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Anthropocentricism Frontline (1/2) – 1NC

ETI won’t challenge anthropocentricism- human knowledge constraints   
LEE F. WERTH, Associate Professor of Philosophy at Cleveland State University, 1998, “The Anthropocentric Predicament and the Search for Extraterrestrial Intelligence (The Universe as Seen Through Our Eyes Darkly)”, Journal of Applied Philosophy, Vol 15, No. 1 //ZY
Those who study comparative psychology are aware of the perils of anthropomorphism* particularly with respect to primates closely related to us* Do chimpanzees truly understand and use language? If an orangutan looks into a mirror and sees a reflection of herself with a spot of red paint on her forehead* and then attempts to remove the paint by wiping her brow* does this entail a concept of self or at least the knowledge that the reflected image is reflections?] Monkeys seem unable to recognize 'their* reflections* unlike orangutans* Clearly, we are unable to understand the consciousness of another species except by generalizing from human experience. Empathic understanding, even when grounded in empirical data as in the mirror experiment, has limited utility. We are permanently stuck in an anthropocentric predicament. Against this background of earthly confusion and failures to communicate* let us examine the epistemological difficulties associated with recognizing E.T.I. (extraterrestrial intelligence). In so doing we will better understand our own thought processes and the evolutionary selection pressures on planet Earth which have determined the way in which we inescapably conceive of the universe. If 'anyone* is out there> it is unlikely we could know it not unless the selection pressures on 'their* planet were virtually identical to those on Earth, which would entail that the caprice of biological mutations on that planet were a carbon copy of mutations on Earth> a scenario that taxes all credibility even allowing thousands of lightyears of space-time in which to search.
Our communication with ETI will reinforce anthropocentricism- humans will construct the event  to fit biological understanding 
LEE F. WERTH, Associate Professor of Philosophy at Cleveland State University, 1998, “The Anthropocentric Predicament and the Search for Extraterrestrial Intelligence (The Universe as Seen Through Our Eyes Darkly)”, Journal of Applied Philosophy, Vol 15, No. 1 //ZY
Those who search for E.T.I believe that basic physical or logical relations can be used to establish communication, and so we broadcast or send by satellite; a prime number series; perhaps a model of our solar system; atomic vibrations; a periodic table of elements; binary math and bivalency; or whatever physical or logical relation we think to be universal. But consider; mathematics to base ten is a product of our being creatures with ten fingers; bivalency is tied to our being creatures who rely greatly upon our visual and tactile senses, senses which provide clearly bounded and defined objects . . .a table which is either there or not. If olfactory sense had predominated, we would have relied upon what's called fuzzy logic* Yet a table is mass which is either there or not? Surely, some sort of communication is possible* This is to overlook that the very objects we encounter are in a certain sense arbitrary constructs* The book is not part of the table because I can pick it up. Yet if I can remove the table's legs, what then? Either I take apart the table or destroy it. What is an object to us depends upon our context of interest. Since other humans are biologically similar, the objects designated as real tend to be the same, if we ignore debates about ghosts and spirits. Our objects are conceptual constructs based upon the organization of sensory input. The organization has resulted from the selection pressures that have produced our species. Even so, we can imagine how an 'object1 might have been constructed differently, perhaps by restricting objects to only one sense such that what is seen is not the same object as what is touched or smelled; or perhaps by taking what is most intensely sensed and making one object out of what is loudest, brightest, heaviest, etc* This would not be a useful object for any context other than to clarify a philosophical argument. If these remarks have served their purpose, we shall understand that any E.T.I, will have encountered different selection pressures which will have resulted in their environment being incommensurable with ours. If physical objects are the arbitrary constructs resulting from the caprice of contexts of interest* produced and driven by selection pressures on Earth, the same is true of what we call events. Whereas an object seems to us to be somehow given* an event seems more malleable. For a sudden rain squall to be an event we must define a beginning and end. Moreover* unlike objects such as tables* events are often heterogeneous; a physical object might be multifaceted but not diverse in the manner of a three day celebration* for example. The temporal edges of events often lack clear definition; there is frequently no starting gun nor finish line* Such malleability makes it obvious to those of different cultures how arbitrarily events are conceived. We may not recognize an event if we do not share the relevant cultural presuppositions. How much worse would it be in attempting to communicate with E.T.I.* even assuming 'they* have temporal concepts* which presupposes selection pressures similar to ours, that is, environmental challenges which have given rise to the ability to create virtual realities* in our case through visualisation and symbol use?


Anthropocentricism Frontline (2/2) – 1NC

Their predominant solvency advocate concludes negative- agnosticism is counterproductive to challenging anthro 
Alexander Wendt, Professor of International Relations at the Ohio State University.  Raymond Duvall, Professor of Political Sciences at the University of Minnesota. August 2008.  Political Theory. “Sovereignty and the UFO.”  http://ptx.sagepub.com/content/36/4/607.full.pdf+html //ZY

Even that is not enough, however, as attested by the long history of unsuccessful resistance to the UFO taboo to date.75 The problem is that agnosticism alone does not produce knowledge, and thus reduce the igno- rance upon which modern sovereignty depends. For a critical theory of anthropocentric rule, therefore, a science of UFOs ironically is required, and not just a science of individual cases after the fact, which can tell us only that some UFOs lack apparent conventional explanations. Rather, in this domain what is needed is paradoxically a systematic science, in which observations are actively sought in order to analyze patterns from which an intelligent presence might be inferred.76 That would require money, infra- structure, and a long-term commitment of the kind that to date has been possible only for epistemic authorities, or precisely those actors most resis- tant to taking UFOs seriously. Still, given the potential disjunction of inter- est between science and the state, it is possible here for science to play a key role for critical theory. Whether such a science would actually over- come UFO ignorance is unknowable today, but it is only through it that We might move beyond the essentially theological discourse of belief and denial to a truly critical posture.

Attempting to overcome anthropocentrism is inherently anthropocentric.

Pepper ’04. (David, Environmentalism: Critical Concepts, http://books.google.com/books?id=zwzOs_IHCYQC&pg=PA44&dq=anthropocentrism+is&ei= yKZjSu6EKYSmkATst9nKDg) 

Overcoming anthropocentrism has meant appreciating that 'Man* is not the  center  of the universe or the measure of all things: that it is less tenable to think of humans as made in the image of God. as the purpose of creation, than as one of the products of natural evolution. Humans are just a part of the natural order This cognitive displacement of human beings from center stage in the greater scheme of things has been made possible, above all. by developments in modern science. This detached view of humans has been made possible by just that kind of objectivizing knowledge which more recently has been held to lie at the root of an attitude toward the natural world to be condemned as anthropocentric. For what the rise of objcciivat-ing science has done is bring with it the idea that humans can in some ways stand apart from the rest of nature: the achievement of objectivity carries with it an enhanced view of the power and autonomy of subjectivity; and this is at the heart of a set of attitudes which privilege human faculties, capacities and interests over those of nonhuman entities. There thus appears to be a paradox: the overcoming of anthropocentrism so far has been brought about by just those developments which are now seen by many as lying at the root of unacceptably anthropocentric attitudes and values.1 If the overcoming of anthropocentrism is to be deemed a good thing, therefore, this paradox should alert us to how it is also a rather complex thing.


1NC #1 – No Anthro Challenge

Anthro is inevitable- human understanding and biology 
LEE F. WERTH, Associate Professor of Philosophy at Cleveland State University, 1998, “The Anthropocentric Predicament and the Search for Extraterrestrial Intelligence (The Universe as Seen Through Our Eyes Darkly)”, Journal of Applied Philosophy, Vol 15, No. 1 //ZY
There is something of a paradox involved in the account which follows; evolutionary biology will be used as the basis for claiming that we are hopelessly locked in an anthropocentric predicament, that is, we must conceive of the universe in human terms, Yet this very argument, if successful, will undermine itself. It will explain why we can not recognize E.T.L, but in so doing it also condemns us to a biologically based perspective which by its own canons of reasoning entails limitations* The biologically grounded perspective of our place in the universe ultimately stultifies itself by being a product of the very conceptual limitations it can explicate! Nietzsche, perhaps more than other philosophers, understood the problem[3]. Our brains have been programmed by the selection pressures of our environment. We are land animals who live on a planet of cyclical changes, but changes which are sufficiently erratic to preclude a simple algorithm which would allow land organisms such as ourselves to rely wholly upon instinct for our survival, so-called instinct being a biologically programmed information processing system which requires neither consciousness nor the capacity to learn diverse responses to a changing environment. Our bodies and brains obviously evolved together, but it is a helpful thought experiment to consider how a body such as ours could survive without our indigenous human conceptual capacities. If Nietzsche recognized the 'prejudices of philosophers1 and the problem of understanding perspectives only from the perspective of a perspective, Immanuel Kant can be credited with discerning those patterns of information processing, which being human, we can not transcend* In his Critique of Pure Reason^ Kant clarified not only what he called the categories of the human understanding, but the manner in which human experience is inextricably presented spatially and temporally, or in terms which Kant called the pure forms of outer and inner intuition[4]. It hardly matters whether time and space (space-time) exist independently of our minds. What is relevant to the present problem is a Kantian insight, that is> that the categories we use to experience things and events are hopelessly anthropocentric; biological selection pressures have determined the categories we use to construct and thereby experience objects and events: quantity; quality; causality; possibility; necessity; real; unreal; etc. Without presenting either an organized list nor a comprehensive one, it should be clear that to experience anything and to recognize that we are experiencing it> we must employ such categories and concepts. Are they universal to all rational creatures? Even judged from within the perspective of biological evolution it becomes depressingly obvious that such categories and relationships are of utility to land creatures who live in the quasi-cyclical environment which Earth provides* an environment of changing conditions both on land and sea> changes primarily due to the tilt of Earth's axis, other changes resulting from plate tectonics, etc. And yet it will be argued that other planets are sufficiently Earthlike for E.T.I. A closer look is in order.


1NC #2 – Aff = Anthro

ET search is a manifestation of human concerns – limitations ensure an anthropocentric focus upon meeting ET life
Seth D. Baum, Department of Geography, Pennsylvania State University,  Jacob D. Haqq-Misra, Department of Meteorology, Pennsylvania State University, & Shawn D. Domagal-Goldman, NASA Planetary Science Division, 2011, “Would Contact with Extraterrestrials Benefit or Harm Humanity? A Scenario Analysis” //ZY

In Michael Crichton‘s novel Sphere (1987), a team of scientists are sent to the bottom of the ocean to study what turns out to be a crashed American spacecraft from the future. The crew later discovers that the vessel itself houses a spherical extraterrestrial artifact that possesses the power to manifest a person‘s subconscious anxieties or desires into reality. Predictably, the team manifests a bevy of nightmarish creatures and explosive devices, and nearly destroy themselves in the process. Crichton‘s novel is meant to show that, even amongst our most intelligent, rational actors (represented by a biologist, physicist, psychologist, and mathematician), we remained limited by our innate fear of the world around us. We walk into the sphere harboring our personal and collective dreams, fears, and anxieties, and emerge with those deeply mythic visions of destruction and despair, but also redemption, renewal, and salvation. Of course, it is not difficult to parallel this science fiction narrative with the UFO phenomenon in American culture. As has been noted throughout this work, UFOs and alien beings are, unsurprisingly, richly symbolic manifestations of a variety of human anxieties about race, gender, sexuality, religion, and technology, and also indicative of how such social categories and institutions may evolve, diminish, or utterly transform in the future. Whatever the ―true‖ origin of UFOs (which I have argued here likely lacks a singular source, cultural or otherwise), humans can only perceive or imagine them through specific cultural, historical, and psychological lenses. Forthis reason, we cannot divorce flying saucer sightings over Washington D.C. in the 1950s from early Cold War paranoia and the concurrent rise of alien invasion films. Nor can we ignore the overtly environmentalist, quasi-spiritual messages of the humanoid beings reported by Whitley Strieber and John Mack‘s patients, and how those messages closely mirror each author‘s lifelong interests. And how believable would the resurfaced Roswell legend be in the late 1970s without the precedents set by the JFK assassination, the Vietnam War, and Watergate? Although certainly not a comprehensive analytical framework, it remains true that UFOs teach us much more about our own concerns than they will about any nonhuman intelligences. Yet we must remember that said ―human concerns‖ also include those of skeptical scientists—from Penn and Teller to Carl Sagan—and any other academics studying the subject.


1NC #2 – Aff = Anthro

Current political structures ensure that an ETI search reinforces anthropocentricism 
William J.  Dewan, Doctoral, 2010, “Occam's Beard: Belief, Disbelief, and Contested Meanings in American Ufology”, https://repository.unm.edu/bitstream/handle/1928/12075/Diss%20PDF.pdf?sequence=1 //ZY
By making such allowances, however, the researcher may find himself or herself in tricky territory. A public declaration of this type of agnosticism comes not without professional risk, with Wendt and Duvall predicting resultant difficulties in funding and publication due to its challenge to normative structures of disbelief (2008, 628). While I have personally experienced the ―giggle factor‖ that comes with merely promoting subjects such as the UFO phenomenon as viable areas of academic research, I find myself in support of Wendt and Duvall‘s agnostic position, albeit with certain qualifiers. How do we improve upon our existing knowledge of the UFO phenomenon without engaging in reactionary, oppositional stances against real and perceived power structures? Can we challenge Carl Sagan‘s anthropocentrism without waging war on the scientific method? Obviously, such questions relate not only to debates about UFOs, but also to ongoing, so-called ―science wars‖ between members of the scientific community and postmodern critics. The basic problem, outlined by Donna Haraway, remains the same: So, I think my problem, and ―our‖ problem, is how to have simultaneously an account of radical historical contingency for all knowledge claims and knowing subjects, a critical practice for recognizing our own ―semiotic technologies‖ for making meanings, and a no- nonsense commitment to faithful accounts of a ―real‖ world, one that can be partially shared and that is friendly to earthwide projects of finite freedom, adequate material abundance, modest meaning in suffering, and limited happiness (1988, 579).   Grinspoon also points out the assumptions behind where astrobiologists choose to search for life. Out of necessity, researchers must narrow down their investigative parameters and assumptions about life in order to provide any semblance of scientific inquiry into the issue. For instance, much of life on Earth requires water, so water worlds are primarily sought after. This, argues Grinspoon, is again born out of pragmatic necessity, and not scientific deduction. But it has now rapidly become a consensus reality among most individuals involved in the field (2003, 263-264).
As Nelson‘s comments suggest, searching for extraterrestrial life may be politically accepted as legitimate science, yet searching for alien intelligence remains fairly controversial. Some critics of SETI have used methods of ridicule familiar to UFO researchers, using clichés such as ―little green men‖ when discussing their research (Michaud 2007, 4, 148-149). Indeed, SETI aliens, as equal anthropocentric constructs, are no more realistic than those purported to visit the earth in science fiction films or narratives written by alien abductees (Grinspoon 2003, 355).
The anthro assumptions behind communication ensure no changes in human understanding 
Dimitra Atri, Department of Physics and Astronomy, University of Kansas, Julia DeMarines, Space Studies Program, International Space University and Jacob Haqq-Misra, Department of Meteorology, The Pennsylvania State University,” 2011 “A Protocol for Messaging to Extraterrestrial Intelligence” /ZY
Sending a message to an unknown extraterrestrial intelligence may require a loosening of the anthropocentric assumptions that have characterized previous METI attempts. Most communication between humans on Earth relies on vision and sound because of the specifics of our biology, but we cannot necessarily assume that extraterrestrials will share any of our basic senses. The dependence on visual imagery in the Arecibo message, for example, necessitates that the recipients can interpret information stored as pictures. However, a subsurface life form is less likely to develop visual sensory perception, and not even all life on Earth is vision-oriented (e.g., bats) or auditory (e.g., invertebrates). Likewise, while we expect that the basic physics of compression waves applies throughout the universe, not all life forms will necessarily develop a sense of hearing. Messages that rely on the specifics of human biology or culture will be less likely to effectively communicate to an unfamiliar extraterrestrial listener.

