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Plan: The United States federal government should invest in high speed railroad transportation.

Contention One – Economic Growth


First is congestion –

HSR is critical to alleviating the inevitable crunch caused by increasing population numbers

APTA 11
(American Public Transportation Association, February 2011, “The Case for Business Investment in High-Speed and Intercity Passenger Rail”, http://www.apta.com/resources/reportsandpublications/Documents/HSRPub_final.pdf) 

The Urban Land Institute’s Infrastructure 2010: Investment Imperative asserts that failure to invest could delay economic recovery and put the United States at increased disadvantages in the global marketplace. The report clarifies the need for infrastructure investment including investment in high-speed rail to modernize America’s rail transportation system. High-speed rail is seen as the solution for taking pressure off airports and highways in regional intercity markets as travel demand increases. The report states that: “Car dependence and ever-escalating driving delays in most large American cities have exposed the need for more passenger rail service to take the pressure off crowded interstates and clogged airports, which struggle to handle current traffic volumes. The urgency of addressing the issue becomes more apparent since the country’s

population will increase by 120 million over the next 40 years, with growth concentrated in the nation’s primary urban centers and surrounding suburbs. All these people will want to move around and current systems won’t be able to handle prospective volumes.” 13


Staving off inevitable congestion is crucial to saving the economy 

Staley 07
(Sam, economic development policy analyst for the New York Times, November 25, 2007, “A Congested Economy”, http://www.nytimes.com/2007/11/25/opinion/nyregionopinions/25CIstaley.html?pagewanted=all)

But if congestion continues, eventually it will eat away at economic productivity in the region. Congestion reduces the pool of resources available to businesses and workers by reducing access to jobs and employees. A 30-minute commute to work might become 45 minutes or an hour, pushing the job outside a worker’s “opportunity circle,” which is the amount of time a typical worker is willing to travel to a job. Productivity can compensate for the economic drag of congestion but only to a certain point. If congestion becomes too severe, the economy begins to fragment, which means that businesses drawing on a large metropolitan labor pool will be forced to tap into only those who live within a certain time and distance to the job. A fragmented economy hurts productivity. It’s already happening in the region. The Partnership for New York City, a business group, estimates that eliminating excess traffic congestion would add as much as $4 billion and 52,000 jobs to the regional economy. Congestion drains the region’s manufacturing sector of $2 billion in revenue and 8,674 jobs. Wholesale trade takes a congestion hit worth $1.3 billion in increased operating costs.
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Second is jobs –

Federal investment in HSR will lead to long term economic growth through the private sector
Williams 11
(Mantil, American Public Transportation Association's Dir Advocacy Communications, April 6, 2011, “Federal Investment in High-Speed Rail Could Spur 1.3 Million Jobs”, http://www.apta.com/mediacenter/pressreleases/2011/Pages/110406_HSR_Business.aspx)
Washington, DC – April 6, 2011 –The American Public Transportation Association (APTA) released a report detailing the enormous impact high-speed and intercity passenger rail projects will have in driving  job development,  while also rebuilding America’s manufacturing sector and generating billions of dollars in business sales.  This report focuses on key issues critical to private investors as they consider investments or future expansion into businesses serving the growing passenger rail markets. The report, “The Case for Business Investment in High-Speed and Intercity Passenger Rail” reinforces the point that investments in high-speed and intercity rail will have many direct and indirect benefits.  Nationally, due to proposed federal investment of high-speed rail over a six-year period, investment can result in supporting and creating more than 1.3 million jobs.  This federal investment will be the catalyst for attracting state, local and private capital which will result in the support and creation of even more jobs.  According to this new report, investments in building a 21st century rail system will not only lead to a large increase in construction jobs, but to the sustainable, long-term growth of new manufacturing and service jobs across the country. “It is evident that investing in high-speed and intercity rail projects presents one of the clearest and fastest ways to create green, American jobs and spur long-term economic growth,” said APTA President William Millar. “Investing in high-speed rail is essential for America as we work to build a sustainable, modern transportation system that meets the environmental and energy challenges of the future.” APTA noted for each $1 billion invested in high-speed rail projects, the analysis predicts the support and creation of 24,000 jobs. In addition to the thousands of new construction jobs, investments in high-speed rail will jumpstart the U.S. economy. The Economic Development Research Group for the U.S. Conference of Mayors studied the business impact of high-speed rail investment in different urban regions.  For example, in Los Angeles, CA, high-speed rail investment generates $7.6 billion in business sales and $6.1 billion in Chicago, IL. “Federal high-speed rail investment is a strong driver in getting private companies to invest,” said Kevin McFall, Senior Vice President at Stacy and Witbeck Inc., a leading public transit construction firm. “This program can be a shot in the arm for the manufacturing industry.  These high-speed rail projects will give us the opportunity to put people to work building the rail infrastructure this country desperately needs.” “U.S. businesses have been known for their cutting edge technologies and innovations, said Jeffrey Wharton, President of IMPulse NC. “We need to put this expertise to work, providing business and employment opportunities while catching up with the rest of the world in high-speed rail and its associated benefits.” “We are excited about the prospect of putting Americans to work building the rail tracks and equipment that will keep America’s economic recovery moving forward,” said Charles Wochele, Vice President for Industry and Government Relations at Alstom Transport. “We look forward to partnering with the federal and state governments to ensure these projects get off the ground.”
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Third is competitiveness –


HSR maintains global competition through sustainable growth
Stern 3-12
(Rachel, associate editor for the Silicon Valley region of Patch, March 3, 2012, “High-Speed Rail Key to Job Creation, Supporters Say in Rally”, http://santacruz.patch.com/articles/high-speed-rail-key-to-job-creation-supporters-say-in-rally-9b0983f0) 

