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CRIME DA 1NC
A) Lower light levels in Urban areas increases crime rates, lowers overall security.

Painter - Associate at the Institute of Criminology – 1996 (Kate, “The influence of street lighting improvements on crime, fear and pedestrian street use, after dark,” Landscape and Urban Planning, Volume 35, Issues 2-3, August, pp 193-201.  [Online] ScienceDirect)

Though it might seem obvious, from the results presented above, that good lighting has the potential to reduce crime and fear, there is a need to discuss how and in what circumstances this might occur. Street lighting is a tangible alteration of the built environment but it does not constitute a physical barrier to crime. As an environmental crime strategy it can only be effective if it alters the behaviour and perceptions of the public, including potential offenders. Street lighting is not a straightforward solution to crime. Rather it can act as both a psychological deterrent to offenders and as a catalyst to stimulate the means to solve crime and disorder through a variety of mechanisms. What follows is a brief outline of the mechanisms through which street lighting reduced crime, disorder and fear. The most obvious way in which lighting works to reduce crime and fear is by increased visibility and recognition over greater distance. The improved sight lines deter potential offenders by increasing the perceived risks of offending. Equally, pedestrians feel safer because they are less at risk of surprise attack and a pivotal cue to fear, darkness, is alleviated. In addition, street lighting encourages more intensive use of streets after dark. The increased pedestrian density and traffic flow enhances natural surveillance. This increases the possibility of someone coming to one’s aid in the event of attack. People feel safer because of the ‘safety in numbers’ factor and they have a sense of being ‘watched over’ by the increased number of eyes on the street. From the offenders’ perspective, increased visibility, natural surveillance and the proximity of the public increase the risks of being seen and caught. The same cues which reduce risks and fears of ordinary street users increase the perceived risks to offenders. It is well established that offenders prefer to remain unseen when they are committing offences and they are threatened by the close proximity of passers-by (Mayhew et al., 1979). Street lighting also improves public confidence.
Renovation of a highly noticeable aspect of the built environment after dark, combined with changed social usage of the streets, signals to potential offenders and victims that efforts are being made to improve the physical characteristics of the environment and this leads to a more positive neighbourhood image. Just as a neglected poorly lit environment signals a lack of control and potential danger, so too, a well-lit, intensely used street sends a non-verbal message that the area is improving and that there is potentially more social control, order and surveillance. As a general ‘feel good’ factor is enhanced for pedestrians, offenders perceive that crime is riskier here than elsewhere.
B.) Crime leads to poverty

Stewart 1986 (James K. Stewart, “The Urban Stranger: How Crime Causes Poverty,” Policy Review, Summer)

The idea that poverty causes crime goes back at least as far as Aristotle, who called poverty "the parent of revolution and in the American inner city, the relationship is exactly the reverse. Poverty doesn't cause crime. Crime causes poverty—or more precisely, crime makes it harder to break out of poverty. The vast majority of poor people are honest law-abiding citizens whose opportunities for advancement are stunted by the drug dealers, muggers, thieves, rapists, and murderers who terrorize their neighborhoods predator are not Robin Hoods of some 1960s ideal; they are career criminals who are destroying the labor and hopes of the poor and they are as oppressive as the most avaricious totalitarian regime.
The most obvious way that criminals prev upon the poor is by robbing them of their property - and sometimes their lives. According to the Bureau of Justice Statistics, 9.6 percent of households with incomes less than $7,500 were burglarized in 1984. This was the highest victimization rate in the country, nearly twice as high as for households in the $25,000 to $30,000 range, and the poorest also suffer the highest victimization rates for violent crimes Households with incomes in the $7,500 to $14,999 range suffer the highest median economic losses from personal crimes, including robbery, assault, and theft. Since poor people often cannot afford insurance, and since personal property accounts for almost all of their capital, the theft of a TV, furniture, or car can be devastating. Robberies of cash or checks-for rent, welfare, or Social Security-may at one stroke eliminate a family's ability to pay for home, food, or future.
The typical criminal does not rob from the rich to aid the poor; he steals from the helpless to help himself. There's a routine on "Mother's Day"-the day every week when welfare check arrives in the mail — of criminals extorting or stealing checks from welfare recipients or looting them from their mailboxes. , Automatic deposits or safe deposit boxes aren't necessarily safer, since a criminal who knows your weekly income can collect on penalty of physical assault.
C.) Poverty makes the spread of disease inevitable.

Rice – Senior Fellow @ The Brookings Institution - 2006 (Susan E., The National Interest, “The Threat of Global Poverty,” Spring.  [Online] Lexis/Nexis)

Poverty contributes substantially to the outbreak of infectious disease. As the search for clean water and fire wood drives impoverished people deeper into forested areas, the risk of animal contact and exposure to new pathogens increases. By spurring population growth, contributing to immune-compromising malnutrition, and exacerbating crowding and poor living conditions, poverty also fuels the transmission of disease. Almost two million people will die this year of tuberculosis and another nearly 4 million from lower respiratory infections, most of whom live in poor, crowded parts of the developing world. These communicable diseases are mutating dangerously and spreading to other regions. Antibiotic-resistant TB, for example, is resurgent in the United States, especially among immigrant populations. 
Health experts’ most alarming predication is that the H5N1 strain of avian flu, which is rampant in poultry stocks in Asia, will soon evolve into a virus easily transmitted from human to human. We have recently witnessed the difficulty Turkey, a middle income country, has had containing its outbreak of avian flu. In Asia and Africa, where the rural poor people live in close proximity to animals and depend on those animals to subsist, the incentive to cooperate in culling animals is much reduced and the risk of mutation is even greater. If this occurs, WHO’s conservative estimate is that a pandemic could erupt, killing between 2 million and 7.4 million people. An additional 1.2 billion would fall sick and 28 million would require hospitalization. The worst case estimate is that 60 million could die, exceeding the more than 40 million who died in the great influenza epidemic of 1918-1919. Hundreds of thousands, if not millions of victims, would be American. 
D.) Extinction

Branswell – UN Pandemic Czar - 2005 (“World as we know it' may be at stake: Helen Branswell UN pandemic czar,” 02 October.  [Online/Reprint] http://wincoast.com/forum/archive/index.php/t-237.html)

A flu pandemic could fundamentally alter the world as we know it, warns the public health veteran charged with coordinating UN planning for and response to the threat.  Inadequate - and inequitably shared - global resources and the uncertainties inherent in trying to predict the behaviour of influenza combine to create planning dilemmas that are "monster difficult," Dr. David Nabarro said in an interview describing his new job and the challenges ahead.  Progress will demand appealing "to people's recognition that we're dealing here with world survival issues - or the survival of the world as we know it," Nabarro explains.  "And therefore we just can't go on approaching it with sort of business-as-usual type approaches."  The former head of the World Health Organization's crisis operations was seconded to the UN to co-ordinate world response to both the ongoing avian influenza outbreak in Southeast Asia and preparations for a human flu pandemic.  A native of Britain, Nabarro says the decision to appoint a planning czar reflects surging political concern that the world may be facing a pandemic springing from the H5N1 avian flu strain, which is decimating poultry in Asia and has already killed at least 60 people in Thailand, Vietnam, Cambodia and Indonesia.  "Governments have realized that this is something to be worried about," he says, adding the UN must harness that concern and the resources it frees up.  "It's a rare thing, political commitment to deal with a health issue. And when you've got it, you must use it well," he insists.  "We're not going to have such an excellent window of opportunity to really start moving forward with this for long. And so we must take advantage of it now."  One of the monster dilemmas Nabarro describes relates to antiviral drugs, which may be able to blunt the blow of pandemic flu.  But there are only two drugs which, in laboratory settings, work against all possible pandemic strains, oseltamivir (sold as Tamiflu) and zanamivir (sold as Relenza). Both are expensive and made in limited quantities. And there appears to be no quick or easy way to ramp up production.  In addition, the supplies that exist - as well as most of those that will be made in the foreseeable future - are spoken for. They are either squirreled away in or destined for stockpiles held by the world's wealthy nations.  "So we're going to have very little stuff and it's already stuck away in stockpiles . . . that people will protect with their lives. And yet we're going to have to find some way to ration these things so that they are given to the folk who need them the most," Nabarro says.  That statement may reflect Nabarro's position on the pandemic learning curve. Setting priorities for who will and won't get antiviral drugs is a responsibility of governments, not the UN or the WHO 
CRIME DA – LINKS

Lighting is key to crime prevention – empirics.

