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Text: The government of Alaska should allow state and local governments to pursue and unlimited number of public-private partnerships and remove all restrictions preventing public-private partnership investment in the completion of the Bering Strait Tunnel.
State action is critical to infrastructure development – Partnerships are the best way to solve but removing regulations is key

Free Enterprise 12 [Free Enterprise, Active Group Invested in helping policymakers develop public policy that enhances the US market, States Pursue Public-Private Partnerships to Fix America’s Transportation Infrastructure, April 12th, 2012, http://www.freeenterprise.com/infrastructure/states-pursue-public-private-partnerships-fix-americas-transportation-infrastructure]

In the face of adversity, America innovates, and that has been evident with infrastructure investment. On the state level, businesses and governments are forging new partnerships to jointly bring America’s infrastructure up to speed. These public-private partnerships (PPPs) give governments and the private sector a way to fund infrastructure investment. While PPPs can take different shapes, with structured agreements tailored to a specific project, partnerships generally have private sector partners supplying much of the initial capital needed to cover commercial functions, like construction and operation. They also assume much of the risk inherent in building, maintaining and operating infrastructure projects. Construction delays, access to workers, and other factors can impact building costs, but the advantages are that private partners enjoy long-term, largely stable investments. On the public side, governments can avoid many of the risks involved in major investments while still playing a role in updating and expanding America’s infrastructure. This model is one way America can fund the massive investment needed to bring U.S. infrastructure back from the brink. “Every type of infrastructure offers limitless opportunities for properly structured agreements,” says Senator Mark Kirk (R-IL), who spoke at the U.S. Chamber’s Infrastructure Investment Forum in November. “The only thing that holds us back is our own creativity. In my time as a public servant, one critical fact is quite clear – if you don’t innovate, you get left behind. Chicago, Illinois, and the nation can lead the way on public-private partnerships, or we can lose the competition to China, Europe, and others. It’s our choice.” According to a Brookings report, between 1989 and 2011, 24 states engaged in at least one transportation PPP project. Florida, California, and Texas led the states in total number of projects, and Colorado and Virginia accounted for 56 percent of the total amount of all U.S. transportation PPP projects. In Chicago, infrastructure needs and a tight budget led city leaders to pursue PPPs to finance the $7.2 billion in projects for the city's subways, schools and other infrastructure. Not only is this important for the city’s infrastructure; it helps Chicago’s job seekers as well. The projects funded will create 30,000 jobs over the next three years. Whereas the state and local budgets preclude Chicago from footing the bill directly, under PPPs, the city can fund needed updates and enjoy the direct benefits of growth and jobs. Virginia is also reaping benefits from PPPs. The I-495/Capital Beltway HOV/HOT lanes project, for example, is a joint effort between the Virginia Department of Transportation and private companies. The state contributed $409 million to the project, while private partners provided $1.5 billion. This and other projects have proven so successful that Virginia created an office within the Virginia DoT to identify other infrastructure projects where PPPs could be useful. “By partnering with the private sector,” says Virginia Secretary of Transportation Sean Connaughton, “Virginia is moving forward on this project much more quickly than would be possible using traditional funding and construction methods – capitalizing on the best technology, financing methods, engineering and innovation.” While some states are finding benefits in using PPPs, overall, the United States still lags behind the rest of the world in terms of using these innovative approaches to financing infrastructure improvement. From 1985 to 2011, there were only 377 PPP infrastructure projects in the United States, representing just 9% of costs for infrastructure PPPs around the world, according to Brookings. This is due in part to a lack of legislation in many states that enables the state and local governments to pursue PPPs for transportation infrastructure. California passed legislation in 2009 giving regional transportation agencies the ability to enter into an unlimited number of PPPs; it also removed restrictions on the types of projects that can be pursued under a partnership. And Colorado has passed legislation creating a Statewide Bridge Enterprise that can enter into PPPs for bridge repairs and a High-Performance Transportation Enterprise (HPTE) to look for other PPP opportunities. The benefits of PPPs extend beyond the ability to finance much-needed transportation infrastructure updates. Governments are concerned with providing a public service, but businesses are profit driven. As such, under PPPs, it is in the best interest of the private partners to be efficient and reliable; their profit and success depends on it. The proposal for the Denver Regional Transportation District’s Eagle PPP Project, for example, was about $300 million cheaper and 11 months faster to completion than the district’s estimate. 