The project has already created construction jobs, according to Jim Lazarus, senior vice president of the San Francisco Chamber of Commerce. High-Speed Rail dollars, he added, have gone toward the construction of San Francisco’s new TransBay Transit Center."This construction activity will boost our economy when we need it the most and provide sustainable growth for decades to come," he said. Other speakers defended the project against the large amount of criticism it has garnered, especially after the state’s High-Speed Rail Authority announced last November that it would cost $98.1 billion—over two times the cost California voters approved through Prop 1A in 2008. Economists have decried that the project as financially risky, that it will not make any money and has flawed ridership projections. Cities along the Peninsula have taken a particularly strong stance—some, like Palo Alto, have drafted official manifestos against it. Still, "there are far more risks to not moving forward," said Daniel Krause, the co-founder and executive director of Californians for High-Speed Rail at the rally. "It will cost much more to expand airports and freeways to create the same amount of transportation capacity," said Krause, who pointed out that the project would in turn also lead to higher air pollution and risk of automotive deaths The borrowing costs of the project, he continued, would be offset with the requirement than any of Prop 1A used must be matched with a non-state source of funds, "injecting billions of dollars into our state’s economy." The project’s supporters include San Jose Mayor Chuck Reed and San Francisco Mayor Ed Lee, who has stated that the project is necessary "to maintain our global economic competitiveness."

Global economic crisis causes war---strong statistical support 
Royal 10

(Jedediah, Director of Cooperative Threat Reduction at the U.S. Department of Defense, 2010, “Economic Integration, Economic Signaling and the Problem of Economic Crises,” in Economics of War and Peace: Economic, Legal and Political Perspectives, ed. Goldsmith and Brauer, p. 213-215)
Less intuitive is how periods of economic decline may increase the likelihood of external conflict. Political science literature has contributed a moderate degree of attention to the impact of economic decline and the security and defence behaviour of interdependent states. Research in this vein has been considered at systemic, dyadic and national levels. Several notable contributions follow. First, on the systemic level, Pollins (2008) advances Modelski and Thompson's (1996) work on leadership cycle theory, finding that rhythms in the global economy are associated with the rise and fall of a pre-eminent power and the often bloody transition from one pre-eminent leader to the next. As such, exogenous shocks such as economic crises could usher in a redistribution of relative power (see also Gilpin. 1981) that leads to uncertainty about power balances, increasing the risk of miscalculation (Feaver, 1995). Alternatively, even a relatively certain redistribution of power could lead to a permissive environment for conflict as a rising power may seek to challenge a declining power (Werner. 1999). Separately, Pollins (1996) also shows that global economic cycles combined with parallel leadership cycles impact the likelihood of conflict among major, medium and small powers, although he suggests that the causes and connections between global economic conditions and security conditions remain unknown. Second, on a dyadic level, Copeland's (1996, 2000) theory of trade expectations suggests that 'future expectation of trade' is a significant variable in understanding economic conditions and security behaviour of states. He argues that interdependent states are likely to gain pacific benefits from trade so long as they have an optimistic view of future trade relations. However, if the expectations of future trade decline, particularly for difficult to replace items such as energy resources, the likelihood for conflict increases, as states will be inclined to use force to gain access to those resources. Crises could potentially be the trigger for decreased trade expectations either on its own or because it triggers protectionist moves by interdependent states.4 Third, others have considered the link between economic decline and external armed conflict at a national level. Blomberg and Hess (2002) find a strong correlation between internal conflict and external conflict, particularly during periods of economic downturn. They write: The linkages between internal and external conflict and prosperity are strong and mutually reinforcing. Economic conflict tends to spawn internal conflict, which in turn returns the favour. Moreover, the presence of a recession tends to amplify the extent to which international and external conflicts self-reinforce each other. (Blomberg & Hess, 2002. p. 89) Economic decline has also been linked with an increase in the likelihood of terrorism (Blomberg, Hess, & Weerapana, 2004), which has the capacity to spill across borders and lead to external tensions. Furthermore, crises generally reduce the popularity of a sitting government. "Diversionary theory" suggests that, when facing unpopularity arising from economic decline, sitting governments have increased incentives to fabricate external military conflicts to create a 'rally around the flag' effect. Wang (1996), DeRouen (1995). and Blomberg, Hess, and Thacker (2006) find supporting evidence showing that economic decline and use of force are at least indirectly correlated. Gelpi (1997), Miller (1999), and Kisangani and Pickering (2009) suggest that the tendency towards diversionary tactics are greater for democratic states than autocratic states, due to the fact that democratic leaders are generally more susceptible to being removed from office due to lack of domestic support. DeRouen (2000) has provided evidence showing that periods of weak economic performance in the United States, and thus weak Presidential popularity, are statistically linked to an increase in the use of force. 
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Contention Two – Climate Change

First, an investment in HSR would save billions of pounds of CO2 emissions

APTA 11
(American Public Transportation Association, February 2011, “The Case for Business Investment in High-Speed and Intercity Passenger Rail”, http://www.apta.com/resources/reportsandpublications/Documents/HSRPub_final.pdf) 

The Need for Transportation Investments that are Consistent with Energy and Environmental Policies: Looking long term, it will be both economically prudent and politically necessary to justify transportation investments with energy and environmental trends. Just ask Warren Buffett, who last year invested more than 26 billion in the BNSF Railroad, in recognition of this bright future. In his Annual Report to Berkshire Hathaway shareholders, Mr. Buffett wrote, “The

highlight of 2010 was our acquisition of Burlington Northern Santa Fe, a purchase that’s working out even better than I expected.” 14Numerous studies have shown high-speed rail to be the route of energy and carbon savings. Figure3 shows energy efficiency among intercity travel modes determined by the International Union of Railways. For the same energy use, high-speed rail provides eight times the passenger travel as aircraft and four times that of private cars.15The Center for Neighborhood Technology found that high-speed rail cuts CO2 emissions nationwide and in every corridor where it is proposed to be built. It projected total emissions savings of 6 billion pounds of CO2 per year if all proposed high-speed rail systems studied are built. Their results are summarized on Figure 4. In all cases, high-speed rail creates lower

emissions than air or auto travel.


