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1: Interpretation: Infrastructure is transportation networks – it’s distinct from vehicles and operations

CSFT 6 (“Aboard Transportation”, http://www.cfst.org/transportation.html)

Transportation Transportation or transport is the carrying of people and goods from one destination to another. The term comes from the Latin trans meaning “across” and portare meaning “to carry”. Transportation can be divided into three distinct fields: 1. Infrastructure - When we refer to infrastructure it includes our transport networks such as roads, railways, airways, canals, and pipeline. This also includes the terminals or nodes such as airports, railway stations, bus stations, and seaports. 2. Vehicle – These comprises of the vehicles that we regularly ride in the networks for instance automobiles (buses, cars, taxis, and etc.), trains and airplanes. 3. Operations – They are the control of the whole transport system including traffic lights/signals on roads, ramp meters, railroad switches, air traffic control, and etc. 

2: Violation: 
ITS is the management of transportation system
Department of Transportation 12 Regional ITS Architecture Guidance Document 1/31/12 http://www.ops.fhwa.dot.gov/publications/regitsarchguide/1intro.htm

Intelligent Transportation Systems have been defined as: "the application of advanced sensor, computer, electronics, and communication technologies and management strategies—in an integrated manner—to improve the safety and efficiency of the surface transportation system". This definition encompasses a broad array of systems and information processing and communications technologies. In order to fully incorporate ITS into the surface transportation network, ITS must be "mainstreamed" into the overall transportation planning and project development processes that exist in each state and metropolitan region of the country. 
3. Standards – Limits – They explode the topic by allowing an infinite number things being done in the system than developing it

4. Voter for fairness and Education

2NC: ITS is Operations Ext

ITS is transportation operation and management
American Society of Civil Engineers 11 American Society of Civil Engineers Policy Statement 495 - Operations and Management of Transportation Systems July 2011http://www.asce.org/Public-Policies-and-Priorities/Public-Policy-Statements/Policy-Statement-495---Operations-and-Management-of-Transportation-Systems/

The American Society of Civil Engineers (ASCE) supports a strong federal role in the development of the nation’s transportation system. ASCE endorses federal leadership for increasing the focus on transportation operations and management to enhance the performance of the system and preserve our investments. ? Federal surface transportation legislation should provide support for the following areas: ? Homeland security initiatives. Transportation operations and homeland security can benefit from joint planning and sharing of resources such as communications infrastructure and traffic control operations. Transit security and preparedness, international border security, asset security and tracking, vulnerability assessment, and creation of system resiliency are important priorities for both transportation operation and homeland security.? Support for state and local agencies. Beyond establishing transportation operations and management as a national priority, the Federal role should be to support and assist state and local entities in accomplishing related goals. This includes support of research and development, provision of tools, promotion of best practices, and enhancement of education and training at all levels.? Provision of flexible funding. Flexibility in funding could greatly enhance the opportunity of meeting operations and maintenance needs. Expanding funding eligibility for operations and maintenance programs, enabling direct funding to local and regional operating agencies, and simplifying and clarifying federal funding processes are important initiatives that should be considered.? Encouragement of public-private partnerships. The private sector has much to offer in the areas of operations, management and technical skills. Partnership with the public sector can better serve the transportation needs of the country.? Support specific programs. The following programs are also of significance and require special attention. ? Incident management programs;? Intelligent Transportation System programs;? Support for regional cooperation and partnerships; and,? Congestion Mitigation programs.

ITS is transportation operation through communication

WSDOT No Date Washington State Department of Transportation Intelligent Transportation Systems (ITS) Operations http://www.wsdot.wa.gov/Operations/ITS/
Intelligent Transportation Systems (ITS) Operations What is Intelligent Transportation Systems? Intelligent Transportation Systems (ITS) is the technology that runs parallel to almost every mile of our state highway system. This technology makes up our Communication Backbone. It is composed of wireless, radio, microwave and fiber optics that help us manage the roadways through our Traffic Management Centers (TMC). It also provides traveler information to commuters. Information transmitted over the system comes from many ITS elements that are part of our overall traffic management efforts. 

Case Frontlines

***Inherency

1NC Inherency

1. Their inherency card says that billions will inevitably be invested in transportation infrastructure – solves for jobs and congestion

2. Status Quo Solves – a plan for DOT exists now that solves for ITS through 2014

DOT 11 Department of Transportation Intelligent Transportation Systems (ITS) Standards Program Strategic Plan for 2011–2014 April 2011 http://www.its.dot.gov/standards_strategic_plan/index.htm
Over the next four years, the ITS-JPO and its partners will pursue an expansive research program intended to bring transformative change to transportation through the application of advanced wireless technologies. The vision: a national, multi-modal surface transportation system that features a connected transportation environment around vehicles of all types, the infrastructure, and devices to serve the public good by leveraging technology to maximize safety, mobility, and environmental performance.? Achieving this vision of a national fully connected and interoperable system demands a robust set of stable standards. As a critical component of this research effort, the USDOT's ITS Standards Program will collaboratively develop the required suite of mature, complete, and correct standards and, when in the public interest, internationally harmonize the standards. In addition, the program will support the maintenance of these standards either directly or indirectly. Finally, the Program supports training of the stakeholder community and ITS workforce in deploying standards-conformant ITS devices.? Much work has already been done. Since 1991, the program and its partners have developed approximately 100 standards and supporting white papers. In addition, the USDOT's ITS Standards Program has developed a tailored systems engineering process for ITS standards developers, methodologies for ITS standards deployers to verify conformance and support interoperability, and procurement guides and procedures to assist in wide-scale deployment of particular ITS standards. Finally, there are training and technical assistance programs to support ITS professionals and FHWA field personnel in the use of ITS standards.? But much work remains. Through 2014, the USDOT's ITS Standards Program will build on the achievements of the program to date to support the deployment of a fully interoperable, connected transportation environment and will:? Deliver a robust set of V2x cooperative system and ITS infrastructure standards in alignment with the needs of the ITS Program's research agenda.? Provide leadership, management, and quality assurance for ITS standards development.? Educate the community on the appropriate use and deployment of standards-conforming ITS technologies.? Work to meet the financing and timing needs of standards activities for the ITS-JPO and modal partner research activities.? As an outcome of these efforts, the USDOT's ITS Standards Program will deliver the standards required to support deployment of fully interoperable ITS; support or transition the life-cycle management and maintenance of these standards; and provide for a well-trained, qualified cadre of ITS professionals who are capable of effectively deploying standards-conformant ITS technologies. In short, the USDOT's ITS Standards Program will support the overall ITS research and speed progress toward the development of a connected and fully interoperable surface transportation system and toward achieving the safety, mobility, and environmental benefits that such a system can enable.

3. The ITS strategy plan is a foundation for ITS – solves the entire case

Row 10, Row, Shelley J , IntelliDrive, director of USDOTs ITS Joint Program Office, July 1, 2010 http://www.readperiodicals.com/201007/2108928691

The plan also includes crosscutting activities that will serve as a foundation for implementation of the research results. Among the crosscutting activities Ls research on nontechnical questions needed to establish the basis for wide-scale deployment, such as defining deployment scenarios, determining financing and governance options, and identifying means of addressing liability, privacy, data ownership, and other institutional issues.? Also needed are the harmonization of standards and a common system architecture, as well as certification processes for the most critical safety technologies. International cooperation and coordination are important aspects of the new strategic plan. In a recently signed joint declaration of intent, USDOT and the European Union agreed to work together on common elements of the research, including selected applications, harmonization of international ITS standards, and shared testing tools and methodologies.? The objective is to work with the international standards community to increase velitele connectivity. Harmonization facilitates interoperability among products and systems, which benefits transportation management agencies, velitele manufacturers, equipment vendors, and other stakeholders. Overcoming institutional and financial barriers to technology harmonization could enable stakeholders to realize lower life-cycle costs for the acquisition and maintenance of systems.? Next steps relate to research on applications of new technologies and validation of the benefits of those technologies, determination of the minimum infrastructure needed to be functional, and research on the degree of market penetration required for the system to have the desired effect/Technical questions concern the stability, reliability, security, and interoperability of the new technologies, and the availability of international standards to ensure interoperability. Policy questions involve the policies, governance, and funding required to ensure sustainability and privacy, while avoiding driver distraction.? Although the strategic plan, which was released in December 2009, establishes an overall vision and broad areas of research, it does not define the details of how the research will be executed. USDOT is developing a more detailed plan in coordination with various internal and external stakeholder groups, and will release that plan in summer 2010.? Developed with strong stakeholder input, the /7JS' Strategic Research Plan outlines a vision for a national, multimodal surface transportation system that will lead to unprecedented safety, mobility, and environmental sustainability, while sparking countless other commercial applications of ITS technologies," says RITA Administrator Peter Appel.

4. Recently Passed MAP-21 provide funding for the full development of ITS now

Text of Map 21 ‘12, Text of Moving Ahead for Progress in the 21st Century, S. 1813: MAP-21, 7/6/12 http://www.govtrack.us/congress/bills/112/s1813/text 

(a) Definitions- In this section, the following definitions apply:? ‘(1) ELIGIBLE ENTITY- The term ‘eligible entity’ means a State or local government, tribal government, transit agency, public toll authority, metropolitan planning organization, other political subdivision of a State or local government, or a multistate or multijurisdictional group applying through a single lead applicant.? ‘(2) MULTIJURISDICTIONAL GROUP- The term ‘multijurisdictional group’ means a combination of State governments, local governments, metropolitan planning agencies, transit agencies, or other political subdivisions of a State that--? ‘(A) have signed a written agreement to implement an activity that meets the grant criteria under this section; and? ‘(B) is comprised of at least 2 members, each of whom is an eligible entity.? ‘(b) Purpose- The purpose of this section is to develop, administer, communicate, and promote the use of products of research, technology, and technology transfer programs.? ‘(c) ITS Deployment Incentives-? ‘(1) IN GENERAL- The Secretary may--? ‘(A) develop and implement incentives to accelerate the deployment of ITS technologies and services within all funding programs authorized by the Transportation Research and Innovative Technology Act of 2012; and? ‘(B) for each fiscal year, use amounts made available to the Secretary to carry out intelligent transportation systems outreach, including through the use of websites, public relations, displays, tours, and brochures.? ‘(2) COMPREHENSIVE PLAN- To carry out this section, the Secretary shall develop a detailed and comprehensive plan that addresses the manner in which incentives may be adopted, as appropriate, through the existing deployment activities carried out by surface transportation modal administrations.? ‘(d) System Operations and ITS Deployment Grant Program-? ‘(1) ESTABLISHMENT- The Secretary shall establish a competitive grant program to accelerate the deployment, operation, systems management, intermodal integration, and interoperability of the ITS program and ITS-enabled operational strategies--? ‘(A) to measure and improve the performance of the surface transportation system;? ‘(B) to reduce traffic congestion and the economic and environmental impacts of traffic congestion;? ‘(C) to minimize fatalities and injuries;? ‘(D) to enhance mobility of people and goods;? ‘(E) to improve traveler information and services; and? ‘(F) to optimize existing roadway capacity.

2NC DOT Plan Ext. 

1. In 2011 a strategic plan was passed to get ITS fully developed throughout the nation by 2014. It is solving efficiently and the plan is like a foundation and gets a steady stream of money to solve for ITS. ITS is going to be solved in the status quo by 2014 the plan is redundant and already exists. 
2NC MAP 21 solves

MAP 21 a recent transportation bill passed, funded more into ITS to fully ensure that the strategy will solve and create a national ITS system. The plan is inherent and the SQ already has enough funding all that’s needed is the tests and the time to fully implement ITS. 

MAP 21 solve for uniformity

Text of Map 21 ‘12, Text of Moving Ahead for Progress in the 21st Century, S. 1813: MAP-21, 7/6/12 http://www.govtrack.us/congress/bills/112/s1813/text 

‘(1) DEVELOPMENT, IMPLEMENTATION, AND MAINTENANCE- In accordance with section 12(d) of the National Technology Transfer and Advancement Act of 1995 (15 U.S.C. 272 note; 110 Stat. 783; 115 Stat. 1241), the Secretary shall develop and maintain a national ITS architecture and supporting ITS standards and protocols to promote the use of systems engineering methods in the widespread deployment and evaluation of intelligent transportation systems as a component of the surface transportation systems of the United States.?   ‘(2) INTEROPERABILITY AND EFFICIENCY- To the maximum extent practicable, the national ITS architecture and supporting ITS standards and protocols shall promote interoperability among, and efficiency of, intelligent transportation systems and technologies implemented throughout the United States.?   ‘(3) USE OF STANDARDS DEVELOPMENT ORGANIZATIONS- In carrying out this section, the Secretary shall support the development and maintenance of standards and protocols using the services of such standards development organizations as the Secretary determines to be necessary and whose memberships are comprised of, and represent, the surface transportation and intelligent transportation systems industries.? ‘(b) Standards for National Policy Implementation- If the Secretary finds that a standard is necessary for implementation of a nationwide policy relating to user fee collection or other capability requiring nationwide uniformity, the Secretary, after consultation with stakeholders, may establish and require the use of that standard.? ‘(c) Provisional Standards-?   ‘(1) IN GENERAL- If the Secretary finds that the development or balloting of an intelligent transportation system standard jeopardizes the timely achievement of the objectives described in subsection (a), the Secretary may establish a provisional standard, after consultation with affected parties, using, to the maximum extent practicable, the work product of appropriate standards development organizations.?   ‘(2) PERIOD OF EFFECTIVENESS- A provisional standard established under paragraph (1) shall be published in the Federal Register and remain in effect until the appropriate standards development organization adopts and publishes a standard.

MAP-21 solves for unity of ITS across US now

Text of Map 21 ‘12, Text of Moving Ahead for Progress in the 21st Century, S. 1813: MAP-21, 7/6/12 http://www.govtrack.us/congress/bills/112/s1813/text 

‘(1) to expedite, in both metropolitan and rural areas, deployment and integration of intelligent transportation systems for consumers of passenger and freight transportation;?       ‘(2) to ensure that Federal, State, and local transportation officials have adequate knowledge of intelligent transportation systems for consideration in the transportation planning process;?       ‘(3) to improve regional cooperation and operations planning for effective intelligent transportation system deployment;?       ‘(4) to promote the innovative use of private resources in support of intelligent transportation system development;?       ‘(5) to facilitate, in cooperation with the motor vehicle industry, the introduction of vehicle-based safety enhancing systems;?       ‘(6) to support the application of intelligent transportation systems that increase the safety and efficiency of commercial motor vehicle operations;?       ‘(7) to develop a workforce capable of developing, operating, and maintaining intelligent transportation systems;?       ‘(8) to provide continuing support for operations and maintenance of intelligent transportation systems; and?       ‘(9) to ensure a systems approach that includes cooperation among vehicles, infrastructure, and users.’.?     (b) Conforming Amendment- The analysis for chapter 5 of title 23, United States Code, is amended by adding after the item relating to section 513 the following:?       ‘514. Goals and purposes.’.? SEC. 53003. GENERAL AUTHORITIES AND REQUIREMENTS.?   (a) In General- Chapter 5 of title 23, United States Code, is amended by adding after section 514 (as added by section 53002) the following:?   ‘Sec. 515. General authorities and requirements?     ‘(a) Scope- Subject to the provisions of this chapter, the Secretary shall conduct an ongoing intelligent transportation system program--?       ‘(1) to research, develop, and operationally test intelligent transportation systems; and?       ‘(2) to provide technical assistance in the nationwide application of those systems as a component of the surface transportation systems of the United States.?     ‘(b) Policy- Intelligent transportation system research projects and operational tests funded pursuant to this chapter shall encourage and not displace public-private partnerships or private sector investment in those tests and projects.?     ‘(c) Cooperation With Governmental, Private, and Educational Entities- The Secretary shall carry out the intelligent transportation system program in cooperation with State and local governments and other public entities, the private sector firms of the United States, the Federal laboratories, and institutions of higher education, including historically Black colleges and universities and other minority institutions of higher education.?     ‘(d) Consultation With Federal Officials- In carrying out the intelligent transportation system program, the Secretary shall consult with the heads of other Federal agencies, as appropriate.?     ‘(e) Technical Assistance, Training, and Information- The Secretary may provide technical assistance, training, and information to State and local governments seeking to implement, operate, maintain, or evaluate intelligent transportation system technologies and services.?     ‘(f) Transportation Planning- The Secretary may provide funding to support adequate consideration of transportation systems management and operations, including intelligent transportation systems, within metropolitan and statewide transportation planning processes.

MAP-21 solves for funding, public-private partnership, coordination between regions and diversity across the United States

Text of Map 21 ‘12, Text of Moving Ahead for Progress in the 21st Century, S. 1813: MAP-21, 7/6/12 http://www.govtrack.us/congress/bills/112/s1813/text 

‘(A) a plan to deploy and provide for the long-term operation and maintenance of intelligent transportation systems to improve safety, efficiency, system performance, and return on investment, such as--?     ‘(i) real-time integrated traffic, transit, and multimodal transportation information;?     ‘(ii) advanced traffic, freight, parking, and incident management systems;?     ‘(iii) advanced technologies to improve transit and commercial vehicle operations;?     ‘(iv) synchronized, adaptive, and transit preferential traffic signals;?     ‘(v) advanced infrastructure condition assessment technologies; and?     ‘(vi) other technologies to improve system operations, including ITS applications necessary for multimodal systems integration and for achieving performance goals;?   ‘(B) quantifiable system performance improvements, including--?     ‘(i) reductions in traffic-related crashes, congestion, and costs;?     ‘(ii) optimization of system efficiency; and?     ‘(iii) improvement of access to transportation services;?   ‘(C) quantifiable safety, mobility, and environmental benefit projections, including data driven estimates of the manner in which the project will improve the transportation system efficiency and reduce traffic congestion in the region;?   ‘(D) a plan for partnering with the private sector, including telecommunications industries and public service utilities, public agencies (including multimodal and multijurisdictional entities), research institutions, organizations representing transportation and technology leaders, and other transportation stakeholders;?   ‘(E) a plan to leverage and optimize existing local and regional ITS investments; and?   ‘(F) a plan to ensure interoperability of deployed technologies with other tolling, traffic management, and intelligent transportation systems.? ‘(3) SELECTION-?   ‘(A) IN GENERAL- Not later than 1 year after the date of enactment of the Transportation Research and Innovative Technology Act of 2012, the Secretary may provide grants to eligible entities under this section.?   ‘(B) GEOGRAPHIC DIVERSITY- In awarding a grant under this section, the Secretary shall ensure, to the maximum extent practicable, that grant recipients represent diverse geographical areas of the United States, including urban, suburban, and rural areas.

2NC AT Cuts

ITS won’t be cut – agency desire makes it inevitable

WSJ 12, Market Watch of The Wall Street Journal, Investment in Smart Transportation Systems Will Continue to Grow Despite Public Sector Cutbacks, According to Pike Research, May 29, 2012, http://www.marketwatch.com/story/investment-in-smart-transportation-systems-will-continue-to-grow-despite-public-sector-cutbacks-according-to-pike-research-2012-05-29
BOULDER, Colo., May 29, 2012 (BUSINESS WIRE) -- The intelligent transportation systems (ITS) sector is now going through an evolution driven by the maturation of communications technologies and their increasing adoption in major cities worldwide. The widespread availability of high-speed networks, both fixed and wireless, along with the ability to embed intelligence in physical objects throughout the urban environment and the diffusion of mobile devices that can send and receive real-time vehicle or infrastructure information, is driving the adoption of smart transportation systems in cities across the developed world and in major emerging economies. According to a recent report from Pike Research, these deployments are likely to continue to grow even as public infrastructure spending flattens or even declines in many cases.? The cleantech market intelligence firm forecasts that global investment in four key applications for smart transportation systems will total $13.1 billion between 2011 and 2017.? "Even as governments seek to reduce their debt, ITS will not see significant cutbacks and will, in fact, benefit as transportation agencies seek to optimize their existing infrastructure, rather than fund major new capital projects," says senior analyst Lisa Jerram. "Cities, transit operators, and other owners of transportation assets see smart transportation technologies as tools to help them enhance mobility, reduce fuel consumption and emissions, improve safety, and strengthen economic competitiveness."? The area of heaviest investment in smart transportation will be traffic management systems, which encompass a range of applications, including traveler information, congestion charging, and adaptive signaling. By the end of the forecast period, these systems will be ubiquitous, with virtually every major city offering such a service. What will change over the forecast period is that these systems will become increasingly dynamic, with cities adding alternate route instructions or predictive traffic easement. 

Economy

1NC Econ

1. Jobs are not key to the economy – external factors and debt ceiling

Swanson 11

Ian Swanson - 07/07/11 “Top Obama adviser says unemployment won't be key in 2012” http://thehill.com/homenews/campaign/170309-plouffe-says-jobs-rate-not-key-in-2012
President Obama’s senior political adviser David Plouffe said Wednesday that people won’t vote in 2012 based on the unemployment rate. Plouffe should probably hope that’s the case, since dismal job figures aren’t expected to get any better for Obama and the economy on Friday. Most economists expect a report from the Bureau of Labor Statistics to show that the nation added about 100,000 jobs in June. That’s not enough to keep up with population growth, let alone lower the unemployment rate or make a dent in the 9 million jobs lost during the so called Great Recession. [UPDATED: The jobs report released on Friday showed the economy added only 18,000 jobs, much less than anticipated. The unemployment rate creeped up to 9.2 percent.] It’s looking more and more like Obama will have to do something no president has done since Franklin Roosevelt: Win reelection with unemployment around 8 percent. Ronald Reagan, another president Obama is sometimes compared with, was reelected in 1984 when unemployment was 7.2 percent. Obama isn’t likely to see a number that low. Mark Zandi, chief economist for Moody’s Analytics, predicts the nation will have added 110,000 jobs in total in June, with 125,000 added in the private sector. Hiring by the public sector will continue to fall. The economy would have to add 350,000 jobs every month between now and December 2014 to get back to the pre-recession low of 5 percent unemployment, last seen in December 2007, according to the Economic Policy Institute (EPI). Reagan saw that kind of growth after the recession of the early 1980s, and it helped him win reelection by a comfortable 18 points. He also faced Walter Mondale, a weak opponent, from the opposing party — a bit of history Obama hopes to repeat in 2012. The economy hasn’t seen such high-octane growth since August 1993 to February 1995, when it last averaged 350,000 jobs created per month. Even during the tech boom in the latter half of the 1990s, the economy didn’t average that many jobs, according to Heidi Shierholz, an economist with EPI. The Obama campaign’s hope is that voters will feel the economy is improving in the fall of 2012, just as they did when Roosevelt and Reagan were reelected. That seemed to be at the root of Plouffe’s remarks on Wednesday, as quoted by Bloomberg. “The average American does not view the economy through the prism of GDP or unemployment rates or even monthly jobs numbers,” Plouffe said, according to Bloomberg. “People won’t vote based on the unemployment rate, they’re going to vote based on: ‘How do I feel about my own situation? Do I believe the president makes decisions based on me and my family?’ ” The remarks will likely irritate Democrats who think Obama and his political team have taken their eye off jobs. There’s some reason to think Obama could get a boost from the economy in the second half of the year, particularly given signs that the White House and congressional Republicans are moving closer to a deal that would lift the nation’s debt ceiling and cut trillions from annual deficits. There’s no doubt such a deal would boost confidence in the economy and the political system. It could also boost hiring. Layoffs have basically stopped since the recession, said Shierholz, but employers aren’t hiring even though corporations are expected to announce huge profits for the first half of the year. “We are still treading water at the bottom of a deep hole,” said Shierholz. The only real improvement in the labor market since the recession ended is with workers who have decided to sit out the slow economy and not look for a new job. That’s helped keep the unemployment rate low, Shierholz said. Zandi argues the economy was sidetracked for the first half of the year by a number of shocks that he hopes are temporary. They include the devastating tsunami in Japan that wreaked havoc on manufacturers around the world; turmoil in the Middle East; the ongoing conflict in Libya that sent crude oil prices to summer highs in the spring; and the debt talks, which Zandi said appear to have led the Treasury to slow outlays to avoid breaching the debt ceiling. “The ill effects of these shocks are or will soon fade and even add to growth during the second half of the year,” Zandi said in an email. He expects payroll employment gains to be back near 200,000 by the end of the year. If Zandi’s right and those gains continue through 2012, Plouffe might be proven right, too, as voters could be pleased with their position. But there isn’t a lot of room for Obama to maneuver when it comes to the unemployment rate. 

2. Population growth, increased vehicle usage, and sprawl cause congestion

Downs 04

(Anthony Downs, Senior Fellow at Brookings Institution, Fall 2004, Keynote address to UCTC’s Annual Student Research Conference at the University of California, Davis, http://www.uctc.net/access/25/Access%2025%20-%2004%20-%20Traffic%20Congestion%20is%20Here%20to%20Stay.pdf)

Why has congestion increased almost everywhere?   The most obvious reason is population growth. More people mean more vehicles.  But total vehicle mileage has grown much faster than population, in part because a   combination of declining real gas prices (corrected for inﬂation) and more miles per   gallon caused the real cost of each mile driven to fall 54 percent from 1980 to 2000!   That helped raise the percentage of US households owning cars from 86 percent in 1983  to 92 percent in 1995.  Furthermore, American road building lagged far behind increases in vehicle travel.  Urban lane-miles rose by 37 percent vs. an 80 percent increase in vehicle miles traveled.   Another crucial factor contributing to more trafﬁc congestion is the desire of most  Americans to live in low-density settlements. Past studies have shown that public transit  works best where (1) gross residential densities are above 4,200 persons per square mile,  (2) relatively dense housing is clustered close to transit stations or stops, and (3) many  jobs are concentrated in relatively compact districts. But in 2000, at least two thirds of   all residents of US urbanized areas resided in settlements with densities of under 4,000  persons per square mile. Those densities are too low for public transit to be effective.  Hence their residents are compelled to rely on private vehicles for almost all of their  travel, including trips during peak hours.