Painter - Associate at the Institute of Criminology – 1996 (Kate, “The influence of street lighting improvements on crime, fear and pedestrian street use, after dark,” Landscape and Urban Planning, Volume 35, Issues 2-3, August, pp 193-201.  [Online] ScienceDirect)

The research findings from the Edmonton, Tower Hamlets and Hammersmith and Fulham projects provide consistent evidence that lighting improvements have a powerful capacity to reduce crime, incivilities and fear at night. In urban streets and residential settings they also have the potential to increase pedestrian street use after dark. The study also illustrates the necessity of having a clear conceptual and methodological approach to evaluation. A badly lit environment does not, of itself, cause crime. It would be foolish for policy-makers to believe that all that is required to reduce crime and fear is to find a badly lit site and relight it. If lighting is to be effective as a crime prevention strategy it is important to be clear about the mechanisms it is expected to induce in a specific environmental and social setting. It may be difficult to disentangle which mechanisms are induced with what effects. This is less important than thinking through in advance of installation how, why and where it could work. The demonstration project revealed how street lighting can act as a catalyst to bring about changes in social behaviour which in turn contribute to a reduction in crime and disorder.
Improving street lighting led to a 21% decrease in crime.

Clarke - DOJ Center for Problem-Oriented Policing – 2008 (Ronald V. Clark, “Improving Street Lighting to Reduce Crime in Residential Areas.” [PDF Online @] http://www.cops.usdoj.gov/files/RIC/Publications/e1208-streetlighting.pdf)
A recent authoritative review, which used a well-established methodology to combine the results of all the studies from the United States and the United Kingdom, concluded that improved street lighting led to a “21 percent decrease in crime compared with comparable control areas.” Reductions in crime of this amount are worthwhile but, of course, there is no guarantee that better lighting will reduce crime in your neighborhood. The review could not determine whether these improvements were the result of situational deterrence or improved community pride and cohesion. The review concluded that improved street lighting had a larger effect on property crimes than on violent crimes, but offered no explanation for this result. More detailed research showing the effect on specific types of property crime and violent offenses is needed.
Proper street lighting key to crime prevention

Farrington (Professor of Psychological Criminology in the Institute of Criminology @ Cambridge) and Welsh (Assistant Professor in the Department of Criminal Justice @ UMass-Lowell) 2002 (David P. and Brandon C., “Effects of improved street lighting on crime: a systematic review,” August, [PDF Online @] http://dynamics.org/Altenberg/PROJECTS/MAUI/STARRY_NIGHTS/ARTICLES/hors251-1.pdf)

Explanations of the way street lighting improvements could prevent crime can be found in  “situational“ approaches which focus on reducing opportunity and increasing perceived risk  through modification of the physical environment (Clarke, 1995); and in perspectives which  stress the importance of strengthening informal social control and community cohesion  through more effective street use (Jacobs, 1961; Angel, 1968) and investment in  neighbourhood conditions (Taub et al., 1984; Taylor and Gottfredson, 1986).  The situational approach to crime prevention suggests that crime can be prevented by  environmental measures which directly affect offenders’ perceptions of increased risks and  decreased rewards. This approach is also supported by theories which emphasise natural,  informal surveillance as a key to crime prevention. For example, Jacobs (1961) drew attention  to the role of good visibility combined with natural surveillance as a deterrent to crime. She  emphasised the association between levels of crime and public street use, suggesting that less  crime would be committed in areas with an abundance of potential witnesses.  Other theoretical perspectives have emphasised the importance of investment to improve  neighbourhood conditions as a means of strengthening community confidence, cohesion  and social control (Wilson and Kelling, 1982; Skogan, 1990). As a highly visible sign of  positive investment, improved street lighting might reduce crime if it physically improved the  environment and signalled to residents that efforts were being made to invest in and  improve their neighbourhood. In turn, this might lead them to have a more positive image of  the area and increased community pride, optimism and cohesion. It should be noted that  this theoretical perspective predicts a reduction in both day-time and night-time crime.  Consequently, attempts to measure the effects of improved lighting should not concentrate  purely on night-time crime.  The relationship between visibility, social surveillance and criminal opportunities is a  consistently strong theme to emerge from the literature. A core assumption of both  opportunity and informal social control models of prevention is that criminal opportunities  and risks are influenced by environmental conditions in interaction with resident and  offender characteristics. Street lighting is a tangible alteration to the built environment but it  does not constitute a physical barrier to crime. However, it can act as a catalyst to stimulate  crime reduction through a change in the perceptions, attitudes and behaviour of residents  and potential offenders.  
CRIME DA – LINK – FEAR OF CRIME

Light pollution reduces the risk and fear of crime—increases pedestrian density and attitudes of both communities and potential offenders. 

Farrington (Professor of Psychological Criminology in the Institute of Criminology @ Cambridge) and Welsh (Assistant Professor in the Department of Criminal Justice @ UMass-Lowell) 2002 (David P. and Brandon C., “Effects of improved street lighting on crime: a systematic review,” August, [PDF Online @] http://dynamics.org/Altenberg/PROJECTS/MAUI/STARRY_NIGHTS/ARTICLES/hors251-1.pdf)

Lighting may reduce crime by improving visibility. This deters potential offenders  by increasing the risks that they will be recognised or interrupted in the course of  their activities (Mayhew et al., 1979). The presence of police and other authority  figures also becomes more visible.  ● Lighting improvements may encourage increased street usage which intensifies  natural surveillance. The change in routine activity patterns works to reduce crime  because it increases the flow of potentially capable guardians (Cohen and  Felson, 1979). From the potential offender’s perspective, the proximity of other pedestrians acts as a deterrent since the risks of being recognised or interrupted  3   when attacking personal or property targets are increased. From the potential  victim’s perspective, perceived risks and fear of crime are reduced.  ● Enhanced visibility and increased street usage may interact to heighten  possibilities for informal surveillance. Pedestrian density and flow and surveillance  have long been regarded as crucial for crime control since they can influence  potential offenders’ perceptions of the likely risks of being caught (Newman,  1972; Bennett and Wright, 1984).  ● The renovation of a highly noticeable component of the physical environment  combined with changed social dynamics may act as a psychological deterrent.  Potential offenders may judge that the image of the location is improving and that  social control, order, and surveillance have increased (Taylor and Gottfredson,  1986). They may deduce that crime in the relit location is riskier than elsewhere  and this can influence behaviour in two ways. First, potential offenders living in  the area will be deterred from committing offences or escalating their activities.  Second, potential offenders from outside the area will be deterred from entering it  (Wilson and Kelling, 1982). However, crimes may be displaced from the relit  area to other places.  ● Lighting may improve community confidence. It provides a highly noticeable sign  that local authorities are investing in the fabric of the area. This offsets any  previous feelings of neglect and stimulates a general “feel good“ factor. It may  also encourage informal social control and interventions by residents to prevent  crime and disorder. Fear of crime may be reduced.  ● Improved illumination may reduce fear of crime because it physically improves the  environment and alters public perceptions of it. People sense that a well-lit  environment is less dangerous than one that is dark (Warr, 1990). The positive  image of the night-time environment in the relit area is shared by residents and  pedestrians. As actual and perceived risks of victimisation lessen, the area  becomes used by a wider cross- section of the community. The changed social mix  and activity patterns within the locality reduce the risk and fear of crime.  Effects of improved street lighting on crime: a systematic review.