Specifically, HSR would reduce emissions through lower car usage and decreased fuel consumption 
Calthorpe 2-27
(Peter, author of "Urbanism in the Age of Climate Change" and a principal at the planning firm Calthorpe Associates in Berkeley, Calif., February 27, 2012, http://www.nytimes.com/roomfordebate/2012/01/26/does-california-need-high-speed-rail/high-speed-rail-is-a-catalyst-for-better-development)

In a development future built around high-speed rail and enhanced local transit, average vehicle miles traveled per household would be reduced 40 percent, the equivalent of taking 18.6 million cars off the road. New highway construction would be reduced by 4,700 lane miles, saving around $400 billion. This type of development means less air pollution, fewer respiratory diseases, less water consumption, efficient local infrastructure and lower costs to local governments. California would consume 300 billion fewer gallons of fuel over the next 40 years. When these savings are combined with other transportation and energy savings, households would save close to $11,000 per year. More compact communities require 67 percent less land — saving prime farmland in the Central Valley and key open space in coastal regions.



Auto emissions are the main contributor to global warming – sheer number of tons emitted
West 12
(Larry, 20-year  professional writer and editor who has written many articles about environmental issues for leading newspapers, magazines and online publications, “U.S. Autos Account for Half of Global Warming Linked to Cars Worldwide,” http://environment.about.com/od/globalwarming/a/autoemissions.htm) 

U.S. automobiles and light trucks are responsible for nearly half of all greenhouse gases emitted by automobiles globally, according to a new study by Environmental Defense.The study, Global Warming on the Road [PDF], also found that the Big Three automakers—General Motors, Ford and DaimlerChrysler—accounted for nearly three-quarters of the carbon dioxide released by cars and pickup trucks on U.S. roads in 2004, the latest year for which statistics were available.“Cutting greenhouse gas emissions from U.S. automobiles will be critical to any strategy for slowing global warming,” said John DeCicco, author of the report and senior fellow at Environmental Defense, in a press release. “To address global warming, we’ll need a clear picture of what sources are contributing to the problem. This report details, by automaker and vehicle type, the greenhouse gas contributions from America's auto sector, for the first time.”Carbon dioxide emissions from personal vehicles in the United States equaled 314 million metric tons in 2004. That much carbon could fill a coal train 55,000 miles long—long enough to circle the Earth twice. Cars and trucks made by GM gave off 99 million metric tons of carbon dioxide or 31 percent of the total; Ford vehicles emitted 80 million metric tons or 25 percent; and Daimler Chrysler vehicles emitted 51 million metric tons or 16 percent, according to the report.
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Rampant warming leads to extinction

Tickell 8 
(Oliver, August,11/08, Climate Researcher, The Guardian, “On a planet 4C hotter, all we can prepare for is extinction,” http://www.guardian.co.uk/commentisfree/2008/aug/11/climatechange)

We need to get prepared for four degrees of global warming, Bob Watson told the Guardian last week. At first sight this looks like wise counsel from the climate science adviser to Defra. But the idea that we could adapt to a 4C rise is absurd and dangerous. Global warming on this scale would be a catastrophe that would mean, in the immortal words that Chief Seattle probably never spoke, "the end of living and the beginning of survival" for humankind. Or perhaps the beginning of our extinction. The collapse of the polar ice caps would become inevitable, bringing long-term sea level rises of 70-80 metres. All the world's coastal plains would be lost, complete with ports, cities, transport and industrial infrastructure, and much of the world's most productive farmland. The world's geography would be transformed much as it was at the end of the last ice age, when sea levels rose by about 120 metres to create the Channel, the North Sea and Cardigan Bay out of dry land. Weather would become extreme and unpredictable, with more frequent and severe droughts, floods and hurricanes. The Earth's carrying capacity would be hugely reduced. Billions would undoubtedly die. Watson's call was supported by the government's former chief scientific adviser, Sir David King, who warned that "if we get to a four-degree rise it is quite possible that we would begin to see a runaway increase". This is a remarkable understatement. The climate system is already experiencing significant feedbacks, notably the summer melting of the Arctic sea ice. The more the ice melts, the more sunshine is absorbed by the sea, and the more the Arctic warms. And as the Arctic warms, the release of billions of tonnes of methane – a greenhouse gas 70 times stronger than carbon dioxide over 20 years – captured under melting permafrost is already under way. To see how far this process could go, look 55.5m years to the Palaeocene-Eocene Thermal Maximum, when a global temperature increase of 6C coincided with the release of about 5,000 gigatonnes of carbon into the atmosphere, both as CO2 and as methane from bogs and seabed sediments. Lush subtropical forests grew in polar regions, and sea levels rose to 100m higher than today. It appears that an initial warming pulse triggered other warming processes. Many scientists warn that this historical event may be analogous to the present: the warming caused by human emissions could propel us towards a similar hothouse Earth.
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Contention Three – Solvency

Initial federal investment is key to getting the private sector on board and generating billions in revenue
APTA 11
(American Public Transportation Association, February 2011, “The Case for Business Investment in High-Speed and Intercity Passenger Rail”, http://www.apta.com/resources/reportsandpublications/Documents/HSRPub_final.pdf) 

The Need for Projects Ripe for Public-Private Partnerships: As America looks to involve the private sector to the fullest extent possible, high-speed rail projects lend themselves well to various models, including operating contracts, concessions, and Design-Build-Operate-Maintain-Finance arrangements. Around the world, support of the central government has been needed for the initial construction of the project, with the private sector assuming a large role in project delivery and operations. Providing Balance to the Transportation System: In an illustrative example, the University of Pennsylvania Urban Design Studio found that 1 million fewer acres of land would need to be developed in the I-4Corridor than otherwise would result from current growth trends over the next 40 years given a sound transportation investment scenario including high-speed rail and transit.21 The high-speed rail and transit-based scenarios would result in significant savings in road investments. Cumulative savings in new road construction costs of $178 billion by 2030 and $270 billion by 2050 are projected.