3. Econ resilient – empirics prove
Zakaria 9 Fareed Zakaria (editor of Newsweek International) December 2009 “The Secrets of Stability,” http://www.newsweek.com/id/226425/page/2]

One year ago, the world seemed as if it might be coming apart. The global financial system, which had fueled a great expansion of capitalism and trade across the world, was crumbling. All the certainties of the age of globalization—about the virtues of free markets, trade, and technology—were being called into question. Faith in the American model had collapsed. The financial industry had crumbled. Once-roaring emerging markets like China, India, and Brazil were sinking. Worldwide trade was shrinking to a degree not seen since the 1930s.  Pundits whose bearishness had been vindicated predicted we were doomed to a long, painful bust, with cascading failures in sector after sector, country after country. In a widely cited essay that appeared in The Atlantic n this May, Simon Johnson, former chief economist of the International Monetary Fund, wrote: "The conventional wisdom among the elite is still that the current slump 'cannot be as bad as the Great Depression.' This view is wrong. What we face now could, in fact, be worse than the Great Depression." Others predicted that these economic shocks would lead to political instability and violence in the worst-hit countries. At his confirmation hearing in February, the new U.S. director of national intelligence, Adm. Dennis Blair, cautioned the Senate that "the financial crisis and global recession are likely to produce a wave of economic crises in emerging-market nations over the next year." Hillary Clinton endorsed this grim view. And she was hardly alone. Foreign Policy ran a cover story predicting serious unrest in several emerging markets. Of one thing everyone was sure: nothing would ever be the same again. Not the financial industry, not capitalism, not globalization. One year later, how much has the world really changed? Well, Wall Street is home to two fewer investment banks (three, if you count Merrill Lynch). Some regional banks have gone bust. There was some turmoil in Moldova and (entirely unrelated to the financial crisis) in Iran. Severe problems remain, like high unemployment in the West, and we face new problems caused by responses to the crisis—soaring debt and fears of inflation. But overall, things look nothing like they did in the 1930s. The predictions of economic and political collapse have not materialized at all. A key measure of fear and fragility is the ability of poor and unstable countries to borrow money on the debt markets. So consider this: the sovereign bonds of tottering Pakistan have returned 168 percent so far this year. All this doesn't add up to a recovery yet, but it does reflect a return to some level of normalcy. And that rebound has been so rapid that even the shrewdest observers remain puzzled. "The question I have at the back of my head is 'Is that it?' " says Charles Kaye, the co-head of Warburg Pincus. "We had this huge crisis, and now we're back to business as usual?"This revival did not happen because markets managed to stabilize themselves on their own. Rather, governments, having learned the lessons of the Great Depression, were determined not to repeat the same mistakes once this crisis hit. By massively expanding state support for the economy—through central banks and national treasuries—they buffered the worst of the damage. (Whether they made new mistakes in the process remains to be seen.) The extensive social safety nets that have been established across the industrialized world also cushioned the pain felt by many. Times are still tough, but things are nowhere near as bad as in the 1930s, when governments played a tiny role in national economies. It's true that the massive state interventions of the past year may be fueling some new bubbles: the cheap cash and government guarantees provided to banks, companies, and consumers have fueled some irrational exuberance in stock and bond markets. Yet these rallies also demonstrate the return of confidence, and confidence is a very powerful economic force. When John Maynard Keynes described his own prescriptions for economic growth, he believed government action could provide only a temporary fix until the real motor of the economy started cranking again—the animal spirits of investors, consumers, and companies seeking risk and profit. Beyond all this, though, I believe there's a fundamental reason why we have not faced global collapse in the last year. It is the same reason that we weathered the stock-market crash of 1987, the recession of 1992, the Asian crisis of 1997, the Russian default of 1998, and the tech-bubble collapse of 2000. The current global economic system is inherently more resilient than we think. The world today is characterized by three major forces for stability, each reinforcing the other and each historical in nature.
4. No war from economic collapse

Barnett ’09 

(Thomas P.M. Barnett,  Thomas P.M. Barnett is an American military geostrategist and Chief Analyst at Wikistrat,  24 Aug 2009, “ The New Rules: Security Remains Stable Amid Financial Crisis”, http://www.worldpoliticsreview.com/articles/4213/the-new-rules-security-remains-stable-amid-financial-crisis) SRK

 When the global financial crisis struck roughly a year ago, the blogosphere was ablaze with all sorts of scary predictions of, and commentary regarding, ensuing conflict and wars -- a rerun of the Great Depression leading to world war, as it were. Now, as global economic news brightens and recovery -- surprisingly led by China and emerging markets -- is the talk of the day, it's interesting to look back over the past year and realize how globalization's first truly worldwide recession has had virtually no impact whatsoever on the international security landscape. None of the more than three-dozen ongoing conflicts listed by GlobalSecurity.org can be clearly attributed to the global recession. Indeed, the last new entry (civil conflict between Hamas and Fatah in the Palestine) predates the economic crisis by a year, and three quarters of the chronic struggles began in the last century. Ditto for the 15 low-intensity conflicts listed by Wikipedia (where the latest entry is the Mexican "drug war" begun in 2006). Certainly, the Russia-Georgia conflict last August was specifically timed, but by most accounts the opening ceremony of the Beijing Olympics was the most important external trigger (followed by the U.S. presidential campaign) for that sudden spike in an almost two-decade long struggle between Georgia and its two breakaway regions. Looking over the various databases, then, we see a most familiar picture: the usual mix of civil conflicts, insurgencies, and liberation-themed terrorist movements. Besides the recent Russia-Georgia dust-up, the only two potential state-on-state wars (North v. South Korea, Israel v. Iran) are both tied to one side acquiring a nuclear weapon capacity -- a process wholly unrelated to global economic trends. And with the United States effectively tied down by its two ongoing major interventions (Iraq and Afghanistan-bleeding-into-Pakistan), our involvement elsewhere around the planet has been quite modest, both leading up to and following the onset of the economic crisis: e.g., the usual counter-drug efforts in Latin America, the usual military exercises with allies across Asia, mixing it up with pirates off Somalia's coast). Everywhere else we find serious instability we pretty much let it burn, occasionally pressing the Chinese -- unsuccessfully -- to do something. Our new Africa Command, for example, hasn't led us to anything beyond advising and training local forces. So, to sum up: *No significant uptick in mass violence or unrest (remember the smattering of urban riots last year in places like Greece, Moldova and Latvia?); *The usual frequency maintained in civil conflicts (in all the usual places); *Not a single state-on-state war directly caused (and no great-power-on-great-power crises even triggered); *No great improvement or disruption in great-power cooperation regarding the emergence of new nuclear powers (despite all that diplomacy); *A modest scaling back of international policing efforts by the system's acknowledged Leviathan power (inevitable given the strain); and *No serious efforts by any rising great power to challenge that Leviathan or supplant its role. (The worst things we can cite are Moscow's occasional deployments of strategic assets to the Western hemisphere and its weak efforts to outbid the United States on basing rights in Kyrgyzstan; but the best include China and India stepping up their aid and investments in Afghanistan and Iraq.) Sure, we've finally seen global defense spending surpass the previous world record set in the late 1980s, but even that's likely to wane given the stress on public budgets created by all this unprecedented "stimulus" spending. If anything, the friendly cooperation on such stimulus packaging was the most notable great-power dynamic caused by the crisis. Can we say that the world has suffered a distinct shift to political radicalism as a result of the economic crisis? Indeed, no. The world's major economies remain governed by center-left or center-right political factions that remain decidedly friendly to both markets and trade. In the short run, there were attempts across the board to insulate economies from immediate damage (in effect, as much protectionism as allowed under current trade rules), but there was no great slide into "trade wars." Instead, the World Trade Organization is functioning as it was designed to function, and regional efforts toward free-trade agreements have not slowed. Can we say Islamic radicalism was inflamed by the economic crisis? If it was, that shift was clearly overwhelmed by the Islamic world's growing disenchantment with the brutality displayed by violent extremist groups such as al-Qaida. And looking forward, austere economic times are just as likely to breed connecting evangelicalism as disconnecting fundamentalism. At the end of the day, the economic crisis did not prove to be sufficiently frightening to provoke major economies into establishing global regulatory schemes, even as it has sparked a spirited -- and much needed, as I argued last week -- discussion of the continuing viability of the U.S. dollar as the world's primary reserve currency. Naturally, plenty of experts and pundits have attached great significance to this debate, seeing in it the beginning of "economic warfare" and the like between "fading" America and "rising" China. And yet, in a world of globally integrated production chains and interconnected financial markets, such "diverging interests" hardly constitute signposts for wars up ahead. Frankly, I don't welcome a world in which America's fiscal profligacy goes undisciplined, so bring it on -- please! Add it all up and it's fair to say that this global financial crisis has proven the great resilience of America's post-World War II international liberal trade order. Do I expect to read any analyses along those lines in the blogosphere any time soon? Absolutely not. I expect the fantastic fear-mongering to proceed apace. That's what the Internet is for.

2NC Alt Causes to Jobs Ext. 

The plan doesn’t’ generate nearly enough jobs to solve the economy – tons of problems going on in the world such as other financial crises, disasters across the globes, political gridlocks and the debt will overturn any benefits the plan will bring that’s Swanson 11
2NC Congestion
Congestion inevitable, the population is going to grow, more and more people will use cars and sprawl will only continue – having ITS may solve a little bit but improving slight inefficiencies doesn’t solve for the inevitable gigantic effects of sectors that contribute to congestion that’s Down’s 4

Congestion inevitable- population growth and accumulating wealth

Downs 04

(Anthony Downs, Senior Fellow at Brookings Institution, Fall 2004, Keynote address to UCTC’s Annual Student Research Conference at the University of California, Davis, http://www.uctc.net/access/25/Access%2025%20-%2004%20-%20Traffic%20Congestion%20is%20Here%20to%20Stay.pdf)

Peak-hour trafﬁc congestion in almost all large and growing metropolitan regions  around the world is here to stay. Indeed, it is almost certain to get worse during at least  the next few decades, mainly because of rising populations and wealth. This will be true  no matter what public and private policies are adopted to combat congestion.   This outcome should not be regarded as a mark of social failure or wrong policies.  In fact, trafﬁc congestion reﬂects economic prosperity. People congregate in large numbers in those places where they most want to be.   The conclusion that traffic congestion is inevitable does not mean it must grow  unchecked. Several policies described here—especially if used in concert—could effectively slow congestion’s growth. But, aside from disastrous wars or other catastrophes,  nothing can eliminate traffic congestion from large metropolitan regions here and  around the world. Only serious recessions—which are hardly desirable—can even forestall its increasing.   So my advice to trafﬁc-plagued commuters is: relax and get used it. Get a comfortable air-conditioned vehicle with a stereo system, a tape deck and CD player, a hands-free  telephone, perhaps even a microwave oven, and commute daily with someone you really  like. Learn to make congestion part of your everyday leisure time, because it is going to  be your commuting companion for the foreseeable future.

2NC Econ Resilient
Economies are resilient we have adapted from the past in which our prediction, management and other techniques has kept our economies stable to prevent any real collapse – the world has learned to prevent such things and at every downturn since the great depression we have learned to affix ourselves back on track – that’s zakaria 9

The capitalist system is resilient to resource scarcity and crisis – the neg is fearmongering

Flood 04 (Andrew Flood, writer on anarchy, Civilisation, Primitivism and anarchism, June 11 2004, http://www.struggle.ws/andrew/primitivism.html)
Primitivists are not the only ones to use the rhetoric of catastrophe to panic people into accepting their political proposals. Reformists such as George Monbiot, use similar 'we are all doomed' arguments to try and stampede people into support for reformism and world government. In the last decade's acceptance that the world is somehow doomed has become part of mainstream culture, first as the Cold War and then as looming environmental disaster. George Bush and Tony Blair created a panic over “Weapons of Mass Destruction” to give cover to their invasion of Iraq. The need to examine and dismantle such panics is clear. The most convincing form the 'end of civilisation' panic takes is the idea of a looming resource crisis that will make life as we know it impossible. And the best resource to focus on for those who wish to make this argument is oil. Everything we produce, including food, is dependant on massive energy inputs and 40% of the world's energy use is generated from oil. The primitivist version of this argument goes something like this, 'everyone knows that in X number of year the oil will run out, this will mean civilisation will grind to a halt, and this will mean lots of people will die. So we might as well embrace the inevitable'. The oil running out argument is the primitivist equivalent of the orthodox Marxist 'final economic crisis that results in the overthrow of capitalism'. And, just like the orthodox Marxists, primitivists always argue this final crisis is always just around the corner. When looked at in any detail this argument evaporates and it becomes clear that neither capitalism nor civilisation face a final crisis because of the oil running out. This is not because oil supplies are inexhaustible, indeed we may be reaching or have reached the peak of oil production today. But far from being the end of capitalism or civilisation this is an opportunity for profit and restructuring. Capital however reluctantly, is gearing up to make profits out of developing alternative energy sources on the one hand and on the other of accessing plentiful but more destructive ways to extract fossil fuel supplies. The second path of course makes global warming and other forms of pollution a lot worse but that's not likely to stop the global capitalist class. It is not just primitivists who have become mesmerised by the oil crisis, but in summary, while oil will become more expensive over the decades the process to develop substitutes for it is already underway. Denmark for instance intends to produce 50% of its energy needs from wind farms by 2030 and Danish companies are already making vast amounts of money because they are the leading producers of wind turbines. The switch over from oil is likely to provide an opportunity to make profits for capitalism rather then representing some form of final crisis. There may well be an energy crisis as oil starts to rise in price and alternative technologies are not yet capable of filling the 40% of energy generation filled by oil. This will cause oil and therefore energy prices to soar but this will be a crisis for the poor of the world and not for the wealthy some of whom will even profit from it. A severe energy crisis could trigger a global economic downturn but again it is the world's workers that suffer the most in such times. There is a good argument that the world's elite are already preparing for such a situation, many of the recent US wars make sense in terms of securing future oil supplies for US corporations. Capitalism is quite capable of surviving very destructive crisis. World War II saw many of the major cities of Europe destroyed and most of the industry of central Europe flattened. (By bombers, by war, by retreating Germans and then torn up and shipped east by advancing Russians). Millions of European workers died as a result both in the war years and in the years that followed. But capitalism not only survived, it flourished as starvation allowed wages to be driven down and profits soared.
Econ resilient – several crisis prove our resiliency

Skousen, 03 (Mark Skousen. "What have we learned," Forecasts & Strategies. 2 Jun. 2003. http://www.markskousen.com/article.php?id=1096)

The second lesson is that the global economy is far more resilient than anyone imagined. During the past 20 years, we have suffered through two major energy crises, double digit inflation, stock market and real estate crashes in the U.S. and Japan, an unprecedented credit crunch, mammoth federal deficits, the AIDS crisis, several major wars, terrorist attacks, the collapse of the Soviet Union and many other mini-panics, and yet we continue to survive and even prosper. We are not depression-proof, but we are surprisingly depression-resistant. Armageddon has again been postpone.

2NC Tech Inev [Cross Apply to Competitiveness]

Technological advances mean growth is sustainable

Temin, M.I.T., 2012 (Peter, Journal of Interdisciplinary History volume 43
, Number 1, Summer)

Galor’s economic models explain the transition from Malthusian to modern economic growth in a series of growth-theory models that start from maximizing individuals, contain one undifferentiated good, are limited to closed economies, and do not contain money or credit. Transitions are from one state to another: “The economy exits from the subsistence-consumption regime when potential income, z, exceeds the critical level z-tilda (161).” How large is z-tilda? Galor does not define it explicitly, but he asserts that per capita income fluctuated around $450 a year for the first millennium (11). This figure comes from Angus Maddison, The World Economy: Historical Statistics (Paris, 2003), and it is in 1990 international dollars. One might speculate that z-tilda is somewhere near this figure.¶ Galor presents a striking set of regressions that show technology and various physical indicators to have affected population size in 1 c.e. and 1,000 c.e. but not income per capita (91). Because no governments collected national-income data and no newspapers reported economic data [End Page 78] during those times, Maddison had far less evidence for them than for more recent years, forcing him to make far more assumptions. He clearly assumed that the world was in a Malthusian state at that time, estimating that incomes around the world in both 1 c.e. and 1,000 c.e. varied only from $400 to $450. Galor’s regressions on these data therefore do not reveal the contours of early history; they instead reveal how Maddison constructed his data. This observation does not mean that Galor is wrong, only that the apparent precision gained from his sophisticated economic theory and statistical inquiry is illusory.¶ Galor’s interest, however, is theoretical, not empirical. He asserts that technological progress is a function of education and population size (155). Since education is endogenous, what drives technology is population size. When the population becomes large enough to make technology advanced enough, parents decide to educate their children, and modern economic growth replaces Malthusian stagnation. At the end of his book, Galor adds another possible path to this transition: “A sufficiently large technological shock would place the economy on a trajectory that leads to a sustained-growth regime (266).”¶ Which path corresponds most closely to what we know about the Industrial Revolution? Galor’s preferred path describes the view championed by Jared Diamond, Guns, Germs and Steel: The Fate of Human Societies (New York, 1997); Gregory Clark, A Farewell to Alms: A Brief Economic History of the World (Princeton, 2007); and Joel Mokyr, The Enlightened Economy: An Economic History of Britain, 1700–1850 (New Haven, 2009). It conflicts with the view of Robert Allen, The British Industrial Revolution in Global Perspective (New York, 2009), which argued that generalized technological sophistication was not enough. The Industrial Revolution started with the addition of inanimate power to production, which Allen argued was stimulated by low fuel costs. The expansion of Europe—not mentioned by Galor—set in train a Malthusian expansion that led to trade and higher incomes in Britain. Coupled with British geography and geology, British factor prices produced “a sufficiently large technological shock.” Galor’s preferred path describes why the Industrial Revolution happened in Europe; only Allen’s approach can explain why it was British rather than Dutch or French.¶ How should historians regard this book? It is an impressive work of economics and will receive a lot of attention among economists. The history is not as clear; Galor’s work does not add to the analysis of Malthusian economies or the debate about the cause of the Industrial Revolution. If historians want to see how modern growth theory can be used to describe Malthusian economies more simply than in this formidable book, they might consult Paolo Malanima, Pre-Modern European Economy: One Thousand Years (10th–19th Centuries) (Leiden, 2009). [End Page 79] 

New resources and technology advances ensure sustainable growth 

Anderson and Huggins, Senior and research fellows respectively at the Hoover institute, 2003(Terry and Laura, “Economic Growth is Sustainable Development”, http://edwatch.org/DESD/EconomicGrowth.htm)

Thirty years ago, a group of academics known as the Club of Rome put forth the "limits to growth" theory, predicting disaster for humankind unless natural resource-depleting economic and technological progress were abandoned. This gloom-and-doom theory has been resurrected under the guise of sustainable development, calling for changes in virtually every aspect of our consumption and production.¶ "Sustainability," a seductive though vague term, argues that resource use today should leave future generations at least as well off as current generations. Of course nobody wants to make future generations poorer and less healthy, but this definition provides no guidance for how this result can be avoided. There is no way to know what resource use is acceptable today and no way to know what future generations may desire. Yet because of its deceptive simplicity, sustainability is applied to anything from agricultural practices to energy use to mining.¶ Implicit in the calls for sustainable development are two fundamental assumptions. The first is that we are running out of resources, thus leaving future generations with less; the second is that market processes are the cause of these depletions. But in fact, several studies offer evidence suggesting the opposite.¶ Resources are becoming less, not more, scarce. Agricultural yields for rice, corn and wheat have increased for decades. Known reserves of oil, natural gas and coal have been expanding, and accessible stocks of aluminum, zinc, iron and copper have grown as technology develops more-conservative production techniques and the price mechanism encourages exploration and new discoveries of underground reserves. Moreover, life expectancy, housing, nutrition and education levels are improving in both the developed and the developing world. In short, the prosperity we enjoy today is leaving future generations better off, not worse off.¶ How can this be? Growth, and increasing wealth through these methods, leads to improved environmental quality by raising demands for it and by providing the wherewithal to meet these demands. In this context, economic growth is not the antithesis of sustainable development; it is the essence of it.¶ Sustainable development stems from sustainable institutions - political and economic systems based on secure property rights and the rule of law.¶ It is not resources that are too scarce but the institutions that ensure human freedom. Only by sustaining those institutions will we be able to sustain development and advance environmental quality - only then can we have our environmental cake and eat it too!

2NC No Econ War
The economy is resilient in the modern world after world war two the world’s economy has been fixed so that at times of economic downturns there would be no war ever since world war 2 the no economic downturn has caused war and under this international liberal order safe has been contained in every crisis whether it be regional or global – that’s Barnett 9

US not key – other economies are stronger  and not dependent on us

The Economist 7 (November 23, “America’s Vulnerable Economy”, pg. 13)

The best hope that global growth can stay strong lies instead with emerging economies. A decade ago, the thought that so much depended on these crisis-prone places would have been terrifying. Yet thanks largely to economic reforms, their annual growth rate has surged to around 7%. This year they will contribute half of the globe's GDP growth, measured at market exchange rates, over three times as much as America. In the past, emerging economies have often needed bailing out by the rich world. This time they could be the rescuers.  Of course, a recession in America would reduce emerging economies' exports, but they are less vulnerable than they used to be. America's importance as an engine of global growth has been exaggerated. Since 2000 its share of world imports has dropped from 19% to 14%. Its vast current-account deficit has started to shrink, meaning that America is no longer pulling along the rest of the world. Yet growth in emerging economies has quickened, partly thanks to demand at home. In the first half of this year the increase in consumer spending (in actual dollar terms) in China and India added more to global GDP growth than that in America.  Most emerging economies are in healthier shape than ever (see article). They are no longer financially dependent on the rest of the world, but have large foreign-exchange reserves—no less than three-quarters of the global total. Though there are some notable exceptions, most of them have small budget deficits (another change from the past), so they can boost spending to offset weaker exports if need be. 

Disasters

1NC

1. Evacuations only save a few people, disasters would still do a lot of damage and evacuations won’t prevent extinction
Competitiveness

1NC Competitiveness
1. America still has a global edge in all sectors
Yetiv 12 8 reasons America is not in decline http://www.csmonitor.com/Commentary/Opinion/2012/0306/8-reasons-America-is-not-in-decline/US-still-has-most-competitive-major-economy-in-the-world Steve Yetiv, political science professor at Old Dominion University 3/6/12
US still has most competitive major economy in the world. The stakes in the debate on American decline are big. Exaggerated views of demise can create a self-fulfilling prophecy at home, encourage global troublemakers, and produce world economic and strategic instability. Let’s set the record straight. America has had the most competitive major economy in the world over the past several years, according to the World Economic Forum. Only the small states of Switzerland, Sweden, Finland, and Singapore sometimes eclipse it. Even the European Union countries are now looking to America to help them out of their debt crisis, as ironic as that may sound. 2. US has world’s best entrepreneurs and most Fortune 500 companies. It has the world’s best entrepreneurs and by far the highest number of Fortune 500 companies. It remains at the forefront of the technologies of the future, such as biotechnology and nanotechnology, and has the advantage in cyberspace, even though it has fallen behind in some other areas, like green technologies. 3. US remains world’s leading magnet for immigrants. It remains by far the world’s leading magnet for immigrants, allowing it to draw on millions of bright, hardworking people. It’s hard to exaggerate such brain power, which constantly helps renew the country. 4. US has many trustworthy allies. It has trustworthy allies in NATO, the EU, the Group of 20 industrialized countries, and elsewhere that usually help it meet national and international goals. Contrast that with, let’s say, China and Russia. They suspect each other and often lack such global support. 5. US has weakened adversaries. It benefits because most of its adversaries are largely constrained and less threatening than they used to be. North Korea is a pariah. Syria is on the ropes. Hugo Chávez is not well liked and is ailing. Fidel Castro is a has-been. Saddam Hussein and Osama bin Laden are dead. The Soviet Union is gone. Those are tectonic shifts in world politics that we rarely appreciate in full. America also possesses a military that is far ahead of its rivals, allowing the US to operate at great distances in unique ways. Difficulties in Iraq and Afghanistan are not a commentary on US military capability, but on strategy and the challenges of nation-building. 6. US has vast energy resources. It lacks a comprehensive energy policy, but it has more energy resources than any major country, except Russia. The US is also less dependent on oil than most great powers. That’s important in a world where energy is becoming increasingly central. 7. US is leader in global move toward democracy. It has spearheaded the global move toward democracy, which has been on the march in the past 100 years – not communism, fascism, Nazism, autocracy, radical Islamism, or any other forms of governance. According to sophisticated rankings, America ranks third in soft power – the ability to attract others due to culture and policies, marginally behind France and Britain (China clocked in at No. 17). 8. US colleges and universities top global rankings. The US trails badly in K-12 education – a huge problem – but its universities, especially at the graduate level, dominate the global rankings.

2. Transportation Infrastructure alone is not vital to the entire power of the US – we are leaders in military and other tech

3. US harmonizing ITS with Europe now – no competitiveness and SQ will solve

DOT 11 U.S. Department of Transportation (US DOT) Research and Innovative Technology Administration (RITA) EU-US Cooperative Systems Standards Harmonization Action Plan (HAP) June 2011 http://www.standards.its.dot.gov/hap.asp
The United States Department of Transportation (USDOT) Research and Innovative Technology Administration (RITA) and the European Commission's Directorate General for Information Society and Media (EC DG INFSO) are pleased to announce the approval of the Harmonization Action Plan for the EC-US Standards Harmonization Working Group (SWG).? The USDOT RITA and DG INFSO previously signed a Joint Declaration of Intent on Research Cooperation in Cooperative Systems. This declaration includes a commitment to develop globally harmonized open standards in order to insure the worldwide interoperability of cooperative systems. The standards harmonization work is carried out through the SWG, which is staffed and co-chaired by representatives of the USDOT and EC. As described in the enclosed plan, the development and adoption of harmonized international standards will:? Improve interoperability and interchangeability of Intelligent Transportation Systems (ITS) across operational boundaries;? Reduce development and deployment costs for manufacturers;? Provide manufacturers with greater accessibility to international markets;? Increase competition and innovation amongst manufacturers, which can help lower costs and expand service for consumers;? Accelerate the deployment and adoption of ITS services;? Leverage international expertise and reduce redundant efforts.? The Harmonization Action Plan provides the basis for all future US-EC work in this area. The work will be conducted along five tracks:? High level assessment? Detailed agreement for harmonization procedures? Gap-Overlap analysis for future standards? Facilitate harmonization of specific standards? Proposals for cooperation on future standards development? These tracks define the steps to be taken to identify and prioritize areas for standards harmonization, lay out the approach for harmonizing selected regional standards, and identify joint principles for achieving global harmonization of new standards as they are developed.? Recognizing the importance of global cooperation, both the European Commission and the United States welcome the participation of other countries and regions in the work of the Standards Harmonization Working Group, particularly those of the Asia Pacific region.? Approval of the Harmonization Action Plan represents an important milestone along the path to globally harmonized standards.

4. US hegemony is sustainable – multiple factors ensure it can be prolonged.

Paul 5 (T.V., Professor of International Relations @ James McGill, PhD, UCLA, “Soft Balancing in the Age of U.S. Primacy,” International Security, Vol. 30, No. 1, Summer, Ebsco) 

A variant of the realist argument is the historical/structural perspective on the rise and fall of great powers. On the basis of its logic, some scholars argue that overspending, overstretching, and internal failures will eventually cause the United States’ decline.13 Although the historical records of past great powers (e.g., Spain and Portugal) attest to the strength of this argument, one must be cautious of its application to the United States for three reasons. First, no previous empire had the benefit of capitalism in its highly developed form as the United States enjoys today. Second, several past empires and major powers managed to persevere, albeit in a weakened form, contrary to the expectations of perspectives that focus on automatic structural change. For instance, depending on the Western or Eastern manifestation, the Roman Empire lasted from 500 to 1,100 years. The Ottoman Empire survived for more than 400 years; the Mughal Empire in India more than 300; and the British Empire more than 250. Without World War II, the British Empire would probably have lasted even longer. Third, most past great powers (e.g., Spain, Portugal, Austria-Hungary, Japan, and Germany) declined following long periods of war with other imperial powers. In the case of the United States, the low probability of a global war akin to World War II may help to prolong its hegemony. Smaller challengers could wear down the hegemon’s power through asymmetric strategies; but given its technological and organizational superiority, the United States can devise countermeasures to increase its power position even if it may not fully contain such challenges. Without war as a system changing mechanism, and with no prospects of an alternative mechanism emerging for systemic change, even a weakened hegemon could endure for a long period. Further, because economic superiority does not automatically bestow military capability, as most modern weapons systems take considerable time to develop and deploy, U.S. dominance in this area is unlikely to be challenged for some time by a potential peer competitor, such as China, even after it overtakes the United States in gross economic terms. 

2NC Comp Sustainable

The US is so far ahead of everyone else right now in technology, education, workforce, military, resources, allies, soft power and organization that we remain the superpower for years to come – ITS is not most vital if we are a leader in every other technology thus keeping our hegemony. 