CRIME DA – A2: LINK OFFENSE/DEFENSE

Their studies do not meet the requirements to be called reliable science

Clarke - DOJ Center for Problem-Oriented Policing – 2008 (Ronald V. Clark, “Improving Street Lighting to Reduce Crime in Residential Areas.” [PDF Online @] http://www.cops.usdoj.gov/files/RIC/Publications/e1208-streetlighting.pdf)
The discussion above shows just how complicated it can be to evaluate the effects of improved street lighting. The evaluation must consider the effects of improved lighting on crimes in daylight hours as well as in darkness. It must look for both increases and reductions in crime; and not just for the relit area, but also for a comparable control area where the lighting has not been improved. It must examine the effect of better lighting on different kinds of crime, because its effect is not consistent for all types of crime. And it must examine not just the displacement of crime to nearby areas but also the possible diffusion of benefits. Finally, the evaluation should consider other possible benefits of improved lighting, such as reduced fear. If this were not enough, the most recent review of lighting studies has also noted the following: The effects of improved street lighting are likely to vary in different conditions. In particular, they are likely to be greater if the existing lighting is poor and if the improvement in lighting is considerable. They may vary according to characteristics of the area or the residents, the design of the area, the design of the lighting, and the places that are illuminated. For example, improved lighting may increase community confidence only in relatively stable homogeneous communities, not in areas with a heterogeneous population mix and high residential mobility. The effects of improved lighting may also interact with other environmental improvements, such as closed circuit television (CCTV) cameras or security patrols.This means that studies should clearly describe the nature and intensity of the improvements in lighting, the general neighborhood conditions, and any other contemporaneous crime-prevention measures. Indeed, a consistent finding of problem-oriented policing projects is that a smart mix of responses, tailored to the situation, produces the best results. Few if any published studies meet all these evaluation requirements; indeed, it would be very difficult to do so. The principal question examined in most published evaluations is whether street lighting reduces crime at night.  This was the focus of eight studies undertaken in the United States, seven of them during the 1970s 
CRIME DA – TURNS THE CASE - BIODIVERSITY
Poverty is the root cause of loss of biodiversity – Turns the advantage.

Rice – Senior Fellow @ The Brookings Institution - 2006 (Susan E., The National Interest, “The Threat of Global Poverty,” Spring.  [Online] Lexis/Nexis)

Like disease, environmental degradation is linked significantly to poverty in the developing world and can result in long-term adverse consequences for the United States. Much of the world’s environmental stress can be attributed to population pressure. From 1950 to 1998, the world’s population doubled. It has grown a further 14% in the last ten years to 6.4 billion. By 2050, global population is on track to reach 9 billion. This growth is coming disproportionately from the developing world. Poverty substantially fuels population growth, as families have more children in response to high infant mortality rates and the need to raise income potential. 

Deforestation is accelerating in the developing world due to increased demand for fuel in the form of firewood and for arable acreage to enable growing populations to survive in marginal areas. The loss of trees exacerbates desertification, which has spread to the extent that 2 billion hectares of soil, or 15% of the planet’s land cover, is already degraded. Logging for trade in exotic African and Asian hardwoods magnifies the problem, contributing to the loss of 2.4% of the world’s forest cover since 1990. One result is reduced biodiversity, which alters delicate ecosystems and depletes the world’s stock of flora and fauna that have produced important medical benefits for mankind. 

Desertification and deforestation can also accelerate global climate change, though carbon emissions in rich and rapidly growing economies are the main culprit. 2005 was the hottest year on record. Global warming is already rendering coastal areas more vulnerable to flooding. And, as temperatures rise in temperate climates, the transmission vectors for mosquito-borne and other tropical diseases will change. New areas of the world, including our own, will face the possibility of once-tropical diseases becoming prevalent.

CRIME DA – TURNS THE CASE – ROOT CAUSE

Fear of crime turns the case – It is the root cause of light pollution.

Bunge – Private Astronomer – 1993 

(Robert, “Fade to White: The Loss of the Night Sky,” EJASA: The Electronic Journal of the Astronomical Society of the Atlantic, Volume 4, Number 10, May.  [Online] http://cd.textfiles.com/spaceandast/TEXT/SPACEDIG/V16_5/V16NO546.TXT) Accessed 06.23.11 jfs
What we are talking about here is light pollution - the unnecessary use of light.  The root cause of light pollution is decades of cheap electrical power combined with the natural human need to feel safe at night.  The effect is the destruction of the night sky and the loss of an important part of our folklore, the historical sense of who we are in this Universe.  Another, more "down-to-Earth" effect of light pollution is an incredible waste of money and natural resources.
STATUS QUO SOLVES
Status Quo solves – Awareness is already solving the problem of light pollution

IDA No Date (The International Dark-Sky “The Problem With Light Pollution,” information sheet, modified March 23 2011, http://www.darksky.org/assets/documents/is001.pdf)

Lack of awareness, rather than resistance, is generally the biggest problem in controlling light pollution. Educating the public, government officials and staff, and lighting professionals is a major thrust of our current activities. These efforts have helped. The increase in light pollution near major observing sites is moderating. More can and must be done — locally, nationally, and internationally. Amateur and professional astronomers and many others who are not astronomers are urging better outdoor lighting practices that will beneﬁt us all.

The IDA is making headway to control light pollution in the status quo.

Bakich – Associate Editor of Astronomy – 2004 (Michael E., “Reclaim the Night Sky,” Astronomy, Volume 32, Issue 6, June.  [Online] Academic Search Premier) jfs

The International Dark-Sky Association [IDA) was incorporated in 1988 with the goal of preserving dark skies and improving the nighttime environment for everyone. It has about 11,000 members from each of the fifty states and from more than seventy other countries. IDA has contacts with national and international organizations that deal with outdoor lighting or that have an interest in the issue. IDA staff and members are actively involved with these organizations. Lighting standards are changing as a result of their efforts, which bodes well for the future. IDA's web site [www.darksky.org] contains lots of material: information sheets, slides, images, PowerPoint presentations, and links to important sites. "Many members contact IDA for advice on promoting good lighting and for resources," says Dave Crawford, IDA president. "We need to attract more members if we are to make a continued positive impact on the problem. As the saying goes, think globally, act locally."
The economics crisis will force reductions in outdoor lighting – California Proves.

Beatty and Thessin – 2002 (J. Kelly and Rachel, “Bright Lights, Big Problems,” Sky & Telescope, December.  [Online] http://www.skyandtelescope.com/resources/darksky/Bright_Lights__Big_nbsp_Problems.html?page=3&c=y) Accessed 06.24.11 jfs
Unfortunately, the terrorist attacks of September 11, 2001, have only fueled the desire for more security lighting. Yet a study recently conducted for the California Energy Commission found that lighting levels have no correlation with a person’s perception of safety. In fact, the energy crisis that brought California to the brink of financial chaos in 2001 has served as a wake-up call to state officials and businesses alike. Spurred by a gubernatorial decree, retail lighting was put under curfew. Many business owners found themselves saving significant sums of money when their existing dusk-to-dawn security lights were equipped with timers or replaced with motion-sensing fixtures.
State laws are reforming outdoor lighting in the status quo.