Investment is enough to spur a successful HSR infrastructure

APTA 11
(American Public Transportation Association, February 2011, “The Case for Business Investment in High-Speed and Intercity Passenger Rail”, http://www.apta.com/resources/reportsandpublications/Documents/HSRPub_final.pdf) 

Such levels of activity will spark business opportunities to plan, design, build, manage and operate systems, and to manufacture and supply rail equipment. All this activity will be dependent on the availability of funding. At the moment, this is an issue for high-speed rail just as it is for all surface transportation infrastructures. This report demonstrates that

long-term trends support the growth of passenger rail with the market rising to promising heights. It is expected that a federal surface transportation bill will be considered in the coming year. APTA and partnering organizations are mounting an advocacy campaign in the coming months to make the case for investment in transportation infrastructure. We know that for more than 10 years, the public has voted overwhelmingly to approve ballot measures calling for an increase in public transportation investments, even when this required an increase in taxes.
Economy Extensions

HSR is the only form of transportation not subject to delays 
USHER 12
(US High Speed Rail Association, “The only organization in America focusing entirely on advancing a state-of-the-art national high speed rail network across the country,” http://www.ushsr.com/benefits/congestionrelief.html 2012)

High speed rail delivers very high-capacity, fast transportation so riders can get to their destinations quickly without wasted time and energy.  High speed rail is the only form of transportation not subject to congestion delays.  HSR not only delivers a new form of fast transportation, but also relieves congestion on highways and runways, making both of those systems function more effectively.  High speed rail delivers high numbers of passengers quickly and reliably trip after trip because it's not subject to congestion or delays even at the height of rush hour and vacation travel days.  High speed rail delivers more passengers per hour than roads and runways put together - for far less cost.  Riders get to their destinations quickly, efficiently, and on time - every time.
HSR empirically bolsters competitiveness which leads to massive economic growth

APTA 11
(American Public Transportation Association, February 2011, “The Case for Business Investment in High-Speed and Intercity Passenger Rail”, http://www.apta.com/resources/reportsandpublications/Documents/HSRPub_final.pdf) 

International examples show that given good travel options, people will use high-speed rail systems in large numbers. In Japan, their high-speed train, the Shinkansen, has been a very effective competitor with air transportation. In the market between Tokyo and Osaka (the two major metropolitan areas in Japan), the Shinkansen accounts for about 88 percent of the market share.17An International Union of Railways report provides two comparisons of the percentage of traffic carried by rail in a corridor before and after high-speed rail was introduced. Rail travel between Paris and Brussels as a percentage of travel by all modes increased 108 percent, from 24 percent of travel before the introduction of high-speed rail to 50 percent after whereas between Madrid and Seville, rail travel went from 33 percent of rail and air travel only to 84 percent, a 155 percent increase.18 According to CALPRIG:, “even in the northeastern U.S., where Amtrak Acela Express service is slow by international standards, rail service accounts for 62 percent of the air/rail market on trips between New York and Washington, D.C., and 47 percent of the air/rail market on trips between Boston and New York.” 19 A Spark for Economic Growth: In a study of high-speed rail investment financing mechanisms, Mercator Advisors and Vantage Point Associates found that: “Investment in a regional rail corridors program...will result in the creation of both direct jobs related to the construction and operation of the system and additional jobs due to the regional benefits and economic activity over the long-term operating period.”
Competitiveness key to Econ Extensions
Competition is key to a globally relevant economy 
Kolasky 02
(William, Deputy Assistant Attorney General Antitrust Division, U.S. Department of Justice, November 12, 2002, “The Role of Competition in Promoting Dynamic Markets and Economic Growth”, http://www.justice.gov/atr/public/speeches/200484.htm)
Competition has a positive impact, not only on the well-being of consumers, but also on a country's economy as a whole. Competition bolsters the productivity and international competitiveness of the business sector and promotes dynamic markets and economic growth.I know I do not need to persuade an audience as sophisticated as this of the virtues of competition. Michael Porter, who has studied the Japanese economy for years, has shown tha to t the Japanese industries that are most competitive internationally are those in which domestic rivalry is strongest.(4) During our bilateral yesterday, Commission Shibata of the JFTC shared with me a recent study by our National Bureau of Economic Research showing how deregulation contributed to the growth of the British economy over the last twenty years.(5) In the United States, we have found that deregulation has reduced prices by as much as 30-75 percent in many key sectors as it forced those industries to restructure in order to become more efficient.(6) Let me review very briefly some of the principal benefits of competition. The most obvious benefit of competition is that it results in goods and services being provided to consumers at competitive prices. But what people often forget is that producers are also consumers. They must buy raw materials and energy to produce their products, telecommunications services to communicate with their suppliers and customers, computer equipment to keep track of their inventories, construction services to build their plants and warehouses, and so forth. To the extent that prices for these goods and services are higher than those of their foreign competitors because of a lack of competition in those markets, firms will be less competitive and will suffer in the marketplace. A second benefit of competition is its effect on efficiency and productivity. Companies that are faced with vigorous competition are continually pressed to become more efficient and more productive. They know that their competitors are constantly seeking ways to reduce costs, in order to increase profits or gain a competitive advantage. With that constant pressure, firms know that if they do not keep pace in making efficiency and productivity improvements, they may well see their market position shrink, if not evaporate completely. It is exactly this process of fierce competition between rivals that leads firms to strive to offer higher quality goods, better services and lower prices. A third benefit of competition is its positive effects on innovation. In today's technology-driven world, innovation is crucial to success. Innovation leads to new products and new production technologies. It allows new firms to enter into markets dominated by incumbents, and is critical for incumbent firms who want to continue their previous market successes and stimulate consumer demand for new products. Competition drives innovation. Without competition, there would be little pressure to introduce new products or new production methods. Without this pressure, an economy will lag behind others as a center of innovation and will lose international competitiveness. A fourth benefit of competition is that it fosters restructuring in sectors that have lost competitiveness. It is difficult for governments to determine which sectors of the economy need to be restructured, which firms in those sectors should remain or should cease to exist, and when it is best to engage in such restructuring. Governments are subject to political constraints and pressures, which more often than not lead to sub-optimal decisions. The competitive process, on the other hand, is unbiased. It forces decisions to be based on market factors, such as demand, product uses, costs, technologies, rather than the incomplete information in the possession of government bureaucrats. The competition for capital and other resources by firms throughout the economy leads to money and resources flowing away from weak, uncompetitive sectors and firms and towards the strongest, most competitive sectors, and to the strongest and most competitive firms within those sectors. In these ways, the very operation of the competitive process makes decisions on restructuring clear, and leads to the strongest and most competitive economy possible.
Economy Extensions
Thousands of jobs will be created in the short term due to HSR, stimulating local economies 
Eager 5-11
(Lee Ann, president and CEO of the Economic Development Corporation serving Fresno County, May 5, 2012, “LEE ANN EAGER: High-speed rail system will benefit Valley”, http://www.fresnobee.com/2012/05/10/2832987/lee-ann-eager-high-speed-rail.html)

