “Space: If you have the money, we have a program,” pg online @ http://opinion.latimes.com/opinionla/2011/05/money-for-space-programs.html)

Americans have always had a love-hate relationship with space and our space program. Supporters love the triumphs, the soaring inspiration of it all. Opponents argue: With so many problems here on Earth, why are we wasting money on space?  Now, throw in the worst economic downturn in decades and you get this: With so many problems here on Earth, and the fact we're so deeply in debt, why waste money on space?  Just how tight have things become?   Heck, we don't even have enough money to keep searching for ET.  Last week, in "SETI Institute's search for extraterrestrial life hits a budgetary black hole," Times staff writer Louis Sahagun reported that the guys sitting in Northern California listening for signals from other life in the universe are about out of money.   Congress gave up and cut off funding in 1993, but private sources have kept the project running.  Now? Well, it looks like it's mothball city:  In mid-April, [Tom] Pierson [the institute's chief executive officer] delivered the bad news to stakeholders, just as the array was being prepared to survey more than 50 recently discovered planets beyond our solar system that astronomers believe may be habitable.  Darn, just when we were this close.  So, 50 years after Alan Shepard  put America back in the space race, we don't even have the $2.5 million a year it takes to listen for fellow inhabitants of the galaxy, much less travel there.  And Rodriguez thinks Americans are ready to spend really big bucks on space travel?  No, here's where we really are: Like so much of what's going on in the real world, space is about to become a playground for the rich.
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