2NC No Competition for ITS
We are harmonizing with Europe now – we just signed a treaty to sync up our ITS systems with Europe to have one standard international system that checks our competition with the major leader in ITS ie Europe that’s DOT 11 

And
US working in cooperation with China now – no competition

Brubaker 7 Mr. Paul R. Brubaker Administrator, Research and Innovative Technology Administration of the U.S. Department of Transportation 14th World Congress On Intelligent Transportation Systems, October 10, 2007 

Thank you, Mr. Vice Minister. Mr. Minister and distinguished guests, thank you so much for your warm welcome.? I’m delighted to be here in China. It is appropriate that the 14th annual World Congress on ITS be held in China as you have a long and distinguished history of technical and engineering excellence, from the Great Wall, to gunpowder, paper, irrigation innovation and the 3 Gorges Dam.? As Administrator of the Research and Innovative Technology Administration at the U.S. Department of Transportation, I am grateful for the opportunity to participate in the 14th World Congress on Intelligent Transportation Systems. Through meetings like this, we learn from one another and share our experiences toward our common goal: the safe and efficient movement of people and goods within and between our countries.? Technology has revolutionized the way we work and play. Instant messaging, PDAs, I-Pods, Google Earth, Satellite Radio – these technologies were unheard of in 1990, just 17 years ago. Looking forward a few short years, what can we expect to see in the year 2025?? How will ITS enhance our driving experience, improve capacity and save time and money? Will hydrogen fuel cells or other alternative fuels improve our environmental stewardship and dramatically reduce greenhouse gas emissions from the global transportation system?? In 2025, I can imagine big cities all over the world where traffic flows seamlessly, even in bad weather, even in work zones—on all roads, across all transportation modes, all the time. I can imagine vehicles without tailpipes and those that emit nothing more than water vapor.? I can imagine major highways that are free of crashes, because drivers are warned about current-condition hazards—like fog or icy patches—and quickly re-routed to safer roadways.? I can imagine busy business districts where drivers find parking right away, without circling—a colossal waste of time and fuel.? I can imagine a quiet commute to and from work—because traffic helicopters are no longer hovering to report the bad news about crashes and breakdowns, and people have the information they need to choose the most efficient route, mode, and time of day for travel.? I can imagine freight moving seamlessly across transportation modes to get to its destination on time and keep businesses thriving.? The U.S. DOT, AASHTO members and ITS America are already moving the United States toward this vision. But with additional deployment of existing and developing technology, we can accomplish so much more. That is why at the U.S. Department of Transportation, we are redoubling our efforts to reduce congestion, improve safety, ensure environmental stewardship, and make better use of our existing transportation systems through technologies like ITS.? You know, like many of the world’s major metropolitan areas, traffic gridlock has become a way of life for Americans in most major U.S. metropolitan areas, and the problem is spreading to cities and towns of all sizes. In 2005, the U.S. economy lost 78 billion dollars to congestion, including 4.2 billion hours in wasted time and 2.9 billion gallons of wasted fuel. Last year, the typical U.S. commuter spent 38 hours and wasted an extra 26 gallons of fuel sitting in traffic—at a cost of 710 dollars per person. These figures are unacceptable, and they’re projected to get worse.? That is why U.S. Transportation Secretary Mary Peters has made reducing congestion a top priority for our Department.? In August of this year, Secretary Peters announced that the Department will be working closely with five major Urban Partners – the cities of New York, San Francisco, Seattle, Minneapolis, and Miami – to reduce congestion by implementing what we refer to as “the four T’s”: tolling, transit, telecommuting, and technology.? Let me tell you about some exciting plans for ITS in San Francisco. San Francisco has already implemented many features of ITS – metering lights for freeway on-ramps, electronic message signs, and synchronized traffic lights on major city streets. But even with these technologies in place, in 2005 San Francisco drivers spent an extra 60 hours and wasted 47 gallons of fuel sitting in traffic — well above the national average and second only to Los Angeles.? As an Urban Partner with the Department of Transportation, San Francisco plans to expand its use of ITS technologies in several important ways to reduce congestion:? Dynamic pricing will be introduced on all lanes of Doyle Drive—the city’s northern gateway and the approach to the famed Golden Gate Bridge.? A “Smart” system will guide drivers to available parking spaces and automate pricing and payment.? Integrated mobility accounts will allow users to consolidate their roadway and bridge tolls, transit fares and parking fees.? Real-time traffic data will give travelers reliable information about transit availability and congested roadways and will help city officials improve traffic management.? Downtown traffic lights will be “transit-friendly”, staying green longer to accommodate transit buses and keep traffic moving on schedule.? Of course, all of these technologies can be deployed much faster and at far less expense, increasing capacity more efficiently, than the alternative of building more roadways.? Let’s take a look at New York City, the largest city in the U.S., the city that never sleeps. New York City boasts the largest subway system in the world, and millions of commuters rely on public transit to get to work every day. Only about half of the city’s residents even own a car! Even so, traffic congestion in New York City is legendary. In 2005, rush-hour drivers lost 46 hours and 29 gallons of fuel to traffic delays.? Plans for congestion pricing in New York City, modeled after the successful program in London, have gotten a lot of publicity. The plan is to charge cars 8 dollars to enter the business district of Manhattan between 6:00 in the morning and 6:00 in the evening. This new charge will help fund needed improvements to New York’s transportation system. But key to the success of congestion pricing will be the electronic tolling system, which means that motorists won’t have to slow down to pay tolls. Without this technology, it would be impossible to effectively implement congestion pricing in a city the size of New York.? Another important part of the U.S. commitment to ITS is its investment in Vehicle Infrastructure Integration, or VII. When I drive to work, I hear a traffic report every 10 minutes on the radio. By the time that report hits the airwaves, it’s too late—I’m already stuck in traffic. Sometimes the reporter suggests an alternate route, but again, it’s too late—everyone else heard the same report and they’re stuck in traffic on the alternate route.? But a fully deployed VII system could gather and process data from vehicles and roadways and get real-time information back to me on my GPS device so I can make better decisions and be on my way. The system could even integrate with my calendar and let people know when I’m likely to arrive for my meeting!? VII can prevent crashes too. Last year, more than 40,000 people were killed on U.S. highways, and another 2.6 million people were injured. These figures are both alarming and unacceptable.? By giving drivers “situational awareness” and real-time travel information, VII can change these sad statistics dramatically. With VII technology, drivers can be forewarned of ice, fog, breakdowns, work zones, cars in their blind spot, and even stopped traffic ahead—with specific information to help them change course and plenty of time to do it.? With traffic data collected in real time, transportation managers can plan better and take action before problems arise. We can be proactive—preventing crashes and avoiding congestion—rather than reactive, trying to manage our way from one crisis to the next. Wouldn’t that be a welcome change?? To me, the beauty of ITS is its ability to capitalize on the existing transportation infrastructure in our country. We’ll always have to maintain our roadways and plan for new construction, of course, but why not make the most of what we already have?? Much of the technology for ITS already exists, too – wireless communications, global positioning systems, Internet connectivity almost everywhere you go. Again, let’s make the most of what we already have! By harnessing the tremendous promise of technology and adapting it for transportation needs, ITS can help solve the most intractable challenges facing travelers and transportation managers today by:? improving safety,? reducing congestion, and? enhancing system performance.? To achieve its full potential, ITS will need to be fully deployed across the United States. Working in collaboration with innovators across the private and public sectors, we’ve come a long way with research and testing of new technologies. But the time has come to make the promise of ITS a reality. Our hard-working citizens shouldn’t be losing time better spent with their families. They shouldn’t have to waste precious fuel looking for parking or sitting in traffic.? Let’s work together to get ITS on the fast track so that everyone throughout the world can drive smarter and safer. 

2NC Heg Sustainable
US hegemony has survived far more threatening crises. 

Lieber 11 (Robert J. Lieber, Department of Government, Georgetown University, 8-25-2011, Journal of Strategic Studies 34:4, “Staying Power and the American Future: Problems of Primacy, Policy, and Grand Strategy,” Taylor and Francis Group, p. 514)
Not only have past depictions of America warned of weakness and decline, but previous crises in American history have included perils more threatening than those of today. Consider, for example, the menace of fascism in the 1930s and then World War II against Nazi Germany and Imperial Japan, swiftly followed by Soviet domination of Eastern Europe, the early Cold War years, the triumph of Mao’s communist forces in the Chinese Civil War, and the outbreak of the Korean War. In turn there were the upheavals of the 1970s, including a major oil shock, the loss of South Vietnam, revolution in Iran, the 444- day American embassy hostage crisis, a second oil shock, and then the 1979–82 recession with record postwar unemployment, 13 per cent inflation and interest rates of 18 per cent.  

Hegemony’s sustainable – multiple reasons

Kagan 7 (Robert, Senior Associate at the Carnegie Endowment for International Peace and Senior Transatlantic Fellow at the German Marshall Fund, “End of Dreams, Return of History,” Hoover Institution, No. 144, August/September, http://www.hoover.org/publications/policy-review/article/6136) TJ 
These American traditions, together with historical events beyond Americans’ control, have catapulted the United States to a position of pre-eminence in the world. Since the end of the Cold War and the emergence of this “unipolar” world, there has been much anticipation of the end of unipolarity and the rise of a multipolar world in which the United States is no longer the predominant power. Not only realist theorists but others both inside and outside the United States have long argued the theoretical and practical unsustainability, not to mention undesirability, of a world with only one superpower. Mainstream realist theory has assumed that other powers must inevitably band together to balance against the superpower. Others expected the post-Cold War era to be characterized by the primacy of geoeconomics over geopolitics and foresaw a multipolar world with the economic giants of Europe, India, Japan, and China rivaling the United States. Finally, in the wake of the Iraq War and with hostility to the United States, as measured in public opinion polls, apparently at an all-time high, there has been a widespread assumption that the American position in the world must finally be eroding. Yet American predominance in the main categories of power persists as a key feature of the international system. The enormous and productive American economy remains at the center of the international economic system. American democratic principles are shared by over a hundred nations. The American military is not only the largest but the only one capable of projecting force into distant theaters. Chinese strategists, who spend a great deal of time thinking about these things, see the world not as multipolar but as characterized by “one superpower, many great powers,” and this configuration seems likely to persist into the future absent either a catastrophic blow to American power or a decision by the United States to diminish its power and international influence voluntarily. 11
HazMat (Rail Terror)
1NC HazMat

1. There is no brink to Hazardous Material accidents now, accidents are inevitable and problems will always occur under ITS

2. Terrorists can’t attack rails – no tech

Moore 11 Michael Scott Moore Staff Writer at Pacific StandardTerrorist Attacks on Railroads Would Be Difficult May 11, 2011 • http://www.psmag.com/politics/terrorist-threat-of-wrecking-the-railroad-really-hard-31033/
“He treated it like any other schoolboy might a giant train set,” Miroslaw Micor, a police spokesman in Lodz, said at the time. “But it was lucky nobody was killed.”
 ? Since the raid on Osama bin Laden’s house in Pakistan uncovered some notes about a future vision of derailed American trains, it’s worth remembering that the idea isn’t terribly new. America’s huge rail network — never mind the ambitious high-speed lines yet to be built — would be vulnerable for obvious reasons, and some critics have complained for months that Obama’s expensive high-speed rail dreams would be wide-open targets for al-Qaeda.? But news outlets and politicians have overreacted, and a report from last year by the Mineta Transportation Institute gives a number of good reasons why derailment disasters are so rare.? European Dispatch? EUROPEAN DISPATCH? Michael Scott Moore complements his standing feature in Miller-McCune magazine with frequent posts on the policy challenges and solutions popping up on the other side of the pond.? The main reason is that blowing up a track is tougher than it sounds. “Getting a bomb to go off at the right time is difficult,” write the Mineta study authors. “Timers are unreliable if the trains do not run precisely on time, and pressure triggers do not always work.”? Sabotaging the switching points — the Polish kid’s method — would be more reliable, but it takes more cleverness. Mechanical sabotage of all kinds (high- and low-tech) derailed trains with 76 percent success rate in the Mineta report’s samples — but it was much more rare than setting bombs. Only 25 out of the sample of 181 derailment attempts were acts of mechanical sabotage.? In 1995, an Algerian terrorist group called the Groupe Islamique Armé tried to bomb a line of the TGV, France’s high-speed rail, near Lyon. It was an attack with al-Qaeda-like aspirations. “The psychological effect of an explosion on the train would have been enormous,” the Mineta study points out. “France’s TGV was the first high-speed rail system in Europe and today remains a source of national pride.”? The bomb misfired, and the suspect eventually died in a shootout with police. French officials knew the GIA wanted to cause mayhem any way it could — including hijacking an airliner meant to smash into the Eiffel Tower a few months before. But officials resisted the urge to post metal detectors at all French train stations and force millions of passengers to take off belts and shoes. Instead, they doubled the number of inspectors sweeping the rails every morning for bombs.
3. Their Ellis et al card says that if industries are unable to ship away their waste it will kill their industries – there will always be some kind of waste transportation and all rails would not be gone without ITS

4. No terror after 9/11 – all attacks were constructed by the FBI

Harris 11 Paul Harris staff writer at guardian.co.uk Fake terror plots, paid informants: the tactics of FBI 'entrapment' questioned November 16 2011 http://www.guardian.co.uk/world/2011/nov/16/fbi-entrapment-fake-terror-plots

Even more shocking was that the organisation, money, weapons and motivation for this plot did not come from real Islamic terrorists. It came from the FBI, and an informant paid to pose as a terrorist mastermind paying big bucks for help in carrying out an attack. For McWilliams, her own government had actually cajoled and paid her beloved nephew into being a terrorist, created a fake plot and then jailed him for it. "I feel like I am in the Twilight Zone," she told the Guardian.? Lawyers for the so-called Newburgh Four have now launched an appeal that will be held early next year. Advocates hope the case offers the best chance of exposing the issue of FBI "entrapment" in terror cases. "We have as close to a legal entrapment case as I have ever seen," said Susanne Brody, who represents another Newburgh defendant, Onta Williams.? Some experts agree. "The target, the motive, the ideology and the plot were all led by the FBI," said Karen Greenberg, a law professor at Fordham University in New York, who specialises in studying the new FBI tactics.? But the issue is one that stretches far beyond Newburgh. Critics say the FBI is running a sting operation across America, targeting – to a large extent – the Muslim community by luring people into fake terror plots. FBI bureaux send informants to trawl through Muslim communities, hang out in mosques and community centres, and talk of radical Islam in order to identify possible targets sympathetic to such ideals. Or they will respond to the most bizarre of tip-offs, including, in one case, a man who claimed to have seen terror chief Ayman al-Zawahiri living in northern California in the late 1990s.? That tipster was quickly hired as a well-paid informant. If suitable suspects are identified, FBI agents then run a sting, often creating a fake terror plot in which it helps supply weapons and targets. Then, dramatic arrests are made, press conferences held and lengthy convictions secured.? But what is not clear is if many real, actual terrorists are involved.? Fort Dix Five The homes of the Fort Dix Five were raided by the FBI. Photograph: Joseph Kaczmarek/AP? Another "entrapment" case is on the radar too. The Fort Dix Five – accused of plotting to attack a New Jersey army base – have also appealed against their convictions. That case too involved dubious use of paid informants, an apparent over-reach of evidence and a plot that seemed suggested by the government.? Burim Duka, whose three brothers were jailed for life for their part in the scheme, insists they did not know they were part of a terror plot and were just buying guns for shooting holidays in a deal arranged by a friend. The "friend" was an informant who had persuaded another man of a desire to attack Fort Dix.? Duka is convinced his brothers' appeal has a good chance. "I am hopeful," he told the Guardian.? But things may not be that easy. At issue is the word "entrapment", which has two definitions. There is the common usage, where a citizen might see FBI operations as deliberate traps manipulating unwary people who otherwise were unlikely to become terrorists. Then there is the legal definition of entrapment, where the prosecution merely has to show a subject was predisposed to carry out the actions they later are accused of.? Theoretically, a simple expression, like support for jihad, might suffice, and in post-9/11 America neither judges nor juries tend to be nuanced in terror trials. "Legally, you have to use the word entrapment very carefully. It is a very strict legal term," said Greenberg.? But in its commonly understood usage, FBI entrapment is a widespread tactic. Within days of the 9/11 terror attacks, FBI director Robert Mueller issued a memo on a new policy of "forward leaning – preventative – prosecutions".? Central to that is a growing informant network. The FBI is not choosy about the people it uses. Some have criminal records, including attempted murder or drug dealing or fraud. They are often paid six-figure sums, which critics say creates a motivation to entrap targets. Some are motivated by the promise of debts forgiven or immigration violations wiped clean. There has also been a relaxing of rules on what criteria the FBI needs to launch an investigation.? Often they just seem to be "fishing expeditions". In the Newburgh case, the men involved met FBI informant Shahed Hussain simply because he happened to infiltrate their mosque. In southern California, FBI informant Craig Monteilh trawled mosques posing as a Muslim and tried to act as a magnet for potential radicals.? Monteilh, who bugged scores of people, is a convicted felon with serious drug charges to his name. His operation turned up nothing. But Monteilh's professed terrorist sympathy so unnerved his Muslim targets that they got a restraining order against him and alerted the FBI, not realising Monteilh was actually working on the bureau's behalf.? Muslim civil rights groups have warned of a feeling of being hounded and threatened by the FBI, triggering a natural fear of the authorities among people that should be a vital defence against real terror attacks. But FBI tactics could now be putting off many people from reporting tip-offs or suspicious individuals.? "They are making mosques suspicious of anybody. They are putting fear into these communities," said Greenberg. Civil liberties groups are also concerned, seeing some FBI tactics as using terrorism to justify more power. "We are still seeing an expansion of these tools. It is a terrible prospect," said Mike German, an expert at the American Civil Liberties Union and a former FBI agent who has worked in counter-terrorism.? German said suspects convicted of plotting terror attacks in some recent FBI cases bore little resemblance to the profile of most terrorist cells. "Most of these suspect terrorists had no access to weapons unless the government provided them. I would say that showed they were not the biggest threat to the US," German said.? "Most terrorists have links to foreign terrorist groups and have trained in terrorism training camps. Perhaps FBI resources should be spent finding those guys."? Also, some of the most serious terrorist attacks carried out in the US since 9/11 have revolved around "lone wolf" actions, not the sort of conspiracy plots the FBI have been striving to combat. The 2010 Times Square bomber, Faisal Shahzad, only came to light after his car bomb failed to go off properly. The Fort Hood killer Nidal Malik Hasan, who shot dead 13 people on a Texas army base in 2009, was only discovered after he started firing. Both evaded the radar of an FBI expending resources setting up fictional crimes and then prosecuting those involved.? Yet, as advocates for those caught up in "entrapment" cases discover, there is little public or judicial sympathy for them. Even in cases where judges have admitted FBI tactics have raised serious questions, there has been no hesitation in returning guilty verdicts, handing down lengthy sentences and dismissing appeals.
5. Their second Ellis et al card says that Chlorine is transported and is dangerous
6. Just because there is no traffic accidents there will be other accidents that would still cause the impact
2NC Terrorist fail at rails Ext

Terrorists supposedly have been trying to blow up rails since 9/11 but there has been no success each one has been a failure and has no impact – that’s Moore 11

2NC FBI Scare Ext

The terrorists attacks are just to arouse fear in the public the FBI set up terrorists attack on rails that makes people think that there is a threat but there isn’t any. The FBI is exposed and extend Moore card that these “attacks” never do any damage
Warming
1NC Warming

1. Transportation science doesn’t translate to computational environmental science

2. Warming not real - 30,000 scientists signed a petition saying warming is flat-out nonexistent - their data is skewed

Bell 12 (Larry Bell, Prof at Univ of Houston, Sasakawa International Center for Space Architecture, 7/17/2012, "That Scientific Global Warming Consensus...Not!," Forbes, http://www.forbes.com/sites/larrybell/2012/07/17/that-scientific-global-warming-consensus-not/2/)

Since 1998, more than 31,000 American scientists from diverse climate-related disciplines, including more than 9,000 with Ph.D.s, have signed a public petition announcing their belief that “…there is no convincing scientific evidence that human release of carbon dioxide, methane, or other greenhouse gases is causing or will, in the foreseeable future, cause catastrophic heating of the Earth’s atmosphere and disruption of the Earth’s climate.” Included are atmospheric physicists, botanists, geologists, oceanographers, and meteorologists. So where did that famous “consensus” claim that “98% of all scientists believe in global warming” come from? It originated from an endlessly reported 2009 American Geophysical Union (AGU) survey consisting of an intentionally brief two-minute, two question online survey sent to 10,257 earth scientists by two researchers at the University of Illinois. Of the about 3.000 who responded, 82% answered “yes” to the second question, which like the first, most people I know would also have agreed with. Then of those, only a small subset, just 77 who had been successful in getting more than half of their papers recently accepted by peer-reviewed climate science journals, were considered in their survey statistic. That “98% all scientists” referred to a laughably puny number of 75 of those 77 who answered “yes”. That anything-but-scientific survey asked two questions. The first: “When compared with pre-1800s levels, do you think that mean global temperatures have generally risen, fallen, or remained relatively constant?” Few would be expected to dispute this…the planet began thawing out of the “Little Ice Age” in the middle 19th century, predating the Industrial Revolution. (That was the coldest period since the last real Ice Age ended roughly 10,000 years ago.) The second question asked: “Do you think human activity is a significant contributing factor in changing mean global temperatures?” So what constitutes “significant”? Does “changing” include both cooling and warming… and for both “better” and “worse”? And which contributions…does this include land use changes, such as agriculture and deforestation?
3. Plus their computational environmental science only talks about the simulation of the atmosphere not solving for warming
4. Warming is not anthropogenic or a big deal – history, satellites, and IPCC’s falsified data prove

Arrak 11 (Arno Arrak, author of the book “What Warming?” and was a nuclear chemist on NASA's Apollo program, 12/1/11, “Arctic Warming Is Not Greenhouse Warming” Energy & Environment, Vol. 22, No. 8, Ebsco)

Present Arctic warming started at the turn of the twentieth century. Its probable cause is a change in the North Atlantic current system that directed warm water from the Gulf Stream into the Arctic Ocean. Prior to that there had been only slow cooling for two thousand years according to Kaufman et al. A foraminiferal core taken near Svalbard by Spielhagen et al. also shows the same long term cooling. Rapid warming of Greenland glaciers, polar bears in trouble, permafrost melting, the Northwest Passage becoming navigable etc. have been used as proofs that greenhouse warming is real. Since it is now clear that Arctic warming is not greenhouse warming these observations cannot be used as proof of greenhouse warming. It is therefore incumbent upon us to look at what other proofs remain of the existence of greenhouse warming. Most axiomatic is the claim that we are now living through a greenhouse warming period that started with a global temperature rise in the late seventies. After all, Hansen said so in his testimony to the Senate. But satellites which have been measuring global temperature for the last 31 years cannot even see this so-called late twentieth century warming. What global warming they do see is a short spurt that began with the super El Nino of 1998, raised temperature by a third of a degree in four years, and then stopped. Its origin was oceanic. And this satellite record is in accord with the observations of Ferenc Miskolczi on IR absorption by the atmosphere. A third of a degree may not sound like much but it is half of what is allotted to the entire twentieth century. It, and not the greenhouse effect, was responsible for the very warm first decade of our century. But there are ground-based temperature curves that do show warming in the eighties and nineties. These are simply cooked, as in falsified. It was done by systematically raising up the cool La Nina temperatures and leaving the warm El Nino peaks in place. This fake warming was then used to justify the establishment of the IPCC in 1988. According to satellites there has been no warming in the twentyfirst century either but thanks to the IPCC we still get major governmental efforts to “mitigate” a non-existent warming. The global warming extremists today are not just in charge of government policy but have also infiltrated and taken over control of our scientific organizations. Those who should be our scientific leaders, such as the Royal Society and the National Academies of Science, have all knuckled under to extremist propaganda and now support the global warming movement. As a scientist I repudiate such a mass dereliction of their mission to advance science. Last time the scientific elite espoused such wrong ideas was in the eighteenth century when phlogiston was king. They renamed it caloric to make it more palatable but it still would not fly and both imaginary concepts ended up in the dust bin of history. That is where the global warming doctrine belongs.

2NC Warming Not Real

Warming is not real – tens of thousands of scientists signed a petition complaining that global warming is not true and that the aff’s data of warming is skewed to not reflect to exactly how much of the scientific community says is not true
Climate models empirically unreliable
Sherwood, Keith, and Craig Idso et al 2012 (Craig, PhD in geography @Arizona State, M.S. in Agronomy from U Nebraska) Global Warming Fosters High-Latitude Cooling??? http://co2science.org/articles/V15/N27/EDIT.php

In a study recently published in Environmental Research Letters, Cohen et al. (2012) note that over the last four decades  Arctic temperatures have warmed at nearly double the global rate, citing Solomon et al. (2007) and Screen and Simmonds (2010); and they state that "coupled climate models attribute much of this warming to rapid increases in greenhouse gases and project the strongest warming across the extratropical Northern Hemisphere during boreal winter due to 'winter (or Arctic) amplification'," citing Holland and Bitz (2003), Hansen and Nazarenko (2004), Alexeev et al. (2005) and Langen and Alexeev (2007). However, they say that "recent trends in observed Northern Hemisphere winter surface temperatures diverge from these projections," noting that "while the planet has steadily warmed, Northern Hemisphere winters have recently grown more extreme across the major industrialized centers," and reporting that "record cold snaps and heavy snowfall events across the United States, Europe and East Asia garnered much public attention during the winters of 2009/10 and 2010/11 (Blunden et al., 2011; Cohen et al., 2010)," with the latter set of researchers suggesting that "the occurrence of more severe Northern Hemisphere winter weather is a two-decade-long trend starting around 1988." So what's going on here? Cohen et al. say that "whether the recent colder winters are a consequence of internal variability or a response to changes in boundary forcings resulting from climate change remains an open question." But like most scientists who love to resolve dilemmas, they go on to propose their answer to the puzzle, suggesting that "summer and autumn warming trends are concurrent with increases in high-latitude moisture and an increase in Eurasian snow cover, which dynamically induces large-scale wintertime cooling." But, again, who knows? The only thing that is certain, as Cohen et al. describe it, is that "traditional radiative greenhouse gas theory and coupled climate models forced by increasing greenhouse gases alone cannot account for this seasonal asymmetry." And so we have yet another reason why so many scientists are so skeptical about the ability of even the most sophisticated of today's climate models to adequately portray reality. 