The business plan has wide support from business, labor, and community groups from throughout the state who believe this funding request should be approved. High-speed rail provides both short- and long-term benefits to our state's citizens. Once built, high-speed rail will become a vital component of California's transportation infrastructure. Closer to home, high-speed rail will open up our region to the population centers in the north and south, creating vastly expanded economic opportunities and quality of life benefits. In response to concerns about relocating businesses along the proposed alignment, the EDC, the city of Fresno, the county of Fresno, and the High Speed Rail Authority have been working together to ensure that our businesses will be kept informed of the progress of the project and that their rights are protected. In the short term, high-speed rail will create thousands of jobs. Not just in construction itself, but in the ancillary businesses providing materials and services to facilitate construction and development of the project. Jobs will be created in the Central Valley, in the "bookends" in the Bay Area and Los Angeles, and in the Northern San Joaquin Valley.

HSR would lead to massive economic gains through reduced congestion and transportation of goods
LaHood 11
(Ray, Secretary of Transportation, November 16, 2011, “High Speed Rail: creating jobs, spurring growth, providing needed capacity”, http://fastlane.dot.gov/2011/11/high-speed-rail-improving-the-present-preparing-for-the-future.html) 
Over the next 40 years, America will be home to 100 million more people, largely concentrated in regions that make up only 25% of the land mass in the United States where congestion is already costing families and businesses nearly $130 billion each year. This growth will burden our already stressed roadways and airports well beyond their capacities. The cost of those bottlenecks in freight delays, loss of competitiveness, and forfeited productivity will be enormous and will ultimately cost our country jobs. Without an alternative way of getting people where they're going, our economy will be choked by congestion. High speed rail is that alternative. It’s clear that moving an American high-speed rail network forward will require conversations with those who are not passenger rail's strongest advocates. So I was happy to speak about high-speed rail on Monday at the annual William O. Lipinski Symposium on Transportation at Northwestern University. In many regions of the country, space is simply not available to expand highways or runways.  In other areas, the costs to expand are outrageous.  For comparably lower costs, connecting high-speed rail to other modes in these congested regions can add desperately needed capacity, improve the performance of all modes, and provide a boost to the entire American economy. Let me be clear: there is no amount of money that could build enough capacity on our highways and at our airports to keep up with our expected population growth in coming decades. High-speed rail can help alleviate congestion both in the air and on our roads--opening more gates to the international flights the America needs to stay competitive and providing more room on our highways to get goods to market. It can do so while relieving Americans from pain at the pump and emitting less carbon in our air. And, despite critics' objections, we can actually build rail cheaper than we can add the necessary highway or airport capacity. Recently in Chicago, construction started on the Englewood flyover, a rail bridge that will, when completed, speed trains through what has been one of the nation's worst rail bottlenecks.  This project is creating jobs right now improving freight and passenger rail service. Upgrades like this will continue to add jobs and improve existing rail service as they pave the way for high speed rail.  And we're not just talking about adding jobs; we're talking about revitalizing the American rail manufacturing industry.  We have 30 rail companies that have pledged to hire Americans and expand their US operations if awarded contracts to work on high speed rail.  Some companies, like Progress Rail in Indiana, have already expanded their US manufacturing facilities. 

Economy Extensions
HSR generates billions of dollars in economic activity

Wunderman 6-21
(Jim, president and CEO of the Bay Area Council, a nonpartisan public policy group whose members include 275 of the region's largest employers, June 21, 2012, “Oakland Tribune My Word: Revised high-speed rail plan deserves support”, http://www.insidebayarea.com/opinion/ci_20909197/oakland-tribune-my-word-revised-high-speed-rail) 

That is among the reasons the Bay Area Council is confidently urging the Legislature and the governor to approve funding for high-speed rail and allow work to begin on this necessary transportation system. High-speed rail will create tens of thousands of jobs over the course of its construction. It will generate billions of dollars in economic activity throughout the state, avoid greenhouse gas emissions and help us manage future growth while improving mobility. East Bay residents understand the importance of public transit. Contra Costa and Alameda counties' support of BART created a system equal in capacity to a six-lane freeway. And when it goes out, like last week, we see just how wise the investment was. Like BART, high-speed rail is not an isolated project. It must be considered in comparison to other choices. By 2035, California will have 12 million more people. If we don't invest now in high-speed rail, we will be forced to spend as estimated $170 billion on expanded airport runways and freeways, and live with the automobile exhaust and greenhouse gas emissions that come from that choice. The course is clear. Constructive feedback has improved the high-speed rail plan. Now, for the sake of our economy, our environment and our quality of life, we should look to the better angels of our nature and support high-speed rail.

Economic growth is vital to prevent the collapse of U.S. hegemony
Khalilzad 11
(Zalmay, Counselor at the Center for Strategic and International Studies, served as the United States ambassador to Afghanistan, Iraq, and the United Nations, holds a Ph.D. from the University of Chicago, 2011 “The Economy and National Security,” http://www.nationalreview.com/articles/print/259024, Accessed 02-08-2011)