1NC #2 – Aff = Anthro

That turns case- no alien interaction 
LEE F. WERTH, Associate Professor of Philosophy at Cleveland State University, 1998, “The Anthropocentric Predicament and the Search for Extraterrestrial Intelligence (The Universe as Seen Through Our Eyes Darkly)”, Journal of Applied Philosophy, Vol 15, No. 1 //ZY
Consider language: is it a cause for hope? Human languages which have no common root are nevertheless intertranslatable, although not without difficulty, Yet field anthropologists learn languages unrelated to their own. Moreover* it is possible to construct a dictionary, thereby showing that only differences in surface grammar exist, Why would radio communication be impossible if E.T.I. is a language user? When we remember that any medium of communication to be used in the search for E.T.L must ultimately be transduced into a form accessible to human senses and cognitive capacities, hope fades. Computers can help us to analyze vast amounts of data for patterns, but once again, the patterns must be humanly recognisable patterns. We have seen how that constrains us.


1NC #3 – Agnosticism Bad 

1NC #4 – Overcoming is Anthro

Challenging anthro reinforces it- human introspection 
Stephen Marshall, writer and award-winning filmmaker, January 2006, Alien Scientist: Anthropocentric Games Topic: Alien Scientist, http://www.alientimes.org/Main/AlienScientistAnthropocentricGames //ZY
All that said, it may be unnecessarily human-like to even care about other species' points of view. In the end, we are the only species properly capable of grudging respect or chauvinism; or properly conscious of the struggle for life, and our place in it. It is only we who make this a 'game': the other species may be hardly more aware of their participation than the pixels in a space invaders game. So we shouldn't worry that we are somehow cheating the other species by claiming superiority through intelligence; we are only deluding ourselves that we are meaningfully 'winning' a game - that of being successful humans - that no one else is attempting to play. In the end, imagining that others are playing our game is no more than a harmless fantasy for lonely sentients in an otherwise dark, unconscious cosmos.


Biopolitics Frontline (1/8) – 1NC

Government disclosure props up the biolpolitical state - militaristic elite backlash 
Dr. Jospeh Burkes, MD & Independent Researcher for the Center for the Study of Extraterrestrial Intelligence , 2005,“Cosmic Peace” http://www.ufoevidence.org/documents/doc548.htm#FairUse //ZY

Open war with advanced ET civilizations is an extremely remote possibility given the likelihood that UFOs are an ancient phenomena. Extra-terrestrials have probably been here for centuries if not for millennia. If the ETs were planning aggressive action against human- kind, why should they wait so many years before mounting an open attack? Thus, by passing a test of time, their non-harmful posture is confirmed. If disclosure of the ET presence were suddenly made today, defense corporations, their military and political allies would probably use such a revelation for their own narrow interests. This would result in an accelerated "Star Wars" program. I imagine the slogan, "we must negotiate from a position of strength," would be featured prominently in the congressional sales campaign for space based weapon systems. A trillion dollars could be needlessly wasted to prepare against an enemy which we could never truly fight. On a planet where some 10 million children every year die from hunger and preventable disease, squandering our limited economic resources on such weaponry would be particularly tragic. 
Political acknowledgment is irrelevant- we should ignore a state which lies to us and recognize ET in popular culture have already transformed the public 
‪ Jodi Dean, Professor of Political Science at Hobart and William Smith Colleges and Erasmus Professor of the Humanities in the Faculty of Philosophy, 2007 Aliens in America: conspiracy cultures from outerspace to cyberspace‬ //ZY‬‬‬‬‬‬‬‬

So although aliens appeared in American popular culture at the last fin de siecle, and although most societies tell stories about otherworldly visitors, I concentrate on what the details of space stories tell us about American society today. Narratives of abduction and conspiracy are uniquely influential in the current technological context, a context where information travels at the speed of light and everything is entertainment. They tell about particular ways of being human that, as they describe experiences beyond belief and control, reach out from the lives of UFO abductees to suggest an abduction of a completely different sort. They tell about ways of being human that transform the representations of agency and speetatorship found in space imagery up through the seventies. Narratives of abduction reconfigure the present's acceptance of passivity, suspicion, paranoia, and loss as, themselves, forms of action. My argument is that the aliens infiltrating American popular cultures provide icons through which to access the new conditions of democratic politics at the millennium. The conditions arc new in that — despite the thematics of space, technology, and millennium deeply embedded in American self-understandings — the increasing complexity of an age brought about by networked computers and information, on the one hand, and the inscription of American politics within a televisual public sphere, on the other, have created a situation where political choices and decisions are virtually meaningless, practically impossible. Faced with gigabytes of indigestible information, computer-generated special effects, competing expert testimonies, and the undeniable presence of power, corruption, racism, and violence throughout science and law, voters, consumers, viewers, and witnesses have no criteria for choosing among policies and verdicts, treatments and claims. Even further, we have no recourse to procedures, be they scientific or juridical, that might provide some "supposition of reasonableness.",7


Biopolitics Frontline (2/8) – 1NC

Excluding ET necessary for democracy 

Hans Agné, Department of Political Science, Stockholm University, Swedish Institute of International Affairs, Stockholm, Sweden, 2010 ,“Why democracy must be global: self-founding and democratic intervention” //ZY
When the boundaries of a state are about to be decided, the first option is to make the decision at a political level that is agreeable to people within and beyond the boundaries about to be decided. This can be a national level, a regional level, or some other territorial level. However, if there is permanent division over who should make the decision, we must identify a political procedure whose democratic legitimacy is safe from objections that the procedure operates on an illegitimate policy of exclusion. A reasonably safe way of observing this criterion would be to decide on the founding of territorially delimited states democratically at the global level, that is, to include humanity as a whole in the politics of founding either a world state or a territorially or functionally delimited state (see Bartelson, 2008 for a similar argument). Inclusion in the global demos is then taken to imply a right, not an obligation, to participate in the making of collective decisions, as well as an obligation to comply with the globally made decisions. Inclusion of humanity as a whole is theoretically attractive in part because it does not produce a boundary problem equivalent to that of other foundational categories, for example, particular nations or classes. Even the most related ontological domains beyond mankind – which in addition to animals and plants might perhaps be conceived of as including, for instance, angels, gods, unidentified flying objects, and self-operating units of artificial intelligence – do not include entities that can themselves engage in political contestation (noticing their potential existence is important nonetheless; see Wendt and Duvall, 2008). Human beings may have moral obligations to take non-human interests into consideration, but in relation to the paradox of foundation in democratic theory we are not primarily concerned with moral responsibility but with the procedural issue of who are in fact able to participate in politics. And in that respect human beings are unique. Hence, the reason for including humanity as a whole in the politics of founding is not that biological humanness is particularly valuable, but that everyone has a right to contest political decisions.
Biopolitics Frontline (3/8) – 1NC

Anything else ensures exclusion
Hans Agné, Department of Political Science, Stockholm University, Swedish Institute of International Affairs, Stockholm, Sweden, 2010 ,“Why democracy must be global: self-founding and democratic intervention” //ZY
But why should the term everyone refer to all human beings rather than to all members of some other group? Perhaps inclusion of humanity is just another proposal in an endless debate about who should be included in the legitimate political community (Näsström, forthcoming). However, there is a critical difference here. Humanity is not just another group of human beings. It is all of them together. By defining the founding category as inclusive of the whole world, no one will be excluded. By defining the founding category as one among many discrete groups constituting the world, the rest of the world will be excluded. So while grounding political rule in a community of all human beings can be as politically controversial as proceeding on alternative assumptions, it alone can fulfill a criterion derived from democratic theory, namely to exclude exclusion.5 From a democratic viewpoint, the legitimacy of such procedures does not presuppose any prior decision on inclusion and exclusion, since they imply no exclusion in need of justification to begin with. The ‘move to define the relevant community for deciding boundary issues as the global community of humanity’ (to cite an anonymous reviewer of this manuscript) is therefore justified at the very moment when this move is taken. From a more practical perspective, the usefulness of the criterion to include humanity as a whole in the politics of founding presupposes that the boundaries of humanity are themselves not severely contested. Understood as an assumption about what differences politically capable entities can in fact recognize, this is not a controversial view: whether an entity should be classified as a human being is today politically contested only in rare and marginal cases. This is an empirical observation, not an intervention in the controversy over the possibility and appropriateness of defining man. Perhaps most forcefully, the ability of political subjects to recognize human beings can be illustrated by their ability to do so even when they think humans act in a ‘non-human’ way. For instance, there appears to be no difficulty in deciding who out of the following four disasters that are human beings and can as such be prosecuted for crimes against humanity: Hermann Göring, Cancer, Malaria, and Omar Al Bashir. This point, that the boundaries of humanity are not politically contested, is not denied even by leading critics of the concept of humanity in political theory. For instance, the popular view that politics in the name of humanity implies treating political enemies as non-humans (Schmitt, 2007: 53–58) actually supports the assumption needed here. That is, human beings can be identified empirically even in cases when we fear that they will not be treated as such.
That turns case- Democracy checks negative forms of biopolitics and allows for constructive implementation of biopolitical strategies that are neither dangerous nor violent; the permutation solves the impacts both ways.
Dickinson, History Prof. @ U-Cincy with a PHD from Berkely, 2004 p. online Edward Ross, Central European History vol. 37 no. 1 )
"In an important programmatic statement of 1996 Geoff Eley celebrated the fact that Foucault’s ideas have “fundamentally directed attention away from institutionally centered conceptions of government and the state . . . and toward a dispersed and decentered notion of power and its ‘microphysics.’”48 The “broader, deeper, and less visible ideological consensus” on “technocratic reason and the ethical unboundedness of science” was the focus of his interest.49 But the “power-producing effects in Foucault’s ‘microphysical’ sense” (Eley) of the construction of social bureaucracies and social knowledge, of “an entire institutional apparatus and system of practice” ( Jean Quataert), simply do not explain Nazi policy.50 The destructive dynamic of Nazism was a product not so much of a particular modern set of ideas as of a particular modern political structure, one that could realize the disastrous potential of those ideas. What was critical was not the expansion of the instruments and disciplines of biopolitics, which occurred everywhere in Europe. Instead, it was the principles that guided how those instruments and disciplines were organized and used, and the external constraints on them. In National Socialism, biopolitics was shaped by a totalitarian conception of social management focused on the power and ubiquity of the völkisch state. In democratic societies, biopolitics has historically been constrained by a rights-based strategy of social management. This is a point to which I will return shortly. For now, the point is that what was decisive was actually politics at the level of the state."

Biopolitics Frontline (4/8) – 1NC
Their approach to the state results in sovereign backlash and propping up it’s power 
Brent Cooper, University of British Columbia, June 1st, 2010, ASTU-400J: Knowledge and Power in International Relations -Towards a Theory of Conspiracy: Analyzing Hidden Power in Globalization Processes //ZY

Investigating conspiracies within the higher levels of the state apparatus poses a unique challenge. In Sovereignty and the UFO, Alexander Wendt and Raymond Duvall make a compelling case for the threat certain taboos pose to governmentality – UFOs in this case. Governmentality, a concept from Michel Foucault, is the organized government practices (mentalities, rationalities, and techniques) directed at the management of populations and their territories.36 In the article, Wendt and Duvall argue that the investigation of UFOs threatens theanthropomorphic sovereignty of states, and is therefore ignored. I contend that this approach can be transposed onto questions of localized conspiracies pertaining to issues of national security. An example is the activation of the aforementioned state secrets privilege, but this is not so much a „taboo‟ as it is an explicit restriction by the state. An academic taboo, more specifically, is generally enforced by stigmatization and ostracism; examples of which include the study of covert operations and of state terror, both of which I discuss later. Wendt explains that science strives for an apolitical and objective account of reality, but is self-limited by its own methodology which produces an ever evolving, contestable body of knowledge, that precludes absolute “Truth.”37 On the other hand, the state seeks a regime of truth that its citizens will adhere to. In this case, Wendt argues, the state values stability and normalization as part of its standard of knowledge, over a scientific (albeit uncertain) criteria of truth.38 For the modern liberal state, power depends on legitimacy and knowledge rather than force to govern its populations, while the latter is a latent feature. However, when a regime of governmentality comes under threat, the sovereign authority reveals its truth power source: the capacity to suspend norms and laws if it sees fit - as Carl Schmitt put it, to "decide the exception."39 As Wendt says with UFOs, I argue with conspiracies that the authorities are not “hiding The Truth” about them, but rather “they cannot ask the question”;40 the party in power, or more generally the state, is threatened by its own investigation.‡ And since we cannot know for sure, to reject the possibility is to possibly reject a true explanation; a Type II error in statistics.41 Wendt insists that the metaphysics of modern rule are so resilient that we should not underrate the challenges of resistance; those who challenge the status quo in this respect face career hurdles and put their reputation at risk.42 Therefore, the sensible position to take is to be agnostic about CT because atheism and belief are not epistemically justified.43