2NC Warming Not Anthro

Their warming information is skewed their authors are paid by the government to arouse fear – all the warming data originates from nature from the ocean and volcanoes that increased the overall temperature not greenhouse gases – that’s Arrak 11

The effects of human emissions are negligible – the threat of imminent warming is all hype so scientists and politicians don’t have to admit they were wrong

Evans 11 (David Evans, Award winning researcher and editor for Environment & Climate News, 4/8/11, “Climate Models Go Cold; Carbon Warming Too Minor To Be Worth Worrying About” LexisNexis)

The debate about global warming has reached ridiculous proportions and is full of micro-thin half-truths and misunderstandings. I am a scientist who was on the carbon gravy train, understands the evidence, was once an alarmist, but am now a skeptic. Watching this issue unfold has been amusing but, lately, worrying. This issue is tearing society apart, making fools out of our politicians. Let's set a few things straight. The whole idea that carbon dioxide is the main cause of the recent global warming is based on a guess that was proved false by empirical evidence during the 1990s. But the gravy train was too big, with too many jobs, industries, trading profits, political careers, and the possibility of world government and total control riding on the outcome. So rather than admit they were wrong, the governments, and their tame climate scientists, now outrageously maintain the fiction that carbon dioxide is a dangerous pollutant. Let's be perfectly clear. Carbon dioxide is a greenhouse gas, and other things being equal, the more carbon dioxide in the air, the warmer the planet. Every bit of carbon dioxide that we emit warms the planet. But the issue is not whether carbon dioxide warms the planet, but how much. Most scientists, on both sides, also agree on how much a given increase in the level of carbon dioxide raises the planet's temperature, if just the extra carbon dioxide is considered. These calculations come from laboratory experiments; the basic physics have been well known for a century. The disagreement comes about what happens next. The planet reacts to that extra carbon dioxide, which changes everything. Most critically, the extra warmth causes more water to evaporate from the oceans. But does the water hang around and increase the height of moist air in the atmosphere, or does it simply create more clouds and rain? Back in 1980, when the carbon dioxide theory started, no one knew. The alarmists guessed that it would increase the height of moist air around the planet, which would warm the planet even further, because the moist air is also a greenhouse gas. This is the core idea of every official climate model: For each bit of warming due to carbon dioxide, they claim it ends up causing three bits of warming due to the extra moist air. The climate models amplify the carbon dioxide warming by a factor of three -so two-thirds of their projected warming is due to extra moist air (and other factors); only one-third is due to extra carbon dioxide. That's the core of the issue. All the disagreements and misunderstandings spring from this. The alarmist case is based on this guess about moisture in the atmosphere, and there is simply no evidence for the amplification that is at the core of their alarmism. Weather balloons had been measuring the atmosphere since the 1960s, many thousands of them every year. The climate models all predict that as the planet warms, a hot spot of moist air will develop over the tropics about 10 kilometres up, as the layer of moist air expands upwards into the cool dry air above. During the warming of the late 1970s, '80s and '90s, the weather balloons found no hot spot. None at all. Not even a small one. This evidence proves that the climate models are fundamentally flawed, that they greatly overestimate the temperature increases due to carbon dioxide. This evidence first became clear around the mid-1990s. At this point, official "climate science" stopped being a science. In science, empirical evidence always trumps theory, no matter how much you are in love with the theory. If theory and evidence disagree, real scientists scrap the theory. But official climate science ignored the crucial weather balloon evidence, and other subsequent evidence that backs it up, and instead clung to their carbon dioxide theory -that just happens to keep them in well-paying jobs with lavish research grants, and gives great political power to their government masters. There are now several independent pieces of evidence showing that the earth responds to the warming due to extra carbon dioxide by dampening the warming. Every long-lived natural system behaves this way, counteracting any disturbance. Otherwise the system would be unstable. The climate system is no exception, and now we can prove it. But the alarmists say the exact opposite, that the climate system amplifies any warming due to extra carbon dioxide, and is potentially unstable. It is no surprise that their predictions of planetary temperature made in 1988 to the U.S. Congress, and again in 1990, 1995, and 2001, have all proved much higher than reality. They keep lowering the temperature increases they expect, from 0.30C per decade in 1990, to 0.20C per decade in 2001, and now 0.15C per decade -yet they have the gall to tell us "it's worse than expected." These people are not scientists. They overestimate the temperature increases due to carbon dioxide, selectively deny evidence, and now they conceal the truth. One way they conceal is in the way they measure temperature. The official thermometers are often located in the warm exhaust of air conditioning outlets, over hot tarmac at airports where they get blasts of hot air from jet engines, at waste-water plants where they get warmth from decomposing sewage, or in hot cities choked with cars and buildings. Global warming is measured in 10ths of a degree, so any extra heating nudge is important. In the United States, nearly 90% of official thermometers surveyed by volunteers violate official siting requirements that they not be too close to an artificial heating source. Global temperature is also measured by satellites, which measure nearly the whole planet 24/7 without bias. The satellites say the hottest recent year was 1998, and that since 2001 the global temperature has levelled off. Why does official science track only the surface thermometer results and not mention the satellite results? The Earth has been in a warming trend since the depth of the Little Ice Age around 1680. Human emissions of carbon dioxide were negligible before 1850 and have nearly all come after the Second World War, so human carbon dioxide cannot possibly have caused the trend. Within the trend, the Pacific Decadal Oscillation causes alternating global warming and cooling for 25 to 30 years at a go in each direction. We have just finished a warming phase, so expect mild global cooling for the next two decades. We are now at an extraordinary juncture. Official climate science, which is funded and directed entirely by government, promotes a theory that is based on a guess about moist air that is now a known falsehood. Governments gleefully accept their advice, because the only ways to curb emissions are to impose taxes and extend government control over all energy use. And to curb emissions on a world scale might even lead to world government -how exciting for the political class! Even if we stopped emitting all carbon dioxide tomorrow, completely shut up shop and went back to the Stone Age, according to the official government climate models it would be cooler in 2050 by about 0.015 degrees. But their models exaggerate 10-fold -in fact our sacrifices would make the planet in 2050 a mere 0.0015 degrees cooler! Finally, to those who still believe the planet is in danger from our carbon dioxide emissions: Sorry, but you've been had. Yes, carbon dioxide is a cause of global warming, but it's so minor it's not worth doing much about.
Climate change is completely natural and the world is cooling – historical cycle, satellite data, ocean oscillation, and sunspots prove

Ferrara 12 (Peter Ferrara, Director of Entitlement and Budget Policy for the Heartland Institute, General Counsel for the American Civil Rights Union, and Senior Fellow at the National Center for Policy Analysis, he served in the White House Office of Policy Development under President Reagan, and as Associate Deputy Attorney General of the United States under President George H.W. Bush, he is a graduate of Harvard College and Harvard Law School, 5/31/12, “Sorry Global Warming Alarmists, The Earth Is Cooling” www.forbes.com/sites/peterferrara/2012/05/31/sorry-global-warming-alarmists-the-earth-is-cooling/2/) 

Check out the 20th century temperature record, and you will find that its up and down pattern does not follow the industrial revolution’s upward march of atmospheric carbon dioxide (CO2), which is the supposed central culprit for man caused global warming (and has been much, much higher in the past).  It follows instead the up and down pattern of naturally caused climate cycles.  For example, temperatures dropped steadily from the late 1940s to the late 1970s.  The popular press was even talking about a coming ice age.  Ice ages have cyclically occurred roughly every 10,000 years, with a new one actually due around now.  In the late 1970s, the natural cycles turned warm and temperatures rose until the late 1990s, a trend that political and economic interests have tried to milk mercilessly to their advantage.  The incorruptible satellite measured global atmospheric temperatures show less warming during this period than the heavily manipulated land surface temperatures.  Central to these natural cycles is the Pacific Decadal Oscillation (PDO).  Every 25 to 30 years the oceans undergo a natural cycle where the colder water below churns to replace the warmer water at the surface, and that affects global temperatures by the fractions of a degree we have seen.  The PDO was cold from the late 1940s to the late 1970s, and it was warm from the late 1970s to the late 1990s, similar to the Atlantic Multidecadal Oscillation (AMO).  In 2000, the UN’s IPCC predicted that global temperatures would rise by 1 degree Celsius by 2010.  Was that based on climate science, or political science to scare the public into accepting costly anti-industrial regulations and taxes?  Don Easterbrook, Professor Emeritus of Geology at Western Washington University, knew the answer.  He publicly predicted in 2000 that global temperatures would decline by 2010.  He made that prediction because he knew the PDO had turned cold in 1999, something the political scientists at the UN’s IPCC did not know or did not think significant. Well, the results are in, and the winner is….Don Easterbrook.  Easterbrook also spoke at the Heartland conference, with a presentation entitled “Are Forecasts of a 20-Year Cooling Trend Credible?”  Watch that online and you will see how scientists are supposed to talk: cool, rational, logical analysis of the data, and full explanation of it.  All I ever see from the global warming alarmists, by contrast, is political public relations, personal attacks, ad hominem arguments, and name calling, combined with admissions that they can’t defend their views in public debate.  Easterbrook shows that by 2010 the 2000 prediction of the IPCC was wrong by well over a degree, and the gap was widening.  That’s a big miss for a forecast just 10 years away, when the same folks expect us to take seriously their predictions for 100 years in the future.  Howard Hayden, Professor of Physics Emeritus at the University of Connecticut showed in his presentation at the conference that based on the historical record a doubling of CO2 could be expected to produce a 2 degree C temperature increase.  Such a doubling would take most of this century, and the temperature impact of increased concentrations of CO2 declines logarithmically.  You can see Hayden’s presentation online as well.  Because PDO cycles last 25 to 30 years, Easterbrook expects the cooling trend to continue for another 2 decades or so.  Easterbrook, in fact, documents 40 such alternating periods of warming and cooling over the past 500 years, with similar data going back 15,000 years.  He further expects the flipping of the ADO to add to the current downward trend.  But that is not all.  We are also currently experiencing a surprisingly long period with very low sunspot activity. That is associated in the earth’s history with even lower, colder temperatures. The pattern was seen during a period known as the Dalton Minimum from 1790 to 1830, which saw temperature readings decline by 2 degrees in a 20 year period, and the noted Year Without A Summer in 1816 (which may have had other contributing short term causes).  Even worse was the period known as the Maunder Minimum from 1645 to 1715, which saw only about 50 sunspots during one 30 year period within the cycle, compared to a typical 40,000 to 50,000 sunspots during such periods in modern times.  The Maunder Minimum coincided with the coldest part of the Little Ice Age, which the earth suffered from about 1350 to 1850.  The Maunder Minimum saw sharply reduced agricultural output, and widespread human suffering, disease and premature death.  Such impacts of the sun on the earth’s climate were discussed at the conference by astrophysicist and geoscientist Willie Soon, Nir J. Shaviv, of the Racah Institute of Physics in the Hebrew University of Jerusalem, and Sebastian Luning, co-author with leading German environmentalist Fritz Vahrenholt of The Cold Sun.  Easterbrook suggests that the outstanding question is only how cold this present cold cycle will get.  Will it be modest like the cooling from the late 1940s to late 1970s?  Or will the paucity of sunspots drive us all the way down to the Dalton Minimum, or even the Maunder Minimum?  He says it is impossible to know now.  But based on experience, he will probably know before the UN and its politicized IPCC.
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Transportation science from ITS does not translate to biological science against Bioterror
Squo solves---new efforts

Gottron & Shea 11 2/8, *Frank Gottron and **Dana A. Shea are Specialists in Science and Technology, Congressional Research Service, “Federal Efforts to Address the Threat of Bioterrorism: Selected Issues and Options for Congress,” http://www.fas.org/sgp/crs/terror/R41123.pdf, AJ

The federal government’s biodefense efforts span many agencies and vary widely in their resources, scope, and approach. For example, the Departments of State and Defense have cooperated with foreign governments and nongovernmental organizations to engage in nonproliferation, counterproliferation, and foreign disease outbreak detection efforts.7 The Departments of State and Commerce have strengthened export controls of materials that could be used for bioterrorism.8 The Department of Health and Human Services (HHS) has made investments in public health preparedness; response planning;9 foreign disease outbreak detection;10 and research, development, and procurement of medical countermeasures against biological terrorism agents (see “Medical Countermeasures” below).11 The intelligence community has engaged in intelligence gathering and sharing regarding bioterrorism.12 The Department of Justice performs background checks on people who want to possess certain dangerous pathogens.13 The Department of Homeland Security (DHS) has engaged in preparedness, response, and recovery-related activities,14 developed increased capabilities in environmental biosurveillance (see “Biosurveillance” below), and invested in expanding domestic bioforensics capabilities.15 The Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) has explored post-event infrastructure decontamination.16 Many agencies, jointly or separately, have invested in expanded biodefense infrastructure, including public and private high-containment laboratories for research, diagnostic, and forensics purposes.17 Lastly, the Executive Office of the President and other executive branch coordinating groups have engaged in risk assessment and strategic planning exercises to coordinate and optimize federal investment against bioterrorism and response capabilities.18 Some scientists have criticized the federal investment in biodefense countermeasures. They claim that the relative threat of bioterrorism does not justify the large investment in biodefense and that these efforts would provide greater benefits if directed to other areas of research and development, such as more conventional public health threats.57 Additionally, Congress has questioned the balance of investment among the various stages of research and development, identifying funding gaps that may pose barriers to the conversion of research results into deployable countermeasures. Congress also identified deficiencies in executive branch management of the countermeasure development process. These observations led Congress to establish[ed] BARDA to fund and coordinate the conversion of promising research results into deployable products.58 As a single entity, the federal government is by far the largest procurer of bioterrorism medical countermeasures. It stockpiles countermeasures and keeps them ready for deployment to respond to a bioterrorism event.62 The relatively small market for most bioterrorism countermeasures provides little incentive for companies to invest in developing a countermeasure when compared with the larger potential market of other products of the same industry, such as anti-cholesterol drugs. The federal government has experienced difficulties in obtaining desired countermeasures because of this relatively small market. The executive branch and Congress have taken several steps to encourage companies to enter the medical countermeasure field. These activities include providing liability protection to companies developing medical countermeasures, guaranteeing a government market for countermeasures, and more clearly communicating the government’s countermeasure needs and priorities.63 These efforts have met with mixed success.64 In the face of a need for medical countermeasures against emerging natural threats, such as pandemic influenza, HHS has also invested in medical countermeasure infrastructure to provide a more rapid response.65 The HHS has also planned a public-private partnership that would create flexible manufacturing infrastructure to lower barriers to desired countermeasure manufacture.66 

No bioweapons use---barriers overwhelm

Ouagrham-Gormley 12 Sonia Ben Ouagrham-Gormley is Assistant Professor in the Biodefense Program at George Mason University, “Barriers to Bioweapons: Intangible Obstacles to Proliferation,” International Security, Volume 36, Number 4, Spring 2012, pp. 80-114, pdf, AJ

This article challenges the conventional wisdom by showing that the success of a bioweapons program also depends on “intangible factors,” such as work organization, program management, structural organization, and social environment, that affect the acquisition and efacient use of scientiac knowledge. In-depth studies of past weapons programs, including the former Soviet and U.S. bioweapons programs described in this article, reveal that intangible factors can either advance or degrade a program’s progress. In addition, the impact of these factors is felt more strongly within clandestine programs, because their covertness imposes additional restrictions on the use and transfer of knowledge, which more often than not frustrates progress. Therefore, focusing only on tangible determinants of proliferation can lead to government policies that respond inadequately to the threat. To more accurately identify the nature and evaluate the pace and scope of future proliferation threats, and consequently develop more efacient nonproliferation and counterproliferation policies, scholars and policymakers must include the intangible dimension of proliferation in their assessments. They must also understand the factors that determine the mechanisms and the conditions under which scientiac data and knowledge can be efaciently exploited. In 2008 the World at Risk, an inouential report written by a bipartisan commis- sion chartered by Congress to assess U.S. efforts in preventing weapons of mass destruction (WMD) proliferation and terrorism, predicted that a bioterrorism event would likely take place by 2013.4 Without downplaying the nu- clear threat, the report concluded that a bioweapons attack was more likely than a nuclear event given the availability of material, equipment, and know- how required to produce bioweapons. Since 2001 a number of scientiac feats seem to illustrate the growing ease with which potentially harmful biomaterial can be produced. These include the inadvertent creation of a lethal mousepox virus by Australian scientists in 2001;5 the synthesis of the poliovirus in 2002 by a team of scientists at the State University of New York at Stonybrook;6 the construction in 2003 of a bacteriophage (phiX) using synthetic oligonucleotides by the Venter Institute, located in Rockville, Maryland; and the synthesis of the arst self-replicating cell called Mycoplasma mycoides JCVI-syn1.0 in May 2010.7 Further pushing the scientiac envelop, work begun in 2003 by the synthetic bi- ology scientiac community to produce standardized short pieces of DNA may promise a future in which biological agents can be assembled much like Lego pieces for various purposes; in addition, synthetic DNA sequences are now commercially available, and the cost and time required to produce biomaterial have decreased sharply in recent years. Finally, with the automation of various processes, new technologies have the potential to simplify scientiac work and reduce the need for skilled personnel.8 Another challenge in using others’ scientiac data is that tacit knowledge does not transfer easily. It requires proximity to the original source(s) and an extended master-apprentice relationship.19 Scientiac and technical knowledge is also highly local: it is developed within a speciac infrastructure, using a speciac knowledge base, and at a speciac location. Some studies have shown that the use of data and technology in a new environment frequently requires adaption to the new site.20 Successful adaptation often requires the involvement of the original scientiac author(s) to guide the adjustment. For instance, some of the problems encountered during the production of the Soviet anthrax weapon were solved only after the authors of the weapon in Russia traveled to Kazakhstan to assist their colleagues. These individuals trained their colleagues, transferring their tacit knowledge in the process, and helped adjust the technical protocols to the Kazakh infrastructure, which was substantially different from that of the Russian facility. Even with the presence of these original authors, ave years were needed to complete the process of successful transfer and use of bioweapons technology.21 A further complication is that tacit knowledge can decay over time and may disappear if not used or transferred. Studies have shown that trying to re-create lost knowledge can be difacult, if not impossible.22 Finally, knowledge and technology development, particularly in complex technological projects, is rarely the work of one expert. Instead it requires the cumulative and cooperative work of teams of individuals with speciac skills. This is particularly true in weapons programs, which pose a variety of problems spanning many disciplines. For example, biological weapons development can involve mechanical and electrical engineering, chemistry, statistics, aerobiology, and microbiology, demanding large interdisciplinary teams of scientists, engineers, and technicians. A successful weapon, therefore, is not the product of an individual scientist working alone, but that of the collective work of those involved in the research, design, and testing of the weapon.23 In this context, the efacient use of written technical data would require access to or re-creation of the collective explicit and tacit knowledge of those involved in its development, making the reproducibility of an experiment or object particularly challenging. External factors can also interfere with the use and transfer of knowledge. In the biological sciences, the properties of reagents and other materials used in scientiac experiments may differ from one location to another and may vary seasonally. An experiment conducted successfully in one location may not be reproducible in another because of the varying properties of the material used, even when the same individual conducts the experiment.24 Other external factors that cannot be easily identiaed or quantiaed can also interfere with an experiment, even when the task is performed by an experienced scientist or technician who has had previous successes in performing the task.25 For exam- ple, within the U.S. bioweapons program, the production and scaling up of bi- ological material were routinely subject to unexplained failures whenever production was interrupted to service or decontaminate the equipment. On these occasions, plant technicians at Fort Detrick—the main facility of the U.S. bioweapons program—experienced, on average, three weeks of unsuitable production. The scientiac staff could not identify the causes of such routine failures and could only assume that either a contaminant had been introduced during the service or cleanup, or that the technicians changed the way they were doing things and unconsciously corrected the problem only after several weeks.26 The case of the Soviet bioweapons program demonstrates that covertness im- poses huge constraints on knowledge management and has important impli- cations for the evaluation of state and terrorist clandestine efforts to produce bioweapons. One may wonder, however, whether the lessons learned from the historical analysis of the U.S. and Soviet programs apply to current covert pro- grams. States and terrorist groups could arguably limit their biological endeavors to producing a small number of weapons based on a small number of pathogens. In addition, they could beneat from recent technological advances, which, by automating various tasks, sharply reduce the need for skilled per- sonnel, as well as the time and cost required to complete scientiac work. Pub- licly available data regarding recent terrorist and state biological weapons programs, however, suggest that even at a lower scale, biological weapons endeavors are highly inouenced by some of the same intangible factors that affected the U.S. and Soviet programs. In addition, studies on the use of new automated equipment in microbiology, as well as analyses of recent experi- ments that seemingly illustrate the ease and speed with which biological de- velopments can be achieved, have shown that these too are subject to the cumulative and cooperative work of scientists and require the creation of new skills. Below, I assess the role of intangible factors in two cases: the bioweap- ons programs of the terrorist group Aum Shinrikyo and South Africa. I then discuss the difaculties associated with the use of new technology and the hid- den contingencies of recent scientiac experiments. The U.S. and Soviet bioweapons programs offer valuable insights for assessing future bioweapons proliferation threats. Certainly, the globalization of the pharmaceutical and biotechnology industries has enabled an increasingly widespread diffusion of information, materials, and equipment that could prove beneacial to states or terrorist groups interested in developing biological weapons. But although such inputs are necessary, they are hardly sufacient to produce a signiacant weapons capability. As demonstrated in the U.S. and Soviet cases, such intangible factors as organizational makeup and manage- ment style greatly affect the use of acquired knowledge, the creation of tacit knowledge, and its transfer within the organization to enable ultimate success. Importantly, these intangible elements are local in character and cannot be eas- ily transferred among individuals or from one place to another. Although the effects of intangible factors are more pronounced in large-scale bioweapons programs, given the increasing complexity introduced by the need to produce a tested weapon with repeatable results, they also affect smaller-scale state and terrorist group programs, as illustrated by South Africa’s and Aum Shinrikyo’s programs. Even programs with more modest ambitions need to acquire the ex- pertise required to handle, manipulate, and disseminate the agents selected, create an environment conducive to teamwork and learning, integrate the ac- quired knowledge into the existing knowledge base, and adapt the technology to their environment. These are complex and time-consuming tasks for pro- grams operating in a stable environment. For covert programs fearful of detec- tion, the task is made more challenging as the imperatives of maintaining covertness directly contradict the requirement of efacient knowledge use and production. The revolution in biotechnology has not reduced the importance of the in- tangible factors that shape bioweapons program outcomes. Although new breakthroughs in biotechnology can frequently accelerate progress in labora- tory work, these new techniques still depend heavily on teams of scientists and technicians developing new sets of skills through extensive experimen- tation. Only in this way can they demonstrate the utility of these new breakthroughs for particular applications. Thus, by taking into account the in- tangible dimension of proliferation, intelligence and policy ofacials can under- stand more holistically how a state or terrorist group can actually use the tangible resources they may have acquired. Ideally, developing a more thor- ough understanding of a program’s existing research and knowledge base, as well as how the program is organized and managed, will provide intelligence and policy ofacials with a better analytical basis for determining the time re- quired for the program to achieve its goal. This in turn will help policymakers fashion interventions that are most appropriate to respond to speciac threats. Gathering information about these intangible factors is dependent on intelli- gence efforts, and this article provides insights into how better collection and analysis on WMD threats might be accomplished. However, actions against a suspected program can beneacially be implemented even in the absence of de- tailed information about its knowledge base and organizational makeup. A policy aimed at frustrating the acquisition of skills, the collective interpretation and integration of data and individual knowledge, and the accumulation of knowledge can delay progress in a suspected program and possibly cause its failure. Much work still needs to be done to further illuminate the mechanics of weapons development. It is important, for instance, to gain a better under- standing of the inner workings of past state bioweapons programs and to identify the role that sociotechnical and organizational factors have played in inouencing these programs’ achievements. Past and suspected terrorist pro- grams should also be revisited to investigate the impact of organizational factors on their ability to develop weapons. It is also essential to more system- atically identify the contingencies associated with new technologies and other laboratory techniques to better understand the conditions of their use and the mechanism of their transfer to a new location or for a different use. The role of new technologies in such experiments should also be systematically studied to determine whether they actually eliminate the need for specialized skills or whether they require the development of new skills. This new line of inquiry could help political science and policy scholars further extend counterprolifer- ation and counterterrorism scholarship in new directions and support the development of more effective ways to target and disrupt covert bioweapons programs.  

Deterrence checks bioterror—the impact doesn’t equal nuclear war and multiple checks prevent spread

Danzig 3 (Richard, Former Secretary of the Navy and Senior Fellow at The CNA Corporation, 24 Cardozo L. Rev. 1497, Lexis)
One of the striking differences (though it has not been broadly grasped) about biological terrorism in this regard is that self-protective mechanisms are, in fact, stabilizing rather than destabilizing. They increase deterrence. If you are thinking about unleashing a biological weapon, and the United States has thought about it in advance, has worked up a methodology for dealing with it, and has come to grips with many of the kinds of issues I described, it decreases, rather than increases, the incentives to use it. So, that is the first of the three differences that I would cite.  A second major difference is in the continuous nature of a biological attack, and the fact that, unlike a nuclear attack, it is not cataclysmic at the moment of release. As a result, you have some opportunities for limiting damage: for example, the ability to quarantine so that your smallpox cases are limited in number.  [*1510]  Similarly, you have the ability to administer treatment, so that the anthrax cases result in relatively small numbers in terms of deaths caused. In fact, we have substantially improved our anthrax and smallpox response capabilities in the wake of the 5/11 attacks. That is a big achievement. Thus, a biological attack is very different from nuclear warfare and the creation of a civil defense against nuclear warfare. We have to jettison the old paradigm both for the reasons of deterrence and also because of the opportunities for consequence management.  The third difference is that investments in civil defense shelters in the 1950s were essentially sterile. If there was no nuclear attack, they yielded no reward to this country. They sit there and absorb our resources for no benefit. By contrast, investments in a public health capacity, which is the main form of preparation against bioterrorism, yield enormous rewards against everyday infectious diseases.  Put another way, we are consistently being attacked by nature. Having a capacity to deal with that is very important. In 1918, the United States suffered, along with the rest of the world, from a global influenza epidemic. More than half a million Americans died as a result. We have progressed considerably in modern medicine, but we still do not know how to deal with viruses in ways that would thwart such an epidemic. Every year there is the potential for that kind of epidemic.  So, quite apart from civil defense, investments in dealing with these epidemic-like issues can be extremely rewarding to society. Putting these together - the difference in deterrence, consequence management, and the everyday utility of these investments - you come up with a very different world from the traditional 1950's civil defense paradigm.
2NC Squo Solves

There’s research facilities, biosurveillance that solves the biological applications of ITS, intelligence agencies checking if terrorists have bioweapons, newly funded response systems, private companies working to prevent an attack and infrastructure across the nation ready to investigate, check and solve bioterrorism – That’s Gottron and Shea 11
2NC BioT Obstacles

Bioterrorism is impossible to happen, bioweapons are extremely difficult to craft requiring skills from every science branch including to but not limited to mechanical and electrical engineering, chemistry, statistics, aerobiology, and microbiology and bioweapons are checked by US-Russian programs that scout for such terror and have thousands of facilities to check and prevent a bio-attack and the spreading of it that’s Ouagrham-Gormley 12 

No bioterrorism and no impact---multiple obstacles

Stolar 6 October 2006, *Alex Stolar: Research Officer, Institute of Peace and Conflict Studies, “BIOTERRORISM AND US POLICY RESPONSES ASSESSING THE THREAT OF MASS CASUALTY,” http://www.ipcs.org/pdf_file/issue/1659566521IPCS-Special-Report-31.pdf, AJ

Each of these steps presents significant hurdles for terrorists. Acquiring a strain of a Category A agent which is significantly robust for storage, reproduction, transport, and dispersal, and which has the virulence to infect large numbers to inflict mass casualties is very difficult. Likewise, growing, storing, and transporting biological agents requires substantial financial, logistical, and technological resources, as well as highly trained scientists and technicians. Most of all, according to William Patrick of the US Army Biological Warfare Laboratories, dissemination is the largest hurdle for bioterrorism.4 Indeed, after devoting billions of dollars and years of research, dispersal is still a challenge before US and Russian biological weapons scientists. It is unlikely, at this stage, that terrorists will have the means, sophistication, logistics, or motivation to carry out a bioterrorist attack. Preparing biological agents for an attack is very hard and costly. Despite spending millions of dollars, and several years of work, the Aum Shinrikyo cult was unable to develop an effective biological weapon. Likewise, the 2001 Anthrax attacks in the United States involved very virulent Anthrax spores, but only five persons were killed. More sophisticated spores and dispersal methods would be required for a mass causalty attack. As Professor Milton Leitenberg notes, apart from the Rajneeshee cult attack in 1984, which sickened many, but killed none, “there is apparently no other ‘terrorist’ group that is known to have successfully cultured any pathogen.”5 Moreover, a lingering question is, why would terrorists use bioweapons in an attack? Executing a biological weapon attack is difficult and expensive, and does not suit the modus operandi of the sole group with the means to pursue bioterrorism, Al Qaeda. At present, Al Qaeda favors simple attacks that generate great fear. 9/11 was executed with box cutters; the Madrid train attacks with dynamite purchased from petty criminals6; the London 7/7 bombings utilized simple explosives that could be fashioned with easily available materials and little expertise7; and the terrorists in the recent plot to bomb flights from London to the US intended to use nail polish remover and hair bleach.8 Al Qaeda favors creating great fear at little cost. Why would it stray from this effective formula to bioterrorism which is expensive and of questionable reliability?9 The unavoidable conclusion is that only a nation-state could conduct a bioweapon attack. However, a taboo against using biological weapons exists—not since World War II has one state attacked another with biological weapons. Like non-state actors, states seem to prefer the lower costs and high reliability of conventional weapons or even chemical weapons. Accordingly, it seems the threat of bioterrorism in the near future is low. Neither terrorists nor states seem likely to use bioweapons for attack. Therefore, though possible, it does not seem probable that a mass casualty bioterrorist attack will occur over the next five to ten years. It is unlikely that states will use bioweapons against other states. It is equally unlikely that states will use a terrorist organization as a conduit to attack another state. Only terrorist organizations, operating alone within a weak or failed state, would develop bioweapons for an attack against a state. However, terrorist organizations like Al Qaeda presently lack the expertise, logistics, and equipment for a bioterror attack. In the next five years, it is unlikely that terrorists will acquire such capabilities. Beyond that time frame, what stands between terrorists and potent bioweapons are the policies of individual states and multilateral bioweapon non-proliferation regimes. If the policies of states and the relevant international regimes are robust, terrorists will be unable to mount bioterror attacks. If, on the other hand, these policies and regimes are feeble, or even counterproductive, the threat of bioterrorism will be real and grave. The present circumstances provide great reason for optimism. Unlike nuclear terrorism, there is no imminent threat of biological terrorism. Thoughtful and effective strategies implemented today can eliminate this threat. How often is this case true in international security? How often can strategists say, this threat could be dangerous in a decade, but is not dangerous now, and can be prevented forever if the right steps are taken? One would think that the world, and the US in particular, would seize this opportunity to prevent this future threat; unfortunately, however, America’s biodefense policies since 9/11 are hurting rather than helping efforts to minimize bioterrorism risks. Bioterrorism presents a grave, but not imminent threat to America and the world. American leadership is needed to make sure terrorists never acquire the ability to execute a mass casualty bioattack. Unfortunately, America’s biodefense strategies are currently increasing the risks of bioterrorism. In the years ahead, those American leaders responsible for protecting the US against bioterrorism should heed the maxim which has served so many doctors so well for so long: Primum non nocere.  