Today, economic and fiscal trends pose the most severe long-term threat to the United States’ position as global leader. While the United States suffers from fiscal imbalances and low economic growth, the economies of rival powers are developing rapidly. The continuation of these two trends could lead to a shift from American primacy toward a multi-polar global system, leading in turn to increased geopolitical rivalry and even war among the great powers. The current recession is the result of a deep financial crisis, not a mere fluctuation in the business cycle. Recovery is likely to be protracted. The crisis was preceded by the buildup over two decades of enormous amounts of debt throughout the U.S. economy — ultimately totaling almost 350 percent of GDP — and the development of credit-fueled asset bubbles, particularly in the housing sector. When the bubbles burst, huge amounts of wealth were destroyed, and unemployment rose to over 10 percent. The decline of tax revenues and massive countercyclical spending put the U.S. government on an unsustainable fiscal path. Publicly held national debt rose from 38 to over 60 percent of GDP in three years. Without faster economic growth and actions to reduce deficits, publicly held national debt is projected to reach dangerous proportions. If interest rates were to rise significantly, annual interest payments — which already are larger than the defense budget — would crowd out other spending or require substantial tax increases that would undercut economic growth. Even worse, if unanticipated events trigger what economists call a “sudden stop” in credit markets for U.S. debt, the United States would be unable to roll over its outstanding obligations, precipitating a sovereign-debt crisis that would almost certainly compel a radical retrenchment of the United States internationally. Such scenarios would reshape the international order. It was the economic devastation of Britain and France during World War II, as well as the rise of other powers, that led both countries to relinquish their empires. In the late 1960s, British leaders concluded that they lacked the economic capacity to maintain a presence “east of Suez.” Soviet economic weakness, which crystallized under Gorbachev, contributed to their decisions to withdraw from Afghanistan, abandon Communist regimes in Eastern Europe, and allow the Soviet Union to fragment. If the U.S. debt problem goes critical, the United States would be compelled to retrench, reducing its military spending and shedding international commitments.We face this domestic challenge while other major powers are experiencing rapid economic growth. Even though countries such as China, India, and Brazil have profound political, social, demographic, and economic problems, their economies are growing faster than ours, and this could alter the global distribution of power. These trends could in the long term produce a multi-polar world. If U.S. policymakers fail to act and other powers continue to grow, it is not a question of whether but when a new international order will emerge. The closing of the gap between the United States and its rivals could intensify geopolitical competition among major powers, increase incentives for local powers to play major powers against one another, and undercut our will to preclude or respond to international crises because of the higher risk of escalation.
Economy/Heg Impact Extensions
Heg solves multiple wars gobally

Thayer 07 
(Bradley, Associate Professor in the Department of Defense and Strategic Studies, Missouri State University,American Empire, Routledge, page 108)

The fourth critical fact to consider is that the security provided by the power of the United States creates stability in international politics. That is vitally important for the world, but easily forgotten. Harvard professor Joseph Nye often compares the security provided by the United States to oxygen. If it were taken away, a person would think of nothing else. If the security and sta-bility provided by the United States were taken away, most countries would be much worse of, and arms races, vicious security competition, and wars would result. It would be a world without NATO or other key U.S. alliances. We can imagine easily conflict between traditional rivals like Greece and Turkey, Syria and Israel, India and Pakistan, Taiwan and China, Russia and Georgia, Hungary and Romania, Armenia and Azerbaijan, and an intense arms race between China and Japan. In that world, the breakup of Yugoslavia would have been a far bloodier affair that might have escalated to become another European war. In contrast to what might occur absent U.S. 

Warming Extensions


HSR would reduce emissions through lower car usage and decreased fuel consumption 
Calthorpe 2-27
(Peter, author of "Urbanism in the Age of Climate Change" and a principal at the planning firm Calthorpe Associates in Berkeley, Calif., February 27, 2012, http://www.nytimes.com/roomfordebate/2012/01/26/does-california-need-high-speed-rail/high-speed-rail-is-a-catalyst-for-better-development)
In a development future built around high-speed rail and enhanced local transit, average vehicle miles traveled per household would be reduced 40 percent, the equivalent of taking 18.6 million cars off the road. New highway construction would be reduced by 4,700 lane miles, saving around $400 billion. This type of development means less air pollution, fewer respiratory diseases, less water consumption, efficient local infrastructure and lower costs to local governments. California would consume 300 billion fewer gallons of fuel over the next 40 years. When these savings are combined with other transportation and energy savings, households would save close to $11,000 per year. More compact communities require 67 percent less land — saving prime farmland in the Central Valley and key open space in coastal regions.

HSR sets the stage for future green projects through increased efficiency 
Longshore 10
(Samantha Longshore, Certification Analyst at Transwestern, " Putting the Brakes on High-Speed Rail" 2010, 

http://www.worldgreen.org/home/wg-feature-articles/4601-putting-the-brakes-on-high-speed-rail.html)

A high-speed rail system could be the centerpiece to a sustainable United States. Trains are a sustainable form of transportation, and electric high-speed rails are the most energy efficient among them all. Not only could high-speed rails reduce road and airway congestion, they would decrease our carbon emissions and dependence on oil and automobiles.  While electricity is still largely produced using coal, electric high-speed rails align the country with a move toward clean, renewable energy such as wind, solar, and geothermal. Creating an integrated, national high-speed rail system would help establish a commitment to using renewable energy as the future of fossil fuel use becomes increasingly bleak. 
HSR is the first step towards oil-free transportation and energy independence