Biopolitics Frontline (5/8) – 1NC

ETI acknowledgment doesn’t challenge sovereignty- government will still ignore other mystifying claims  
HENRY FARRELL, associate professor of political science and international affairs at George Washington University , JULY 31, 2008 , “The Truth is out there” , http://themonkeycage.org/blog/2008/07/31/the_truth_is_out_there/ //ZY
I’m highly skeptical of claims that UFOs are interesting in any sense but the sociological, for reasons having to do with the Fermi paradox, and the weaknesses of evidence laid out in John Sladek’s excellent and entertaining The New Apocrypha (the relevant chapter is entitled ‘Will U Kindly F O”). But even apart from the question of whether or not there is something to UFO claims that is worthy of sustained scientific investigation, Wendt and Duvall’s argument is highly unconvincing. They claim that there is something about the possibility of alien subjectivities that fundamentally challenges the principles of sovereign rule and makes sovereign entities go into a kind of halting state (pun borrowed from Charlie Stross) when they try to think about them. Hence, the failure of states to investigate UFOs. But this doesn’t seem to me to hold up as a convincing explanation First – the evidence is inadequate to the claims made. Even if we accept, for the purposes of argument, Wendt and Duvall’s contention that government sponsored reports such as the Condon report (which was prepared by thirty scientists and engineers for the government over a period of two years, based on twenty years of data gathered by the Airforce)[1] doesn’t serve as countervailing evidence because it was ‘politicized’ and ‘flawed,’ I would expect them to provide some serious evidence to support the claim that the purported outcome (failure of government to seriously investigate UFOs) is an outcome of the suggested causal mechanism (the inability of anthropocentric sovereign states to process evidence. We don’t get this; not only do we not get any sort of process tracing, we don’t even get a Foucauldian genealogy. Instead, we have an article which consists of (a) a claim about the nature of sovereignty, (b) a (contestable) claim about states’ failure to research UFOs, (c ) a series of mostly straw man counter-arguments, of mixed accuracy[2], that are duly knocked down, and (d) a re-iteration of the claim that in the absence of ‘reasonable’ counter explanations, the failure to investigate whether UFOs are indeed the product of alien intelligence must indeed be a result of anthropocentric sovereignty. Not only is there no direct evidence adduced, but there’s no reason to think that governments’ failure to pay attention to UFOs is unique. There are many, many out-of-left-field claims out there that governments, mystifyingly, have failed to investigate, despite evidence that is at least as good as the evidence that Wendt and Duvall claim justifies further investigation of the UFOs-are-evidence-of-aliens-among-us hypothesis.[3] For example astrology, which some have claimed has a statistical basis, and which would surely revolutionize predictive intelligence if properly developed. Transcendental Meditation – we have research published in The Journal of Conflict Resolution, no less, which points to the statistically observable effects of application of the Maharishi Technology of the Unified Field to the Israel-Lebanon conflict. Curiously, states have failed (to date) to act on this finding in order to solve the problem of war. Prayer, for healing and otherwise; now there’s one that the 2000-2008 US administration should have been investigating, one would have thought, given its ideological predilections and the technology’s obvious battlefield implications. And going a bit further into the wildlands, what about Scientology? If the US military had had a few Operating Thetans on tap to send out against the enemy, the Iraq war would have gone rather better than it did.
Biopolitics Frontline (6/8) – 1NC

The premise of “resistance” only serves to strengthen the system, and destroying hierarchies leads to new types of exclusions.

Deacon 2003 (Roger is a professor at the University of Natal- Durban, Fabricating Foucault: Rationalising the Management of Individuals, page 180-181)
The  very presence of an adversary has often “supplied the necessary legitimation of the rule” (Bauman 1987: 135), and power “exerts pressure upon[those who are dominated], just as they themselves, in their struggle against it, resist the grip it has on them” (DP: 27). Take for example the ongoing and contradictory contestations of power inequalities within ostensibly marginalized social relations: in (butch and femme) lesbian relations, the dominate (male) role may constitute the other (female) as dependent and nurturing, but in acting as provider may fall into the trap of (traditional female) self sacrifice; alternatively, the subordinate (female) role, in playing out a certain dependency, may learn and master the power to orchestrate the dependency and thus reconstitute the power relationship in a different form (Martin 1992: 113). In a more global sense, “[d]estroying the hierarchies on which sexual or racial discrimination is based will, at some point always require the construction of other exclusions for collective identities to be able to emerge” (Laclau 1990: 33). Proactive or reactive exercises of power include the functioning of those discourses and forms of knowledge which at different times may either or both support or criticize a practice, an  istiitution or a state of affairs. In a complex and unstable ways, elements or the whole of a discourse can be both an instrument and an effect of power relations and a hindrance or point of resistance, just as the lack of discourse or silence may either shelter or render more tolerant a particular exercise of power (HS: 101). For example, in the past sodomy was treated both with extreme severity (punishment by fire) and with tolerance (in the existence of societies of men within the military, currently frowned upon but but still accepted within the US Army). Moreover, the emergence of homosexual discourses brought about both a plethora of new social controls and made it possible for homosexuality to begin to speak and to demand recognition and legitimation on its own behalf, often in the same medical vocabulary which had once disqualified it (HS: 101). Movements of ‘sexual liberation’ simultaneously make the apparatus of sexuality in which we find ourselves “function to the limit” and ‘sumount’ it, by defiantly inventing their own types of existence even while taking this apparatus as their starting point (Foucault 1977b: 155; 1980a: 219-20). When the suffragettes demanded the extension of men’s rights to women, their struggles for equality were in part premised on subjecting themselves to new rules deemed to be universal and hence liberating. In another example, the proletariat took up and used for its own purposes and to support its own struggles the morality imposed on it by the bourgeouis morality to distinguish itself from ‘common’ criminals, and hence both protected itself from extreme forms of bourgeois repression and gave legitimacy to this repression) (Foucault 1974b: 161).
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Modern Biopolitical states are harmless, they will never cross the threshold to genocide or war. 

Dickinson 2004 (Edward Ross is an associate professor of History at UC Davis, Univ of Cincinnati, “Central European History” Vol 37 No 1 http://www.jstor.org.proxy.lib.umich.edu/stable/pdfplus/4547381.pdf)

I want to stress that my point here is not that the democratic welfare state is a "good" thing. There is plenty about it that is reprehensible and frightening. It does wonderful things the things it was built to do for people; but it also coerces, cajoles, massages, and incentivizes its citizens into behaving in certain ways. It "engineers" their lives, so to speak. It aims at achieving national power (now more often defined in economic rather than military terms, a discourse on skilled labor rather than on cannonfodder); it pathologizes difference; it disciplines the individual in myriad ways; it is driven by a "scientistic" and medicalizing approach to social problems; it is a creature of instrumental rationality. And it is, of course, embedded in a broader discursive complex (institutions, professions, fields of social, medical, and psychological expertise) that pursues these same aims in often even more effective and inescapable ways.89 In short, the continuities between early twentieth-century biopolitical discourse and the practices of the welfare state in our own time are unmistakable. Both are instances of the "disciplinary society" and of biopolitical, regulatory, social-engineering modernity, and they share that genealogy with more authoritarian states, including the National Socialist state, but also fascist Italy, for example. And it is certainly fruitful to view them from this very broad perspective. But that analysis can easily become superficial and misleading, because it obfuscates the profoundly different strategic and local dynamics of power in the two kinds of regimes. Clearly the democratic welfare state is not only formally but also substantively quite different from totalitarianism. Above all, again, it has nowhere developed the fateful, radicalizing dynamic that characterized National Socialism (or for that matter Stalinism), the psychotic logic that leads from economistic population management to mass murder. Again, there is always the potential for such a discursive regime to generate coercive policies. In those cases in which the regime of rights does not successfully produce "health," such a system can and historically does create compulsory programs to enforce it. But again, there are political and policy potentials and constraints in such a structuring of biopolitics that are very different from those of National Socialist Germany. Democratic biopolitical regimes require, enable, and incite a degree of self-direction and participation that is functionally incompatible with authoritarian or totalitarian structures. And this pursuit of biopolitical ends through a regime of democratic citizenship does appear, historically, to have imposed increasingly narrow limits on coercive policies, and to have generated a "logic" or imperative of increasing liberalization. Despite limitations imposed by political context and the slow pace of discursive change, I think this is the unmistakable message of the really very impressive waves of legislative and welfare reforms in the 1920s or the 1970s in Germany.90 Of course it is not yet clear whether this is an irreversible dynamic of such systems. Nevertheless, such regimes are characterized by sufficient degrees of autonomy (and of the potential for its expansion) for sufficient numbers of people that I think it becomes useful to conceive of them as productive of a strategic configuration of power relations that might fruitfully be analyzed as a condition of "liberty," just as much as they are productive of constraint, oppression, or manipulation. At the very least, totalitarianism cannot be the sole orientation point for our understanding of biopolitics, the only end point of the logic of social engineering. This notion is not at all at odds with the core of Foucauldian (and Peukertian) theory. Democratic welfare states are regimes of power/knowledge no less than early twentieth-century totalitarian states; these systems are not "opposites," in the sense that they are two alternative ways of organizing the same thing. But they are two very different ways of organizing it. The concept "power" should not be read as a universal stifling night of oppression, manipulation, and entrapment, in which all political and social orders are grey, are essentially or effectively "the same." Power is a set of social relations, in which individuals and groups have varying degrees of autonomy and effective subjectivity. And discourse is, as Foucault argued, "tactically polyvalent." Discursive elements (like the various elements of biopolitics) can be combined in different ways to form parts of quite different strategies (like totalitarianism or the democratic welfare state); they cannot be assigned to one place in a structure, but rather circulate. The varying possible constellations of power in modern societies create "multiple modernities," modern societies with quite radically differing potentials.
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They prop up the state- it will use the search to keep liens secret from the public 
ALLEN TOUGH, Professor Emeritus at the University of Toronto 1990,  “A CRITICAL EXAMINATION OF FACTORS THAT MIGHT ENCOURAGE SECRECY” //ZY
Search efforts to detect a beacon, signal, or message from an intelligent extraterrestrial source are already underway, or soon will be, in about six countries[l]. If one of these efforts is successful someday, several factors may strongly encourage complete and immediate secrecy. As a result, there is some risk that the location, channel, and content of the signal (and even the fact of its existence-) may be withheld from all SETI scientists and bioastronomers except those at the receiving facility. (SETI is the search for extraterrestrial intelligence.) The data might be classified or impounded by the national government or security agencies in the receiving country, for instance, instead of being shared promptly with scientists around the world. The urge for secrecy can be a major obstacle in formulating and implementing an international protocol for activities following detection of a SETI signal, beacon, or message. At the present stage, therefore, it is useful to focus additional attention and thought on the various fears, pressures, urges, beliefs and other factors that might encourage secrecy. By facing and examining them carefully, one can understand and assess them better.   It then becomes possible to plan more effective and creative strategies to be followed before and immediately after the detection of a signal. Seven factors seem particularly likely to exert a strong pressure toward immediately keeping secret any signal that might come from extraterrestrial intelligence. Each of these seven factors in turn will be spelled out and then examined critically. 


1NC #1 – Militaristic Backlash 

Searching for ET bad- history proves it creates a securitizing fear of ET 
David Griffin, MSc in Multi-media and Education with an emphasis on Human Computer Interaction, Natasha Acimovic, MA by Research in English Studies and a PGCE in Adult Literacy, June 2011, How Academia Processes the ET Contact Issue and Some Implications for the UFO Community, http://www.exopoliticsjournal.com/vol-3/vol-3-4-Griffin-Acimovic.pdf //ZY
The alien issue acts as a mirror to the various realities and frameworks that assume they are legitimately investigating ‘it’, revealing that particular disciplines various failings and inherent contradictions. Astrophysicists are one such collective who claim to be present at the cutting edge of space research yet the majority can’t find room in their discipline for the mass of data on UFO sightings and documented human-ET contact. For example, given that we are a developing planet - not far from moving out of the gravity well and into some form of space exploration, we could be forgiven for assuming that the two sectors handling the issue efficiently and to an extent objectively would be the UFO community itself and academia. The latter has, since Plato’s era, established itself as the very institution which would take hold of [almost esoteric] knowledge yet to be processed by a wider society and by discussion, testing and reason then embeds this knowledge into the wider world in a manner deemed comprehensible and useful. The UFO research community may be a more modern invention but at this point in history it has at its disposal the ability to examine vast archives of data on what this extra-terrestrial Other could be as well as having been witness to a more unique facet of history - the embedding of this phenomena in culture and having been witness to the creation of global national security apparatus, circa 19475, due to collective fear of the alien issue itself.

1NC #2 – No Gov

Politics has no influence on public opinion- technology ensures ufology can thrive 
‪Jodi Dean, Professor of Political Science at Hobart and William Smith Colleges and Erasmus Professor of the Humanities in the Faculty of Philosophy, 2007 Aliens in America: conspiracy cultures from outerspace to cyberspace‬ //ZY‬‬‬‬‬‬‬‬
To reiterate, my claim is not that people who think they have been abducted by aliens threaten to destroy democracy. It is not that UFO believers arc irrational." Rather, being unable to judge their rationality points to the lack of widespread criteria for judgments about what is reasonable and what is not: ufological discourse upholds the very criteria for scientific rationality that mainstream science uses to dismiss it* "Scientists** are the ones who have problems with the "rationality" of those in the UFO community. "Scientists" are the ones who feci a need to explain why some people believe in flying saucers, or who dismiss those who do so as "distorted" or "prejudiced" or "ignorant." Such dismissals, handed out ever more frequently as science increasingly impacts on our lives, contribute to the mistrust that pervades contemporary democracy. Those in positions of power deploy terms like "reasonable" and "rational." Previously the victims of this deployment, the "unreasonable" and "irrational," remained isolated. They had difficulty getting attention and fighting back. Now, thanks to widespread developments in communication networks, the "irrational" can get their message out. They can find and connect with those myriad others also dismissed by science. They can network and offer alternatives to official deployments or reason. They an reclaim their rationality on their own terms. What happens when there is so much suspicion of terms like "reasonable" and "rational" that one can no longer tell what an informed decision on a matter like, say, panial-birth abortion or nuclear waste storage might look like? 'litis is where America is today. We face a situation of profound blurring, of complex interconnection, that has profoundly altered the conditions we use to establish the intelligibility of an issue or judgment We have permanent media. Although not yet seamless, as proponents of push technologies—which, like TV, deliver messages without the user having to search for them — advocate, the experience of media in millennial America smears lines between ad and information, product and producer, ad and product, entertainment and all of the above.-* The new communication technologies make possible connections between persons and infor* mation that were once unimaginable. These include temporal and spatial connections: I can see images from Mars now, in real time. They include conceptual and visual connections, "special effects** no longer limited to Industrial Light and Magic hut available from Photoshop for the splicer on a budget. How can we tell whether a perfon in a photo was inserted or reallv there? UF()s, aliens, and abduction provide ideal vehicles for accessing the effects of these changes on American society. America has a long history of contestations, fringe groups, and conspiracy theorists. Now, though, any contest, any group, any theory has more opportunity to acquire an audience, to link into a network where it won't be obscured by those parts of our culture with claims to public or political status. Because of the pervasiveness of UFO belief and the ubiquity of alien imagery, ufology is an especially revealing window into current American paranoia and distrust. We might say that it's "of the fringe" though no longer uon the fringe.*1