Their studies are wrong – extremely hard for even states to get bioweapons
CACNP 10 1/26, *CENTER FOR ARMS CONTROL AND NON-PROLIFERATION: SCIENTISTS WORKING GROUP ON BIOLOGICAL AND CHEMICAL WEAPONS, “BIOLOGICAL THREATS: A MATTER OF BALANCE,” http://armscontrolcenter.org/policy/biochem/articles/Biological%20Threats%20-%20A%20Matter%20of%20Balance.pdf, AJ
The bioterrorist threat has been greatly exaggerated. New bioweapons assessments are needed that take into account the complex set of social and technical issues that shape bioweapons development and use by state and non-state actors, and that focus on more plausible threats than the worst-case scenarios that have largely driven discussion to date. Offensive, including terrorist, use of biological agents presents major technical problems. This is why the Soviet Union, United States, United Kingdom and others needed to spend vast sums for decades in order to research and develop biological weapons. Even then the results were considered an unreliable form of warfare, and there was little opposition to their elimination by international agreement (indeed the US unilaterally eliminated its biological weapons stockpiles). The effects of using biological materials, whether on a large scale or a smaller terrorist scale, are highly uncertain. Although the 2001 anthrax letters created panic and had a significant economic impact, the number of deaths and serious illnesses was very small. Existing bioweapons assessments focus on a narrow set of assumptions about potential adversaries and their technical capabilities. New bioweapons threat assessments are needed that take into account the more complex set of social and technical issues that shape bioweapons capabilities of state and non-state actors and that critically examine existing assumptions.  
2NC Deterrence Checks

Terrorists would not use a bioattack they know that the US will be able to check it cure it and everything. Along with that damage they know the US would get back at them and wipe them off all existence – so they won’t attack – that’s Danzig 3
OffCases
States Counterplan

1NC States
Counterplan Text – The fifty states and all relevant territories should uniformly work together to establish a national Intelligent Transportation System in the United States 

State Uniformity solves

DOT 11 Department of Transportation Intelligent Transportation Systems (ITS) Standards Program Strategic Plan for 2011–2014 April 2011 http://www.its.dot.gov/standards_strategic_plan/index.htm
Intelligent Transportation Systems(ITS) require logical and physical connections among many diverse entities: from state and local transportation and management systems and tolling devices, to the networks that provide the wireless linkages, to the end users themselves—their vehicles (including private, commercial, and municipal vehicles), passengers' carry-in devices, and applications. The transportation environment is particularly demanding for information technology:? Vehicles—and the equipment installed in them—are typically on the road for 10, 15, even 20 or more years. They need to interact with an infrastructure and associated services that last for decades.? Vehicles, devices, and applications are built by a multitude of vendors, manufacturers, and service providers. In addition, any given device may be used in many different cities, states, and even nations—each with its own transportation management authority—over the course of the device's lifetime.? In contrast to vehicles and infrastructure, however, electronics and information technology lifecycles are often as short as one to two years.? To deliver the required functionality in this context, intelligent transportation requires interoperability. Interoperability ensures that ITS-enabled vehicles, devices, infrastructure, and applications will effectively communicate with one another and communicate as needed, whether they're built in Michigan or California—or Germany or Japan—and used in Salt Lake City or Miami—or Amsterdam or Shanghai. Ensuring this level of interoperability over the lifecycle of the infrastructure and vehicles that operate within it—while remaining sufficiently flexible to allow for incorporating technological advances into successive generations of vehicle and equipment that must coexist—is a critical challenge of the ITS program. Such interoperability is only possible with a robust set of standards.4

Solvency

Local ITS solves better – more flexible and solve congestion better Minnesota proves
Transportation for America, October 2010 (White Paper; Smart Mobility for a 21st Century America, p.26) 

The Twin Cities Metropolitan Area is using innovative solutions to relieve congestion on major highways in the region, with a particular focus on Interstate 35. The effort, part of a Minnesota Urban Partnership Agreement (UPA), utilizes a suite of intelligent transportation approaches, sometimes known as the 4Ts: Tolling, Transit, Telecommuting/ Travel Demand Management and Technology. The Minnesota UPA involves ITS technologies like real-time traffic and transit information, transit signal priority, and guidance mechanisms for shoulder-running buses. These technologies will significantly reduce travel time for riders. “Trip time will be about half an hour. We’ll offer six trips in the morning and six trips home in the afternoon,” Bob Gibbons, a spokesman for Metro Transit, told Minnesota Public Radio. First, the city is converting existing bus-only shoulder lanes and High Occupancy Vehicle (HOV) lanes along portions of the Interstate into wider lanes with prices that vary based on occupancy. Cars with only one occupant will have to pay a toll to access the lanes during peak hours, with prices set to ensure free-flowing travel. City officials say this will enable bus speeds to increase to 50 mph from the current bus-only shoulder lane speeds of 35 mph or less. Second, a portion of the toll revenues from the new lanes will fund significant fare discounts for transit riders taking trips using the new facilities during peak periods. In and around the I-35W corridor, transit services will increase and a bus rapid transit network will be created, utilizing at least 27 newly purchased transit vehicles. There are also plans for six new park-and-ride lots with more than 1,400 additional spaces. Third, new dynamic message signs and some existing signs will inform travelers about the availability of the lanes for non-bus use, toll rates for when the lanes are available, travel speeds on priced lanes versus on general purpose lanes and transit alternatives. The final element of the Minnesota UPA is telecommuting. This locally funded effort will focus on expanding upon the successful Results-Only Work Environment program, in which employers agree to provide employees the flexibility to telecommute or shift their hours to avoid congested commutes. Approximately 75 percent of Best Buy’s 4,500 corporate office employees participate in ROWE. Officials are targeting large employers, including the 20 Fortune 500 companies in the region, for participation, with the goal of reducing 500 daily peak-period trips throughout the corridor.

AT: No Cooperation/Uniformity
States Cooperation Now - ITS was developed on highway I-15 by multiple states
I-15 Mobility Alliance 11, I-15 Mobility Alliance, the Interstates Alliance that developed ITS on highway I-15, I‐15 Corridor System Characteristics: Intelligent Transportation Systems June 2011 https://www.google.com/search?q=I%E2%80%9015+Corridor+System+Characteristics%3A+Intelligent+Transportation+Systems&ie=utf-8&oe=utf-8&aq=t&rls=org.mozilla:en-US:official&client=firefox-a
Intelligent Transportation Systems (ITS) are a way to improve mobility and enhance the? efficiency of operations without adding capacity. ITS facilitates better use of all available? modes of surface transportation and allows the traveling public to make informed decisions? regarding mode choice and route. From California to Utah, transportation jurisdictions have? implemented a range of successful ITS applications along I-15. These applications include? hardware improvements such as ramp metering and dynamic message signs (DMS) to display? real time travel information, as well as programmatic systems such as 511 public information? lines and Road Weather Information Systems (RWIS). The following section describes and? defines different components of ITS which have been applied on I-15.? ITS Applications on I-15? Definitions of ITS Technologies and Programs? Traffic Management and Traffic Operations Centers? Traffic Management Centers (TMC) and Traffic Operations Centers (TOC) are centralized? locations which run the traffic operations of a specific area. TMCs/TOCs include systems to? process the roadway conditions data and then share that information with the public and? emergency responders to increase safety and efficiency. Along I-15 there are several TMCs? and TOCs. In California, there are TMCs for both District 8 (San Bernardino and Riverside? Counties) and District 11 (San Diego and Imperial Counties). Nevada operates the FAST? (Freeway & Arterial System of Transportation) TMC in Las Vegas. The Arizona Department? of Transportation (ADOT) operates a TOC in Phoenix, and Utah Department of? Transportation (UDOT) operates their TOC out of Salt Lake City.
States solve ITS better – I-15 was developed with synergy between the states
I-15 Mobility Alliance 11, I-15 Mobility Alliance, the Interstates Alliance that developed ITS on highway I-15, I‐15 Corridor System Characteristics: Intelligent Transportation Systems June 2011 https://www.google.com/search?q=I%E2%80%9015+Corridor+System+Characteristics%3A+Intelligent+Transportation+Systems&ie=utf-8&oe=utf-8&aq=t&rls=org.mozilla:en-US:official&client=firefox-a

According to FHWA, Traffic Incident Management (TIM) is a planned and coordinated? process by multiple public agencies and private sector partners to detect, respond to,? and remove traffic incidents and restore traffic capacity as safety and quickly as? possible. Effectively managing traffic indents can reduce delay, improve traveler and? emergency responder safety, and improve travel time reliability.? Most DOTs operate freeway service patrol vehicles or incident response teams with? capabilities to manage traffic and move inoperable vehicles. These programs are? generally very popular with the public and have demonstrated huge benefits to? incident management and clearance (KHA 2010). A brief description of the Incident? Management Programs in the I-15 Mobility Alliance States is provided below.? California? In San Diego, the Transportation Management Center (TMC) combines Caltrans Traffic? Operations, Caltrans Maintenance, and California Highway Patrol (CHP)? Communications in one location allowing them to monitor, control and manage? incidents on the freeways together. The TMC utilizes real-time incident detection,? verification and coordination of response and monitors incident locations and status to? relay real-time information to the traveling public. CHP dispatch uses computer aided? dispatch (CAD) to assign officers and freeway service patrol trucks to the incident.? The TMC is providing the communications, surveillance and computer infrastructure? necessary for coordinated transportation management during major incidents on the? freeways. Caltrans new TMC in San Bernardino County (proposed to open in 2011)? will also co-locate the CHP and Caltrans in one facility to help better manage incidents? on the freeways.? Nevada? In 2008, Nevada Department of Transportation (NDOT) began working on the? Statewide Integrated Transportation Reliability Program (ITRP) to identify regional? and statewide strategies to improve the reliability of travel. One way to increase? reliability is to improve incident management.? In Nevada, the Freeway and Arterial System of Transportation (FAST) Traffic? Management Center is collocated with Nevada Highway Patrol’s Southern Command? dispatch allowing for coordinated freeway management efforts for incident response.? A TIM Coalition has been established in Southern Nevada. It works exclusively with? freeway incidents and the goals of the TIM Coalition are (KHA 2010):?  Provide safe and efficient management of traffic incidents for first responders,? residents, visitors and commerce in Las Vegas.?  Reduce the severity of primary and secondary accidents on the highways in Las? Vegas.?  Provide a technology infrastructure in the Las Vegas region that is amply? adequate for continual improvement of managing traffic incidents.?  Provide accurate traffic condition and travel time information to travelers with? alternate travel options.?  Provide resources to facilitate meeting traffic incident management mission and? goals.? Arizona? ADOT developed a Statewide Roadway Incident Management Plan in 2000. The plan? established a set of manuals and procedures for the effective management of? emergency incidents.? Some of the results brought about from the recommendations of this Incident? Management Plan include (ATRC 2003):?  Passage of a quick clearance law.?  Use of Total Station survey technology to record incident data and to save? investigation time and re-open the roadway more quickly, reducing congestion? and secondary crashes.?  Initial use of aerial photogrammetry to record incident data.?  Creation of multi-agency training plans for proper use of vehicle warning and? emergency lights in construction work zone areas.?  Creation of a Maricopa County roadway incident response team (Maricopa? County REACT)?  Created a cooperative attitude between the various governments.?  It began the practice of shared resources among agencies.?  Developed the concept and model for the current Department of Public Safety? Freeway Service Patrol on the Phoenix freeway system.? Utah? Utah’s Department of Transportation (UDOT) Incident Management Program has been? in place since 1994. The program provides routine courtesy service patrol on freeways? and emergency response to incidents. UDOT’s Incident Management Team performs? traffic control at the scene and provides warning to approaching drivers, improving? the safety of both travelers and emergency responders. Utah Highway Patrol, under? authority prescribed in Utah Code 41-6a-102, has authorized the Incident Management? Team to respond to incidents as an emergency vehicle in certain limited circumstances? described in policy helping reduce incident response times and faster clearing of? incidents. (UDOT 2008)? A corridor-wide traffic incident management program would significantly improve? operations to keep people and goods moving along I-15. A corridor-wide program? would improve the management of traffic and emergency operations across multiple? jurisdictional and agency boundaries and would enhance the coordination and? implementation of interagency efforts in response to major incidents. This program? would require multi-jurisdiction coordination and a planned approach to more? effectively react and respond to incidents on I-15. It would also improve safety and? minimize traffic delays due to an incident. Corridor-wide traffic incident management? involves cooperation, coordination, and information sharing among all agencies. For? example, exchanging information among agencies would allow the use of dynamic? message signs to disseminate traffic and incident information to motorists further in? advance, allowing them to choose alternative routes or revise their travel plans.? Integrated Corridor Management

Interstate cooperation now – All of east coast working together on ITS now

I-95 Corridor Coalition 09, I-95 Corridor Coalition interstate agency developing ITS on I-95, What is the Coalition, 2009 http://www.i95coalition.org/i95/Home/WhatistheCoalition/tabid/112/Default.aspx

The I-95 Corridor Coalition is an alliance of transportation agencies, toll authorities, and related organizations, including public safety, from the State of Maine to the State of Florida, with affiliate members in Canada. The Coalition provides a forum for key decision and policy makers to address transportation management and operations issues of common interest. This volunteer, consensus-driven organization enables its myriad state, local and regional member agencies to work together to improve transportation system performance far more than they could working individually. The Coalition has successfully served as a model for multi-state/jurisdictional interagency cooperation and coordination for over a decade. ? ? ? How it all Began ? The Coalition began in the early 1990's as an informal group of transportation professionals working together to more effectively manage major highway incidents that impacted travel across jurisdictional boundaries. In 1993, the Coalition was formally established to enhance transportation mobility, safety, and efficiency in the region.? During the 1990’s, the focus of the Coalition's program evolved from studying and testing intelligent transportation systems (ITS) technologies to a broader perspective that embraced integrated deployments and coordinated operations. The Coalition's perspective evolved from a concentration on highways to one that encompasses all modes of travel and focuses on the efficient transfer of people and goods between modes. Facilitation of regional incident management in areas such as pre-planning, coordination and communication among transportation and public safety agencies in the corridor remains a key part of the Coalition’s focus. Today, the Coalition emphasizes information management as the underpinning of seamless operations across jurisdictions and modes.? ? The Future of the Coalition ? The Coalition continues to expand its perspective by paying increased attention to areas of growing national and regional concern.? It will provide organizational and technical support to foster learning and information sharing among Coalition member organizations and others.? It will help develop and manage information systems that will assist member agencies with system management and operations, provide a source of long-distance travel information for the traveling public, and support investment decisions of the Coalition and its member agencies.? It will accelerate coordinated system management and operations by facilitating deployments of cross-jurisdictional and multimodal programs and services.? The Coalition will continue to be a doing organization. Our future holds a more active role in performing analyses of important regional transportation management and operations issues, and stronger ties to sister organizations such as the regional organizations of the American Association of State Highway and Transportation Officials (AASHTO) and ITS America. Our future also holds a continuing successful partnership with the Federal Highway Administration and other modal agencies of the US Department of Transportation.? The members of the I-95 Corridor Coalition recognize that the region’s complex and growing transportation management and operations problems must be addressed through an institution that provides a mechanism for coordinating and resolving issues in a spirit of cooperation and consensus. The I-95 Corridor Coalition will continue to evolve in directions that allow it to effectively serve the needs of its member agencies and the traveling public for seamless and effective transportation system management and operations across all modes of travel.

AT: No Standard

ITS development is standardized now

DOT 6/28 U.S. Department of Transportation (US DOT) Research and Innovative Technology Administration (RITA) U.S. National ITS Architecture has been updated to version 7.0 June 28, 2012 http://www.its.dot.gov/press/2012/architecture_update.htm
The National Intelligent Transportation Systems (ITS) Architecture provides a common framework for planning, defining, and integrating ITS deployments. The Architecture has been developed and evolved stakeholder input utilizing a consensus-building methodology in accordance with legislative direction to develop and maintain a National Architecture. The National ITS Architecture reflects the contributions of a broad cross-section of the ITS community and provides a definitive reference for ITS deployment planning.? The National ITS Architecture defines:? The functions that are required for ITS.? The physical subsystems where these functions reside.? The information exchanges that connect these functions and physical subsystems together into an integrated system.? Major new additions to version 7.0 include:? An Architecture Use section was added to the website that describes how the architecture is used to support transportation planning, programming, and project development. This new view of the architecture includes planning factors, goals, objectives and strategies that are created through the transportation planning process. Each of these outputs are linked to the service packages in the National ITS Architecture, providing an entry point to the architecture that is oriented to transportation planners and grounded in the transportation planning process. ? The Architecture has been modified to keep it in alignment with the Federal Motor Carrier Administration’s (FMCSA) Commercial Vehicle Information Systems and Networks (CVISN) 4.0. Several architecture flows and support for FMCSA’s Wireless Roadside Inspection Program were added.? Three new service packages were created to support Active Traffic Management: ATMS22: Variable Speed Limits, ATMS23: Dynamic Lane Management and Shoulder User, and ATMS24: Dynamic Roadway Warning. ? The website has been significantly upgraded, with hyperlinked diagrams, a 'use page' that supports transportation planning, programming and project development, and a new Institutional Layer page.? The Architecture has been made more consistent with the ITS Architecture for Canada version 2.0. This includes the addition of APTS11: Multimodal Connection Protection and ATMS26: Mixed User Warning Systems. ? The Architecture has been aligned with the US DOT’s connected vehicle research program, including consistent use of connected vehicle terminology.? Support for alternative pricing of roadways, including vehicle-miles-traveled (VMT) plans, was added with ATMS25: VMT Road User Payment.
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The affirmative’s justifications of transportation planning are bio-political and disguise security discourse as necessary.
RICHARD WILLSON, Department of Urban and Regional Planning, 2001 “Assessing communicative rationality as a transportation planning paradigm” http://www.springerlink.com/content/u7786878328j6852/fulltext.pdf

The theory of knowledge, or epistemology, that is implied by instrumental rationality is scientific objectivism. Drawing from the natural sciences, engineering and certain of the social sciences, this view assumes that objective facts can be known and that the analyst is able to observe a system without participating in it or effecting it. Furthermore, it is assumed that facts can be separated from subjective information and abstracted from complex social settings. Data analysis and modeling results provide the primary information upon which alternatives are evaluated, information such as level of service, air quality conditions or cost effectiveness. Objectivist epistemology and instrumental rationality method go hand-in-hand – if one element cannot be supported it is difficult to justify the other. Some aspects of the practice of transportation planning are well suited to the traditional focus described above. Many transportation conditions are quantifiable and certain aspects of travel behavior are quite predictable (e.g., traveler 5 Figure 1. Conventional planning process. route selection). Most plans involve complex technical aspects that are suited to a scientific approach. If there is a social consensus about ends and the range of alternatives is within an aspect of travel behavior that is predictable, then the traditional model has much to recommend it. Indeed, the efficiency with which people and goods are moved in developed countries is a testament to the efficiency of these methods. Criticisms of the conventional model It is not new to observe that the practice of transportation planning does not follow the classic instrumental rationality model. It important to review those criticisms, however, because they illustrate the possibilities for communicative rationality. Conventional transportation planning practice reflects a tension between the espoused theory just described and a theory-in-use of strategic rationality. By strategic rationality, I mean a form of rationality that is oriented toward achieving political action. One of the realities of practice is that transportation planners are frequently not able to achieve a consensus concerning the ends of planning. The multiple stakeholders to transportation planning often have different goals and objectives; in recent decades the range of goals for transportation have widened significantly. Instead of acting as advisors to a rational actor decision-maker who is functioning in a closed system, transportation planners find competing interest groups in an organizationally defined and differentially empowered setting. Instead of well-defined problems, they find multiple, perhaps ideologically defined problems. Instead of perfect information and analytic certainty, they find contested, ideological information and models that are stretched to represent complex behavioral realities. The transportation planner’s challenge is to reconcile the espoused theory with these conditions to find practical wisdom and a process that will lead to decision-making and plan adoption. The conventional model is not helpful in this regard. Furthermore, transportation scholarship has abandoned the issue except for offering postmortem on failed processes. The claims for objectivity in data and models that underpin instrumental rationality have been challenged from numerous standpoints. Quantification draws attention to some things and hides other things, such as equity issues or qualitative considerations. For example, studies of travel patterns by gender reveal differences formerly hidden in aggregate data. Wachs (1985) points out that models are also manipulated to produce predetermined outcomes. More broadly, Throgmorton (1993) argues that analytic techniques do not present an objective truth, but instead act as figures of speech and argument. In other words, a survey instrument or model does not exist disconnected from speech in a place and time. Surveys and models have an audience, they respond to what came before, they construct the roles of planners and others and they are built on language concepts. Finally, Harvey (1985) suggests that transportation models must respond to the fact that “values are invoked and mediated through the process, rather than resolved at an early stage” (pp. 458). When models ignore this reality, as they often do, their results become less relevant to decision making. Yet model results and analytic data are often presented as “findings” rather than a form of discourse.

The dream of security produces apocalypse– constructions of existential risk produce the annihilation they are meant to escape

Pever Coviello, Prof. of English @ Bowdoin, 2k [Queer Frontiers, p. 39-40]

Perhaps. But to claim that American culture is at present decisively postnuclear is not to say that the world we inhabit is in any way postapocalyptic. Apocalypse, as I began by saying, changed-it did not go away. And here I want to hazard my second assertion: if, in the nuclear age of yesteryear, apocalypse signified an event threatening everyone and everything with (in Jacques Derrida’s suitably menacing phrase) "remainderless and a-symbolic destruction," then in the postnuclear world apocalypse is an affair whose parameters are definitively local. In shape and in substance, apocalypse is defined now by the affliction it brings somewhere else, always to an "other" people whose very presence might then be written as a kind of dangerous contagion, threatening the safety and prosperity of a cherished "general population." This fact seems to me to stand behind Susan Sontag's incisive observation, from 1989, that, 'Apocalypse is now a long-running serial: not 'Apocalypse Now' but 'Apocalypse from Now On."" The decisive point here in the perpetuation of the threat of apocalypse (the point Sontag goes on, at length, to miss) is that apocalypse is ever present because, as an element in a vast economy of power, it is ever useful. That is, through the perpetual threat of destruction-through the constant reproduction of the figure of apocalypse-agencies of power ensure their authority to act on and through the bodies of a particular population. No one turns this point more persuasively than Michel Foucault, who in the final chapter of his first volume of The History of Sexuality addresses himself to the problem of a power that is less repressive than productive, less life-threatening than, in his words, "life-administering." Power, he contends, "exerts a positive influence on life land, endeavors to administer, optimize, and multiply it, subjecting it to precise controls and comprehensive regulations?' In his brief comments on what he calls "the atomic situation;' however, Foucault insists as well that the productiveness of modern power must not be mistaken for a uniform repudiation of violent or even lethal means. For as "managers of life and survival, of bodies and the race," agencies of modern power presume to act 'on the behalf of the existence of everyone." Whatsoever might be construed as a threat to life and survival in this way serves to authorize any expression of force, no matter how invasive or, indeed, potentially annihilating. "If genocide is indeed the dream of modem power," Foucault writes, "this is not because of a recent return to the ancient right to kill; it is because power is situated and exercised at the level of life, the species, the race, and the large-scale phenomena of population." For a state that would arm itself not with the power to kill its population, but with a more comprehensive power over the patterns and functioning of its collective life, the threat of an apocalyptic demise, nuclear or otherwise, seems a civic initiative that can scarcely be done without.
Alternative – Reject the affirmative’s security logic – only resistance to the discourse of security can generate genuine political thought 
Mark Neocleous, Prof. of Government @ Brunel, 2008 [Critique of Security, 185-6]

The only way out of such a dilemma, to escape the fetish, is perhaps to eschew the logic of security altogether - to reject it as so ideologically loaded in favour of the state that any real political thought other than the authoritarian and reactionary should be pressed to give it up. That is clearly something that can not be achieved within the limits of bourgeois thought and thus could never even begin to be imagined by the security intellectual. It is also something that the constant iteration of the refrain 'this is an insecure world' and reiteration of one fear, anxiety and insecurity after another will also make it hard to do. But it is something that the critique of security suggests we may have to consider if we want a political way out of the impasse of security.  This impasse exists because security has now become so all-encompassing that it marginalises all else, most notably the constructive conflicts, debates and discussions that animate political life. The constant prioritising of a mythical security as a political end - as the political end constitutes a rejection of politics in any meaningful sense of the term. That is, as a mode of action in which differences can be articulated, in which the conflicts and struggles that arise from such differences can be fought for and negotiated, in which people might come to believe that another world is possible - that they might transform the world and in turn be transformed. Security politics simply removes this; worse, it remoeves it while purportedly addressing it. In so doing it suppresses all issues of power and turns political questions into debates about the most efficient way to achieve 'security', despite the fact that we are never quite told - never could be told - what might count as having achieved it. Security politics is, in this sense, an anti-politics,"' dominating political discourse in much the same manner as the security state tries to dominate human beings, reinforcing security fetishism and the monopolistic character of security on the political imagination. We therefore need to get beyond security politics, not add yet more 'sectors' to it in a way that simply expands the scope of the state and legitimises state intervention in yet more and more areas of our lives.  Simon Dalby reports a personal communication with Michael Williams, co-editor of the important text Critical Security Studies, in which the latter asks: if you take away security, what do you put in the hole that's left behind? But I'm inclined to agree with Dalby: maybe there is no hole."' The mistake has been to think that there is a hole and that this hole needs to be filled with a new vision or revision of security in which it is re-mapped or civilised or gendered or humanised or expanded or whatever. All of these ultimately remain within the statist political imaginary, and consequently end up reaffirming the state as the terrain of modern politics, the grounds of security. The real task is not to fill the supposed hole with yet another vision of security, but to fight for an alternative political language which takes us beyond the narrow horizon of bourgeois security and which therefore does not constantly throw us into the arms of the state. That's the point of critical politics: to develop a new political language more adequate to the kind of society we want. Thus while much of what I have said here has been of a negative order, part of the tradition of critical theory is that the negative may be as significant as the positive in setting thought on new paths.  For if security really is the supreme concept of bourgeois society and the fundamental thematic of liberalism, then to keep harping on about insecurity and to keep demanding 'more security' (while meekly hoping that this increased security doesn't damage our liberty) is to blind ourselves to the possibility of building real alternatives to the authoritarian tendencies in contemporary politics. To situate ourselves against security politics would allow us to circumvent the debilitating effect achieved through the constant securitising of social and political issues, debilitating in the sense that 'security' helps consolidate the power of the existing forms of social domination and justifies the short-circuiting of even the most democratic forms. It would also allow us to forge another kind of politics centred on a different conception of the good. We need a new way of thinking and talking about social being and politics that moves us beyond security. This would perhaps be emancipatory in the true sense of the word. What this might mean, precisely, must be open to debate. But it certainly requires recognising that security is an illusion that has forgotten it is an illusion; it requires recognising that security is not the same as solidarity; it requires accepting that insecurity is part of the human condition, and thus giving up the search for the certainty of security and instead learning to tolerate the uncertainties, ambiguities and 'insecurities' that come with being human; it requires accepting that 'securitizing' an issue does not mean dealing with it politically, but bracketing it out and handing it to the state; it requires us to be brave enough to return the gift."'
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Jackson Vanik will pass now only with Obama’s political capital
Reuters 7/27 House panel approves bill to upgrade Russia trade ties Jul 27, 2012 1:04pm 

(Reuters) - A key congressional committee on Thursday voted overwhelmingly to lift a Cold War-era restriction on trade with Russia, but the top congressional Republican said President Barack Obama must do more to get the bill passed into law.The White House and business groups want lawmakers to approve the legislation before leaving next week for a month-long recess so U.S. companies can share in the full benefits of Russia's entry in the World Trade Organization on August 22.? But House of Representatives Speaker John Boehner appeared to throw cold water on the idea of final congressional approval next week, despite the bipartisan vote in the House Ways and Means Committee in favor of the trade legislation.? "If the president really thinks this is an important issue that we have to deal with, then maybe he ought to be out there making the case for it. I haven't seen that as yet," Boehner told reporters.? The White House has said passage of the bill is its top trade priority. But the measure faces opposition from labor unions, an important Democratic constituency ahead of the November 6 presidential and congressional elections.? "The President is committed to working with Congress to seek passage of this bill that will enable him to extend Permanent Normal Trade Relations to Russia and allow American businesses, ranchers, farmers, and workers to receive the full benefit of Russia's WTO commitments," White House spokeswoman Caitlin Hayden said.? "We urge Congress to take action on this important legislation as soon as possible," she said.? Unions contend the deal Russia made to join the WTO is too weak in a number of areas, and the bill would not ensure Moscow lives up to the WTO pact.? Ways and Means Committee Chairman Dave Camp, a Republican, said the House could take up the measure next week, but only if the Democratic-controlled Senate agrees not to tinker with it extensively.? "We can't send a revenue bill over to the Senate without understanding what they're going to do with it," Camp said. "Once they commit to a process we can rely on, we can move in the House. But we can't move in the House until we get a commitment on that process."