Perl 11
(Anthony, Professor of Urban Studies and Political Science at Simon Fraser University in Vancouver, British Columbia, Canada, November 19, 2011, “How green is high-speed rail?”, http://www.cnn.com/2011/11/18/world/how-green-is-hsr/index.html)
Any debate about the future of high-speed rail must consider where this mobility option fits into the 'big picture' of how transportation systems meet looming economic, energy and environmental challenges. In a world where 95% of motorized mobility is currently fueled by oil, high-speed rail offers a proven means of reducing dependence on this increasingly problematic energy source. This value of using proven electric propulsion technology should not be underestimated when both the time and money to deploy energy alternatives are in short supply. In our recent book Transport Revolutions, Richard Gilbert and I documented the economic, environmental and political dividends to be gained from replacing the internal combustion engines powering today's aircraft, cars, and motor vehicles with traction motors that can be powered by multiple energy sources delivered through the electric grid. Since electricity is an energy carrier, it can be generated from a mix of sources that incorporate the growing share of geothermal, hydro, solar, and wind energy that will be produced in the years ahead. And because electric motors are three to four times more efficient than internal combustion engines, an immediate improvement will precede introducing renewable energy into transportation. Grid-connected traction offers the only realistic option for significantly reducing oil use in transportation over the next 10 years. If such a shift does not begin during this decade, the risk of a global economic collapse and/or geo-political conflict over the world's remaining oil reserves would become dangerously elevated. Making a significant dent in transportation's oil addiction within 10 years is sooner than fuel cells, biofuels, battery-electric vehicles and other alternative energy technologies will be ready to deliver change. Biofuels that could power aircraft now cost hundreds of dollars per gallon to produce. Batteries that are big enough charge to power vehicles between cities are still too big and expensive to make electric cars and buses affordable. But grid-connected electric trains have been operating at scale and across continents for over a century. And when the Japanese introduced modern high-speed trains through their Shinkansen, in 1964, the utility of electric trains was greatly extended. Since the 1980s, countries across Asia and Europe have been building new high-speed rail infrastructure to deploy electric mobility between major cities up to 1,000 kilometers apart. For intercity trips between 200 and 1,000 kilometers, high-speed trains have proven their success in drawing passengers out of both cars and planes, as well as meeting new travel demand with a much lower carbon footprint than driving or flying could have done. If we are serious about reducing oil's considerable risks to global prosperity and sustainability, we will not miss the opportunity offered by high-speed rail to decrease transportation's oil consumption sooner, rather than later.

Warming Extensions

Global warming is a severe problem and HSR can prevent it

Choo, targeting analyst at the Sunflower Group, 11
(Jocelynn Choo 10/22/11 "A New Era Of High Speed Rail Development" http://www.climateavenue.com/high.speed.rail.index.htm)

Global warming and unsustainable rates of consumption of natural resources pose serious threats to mankind. They pose threats to a country's economy, food and water securities, public health, people's livelihood and the environment. In a concerted global effort to fight global warming, high speed rail (HSR) as a more environmentally-friendly, energy efficient and sustainable green transportation, is fast gaining popularity. HSR is poised to be the next-generation transportation technology
HSR paves the way for a clean future
Longshore 10
(Samantha Longshore, Certification Analyst at Transwestern, " Putting the Brakes on High-Speed Rail" 2010, 

http://www.worldgreen.org/home/wg-feature-articles/4601-putting-the-brakes-on-high-speed-rail.html)

According to a 2006 study by the Center for Clean Air Policy and the Center for Neighborhood Technology in 2006, “building a high-speed rail system across the US could result in 29 million fewer car trips and 500,000 fewer plane flights each year, saving 6 billion pounds of carbon dioxide emissions – the equivalent of removing a million cars from the road annually.” The suggestion that high-speed rails would not only thin out traffic but also significantly reduce the environmental impact of travel makes a strong case for their implementation.  Moving toward a sustainable national infrastructure is a great undertaking for our country, but it will create energy independence, promoting a healthy environment and economy - a sustainable future.  This movement has to start somewhere, and that’s why city-to-city projects like the Madison-Milwaukee proposal raise important debates. The Wisconsin Department of Transportation is currently holding open house public meetings around the state so that residents can learn more and voice their opinions on the high-speed rail. There are 54 similar projects occurring in 23 states, so visit the U.S. Department of Transportation website to learn more about high-speed rail projects in your area and get involved in the discussion.  It could mean the difference between serving our present and preserving our future. 
Warming Impact Extensions

CO2 levels crowd out oxygen and cause extinction

Tatchell 8
(Quoting Professors, Peter, 13 August 2008, “The oxygen crisis”, http://www.guardian.co.uk/commentisfree/2008/aug/13/carbonemissions.climatechange)
Professor Ian Plimer of Adelaide University and Professor Jon Harrison of the University of Arizona concur. Like most other scientists they accept that oxygen levels in the atmosphere in prehistoric times averaged around 30% to 35%,[PERCENT] compared to only 21% today – and that the levels are even less in densely populated, polluted city centres and industrial complexes, perhaps only 15 [PERCENT] % or lower. Much of this recent, accelerated change is down to human activity, notably the industrial revolution and the burning of fossil fuels. The Professor of Geological Sciences at Notre Dame University in Indiana, J Keith Rigby, was quoted in 1993-1994 as saying: In the 20th century, humanity has pumped increasing amounts of carbon dioxide into the atmosphere by burning the carbon stored in coal, petroleum and natural gas. In the process, we've also been consuming oxygen and destroying plant life – cutting down forests at an alarming rate and thereby short-circuiting the cycle's natural rebound. We're artificially slowing down one process and speeding up another, forcing a change in the atmosphere. Very interesting. But does this decline in oxygen matter? Are there any practical consequences that we ought to be concerned about? What is the effect of lower oxygen levels on the human body? Does it disrupt and impair our immune systems and therefore make us more prone to cancer and degenerative diseases? Surprisingly, no significant research has been done, perhaps on the following presumption: the decline in oxygen levels has taken place over millions of years of our planet's existence. The changes during the shorter period of human life have also been slow and incremental – until the last two centuries of rapid urbanisation and industrialisation. Surely, this mostly gradual decline has allowed the human body to evolve and adapt to lower concentrations of oxygen? Maybe, maybe not. The pace of oxygen loss is likely to have speeded up massively in the last three decades, with the industrialisation of China, India, South Korea and other countries, and as a consequence of the massive worldwide increase in the burning of fossil fuels. In the view of Professor Ervin Laszlo, the drop in atmospheric oxygen has potentially serious consequences. A UN advisor who has been a professor of philosophy and systems sciences, Laszlo writes: Evidence from prehistoric times indicates that the oxygen content of pristine nature was above the 21% of total volume that it is today. It has decreased in recent times due mainly to the burning of coal in the middle of the last century. Currently the oxygen content of the Earth's atmosphere dips to 19% over impacted areas, and it is down to 12 to 17% over the major cities. At these levels it is difficult for people to get sufficient oxygen to maintain bodily health: it takes a proper intake of oxygen to keep body cells and organs, and the entire immune system, functioning at full efficiency. At the levels we have reached today cancers and other degenerative diseases are likely to develop. And at 6 to 7 [PERCENT]% life can no longer be sustained. 
An overwhelming amount of evidence proves that warming is occurring and that it is anthropogenic
New Scientist, 2007, May 19, p. 34 

Our planet's climate is anything but simple, it depends on the interplay of many factors, from massive events in the sun to microscopic creatures in the oceans. Yet, a clear picture has emerged, supported by an overwhelming amount of evidence: the world is warming, this warming is due to increasing levels of greenhouse gases caused by human activity, and if emissions continue unabated the warming will too, with ever more serious consequences. True, there are big uncertainties in some predictions, but these swing both ways: the response of clouds might slow warming or could speed it up instead, for instance. 
Warming Impact Extensions

Warming skeptic groups are funded by ExxonMobil

Hooper, Rowan. "Oil giants' money fuels a climate of suspicion. " New Scientist.  193.2586 (Jan 13, 2007): 14(1).