1NC #2 – AT: Gov Should Respond to Public 

The aff has it backwards- empirics show the government is answerable to public- they will force a change in policy-  
‪ Jodi Dean, Professor of Political Science at Hobart and William Smith Colleges and Erasmus Professor of the Humanities in the Faculty of Philosophy, 2007 Aliens in America: conspiracy cultures from outerspace to cyberspace‬ //ZY‬‬‬‬‬‬‬‬

We have moved from consensus reality to virtual reality. Politics itself must now be theorized from within the widespread dispersion of paranoia that has supplanted focused targets such as "Jim Crow" laws, Richard Nixon, and the Vietnam War. Insofar as its practioners can link together varieties of disparate phenomena to find patterns of denial, occlusion, and manipulation, conspiracy theory, far from a label dismissively attached to the lunatic fringe, may well be an appropriate vehicle for political contestation.20 Some government agencies, as well as some researchers and journalists, have already been thinking and acting in ways that might have been dismissed as "conspiratorial" under traditional politics. As Grant Kester explains in his compelling analysis of federal information policies during the Reagan administration: With the growing use of computer networks the government is faced with the prohlem of an information blizzard — a lascivious and potentially threatening intermingling in which memos, affidavits, invoices, receipts, bank statements, and other documents combine and recombine themselves to produce dangerous new constellations of meaning. In this scenario the threat doesn't lie with a single piece of damaging information that "leaks out" and exposes government malfeasance, but with the possible interconnections that might be made among dozens of different bits of information; bits that might mean little or nothing by themselves, but that, when assembled by the researcher into a particular narrative form, could prove extremely damaging.21


1NC #3 – Democracy Turn 

1NC #3 – AT: Aff Solves Democracy

ET acknowledgment should not be a political action- ET will be excluded from the democratic process  
Michael Andrew Nordquist, Ph.D., UNIVERSITY OF MINNESOTA  February 2010 , Environmental Participation: Immanence, Cosmopolitics, and the Agency of Environmental Assemblages A DISSERTATION SUBMITTED TO THE FACULTY OF THE GRADUATE SCHOOL OF THE UNIVERSITY OF MINNESOTA, http://conservancy.umn.edu/bitstream/59600/1/Nordquist_umn_0130E_10977.pdf //ZY
The effects of nonhumans, in Latour’s language, serve as something to be responded to, reacted to, included or excluded in the collective, but not as political action. They may serve as a catalyst for politics, in that they demand a reorganization of the common world of collective existence, but they do not participate in the political process, according to Latour’s understanding of politics as the composition of the common world through procedures of the collective.
It may be that Latour would claim that the act of restarting negotiations among existing entities is necessary to the political process and is, therefore, politics, or that their articulation into the representative realm of politics is politics. But this is a severely limited understanding of politics, one that does not account for the many ways in which other-than-humans play important roles in making, affecting, and constituting politics. Including nonhumans in a political organization, process, or action, does not necessarily make it a democratic politics, and it is difficult at this point to describe a politics of environmental assemblages as democratic. In Latour’s account, it is unclear what the difference is between politics as the collective composition of the common world and democracy. In his discussions of the politics he endorses, the two are interchangeable: politics as the composition of the collective common world is democracy, and the formulation of the collective that he offers in Politics of Nature is one means of achieving an institutionalized democratic polity of humans and nonhumans. But including nonhumans in political processes in no way guarantees a democratic polity as the outcome. Latour is fully aware of this, and has been pointing out for decades how nonhumans have always necessarily been involved in politics, even if they are not acknowledged or taken into account.106
As Latour notes, “we have always been involved in cosmopolitics,” of ordering and organizing relations among entities in the world, and that “it is only through an extraordinary shrinking of the meaning of politics that it has been restricted to the values, interests, opinions, and social forces of isolated, naked humans.”107 Conflating politics and democracy, as Latour does in a strategic rhetorical statement and in a gesture to his nominally democratic commitments, likewise shrinks the meaning of politics, and glosses over the differences between what is understood as democratic and what is captured in the processes of political composition he describes.


1NC #4 – Alt Causes

Past SETI searches prove our argument 
HENRY FARRELL, associate professor of political science and international affairs at George Washington University , JULY 31, 2008 , “The Truth is out there” , http://themonkeycage.org/blog/2008/07/31/the_truth_is_out_there/ //ZY

Even more troubling, there is evidence (not actually discussed in the piece, although the program is mentioned in passing) that seems to directly undermine Wendt and Duvall’s basic claim. In their argument, “one of the possibilities that we must countenance if we accept that the UFO is truly unidentified is that its occupants are ETs—and that threatens both the physical and ontological security of modern rule.” But if this is the underlying problem, we can point to a research area which is equally problematic for the notion of anthropocentric sovereignty, but that has been sponsored by the state. I’m referring, of course, to the ongoing SETI (Search for Extraterrestrial Intelligence) program, which uses radio telescopes and similar to search (so far unsuccessfully) for evidence of intelligent life elsewhere in the universe. This ought to be just as unthinkable for the modern state as UFO research, if an anthropocentric universal order is a necessary precondition for modern sovereignty. Yet it has been funded by the US over a period of many years. I think that this is substantial disconfirming evidence for their argument.


1NC #5 – Strengthen the System 

Biopolitics is constantly shifting and manifesting itself in different ways

Michael Dillon and Luis Guerrero, 2008 (ph.D in International Studies and Head of Department of Security and War at Lancaster University, Deputy Postgraduate Research Director, Research Institute for Law, Politics and Justice,  January, “Biopolitics of Security in the 21st Century, Review of International Studies”, p.4-6)
This paper does precisely that.  It explains how the biopolitics of biopower is necessarily also allied with freedom and what kind of ‘freedom’ is understood to be at work in it. In explaining precisely what Foucault understands, in addition, by ‘security’, and how this understanding of security differs from traditional geopolitical accounts of security derived from ontologies and anthropologies of political subjectivity, the paper also clarifies why Foucault concludes that biopolitics simply is a “dispositif de sécurité”.  Strictly speaking, therefore, there is no biopolitics which is not simultaneously also a security apparatus. There is no biopolitics of this, or a biopolitics of that. When one says biopolitics one says security; albeit in a certain way. Biopolitics arises at the beginning of the modern age but it does not spring fully formed at its beginning. It would run entirely counter to Foucault’s approach to the analytic of power relations to pretend otherwise. While acknowledging a certain kind of precursor in the pastoral power of the Church, with which it appears superficially similar but from which it diverges in its specificities, what Foucault begins to draw-out is the logic of formation which takes hold when power takes species life as its referent object, and the securing of species life becomes the vocation of a novel and emerging set of discursive formations of power/knowledge. This biopolitical logic of formation also expresses a new and emergent experience of the real. A logic of formation is therefore historical, local and particular. It also installs an ontopolitics as it experiments with novel ensembles or technologies of social practice. However generalised it may become, biopolitics is not itself a universal phenomenon. It is the actualisation instead of a specific historical and, we would argue, evolving economy of power relations.  Such ensembles of practices do not actualise themselves in perfect realisation of their logic. First, because their logic is always a contested epistemic object for them. Second, because things always change in unintended ways. Biopolitical security practices do not articulate a design in nature. They are contingent achievements reflecting the partial realisation of designs which seek to enact ‘natures’. In the process, there are slippages and breakages, shifts and revisions, for which the original drivers and concerns of biopolitics no longer account. There is nothing unusual in this. It would be unusual if it did not happen. Mutation of the biopolitical order of power relations has continued tomerely entailed a change at the level of practice. Any change in practice is simultaneously also accompanied by a change in the experience of the real. In general terms the shift in the nature of the real associated with biopolitics, now, is captured by the term ‘emergence’. 


1NC #7 – Government Secret

PUBLIC- 

ALLEN TOUGH, Professor Emeritus at the University of Toronto 1990,  “A CRITICAL EXAMINATION OF FACTORS THAT MIGHT ENCOURAGE SECRECY” //ZY

If  a national government is afraid that people will panic at the news of an extraterrestrial signal, it might try to keep that news a secret, at least for a few weeks or months. Secrecy would be imposed in order to avoid panic and riots in the streets, mass refusal to work, and personal emotional
upheaval.
Information
would probably be kept secret from all but a few scientists (with a high-level security clearance) because of the fear of leaks to the press and the public. The government of a nation in which a signal is received might also worry about the longer- term effects on the culture and economy of that nation and of the whole world.
Consequently it might try to maintain complete and immediate secrecy about the signal.
It might believe and fear that religion, philosophy, and science would otherwise be ruined, outmoded, or at least demoralized. Current technology, such as transportation and space exploration, could be superseded; many jobs and the economy could be disrupted. In general, a culture can suffer from contact with a stronger and more advanced culture.
PROJECT DUDE- 

ALLEN TOUGH, Professor Emeritus at the University of Toronto 1990,  “A CRITICAL EXAMINATION OF FACTORS THAT MIGHT ENCOURAGE SECRECY” //ZY

The project director who detects an apparent beacon, signal, or message may be tempted to keep it secret in order to avoid embarrassment and ridicule. The signal could turn out to be a hoax, a coded message from a human satellite, or some other mundane phenomenon. Also, the form, pattern, channel, or location of a genuine signal may be quite unexpected, inexplicable, even bizarre. As a result, the project director may feel baffled, insecure, upset - and reluctant to share the data with even one other observing facility.
1NC-

ALLEN TOUGH, Professor Emeritus at the University of Toronto 1990,  “A CRITICAL EXAMINATION OF FACTORS THAT MIGHT ENCOURAGE SECRECY” //ZY

Several factors could encourage immediate secrecy when a signal is detected that might come from an intelligent extraterrestrial source. These factors include (1) the belief that people might panic, (2) the fear of a negative impact on religion, science, and other aspects of culture, (3) the project director's fear of embarrassment, (4) the individual and national competitive urge, (5) avoiding a premature and harmful reply, (6) a national military and trade advantage, and (7) the fear of a Trojan Horse. The key to most of these factors is what the relevant people in national governments and in their security and intelligence agencies believe or fear to be true and likely, regardless of how valid their beliefs and fears are.

Solvency Frontline – 1NC

International consensus that ET exists- governments have disclosed documents to the public who play an active role in the search 

Robbie Graham University of Bristol* & Matthew Alford University of Bath, Spring 2011, “A History of Government Management of UFO Perceptions through Film and Television”, 49th Parallel, Vol. 25 Graham & Alford ISSN //ZY
Today, numerous governments worldwide maintain dedicated and costly UFO study projects – collating and often investigating what collectively amount to thousands of UFO sighting reports made annually to authorities. In South America alone, the governments of Argentina,9 Uruguay,10 Peru,11 Chile12 and Brazil13 either operate UFO investigations units or actively collect UFO sighting reports through their militaries. Other governments, including those of France,14 New Zealand,15 Denmark,16 Canada17 and Russia,18 have in recent years released to the public thousands of pages of previously classified UFO files. The UK government also is engaging with the public on the UFO issue through an ongoing process which has seen the release of thousands of previously classified UFO files through the National Archives.19 According to the UK Ministry of Defense, UFOs (or UAPs – Unidentified Aerial Phenomena – as the MoD refers to them) “certainly exist,” but are “still barely understood.”20 In a formerly secret 400- page assessment of the UFO phenomenon released in 2006 under the Freedom of Information Act, the UK Defence Intelligence Staff acknowledged that: The phenomena occur on a daily, world-wide basis... That UAP exist is indisputable. Credited with the ability to hover, land, take-off, accelerate to exceptional velocities and vanish, they can reportedly alter their direction of flight suddenly and clearly can exhibit aerodynamic characteristics well beyond those of any known aircraft or missile – either manned or unmanned.21 The report also notes that “attempts by other nations to intercept the unexplained objects, which can clearly change position faster than an aircraft, have reportedly already caused fatalities,” and warns that, with the increasing density of UAP reports in the UK air defence region, “a small possibility may exist... of a head-on encounter with a UAP.”22 There appears, then, to be a broad consensus among the governments cited above: UFOs are objectively real – albeit currently not fully understood by science – worthy, at best, of focused study and, at the very least, of sustained monitoring in the interests of aviation safety and national security. Standing outside of this consensus is the United States, which is conspicuous for its almost total silence on the UFO issue, which it has maintained since the closure in 1969 of the Air Force’s long-running UFO investigations project: Blue Book.23 Despite shunning discussion of the phenomenon today, the US government’s historical concerns regarding UFOs clearly represent a significant passage – if not an entire chapter – in the history of its early Cold War machinations. Yet academic discourse surrounding the accepted historical meta-narrative of the US national security state rarely, if ever, accommodates serious discussion of UFOs. This is owed to the fact that, as observed by political scientists Alexander Wendt and Raymond Duvall: “Considerable work goes into ignoring UFOs, constituting them as objects only of ridicule and scorn... to that extent one may speak of a ‘UFO taboo,’ a prohibition in the authoritative public sphere on taking UFOs seriously.”24


Solvency Frontline – 1NC

They will get the US on board 
Alejandro Rojas is a radio host for Open Minds Radio, editor and contributing writer for Open Minds magazine as well as OpenMinds.tv. For several years Alejandro was the official spokesperson for the Mutual UFO Network as the Director of Public Education. As a UFO/Paranormal researcher and journalist, Alejandro has spent many hours in the field investigating phenomena up close and personal. Alejandro has been interviewed by media organizations around the world, including the largest cable and network news agencies with several appearances on Coast to Coast AM, Jun 29, 2011, “Russian scientists meet to discuss extraterrestrial civilizations”, http://www.openminds.tv/russian-seti-symposium-724/ //ZY
This week Russian scientists have been meeting to figure out how to get in touch with the extraterrestrial civilizations they believe are out there. The Russian Institute of Applied Astronomy in St. Petersburg is hosting the third symposium on Searching for Life Signatures. The conference started June 27 and runs until the 30th. The welcome speech has already made worldwide headlines. Director of the Russian Academy of Sciences’ Applied Astronomy Institute, Dr. Andrey Finkelstein, stated that aliens could possibly look like us, with two arms, two legs and a head, and that we will probably come into contact with them within the next 20 years. Most of the news reports tend to include the perspective that Dr. Finklstein may be a little too optimistic. The symposium isn’t just about making bold statements, but also coming up with more aggressive tactics to help Dr. Finklestein’s theory come true. The second welcome address was by Dr. Claudio Maccone of Italy. He is the International Academy of Astronautics’ director of scientific space exploration and in 2002 was awarded the Giordano Bruno Award by the SETI League for his efforts to establish a radio observatory on the far side of the moon. The efforts for such a project are still underway. In fact Maccone also gave a speech the next day on the importance of the United Nations protecting the far side of the moon, securing it for scientific purposes. Another tactic outlined in the “conference rationale” is what they refer to as “active” SETI. SETI stands for the Search for Extraterrestrial Intelligence. The SETI organization we hear about in the United States is typically focused on what is called “passive” SETI. This is the act of listening for extraterrestrial signals. Active SETI, also called METI for Messaging Extraterrestrial Intelligence, is actually sending signals to planets we believe may be inhabited. To support their argument that “active” SETI efforts should be increased, they state “the discovery since 1995 of more than 500 extrasolar planets makes it clear that both Passive and Active SETI may now be ‘targeted’ towards exoplanets that are situated within habitable zones, further increasing the probability of a SETI success.” While SETI conferences in the United States are typically very conservative, the Russian Symposium seems to be much more open minded. Some of the talks include titles such as: Red dwarves’ planetary systems and their civilizations The possibility of an interstellar empire What Are The Similarities and Differences Between Civilizations in The Universe? Stars — Planets — Life — Civilization Statistics for Exoplanets and ET Civilizations   However it is not all fun and games. Dr. Lev Gindilis, of the Sternberg State Astronomical Institute of Lomonosov Moscow State University, seems to have heeded the words of fellow astrophysicist Dr. Stephen Hawking, as his lecture explores whether or not it is dangerous to transmit signals. Active SETI signals could reach some cosmic bad guys, bringing unwanted guests. Interestingly, this same Dr. Gindilis once conducted an analysis of UFO sightings in the USSR in which they concluded many were not manmade or natural phenomena. Incidentally, we have a story from a Russian Ufologist on this analysis and other USSR UFO research in the next issue of Open Minds Magazine. While western media seems to be portraying Dr. Finkelstein as a rogue scientist with wild ideas about extraterrestrials, they fail to realize that much of the world is more open to the idea that visitation may be underway and that open communication could be on the horizon. Perhaps we will see more western scientists open themselves to this possibility as the discovery of planets capable of hosting life continues to increase, even in our own solar system.