ITS and Transport bills are partisan quagmires

Lovaas 2/1 [Deron, Federal Transportation Policy Director, NRDC2012, “Worst. Transportation. Bill. Ever.” Red Green and Blue, http://redgreenandblue.org/2012/02/01/worst-transportation-bill-ever/]

Partisanship is the reason for constant gridlock in Congress. One exception has been the issue of transportation. NRDC is on the record — analyzing and critiquing yet supporting – the bipartisan federal transportation bill that passed the Senate Environment and Public Works Committee. Passage of that bill through committee was made possible by the collaboration of two leaders diametrically opposed on the partisan spectrum: Sens. Barbara Boxer (D-CA) and Jim Inhofe (R-OK). Boxer and Inhofe cobbled together a two-year transportation bill called MAP-21, and while it is far from perfect it includes some advances in transportation policy. Better yet is the Senate Commerce Committee’s addition to the bill, which includes provisions that would benefit our environment. This is a stark contrast with the House of Representatives, which is rolling out its uniquely terrible bill in pieces this week. The first thing to note is that to pay for the transportation bill, the House is taking the unprecedented step of marking up three drilling bills in the Natural Resources Committee. One opens Alaska’s Arctic National Wildlife Refuge to drilling; another would actually require new drilling off the Atlantic and Pacific coasts (including more drilling in the Gulf of Mexico, which is still recovering from the disastrous BP oil spill); and another opens millions of acres in the western U.S. to oil shale development. These bills would damage some of America’s most pristine natural resources, and as I’ve written about many times before they would do nothing to boost the nation’s energy independence. Moreover, the linkage with transportation policy breaks dramatically with the tradition of relying mostly on “user fees” (e.g., fuel taxes and tolls on roads), a useful tool that is especially important to fiscal conservatives. In fact, I spoke at a briefing yesterday with some unlikely allies including policy experts with the Reason Foundation and the Competitive Enterprise Institute who also oppose larding the transportation bill up with drilling schemes. So the House GOP approach has two strikes against it: It would harm the environment and it violates an important principle in transportation finance. Strike three: It won’t work. The revenue from new drilling is too little, too late – and it is speculative at best. (Who knows what leases might sell, whether drilling will strike oil, what the market conditions will be if it does, and so on?) As policy analyst Erich Zimmerman of Taxpayers for Common Sense puts it, “It’s akin to buying the Ferrari today because you’re pretty sure the raise is coming sometime in the future.” Dumb, dumb, dumb. And the transportation bill these schemes would supposedly help fund? Even dumber. Indeed, the transportation bill drafted by Republicans on the House Transportation and Infrastructure Committee is a 700+ page march of horribles. To get an idea, start with Title III, which is supposedly all about “environmental streamlining.” This section contains sweeping changes to environmental reviews, which are key to providing those of us in the public some oversight when highway agencies propose paving parts of our communities. The demolition of community and environmental protections can be put into four buckets: Wholesale delegation of authority for reviews, and for determining whether or not they should even be performed (by deeming a project “categorically excluded” from such scrutiny), to state highway agencies; Limits on what alternatives can be reviewed, or challenged, in the review process; One-size-fits-all, arbitrary deadlines for completing or challenging reviews regardless of project size, including nasty provisions that imperiously grant “deemed approved” status to projects if reviewing analysts or citizens take too long to comment; and Loopholes such as waivers from review should the president decide a project is warranted, waivers if the federal portion of the funding is small, as well as waivers in case of an emergency (already provided for under current law). This is just a preliminary list of awful provisions undermining community involvement and environmental protection with transportation project development; I’ll write about others if I uncover them. Okay, what about the investments included in the legislation? The bill spends about $260 billion of our taxpayer dollars, the majority of which, of course, goes to highways. The good news is that much of this is devoted to repairing bridges, a tribute to work that groups like Transportation for America have done to shine a light on the perilous state they’re in. There is also a section with grants for intelligent transportation systems, which can reduce emissions by improving traffic flow using better technology. Pretty much the best that can be said about the rest of the bill’s investments is that transit spending doesn’t shrink as a proportion of the whole bill’s investments. What about the bad news? The bill, of course, takes a hatchet to bicycle and pedestrian funding. The Safe Routes to School program is eliminated, and funding is withdrawn for bicycle/pedestrian coordinators at state highway agencies. And a new and disastrous loophole has been added to a much bigger program, the Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality Improvement Program (CMAQ), opening it up to projects that funnel single-occupant-vehicle drivers around. This program was enacted twenty years ago to address the twin goals of reducing congestion as well as air quality; this new provision could unleash proposals for highway expansions that reduce pollution in their first few years but increase it over time, endangering public health and the environment. Oddly, the bill also removes a provision requiring that cost-effectiveness be a criterion for allocating these dollars. So this bill undercuts the largest environmental program other than the transit account in the bill. There are provisions worthy of analysis for their environmental implications in the planning title (creating, for example, a national plan with goals including energy savings and environmental protection) and the area of private financing (dramatically expanding the TIFIA program as the Senate bill does, and capitalizing state infrastructure banks). But the former look toothless and the latter appear to benefit highways more than transit or other alternatives. Whereas NRDC found the Senate transportation bill to be, overall, a positive step toward collaborative federal policy-making, regrettably we have but one recommended course of action for the House version: Kill the bill. 

Repeal requires political leverage from Obama

Doug Palmer, 7-19-12 (Staff Writer, Chicago Tribune, " House lawmakers reach deal on Russia trade, rights bill", http://www.chicagotribune.com/news/politics/sns-rt-us-usa-russia-tradebre86i10y-20120719,0,4282739.story :)

The Congress appears increasingly unlikely to approve a controversial bill to upgrade trade relations with Russia before the November elections, despite a push by the White House and U.S. business groups for votes this month.  "I think practically speaking no one expects Congress to deal with (permanent normal trade relations) before the lame-duck" session after the elections, said Gary Hufbauer, a senior fellow at the Peterson Institute for International Economics, referring to the period between the November 6 congressional elections and the start of the new Congress in January, 2013.  "I think there's a background fear that this will become a political football if the House moves forward," Hufbauer said.  Congress is under pressure to lift a Cold War human rights provision known as the Jackson-Vanik amendment and approve "permanent normal trade relations," or PNTR, because of Russia's expected entry into the World Trade Organization in August.  If it does not act, Russia could deny U.S. firms some of the market-opening concessions it made to join the WTO, putting those companies at a disadvantage to foreign competitors in one of the world's 10-largest economies.  However, the push to pass the legislation comes at a low point in U.S.-Russia relations, with many U.S. lawmakers angry over Moscow's support for the government of Syrian President Bashar al-Assad and questioning Russia's commitment to democracy and human rights.  "Members are rightly concerned over recent developments in Russia, as well as Russia's policies with respect to Syria and Iran. This makes it incumbent upon the President to show leadership and for these issues to be addressed in a bipartisan fashion, enabling PNTR to move forward," a House Republican aide said. 

Repeal is key to Relations

Gvosdev, 2-19-12 [Nikolas K., former editor of the National Interest, and a frequent foreign policy commentator in both the print and broadcast media. He is currently on the faculty of the U.S. Naval War College, http://www.worldpoliticsreview.com/articles/11441/the-realist-prism-resetting-the-u-s-russia-reset]

The third is whether some of the new foundations in the U.S.-Russia relationship have solidified to the point that they can help weather the current storms. In contrast to the situation in 2008, there are now some important institutional connections in place. The Northern Distribution Network could represent enough ballast -- both in terms of the income generated for Russia and the safe route it offers the U.S. and NATO for the war effort in Afghanistan and for egress once the drawdown begins in the coming year -- to help prevent the relationship from veering out of control. The partnership between Exxon and Rosneft to develop both the Russian Arctic and additional projects in North America creates another set of incentives to keep ties on a level basis, as does the immense potential of a fully realized partnership between Russian and American firms in the nuclear power industry. American car manufacturers have found Russia to be a booming export market, while the U.S. space program is now dependent on Russia to ferry astronauts and cargo to maintain America’s manned presence in space. In short, there are a growing number of interests that depend on the preservation of healthy U.S.-Russia relations for their own success. But it is not yet clear whether they have sufficient clout to outweigh the naysayers on both sides.   An upcoming decision-point could offer a good indication of what to expect. The World Trade Organization is expected to ratify Russia’s accession later this spring. However, American firms will not be able to take advantage of Russia's WTO membership as long as U.S. trade with Russia is still subject to the Cold War-era Jackson-Vanik amendment. Congress would first have to agree to "graduate" Russia from the terms of the legislation, but many members remain hesitant. An unofficial swap would see Russia given permanent normal trading relations status, but with new legislation applying "smart sanctions" against specific Russian individuals and entities accused of condoning human rights abuses, most notably in the death of Russian lawyer Sergei Magnitsky.  Whether this Solomonic compromise could work, however, remains to be seen. The Russian government has already responded very negatively to sanctions unilaterally imposed by the State Department and may be quite unwilling to accept such a compromise, even if it means graduating Russia from Jackson-Vanik. At the same time, there remains resistance within Congress to "giving up" one of its last remaining tools to pressure Russia on a whole range of issues, from chicken imports to religious freedom.  The fate of the Jackson-Vanik amendment, therefore, is the canary in the coal mine for U.S.-Russia relations. If a successful repeal is negotiated, it bodes well for regenerating the relationship. However, if Obama, like George W. Bush before him, is unable to secure Russia’s graduation, this could end up being a fatal blow to the whole idea of the reset.

US-Russia relations solve nuclear war and every major impact

Allison & Blackwill, ’11 [Graham, director of the Belfer Center for Science and International Affairs at Harvard’s Kennedy School, former assistant secretary of defense in the Clinton administration, Robert D., Henry A. Kissinger senior fellow for U.S. foreign policy -- Council on Foreign Relations, served as U.S. ambassador to India and as deputy national security adviser for strategic planning in the Bush administration, both co-chairmen of the Task Force on Russia and U.S. National Interests, co-sponsored by the Belfer Center and the Center for the National Interest, 10-30-11 Politico, “10 reasons why Russia still matters,” http://dyn.politico.com/printstory.cfm?uuid=161EF282-72F9-4D48-8B9C-C5B3396CA0E6]

That central point is that Russia matters a great deal to a U.S. government seeking to defend and advance its national interests. Prime Minister Vladimir Putin's decision to return next year as president makes it all the more critical for Washington to manage its relationship with Russia through coherent, realistic policies. No one denies that Russia is a dangerous, difficult, often disappointing state to do business with. We should not overlook its many human rights and legal failures. Nonetheless, Russia is a player whose choices affect our vital interests in nuclear security and energy. It is key to supplying 100,000 U.S. troops fighting in Afghanistan and preventing Iran from acquiring nuclear weapons. Ten realities require U.S. policymakers to advance our nation's interests by engaging and working with Moscow. First, Russia remains the only nation that can erase the United States from the map in 30 minutes. As every president since John F. Kennedy has recognized, Russia's cooperation is critical to averting nuclear war. Second, Russia is our most consequential partner in preventing nuclear terrorism. Through a combination of more than $11 billion in U.S. aid, provided through the Nunn-Lugar Cooperative Threat Reduction program, and impressive Russian professionalism, two decades after the collapse of the “evil empire,” not one nuclear weapon has been found loose. Third, Russia plays an essential role in preventing the proliferation of nuclear weapons and missile-delivery systems. As Washington seeks to stop Iran's drive toward nuclear weapons, Russian choices to sell or withhold sensitive technologies are the difference between failure and the possibility of success. Fourth, Russian support in sharing intelligence and cooperating in operations remains essential to the U.S. war to destroy Al Qaeda and combat other transnational terrorist groups. Fifth, Russia provides a vital supply line to 100,000 U.S. troops fighting in Afghanistan. As U.S. relations with Pakistan have deteriorated, the Russian lifeline has grown ever more important and now accounts for half all daily deliveries. Sixth, Russia is the world’s largest oil producer and second largest gas producer. Over the past decade, Russia has added more oil and gas exports to world energy markets than any other nation. Most major energy transport routes from Eurasia start in Russia or cross its nine time zones. As citizens of a country that imports two of every three of the 20 million barrels of oil that fuel U.S. cars daily, Americans feel Russia’s impact at our gas pumps. Seventh, Moscow is an important player in today’s international system. It is no accident that Russia is one of the five veto-wielding, permanent members of the U.N. Security Council, as well as a member of the G-8 and G-20. A Moscow more closely aligned with U.S. goals would be significant in the balance of power to shape an environment in which China can emerge as a global power without overturning the existing order. Eighth, Russia is the largest country on Earth by land area, abutting China on the East, Poland in the West and the United States across the Arctic. This territory provides transit corridors for supplies to global markets whose stability is vital to the U.S. economy. Ninth, Russia’s brainpower is reflected in the fact that it has won more Nobel Prizes for science than all of Asia, places first in most math competitions and dominates the world chess masters list. The only way U.S. astronauts can now travel to and from the International Space Station is to hitch a ride on Russian rockets. The co-founder of the most advanced digital company in the world, Google, is Russian-born Sergei Brin. Tenth, Russia’s potential as a spoiler is difficult to exaggerate. Consider what a Russian president intent on frustrating U.S. international objectives could do — from stopping the supply flow to Afghanistan to selling S-300 air defense missiles to Tehran to joining China in preventing U.N. Security Council resolutions. So next time you hear a policymaker dismissing Russia with rhetoric about “who cares?” ask them to identify nations that matter more to U.S. success, or failure, in advancing our national interests.
More Links
New transportation bill unpopular with Democrat base – no new jobs and too many concessions

Adler (Contributing writer for The Nation, federal policy correspondent for Next American City) 7/3/12

Ben, “This is a win? After Dems cave, transportation bill creates no new jobs,” July 3, 2012, http://leanforward.msnbc.com/_news/2012/07/03/12544141-this-is-a-win-after-dems-cave-transportation-bill-creates-no-new-jobs?lite) //CL

The intransigence of Republicans in Congress has become so extreme that even bad results are now considered victories by Senate Democrats and the White House. Raising the debt ceiling—once a routine matter—while agreeing to painful spending cuts is the most prominent example. But a less-noticed one occurred last week.  The Surface Transportation law, which determines how the federal government will disburse transportation infrastructure funds, is normally passed every six years, and it expired in 2009. It used to be a fairly simple matter: tally up the revenues from the gasoline tax, give 20 percent to mass transit, the rest to roads, and send it back to the states. But those days are long gone. Here's what happened this time around:  We needed a transportation law that would meet the needs of our diverse population: more money for bicycling, walking and mass transit and more money for fixing crumbling roads and bridges—as well as a raise in the gas tax, which hasn't gone up for nearly two decades. So after taking office, President Obama, working with congressional Democrats, issued ambitious proposals to meet these goals. But Democrats were afraid to say how they would pay for them. Meanwhile, as Congress focused on other matters, such as health care reform, it passed a series of temporary extensions that just kept the current rules in place.  Then in 2010 Republicans took over the House of Representatives and went to work on a right wing fantasy bill: They would eliminate dedicated funding for mass transit and eliminate environmental reviews for new projects, and tack on irrelevant measures such as building the controversial Keystone XL oil pipeline. Even the House Republican caucus was divided on this approach, and they could not get the votes to pass it. In the end, Senate Democrats and Republicans agreed on a compromise bill that would last two years, and the House passed a temporary extension of its own.  But in reconciling the two bills, Democratic negotiators conceded far too much. The final bill, set for President Obama's signature, will continue current overall funding levels, but it includes compromises with the House GOP’s reactionary agenda, including eliminating funding for repairing existing infrastructure; cutting funds for making walking and biking safer; the removal of a measure that would have let cash-strapped transit agencies use federal funding to keep operations going; and cutting tax deductions for mass transit by half.  And yet, both Sen. Barbara Boxer, the California Democrat who chairs the Environment and Public Works committee, and Secretary of Transportation Ray LaHood, are praising the bill, as if the mere act of continuing status quo funding is a great investment in economic stimulus. Boxer estimated it would save around 2.8 million jobs, through a mix of dollars for highway and transit construction, and federal loan guarantees to spur private investment.   But that estimate assumes that the funding will otherwise disappear. If you use the current funding level as a baseline, the bill creates no new jobs at all.  The number of jobs being created "is basically zero,” said Dean Baker, co-director of the Center for Economic Policy Research. “We would lose jobs if nothing had passed and Congress let funding lapse. Even then Boxer and Obama are hugely exaggerating the effects.”   Smart growth advocates, too, say the bill is step in the wrong direction. “On the whole, the bill supports development styles which are losing popularity,” said Alex Dodds, spokeswoman for Smart Growth America. “Walkable downtowns are seeing a renaissance across the country, and transportation infrastructure is a huge part of that. The federal transportation bill could have supported these vibrant places much better. What the bill does support are projects that won't deliver as well on their investment.”    LaHood described the bill as bipartisan. That's true if you define bipartisanship as Democrats—who control the Senate and White House—moving in the direction Republicans want. “I am so glad that House Republicans met Democrats half way, as Senate Republicans did months ago,” said Boxer.  That sounds a lot like Democrats moving three quarters of the way toward Republicans. Not exactly a result for Dems to brag about.  

House Republicans hate Smart Transit

Adler 12, Ben Adler Staff Writer at American CityURBAN NATION: Cities Losing Out in Transportation Bill Debate 6/20/12 http://americancity.org/daily/entry/urban-nation-cities-losing-out-in-transportation-bill-debate
This is not the outcome transportation and smart growth advocates dreamed of when Democrats were in control of Congress. Back then, they harbored fantasies of addressing our massive infrastructure deficit with a larger investment and a shift in priorities toward projects that were evaluated on efficiency and environmental impact.? But they would rather have the Senate bill than the alternatives. At least a two-year bill would give cities some breathing room to undertake projects. When the law is only extended for three or six months at a time, it hamstrings local governments. Major road and rail projects take years, and cities cannot begin a project if federal funding might dry up in a matter of months.? House Republicans, though, are trying to impose conditions on a reauthorization that might be even worse than no reauthorization at all. Their failed transportation bill, HR 7, contained numerous provisions designed to evade environmental review and favor automobiles over all other forms of transportation. Consequently, it would have disadvantaged urban communities. In an open letter to Congress, The Leadership Conference on Civil Rights (LCCR) complained that HR 7 “would severely limit access to affordable and accessible public transportation and safe roadways.”? The letter continues:? H.R. 7 not only removes dedicated funding that helps low income communities, it also eliminates discretionary transit programs, including the Transportation Investment Generating Economic Recovery (TIGER)…. H.R. 7 also cuts the small amount of dedicated funding for bicycle and pedestrian programs, such as Safe Routes to School, which has created safe routes for children to bike and walk to and from schools, including students with disabilities, in rural, and urban communities.? The House was ultimately unable to pass such a bill, so they passed a three-month extension just to get into Conference with the Senate. But transportation experts say Republicans are pushing for controversial measures from HR 7 nonetheless.
ITS is hated by both parties

Lancaster 2 John Lancaster 2, Washington Post Staff Writer 'Earmark' Attack Raises Hackles February 11, 2002 Lexis Nexis

But whatever the specific cause, the Bush administration's renewed attack on congressional "earmarks" -- examples of which were singled out for ridicule in the illustrated budget book it submitted to Congress last week -- appears to have touched a nerve among Republican and Democratic lawmakers alike.? "All wisdom on the allocation of federal grant funding does not reside in the Executive branch," Rep. C.W. Bill Young (R-Fla.), chairman of the House Appropriations Committee, wrote last week to White House budget director Mitchell E. Daniels Jr. "Members know the needs of their districts better than civil servants working in Washington, D.C."? The proximate cause of Young's anger was an administration proposal to cancel $ 1.3 billion in earmarks and "low priority programs" in the 2002 spending bill for labor, health and education and use the savings to cover a shortfall in the Pell Grant program, which helps cover tuition for low-income students. "The Appropriations Committee has a long history of support for the Pell Grant program and under no circumstances will we allow it to be underfunded," Young wrote.? But the roots of the dispute run deeper than that. They grow out of the long struggle between Congress and the executive branch over control of the federal purse. In recent years, the struggle has intensified as lawmakers have grown more liberal in their use of earmarks, also known as pork. Last fall, despite new budgetary pressures caused by tax cuts and the war on terrorism, Congress added a record 7,803 earmarks worth about $ 15 billion to the spending bills for 2002, according to a White House tally.? Daniels has been scathing in his attacks on earmarks, and rarely more so than in the slickly produced budget book that was assembled under his supervision and given to lawmakers and the public last week. The book noted, for example, that Congress has directed $ 80,000 in "community development" money to the Ashland, Wis., sheriff's department for the purchase of the Ice Angel Windsled. The book conceded that the windsled can be "used during the winter for rescue activities." It also noted, however, that if earmarked funds had been distributed under the formula for community development grants, "Wisconsin would have received an additional $ 2.5 million."? "That's enough for 30 windsleds," the book noted dryly, "if you believe windsleds are the best possible use of community development funds."? In a similar vein, the book takes skeptical note of a $ 1 million earmark to pay for the installation of "Intelligent Transportation Systems technology" in Moscow, Idaho, a city of fewer than 25,000 people. 
Spending
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Plan would cost hundreds of billions of dollars indefinitely

Brookings Institute 1 Smart Transportation Winter 2001 http://www.brookings.edu/research/articles/2001/12/winter-technology-puentes 

The United States has invested hundreds of billions of dollars building and maintaining roads to accommodate auto and truck travel. Yet no matter how much more money we spend, congestion and delays seem to get worse and political obstacles often put alternative strategies out of reach. Can the advanced technologies that are transforming American life solve our intractable traffic problems? A new universe of smarter vehicles and highways may be able to do what miles and miles of concrete and asphalt can't.? Intelligent Transportation Systems, or ITS, refers to the integrated application of modern technologies and management strategies in our surface transportation systems. Although in some ways ITS is nothing more than the natural evolution of venerable transportation technologies such as traffic signals and information displays, the widespread application of this new technology (helped along by government support) has already begun to transform the transportation network.? Public-sector ITS applications lessen the need to build more roads by using existing infrastructure more efficiently. For example, state transportation departments now operate dozens of traffic control centers nationwide. These $20-30 million centers keep an eye on traffic by means of multiple often wall-size video images from cameras connected by miles of high-tech cable. As needed, workers dispatch emergency vehicles, adjust traffic signal timing, and relay road information to motorists.? Private-sector ITS includes in-vehicle devices to help drivers find directions, avoid accidents, get information, and enhance safety. Talking navigation systems use the military's global positioning satellite technology and computerized maps to provide turn-by-turn directions for drivers in unfamiliar territory. Hertz is installing about 50,000 such systems in its rental car fleet. Individual consumer demand is steady but slow, partly because the systems are expensive. General Motors' closely related wireless OnStar system has more than 100,000 subscribers. OnStar uses cell phone technology to connect drivers with human operators for directions, concierge services, and emergency assistance.? Intelligent transportation has required a heavy investment, both private and public. Since 1990, the federal government, historically a key player in developing and redeveloping the surface transportation system, has spent more than $1.3 billion, with another $900 million obligated through 2002. Independent market research for consumer products suggests that the U.S. private-sector market for ITS could exceed $300 billion over the next 15 years. Public-sector infrastructure costs over those 15 years are estimated at about $75 billion. Anticipated benefits include better air quality, lowered fuel consumption, accident mitigation, and more efficient use of emergency services, as well as reduced travel time.
Texas Secession DA
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Rising tensions makes civil war likely now

