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The plan is unethical – it relies on coercive force to garner funds

Ludlow ’08, Lawrence Ludlow, freelance writer, May 1, 2008,  “NASA, the Aerospace Welfare Queen”, http://www.strike-the-root.com/81/ludlow/ludlow2.html, DKreus
In contrast to privately funded scientific efforts such as Edison's (electricity), Bayer's (aspirin), or Gutenberg's (printing), has NASA discovered anything that justifies the fabulous expense? According to Wesley Ward, chief space geologist for the U.S. Geological Survey (Feb. 2003): 'The international space station, like the shuttle, is an instrument in search of a purpose . . . . (We) are doing a variety of piddley experiments with little larger application to anything.' NASA Chief Administrator Michael Griffin concurs. He recently suggested that the decision to develop the space shuttle and International Space Station was a mistake: 'It is now commonly accepted that (it) was not the right path. We are now trying to change the path while doing as little damage as we can.' He also added that 'the shuttle is fundamentally flawed.' James Van Allen, considered the father of nuclear physics in space (remember the Van Allen radiation belts?), has been a long-term critic of the space shuttle. To the Associated Press, he described the program as '. . . too expensive and dangerous . . . It's a vastly difficult effort with almost no significant purpose.' 

Taxpayers also should consider this: how were they possibly being served when astronauts on the space shuttle Discovery carried a souvenir T-shirt into space as a favor for the school children of Golden Hill Elementary School in Haverhill, Massachusetts (Feb. 2007)? At a cost of $1.3 billion per shuttle launch, surely that T-shirt was the most overpriced in the history of informal apparel. The political payload on shuttle trips has included Luke Skywalker's light saber, American flags, a teddy bear, and other cheesy memorabilia'sometimes counted by the dozen! Instead of being ashamed, NASA is proud of this imperial waste. It even hosts a web page called Items Taken into Space. Just think: average citizens will go to jail for refusing to subsidize this nonsense. As examples of in-your-face waste and insensitivity, these outrages are worthy of Marie Antoinette before she lost her head in the French Revolution. Why are no heads rolling at NASA? 

Of course, NASA's supporters claim that we enjoy countless benefits from the space program. Some are mythical, and most have no application beyond outer space; All of them, however, fail to answer the following questions: (1) at what cost? and (2) instead of what? In other words, they do not tell us what Americans could have achieved with this great pile of cash if NASA had not incinerated it without leaving as much as a toasted marshmallow. The problem is that NASA has failed to meet the only test that matters among people who do not use loaded guns to enforce a decision: the market test. Only when buyers and sellers engage in peaceful, voluntary exchange can products and services be judged as successes or failures. Only then are they subject to a true cost-benefit analysis instead of the arbitrary judgment of self-interested bureaucrats, which is the trademark of all socialist ventures such as NASA's.

Counterplan: The United States federal government should substantially increase development for projects devoted to the Search for Extra Terrestrial Intelligence.

Policy analysis is separate from philosophical interrogation of modes of being. Instead, we should adopt lines of logic separate from policy. 

Doty 93 (Roxanne Lynn Doty, Associate Professor of Government Politics & Global @ Arizona State University; "Foreign Policy as Social Construction: A Post-Positivist Analysis of U. S. Counterinsurgency Policy in the Philippines," International Studies Quarterly, Vol. 37, No. 3, page 293, JSTOR)
Conventional approaches to foreign policy analysis do not pose this kind of how-question. Foreign policy analysis is generally concerned with explaining why particular decisions resulting in specific courses of action were made. Depending on the international power hierarchy, infighting among various government agencies, or the perception of decisions makers. What is common to all of these kinds of explanations is that they seek an answer to a particular category of question, why question. The problem for analysis is to show that a certain policy decision was predictable given a particular set of circumstances. While the attempt is made to identify sufficient conditions, in most cases analysts can only suggest that outcomes will occur with a certain amount of probability (Little, 1991:4). Explanations for why-questions are incomplete in an important sense. They generally take as unproblematic the possibility that a particular decision or course of action could happen. They presuppose a particular decision or course of action could happen. They presuppose a particular subjectivity (i.e., a mode of being), a background of social/discursive practices and meanings which make possible the practices as well as the social actors themselves. In contrast to more conventional approaches to the analysis of foreign policy, the approach I take in this article poses a how-possible question. In posing such a question, I examine how meanings are produced and attached to various social subjects/objects, thus constituting particular interpretive dispositions which create certain possibilities and preclude others. What is explained is not why a particular outcome obtained, but rather how the subjects, 
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objects, and interpretive dispositions were socially constructed such that certain practices were made possible. The claims of sovereign equality would seem to have made a policy of intervention on the part of the United States impossible. This suggests that other constructions were being produced that were not those heralded at the time of Philippine independence.
PAGE  
3
Last printed 9/4/09 7:00 PM