CP solves 100% of the aff and avoids the link to politics – P3s approved by local governments jumpstart production.  Also the aff doesn’t solve – new railroads to link the US and Canada must be built – THEIR SOLVENCY ADVOCATE
Soloview, 12 (Fyodor, Founder, Interbering.com, Interbering Briefing, 6/25, http://www.interbering.com/)
For the United States, Russia and Canada roughly 5,500 miles of new railroads would first need to be built, followed by the tunnel itself, at an estimated total cost of perhaps $100 billion or more. In comparison, this is a fraction of the Iraq War cost. And while in Russia it does not seem to be a question of who will handle the financing, a weak U.S. economy combined with tepid interest in Canada means that finding money to build the North American section of the international railroad could be an issue. This is why we formed the InterBering Construction Promotion Company and established this website. We at InterBering believe that the entire project on the American continent can be financed through private funding, without the financial help of central governments. This is in fact the way the Eurotunnel was built. With approval by local territorial governments - if not those in Washington and Ottawa - sufficient money could be found through private investors. In reality, the planning, construction and utilization of an Interhemispheric railroad connecting Alaska and Russia across the Bering Strait will be launched only after much preparation by those with enlightened economic vision - and by private investors prepared to recognize opportunity and grasp it. Progressing step by step, we intend to first establish an office in Anchorage where local governments, construction concerns and finance groups can work together to achieve the higher level of communication necessary. Moreover, in our view the United States and Canada could build a railroad to the Bering Strait several times faster than the Russians will do it through their completely undeveloped Siberian lands. This is because it is possible to initiate North American construction from different places at the same time: from the existing Alaska Railroad in Fairbanks simultaneously in opposite directions (and the construction of a southeastern 80-mile railway from North Pole to Delta Junction with a near a mile-long bridge over the Tanana River is already underway), and from Fort Nelson in Canada to the north. Coming to the shores of the Bering Strait 10-15 years earlier than the Russians, we could go on to build the entire tunnel (about a 10 year project) with our own financing and labor force, including the portion on Russian territory. That could potentially give us more control over key aspects such as tunnel maintenance, security, customs and operation schedules - including the possibility of controlling land on the Russian side to house workers, etc. U.S. Congressional interest in taking over from InterBering the construction of the project could follow, as the many economic benefits become readily apparent - including the hundreds of thousands of new American jobs the project will produce. Building new rail lines and Maglev trains that run at 280 miles per hour, plus producing the steel, cement, copper and aluminum wire, power plants and many other necessary components will involve a vast number of workers. Alaska will benefit from a through rail connection linking the continental U.S. and Asia because such a railroad will not only help end the isolation of our largest state but will give it increased opportunities to ship liquefied natural gas and oil to vast new markets - and to do so by train rather than by enormously expensive pipelines. The Alaska Department of Transportation might become the single biggest supporter of building a transcontinental railroad. And just as with the Suez and Panama canals, the country or countries who design and build the Bering Strait tunnel will be the ones who control its traffic, cargos and travelers. This adds a strategic consideration which cannot be overlooked. As one of the greatest civil engineering projects in history, this Interhemispheric North America-Eurasia railroad could also usher in a new era of American and Russian cooperation. The moment at which American and Russian workers drive in the final spike will be as significant to the world as that World War II moment 67 years ago when our armies linked up across the river Elba in Germany to end a war.
CP Solves ACRL
Only state partnerships with private companies solves best - attracts interest to the Tunnel and solves the Alaska Canada Link – the plan only drains Political Capital
Berry, 11 [Mark, Senior Fellow for Public Policy, Summit Council for World Peace, 10-4-2011, Universal Peace Federation, http://www.upf.org/programs/bering-strait-project/4017-mp-barry-advancing-the-bering-strait-tunnel-project-in-the-united-states-and-canada]