Beatty and Thessin – 2002 (J. Kelly and Rachel, “Bright Lights, Big Problems,” Sky & Telescope, December.  [Online] http://www.skyandtelescope.com/resources/darksky/Bright_Lights__Big_nbsp_Problems.html?page=3&c=y) Accessed 06.24.11 jfs
There is hope yet for starry skies. To date eight states (most recently Massachusetts) have passed laws that restrict outdoor lighting. A growing number of local ordinances have also been approved, though they vary widely in scope. Some require only that new or replacement municipally owned fixtures be full cutoff; others prohibit inefficient mercury-vapor lamps or mandate that all businesses and public buildings turn off unnecessary lighting after 11 p.m. unless they are open to the public. Stricter regulations occur in areas such as Arizona and Southern California, where there are many astronomical observatories. Some local regulations even apply to residential lighting.
STATUS QUO SOLVES – DARK SKY PARKS

The stars are still easily accessible across the US; there are many Dark Sky Parks where there is no light pollution
McDiarmid 2011 (Hugh, “An antidote to what ails you; a remedy for disillusionment: Michigan's Dark Sky Park, 17 May.  [Online] http://mittenstateblog.blogspot.com/2011/05/antidote-to-what-ails-you-remedy-for.html)

But in Michigan we are still blessed with dark places where the Milky Way and a million twinkling stars inspire awe and wonder. Places where science and religion combined seem pitiable tools of inquiry. Places where – necks craned and mouths agape – words are insignificant to define what we see. One of those places has now been recognized internationally. Michigan has an International Dark Sky Park. It’s one of only six Dark Sky Parks in the nation – one of nine in the world. Located along the Straits of Mackinac on 550 acres of undeveloped Lake Michigan shoreline called The Headlands, the stargazers' paradise is the result of years of hard work by Emmet County citizens and officials. They were dedicated to preserving this little slice of Pure Michigan that speaks volumes about the quality of life Up North.The designation required light meter readings from the International Dark Sky Association, the adoption of a special lighting ordinance and 75 pages of paperwork according to my friend Ron Dzwonkowski’s Detroit Free Press column.In a great tidbit of storytelling, Ron says one “key to securing the designation was the endorsement of Patrick Stonehouse, a teacher and astronomer in neighboring Cheboygan County who from his rooftop observatory in Wolverine discovered a comet in 1998 that the International Astronomical Union has labeled 1998 H1, or Comet Stonehouse.”Michigan’s International Dark Sky Park. What a great, great story!
SOLVENCY – EDUCATION KEY

No solvency – Educating lighting professionals is key to changing technologies.

Bunge – Private Astronomer – 1993 (Robert, “Fade to White: The Loss of the Night Sky,” EJASA: The Electronic Journal of the Astronomical Society of the Atlantic, Volume 4, Number 10, May.  [Online] http://cd.textfiles.com/spaceandast/TEXT/SPACEDIG/V16_5/V16NO546.TXT) Accessed 06.23.11 jfs

Even if LPS is rejected because of its monochromatic light, full cutoff fixtures represent a major improvement.  Full cutoff fixtures are readily available across the U.S..  Even some hardware stores are starting to carry full cutoff security lights.  If you have a choice, pick the right one!  If you have an old-fashion 175-watt mercury vapor lamp in your backyard - and it is old fashioned, as many of these lights were designed in the 1930s - replace it with a full cutoff HPS fixture.  However, even with the choices on the market today, it is still a matter of educating the people who light your streets, shopping malls, office complexes, and the house next door. 
Light pollution key to STSE education

Percy - Professor Emeritus, Astronomy and Astrophysics @ the University of Toronto  - 2002 (John R., "Two Good Things About Light Pollution," February. http://adsabs.harvard.edu/full/2002JRASC..96...24P) 
Two good things about light pollution: (1) it makes for a pretty view of the earth at night, from a plane or from space; and (2) it provides exemplary STSE (science, technology, society, environment) activities for students in school or university. Satellite images of the earth at night are fascinating: students could study these for hours, learning about geography and human population and its activity. The November 2000 issue of Air Canadas in flight magazine En Route has a complete set of such images. There are also detailed, qualitative images on the WWW: see Sky and Telescope December 2001, page 24. 
A2: METAPHORS GOOD
Metaphors are problematic because there can be no objective thought therefore all thought will be subjective, the plan can’t unite us when there is not objective thought.

Westra 2007 (Adam, graduate student of philosophy at university of Montreal, “Metaphors of Objectivity,” Episteme, #18, September. http://umontreal.academia.edu/AdamWestra/Papers/377483/Metaphors_of_Objectivity)
Herein lies the problem. Metaphor, given its nature and function in Bacon and Popper's theories, does not match their own conceptions of what objectivity is supposed to be. Metaphor is not objective, but their theories of objectivity are significantly metaphorical. The result is a dilemma, of which both horns lead to the same problematic result. On the one hand, to the extent that we accept the metaphors, we must reject their accounts of objectivity. On the other hand, to the extent that we reject the metaphors, we must reject the accounts of objectivity to which they are integral.5 I will now outline the problem as it arises in connection with three central characteristics of objectivity for Bacon and Popper: the distinction between knower and known, the association of objectivity and rationality, and the rejection of frameworks. Objectivity is founded on the distinction between the knower and the known. Subject and object are meant to be as distinct as possible. For Bacon, objective knowledge refers to the universe, not to man. For Popper, "knowledge in the objective sense is knowledge without a knower: it is knowledge without a knowing subject" (Popper, 1985: 60). In metaphor, however, the knower and the known are not separate. Rather, the essence of metaphor is to condense and unite the various elements under consideration into a single image, which cannot be teased apart. Metaphor makes the boundaries between categories fluid, not rigid. In addition, metaphor, in order to be understood, implicates a situated subject. It is a view from somewhere, a viewpoint of someone in particular. Understanding Bacon's fruit metaphor, for example, depends on assuming the particular perspective of an educated, Christian person in the seventeenth century. So, to the extent that Bacon and Popper's theories are constituted by metaphor, they are not, by their own standards, objective. Thus, if we reject metaphor because it is not objective, we must then reject the theories on the same grounds
Metaphor can never succeeded at breaking the signifier-signified dichotomy.