Solvency Frontline – 1NC
Likely humans won’t change perspective- history proves societies collapse 
THE BROOKINGS INSTITUTION, DONALD N. MICHAEL with the collaboration of: Jack Baranson Raymond A. Bauer Richard L. Meier Aaron B. Nadel Herbert A. Shepard Herbert E. Striner Christopher Wright, July 20, 1993, Proposed Studies on the Implications of Peaceful Space Activities for Human Affairs, http://www.nicap.org/papers/brookings.pdf //ZY 
The knowledge that life existed in other parts of the universe might lead to a greater unity of men on earth, based on the oneness of man or on the age-old assumption that any stranger is threatening Much would depend on what, if anything, was communicated between man and the other beings: since after the discovery there will be years of silence (because even the closest stars are several light years away, an exchange of radio communication would take twice-the number of light years separating our sun from theirs),the fact that such beings existed might become simply one of the facts of life but probably not one calling for action. 35/ Whether earthmen would be inspired to all-out space efforts by such a discovery is a moot question. Anthropological files contain many examples of societies, sure of their place in the universe, which have disintegrated when they have had to associate with previously unfamiliar societies espousing different ideas and different life ways; others that survived such an experience usually did so by paying the price of changes in values and attitudes and behavior.

Their Framework prevents addressing aliens –turns case 
David Griffin, MSc in Multi-media and Education with an emphasis on Human Computer Interaction, Natasha Acimovic, MA by Research in English Studies and a PGCE in Adult Literacy, June 2011, How Academia Processes the ET Contact Issue and Some Implications for the UFO Community, http://www.exopoliticsjournal.com/vol-3/vol-3-4-Griffin-Acimovic.pdf //ZY

Ufology, as a site distinct from the wider community, has sought to employ the scientific method in an attempt to validate the ETH as an authentic discourse within consensus reality. Subsequently, the influence of the dominant order has shaped the treatment of the UFO issue in the UFO community. Yet, Wendt and Duvall’s assessment of the scientific paradigm suggests that the ETH cannot be, at present, authenticated by it. This places the UFO community within an uncomfortable paradox, unable to achieve significant advancement in its dependence upon a conventional framework that cannot, at least in its conventional usage, sufficiently address the wider impact of the alien Other. Equally important is the impact of this upon the UFO community. Since scientific evidence and reliable witnesses testimony is, typically, the hallmark of what determines a case’s validity then incidents which appear to lack respectability or scientific proof are often significantly marginalised or fervently contested.

No change in mindset- realism history proves exploitation and power politics 
PETER AUSTIN, SUBMITTED TO PROFESSOR JENNIFER TAW AND DEAN GREGORY HESS (CLAREMONT McKENNA COLLEGE ) - FOR SENIOR THESIS SPRING 2010 APRIL 26, 2010,” MAN, THE STATE, AND ALIENS AN INVESTIGATION OF UNIFYING THREATS IN STRUCTURAL REALISM” , https://www.cmc.edu/keck/research/AustinThesis2010%5B1%5D.pdf //ZY
Of the admittedly broad categories presented here, offensive realism is the strongest choice because it offers the least chance of devastating error and is the most reflective of the system in which we operate.3
It is difficult to dispute that the world would be a more peaceful place, and the scenarios with the extraterrestrials much less frightening if we could simply address the situation with economic integration, cooperation, and the construction of the extraterrestrials as our allies. This idealistic vision would allow for unprecedented technological and scientific advancement, cultural exchange, and economic growth upon contact with beings from another world. However ideal this rosy scenario may seem, it does not square with the theoretical understanding of international relations or the historical evidence we have of interactions among powers throughout history.The Native American examples offer a stark and brutal confirmation of the importance of adhering to a realist understanding of international relations when dealing with a new and unknown power. Those native powers that collaborated with the explorers and settlers from the New World were not spared when those explorers’ thirst for power drove them to march across the continent seizing land and destroying nations with little regard for the benefits of cooperation or the potential for economic engagement. The European search for power in the Americas was admittedly driven by great power competition in the old world, but the drive was for power nonetheless, and there was no need to cooperate or negotiate for what could be taken by force. Although liberals would argue that changing norms, increasing interdependence, and the growth of international institutions have blunted the influence of relative power and made conflict less likely, simple observation shows that power politics still take place within and across states worldwide and interdependence, institutions, and norms will have effects only at the margins. There is no reason to believe that “might makes right” will not remain true when aliens arrive.

1NC #2 – Countries Doing Now

Search for ET now- scientific backing 
Clara Moskowitz, SPACE.com Senior Writer, 28 April 2010 Time: 04:17 PM ET, Search for Alien Life Set to Take Giant Leap Forward, http://www.space.com/8306-search-alien-life-set-giant-leap.html //ZY
Scientists haven't found E.T. just yet, but they may be pinning down the best places and ways to look for alien life during future space missions, NASA researchers said Wednesday. Experts on the search for extraterrestrial life spoke to reporters from the Astrobiology Science Conference near Houston to celebrate 50 years of astrobiology research. Scientists there said they are still eager to find life elsewhere in the universe despite the firestorm this week kicked off by famed cosmologist Stephen Hawking, who suggested that perhaps humans shouldn't be so eager to find aliens since there's a chance they would want to colonize Earth or strip it for resources. "We're interested and prepared to discover any form of life," said Mary Voytek, astrobiology senior scientist at NASA Headquarters, during the teleconference. The lure of new missions Cornell University planetary scientist Steve Squyres, principal investigator of the Mars Exploration Rover project, said NASA scientists were currently considering a list of 28 future science missions that could help discover signs of extraterrestrial life. "Astrobiology and the search for life is really central to what we should be doing next in the exploration of the solar system," Squyres said. He mentioned a host of possible robotic missions, including visits to Mercury, Mars, the moons of Jupiter and Saturn, and even distant outer solar system flybys. In particular, the Saturnian moons Titan ? with its lakes of methane and ethane ? and Enceladus, with its plumes of water vapor, seem like possibly habitable sites. Squyres also said NASA is considering an ambitious three-part mission to Mars that would return samples of rock back to Earth for scientists here to study in person. This mission "might reveal a great deal about whether Mars once harbored life," he said. 

Other programs are searching for ET 
SCOT LLOYD STRIDE, senior engineer at NASA JPL in Pasadena,BSEE in Computer Engineering, 2001, “An Instrument-Based Method to Search for Extraterrestrial Interstellar Robotic Probes”, http://www.sunstar-solutions.com/sunstar/SETV/JBIS-SETV01.pdf //ZY
Modern Exobiology and Astrobiology studies now being sponsored by NASA, with participation by other nations and academia, are doing more than just ponder the probabilities of extraterrestrial life. Technological and human resources are being invested in remote-sensing efforts like the Terrestrial Planet Finder and robotic probe missions to search, in-situ, for clear signs of ET life on Mars, Europa and other promising solar system bodies. To further enhance and broaden the search for ETI, it's now time to invest in methods, such as SETV, which search for clear evidence of extraterrestrial intelligence locally to aid in proving we are not alone in the universe!


1NC #3 – Cultural Collapse 

Communication with ETI ensures cultural collapse- not new perspectives 
Seth D. Baum, Department of Geography, Pennsylvania State University,  Jacob D. Haqq-Misra, Department of Meteorology, Pennsylvania State University, & Shawn D. Domagal-Goldman, NASA Planetary Science Division, 2011, “Would Contact with Extraterrestrials Benefit or Harm Humanity? A Scenario Analysis” //ZY
If humanity did not come into direct physical contact with ETI, it could still be possible for ETI to unintentionally harm humanity. This could occur if ETI send harmful information to humanity via electromagnetic transmission. A malicious ETI broadcaster could, for example, send a message containing harmful information that either damages human technology, analogous to a computer virus, or coerces humans into a seemingly benign but ultimately destructive course of action, such as the construction of a dangerous device, [76]. As another example, ETI might send information about its biology, perhaps hoping that humanity could use this information to protect itself against ET diseases or invasive species. However, perhaps such an effort would backfire on humanity if we use the information to create a disease, invasive species, or other hazard. The hazard would be created by humans from the information received, and the creation could be intentional or unintentional. But if the creation was intentional, then it would be human intent, not ETI intent. The possibility of an intentional or unintentional informational hazard suggests that at least some care should be taken in efforts to detect and analyze electromagnetic signals sent from ETI. There is one final information hazard scenario to consider. In this scenario, contact with ETI serves as a demoralizing force to humanity, with strong negative consequences. In human history, contact between modern society and stone age culture usually leads to the demise of the more primitive society. Likewise, in the event of contact with ETI, humanity may be driven toward global cultural collapse when confronted with ETI technology, beliefs, and lifestyle [88]. Even if the ETI are friendly toward us and give us the choice to accept or reject their knowledge, the vast differences between our respective societies may force the more primitive one (ours) into a demoralizing state of societal collapse. For this reason, if ETI do already know of our presence and if they wish to preserve the integrity of our civilization, then they may choose to reveal themselves to us slowly and gradually in order to avoid a calamitous response [23].


1NC #4 – Realism

Realism proves that states will become hostile to prepare for aliens 

PETER AUSTIN, SUBMITTED TO PROFESSOR JENNIFER TAW AND DEAN GREGORY HESS (CLAREMONT McKENNA COLLEGE ) - FOR SENIOR THESIS SPRING 2010 APRIL 26, 2010,” MAN, THE STATE, AND ALIENS AN INVESTIGATION OF UNIFYING THREATS IN STRUCTURAL REALISM” , https://www.cmc.edu/keck/research/AustinThesis2010%5B1%5D.pdf //ZY

Now that we have chosen a framework, it is helpful to take a moment to justify and expand upon the assumption that the aliens will be a threatening and power seeking force. With realism as our paradigm, our initial thoughts about the extraterrestrials fall nicely into place. It is simply a fact that the alien power will be a force interested in its own security and operating in an anarchic system. They will likely be suspicious of the intentions of earth powers and fear that their own security may be threatened, if not now then at some point in the foreseeable future. This is not an outlandish supposition. One need only look at any part of humanity’s stay on earth to find numerous stories of a violent, aggressive, and power hungry species. Our existence is littered with war and conflict, fear of the unknown and destruction of those who are different. Any observer looking at such a species would be right to treat it with apprehension and caution at bare minimum, and it is this very history that is in part responsible for the enduring power and accuracy of realism. Humans have been responsible for sending millions of their own to gas chambers and butchering them with machetes, and this does not take into account the toll from numerous “civilized” wars, just one of which encompassed firebombing and mechanized warfare on three continents and was ended by the complete destruction of two large cities. Even if the extraterrestrials were unconcerned with any moral issues brought up by this bloodshed, they would have every right to be reasonably concerned that earth’s warlike nature might target species beyond Homo Sapiens, and protect themselves accordingly. This historical impetus is further buttressed by the powerful theoretical imperatives for power acquisition and retention found in realism. Operating under the five conditions outlined by Mearsheimer, states have little choice but to seek power for the sake of security regardless of the history of their counterparts. Because the extraterrestrials will have some organizing principal and almost certainly possesses some form of offensive military power, we are within our rights to consider them a state for the purposes of analysis. This state can only ensure its security by achieving complete hegemony within the anarchic system, or getting as close as is allowed by its relative capabilities. Such hegemony is the only way to ensure that both its core needs of security and peripheral interests are protected, because if any other state were to acquire power over the extraterrestrials they would be vulnerable and unable to trust that the interests of their adversaries could guarantee their security. In fact it is most likely that the interests of their adversaries would be antithetical to extraterrestrial interests.

Liberal optimism is a dangerous method to prepare for aliens- hegemonic desire 
PETER AUSTIN, SUBMITTED TO PROFESSOR JENNIFER TAW AND DEAN GREGORY HESS (CLAREMONT McKENNA COLLEGE ) - FOR SENIOR THESIS SPRING 2010 APRIL 26, 2010,” MAN, THE STATE, AND ALIENS AN INVESTIGATION OF UNIFYING THREATS IN STRUCTURAL REALISM” , https://www.cmc.edu/keck/research/AustinThesis2010%5B1%5D.pdf //ZY
Our understanding of extraterrestrial motivations and options makes adhering to realist prescriptions incredibly important for any earth powers interested in survival. Unfortunately, the capability differentials also make it likely that any great power’s chances for survival will be dependent not only on their actions towards the aliens but also the actions of their fellow great power competitors. Perhaps the most dangerous mistake to make would be to treat the extraterrestrials as a liberal or constructivist might, with an unjustified sense of optimism and an inclination towards cooperation. Luckily, because states operate under the same realist system as the extraterrestrials such a response is unlikely, though elements of that optimism and cooperation may creep in and diminish the effectiveness of earth states.