For international and strategic reasons, a sustained lobbying effort in Washington, DC, and Ottawa eventually will be necessary, but at present any effort in either capital would probably not make much difference. Promoting critical components of a Bering Strait crossing, such as an Alaska Canada Rail Link, will have to be a private sector-led effort, and the farther away from the Pacific Northwest you are, the less awareness and interest there is in this railroad. An ACRL will have to first garner widespread support from Alaska, Yukon, and Alberta, which in the long run will be much more effective. A high profile and costly Washington, DC, lobbying office is not relevant or needed at this stage. Congress will move only when the private interests are on board and jobs are quantified. This support will only happen from the ground up -- from Alaska to Washington, DC (and from western Canada to Ottawa), and not the other way around. Regional support, in both the private and public sectors, for an ACRL must be very strong over a sustained period in order to get Congress’s attention. Instead, this author recommends opening an Anchorage office that could be in the form of an economic development or business leadership forum focused on statewide transportation projects, including those that could link Alaska to other nations, whether Canada, Russia or East Asia. The key would be to build partnerships with the relevant stakeholders in major Alaskan transportation projects, including large corporations (like oil companies), mid-sized businesses, state agencies, federal agencies, Alaskan native corporations, local NGOs, and local media. The office’s work would also take it to other Alaskan cities, such as Juneau, Fairbanks, Skagway, as well as to Whitehorse, Yukon, and perhaps elsewhere in western Canada.
Russia CP

Russia CP 1NC

CP: The government of the Russia federation should offer land grants for the completion of the Bering Strait tunnel. 
CP solves.

Barry, 11 [Mark, Senior Fellow for Public Policy, Summit Council for World Peace, 10-4-2011, Universal Peace Federation, http://www.upf.org/programs/bering-strait-project/4017-mp-barry-advancing-the-bering-strait-tunnel-project-in-the-united-states-and-canada]

Since 2007, Russia has expressed noticeable interest in a Bering Strait tunnel according to press reports.[19] In fact, in the lead up to recent G8 and G20 summits, the Russian news services have speculated that the project would be on the summit agenda. Even though that did not occur, one may presume that behind the scenes Russian delegates broached this subject with Chinese, Canadian, American and other attendees. While the degree of Russia’s professed interest may vary depending on the current world economy, the country that will most influence the U.S. to begin to take the project seriously is Russia. Perhaps a sustained Russian effort to lobby the American political leadership over a decade or more will ultimately bear fruit, especially if world economic and political conditions become more stable. Of course, over such a period, U.S.-Russian relations must greatly improve -- and definitely not sour. Once the Americans realize the Russians are indeed serious, and consistently so over several Russian administrations, then the U.S. will get the message that it cannot afford to ignore this project.

Russia CP  - 2NC

CP is a prerequisite to the plan.

Barry, 11 [Mark, Senior Fellow for Public Policy, Summit Council for World Peace, 10-4-2011, Universal Peace Federation, http://www.upf.org/programs/bering-strait-project/4017-mp-barry-advancing-the-bering-strait-tunnel-project-in-the-united-states-and-canada]

Aside from building an ACRL, which would be the foundational stage, stages two and three of creating a Bering Strait crossing really involve Russia. Frankly, there is no reason to lay track in Alaska between Fairbanks and Nome unless there is clear intent to connect to the Russian rail system. Privately, one senior Alaskan political leader admitted he supports eventually building a Bering Strait tunnel, but unless Russia and other countries (e.g., China, South Korea, Canada) clamor for it, the American side will never act on its own.[18] Without clear-cut demonstrations of international support and even insistence, from the American point-of-view this project will remain a pipe dream.

Politics

Politics Links

Costs lots of capital.

Barry, 11 [Mark, Senior Fellow for Public Policy, Summit Council for World Peace, 10-4-2011, Universal Peace Federation, http://www.upf.org/programs/bering-strait-project/4017-mp-barry-advancing-the-bering-strait-tunnel-project-in-the-united-states-and-canada]

For international and strategic reasons, a sustained lobbying effort in Washington, DC, and Ottawa eventually will be necessary, but at present any effort in either capital would probably not make much difference. Promoting critical components of a Bering Strait crossing, such as an Alaska Canada Rail Link, will have to be a private sector-led effort, and the farther away from the Pacific Northwest you are, the less awareness and interest there is in this railroad. An ACRL will have to first garner widespread support from Alaska, Yukon, and Alberta, which in the long run will be much more effective. A high profile and costly Washington, DC, lobbying office is not relevant or needed at this stage. Congress will move only when the private interests are on board and jobs are quantified. This support will only happen from the ground up -- from Alaska to Washington, DC (and from western Canada to Ottawa), and not the other way around. Regional support, in both the private and public sectors, for an ACRL must be very strong over a sustained period in order to get Congress’s attention.