Travis – English Professor @ Dartmouth - 1997 (Peter W., “Chaucer's Heliotropes and the Poetics of Metaphor,” Speculum vol. 72 no. 2, JSTOR) tydar
At the very center of this place apart is the powerful reality of the metaphorical icon itself. While its significance radiates in many directions, the icon's first function seems to be  simply  to reify  itself. The existential reality of the  icon,  in other  words, is  something  these poets  insist the reader give  full credence to: my poetry  places before you  this  flower, which is a  flower,  is a  flower,  is a flower. Thus as a  physical sign of its own materiality,  the quintessential poetic metaphor appears  to  be retreating as far as possible  toward a domain where words and  things are one,  or even further toward  a preverbal and prelogical iconicity where res  simply represents res.30  Analytical  studies of metaphor have recently caught up with the iconic intuitions  of the poets.  In a brief but important article entitled "Metaphor as Matter," Darrel Mansell argues, "Language in metaphor  is on the way back toward becoming  the  object  again."31 What Mansell means is  that metaphors resist the  logical  predications  of  interpretation and  align  themselves instead with  the  "mind-boggling  plenitude" of nature. For example, "Man is a wolf" may be accorded a "meaning" whereby a few qualities of the wolf  are attributed to man, such as "Man is a fierce  and  powerful  predator." But  this  reductive  extrapolation,  Mansell strenuously  argues,  is not what the metaphor actually  is or  says:  in metaphor, all that belongs  to the wolf  and all that belongs  to man are included in a  fiercely nonlogical equation  that can only be  found,  or  imagined  to exist,  in the material world before its  translation into the predications of rationalized  language. Every metaphor  is thus  "a throwback to  a more primitive and earthbound way of  thinking,"32 satisfying, at least partially,  the mythic  yearning  for  an  "imagined original  state when  the  referent and sign were actually one."33  Even while  thrusting  its roots  deep  into  a world  of prelogical materiality, metaphor  is involved in an equally  strenuous movement in the direction of postlogical  transcendency. That is, all metaphors  strive toward the sun. Like their iconicity, their solar ambitions inspire their authors' idolatrous  reverence. But the  significance of these solar yearnings, even  though they would  seem to invite some form  of  interpretive grammar, are yearnings  the poets  typically  leave for others to  ex-  plain.  The  most  celebrated  study  of  metaphor's  solar  aspirations  is  Derrida's  "White Mythology," an essay  that takes as its central text a passage  in Aristotle's  Poetics in which Aristotle provides an example  of what he calls a "qualified metaphor": "It may be that some  of  the terms thus related have no  special name of  their own,  but for all that  they will  be metaphorically described in just the same  way. Thus to cast forth seed-corn is called 'sowing'; but to cast forth its flame, as  said  of  the  sun,  has  no  special name. This  nameless  act  (B), however, stands in  just  the  same relation  to  its  object,  sunlight  (A), as sowing  (D)  to  the seed-corn  (C). Hence the  expression  in the poet,  'sowing  around a god-created flame' (D  +  A)" (Poetics 1457b).  What Aristotle illustrates here is metaphor's ability to create  an  identity of two  motions-the  farmer's  sowing  of seeds,  the sun's projecting  its  rays of  light-even  though one half of the  identity (the sun's movement) is "name-  less" because no proper verb exists to designate  that activity. In filling this semantic  gap,  the broad-casting trope of the poet may also be providing an understanding  of the circumambient movement of the rays of the sun. But Derrida is persuaded that Aristotle is mistaken on  both counts.  First, although  some  readers may understand Aristotle  to  be  drawing  an  analogy  between  two  motions,  Derrida is  certain he is positing  an  identity. Second, Derrida insists that the sun's "nameless  act," which  Aristotle  accepts  as  no  more  than  a  catachrestic gap,  is  something  constituting  an epistemological  abyss. "Where," he asks, "has one ever seen that  there is the same relationship between the sun and its rays as between sowing and  seeds?"34 Where,  in  other words,  do  we  have  any evidence that we  "know" the  sun, and know  what  to name its activities,  its qualities, and most  importantly  its  essence? 

ENVIRONMENTAL PRAGMATISM
Only a pragmatic, non-dogmatic method of ethical analysis can solve for environmental problems.

Light and Katz 96 (Andrew [Senior Fellow at the Center for American Progress] and Eric [Professor of Philosophy and Director of the Science, Technology, and Society Program at New Jersey Institute of Technology], “Environmental pragmatism and environmental ethics as contested terrain,” Environmental Pragmatism.  [Online] Google Books)
As environmental ethics approaches its third decade it is faced with a curious problem. On the one hand, the discipline has made significant progress in the analysis of the moral relationship between humanity and the non-human natural world. The field has produced a variety of positions and theories in an attempt to derive morally justifiable and adequate environmental policies. On the other hand, it is difficult to see what practical effect the field of environmental ethics has had on the formation of environmental policy. The intramural debates of environmental philosophers, although interesting, provocative and complex, seem to have no real impact on the deliberations of environmental scientists, activists and policy-makers. The ideas within environmental ethics are, apparently, inert – like Hume’s Treatise, they fall deadborn from the press. The problematic situation of environmental ethics greatly troubles us, both as philosophers and as citizens. We are deeply concerned about the precarious state of the natural world, the environmental hazards that threaten humans, and the maintenance of long-term sustainable life on this planet. The environmental crisis that surrounds us is a fact of experience. It is thus imperative that environmental philosophy, as a discipline, address this crisis – its meaning, its causes and its possible resolution. Can philosophers contribute anything to an investigation of environmental problems? Do the traditions, history and skills of philosophical thought have any relevance to the development of environmental policy? We believe that the answer is yes. Despite the problematic (and, heretofore, ineffectual) status of environmental ethics as a practical discipline, the field has much to offer. But the fruits of this philosophical enterprise must be directed towards the practical resolution of environmental problems – environmental ethics cannot remain mired in long-running theoretic debates in an attempt to achieve philosophical certainty. As Mark Sagoff has written: [W]e have to get along without certainty; we have to solve practical, not theoretical, problems; and we must adjust the ends we pursue to the means available to accomplish them. Otherwise, method becomes an obstacle to morality, dogma the foe of deliberation, and the ideal society we aspire to in theory will become a formidable enemy of the good society we can achieve in fact. In short, environmental ethics must develop for itself a methodology of environmental pragmatism – fueled by a recognition that theoretical debates are problematic for the development of environmental policy.

Ecological dogmatism causes environmental policies to fail—Turns case

Light and Katz 96 (Andrew [Senior Fellow at the Center for American Progress] and Eric [Professor of Philosophy and Director of the Science, Technology, and Society Program at New Jersey Institute of Technology], “Environmental pragmatism and environmental ethics as contested terrain,” Environmental Pragmatism.  [Online] Google Books)

From the perspective of environmental pragmatism, we can return to our question: Why has environmental ethics failed to develop its practical task? Perhaps one reason is methodological and theoretical dogmatism. Mainstream environmental ethics has developed under a narrow predisposition that only a small set of approaches in the ftield is worthwhile – that only some ways of developing an environmental philosophy will yield a morally justifiable environmental policy. Although a wide variety of positions is discussed in the literature, the consensus it seems, is that an adequate and workable environmental ethics must embrace non-anthropocentrism, holism, moral monism, and, perhaps, a commitment to some form of intrinsic value. Those who wish to defend or develop different positions are rarely heard or taken seriously, and are always assumed to have the burden of proving just cause for deviating from the norms of current theory. It seems that anyone who is still questioning which is the correct side in the debates over individualism/holism, anthropocentrism/non-anthropocentrism, instrumental/intrinsic value and pluralism/monism is seen as being unnecessarily obfuscatory. According to the consensus view, it is time to move on to the other projects – namely the unification of theories on the right side of these divides.
We must acknowledge ourselves as beings within the environment—Our argument is that our physiology requires we experience the world as defined by light, running away from light makes no sense.

Parker 1996 (Kelly is a professor of Philosophy @ Grand Valley State University, “Pragmatism and Environmental Thought,” Environmental Pragmatism, Light and Katz (Eds.).  [Online] Google Books) tydar

(1) For the pragmatist, the environment is above all not something “out there,” somehow separate from us, standing ready to be used up or preserved as we deem necessary. As the French phenomenologist Maurice Merleau-Ponty said, “Our own body is in the world as the heart is in the organism”. We cannot talk about environment without talking about experience, the most basic term in pragmatism. All that we or any being can feel, know, value, or believe in, from the most concrete fact (“I am cold”) to the most abstract or transcendental idea (“Justice,” “God”), has its meaning, first of all, in some aspect of an immediately felt here and now. Environment, in the most basic sense, is the field where experience occurs, where my life and the lives of others arise and take place. Experience, again, is not merely subjective. It has its “subjective” side, but experience as such is just another name for the manifestation of what is. What is the ongoing series of transactions between organisms and their environments. The quality of experience – whether life is rich or sterile, chaotic or orderly, harsh or pleasant – is determined at least as much by the quality of the environment involved as by what the organism brings to the encounter. Environment is as much a part of each of us as we are parts of the environment, and moreover, each of us is a part of the environment – a part of experience – with which other beings have to content. 
POLITICS – GOP HATES PLAN

The GOP hates regulating light bulbs.