1NC #4 – Realism

Looking to ETI to change our mindset prevents overcoming structural warfare  

PETER AUSTIN, SUBMITTED TO PROFESSOR JENNIFER TAW AND DEAN GREGORY HESS (CLAREMONT McKENNA COLLEGE ) - FOR SENIOR THESIS SPRING 2010 APRIL 26, 2010,” MAN, THE STATE, AND ALIENS AN INVESTIGATION OF UNIFYING THREATS IN STRUCTURAL REALISM” , https://www.cmc.edu/keck/research/AustinThesis2010%5B1%5D.pdf //ZY
Humanity has always looked upward for answers, finding purpose and meaning in what lies beyond. The heavens inspire us to religious devotion, artistic expression, and incredible feats of exploration, and for many represent the hope for a peaceful future as we leave behind our earth-bound disputes and find a harmonious and unlimited future among the stars. But whether the heavens come to us or we spread to the heavens, we are unlikely to outrun our own nature or the structural constraints that lead us constantly into war. The nations that will survive and lead humanity onward will be those that acknowledge this sad fact and prepare for a future that will undoubtedly be grounded in the lessons of the past. To ignore these lessons would be grossly irresponsible. We may not have the power to achieve peace, but we must do all we can to survive and prosper, and if we neglect those things that have gone before, it will be our own fault. As Shakespeare wrote:


**On-The-Ground Counterplan**


1NC Ground Counterplan  

The United States federal government should search for exterritorial life beyond earths mesosphere using solely ground based methods.  
Solves the case- challenges notions of human only existence  
Dr William Edmondson, School of Computer Science, University of Birmingham, 2010, “TARGETS AND SETI: SHARED MOTIVATIONS, LIFE SIGNATURES AND ASYMMETRIC SETI” //ZY
We end up reasoning our way to two detailed processes for passive SETI. The first assumes ETI is actively transmitting in order to help us with our passive SETI. We need to refine our “listening” strategy to account for this, but ideas exist and data can be collected (see the discussion of Edmondson & Stevens above, and see below in section 6). We develop an interesting view on the concept of “life signatures”, namely that it is the signatures of the existence of terrestrial intelligent life forms that we should be thinking about. These signatures will determine how it is that ETI might learn about us. And the conception of such life signatures leads directly to the second process for passive SETI – the life signatures will shape our observational studies of habstars and exoplanets as we look for life elsewhere in observational mode, becoming ever more technically advanced until we reach the stage of “advanced technology” defined earlier when we discover we are not alone. Motivations for Earthlings to do SETI need to be derived from informed/scientific conjectureabout an ETI’s motivations for doing SETI, as well as conjecture about the ETI’s techniques. If we are to do passive SETI we have two choices – either we “listen/look” for transmitted signals using radio/optical telescopes, or we build sufficiently powerful instruments that we can answer the “Are we alone?” question observationally. If we are to attempt to detect a signal we must assume that an ETI is transmitting, and further that it is targeting transmissions to us directly. A targeting strategy is discussed in this paper and presented in detail elsewhere (Edmondson and Stevens 2003). In this paper we have looked at some of the relevant factors for an ETI’s approach to SETI to work for us when we do passive SETI. The asymmetry in SETI reflected in the terms active and passive is simply the difference between who transmits. The notion of Asymmetric SETI is deeper and covers the situation where an ETI knows that it is not alone and thus is motivated to signal its existence to help us answer the question “Are we alone?”.

1NC Ground Counterplan  
Doesn’t link to alien contact bad disad 

Gwynne Dyer, is a London-based independent journalist whose articles are published in 45 countries, 2010, “Dyer: Avoid contact with space aliens”  http://www.dailynewstranscript.com/opinion/columnists/x1195009450/Dyer-Avoid-contact-with-space-aliens#axzz1TdXcK0od //ZY
"If aliens visit us, the outcome would be much as when Columbus landed in America, which didn't turn out well for the Native Americans," said the world’s most famous theoretical physicist, Stephen Hawking, late last month. He warned scientists not to try to communicate with extraterrestrials, pointing out that "We only have to look at ourselves to see how intelligent life might develop into something we wouldn't want to meet."  Hawking’s concern is shared by others in the field. They don’t object to passive SETI: it can’t do any harm to 'Search for Extra-Terrestrial Intelligence' by listening with radio telescopes for the radio emissions of civilizations around other stars. However, they think that active SETI—sending out messages saying “Here we are”—is just asking for trouble.  “Active SETI...is a deliberate attempt to provoke a response by an alien civilization whose capabilities, intentions, and distance are not known to us,” wrote Michael Michaud, former Deputy Director of the Office of International Security Policy in the U.S. State Department, in 2005. The recent discovery of at least 400 planets orbiting nearby stars makes the issue more urgent, for we now know that planets are very common in our galaxy. In 2008, however, a high-powered message was sent to the Gliese 581 system, a five-planet system that is only 20 light-years away and has two planets in the “habitable zone” for life. The message will get there in 2029.  Several messages have been beamed to other nearby planetary systems since then, in the blithe assumption that anybody there will be friendly. Scientist and author Jared Diamond has said that "those astronomers now preparing again to beam radio signals out to hoped-for extraterrestrials are naive, even dangerous".  Michael Michaud was equally concerned, warning that “an Active SETI signal...might call us to the attention of a technological civilization that had not known of our existence. We can not assume that such a civilization would be benign, nor can we assume that interstellar flight is impossible for a species more technologically advanced than our own.”  One assumption embedded in all these warnings is obvious: that life and even intelligence are probably quite common in the universe. But the other implicit assumption, made even by an outstanding theoretical physicist like Hawking, is that light-speed or faster-than-light travel may be possible.  If it isn’t, then there would be little reason to worry about hostile aliens. They would have no conceivable motive to engage in interstellar raids or conquest, or even interstellar trade, if travel between the stars takes hundreds or thousands of years. Our current knowledge of physics says that faster-than-light travel is impossible, but leading scientists in the field clearly believe that today’s physics may not have the final answers. There is another way to test for extraterrestrial life. As our ability to examine the atmospheres of planets circling other stars improves, we should eventually be able to detect the characteristic changes that abundant life of our kind causes in an atmosphere. Failing to find those changes would not be definitive proof that life is very rare in the universe, but it would be a very strong indication.  In the meantime, maybe it would be wiser not to go looking for trouble. As astronomer Zdenek Kopal said 20 years ago: “Should we ever hear the space-phone ringing, for God’s sake let us not answer, but rather make ourselves as inconspicuous as possible to avoid attracting attention!”



**Aliens Disad**


1NC Alien Contact DA

Contact with ETI risks human extinction- disease sharing 
Seth D. Baum, Department of Geography, Pennsylvania State University,  Jacob D. Haqq-Misra, Department of Meteorology, Pennsylvania State University, & Shawn D. Domagal-Goldman, NASA Planetary Science Division, 2011, “Would Contact with Extraterrestrials Benefit or Harm Humanity? A Scenario Analysis” //ZY
If humanity comes into direct physical contact with either ETI themselves or some ETI artifact, then it may be possible for humanity to be unintentionally harmed. One of the most prominent scenarios of this kind is the transmission of disease to humanity. This scenario is inspired by the many instances in which humans and other species on Earth have suffered severely from diseases introduced from other regions of the planet. Such diseases are spread via the global travels of humans and our cargo and also through certain other disease vectors. Introduced diseases have been extremely potent because the population receiving the disease has no prior exposure to it and thus no build-up of immunity. Indeed, disease introductions are blamed for loss of human life so widespread as to have altered the broadest contours of human history [83]. If ETI could introduce disease to humanity, then the impacts could be – but wouldn’t necessarily be – devastating. The disease could quite easily be significantly different from anything our immune systems have ever encountered before. The disease could also be entirely unfamiliar to our medical knowledge, and it could potentially be highly contagious and highly lethal. This combination of contagiousness (i.e. high R0 [84]) and lethality (i.e. high mortality rate) is unlikely in existing pathogens because such pathogens would quickly kill their host population and then die out themselves. Furthermore, if we had already encountered such a disease on Earth, then we likely wouldn’t be here anymore. However, a disease from ETI would be new to us. It presumably would not be highly contagious and lethal to the ETI themselves or to the other organisms in their biosphere, but it could be devastating to humans and the Earth system. It is worth noting that a disease brought by an ETI could harm us without infecting us. This would occur if the disease infects other organisms of interest to us. For example, ETI could infect organisms important to our food supply, such as crop plants or livestock animals. A non- human infection would be less likely to destroy humanity and more likely to only harm us by wiping out some potentially significant portion of our food supply. In a more extreme case, ETI disease could cause widespread extinction of multiple species on Earth, even if humans remain uninfected.


Link – Mars Mining

Mars mining increases the likelihood of finding ETI- hospitable conditions 
Clara Moskowitz, SPACE.com Senior Writer, 28 April 2010 Time: 04:17 PM ET, Search for Alien Life Set to Take Giant Leap Forward, http://www.space.com/8306-search-alien-life-set-giant-leap.html //ZY
"Astrobiology and the search for life is really central to what we should be doing next in the exploration of the solar system," Squyres said. He mentioned a host of possible robotic missions, including visits to Mercury, Mars, the moons of Jupiter and Saturn, and even distant outer solar system flybys. In particular, the Saturnian moons Titan ? with its lakes of methane and ethane ? and Enceladus, with its plumes of water vapor, seem like possibly habitable sites. Squyres also said NASA is considering an ambitious three-part mission to Mars that would return samples of rock back to Earth for scientists here to study in person. This mission "might reveal a great deal about whether Mars once harbored life," he said. Other scientists on the panel agreed that a Mars sample return mission would be invaluable. "I personally think if we're ever going to be able to show that there was past life on Mars ? if there was past life on Mars ? I think we're going to need to study the samples here on Earth rather than robotically," said Bill Schopf, a researcher at the University of California, Los Angeles. "I think if we had the rocks back tomorrow and I had them in my lab, I think we could solve this problem." Schopf and another researcher, Jack Farmer of Arizona State University, announced the results of a recent study in which they found that a type of mineral deposit called sulfate can harbor fossils of ancient organisms. Although the scientists studied samples of sulfate from Earth, this material is also present in large quantities on Mars. The fact that they found fossilized life in Earth's sulfate means that Mars' sulfate would be capable of storing a record of life, too, if that life existed. Thus, collecting samples of sulfate on Mars would be a good place to look for Martian life, they said.

Link – Asteroid Mining

Asteroids are habitable- exploration increases the likelihood of ETI discovery 
Clara Moskowitz, SPACE.com Senior Writer, 28 April 2010 Time: 04:17 PM ET, Search for Alien Life Set to Take Giant Leap Forward, http://www.space.com/8306-search-alien-life-set-giant-leap.html //ZY
Although the scientists studied samples of sulfate from Earth, this material is also present in large quantities on Mars. The fact that they found fossilized life in Earth's sulfate means that Mars' sulfate would be capable of storing a record of life, too, if that life existed. Thus, collecting samples of sulfate on Mars would be a good place to look for Martian life, they said. Another possible place to look for life in the solar system is asteroids. Researchers announced for the first time Wednesday that they'd found direct proof of frozen water and organic compounds ? which could include the ingredients for life ? on a space rock in the main asteroid belt between Mars and Jupiter. Both water and organic materials are considered necessary to make a place habitable. "Any time you have materials like that present you have a candidate that is worthy of study," Squyres said. "We should go where the data lead us."

Impact – Human Fighting

ETI contact sparks threatening earth fights- groups whose worldviews are challenged will respond violently 
Seth D. Baum, Department of Geography, Pennsylvania State University,  Jacob D. Haqq-Misra, Department of Meteorology, Pennsylvania State University, & Shawn D. Domagal-Goldman, NASA Planetary Science Division, 2011, “Would Contact with Extraterrestrials Benefit or Harm Humanity? A Scenario Analysis” //ZY
More troubling is the possibility that detection could initiate or exacerbate conflicts in our society. The conflict could be over how to interpret or reply to such a discovery. There are already disagreements over how to message to ETI, whether or not we should, and who should peak for humanity; such disagreements would become much fiercer if ETI were detected. Meanwhile, the groups whose worldviews would be challenged could respond in harmful ways if they feel threatened, nullified, or otherwise worsened by the discovery or the intent to reply. While we hope that detection would unify humanity towards positive outcomes, the opposite result remains entirely possible. Regardless of their magnitude, the impacts of mere detection serve as a baseline set of impacts for almost all other contact scenarios. This is because nearly all other contact scenarios involve detection along with other forms of contact. The exceptions here are contact scenarios that do not involve detection, which include scenarios in which ETI manipulate our world (in good ways or bad) while hiding and scenarios in which ETI destroy us without our having the opportunity to notice the ETI. These scenarios are discussed further below.


Impact – World War 3

Alien contact risks world war- hostile aliens 
Seth D. Baum, Department of Geography, Pennsylvania State University,  Jacob D. Haqq-Misra, Department of Meteorology, Pennsylvania State University, & Shawn D. Domagal-Goldman, NASA Planetary Science Division, 2011, “Would Contact with Extraterrestrials Benefit or Harm Humanity? A Scenario Analysis” //ZY
The last scenarios we consider are those in which contact with ETI is harmful to humanity (Figure 1, right column). This is a particularly important set of scenarios because of the strong caution they impose on our SETI and METI endeavors. These scenarios have also received extensive consideration in both fictional and non-fictional realms. Here we explore one main type of scenario in which an ETI could be harmful: intentional harm. The possibility of ETI causing unintentional harm is discussed in the following section. In the intentional harm scenarios, ETI decide that they wish to cause us harm and then follow through on this wish. In the unintentional harm scenarios, ETI do not wish us any harm but inadvertently harm us anyways. We see two types of scenarios in which ETI might intentionally harm us. The first scenario involves hostile, selfish ETI that attack us so as to maximize their own success. This scenario suggests a standard fight-to-win conflict: a war of the worlds. The second scenario involves ETI that are in no way selfish but instead follow some sort of universalist ethical framework. ETI might attack us not out of selfishness but instead out of a universalist desire to make the galaxy a better place.