Politics USA 7/14/12 Republicans Wage America’s Second Civil War Over an Imaginary Loss of Freedom 7/14/12 http://www.politicususa.com/republicans-wage-americas-civil-war-imaginary-loss-freedoms.html 
It is nearly impossible to imagine any American who does not appreciate the concept of freedom, and without a doubt, Americans are as free as any society within the constraints of an ordered society governed by laws. One simple way to enrage Americans, and incite them to violence, is to threaten their freedom, and an escalating trend among Republicans is instigating outrage in the population with overt assertions that President Obama threatens Americans’ freedom. Since the Affordable Care Act (ACA) was passed by both houses of Congress, signed by the President, and declared constitutional by the nation’s highest court, an increasing number of Republicans and conservative pundits are parroting the notion that health insurance reform is an “intrusion on freedom,” and now Republicans are attempting to deny funding for the health law by targeting the Internal Revenue Service claiming it is the “new Gestapo” that is “headed in the direction of killing a lot of people.”? First, Republicans know the ACA is not an assault on freedom because they proposed a similar set of reforms in the 1990s with the Heritage Foundation devising the individual mandate that Willard Romney signed into Massachusetts’ law while he was governor. The GOP is having relative success using provocative language to play on the unfounded fears of a Socialist takeover of healthcare among Americans mortified a Black man is sitting in the Oval Office. The incendiary language is not subtle, or lost on a segment of the population that began reacting negatively to President Obama before his administration was under way. The ACA is the main impetus of Republican’s fear-mongering campaign that is as potent today as when healthcare reform first came to the nation’s attention.? In Texas, Rick Perry recently said he would not implement any of the ACA’s portions because he was going to “preserve those individuals’ freedoms,” and reject “socializing healthcare in the state of Texas.” Perry asserted “this federal government, which doesn’t like Texas to begin with – comes up with some data that says somehow Texas has the worst healthcare system in the world, and it is just fake and false on its face.” Perry is partly right, Texas may not have the worst healthcare system in the world, but it is worst in the nation, and 25% of its population lacks any healthcare coverage. Despite Texas having horrid healthcare delivery issues, it is the language Perry uses that incites suspicion and opposition to President Obama and more importantly, the federal government. Perry is hardly an isolated case.? Willard Romney is traveling the country informing supporters that the ACA is “government takeover of your healthcare” and that “Obamacare puts the federal government between you and your doctor,” even though it is nearly identical to the reform Romney championed while governor of Massachusetts. Again, it is the language Romney uses that keeps ignorant Americans from learning the ACA is not government healthcare and puts citizens on the defensive to protect their freedom to choose their own doctor and insurance carrier. Now, a Republican claims the IRS is the “new Gestapo“ to garner support for defunding implementation of the ACA.? Maine Governor Paul LePage claimed the Supreme Court’s ruling has “made America less free,” and that “we the people have been told there is no choice,” and “you must buy health insurance or pay the new Gestapo, the IRS.” During an interview, La Page was asked if he understood what the Gestapo did during World War II, he answered,”Yeah, they killed a lot of people,” and asked whether the IRS “was headed in the direction of killing a lot of people,” he replied,”Yeah.” It is the modus operandi of Republicans to substitute facts about the law with fear-mongering in the vein of Palin’s recent recapitulation that the ACA creates “death panels.” The misinformation and fear-mongering does not end there and Republicans have implied over and over again that good, real Americans will have to take extreme action against the federal government that has been hijacked by a liberal enemy that can only be defeated with armed resistance.? Shortly after the High Court upheld the ACA, Glenn Beck ranted that “Progressives are Fascists! They’re Fascists, and if we don’t wipe out the progressives, those people shoot people who disagree with them.” In 2010, conservatives warned their supporters that Democrats “believe in communism. They believe and have called for a revolution. You’re going to have to shoot them in the head.” In 2011, rotting corpse, Andrew Breitbart told teabaggers that Progressives “can only win a rhetorical and propaganda war. We outnumber them in this country, and we have the guns. I’m not kidding; they will not cross that line because they know what they’re dealing with.” Conservative pundits provoking violence seems to be their only means of engendering support for their cause such as Michelle Bachmann encouraging “my constituents to be armed and dangerous,” or failed Senate candidate Sharon Angle claiming “if this Congress keeps going the way it is, people are really looking toward those Second Amendment remedies,” and “the first thing we need to do is take Harry Reid out.”? On Fox News, Lou Dobbs praised two bloggers who said, “if health care reform were found to be constitutional, it would trigger a violent insurrection against government tyranny that you may call a mandate or you may call it a tax, but it still is tyranny and invites the same response.” Dobbs ended the interview encouraging them to “stay dangerous.” One might be inclined to think conservatives are only inciting opposition to a political agenda, but what they know is that their inflammatory rhetoric will provoke violence which is starting to look like their end-game, and they have had plenty of success since President Obama took office.? The great travesty is that the Republican leadership has never condemned the violent rhetoric from conservatives, and indeed, are part and parcel of the not-so-subtle warnings that the Black man in the Oval Office is a tyrant intent on taking Americans’ freedoms. Instead of publicly rebuking the traitors inciting violent insurrection against government tyranny, Republicans are encouraging fear-mongers tactics because without their lies and misinformation, they would be summarily voted out of office in the next election. Realistically, men like Romney, Boehner, McConnell, and Cantor cannot garner support based on their policies, so they do what comes natural; fear-monger, lie, claim Obama is forcing Americans into Socialism, robbing Americans of the religious liberty, and imposing healthcare takeover with support from the “new Gestapo” that will be “killing a lot of people” if they choose not to purchase health insurance.? Conservatives have had three-and-a-half years to work ignorant, and well-armed, Americans into frenzy over the lie they are losing their freedom because of health insurance reform promoted by their worst nightmare; an African American man who is a fascist, Nazi, and Socialist tyrant. It is beyond belief, but America is in jeopardy of armed insurrection and as heavily-armed conservative Christians, Mormons, and racist hate groups learn Democrats and Progressives have stolen their freedoms, they will hardly need a signal that it is time to start shooting. These are perilous times, and unless Republicans change their ways, they will bear total responsibility for America’s Second Civil War that looks more likely every day.
Texas developing and deploying ITS now

ITS Texas 12, ITS Texas the leading organization for ITS in Texas, ITS Texas Newsletter

VOLUME 15 ISSUE 2 JUNE 2012 http://itstexas.org/sites/itstexas.org/files/newsletters/ITS%20Texas%20Newsletter%20June%202012_0_0.pdf

The ITS Texas Board has developed a preliminary set of sessions for this year’s meeting, which will showcase the various ITS technologies and operational approaches that are being implemented today. The preliminary program includes:? Arterial Traffic Management Systems (ATMS) - As the early deployments of ITS along the freeway systems reaches its maturity, the focus is now shifting to the deployment of ITS devices along arterial roadways. This session will cover examples of how ITS is being used on city streets.? Incident Management - A significant percentage of congestion on our highways can be attributed to events such as crashes, stalls, road debris, and construction. Incident management is increasingly seen as a cost-effective approach to alleviating this component of congestion and maintaining the operations of our roads. While billions of dollars can be spent to construct a multilane freeway, a single incident can potentially render that investment worthless for several hours, disrupting the commute and impeding the flow of goods. This session will focus on the implementation of incident management programs and the use of ITS to help detect, clear, and even prevent these incidents and help maintain the flow of traffic on our roadways.? 3 ITS Texas • P.O. Box 2706 • College Station • Texas • 77841 http://www.itstexas.org? ITS Projects - This session will cover ITS Project information from around the State that will include general scope and size, timelines, equipment needs, and expectations for ITS Projects that are planned or currently in the design/construction stages.? Technology - In today’s world, ITS has become mainstream for many of the major metropolitan areas of the country. So the big question is what is the next latest and greatest technology coming that will elevate ITS to a level that it has not seen before. This session will discuss the up and coming (sooner than you think) technologies that will play a role in evolving ITS to the next level.? ITS Data - Deployment of ITS infrastructure is only half the story. This session will explore how various types and sources of ITS data are being used to operate our transportation systems smarter and more efficiently and enabling assessment of their performance in quantitative terms.? Mass Transit - The Mass Transit session will cover ITS related curriculum on projects, and project expansion plans for Houston Metro, DART, CMTA and VIA. Additionally, there will be some discussion regarding future implementation of rail services between Austin and San Antonio.? Tolling/Concessionaire Projects - This session will discuss some of the large tolling/concessionaire projects currently being constructed in Texas with an emphasis on construction activities and operational plans for the various facilities.? Dave's ITS Potpourri - This session will be a catch-all for presentations that don't exactly fit in our scheduled sessions.? Professional Practice Update / Ethics - Texas Board of Professional Engineers – Updates on Board rule changes within the last year, general updates on initiatives the Board is working on, information on enforcement statistics, and the engineering Code of Conduct.? V2V and V2I Implementations Session - As 2013 approaches, the USDOT is working to provide the National Highway Traffic Safety Administration (NHTSA) with sufficient Vehicle to Vehicle (V2V) data that will be utilized as NHTSA determines whether to move forward with the rule making that ultimately will require a Connected Vehicle device in all light vehicles. Currently, there are several research efforts that are ongoing across the country and internationally with the largest and most important being the Safety Pilot Model Deployment that is being implemented in the Detroit/Ann Arbor area. This session will explore some of the ongoing research projects to provide a perspective into where the technology and applications are today and where they are headed.

Federal meddling with Texas operations will lead to secession

Burnett 12 John Burnett NPR Staff Writer Lone Star State Of Mind: Could Texas Go It Alone? 3/30/12 http://www.npr.org/2012/03/30/149094135/lone-star-state-of-mind-could-texas-go-it-alone

It's a popular idea in Texas that the Lone Star State — once an independent republic — could break away and go it alone. A few years ago, Texas Gov. Rick Perry hinted that if Washington didn't stop meddling in his state, independence might be an option. In his brief run for the White House, he insisted that nearly anything the feds do, the states — and Texas in particular — could do better.? So we're putting Perry's suggestions to the test — NPR is liberating Texas. We asked scholars, business leaders, diplomats, journalists and regular folk to help us imagine an independent Texas based on current issues before the state. (Though, to be clear, no one quoted here actually favors secession.)? We begin our exercise in Austin, capital of the new Republic of Texas, where the Independence Day party raged until dawn to the music of Austin's own Asleep at the Wheel. Lead singer Ray Benson announced to the crowd, "We have severed the ties with the United States of America. Texas is free!" and the masses roared in response.? The former state has reinvented itself as a sort of Lone Star Singapore, with low taxes, free trade and minimal regulation. It enters the community of nations as the world's 15th-largest economy, with vast oil and gas reserves, busy international ports, an independent power grid and a laissez-faire attitude about making money.? Texas Is 'Open For Business'? The Texas Association of Business advertises the new nation's economic potential with a radio ad that declares, "Texas: Now it is a whole other country — and it's open for business ... C'mon over. Be part of our vibrant free-market nation."? Driving around Texas, it's not uncommon to spot bumper stickers that tout the idea of an independent Longhorn nation.? Enlarge John Burnett/NPR? Driving around Texas, it's not uncommon to spot bumper stickers that tout the idea of an independent Longhorn nation.? "What we have been able to do since we threw off the yoke of the federal government is create a country that has the assets necessary to build an incredible empire," says Bill Hammond, the association's president.? Imagine airports without the Transportation Security Administration; gun sales without the Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco, Firearms and Explosives; land development without the Endangered Species Act; new congressional districts without the Voting Rights Act; and a new guest-worker program without Washington gridlock over immigration reform.? Indeed, new immigration laws sailed through the Texas Congress. Immigrant workers are now legally crossing the border to frame houses, mow lawns and clean hotel rooms.? "We now have a safe and secure guest-worker program that allows immigrants to come and go as the jobs ebb and flow, and fill the jobs that Texans are unwilling to do," Hammond says.? The new normal is a leaner government that bears little resemblance to the full-service nation it left behind. The Tea Party faithful who embraced nationhood early on say it's a lot better than being beholden to Chinese bankers.? "What is the Republic of Texas charged with actually doing? [It's] charged with defense, charged with education, charged with a few things that you have to do, and the rest is wide open," says Felicia Cravens, a high school drama teacher active in the Houston Tea Party movement. "Liberty may look like chaos, but to us it's a lot of choices."? Under statehood, the U.S. government contributed 60 percent of all Texas aid to the poor. 

Civil War is the only scenario for the collapse of heg

Brooks at DDI 10, Stephen Brooks Associate Professor of Government at Dartmouth, Stephen Brooks on Hegemony, September 1 2010 http://www.planetdebate.com/blogs/view/1043

So, when we ask: is the U.S. the sole superpower? To me, the answer is obvious. If you have one state which is bigger than the next several states combined economically, and is about the same size in military capacity terms as the rest of the world, that one state is the only state which qualifies as a superpower, and there is no other state which is a superpower – and when the gap is that big, then there is not going to be another state which is emerging as a peer rival, or a peer of the United States, another superpower, for a very long time. 

And the simple reason why is that within international relations, relative power shifts slowly. The only way, in my view, that you could have a situation where we go from the U.S. being from the sole superpower, and there being other important countries out there – which are China, Japan, and so forth – and we have another country emerging where it is roughly comparable to the United States in terms of its military and economic capacity, and in terms of the kinds of political and military commitments that it has throughout the world – the only way I see this happening would be if the United States, somehow, was split in half. If we had a civil war, or if there was some kind of asteroid that wiped out half the country, then you would have the end of the United States as the sole superpower, provided that that event did not also drag down China or Japan, or whoever else.? Absent that, relative power shifts slowly. I think one of the reasons that IR scholars are presuming that we are going to have a polarity shift sometime soon is because we have recently had a very fast power shift. At the end of the Cold War, during the Cold War, we had two countries, the Soviet Union and the United States, standing above all others in terms of power terms. That is why we call that system bipolar – bi is two. And then the Soviet Union disintegrated, and essentially overnight we had a power shift, from bipolarity to unipolarity. So it is true, you can get these incredibly rapid power shifts, but only if one of the several superpowers, or the superpower, disintegrates. Absent that, power shifts very slowly. It takes a long time for a country to aggregate power, and when you are this big, even if you grow very slowly, you are adding a lot to your economic and military base. We have a fourteen trillion dollar economy. We grow at two percent, three percent – two or three percent of fourteen trillion is a very big number. When China grows at ten percent, or eight percent, or seven percent, they are doing it on the base of an economy that is four or five trillion. Ten, eight percent of four or five trillion is whatever number it is. And two or three percent of fourteen trillion is whatever number it is. It takes a long time for a country that is that big, that is that far ahead, to be equaled by even a very fast rising country.

Hegemony prevents several scenarios for global nuclear war

Kagan 07 Robert Kagan, senior associate at the Carnegie Endowment for International Peace and senior transatlantic fellow at the German Marshall Fund, “End of Dreams, Return of History,” Hoover Policy Review, August-September 2007, http://www.hoover.org/publications/policyreview/8552512.html

Finally, there is the United States itself. As a matter of national policy stretching back across numerous administrations, Democratic and Republican, liberal and conservative, Americans have insisted on preserving regional predominance in East Asia; the Middle East; the Western Hemisphere; until recently, Europe; and now, increasingly, Central Asia. This was its goal after the Second World War, and since the end of the Cold War, beginning with the first Bush administration and continuing through the Clinton years, the United States did not retract but expanded its influence eastward across Europe and into the Middle East, Central Asia, and the Caucasus. Even as it maintains its position as the predominant global power, it is also engaged in hegemonic competitions in these regions with China in East and Central Asia, with Iran in the Middle East and Central Asia, and with Russia in Eastern Europe, Central Asia, and the Caucasus. The United States, too, is more of a traditional than a postmodern power, and though Americans are loath to acknowledge it, they generally prefer their global place as “No. 1” and are equally loath to relinquish it. Once having entered a region, whether for practical or idealistic reasons, they are remarkably slow to withdraw from it until they believe they have substantially transformed it in their own image. They profess indifference to the world and claim they just want to be left alone even as they seek daily to shape the behavior of billions of people around the globe. The jostling for status and influence among these ambitious nations and would-be nations is a second defining feature of the new post-Cold War international system. Nationalism in all its forms is back, if it ever went away, and so is international competition for power, influence, honor, and status. American predominance prevents these rivalries from intensifying — its regional as well as its global predominance. Were the United States to diminish its influence in the regions where it is currently the strongest power, the other nations would settle disputes as great and lesser powers have done in the past: sometimes through diplomacy and accommodation but often through confrontation and wars of varying scope, intensity, and destructiveness. One novel aspect of such a multipolar world is that most of these powers would possess nuclear weapons. That could make wars between them less likely, or it could simply make them more catastrophic. It is easy but also dangerous to underestimate the role the United States plays in providing a measure of stability in the world even as it also disrupts stability. For instance, the United States is the dominant naval power everywhere, such that other nations cannot compete with it even in their home waters. They either happily or grudgingly allow the United States Navy to be the guarantor of international waterways and trade routes, of international access to markets and raw materials such as oil. Even when the United States engages in a war, it is able to play its role as guardian of the waterways. In a more genuinely multipolar world, however, it would not. Nations would compete for naval dominance at least in their own regions and possibly beyond. Conflict between nations would involve struggles on the oceans as well as on land. Armed embargos, of the kind used in World War i and other major conflicts, would disrupt trade flows in a way that is now impossible. Such order as exists in the world rests not merely on the goodwill of peoples but on a foundation provided by American power. Even the European Union, that great geopolitical miracle, owes its founding to American power, for without it the European nations after World War II would never have felt secure enough to reintegrate Germany. Most Europeans recoil at the thought, but even today Europe ’s stability depends on the guarantee, however distant and one hopes unnecessary, that the United States could step in to check any dangerous development on the continent. In a genuinely multipolar world, that would not be possible without renewing the danger of world war. People who believe greater equality among nations would be preferable to the present American predominance often succumb to a basic logical fallacy. They believe the order the world enjoys today exists independently of American power. They imagine that in a world where American power was diminished, the aspects of international order that they like would remain in place. But that ’s not the way it works. International order does not rest on ideas and institutions. It is shaped by configurations of power. The international order we know today reflects the distribution of power in the world since World War ii, and especially since the end of the Cold War. A different configuration of power, a multipolar world in which the poles were Russia, China, the United States, India, and Europe, would produce its own kind of order, with different rules and norms reflecting the interests of the powerful states that would have a hand in shaping it. Would that international order be an improvement? Perhaps for Beijing and Moscow it would. But it is doubtful that it would suit the tastes of enlightenment liberals in the United States and Europe. The current order, of course, is not only far from perfect but also offers no guarantee against major conflict among the world ’s great powers. Even under the umbrella of unipolarity, regional conflicts involving the large powers may erupt. War could erupt between China and Taiwan and draw in both the United States and Japan. War could erupt between Russia and Georgia, forcing the United States and its European allies to decide whether to intervene or suffer the consequences of a Russian victory. Conflict between India and Pakistan remains possible, as does conflict between Iran and Israel or other Middle Eastern states. These, too, could draw in other great powers, including the United States. Such conflicts may be unavoidable no matter what policies the United States pursues. But they are more likely to erupt if the United States weakens or withdraws from its positions of regional dominance. This is especially true in East Asia, where most nations agree that a reliable American power has a stabilizing and pacific effect on the region. That is certainly the view of most of China ’s neighbors. But even China, which seeks gradually to supplant the United States as the dominant power in the region, faces the dilemma that an American withdrawal could unleash an ambitious, independent, nationalist Japan. In Europe, too, the departure of the United States from the scene — even if it remained the world’s most powerful nation — could be destabilizing. It could tempt Russia to an even more overbearing and potentially forceful approach to unruly nations on its periphery. Although some realist theorists seem to imagine that the disappearance of the Soviet Union put an end to the possibility of confrontation between Russia and the West, and therefore to the need for a permanent American role in Europe, history suggests that conflicts in Europe involving Russia are possible even without Soviet communism. If the United States withdrew from Europe — if it adopted what some call a strategy of “offshore balancing” — this could in time increase the likelihood of conflict involving Russia and its near neighbors, which could in turn draw the United States back in under unfavorable circumstances. It is also optimistic to imagine that a retrenchment of the American position in the Middle East and the assumption of a more passive, “offshore” role would lead to greater stability there. The vital interest the United States has in access to oil and the role it plays in keeping access open to other nations in Europe and Asia make it unlikely that American leaders could or would stand back and hope for the best while the powers in the region battle it out. Nor would a more “even-handed” policy toward Israel, which some see as the magic key to unlocking peace, stability, and comity in the Middle East, obviate the need to come to Israel ’s aid if its security became threatened. That commitment, paired with the American commitment to protect strategic oil supplies for most of the world, practically ensures a heavy American military presence in the region, both on the seas and on the ground. The subtraction of American power from any region would not end conflict but would simply change the equation. In the Middle East, competition for influence among powers both inside and outside the region has raged for at least two centuries. The rise of Islamic fundamentalism doesn ’t change this. It only adds a new and more threatening dimension to the competition, which neither a sudden end to the conflict between Israel and the Palestinians nor an immediate American withdrawal from Iraq would change. The alternative to American predominance in the region is not balance and peace. It is further competition. The region and the states within it remain relatively weak. A diminution of American influence would not be followed by a diminution of other external influences. One could expect deeper involvement by both China and Russia, if only to secure their interests. 18 And one could also expect the more powerful states of the region, particularly Iran, to expand and fill the vacuum. It is doubtful that any American administration would voluntarily take actions that could shift the balance of power in the Middle East further toward Russia, China, or Iran. The world hasn ’t changed that much. An American withdrawal from Iraq will not return things to “normal” or to a new kind of stability in the region. It will produce a new instability, one likely to draw the United States back in again. The alternative to American regional predominance in the Middle East and elsewhere is not a new regional stability. In an era of burgeoning nationalism, the future is likely to be one of intensified competition among nations and nationalist movements. Difficult as it may be to extend American predominance into the future, no one should imagine that a reduction of American power or a retraction of American influence and global involvement will provide an easier path.
2NC Texas ITS Now

Texas developing ITS now

Ramirez 2k Elizabeth Ramirez ITS Program Manager Intelligent Transportation Systems Plan November 2000 www.dallascityhall.com/streets/pdf/ITSPlan.pdf

The Texas Department of Transportation (TxDOT), Dallas County, Dallas-Ft. Worth area cities, transit? agencies, toll road authorities and airports are working together to create a regional “Intelligent? Transportation System”. Over the past decade, engineers and planners from various transportation? agencies in the Dallas and Fort Worth areas have been meeting regularly to create separate ITS plans.? The Dallas Area ITS Plan was adopted in 1996. Metroplex-area committees have recently merged to? develop a regional Dallas-Ft. Worth system. All plans recommended by the technical committee are? adopted by the “Regional ITS Executive Committee”.? TxDOT has already deployed roadside equipment such as vehicle speed detectors, cameras and roadcondition? information signs on portions of our most congested freeways. The City has also been actively? working to implement technologies to improve traffic flow. The City currently operates one of the largest? and most sophisticated traffic signal control systems in the country. Over 85% of the traffic signals in? Dallas are remotely monitored and controlled using a central computer system. In 2001, 100% of the? traffic signals will be connected to the system. The City is currently seeking bids to procure and install? cameras and electronic message signs along arterial routes frequently affected by freeway incidents.

2NC Civil War Coming Now
Civil War likely now – Obama preparing troops

EU Times 09(EU Times Obama Orders 1 Million US Troops to Prepare for Civil War Nov 28th, 2009) http://www.eutimes.net/2009/11/obama-orders-1-million-us-troops-to-prepare-for-civil-war/

Russian Military Analysts are reporting to Prime Minister Putin that US President Barack Obama has issued orders to his Northern Command’s (USNORTHCOM) top leader, US Air Force General Gene Renuart, to “begin immediately” increasing his military forces to 1 million troops by January 30, 2010, in what these reports warn is an expected outbreak of civil war within the United States before the end of winter.? According to these reports, Obama has had over these past weeks “numerous” meetings with his war council about how best to manage the expected implosion of his Nations banking system while at the same time attempting to keep the United States military hegemony over the World in what Russian Military Analysts state is a “last ditch gambit” whose success is “far from certain”.? And to Obama’s “last ditch gambit”, these reports continue, he is to announce in a nationwide address to his people this coming week that he is going to expand the level of US Military Forces in Afghanistan by tens of thousands of troops, while at the same time using the deployment of these soldiers as a “cover” for returning to the United States over 200,000 additional American soldiers from the over 800 bases in over 39 countries they have stationed around the Globe bringing the level of these forces in America to over 1 million, a number the US Military believes will be able to contain the “explosion of violence” expected to roil these peoples when they learn their economy has been bankrupted.? These reports further state that at the same time Obama will be attempting to keep his Nation from violent disintegration, the tens of thousands of additional troops he will send to Afghanistan are to be ordered to Kandahar where the Americans and their NATO allies will begin their final attempt to secure their TAPI (Turkmenistan, Afghanistan, Pakistan and India) pipeline, which without the Western Nations, due to their grave lack of alternative energy resources, and being cut off from these vast Central Asian supplies (which both Russia and China are seeking to insure), are warned will totally collapse.? Making the American’s (and by extension the West’s) situation even worse are new reports coming from the International Energy Agency stating that “under pressure” from the US government they have been “deliberately underplaying” a looming Global oil shortage for fear of triggering panic buying and raising the Americans fear over the end of oil supremacy because it would threaten their power over access to our World’s last remaining oil resources.? To the scariest “end game” maneuvers being made by Obama, in his attempt to protect Americas Global hegemony, is his record shattering move in plunging the United States $3.5 Trillion further into debt, and which raises the total amount owed by the United States, to its citizens and the World, to the unprecedented height of over $106 Trillion.? So alarming has Obama’s actions become (especially since they are being imitated by all of the Western powers) that the managing-director of the International Monetary Fund (IMF), Dominique Strauss-Kahn, warned this past week that the “stimulus actions” of the West (which in essence is nothing more than the printing of money with nothing to back it up) has now become a “threat to democracy” as millions of people are expected to erupt in violence against their governments over the theft of their money and their futures.? Most unfortunately for the American people though is that this IMF warning fell on “deaf ears” in the United States with the Federal Reserve Bank of St. Louis President, James Bullard, saying this week that the US would continue its “stimulus actions” because they “would give more flexibility to US policymakers”, a most absurd statement especially when viewed in the light of the unprecedented debt payments currently looming over the American economy they have no ability whatsoever to pay.? To the ability of the West’s banking giants to save their Nation’s economies, even worse news came this week with the US ratings giant Standards & Poors issuing a warning that “every single bank in Japan, the US, Germany, Spain, and Italy included in S&P’s list of 45 Global lenders remain unsafe”, a warning which then lead to one of Europe’s largest banks, Société Générale, warning its clients to prepare for a “total Global Economic Collapse”.? To the fears of Obama over the United States erupting into civil war once the full extent of the rape and pillaging of these peoples by their banks and government becomes known to them, grim evidence now shows the likelihood of this occurring much sooner than later, especially in new poll figures showing that Obama’s approval rating among white Americans has now fallen to 39%. A number made more significant when one realizes that the white population of the United States comprises 74% of their estimated 398 million citizens, or put more ominously in these reports as “over 220 million American people armed to the teeth and ready to explode”.? And so fearful has the white population of the United States become that upon the election of Obama to the Presidency he was named as the “Gun Salesman of the Year” by the Outdoor Wire, the US’s largest daily electronic news service for the outdoor industry, who report “panic buying” of weapons and ammunition by those fearful of the destruction of their country at the hands of man they believe is not even an American citizen and had been foisted upon them by their elite classes seeking to enslave them.? Though the coming civil war in the United States is being virtually ignored by their propaganda media, the same cannot be said of Russia, where leading Russian political analyst, Professor Igor Panarin has long warned that the economic turmoil in the United States has confirmed his long-held view that the US is heading for collapse, and will divide into separate parts.? Professor Igor Panarin further stated in his warning that “the US Dollar is not secured by anything. The country’s foreign debt has grown like an avalanche, even though in the early 1980s there was no debt. By 1998, when I first made my prediction, it had exceeded $2 trillion. Now it is more than 11 trillion. This is a pyramid that can only collapse.”? What remains to be seen, and these reports do not speculate upon, is if the citizen-soldiers of the United States will fire upon and kill their fellow countrymen during the coming conflict, but if history is to be our guide clearly shows this will be the case as the once great American Nation continues its headlong plunge into the abyss of history. May God have mercy upon all of them.