Daly 3/10/11 (Matthew writes for the AP, “GOP Lawmakers Target Efficient Light Bulb Mandate,” Huffington Post, 10 March.  http://www.huffingtonpost.com/2011/03/10/gop-republican-light-bulb-mandate_n_834294.html) tydar
WASHINGTON -- Sen. Mike Enzi has a dim view of a federal law requiring light bulbs to be more efficient.  The Wyoming Republican is pushing a bill to repeal the 2007 law and give consumers the choice to buy any light bulbs they want.  "Government doesn't need to be in the business of telling people what light bulb they have to use," Enzi said. "If left alone, the best bulb will win its rightful standing in the marketplace." Twenty-seven senators – all Republicans – support the bill, but many Democrats and consumer groups say the plan is not so bright. They call it a step backward and compare it to trading in a fuel-efficient hybrid car for a gas-guzzling SUV.
Republicans hate environmental spending.

Kaufman 4/16/11 (Rachel, “GOP Pushes to Deregulate Environment at State Level,” Common Dreams, http://www.commondreams.org/headline/2011/04/16-3) tydar
When Republicans wrested control across the country last November, they made clear that reducing all government was important, but that cutting environmental regulations was a particular priority.  Almost all state environmental budgets have been in decline since the start of the recession, said R. Steven Brown, executive director of the Environmental Council of the States, which works with environmental agencies across the country. What has changed this budget season is the scope and ambition of the proposed cuts and the plans to dismantle the regulatory systems, say advocates who are already battle-hardened.
The Link is Unique - The Republicans already compromised once

WSJ 4/13/2011 (“GOP Wins Deep Cuts in Environment Spending,” http://online.wsj.com/article/SB10001424052748703385404576258550820756980.html)
Under the deal headed to House and Senate votes by the end of this week, the EPA's 2011 budget would be reduced by 16% from 2010 spending, taking it to $8.7 billion.  That reflects the kind of tradeoffs each side made in the negotiations over the bill. The legislation doesn't include most of the policy provisions that Republicans proposed to block funding for key administration priorities on health care, the environment and other issues. But Republicans found Democrats moving more than halfway in the compromise over how much to cut spending in the $1.05 trillion bill for the remaining six months of the 2011 fiscal year.
Both the GOP politicians and the public despise lightbulb regulations. 

Lever 6/26/2011 (Rob, “US lightbulb rules spark new political fight,” The Raw Story.  http://www.rawstory.com/rs/2011/06/26/us-lightbulb-rules-spark-new-political-fight/)  
WASHINGTON — With a January deadline looming on a US law mandating energy efficiency standards for lightbulbs, some political forces don't want to turn out the lights. More than a dozen Republican lawmakers are backing efforts to repeal the 2007 law that requires bulbs to consume less energy. Meanwhile Texas has enacted a law that would exempt itself from the federal requirement, and other states are debating similar legislation. Some consumers have also begun hoarding the old incandescent bulbs based on an erroneous fear that these will be banned starting January 1 and consumers will be forced to buy compact fluorescent or other new types of bulbs.
DISAD TURNS THE CASE – WAR TURNS BIODIVERSITY
War devastates biodiversity.

Adley and Grant  No Date (Jessica, Andrea, Sierra Club Representatives, Sierra Club http://www.sierraclub.ca/national/postings/war-and-environment.html) tydar

Throughout history, war has invariably resulted in environmental destruction. However, advancements in military technology used by combatants have resulted in increasingly severe environmental impacts. This is well illustrated by the devastation to forests and biodiversity caused by modern warfare.  Military machinery and explosives have caused unprecedented levels of deforestation and habitat destruction. This has resulted in a serious disruption of ecosystem services, including erosion control, water quality, and food production. A telling example is the destruction of 35% of Cambodia’s intact forests due to two decades of civil conflict. In Vietnam, bombs alone destroyed over 2 million acres of land.[13] These environmental catastrophes are aggravated by the fact that ecological protection and restoration become a low priority during and after war.  The threat to biodiversity from combat can also be illustrated by the Rwanda genocide of 1994. The risk to the already endangered population of mountain gorillas from the violence was of minimal concern to combatants and victims during the 90-day massacre.[14] The threat to the gorillas increased after the war as thousands of refugees, some displaced for decades, returned to the already overpopulated country. Faced with no space to live, they had little option but to inhabit the forest reserves, home to the gorilla population. As a result of this human crisis, conservation attempts were impeded. Currently, the International Gorilla Programme Group is working with authorities to protect the gorillas and their habitats. This has proven to be a challenging task, given the complexities Rwandan leaders face, including security, education, disease, epidemics, and famine.[15] 
CBD CP – 1NC

CP Text: The United States should ratify the United Nations Convention on Biological Diversity. 

Failure to ratify the CBD hurts U.S. soft power.
Jenkins – Director of International Conservation @ Defenders of Wildlife – 2009 (Peter T., “The United States and the Convention of Biological Diversity,” [Online] http://www.defenders.org/resources/publications/programs_and_policy/international_conservation/the_u.s._and_the_convention_on_biological_diversity.pdf)
More than 150 nations and the European Union signed the Convention in Rio.  However, USA President George H. W. Bush declined to sign. In June 1993:  President Clinton signed the CBD on behalf of the USA. In November 1993:  President Clinton transmitted the CBD to the Senate for advice and consent along with “seven understandings” to accompany the ratification instrument.   He noted that existing Federal, State and local laws and programs were “sufficient to enable any activities necessary to effectively implement our responsibilities under the Convention” and the “Administration does not intend to disrupt the existing balance of Federal and State authorities through the Convention”.  In 1994: The Senate Foreign Relations Committee supported CBD ratification by a 16-3 bipartisan vote, subject to the seven understandings.   (Five of the 16 senators who voted for ratification are still in the Senate: Senators Dodd, Feingold, Gregg, Kerry, and Lugar.  None of the three senators who voted against ratification remain in office.)  However, the CBD never received a ratification vote on the Senate floor. 1995 - 2008:   The Senate has not revisited CBD ratification for 14 years.   But, during this time, the USA still has sent large delegations of governmental officials and representatives from environmental and industry groups to all CBD meetings.   Nevertheless, as a CBD “observer,” our nation’s delegations have no official voice – we cannot directly engage in key negotiations or final decision-making. Beginning more than 20 years ago, leadership by the USA led to the most comprehensive agreement ever written to reduce the global loss of biodiversity.  Then, our nation stepped away while nearly every other nation in the world joined the CBD.  The USA stands starkly isolated as a non-party, harming our world image and our ability to affect global conservation and sustainable use efforts.  
The CP stimulates U.S. environmental leadership and soft power.
Jenkins – Director of International Conservation @ Defenders of Wildlife – 2009 (Peter T., “The United States and the Convention of Biological Diversity,” [Online] http://www.defenders.org/resources/publications/programs_and_policy/international_conservation/the_u.s._and_the_convention_on_biological_diversity.pdf)
Joining the CBD will signal the USA’s re-commitment to global environmental leadership and could markedly enhance our international relations. No party’s national sovereignty has ever been undercut by joining or participating in the CBD. USA environmental and industry groups have long seen the value of the CBD for their work and they actively contribute to its processes and implementation. Conservation and sustainable use of biodiversity and habitats such as the tropical forests – Earth’s “lungs” - are integral to tackling the impacts of global warming.  The CBD helps ensure that Earth’s native plants and wildlife are considered in negotiations over global warming mitigation and adaptation. 