No Contact

No contact with ETI- communication barriers 
Seth D. Baum, Department of Geography, Pennsylvania State University,  Jacob D. Haqq-Misra, Department of Meteorology, Pennsylvania State University, & Shawn D. Domagal-Goldman, NASA Planetary Science Division, 2011, “Would Contact with Extraterrestrials Benefit or Harm Humanity? A Scenario Analysis” //ZY
Even if ETI exist in the nearby galactic vicinity, this does not necessarily imply that communication with them will be possible or straightforward. One major challenge is selecting the frequency at which to broadcast and listen [24]. The electromagnetic spectrum consists of a continuum of wavelengths for communication that includes radio, microwave, infrared, visible, ultraviolet, and x-ray bands. Searching this entire range is a monumental and nearly impossible task, so we choose particular wavelengths that seem more probable for interstellar communication. For example, the 21 cm hyperfine transition of neutral hydrogen was the first suggestion for a communication wavelength [1]. The water hole at a wavelength of 18 cm is another popular choice for SETI [24], and recent analysis has suggested that we shift our focus toward higher frequencies [25]. However, because there is an infinite number of wavelengths for interstellar communication, we must acknowledge the possibility that ETI may be transmitting or listening at wavelength ranges that we have not yet considered. The possibility also remains that ETI do not use electromagnetic radiation for communication but instead have discovered some other method (possibly something more efficient or effective) for exchanging information across astronomical distances. Communication via electromagnetic radiation is limited by the time required for a signal to reach its destination, i.e., the speed of light. On Earth, electromagnetic communication is nearly instantaneous because of the short distances involved. However, galactic communication occurs over astronomical distances so that even a message traveling at light speed will take a long time to reach its destination. For example, communication with ETI on a planet just 50 light years away–which is relatively close by galactic standards–will still take place on a timescale of 100 years. As Sagan [15] notes, this makes communication with ETI an intergenerational project: effective communication across astronomical distances will require unprecedented cooperation that spans several human lifetimes. This difficulty in communicating across such vast distances also might limit the ability for ETI to engage in interstellar warfare for the simple reason that the communications problem renders such warfare too logistically difficult to coordinate [26]; peaceful endeavors such as the formation of a Galactic Club may face similar logistical challenges. Such physical limits on interstellar communication by ETI are in turn limits as to how ETI could more generally come into contact with and affect humanity.

No exchange in communication- human ignorance 

Seth D. Baum, Department of Geography, Pennsylvania State University,  Jacob D. Haqq-Misra, Department of Meteorology, Pennsylvania State University, & Shawn D. Domagal-Goldman, NASA Planetary Science Division, 2011, “Would Contact with Extraterrestrials Benefit or Harm Humanity? A Scenario Analysis” //ZY

Even if humanity can successfully exchange signals with ETI, there is no guarantee that the information will be successfully communicated. In order for information to be exchanged, it is also necessary that humans and ETI understand the contents of each others’ messages. It will likely be difficult at first to communicate anything subjective about human experience, emotions, and expressions, so mathematical conversation may comprise our first few exchanges with ETI [29]. It may eventually be prudent to develop a framework for METI so as to increase the probability of successful communication anytime a transmission is sent from Earth [30]. Perhaps such schemes will succeed in effectively communicating with ETI. However, our extreme ignorance about the nature of any ETI means that we cannot rule out the possibility that we will fail or at least severely struggle to exchange information with them.

No Contact

NO ETI communication- can’t filter space noise 
Bob Hirshon, Senior Project Director in the Directorate for Education and Human Resources Programs @ NASA, 2011 ,podcast transcript- “SETI, the Search for Extraterrestrial Intelligence, is looking for more recruits to hunt for aliens with their home computers.” //ZY
So SETI, the Search for Extraterrestrial Intelligence, isn't looking for alien spaceships. Instead, it's looking for radio waves that might be being sent, probably unintentionally, by other civilizations. (Our own radio and television signals, which leak from Earth and drift across the universe, have already passed by thousands of stars; if there are any alien civilizations in those neighborhoods, they could theoretically be watching early Earthling TV shows like I Love Lucy.)   SETI looks specifically for something called “narrow band transmissions,” which as far as we know can be produced only by artificial equipment. No matter where you are in the universe, these transmissions will be most efficient at broadcasting signals that can be received at the other end. So SETI believes that even extraterrestrials who are very different from us will probably make use of these radio waves for communication, if they have the intelligence and technology to do so.   However, it's very hard to look for these narrow band transmissions, because we produce so many of them here on Earth. Sifting out all that noise, along with natural radio waves that bounce around in space, is a task that the world's biggest supercomputers couldn't manage. So instead, SETI at Home taps into a source of even bigger computing power: ordinary PCs and laptops around the world. Although each computer can process only small amounts of data on its own, hundreds of thousands of computers working together can do a whole lot of work. And since almost every personal computer on Earth sits idle some of the time, the SETI at Home project can use them without disrupting anyone's life.

Humans cannot contact aliens- primate technology and human understanding 
Casey Kazan, The Telegraph, The Daily Galaxy,May 2011, “Earth's Technology May be Too Primitive to Detect Advanced ET Life (Today's Most Popular)”, http://www.dailygalaxy.com/my_weblog/2011/05/earths-technologies-may-be-too-primitive-to-detect-advanced-et-life.html //ZY
“The fact that we have not yet found the slightest evidence for life -- much less intelligence -- beyond this Earth," said Arthur C. Clarke, "does not surprise or disappoint me in the least. Our technology must still be laughably primitive, we may be like jungle savages listening for the throbbing of tom-toms while the ether around them carries more words per second than they could utter in a lifetime." Lord Rees, a leading cosmologist and astrophysicist who is the president of Britain’s Royal Society and astronomer to the Queen of England believes the existence of extraterrestrial life may be beyond human understanding. “They could be staring us in the face and we just don’t recognize them. The problem is that we’re looking for something very much like us, assuming that they at least have something like the same mathematics and technology."  “I suspect there could be life and intelligence out there in forms we can’t conceive. Just as a chimpanzee can’t understand quantum theory, it could be there as aspects of reality that are beyond the capacity of our brains.”
Earth signals ensure no ETI contact- earth is surrounded by white noise 
Casey Kazan, The Telegraph, The Daily Galaxy,May 2011, “Earth's Technology May be Too Primitive to Detect Advanced ET Life (Today's Most Popular)”, http://www.dailygalaxy.com/my_weblog/2011/05/earths-technologies-may-be-too-primitive-to-detect-advanced-et-life.html //ZY
Frank Drake, the founder of SETI and Drake's Equation, believes that satellite TV and the “digital revolution” is making humanity invisible to aliens by cutting the transmission of TV and radio signals into space. The earth is currently surrounded by a 50 light year-wide “shell” of radiation from analogue TV, radio and radar transmissions. According to Drake, digital TV signals would look like white noise to a race of observing aliens.  Although the signals have spread far enough to reach many nearby star systems, they are rapidly vanishing in the wake of digital technology, said Drake. In the 1960s, Drake spearheaded the conversion of the Arecibo Observatory to a radio astronomy center. As a researcher, Drake was involved in the early work on pulsars. Drake also designed the Pioneer plaque with Carl Sagan in 1972, the first physical message sent into space. The plaque was designed to be understandable by extraterrestrials should they encounter it.


No Contact

No scenario for ETI contact- either they aren’t there or we cannot contact them. 
Casey Kazan, The Telegraph, The Daily Galaxy,May 2011, “Earth's Technology May be Too Primitive to Detect Advanced ET Life (Today's Most Popular)”, http://www.dailygalaxy.com/my_weblog/2011/05/earths-technologies-may-be-too-primitive-to-detect-advanced-et-life.html //ZY
Milan Cirkovic of the Astronomical Observatory in Belgrade, points out that the median age of terrestrial planets in the Milky Way is about 1.8 gigayears (one billion years) greater than the age of the Earth and the Solar System, which means that the median age of technological civilizations should be greater than the age of human civilization by the same amount. The vastness of this interval indicates that one or more processes must suppress observability of extraterrestrial communities.  Since at this point, there is no direct and/or widely apparent evidence that extraterrestrial life exists, it likely means one of the following:  We are (A) the first intelligent beings ever to become capable of making our presence known, and leaving our planet. At this point, there are no other life forms out there as advanced as us. Or perhaps extraterrestrial life does exists, but for some reason extraterrestrial life is so very rare and so very far away we’ll never make contact anyway -- making extraterrestrial life nonexistent in a practical sense at least.  Or is it (B) that many advanced civilizations have existed before us, but without exception, they have for some unknown reason, existed and/or expanded in such a way that they are completely undetectable by our instruments.  Or is it (C) There have been others, but they have all run into some sort of “cosmic roadblock” that eventually destroys them, or at least prevents their expansion beyond a small area. Since Earth’s placement in space and time appears to be unremarkably random, proposition “A” seems fairly unlikely. Assuming humans evolved like other forms of life into our present state due to natural selection, then there's really nothing all that mystical, special or remarkable about our development as a species either. Due to the sheer numbers, there are almost certainly other planets capable of supporting at least some form of life. If that is so, then for Earthlings to be the very first species ever to make a noticeable mark on the Universe, from a statistical perspective, is incredibly unlikely.  For proposition “B” to be correct would defy all logic. If potentially thousands, or even millions of advanced extraterrestrial civilizations exist in the known Universe, then why would all of them, without exception, choose to expand or exist in such a way that they are completely undetectable? It’s conceivable that some might, or perhaps even the majority, but for all of them to be completely undetectable civilizations does not seem likely either.  Proposition C in some ways, appears to be more likely than A or B. If “survival of the fittest” follows similar pathways on other worlds, then our own “civilized” nature could be somewhat typical of extraterrestrial civilizations that have, or do, exist. Somehow, we all get to the point where we end up killing ourselves in a natural course of technological development and thereby self-inflict our own “cosmic roadblock”.

Impact Framing

Their method of ETI searching makes hostile conflict more likely - we have no way of knowing when they receive our signals 
Seth D. Baum, Department of Geography, Pennsylvania State University,  Jacob D. Haqq-Misra, Department of Meteorology, Pennsylvania State University, & Shawn D. Domagal-Goldman, NASA Planetary Science Division, 2011, “Would Contact with Extraterrestrials Benefit or Harm Humanity? A Scenario Analysis” //ZY
Another implication of these long communication times across the galaxy is that ETI might become alerted to our presence without us realizing it. Communication with electromagnetic waves on Earth has been used for nearly one hundred years, during which time our radio shows, 5television programs, and mobile phone conversations have isotropically leaked into space. If ETI search for us just as we search for them, i.e. by scanning the sky at radio and optical wavelengths for any type of interstellar communication [4], then they might detect our leakage signals. Advanced ETI within 100 light years could receive our earliest radio transmissions; those less than 50 light years away could watch our television shows [27]; and those less than 10 light years away could receive our earliest intentional METI attempts [28]. Thus, the radiation that has been unintentionally leaking and intentionally transmitted from Earth may have already alerted any nearby ETI to our presence and may eventually alert more distant ETI. Once ETI become alerted to our presence, it will take at least as many years for us to realize that they know we are here. During the intervening time, ETI can respond to our presence or prepare for contact in ways that we would have no knowledge of or influence on.

There is no benefit to alien contact- evolutionary dynamics ensure destruction 
Seth D. Baum, Department of Geography, Pennsylvania State University,  Jacob D. Haqq-Misra, Department of Meteorology, Pennsylvania State University, & Shawn D. Domagal-Goldman, NASA Planetary Science Division, 2011, “Would Contact with Extraterrestrials Benefit or Harm Humanity? A Scenario Analysis” //ZY
In a similar class of scenarios, ETI could inadvertently unleash some harmful force into the galaxy through some act of incompetence, quite possibly harming itself in the process. For example, an otherwise benevolent extraterrestrial civilization could accidentally unleash the extraterrestrial equivalent of an “unFriendly Artificial Intelligence” (uFAI [86]). This ET uFAI would be out of the control of its (benevolent) makers and would likely destroy humanity as it attempted to fulfill whatever objective function it happened to have. The odds that this objective function will happen to benefit humans seems extremely small. Indeed, it may be difficult for humans to create such an objective function even with considerable dedicated effort [86]. In another example, ETI that explore the galaxy using automated self-replicating probes (also known as von Neumann probes) may inadvertently unleash a catastrophic colonization wave that rapidly spreads throughout the galaxy and destroys other civilizations [10,26]. Such a scenario may arise either from faulty design of automated probes or from the malicious intent of artificially intelligent probes. Bostrom [48] suggests that such undesirable outcomes could be the result of evolutionary dynamics in which the undesirables are the strong which survive evolutionary pressures. Finally, it is possible that ETI could render some portion of the galaxy uninhabitable via an accident in a physics experiment, just as there are concerns that certain human physics experiments with particle accelerators could be accidentally destructive [87]. Any of these scenarios would involve the ETI accidentally harming humanity and probably also itself.


AT: Alien Threat Con

Even if they win ETI are peaceful- human responses ensure destruction 
Seth D. Baum, Department of Geography, Pennsylvania State University,  Jacob D. Haqq-Misra, Department of Meteorology, Pennsylvania State University, & Shawn D. Domagal-Goldman, NASA Planetary Science Division, 2011, “Would Contact with Extraterrestrials Benefit or Harm Humanity? A Scenario Analysis” //ZY
If humanity did not come into direct physical contact with ETI, it could still be possible for ETI to unintentionally harm humanity. This could occur if ETI send harmful information to humanity via electromagnetic transmission. A malicious ETI broadcaster could, for example, send a message containing harmful information that either damages human technology, analogous to a computer virus, or coerces humans into a seemingly benign but ultimately destructive course of action, such as the construction of a dangerous device, [76]. As another example, ETI might send information about its biology, perhaps hoping that humanity could use this information to protect itself against ET diseases or invasive species. However, perhaps such an effort would backfire on humanity if we use the information to create a disease, invasive species, or other hazard. The hazard would be created by humans from the information received, and the creation could be intentional or unintentional. But if the creation was intentional, then it would be human intent, not ETI intent. The possibility of an intentional or unintentional informational hazard suggests that at least some care should be taken in efforts to detect and analyze electromagnetic signals sent from ETI. There is one final information hazard scenario to consider. In this scenario, contact with ETI serves as a demoralizing force to humanity, with strong negative consequences. In human history, contact between modern society and stone age culture usually leads to the demise of the more primitive society. Likewise, in the event of contact with ETI, humanity may be driven toward global cultural collapse when confronted with ETI technology, beliefs, and lifestyle [88]. Even if the ETI are friendly toward us and give us the choice to accept or reject their knowledge, the vast differences between our respective societies may force the more primitive one (ours) into a demoralizing state of societal collapse. For this reason, if ETI do already know of our presence and if they wish to preserve the integrity of our civilization, then they may choose to reveal themselves to us slowly and gradually in order to avoid a calamitous response [23].