The plan would be unpopular with the public and Congress—they don’t trust Russia

THE REGISTER 2011 (“Kremlin Green lights Alaska-Siberia Tunnel,” Aug 24, http://www.theregister.co.uk/2011/08/24/siberia_alaska_tunnel/)

This time out, however, the Kremlin appears to be serious – although Alaskans and residents of the other 49 states and Canada's 10 provinces and three territories may need some convincing. The goal of the railway, after all, wouldn't be merely to offer sub-zero tourism, but to open up trade routes through which Siberia's immense cache of raw materials could flow to the US. But seeing as how the Russian Bear has used – and likely will use again – its trade powers to press its influence on countries to its west, Canadian and US leaders might not be keen on developing a dependency on its neighbor across the Bering Strait.

The plan would cause a massive political firestorm—it’s viewed as a ridiculous pork project

CHRISTIAN SCIENCE MONITOR 2006 (How pet projects in Alaska became pet peeve on Hill, July 25, lexis)

Thomas Pease's flower-scented backyard might seem to be an odd place for a battle over federal spending. But the Government Hill neighborhood he calls home has become a front in the fight against pet projects in Congress. That's because land just a block from Mr. Pease's home could be ripped apart if plans for a major bridge proceed. Officially, it's called the Knik Arm Crossing. But the US public knows it by a different name: the "bridge to nowhere." And ever since it drew headlines last fall, it's become a poster child for congressional earmarks. Earmarks are items that lawmakers on Capitol Hill tuck into spending bills to fund projects back home. Supporters call it investment. Critics call it "pork." Both call it one of the biggest issues in American politics this year. "I couldn't believe our little neighborhood fight was actually going national," says Pease, an elementary schoolteacher who opposes the bridge plan. "But I certainly thought the name was appropriate." Actually, the "bridge to nowhere" refers to two bridges. One is the Knik Arm Crossing, which would connect Alaska's largest city with a little-used port on the other side of a glacier-fed channel that drains into the Pacific. The other is a span that would link Ketchikan, Alaska, to sparsely populated Gravina Island. They initially received earmarks of $231 million and $223 million in last year's transportation-funding bill. The moniker resonated across the nation last fall and spurred a revolt - both in public and in the halls of Congress - against wasteful federal spending. "Those three words changed the view of millions of how we spend money on a federal level," says the man who coined the phrase, Keith Ashdown, vice president of Taxpayers for Common Sense, a Washington watchdog group. Spans divide Alaska Even in Alaska, which leads the nation in per-capita pork-barrel spending, locals were divided over the merits of the projects. In a December survey of Anchorage residents by pollster Ivan Moore, 46 percent opposed the Knik Arm Crossing, while 44 percent favored it. When told that the earmark was removed and that the state could spend the money on any transportation project, a stronger majority - 56 percent - wanted to use the money elsewhere. "It's obviously not a high priority," Mr. Moore says. Supporters defend the bridge as economically vital to Anchorage and the Matanuska-Susitna Borough, the fastest-growing district in Alaska. Alaska has as much right to a large bridge as any other state, they say. "The Golden Gate was a bridge to nowhere. Mackinac back in Michigan was a bridge to nowhere,'" says former Anchorage Mayor George Wuerch, chairman of the state-funded Knik Arm Bridge and Toll Authority, the organization overseeing bridge plans. "This is not a bridge to nowhere. These are the two fastest-growing populations of this state." Alaska's veteran Sen. Ted Stevens (R), a legend for his ability to funnel federal funds home, has argued that critics fail to grasp the bridge's historic mission. "What they forget was that in the Western movement of the country, if the people who were paying the taxes at that time said it was wasteful to build roads to the West we would have never had the West," he told Anchorage reporters last year, as criticism of the bridges crescendoed. Proponents, who hope the Knik Arm Crossing will be built by 2010, say it will open up new, lower-cost land needed for development. Already, speculators have started buying property on the other side of Knik Arm, where the bridge is expected to deliver traffic. But skeptics here say the project would promote sprawl and, with a cost estimate of between $600 million and $2 billion, it would divert resources from revitalizing Anchorage itself. Routing traffic to this spot in the Matanuska-Susitna Borough is impractical, they add, because it's not near population centers. Critics also worry about the effect on beluga whales and other wildlife. View from Government Hill In Government Hill, Anchorage's oldest neighborhood, the bridge debate is about more than budgets. Locals fear the planned access road for the bridge would ruin the quality of life, bringing traffic, congestion, and general degradation. "At the risk of sounding like a radical, there's something undemocratic about having to defend your home from the government," Pease says. In a city dominated by cookie-cutter condos and sprawling McMansion subdivisions, Government Hill is a throwback. Architectural masterpieces mix with refurbished Quonset huts and old-fashioned cabins. Its location on a bluff above downtown Anchorage gives it a microclimate warm enough for local gardeners such as Pease to grow apples, cherries, and other delicacies rarely found in Alaska. The social atmosphere is also warm. Government Hill denizens were invited recently to a celebratory picnic thrown by a pair of newlyweds and, Pease says, residents are known to barter garden produce for salmon. "It's one of the few neighborhoods in Anchorage that has a real neighborhood feel to it," says Stephanie Kesler, president of the Government Hill Community Council. The Knik Arm Bridge idea, too, has a long history, proposed in various forms since the 1950s, with boosters even then claiming Anchorage lacked sufficient space for development. Justifications abound. The "world-wide recognition which would accompany the construction of this unique and monumental project would certainly be valuable to the State of Alaska," said a 1972 study prepared for the state Department of Highways. A state that inspires grand thinking Such thinking may have spurred other mega-projects once embraced by state leaders but never realized. They have had plans to: * Drop hydrogen bombs to carve out a deepwater port off northwest Alaska. * Erect a domed city near Mount McKinley. * Gouge a Bering Strait railroad tunnel to Russia. * Hook up a water pipeline to California. "We live in a grand state, and it inspires grand thinking, which can be a good thing until you take it to extremes. And then it gets a little ridiculous," says bridge opponent Emily Ferry, coordinator of the Alaska Transportation Priorities Project in Juneau.