Soft Power key to Hegemony

Nye – Harvard IR Professor – 2005 (Joseph Jr., Soft Power: The Means to Success in World Politics, pg. 133-134.  [Online] Google Books)
In the global information age, the attractiveness of the United States will be crucial to our ability to achieve the outcomes we want. Rather than having to put together pickup coalitions of the willing for each new game, we will benefit if we are able to attract others into institutional alliances and eschew weakening those we have already created. NATO, for example, not only aggregates the capabilities of advanced nations, but its interminable committees, procedures, and exercises also allow them to train together and quickly become inter-operable when a crisis occurs. As for alliances, if the United States is an attractive source of security and reassurance, other countries will set their expectations in directions that are conductive to our interests. For example, initially the U.S.-Japan security treaty, signed in 1951, was not very popular in Japan, but over the decades, polls show that it became more attractive to the Japanese public- Ono: that happened. Japanese politicians began to build it into their approaches to Foreign policy. "The United States benefits when it is regarded as a constant and trusted source of attraction, so that other countries are not obliged continually to reexamine their options in an atmosphere of uncertain coalitions. In the Japanese, broad acceptance of the U.S by the Japanese public "contributed to the maintenance of US hegemony" and "served as political constraints compelling the ruling elite; to continue cooperation with the United States."17 Popularity OMR contribute to stability. Finally, as the RAND Corporation's John Arquila and David Ronfeldt argue, power in the global information age will come not just from strong defenses, but from strong sharing, A traditional realpolitik mind-set snakes it difficult to share with others. But in the information age, such sharing not only enhances the ability of others to cooperate with us but also increases their inclination to do so As we share intelligence and capabilities with others, we develop common outlooks and approaches that improve our ability to deal with the new challenges. Power flows from that attraction. Dismissing the importance of attraction as merely-ephemeral popularity ignores key insights from new theories of leadership as well as the new realities of the information age. We cannot afford that. 
ECOTOURISM – LINK

Light pollution decreases the value of ecotourism.

Claudio 2009 (Dr. Luz [Associate Professor of Community and Preventive Medicine and Chief of the Division of International Health], “Switch on the Night: Policies for Smarter Lighting,” Environmental Health Perspectives, Volume 117, Number 1, January, pp. A28-A31. [Online] JSTOR)

Truly dark skies have become somewhat of a rarity and, for many people, a natural treasure worth preserving. In 1999 the National Park Service formed the Night Sky Team to address increasing public concern about light pollution. "We are charged with protecting the scenery and habitats of our national parks, and that includes the night sky," says Chad Moore, Night Sky Program manager. The Night Sky Team is developing instruments and methods to help measure light pollution, such as a portable field instrument that can quantify natural and artificial sky lighting and quickly image the entire sky in high resolution. The team is also creating an inventory of present night sky conditions in national parks where the viewing is clearest, to set a baseline against which light pollution can be assessed.
For several national parks, darkness has become a main attraction. For example, Natural Bridges National Monument in Utah is known as a prime place to view the Milky Way. For Bryce Canyon National Park, also in Utah, and the Chaco Culture National Historical Park in New Mexico, stargazing is the number one attraction, drawing 15,000 to 30,000 visitors per year. Stargazing is not the only pastime that depends on the dark to draw tourists. Puerto Rico is famous for its bays where bioluminescent Pyrodinium bahamensdei noflagellates set the water aglow at night, and swimming and kayaking in the dark bay waters releases swirls of blue-green light. Although pollution from boat fuel and pesticide runoff threatens the dinoflagellates themselves, according to a 9 June 2008 report on National Public Radio's Morning Edition, light pollution affects the tourist value of the bays by greatly reducing the visual impact of the bioluminescence. In part to protect these and other sensitive ecosystems  o the island and there by also protect the country's ecotourism trade, the government of Puerto Rico signed into law the Program for the Control and Prevention of Light Pollution in August 2008. 
Although astronomers were the first to express concern about the effects of artificial nighttime lighting, Travis Longcore, a research associate professor at the University of Southern California Center for Sustainable Cities, says concern about the effects of light pollution on and plants has been a more recent phenomenon. Today, much of the impetus for addressing light wildlife pollution comes from its disruptive ecologic effects.
ECOTOURISM – INDEPENDENT BIODIVERSITY LINK

The rhetoric of environmental protection is derived from a warped social construction that takes root in a Western understanding of the natural world. Appeals to biodiversity and ‘intact ecosystems’ commodify nature into economies of capitalist accumulation, representing  the natural world in terms of property.

Stewart and King 1995 (William P. [Associate Professor dept. of Recreation, Park and Tourism Sciences A & M University] and David A. [Professor Emeritus School of Renewable Natural Resources University of Arizona], “Ecotourism and commodification: protecting peoples and places,” Biodiversity and Conservation, Volume 5, pp. 293-305)
For indigenous people, the commodification of nature implies a change in the meaning of their environment from a source of direct sustenance with a use value to a commodity with an exchange value. This change expresses a shift in the relationship between the indigenous people and their environment, from one of working with the land to one of working for tourists (who observe the land). This shift, from traditional, life-sustaining activities to service activities, may be perceived as negative in many indigenous cultures (Lea, 1988; Place, 1991). Hence, the commodification of nature not only changes an indigenous people's view of their places, but also their view of themselves. Commodification is facilitated by concepts such as 'national park', "protected area'. "endangered species" virgin forest' and 'intact ecosystem" that are social constructs of western societies and cultural artifacts of the developed world (cf Huth, 1957; Nash, 1982). Areas designated as parks or protected areas become objects in the western mind and are likely to be thought of as existing independently of man and culture (Hayles, 1995: Shepard, 1995; see also Whitehead (1931) for his discussion on "misplaced concreteness')  To the ecotourist, they are places to be seen and experienced, that is, consumed. They become identified as ecological travel objectives and the travel industry proceeds to create the facilities necessary for travellers to reach and experience them. In other words, a market for them is created. Parks, though they may be viewed as 'preserved' or 'pristine' environments, are managed in varying degrees of intensity to appear natural (cf. Allen and Hoekstra (1992) pp. 271-274, regarding the 'pristine' biosphere and the human impacted world; see also, McKibben (1989), Cronon (1984), Kaufman (1994) pp. 97-101). In this sense, parks are contrived settings often staged as authentic representations of untainted, raw nature (cf. Chase (1986), Bonnicksen (1989), Botkin (1990) pp. 193-197). Their authenticity is a perceived property, rather than an intrinsic property of the park itself (cf. Ehrentraut, 1993; Soule, 1995).
ECOTOURISM – IMPACTS

Ecotourism encourages travellers to participate in an economy of exchange that necessarily commodifies the residents of ecosystems. This is equivalent to imperialism. 