**Science PIK**

1NC Science PIK

Their call to agnosticism challenges traditional science 
William J.  Dewan, Doctoral, 2010, “Occam's Beard: Belief, Disbelief, and Contested Meanings in American Ufology”, https://repository.unm.edu/bitstream/handle/1928/12075/Diss%20PDF.pdf?sequence=1 //ZY
By making such allowances, however, the researcher may find himself or herself in tricky territory. A public declaration of this type of agnosticism comes not without professional risk, with Wendt and Duvall predicting resultant difficulties in funding and publication due to its challenge to normative structures of disbelief (2008, 628). While I have personally experienced the ―giggle factor‖ that comes with merely promoting subjects such as the UFO phenomenon as viable areas of academic research, I find myself in support of Wendt and Duvall‘s agnostic position, albeit with certain qualifiers. How do we improve upon our existing knowledge of the UFO phenomenon without engaging in reactionary, oppositional stances against real and perceived power structures? Can we challenge Carl Sagan‘s anthropocentrism without waging war on the scientific method? Obviously, such questions relate not only to debates about UFOs, but also to ongoing, so-called ―science wars between members of the scientific community and postmodern critics. The basic problem, outlined by Donna Haraway, remains the same: So, I think my problem, and ―our‖ problem, is how to have simultaneously an account of radical historical contingency for all knowledge claims and knowing subjects, a critical practice for recognizing our own ―semiotic technologies‖ for making meanings, and a no- nonsense commitment to faithful accounts of a ―real‖ world, one that can be partially shared and that is friendly to earthwide projects of finite freedom, adequate material abundance, modest meaning in suffering, and limited happiness (1988, 579). 

1NC Science PIK

Challenging science allows the religious right to take over- India proves. They will suppress and challenge the public.  
Meera Nanda, an award-winning author who writes on science and religion. She is a philosopher of science with initial training in biology. 1997, The Science Wars in India, http://www.geocities.ws/indianfascism/fascism/in_science.htm //ZY
Indeed, the cluster of ideas that postmodernist intellectuals deploy to deconstruct the supposedly Eurocentric assumptions of modern science appears with high frequency in the discourse of Hindu fundamentalist parties. The Hindu right has proclaimed the twenty-first century a "Hindu century" on the theoretical grounds made respectable by left critics of science. These reverse Orientalists who glorify whatever the Western powers devalued are walking through the door that the critics of Orientalism opened for them. The tools that deconstruct also construct.  Constructivist theories of science have cleared a discursive and political space that the nationalistic right is only too eager to move into. Indeed, the right could not have wished for a more fashionable neighborhood to pitch its own tent in. Making the content and rationality of science an epiphenomenon of the wider cultural and social structures is no doubt useful for exposing the play of power in supposedly objective accounts of the world. But when science is joined to culture at the hip in the constructivist fashion, it also opens the door to the so-called "ethno-sciences"-"Hindu science," "Islamic science," "third world women's science"wherein scientific rationality is subordinated to the "forms of life" of different communities. When the existing social values are allowed to decide the validity of knowledge, knowledge loses whatever power it has to critique these often oppressive values. It is this deference to the existing "forms of life" that makes the project of constructing different ethno-sciences for different peoples so hospitable to all kinds of conservative social forces.  Thus, when the secular and mostly left-inclined critics claim-in the language and tone that Alan Sokal managed to feign so convincingly in his Social Text hoax of last year-that scientific facts cannot be judged as objectively true or false, but only from within the "regime of truth" established by social power, the religious right reads in it a justification for its demand that the validity of Hindu science be judged only on its "own terms." When the academic critics argue that scientific rationality must be subordinated to cultural instrumentalities, the religious right finds in it an affirmation of its own cultural chauvinism. One cannot avoid a shock of recognition when one reads, for instance, the BJP's recent Humanistic Approach to Economic Development, which insists that the cultural ethos of the Hindu Rash tra (nation) must become "a light onto itself," and have the final authority over what aspects of "foreign" science and technology are admitted into schools and other institutions. Hasn't one encountered similar appeals for integration of values and politics in knowledge-seeking activities in more academic, self-described "progressive" critiques of science? If the critics see science as a dystopian, arrogant and "God's-eye view of the world," supposedly transcending the material lives and beliefs of people, the BJP is only too happy to offer a supposedly humbler and more situated "Mother India's view of the world." If, as the critics charge, the very logic of modern science is a cultural expression of a Western "will to power," then the Hindu nationalists justifiably consider it their patriotic duty to resist modern science, and to replace it with ways of knowing informed by the imagined Hindu values of holism, communitarianism, and androgyny. Interestingly, the ruthlessness with which the critics interrogate "Western" science is matched in intensity only by their charity and solicitousness toward non-Western, pre-scientific ways of knowing?2  I do not for a moment believe, and neither should I be read as claiming, that the cultural critics of science knowingly speak for the Hindu right. In fact, both from personal association and from their written works, I know these critics to be motivated by deeply egalitarian, radically democratic, and staunchly antiracist sentiments. I know that they have no sympathy whatsoever for the anti-Muslim and anti-Christian platform of the Hindu right. But their personal politics and good intentions are not the issue here. What is an issue is the unintended impact of their theories on the lives of distant strangers. It is time the left critics of science ask: why is it that the religious right in India (and to a far more dangerous extent in Islamic countries) has been able to appropriate the theoretical language and conclusions of their intellectual labors? Isn't this appropriation reason enough to rethink some of their basic assumptions regarding science as social "all the way down"? 


1NC Science PIK
We should only search for ETI after we gather credible proof before demanding the government  acknowledge ET existence - premature acknowledgment bad for politics 
‪ Bruno Latour, Professor at the Centre de Sociologie de l'Innovation, Ecole Nationale Superieure des Mines de Paris, 2004 “Politics of nature: how to bring the sciences into democracy‬” //ZY‬‬‬‬‬‬‬‬
The power to take into account brings two essential guarantees, one coming from the old facts and the other from the old values. First, the number of candidate entities must not be arbitrarily reduced in the interests of facility or convenience. In other words, nothing must stifle too quickly the perplexity into which the agents find themselves plunged, owing to the emergence of new beings. This is what could be called the requirement of external reality*—there is no reason not to use those words now that the words "reality" and "externality" have been freed of the poison of (political) epistemology. Second, the number of those which participate in this process of perplexing must not itself be limited too quickly or too arbitrarily. The discussion would of course be accelerated, but its outcome would become too easy. It would lack broader consultation, the only form capable of verifying the impor­ tance and the qualification of the new entities. On the contrary, it is necessary to make sure that reliable witnesses*, assured opinions, credible spokespersons have been summoned up, thanks to a long ef­ fort of investigation and provocation (in the etymological sense of "production of voices").15 Let us call this constraint the requirement of relevance, to remind us that all the relevant voices have been convoked

Link – Reckless Science

Simply searching for ET is dangerous- no protocol exists for communication resulting in conflicting information 
SCOT LLOYD STRIDE, senior engineer at NASA JPL in Pasadena,BSEE in Computer Engineering, 2001, “An Instrument-Based Method to Search for Extraterrestrial Interstellar Robotic Probes”, http://www.sunstar-solutions.com/sunstar/SETV/JBIS-SETV01.pdf //ZY
The SETV experiment, like SETI, must include a well documented set of Pre and Post-detection protocols. The derivation of these protocols is based on certain preliminary assumptions about detectable probe energy manifestations, behaviors, and simple ETI contact scenarios. It is not befitting to statistically prove an ETI probe has been verified and then do nothing more. Furthermore, it is reckless science to proceed beyond detection without a set of documents that define not only a Declaration of Principles, but also Post-detection protocols. Every ETI search strategy must be conscious of and sensitive to the body of international laws pertaining to the exploration and use of outer space, the security of our world, the UN position on SETI activities and the SETI Declaration of Principles Concerning Activities Following Detection of Extraterrestrial Intelligence. Governing documents, written for SETV experiments, should be modeled after those of NASA SETI, and the IAA SETI Committee. The SETI documents focused on a Declaration of Principles, Pre-Detection protocols and a draft for Post-Detection protocols [45]. Although there have been calls to have approved Post-Detection protocols ready just in case [46], there is no immediacy whatsoever for traditional radio SETI to have any contact protocols.  Following the detection of a faint radio or optical signal, a protracted multi-year UN or UNESCO debate on the content of a reply would be miniscule compared to the light-years taken for the alien signal to arrive. Furthermore, once the announcement is made there is nothing to prevent individuals or groups, with the necessary technology, from sending their own Active-SETI (ASETI) replies. A lack of global consensus, combined with bureaucratic and political delays, paves the way for multiple and confusing ASETI radio transmissions to be sent. Sending conflicting ASETI messages is a very risky prospect especially if the destination is a robotic probe located in our solar system. Clearly, for SETV, if an alien probe is verified then the next logical step is to cautiously attempt radio or optical communication. For any ETI probe contact experiment,   a   real    needexists for immediacy, one which demands that approved Post-detection protocols are written, ready and diligently followed. Post-detection protocols must include strict rules for verification, confirmation and syntax for communicating with an ETI probe. Work on these protocols involves a detailed look at the following aspects of probe contact: presence, recognition, position, mimicry, orientation, and intention. If, by chance, a probe desires to communicate in some way, optically for instance, a protocol must be in place to respond intelligently with something deemed interesting to the probe. The task of devising these protocols will rest with those who sponsor and implement the SETV experiments. At the moment, the UN and world governments have no interest in devising such Post-detection protocols, not even for mainstream SETI, so those who actually perform the SETV experiments must do it themselves. This is unfortunate because contact and communication with ETI probes should be done by those persons capable of representing the entire human civilization. But, since no such global representation presently exists, minority groups which undertake post-detection contact must do so responsibly with the good of humanity at the forefront. If a group is unwilling or unable to write and follow acceptable Post-detection protocols then they must concentrate only on the detection and verification aspects and not attempt the phases of any SETV experiment that involve contact.

Link – Agnosticism

Agnostic approaches trade off with science 

Alan D. Sokal, Department of Physics- New York University, May 9. 1999, “Transgressing the Boundaries: An Afterword”, http://www.physics.nyu.edu/faculty/sokal/afterword_v1a.ps
Andrew Ross has drawn an analogy between the hierarchical taste cultures (high, middlebrow and popular) familiar to cultural critics, and the demarcation between science and pseudoscience. At a sociological level this is an incisive observation; but at an ontological and epistemological level it is simply mad. Ross seems to recognize this, because he immediately says: I do not want to insist on a literal interpretation of this analogy ...A more exhaustive treatment would take account of the local, qualifying differences between the realm of cultural taste and that of science [!], but it would run up, finally, against the stand-off between the empiricist's claim that non-context-dependent beliefs exist and that they can be true, and the culturalist's claim that beliefs are only socially accepted as true. But such epistemological agnosticism simply won't suffice, at least not for people who aspire to make social change. Deny that non-context-dependent assertions can be true, and you don't just throw out quantum mechanics and molecular biology: you also throw out the Nazi gas chambers, the American enslavement of Africans, and the fact that today in New York it's raining. Hobsbawm is right: facts do matter, and some facts (like the first two cited here) matter a great deal.

Turns Anthro 

Science solves anthropocentrism—use the master’s tools to break down the master’s house.

Grey 86 — William Grey, Professor of Philosophy at the University of Queensland, 1986 (“A Critique of Deep Ecology,” Journal of Applied Philosophy, Volume 3, Number 2, Available Online at http://www.uq.edu.au/~pdwgrey/pubs/ cde.html, Accessed 10-10-2003)

I said above that there is an internal tension within some common articulations of the deep ecology paradigm.  What I have in mind is a tendency to denigrate the systematic, piecemeal, empirical approach to a study of the natural world.  Far from being shallow, such a science-based, analytical approach is not (or need not be) an objectionable and manipulative way of interacting with the natural world; it is quite indispensable for the provision of a satisfactory conception of its nature.  Indeed an adequate understanding of the destructive predations of technological society, and the development of satisfactory softer alternatives based on the use of renewable resources, can only be based upon systematic scientific conceptions.  It is all very well to say that we must tread lightly upon the earth, but this cannot be based upon turning away from the methods of science and controlled experiments, for it is precisely to these we must turn to determine what is and is not treading lightly.  This analytical approach, 'counting commas' in the book of nature, as Needleman [8] has expressed it, is indispensable for the systematic understanding of complex systems.  It does not preclude the equally indispensable treatment of complex systems as unitary wholes, which is necessary for experiencing and valuing nature, as well as for its proper understanding [9]. The second point which I want to make is that not all primitive resource use is wise, and not all technology is destructive: what is and is not environmentally acceptable can be determined only by developing insights into the effects of our actions (for act we must); it is hardly credible that these insights could be gained by the use of, say, intuitive empathy alone.  The maintenance of equilibrium of dynamic living systems requires, inter alia , continuous inputs of energy and the recycling of essential nutrients.  To understand how human interference with natural systems perverts both energy flow and the recycling of nutrients, we should not abandon our science-based conceptions but embrace them.  Nature may indeed know best, but how, except through systematic empirical inquiry, can we determine what it is that nature tells us?  In practice much of the deep ecology critique of human predations is based precisely on the sorts of empirical studies which, in other passages and other moods, those same critics are prone to denigrate.  This seems to me to be an unresolved tension  which occurs in a number of articulations of deep ecology.  Scientific understanding is not of course a sufficient condition for wisdom, but the insights of science are certainly necessary for acting wisely.

Turns ET mindset 

Religious people hate aliens- 


AT: Then We Exclude Aliens

Incorrect- science helps account for ET
William J.  Dewan, Doctoral, 2010, “Occam's Beard: Belief, Disbelief, and Contested Meanings in American Ufology”, https://repository.unm.edu/bitstream/handle/1928/12075/Diss%20PDF.pdf?sequence=1 //ZY
Twenty-two years after this eloquent phrasing of our (post?)postmodern epistemological dilemma, perhaps the beginnings of a practical solution to this problem can be found in the unlikely candidate of the UFO phenomenon. An interdisciplinary, nuanced examination of the cultural context of UFO belief, disbelief, and experience reveals an overwhelming multitude of social processes at work, yet we do not come away from this examination with a proclamation of the scientist as false witness. Rather, a close inspection of scientific attitudes about UFOs and the paranormal, coupled with an examination of the historical development of the scientific establishment, forces us to look upon scientific knowledge as a dynamic approximation of the physical world, subject to inherent cultural biases and assumptions of its funders and practitioners. We do so, yet acknowledge that science as a whole has broadened our collective understanding of the world at an astonishing rate! As Haraway states, we must move beyond notions of the ―God trick‖ of a singular, objective overview of the world through ―contestation,‖ ―deconstruction,‖ ―passionate construction,‖ and ―webbed connections,‖ and we must rid ourselves of the idea of knowledge production through passive detachment (1988, 582,585). We must do so, however, without getting carried away with gross overgeneralizations and relativisms; a critique of the scientific enterprise need not be synonymous with a reactionary antiscientific dogma. After all, the scientist, feminist, poststructuralist, and transnationalist all share the same basic goal: better accounts of the world around us (1988, 590). In examining the bevy of assumptions, biases, anxieties, and meanings concerning UFOs that all parties, from ufologists to Air Force officials, skeptical commentators, academics, and college students collectively bring to the table, we come to a much better understanding of the dynamic mechanisms of knowledge production.
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