JV Turns Case

DA turns the case – no chance of tunnel if relations go south.

Barry, 11 [Mark, Senior Fellow for Public Policy, Summit Council for World Peace, 10-4-2011, Universal Peace Federation, http://www.upf.org/programs/bering-strait-project/4017-mp-barry-advancing-the-bering-strait-tunnel-project-in-the-united-states-and-canada]

Since 2007, Russia has expressed noticeable interest in a Bering Strait tunnel according to press reports.[19] In fact, in the lead up to recent G8 and G20 summits, the Russian news services have speculated that the project would be on the summit agenda. Even though that did not occur, one may presume that behind the scenes Russian delegates broached this subject with Chinese, Canadian, American and other attendees. While the degree of Russia’s professed interest may vary depending on the current world economy, the country that will most influence the U.S. to begin to take the project seriously is Russia. Perhaps a sustained Russian effort to lobby the American political leadership over a decade or more will ultimately bear fruit, especially if world economic and political conditions become more stable. Of course, over such a period, U.S.-Russian relations must greatly improve -- and definitely not sour. Once the Americans realize the Russians are indeed serious, and consistently so over several Russian administrations, then the U.S. will get the message that it cannot afford to ignore this project.
Canada Relations

Canada Relations Link

The plan would undermine US-Canada cooperation

FINANCIAL POST 2007 (National Post's Financial Post & FP Investing, “Russia's tunnel vision,” April 19, LEXIS)

Russia yesterday revived a plan to transport oil, natural gas and electricity to the United States via a tunnel under the Bering Strait from Siberia to Alaska, a colossal project that was quickly panned for its questionable economics and business logic and its impact on U.S. energy security.

The proposal, which would include a rail system ending at tiny Fort Nelson, B.C., would also threaten Canada's unique energy relationship with the United States, energy experts and economists said.