UCS, a non-profit organisation based in Cambridge, Massachusetts, has published a 68-page report accusing ExxonMobil of exaggerating uncertainties over the causes of global warming. UCS says ExxonMobil has done this by funding 43 bodies critical of claims of climate change, such as Frontiers of Freedom based in Washington DC, in the apparent expectation that these groups will propagate disinformation about global warming even when what they are publicising has been shown to be wrong. "They gave life to views discredited by the scientific community," says the report's main author, Seth Shulman. "Not a penny should be spent on this."  In fact the petroleum industry has spent rather more than a penny--Exxon Mobil, for example, spent some $16 million between 1998 and 2005, according to the report. In 1998 Exxon Mobil-sponsored organisations promoted a report that said carbon dioxide emissions posed no warming threat. The report was authored by, amongst others, Sallie Baliunas, an astrophysicist affiliated with at least nine Exxon Mobil-funded groups. In 2003 Baliunas published a review paper in Climate Research (vol 23, p 89) claiming that the climate had not changed significantly in the past millennium. Her conclusions were challenged by 13 of the scientists whose work she cited, but ExxonMobil-funded groups have continued to promote it. 
Solvency – Job Growth Extensions
Federal investment is necessary to facilitate continued HSR job growth 
Marchetti 2011
(Nino, editor-in-chief for EarthTechling, April 13, 2011, “High Speed Rail a 1.3 Million Jobs Catalyst”, http://www.earthtechling.com/2011/04/high-speed-rail-a-1-3-million-jobs-catalyst/)
A new study out recently from the American Public Transportation Association (APTA) suggests kneecapping high speed rail on the federal level might not be the best move at the moment. Why? Because the APTA study suggests the national build out of a 21st century rail system, much like is going on in places like China, could create as many as 1.3 million related jobs. The APTA is a nonprofit international association of 1,500 public and private member organizations, engaged in the areas of bus, paratransit, light rail, commuter rail, subways, waterborne services, and intercity and high-speed passenger rail, so certainly it has vested interest in seeing high speed rail succeed. The study it funded believes that the multi-billion dollar federal investment, now significantly reduced in scope, "will be the catalyst for attracting state, local and private capital which will result in the support and creation of even more jobs."APTA believes that for each $1 billion invested in high-speed rail projects, it will support and create 24,000 jobs. Part of the job scenario painted by this report includes not only a large increase in construction jobs, but also "the sustainable, long-term growth of new manufacturing and service jobs across the country." It was noted by the APTA, in considering how high speed rail might help jump start the domestic economy, that the Economic Development Research Group for the U.S. Conference of Mayors studied the business impact of high-speed rail investment in different urban regions. For example, in Los Angeles, CA, high-speed rail investment generates $7.6 billion in business sales and $6.1 billion in Chicago, IL.

Solvency – Feasible Extensions
HSR is economically feasible
Caldwell 6-22 
(Carla, Morning Call Editor for the Atlanta Business Chronicle, June 22, 2012, “Study: Southeast high-speed rail system feasible, expensive”, http://www.bizjournals.com/atlanta/morning_call/2012/06/study-southeast-high-speed-rail.html) 
A new study for Georgia Department of Transportation officials says high-speed rail service between Atlanta and several Southeastern cities is feasible – but would cost billions. A proposed line to Birmingham, for example, could cost as much as $8 billion to build. Morris News Service reports that consultant HNTB presented the study's findings to Georgia's State Transportation Board on Wednesday. The study says high-speed passenger trains connecting Atlanta with Jacksonville, Fla., Louisville, Ky., and Birmingham, Ala. would be economically feasible. An earlier study showed that a route between Atlanta and Chattanooga is economically possible. Officials are currently looking into the environmental impact such a line could have.

High-speed rail is efficient.

US High Speed Rail Association 12

(US High Speed Rail Association, “Economic Benefits of High Speed Rail”, http://www.ushsr.com/benefits/economic.html, DOA 6/23/12)

High speed rail delivers fast, efficient transportation so riders can save time, energy, and money.  HSR is extremely reliable and operates in all weather conditions.  HSR is not subject to congestion, so it operates on schedule every day without delay - especially during rush hour and peak travel times.

HSR Cheap
HSR would pay for itself and generate 44% in extra revenue

Nash 91
(C.A., Institute for Transportation Studies, University of  Leeds 1991, “The Case for High Speed Rail”, ftp://ftp.funep.es/InvEcon/paperArchive/May1991/v15i2a6.pdf)

The first item in any appraisal is likely to be the construction cost of the high speed line, together with the change in operating cost to which it will lead. When this is brought together with the extra revenue earned by the services in question, we are in a position to undertake a financial appraisal of the proposal. This extra revenue will be the result of increased demand, and can be taken in the form of higher traffic levels, higher fares or some combination of the two. To the extent that it is not possible to devise pricing structures that capture all the benefits to users in the form of extra revenue, there will be some benefits to users from introduction of the new service. These may be quantified in terms of the reduction in generalised cost (journey time plus schedule delay plus fare, all valued in money terms) for existing travellers, plus the consumers surplus (evaluated on the usual assumption of half the benefit to existing travelers) for generated traffic. A study of a British upgrading proposal concluded that such benefits would amount to some 44 % of the extra revenue generated by the service improvement.
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