Stewart and King 1995 (William P. [Associate Professor dept. of Recreation, Park and Tourism Sciences A & M University] and David A. [Professor Emeritus School of Renewable Natural Resources University of Arizona], “Ecotourism and commodification: protecting peoples and places,” Biodiversity and Conservation, Volume 5, pp. 293-305)
Prior to the 20th century, travel to remote places required an entourage of pack stock or bearers and heavy camping equipment, all under the direction of guides. Within the past few decades, this explorer style of travel has been replaced with rapid, less strenuous modes of transportation, lightweight gear, and expanding options for western-style lodging. In essence, that which was once a year's journey between continents and into unchartered territory, is now a carefully scheduled, risk-free, two-week 'adventure' (Turner and Ash, 1975; Boorstin, 1987). Anticipation is an important part of the travel experience, and the expectations and images of that experience held by tourists are created and fed by numerous agents. Travel guidebooks, magazines and videos are available by the hundreds. The behaviour expected of tourists comes from the advice of various professionals in the travel industry who encourage them to 'discover' remote areas. Conversations with friends and acquaintances, who have completed the journey, serve to define the prospective experience. The mass marketing of outdoor wear and the images presented in mail-order catalogues furnish prospective tourists with powerful inducements for conformity. From a variety of sources, people have become thoroughly accustomed to accepting images as invitations to behaviour and as normative standards by which to evaluate their own behaviour (Boorstin, 1987, p. 192). In many ways, travel opportunities have come to be packaged experiences that are sold as commodities to a consuming culture. Not only can adventure be packed into two weeks, but the well-defined expectations are guaranteed! Tourism has the potential to bring a new socio-cultural reality to the host community. The tourists come to the host community not only with their expectations and images, but with the economic power to fulfill them. Their expenditures are a powerful force and can substantially alter the host community's way of life (Nash, 1981; Grenier et al., 1993). The differential in economic power between hosts and guests can lead to dependency, causing some scholars to view tourism as imperialism (de Kadt, 1979, pp. 50-67; Meyer, 1988; Nash, 1989), neocolonialism (Turner and Ash, 1975; Britton, 1982), or structurally maintained underdevelopment (Lea, 1988, Harrison, 1992a).
The host / guest dichotomy presumes commodification, the AFF’s endorsement of ecotourism creates the conditions for exploitation to occur.

Stewart and King 1995 (William P. [Associate Professor dept. of Recreation, Park and Tourism Sciences A & M University] and David A. [Professor Emeritus School of Renewable Natural Resources University of Arizona], “Ecotourism and commodification: protecting peoples and places,” Biodiversity and Conservation, Volume 5, pp. 293-305)

The intrusion of guests, along with their monetary power, transforms the hosts' native environment and culture into commodities. What were once places for the activities of daily life, as well as the activities themselves, have become valued as market commodities (Watson and Kopachevsky, 1994). What may have been a traditional relationship between one's people and environment, becomes a pattern of living in which behaviour is influenced by, and dependent upon, market transactions. In a widely cited example of the commodification of culture, Greenwood (1977) discusses the collapse of the Alarde, a Basque festival in Spain. The centuries-old festival celebrating the victory by the Basques over the French siege of 1638 AD, symbolized the Basques' collective valour. The festival was a source of pride for the townsfolk, and preparations for it took months to complete and involved most of the townsfolk – young and old, rich and poor. In the late 1960s, the Spanish government declared that the performance central to the Alarde be performed twice on the festival day in order to accommodate the growing number of tourists. This order transformed the Alarde from a festival for and by the residents into a show for tourists. Attitudes toward the Alarde consequently changed from enthusiasm to indifference; two years after the declaration, the Spanish government was considering paying the townsfolk to perform in order to maintain the festival (Greenwood. 1977, pp. 131-135). Since Greenwood's essay was published, others have identified touristic situations involving commodification. The common thread in these discussions is a change in the meaning attributed to a host activity or object. This change is from one of intrinsic value within a customary context to that of an artifact of exchange (Cohen, 1988). In addition the audience for an activity or object has changed from the host to the guest. Watson and Kopachevsky (1994), in fact, argue that the relationship between host and guest presumes commodification (see also Simmel (1950) for his insight on interaction with "strangers'). Guests require access to, and information about, the local environment. The hosts are in a position to sell access and expertise, leading them to a market relationship with the guests.
Promoting ecotourism on the basis that it improves relationships is a disingenuous means of commodifying ecosystems and their indigenous inhabitants. Improved market development trades off with the human rights of occupants.

Stewart and King 1995 (William P. [Associate Professor dept. of Recreation, Park and Tourism Sciences A & M University] and David A. [Professor Emeritus School of Renewable Natural Resources University of Arizona], “Ecotourism and commodification: protecting peoples and places,” Biodiversity and Conservation, Volume 5, pp. 293-305)

The ability of ecotourism to protect both people and places is an unresolved, and growing, concern. Commodification of host culture and environment is a widely reported social impact of tourism and spawns an array of implications regarding indigenous people's view of their places and themselves. The degree of impact from ecotourism development is related to the degree of market development within the indigenous community and their state of decline regarding natural resource scarcity. Pre-existing power differentials between local people and other groups may be exacerbated by ecotourism development. To protect both people and their places, native people's claim to control should be legitimized by conservation and government authorities, particularly indigenous people's role in technical management of the protected area. Regional and national government controls are relevant at the inception of ecotourism development, but ultimately should be reduced to one of infrastructure planning and coordination.
ECOTOURISM DOESN’T BENEFIT ASTRONOMY

Ecotourism is an underwhelming astronomical experience 

Roberts – Amateur Astronomer – 2007 (Joe, “Amateur Astronomer’s Notebook: Light pollution: the Bane of Astroners (Amateur and Professional),” 16 November.  [Online] http://www.rocketroberts.com/astro/litepol.htm)

I recently had the opportunity to go to a star party in the western end of Joshua Tree State Park (this is a desert area of approximately 900,000 acres to the east of Palm Springs in California). I was up there during the day and the sky was clear and blue, I was anticipating a great night of dark sky viewing. I only had binoculars with me but I was hoping to get a great view of Comet Holmes. However, once it got dark I was pretty disappointed. A good part of the sky was indeed fairly dark (but not spectacularly so). What shocked me was that the view from about Aquila and south was no better than what I have at home in southeastern CT! The Milky Way was visible but in the Scutum area it was not very pronounced at all. The glow to the southwest was quite severe, to the point where I might as well have stayed back home. I expect that the eastern end of the park would be better, however I also expected that the sky would have been quite a bit better than what I saw! I can say this: the skies I had in western MA (near Springfield) in 1975 were BETTER by a significant margin that what I experienced on the western end of Joshue Tree State Park. A very sad situation. I drove back to San Diego later that evening. The entire corridor around Rt 15 (on the way back to San Diego) is pretty much a disaster as far as light pollution is concerned.
TOPICALITY – “INCREASE” 1NC
A. Our Interpretation - Increase is a direct augmentation

Random House Webster’s College Dictionary 96

Increase: 1) to make greater, as in number, size, strength, or quality; augment 2) to become greater, as in number, size, strength, or quality 3) to multiply by propagation 4) growth or augmentation in size, strength, quality 5) the act or process of increasing
B. Violation: The AFF does not increase space exploration or development directly but rather removes a barrier that allows for future increases

C. Reasons to Prefer Our Interpretation:

1. Limits: They are only topical by effects, they eliminate a crucial limiting function of the topic because their plan does not mandate a direct increase on its face.

2. Immediacy: They are only probabilistically topical which means we lose ground based on the immediacy of plan action.

3. Topic Specific Education: Allowing the Affirmative to insert extraneous steps in the chain of events leading to their topicality claim means that we never get to the resolutional question because they bog us down in Earth-bound questions of biodiversity and self-actualization.

D. They Lose:

Topicality is a voting issue for our fairness and education and should be evaluated in a framework of competing interpretations to discourage judge intervention. 
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