Civil War spewing now – first action needed now

Burnett 10 Bob Burnett Huffington Post Staff Writer The Next Civil War April 2 2010 http://www.huffingtonpost.com/bob-burnett/the-next-civil-war_b_522921.html
The first Civil War was precipitated by a dispute regarding slavery and states' rights. It was inflamed by volatile rhetoric and widespread use of guns.? The looming civil war reincarnates the debate about states' rights. Immediately after President Obama signed health care reform into law, several state Attorney Generals filed lawsuits arguing the Federal government violated the Constitution.? Rather than slavery, the new civil war is being waged over the necessity to guarantee human rights for all Americans -- whether or not every citizen deserves health care. Many Republicans feel this is not a legitimate use of government power, that it infringes on the sacred "free market."? In the run up to the first Civil War, passions were inflamed by fiery rhetoric from secessionist politicians such as Jefferson Davis. The impending civil war is being fed by mass-media personalities, such as Rush Limbaugh and Glenn Beck, who routinely feed their listeners blatant falsehoods. The success of these demagogues was revealed in a March 23rd Louis Harris poll of Republicans: 67 percent "believe that Obama is a socialist." 57 percent "believe that Obama is a Muslim." 45 percent believe that Obama "was not born in the United States and so is not eligible to be president." 38 percent of Republicans say the President is "doing many of the things that Hitler did." And, 24 percent believe Obama "may be the Antichrist."? Coupled with these skewed beliefs is increasingly strident rhetoric from Republican leaders. House minority leader John Boehner compared health care reform to "Armageddon" and declared the GOP to the Party of "Hell no." This refrain was picked up by Senator John McCain and former Governor Sarah Palin, who added, "Freedom is a god-given right worth fighting for."? There's little doubt that the use of inflammatory language has increased the ratings of the Fox News Channel, which is now the highest rated cable channel, and "the highest rated basic channel in primetime." Fox commentators such as Glenn Beck and Bill O'Reilly regularly contend the US "is headed into socialism" and compare President Obama to Hitler. On March 23rd, prominent conservative David Frum, a former George W. Bush speechwriter, appearing on ABC Nightline observed, "Republicans originally thought that Fox worked for us and now we're discovering we work for Fox."? Beck and his new Fox News associate, Sarah Palin, have appropriated the rhetoric used by the militia movement, language that suggests violence may be required to "save" America. Since Barack Obama became President there has been an unprecedented run on guns fomented by a right-wing rumor that Obama was going to restrict gun ownership. As documented in the Spring Report of the Southern Poverty Law Center, there has also been an explosive growth of hate and militia groups. "An astonishing 363 new Patriot groups appeared in 2009 -- a 244% jump." (On March 29th, nine members of one of these groups, the Hutaree, were charged with conspiring to kill police officers.)? The Republican Party's embrace of militant extremism follows a grim logic. The GOP is losing members; a recent Washington Post/ABC News poll found that only 24 percent of respondents self-identified as Republicans -- versus 34 percent for Democrats and 38 percent for Independents. Grasping for support, the GOP has abandoned traditional conservative ideology and allowed its message to be highjacked.? Unfortunately, the Republican Party lacks a leader with the gravitas to speak out against the escalating violence of its supporters. Elected Republicans such as Boehner, McCain, McConnell, and Steele are much less influential than are conservative media figures such as Beck, Limbaugh, O'Reilly, and Palin. As a result, as Fox News becomes even more outrageous, and violence against Democrats escalates, GOP leaders either claim to be powerless to stop it or argue the mainstream media has exaggerated the problem.? Meanwhile, a second civil war is brewing. Considering the volatile mixture of inflammatory rhetoric, weapons usage, and growth of militia groups, it appears likely there will be a tragic event: an assault on a Democratic politician, the burning of a congressional office, or another bombing of a Federal office building.? In 1860, the onset of the Civil War could have been averted. Dispassionate observers saw that the Confederacy did not have the resources required to defeat the Union. In 2010, the impending Civil War should be averted. Right-wing zealots are a minority and do not have the resources to commandeer America. Nonetheless, they can cause needless bloodshed.? What will it take for voices of reason to rise up within the Republican Party? How long will it be before a major Republican leader speaks out against domestic terrorism and urges the GOP to return to reason and reconciliation?

Civil War likely – USFG preparing for civil war

Bailleul 12 (Dominique de Kevelioc de Bailleul Infowar Staff Writer ‘We Are Preparing For Massive Civil War’ Says DHS Informant?  May 4, 2012) http://www.infowars.com/we-are-preparing-for-massive-civil-war-says-dhs-informant/

In a riveting interview on TruNews Radio, Wednesday, private investigator Doug Hagmann said high-level, reliable sources told him the U.S. Department of Homeland Security (DHS) is preparing for “massive civil war” in America.? “We have problems . . . The federal government is preparing for civil uprising,” he added, “so every time you hear about troop movements, every time you hear about movements of military equipment, the militarization of the police, the buying of the ammunition, all of this is . . . they (DHS) are preparing for a massive uprising.”? Hagmann goes on to say that his sources tell him the concerns of the DHS stem from a collapse of the U.S. dollar and the hyperinflation a collapse in the value of the world’s primary reserve currency implies to a nation of 311 million Americans, who, for the significant portion of the population, is armed.? Uprisings in Greece is, indeed, a problem, but an uprising of armed Americans becomes a matter of serious national security, a point addressed in a recent report by the Pentagon and highlighted as a vulnerability and threat to the U.S. during war-game exercises at the Department of Defense last year, according to one of the DoD’s war-game participants, Jim Rickards, author of Currency Wars: The Making of the Next Global Crisis.? Through his sources, Hagmann confirmed Rickards’ ongoing thesis of a fear of a U.S. dollar collapse at the hands of the Chinese (U.S. treasury bond holders of approximately $1 trillion) and, possibly, the Russians (threatening to launch a gold-backed ruble as an attractive alternative to the U.S. dollar) in retaliation for aggressive U.S. foreign policy initiatives against China’s and Russia’s strategic allies Iran and Syria.? “The one source that we have I’ve known since 1979,” Hagmann continued. “He started out as a patrol officer and currently he is now working for a federal agency under the umbrella of the Department of Homeland Security; he’s in a position to know what policies are being initiated, what policies are being planned at this point, and he’s telling us right now—look, what you’re seeing is just the tip of the iceberg. We are preparing, we, meaning the government, we are preparing for a massive civil war in this country.”? “There’s no hyperbole here,” he added, echoing Trends Research Institute’s Founder Gerald Celente’s forecast of last year. Celente expects a collapse of the U.S. dollar and riots in America some time this yearSince Celente’s ‘Civil War’ prediction of last year, executive orders NDAA and National Defense Resources Preparedness were signed into law by President Obama, which are both politically damaging actions taken by a sitting president.? And most recently, requests made by the DHS for the procurement of 450 million rounds of hollow-point ammunition only fuels speculation of an upcoming tragic event expected on American soil.? These major events, as shocking to the American people as they are, have taken place during an election year.? Escalating preparatory activities by the executive branch and DHS throughout the last decade—from the Patriot Act, to countless executive orders drafted to suspend (or strip) American civil liberties “are just the beginning” of the nightmare to come, Hagmann said.? He added, “It’s going to get so much worse toward the election, and I’m not even sure we’re going to have an election in this country. It’s going to be that bad, and this, as well, is coming from my sources. But one source in particular said, ‘look, you don’t understand how bad it is.’ This stuff is real; these people, the Department of Homeland Security (DHS), they are ready to fight the American people.”? TruNews‘ Wiles asked Hagmann: who does the DHS expect to fight, in particular? Another North versus South, the Yankees against the Confederates? Hagmann stated the situation is far worse than a struggle between any two factions within the U.S.; it’s an anticipated nationwide emergency event centered on the nation’s currency.? “What they [DHS] are expecting, and again, this is according to my sources, what they’re expecting is the un-sustainability of the American dollar,” Hagmann said. “And we know for a fact that we can no longer service our debt. There’s going to be a period of hyperinflation . . . the dollar will be worthless . . . The economic collapse will be so severe, people won’t be ready for this.”

2NC Link Wall
More federal involvement into the state will threaten secession

Harris 9 Sean Phillip Harris The Examiner Staff Writer The role of the secessionist movement in the 2010 Texas governor's race June 22, 2009 http://www.examiner.com/article/the-role-of-the-secessionist-movement-the-2010-texas-governor-s-race

According to the Austin-American Statesman, “state lawmakers plugged a hole in the 2010-2011 budget by using $12 billion in federal stimulus money” while Texas’ rainy day fund which is estimated at over $9 billion remains intact. Democrats in the Texas Legislature and the U.S. Congress “have fumed, saying the $3.2 billion in education money from the federal stimulus should have gone directly to the school districts, instead of to bailing the state out of its budget jam.”? Not acting in accordance with the federal government’s terms for the ARRA could lead to the loss of future stimulus funding. A recent article on dallasnews.com reports that Rep. Lloyd Doggett, D-Austin “accused Perry and state GOP budget writers of creating an artificial shortfall in Texas’ education budget, then trying to fill it with federal stimulus money . . . [which] won’t create jobs or extra resources meant for local schools.”? Governor Perry heeds the conservative electorate’s call for secession and a sovereign republic free from the interference of the federal government. Yet, he is more than willing to risk the outcome of educational funding in Texas to keep cash under the mattress. His criticism of Washington’s high spending and “Orwellian” control over the economy is adding fuel to the fire.? Those who are not from Texas may not be familiar with the “secession movement”. There is a network of organizations that raises support for states’ secession from the union based on our “loss” of rights due to government control. While there is nothing that suggests Governor Perry or any other Texas politicians are members of this movement, the mere mention of secession can have dire implications.? TexasSecede.org published a fact sheet about Texas secession on their website. They claim that Texas and other confederate states during the civil war “withdrew from the Union lawfully, civilly, and peacefully, after enduring several decades of excessive and inequitable federal tariffs heavily prejudiced against Southern commerce. Refusing to recognize the Confederate secession, Lincoln called it a ‘rebellion’ and a ‘threat’ to ‘the government’ . . . and acted outside the lawfully defined scope of either the office of president or the U.S. government in general, to coerce the South back into subjugation to Northern control.”

More Government actions will lead to secession
Roberts 12 Diane Roberts Guardian Staff Writer Healthcare and the new Confederates' secessionist fantasies 7/4/12 http://www.guardian.co.uk/commentisfree/2012/jul/04/healthcare-new-confederates-secessionist-fantasies

It might help if Scott and the other nullifiers would actually bother to get the healthcare bill's provisions right. It is not, as Rush Limbaugh squawked, "the largest tax increase in the history of the world". It's not even as large as Ronald Reagan's 1982 tax increase. Most people won't pay anything, but they'll still get preventive care for free, and poorer people will qualify for insurance subsidies. Scott's been claiming that expanding Medicaid would cost Florida an extra $1.9bn a year, though the real number is more like $500m or less (no wonder his company got busted for over-billing!). And that cost won't kick in for eight years: the feds pay for almost all of it until 2020.? Scott can't even get the ACA's simplest rules straight: he told Fox News presenter Greta Van Susteren that the proprietor of a small business had come up to him and said:? "Governor, is this really going to become the law? Because if it does, we're out of business. We know we won't be able to buy any health care for anybody."? That small business proprietor, Jamshaid Mohyuddin, owns a Dairy Queen in Tallahassee, Florida, and employs 16 people. Scott told him to work for Mitt Romney's election in November, since the architect of Romneycare would ditch the plan he'd once pushed on his first day in office. What Scott failed to tell Mohyuddin was that businesses with 20 or fewer employees are exempt from fines for not buying insurance. Moreover, he might qualify for a tax credit under ACA.? When a Tampa Bay Times reporter pointed out these rather substantive errors, Scott's press flack sidestepped the whole thing. Jamshaid Mohyuddin, on the other hand, was delighted to learn that destitution was not in his immediate future.? It's become impossible to separate conservatives' loathing of Barack Obama in particular with their loathing of government in general. They hark back to a repeatedly-discredited notion of states' rights, insisting that the US constitution's tenth amendment gives each state the right to run its own show and shun the feds, though this logic never seems to apply to highways, or to disasters like the wildfires, hurricanes or tornadoes. But in truth, we settled the states' rights issue in 1865.? It's not just Obamacare, either. When the Environmental Protection Agency told Florida to clean up its dirty water in 2010, several state legislators threatened secession. In Justice Antonin Scalia's scathing dissent in the case of Arizona's hateful immigration law, he sees the states as 50 little sovereign countries, pointing out that "in the first 100 years of the republic, the states enacted numerous laws restricting the immigration of certain classes of aliens, including convicted criminals, indigents, persons with contagious diseases, and (in southern states) freed blacks." And Texas Governor Rick Perry has said more than once that if the Obama administration continues its headlong rush into "socialism", the Lone Star state might consider leaving the Union. 

2NC US Heg Internal Link
Texas is key to the United States Competitiveness and Heg

West 12 (Sibyl West Staff Writer What If Obama is Re-elected and Texas Did Secede From the USA? January 22, 2012) http://ramparts360.com/2012/01/what-if-obama-is-re-elected-and-texas-did-secede-from-the-usa/

1. NASA is just south of Houston, Texas. Even though Obama killed the Space Shuttle we will control the space industry.? 2. We refine over 85% of the gasoline in the United States, so Texas will never have to pay over $1.50 gal.? 3. Defense Industry — we have over 65% of it. The term “Don’t mess with Texas,” will take on a whole new meaning. (We produce all of America’s nuclear weapons up in the panhandle).? 4. Oil – we can supply all the oil that the Republic of Texas will need for the next 300 years. What will the other states do? Gee, we don’t know. Why not ask Obama?? 5. Natural Gas – again we have all we need and it’s too bad about those Northern States. John Kerry and Al Gore will have to figure out a way to keep them warm. Oh yeah we have Global Warming so they’ll survive. :-)? 6. Computer Industry – we lead the nation in producing computer chips and communications equipment -small companies like Texas Instruments, Dell Computer, EDS, Raytheon, National Semiconductor, Motorola, Intel, AMD, Atmel, Applied Materials, Ball Misconduct, Dallas Semiconductor, Norte l, Alcatel, Data Foundry etc. The list goes on and on.? 7. Medical Care – We have the research centers for cancer research, the best burn centers and the top trauma units in the world, as well as, other large health centers. The Houston Medical Center alone employs over 65,000 people. (We won’t need Obama Care) :-)? 8. We have enough colleges to keep us getting smarter: University of Texas, Texas AM, Texas Tech, Texas Christian, Rice, SMU, University of Dallas, University of Houston, Baylor, UNT (University of North Texas ), Texas Women’s University, etc. Ivy grows better in the South anyway. ( No Dept. of Education)? 9. We have an intelligent and energetic work force, and it isn’t restricted by a bunch of unions. Here in Texas, it’s a Right to Work State and, therefore, it’s every man and woman for themselves. We just go out and get the job done. And if we don’t like the way one company operates, we get a job somewhere else. (we can get rid of the Teachers Union) :-)? 10. We have essential control of the paper, plastics and insurance industries, etc. (we have tort reform) :-)? 11. In case of a foreign invasion, we have the Texas National Guard, the Texas Air National Guard and several military bases, Ft. Hood the largest in the world. We don’t have an Army, but since everybody down here has at least six rifles and a pile of ammo, we can raise an Army in 24 hours if we need one. If the situation really gets bad, we can always call the Department of Public Safety and ask them to send over the Texas Rangers. (One will do!)? 12. We are totally self-sufficient in beef, poultry, hogs and several types of grain, fruit and vegetables, and let’s not forget seafood from the Gulf. Also, everybody down here knows how to cook them so that they taste good. Don’t need any food. ? 13. Three of the ten largest cities in the United States, and twenty-three of the 100 largest cities in the United States, are located in Texas. And Texas also has more land than California, New York, New Jersey, Connecticut, Delaware, Hawaii, Massachusetts,? Maryland, Rhode Island and Vermont combined.? 14. Trade: Three of the ten largest ports in the United States are located in Texas.? 15. We also manufacture cars down here, but we don’t need to. You see, nothing rusts in Texas, so our vehicles stay beautiful and run well for decades.? This just names a few of the items that will keep the Republic of Texas in good shape. There isn’t a thing out there that we need and don’t have.

2NC US Heg Internal Link

Texas k2 heg – the only nuclear weapon facility in the US is in Texas

Tinsley 11 Anna M. Tinsley Staff Writer for Star TelegramPantex plant intends to continue nuclear weapons work for decades, Jul 30, 2011 http://www.star-telegram.com/2011/07/30/3258291/pantex-plant-intends-to-continue.html

Read more here: http://www.star-telegram.com /2011/07/30/3258291/pantex-plant-intends-to-continue.html#storylink=cpy

AMARILLO -- Deep in the Texas Panhandle, farmland sprawls as far as the eye can see, dotted by the occasional wind farm and herd of cattle.? It feels like the heart of the middle of nowhere.? Tucked away in the vastness is one of the nation's most heavily secured facilities, an 18,000-acre complex that houses thousands of the most dangerous weapons ever made.? The Cold War is long over, but hundreds of employees still toil at the nation's only nuclear weapon assembly and disassembly facility, Pantex, about 17 miles northeast of Amarillo.? "The work we do is important, and there's a demand for it," said Greg Cunningham, a Pantex spokesman. "We help ensure the nation's defense."? Through the years, workers at this plant have dismantled and assembled thousands of nuclear weapons, handling some of the most hazardous materials, including uranium and plutonium, key ingredients in making atomic bombs. They've worked with weapons ranging from U.S. B-61 nuclear gravity bombs to W56 Minuteman II warheads.? Numerous weapons and nuclear materials are stored in this remote area, including plutonium in bunkers covered by mounds of earth.? Security at this remote facility -- a matter of national security -- is at a premium.? Pantex has its own paramilitary force, which protects and monitors the facility. Warning signs hang on barbed-wire fences that surround the plant's land, which is constantly monitored. "Danger. Deadly force is authorized beyond this point," reads one sign near an entrance.? "Our security force is one of the best-trained, best-equipped in the world," Cunningham said. "They are here 24 hours a day, seven days a week. They never shut down, and they are supplemented by dozens of security systems.? "This really is one of the most secure facilities in the country and probably in the world," he said. "Our neighbors demand that of us."? Information about the work that goes on behind these walls, at the facility managed and operated for the Energy Department/National Nuclear Security Administration by B&W Pantex, is as tightly guarded as the plant.? Opened in World War II? Pantex -- shorthand for Panhandle of Texas -- opened in 1942 with workers loading and packing artillery shells and building bombs for the Army during World War II.? After the war, the facility closed, and the land was used for several years by Texas Technological College in Lubbock (now Texas Tech University) for cattle feeding.? By 1951, the facility was reopened, this time as a place to handle nuclear weapons, high explosive and non-nuclear component assembly operations. But people didn't talk much about what happened at the plant.? The work was kept so much under wraps that many neighbors in nearby communities, including Amarillo, didn't know what was happening. At one point, area residents called Pantex the "soap factory" -- during a period when the facility was operated by Procter & Gamble -- even though they knew workers were making something other than soap.? "Back then, they didn't talk about what happened here," plant historian Monica Graham said.? Through the years, the facility gained responsibilities, and by the 1960s, the Atomic Energy Commission became involved, moving various weapons and high-explosive missions here.? Pantex workers assembled thousands of nuclear weapons during the Cold War. The last brand-new nuclear weapon was finished in 1991, but workers have dismantled thousands of weapons retired by the military since then.? Officials say the plant today has three basic missions: ensuring the safety of the stockpile of nuclear weapons, nonproliferation (which includes dismantling weapons, storing plutonium pits and extending the life of some weapons); and safeguarding and securing the weapons and the plant where they are stored.? They say their goal is to make sure that as long as nuclear weapons exist, the U.S. keeps "a safe, secure and effective arsenal to deter any adversary, and guarantee that defense to the nation's allies."? "This is serious work, and we take it seriously," Cunningham said.? Workers dismantle surplus nuclear weapons and store materials such as plutonium on an interim basis. They periodically pull weapons from the stockpile to do inspections and tests to see how they function. And through a "life extension program," they take weapons apart weapons, perform maintenance on them and refurbish them to extend their life span.? Since a sister plant in Burlington, Iowa, closed in 1975, Pantex has been the only plant of its type.? "We have a mission that's going to continue for a very long time," Cunningham said. "Just the decommissioning of the weapons is a long-term commitment.? "The work is going to be there, we are confident, for decades."? 

2NC AT: Civil War Inevitable
Current secession movement are being appeased now

Hylton 09 Hilary Hylton Austin Time Staff Writer What's All That Secession Ruckus in Texas? http://www.time.com/time/nation/article/0,8599,1891829,00.html

Dressed in jeans, boots and a baseball cap with a camouflage peak and a hunting outfitter's logo, the Texas governor was one of the few major politicians to appear at the tea parties across the country. While crowds yelled "Secede! Secede!," Perry — 60 but telegenic and youthful — thought out loud that secession might be the outcome if Washington does not mend its "oppressive" high-spending, dictatorial ways. (Most experts say the notion that Texas can legally secede is mistaken, but the state does have the right to split into five states, offering the prospect of 10 U.S. Senators, math that would send cold shivers down any Democratic back.) After the rallies, Perry downplayed his secession comments, amending them in an interview with the Fort Worth Star-Telegram to say, "I'm trying to make the Obama Administration pay attention to the 10th Amendment." The so-called 10th Amendment movement, asserting the rights of the states to claim all powers not granted specifically to the Federal Government, has been grist for conservatives for more than a decade. The movement got a boost following the Democratic return to dominance in Congress and more traction when federal dictates about how to spend stimulus money raised hackles in places like Texas and South Carolina. Some two dozen state legislatures are considering or have passed resolutions supporting the 10th Amendment.? Is the governor's strategy working? While Perry was whipping up the tea-party crowds, Senator Hutchison was in Houston touting her work in Washington and her support for the federal deductability of state sales taxes. "The Senator is on the front lines in working against the Obama Administration and their unnecessary spending," her spokesman said. It was weak tea compared to Perry's red rhetoric. Straddling the Washington-Texas divide has been difficult for Hutchison. While Perry has been outspoken in rejecting federal unemployment funds, saying they would result in increased premiums for Texas employers, Senator Hutchison has been criticized for a less-than-clear stand on the issue. She voted against the stimulus bill, then said Perry should find a way to take the benefits without burdening employers in the future.

2NC AT: Other States won’t secede
Texas secession would be followed by other states  – others find fed to be oppressive

Adams 9 Mike Adams Staff Writer for Western Front America Why Texas will (Eventually) Secede From the Union April 20, 2009  http://westernfrontamerica.com/2009/04/20/texas-eventually-secede-union/

Texas would be smart to declare independence before Washington D.C. implodes under the weight of endless debt married with outlandish spending. After all, by declaring independence, Texans would no longer be responsible for paying off the federal debt. That’s a clever way to clear the balance sheet and start anew without a national debt.? Some commentators — such as this silly socialist John Farrell — think that Texas needs the federal government like a baby needs a security blanket (http://www.usnews.com/blogs/john-fa…). Massive federal spending is a benefit to the States, he ultimately proclaims! But Texans aren’t so easily fooled. Nor are they helpless to fend for themselves. In fact, Texans can do just fine without Big Brother confiscating their hard-earned incomes and giving them only more debt in return.? Tyranny always leads to revolution? Besides, let’s face the facts: Bureaucrats in Washington have, in every classic definition, become tyrants. They no longer believe States have any rights whatsoever. They’ve even painted bullseye “terrorist” targets on anyone who supports Ron Paul, or who opposes Big Brother surveillance tactics, or who even attempts to defend the U.S. Constitution.? That’s when you know your country is lost: When citing the very document upon which the country was founded earns you the label of “extremist.” And that’s where we are in America today. I’m an “extremist” for merely writing this article, didn’t you know?? Homeland Security Secretary Napolitano has all but declared war against America’s veterans and tea-party supporters — the very people who actually stand for what America was founded on in the first place: Liberty, personal responsibility and freedom from oppression.? It is no coincidence that, at this moment in history, those who most strongly support freedom from oppression are targeted as “extremists” by the very government that practices such oppression. (http://www.foxnews.com/story/0,2933…)? The message is very clear: Conform to the new socialist agenda or be labeled a criminal… or maybe even a terrorist.? Given such direct assaults in freedom being brazenly pursued by arrogant Obama administration officials, is it any wonder that many Texans would want to break free from the United States of America and rule themselves?? That’s what America was founded on, after all: People seeking local rule rather than tyranny from afar.? Those Texans seeking independence from the U.S. government are doing so for all the right reasons — many of the very same reasons cited by our nation’s founding fathers as justification for declaring independence from Britain.? It’s not just Texas, either…? This whole discussion isn’t limited to Texas, of course. Forces of independence are rallying in many states: Oregon, Vermont, California, Hawaii and even Alaska. Texas may be the first to secede from the Union, but by no means will it be the last.? That’s because the desire to live as free people in a free land is universal. And when people feel oppressed, exploited, and even terrorized by their own government, it all eventually leads to the same thing: REVOLUTION.? Revolutions can be peaceful (a voters’ revolution at the ballot box) or violent (a military coup or popular revolt). They can be productive (as in the American Revolution) or just a new face of corruption (as in modern-day Thailand). Revolution by itself is no guarantee that things will be better, but at least it’s opportunity for a fresh start. And if there’s one thing our debt-burdened, arrogant, bureaucratically-bloated federal government desperately needs right now, it’s a fresh start.

2NC AT: Chuck Norris
Chuck Norris already most powerful man – he doesn’t want to abuse his power plus their evidence was a joke

Norris 6/18/7 – postdates their evidence Chuck Norris A position more powerful than the presidency 06/18/2007 http://www.wnd.com/2007/06/42123/
 I was genuinely flattered to hear of the worldwide enjoyment of my parody and hyperbolic WND article this last week, “If I am elected president.”? It is often said that the most powerful position in the world is the U.S. presidency. But I believe it hits much closer to home than the White House and is a role, quite frankly, that I’m much more eager to fulfill.? Before I reveal that commanding position, I’d like to discuss the power utilized in it.? The purpose of power? Calvin Coolidge, America’s 30th president, once confessed, “I suppose I am the most powerful man in the world, but great power doesn’t mean much except great limitations.” Similarly, Thomas Jefferson once pleaded, “I hope our wisdom will grow with our power and teach us that the less we use our power the greater it will be.” Their point is that power wasn’t granted by God to be wielded like a sword but to be used to empower and better others through wise decisions and actions.? We equate power with dominance, rule and self-glorification – that is unfortunate. I believe when God created us in his image, he gave us the authority and autonomy to rule the earth, not one another. Power was given to serve, not enslave. As I’ve taught a myriad of martial arts students, the greatest form of power is still restraint and harnessing that potential to help others.? Great leaders have always understood this power principle, including Jesus, who demonstrated the original intent for our autonomy. He said, “Whoever wants to be first must be your servant – just as the Son of Man did not come to be served, but to serve, and to give his life as a ransom for many.” And so should we do the same.? The perversion of power? When we don’t properly recognize and utilize the power God has granted us, we naturally abuse it. An example of this can be found in my now deceased, but once alcoholic, father.? 
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